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HISTORICAL ROOTS OF THE DEGENERATION OF THE 4th INTERNA-
TIONAL & OF THE CENTRISM OF THE SWP—FOR A RETURN TO THE
PROLETARIAN ROAD OF TROTSKYISM
By the Communist Tendency

[We urge the comrades to consider our political resolution
as a counter-resolution in opposition to both the National
Committee and Political Committee and Proletarian Orien-
tation resolutions. ]

The major contradiction expressing itself inside the party
today is the discrepancy between the party's claim to rep-
resent the heritage of Lenin and Trotsky, i.e. Marxism
on the one hand, and the crass opportunism represented
in its day to day political program on the other. While
the party still dresses itself in orthodoxy on some ques-
tions, it has openly discarded —especially in those areas
in which the party has been most active— whole portions
of the transitional program. Garments have been hastily
torn off at the seams, laying bare the party's revisionism,
justified by simplistic observations —in lieu of analysis—
such as "times have changed." In their stead the party
has substituted a reformist and pacifist garb decorated
with radical sounding phrases and trimmed in a call to
action for action's sake.

The ever increasing rapidity with which the party impa-
tiently tears itself away from even any formal adherence
to its traditional proletarian program is an admission of
the party's writing off of the American proletariat as the
fundamental force for a socialist change, and is an attempt
by those thoroughly imbued with such skepticism toward
the proletariat to completely immerse the party in the
petty-bourgeois milieu. The fundamental task of assuring
the proletarian character of the party has long ago been
discarded for the task of "building" the party of poly-
vanguardism. Politics and building the party today are
judged in terms of numbers devoid of any class analysis,
class basis, or class perspective. Every political activity
the party enters into is done on a multi-class basis, be it
the women's liberation movement under the guise of "sis-
terhood,” the Black liberation movement under the guise
of "nationalism,” the antiwar movement under the guise
of "non-exclusion,” the struggle of the Chicanos and other
minorities under the guise of "third-worldism,” etc. These
non-class categories have nothing in common with Marx-
ism. When the party does turn to the proletariat— and it
eventially will to round out its poly-vanguard perspective
—the multi-class approach will be no different, as has so
" clearly been indicated from our past activity and from
what is outlined in the present N. C. political resolution. We
will be blocking from the inside or from the outside with
capital's lieutenants in the labor movement under the guise
of fighting the bosses "first” in the "objective" struggle
against capitalism.

The present day politics of the SWP have nothing in
common with the revolutionary heritage of Marx, Engels,
Lenin, and Trotsky. The heritage of the party's theoretical
analysis and political activity is social-democracy, Stalin-
ism, and Centrism of all varieties, and the party can only
be characterized as being right-centrist quickly on its way
to outright reformism. The burden of preventing this even-
tuality rests on the cadres of the party.

* * *

The present party crisis is not the result of an overnight
occurrence which has just popped up like a mushroom

after a warm spring rain, nor can it be resolved by merely
doing work among the proletariat. The party crisis, on
the contrary, is a result of a combination of factors: the
party's historical weaknesses, the historical weakness of the
Left Opposition and the Fourth International, and external
circumstances.

Up to the present the generally accepted reason for the
weakness and isolation of the Trotskyist movement has
been the exceptionally hard conditions under which we
were forced to work owing to unfavorable circumstances
beyond our control. There can be no doubt as to the great
amount of truth contained in the above reasoning, and
that even the best organization can not keep from becom-
ing isolated to one degree or another during periods of
reaction. But to continually blame the unfavorable external
conditions without any critical evaluation of our own con-
scious intervention is to only beg the question and adopt
a fatalistic attitude.

In the first place we cannot expect that some day the
turbulent waters will separate and we will be able to walk
freely and unmolested into the promised land of socialism
—neither the bourgeoisie nor the Stalinist bureaucracies
are going to roll over and play dead. In one very impor-
tant sense it is the revolutionary party itself which creates

+ its own favorable circumstances as well as unfavorable

ones.

Furthermore, it is just not true that we have had to con-
tinually operate under unfavorable circumstances. During
and after World War II there was a revolutionary upsurge
of the working class, peasants and oppressed nationalities
on a world scale. How is it that the world Trotskyist
movement wasn't able to take advantage of such favorable
circumstances? It was during this very same period that
the French and Italian Communist parties became mass
parties leading behind them not only the mass of the work-
ing class, but also some of its most conscious layers. But
even more revealing are those instances where the Trot-
skyist movement has verged on becoming the mass party
of the proletariat, specifically in Bolivia where the question
of power was actually posed. In Vietnam the Trotskyist
movement had gained a certain hegemony in the Saigon
proletariat before and after WW II, only to be wiped out
almost overnight by the Stalinist henchmen of Ho Chi
Minh. In Ceylon the LSSP emerged as the leadership in
crucial areas of the proletariat with as many as 14 MPs
in 1956, only to be blocked today with the bourgeois
SLFP in a coalition government which is now slaughtering
the revolutionary youth in the country. In Bolivia the POR
was founded long before the CP and firmi - established
its leadership position among the important sections of
the Bolivian proletariat with as many as 8 MPs in 1949,
only in the 1952 revolution —under conditions almost
identical to those in Russia in 1917 —to end up supporting
the Bolivian Kerensky, Pas Estenssoro. This, plus many
other opportunities, such as in France and Algeria during
the struggle in Algeria, the Belgian general strike, etc.,
have given the Fourth International numerous opportu-
nities.

No, the opportunities for the Trotskyists have not been
lacking. The Fourth International must now take full



responsibility for its own failures to provide a valid alter-
native to the crisis in leadership which was the basis for
the founding of the organization. The crisis in leadership
of the proletariat during the last 30 years since the found-
ing of the Fourth International has ultimately been the
crisis of the leadership of the Fourth International itself.

This crisis in leadership has resulted in the complete
fragmentation of the world Trotskyist movement. After
the death of Trotsky the international Trotskyist move-
ment failed to develop a competent leadership which could
command the confidence and respect of the international
cadres. The inability of the different Trotskyist leaderships,
especially the International leadership, to provide a con-
sistent Trotskyist analysis and program resulted in a
good many zigs and zags as events took them by sur-
prise. In certain countries where the Trotskyist parties
did manage to accumulate a certain number of cadres,
in spite of their program —a natural occurrence under
favorable objective conditions —these parties were ruined
beyond recognition or washed away completely like sand-
castles after the first adverse wave. Such circumstances
could not help but disorient even the best of comrades
and raise protests from others. Alien class pressures ran
rampant and each sharp turn produced both reaction and
galloping runaways. Some comrades identified the disas-
trous politics with that of Trotskyism and began to ques-
tion the whole validity of Marxism itself. While other
comrades were able to make telling criticisms of their
political opponents, most of the time they too proved inca-
pable of providing a Trotskyist analysis and program.
In this whirlwind of madhatter politics, cliques and coun-
ter-cliques were common, and the heated internal debates
ended almost invariably with organizational means being
resorted to by one side or another. Bureaucratic expul-
sions and Simon-pure splits became the norm; until today
the world "Trotskyist" movement looks like an American
junkyard containing every make and model of the last
30 years.

Today there are four international groupings claiming
to be, or to represent, the true heritage of the Fourth Inter-
national. In some countries there are as many as ten or
more groups which claim some allegiance or other to
Trotsky. In those countries where you find only one, the
reason is simple: the Trotskyist movement has been
crushed or there is just no history of Trotskyism. Instead
of embodying the development of Marxism and providing
a competent, reliable and representative leadership for
the different sections of the International, the International
leadership, has on the contrary, proved to be the kiss of
death for almost every section. As we shall try to show in
a brief sketch, this legacy still lives in the United Secre-
tariat of the Fourth International.

Most of the young Communist parties of the Third In-
ternational had yet to completely break with ideologies of
their origins, such as social democracy and syndicalism,
or to substantially root themselves in the working class
when the Stalinist bureaucracy began to manipulate these
parties for its own ends. In fact, the bureaucracy used these
very weaknesses to drive out the strongest, most knowl-
edgeable and serious cadres who quite naturally tended to
side with the Left Opposition. The names of Victor Serge,
Rosmer, Nin, Sneevliet, Vereecken, Cannon, Shachtman,
Peng Shu-tse, Chen Tu-hsiu and many others testify to the
quality of the cadres which comprised the International

Left Opposition.

The International Left Opposition while containing com-
munists with outstanding revolutionary credentials and
abilities was, nevertheless, in most countries —especially
in Europe, and in particular France, the center of the Left
Opposition — primarily petty bourgeois in composition.
The lack of any working-class base combined with the
increasing political confusion and isolation from the work-
ing class, led to constant in-fighting with many of the
outstanding militants deserting the Opposition for "greener
pastures.” Much of the in-fighting was over organizational
and tactical questions carried on by personal cliques.
Trotsky fought hard to straighten out the disputes, espe-
cially in France, although without much success. But
Trotsky's major thrust was to integrate the comrades into
the living politics of the proletariat, and it was for this
reason that Trotsky supported the French comrades who
proposed an entry tactic into the SFIO in 1933. The re-
sults of the "French turn" were more positive in the Unit-
ed States and Belgium than elsewhere. In France things
looked very encouraging at first, but soon deteriorated as
the bourgeois pressure from the impending crisis made
itself felt.

After a fight with a minority similar to the Oehlerites
in the USA, the Communist League voted at a national
conference the 29th of August, 1934, to enter the SFIO
"with their program and their ideas." Once in, however, a
dangerous tendency began to express itself among many
comrades. Many comrades began to adapt to centrist ten-
dencies and to compromise the program to make blocks
with them. A similar phenomenon took place in the Bol-
shevik- Leninist faction of the Socialist Party in the USA
as Trotsky pointed out in a letter dated May 25, 1937.
In "From a Scratch to the Danger of Gangrene,” Trotsky
quotes his letter and says: "In both of the documents ["(a)
the private letter of Max about the convention, and (b)
Shachtman's article, 'Towards a Revolutionary Socialist
Party'"] mentioned in the above letter, Shachtman revealed
excessive adaptability toward the left wing of the petty-
bourgeois democrats — political mimicry — a very danger-
ous symptom in a revolutionary politician!" (p. 107, In
Defense of Marxism). Cannon himself stated: "There is no
doubt at all that the leaders of our movement adapted
themselves a little too much to the centrist officialdom of
the Socialist Party.”" (Cannon, History of American Trot-
skyism, p. 238)

The adaptation of the French comrades was more seri-
ous, however, and its consequences were more immediate.
In less than a year Trotsky began demanding that the
comrades prepare to leave the SFIO, but he met with
considerable resistance. The tendency led by Raymond
Molinier and Pierre Frank refused to leave, and Trotsky
denounced them along with the centrists as having "cap-
itulated before the social-patriotic wave." This was only
to be a harbinger of the nationalism that was to manifest
itself in the Fourth International through its predomi-
nantly petty-bourgeois composition and leadership — the
traditional transmission belt of bourgeois ideology in the
working-class movement.

While the Molinier-Frank faction capitulated outright,
the other leaders of the Bolshevik-Leninists had paved
the way for their capitulation. The latter had not wanted
to criticise the centrists openly and had been tolerant of
the politics of the Molinier-Frank faction. In spite of the



fact that the French section was able to increase its num-
bers, the petty-bourgeois leadership had proved that it
was unable to root itself in the working class and to take
real advantage of the opportunities that were open to it.
"We possess at present in our own history an important
example of a missed opportunity or rather a spoiled one,”
was Trotsky's comment. (Trotsky, "After the Crisis of the
Bolshevik Leninists™)

The petty-bourgeois composition of the International
Left Opposition was no accident, but rather the result of
the historical period which in itself left its imprint on the
cadres. Until 1933 the Opposition was forced to concen-
trate its efforts in and around the Communist parties,
cutting it off from the majority of the working class which
in most countries still remained under the influence of
Social Democracy. The gangsterism of the Stalinist CPs
on the other hand not only made it difficult for us to reach
what working class base the CPs had, but also cost us the
lives of many of our outstanding cadres. On top of this
the historical international defeat of the proletariat culmi-
nating with the rise of Hitler in 1933 left its mark on the
already too few struggling comrades of the Opposition.
As Trotsky pointed out earlier in regard to China: "the
strangulation of the Chinese revolution is a thousand
times more important for the masses than our predictions.
Our predictions can win some few intellectuals who take
an interest in such things, but not the masses." So it was
with the International Left Opposition. The ebb of the work-
ing class movement internationally served only to isolate
the cadres even further. It was the result of the pressure
generated by these defeats as well as future ones that laid
the basis for the desertion of whole groups back to Sta-
linism, Syndicalism, Social Democracy, and the endless
swamp of Centrism —such as the SAP (Socialist Workers
Party) of Germany which, soon after having signed in
1934 the "declaration of the four” calling for the formation
of the Fourth International, rapidly degenerated to sup-
porting popular frontism and becoming an outspoken
enemy of Trotskyism.

The Communist Left in Spain, led by André Nin and
Juan Andrade, in 1934 broke with Trotsky over the ques-
tion of entry into the Socialist Party. Instead they made a
fusion with the Spanish Bukharinists, the "Workers' and
Peasants' Bloc", led by "the nationalist-Catalonian philis-
tine" Joaquin Maurin, to form the POUM (Workers Party
of Marxist Unification). The POUM criticized the politics
of the Popular Front as class collaboration, only to do
an about face in February, 1936, and enter into an elec-
toral coalition, finally entering the Catalonian Popular
Front government itself. Two of the organizations which
signed the "declaration of the four" were from Holland
(the RSP and the OSP). They then fused to form the RSAP
(Revolutionary Socialist Workers Party) led by H. Sneev-
liet. Sneevliet also balked on the question of entry, sup-
ported the POUM, and flirted with the London Bureau.
Vereecken in Belgium split over the question of entry, and
the Polish section as a whole opposed the attempt to found
the Fourth International and showed great hesitation on
the entry question.

Sectarianism abounded. From everywhere came criti-
cism from the "left" against Trotsky. But it was these very
same "leftists" who refused to soil themselves by carrying
out the entry tactic into Social Democracy that ended up
being the merry bed-fellows of the hopeless centrists of the

London Bureau variety. For Trotsky the entry question
was very important. It was the difference between complete
stagnation and degeneration into a self-amusing discus-
sion group of intellectuals on the one hand; and, on the
other, the active participation in the life and struggles of
the proletariat as a foundation upon which to build new
parties equal to the historic tasks that they faced.

After the defeat in Germany with the rise of Hitler, the
International Left Opposition became the Movement for
the Fourth International, and its main center quite natur-
ally became France. With the debacle of the "third period,"
1929-1933, the Stalinists turned to the Popular Front
tactic to deal with the new upturn in the workers move-
ment and the threatening new world conflagration which
threatened them. From 1933 to 1938 there was a slight
recovery from the economic crisis which had shaken the
world —due in part to the preparations for WW II — which
produced in its turn a new rise in the class struggle. In
the USA there were the two successive waves in the rise
of the CIO, in Spain the revolution broke out in full thun-
der, and France witnessed the great strike wave of 1936.

Although world events dictated it, the French comrades
were little prepared to become the center of the struggle
for the Fourth International. "Before its entry the French
section was in a state of complete stagnation.” Such was
Trotsky's opinion. The section did, however, "In spite of
the two splits, both at the time of the entry and the time
of the exit, as well as big mistakes and hesitations, . .
conclude the SFIO chapter with a large and incontestable
gain." (Trotsky, Writings, 1935, p. 31) But the gains were
not to last. "In France the regeneration began with the
entry into the Socialist Party. The policy of the Socialist
Party was not clear, but it won many new members. These
new members were accustomed to a large milieu. After
the split they became a little discouraged. They were not
so steeled. Then they lost their not-so-steeled interest and
were regained by the current of the People's Front. It is
regrettable, but it is explainable.” (Trotsky, International
Bulletin, December, 1939, p. 26) The French section was
neither capable of keeping the gains it made during its
experience in the SFIO nor of making any significant
gains during the mass strikes of 1936. The "general his-
torical current" proved to be "too strong.”" Nor was the
section able to improve its social composition during this
period. "A new radical tendency directed against the gen-
eral current of history in this period crystallizes around
the elements more or less separated from the national life
of any country and for them it is more difficult to pene-
trate into the masses. We are all very critical toward the
social composition of our organization and we must
change, but we must understand that this social composi-
tion did not fall from heaven, but was determined by the
objective situation and by our historic mission in this
period.” (Ibid., p. 25)

Trotsky went on to caution that the above did "not
signify that we must be satisfied with the situation,” and
that he "did not wish to say that we must reconcile our-
selves with the impotence of our French organization.”
On the contrary Trotsky was proposing at that very mo-
ment that the French section enter the PSOP (Workers and
Peasants Socialist Party). But the short-lived entry into the
PSOP also did not produce anything "because of the state
of disintegration of the Trotskyist movement in France
during this period." (la Quatrieme International, Pierre



Frank, p. 39) The expulsion of the Ttotakyists in Novem-

ber of 1939 from the PSOP followed Daladier's interdiction

of all communist organizations in September. When the
French section officially reestablished itself in June of 1940,
they called themselves the "French committees for a Fourth
International,” and adopted a nationalist political position.

Almost every section at one time or another during the

war, including the International itself, was to- concede the
"profound revolutionary implications”of the "masses'"strug-
gle for "national liberation” in "France and the other occu-
pied countries." The nationalism expressed by the Fourth
International and its sections may not have been done in
the same blatant manner of the Second International dur-
ing World War I, but regardless of how subtly the nation-
alist position was expressed, the consequences were no
less disastrous for the Fourth International than they were
for the Second International.

The necessity of war that forces itself upon the bourgeoi-
sie demands that all its forces be mobilized to their utmost,
that society itself be regimented and disciplined and that
any and all areas of possible dissent be ferreted out and
suppressed. The whip must be applied by the bourgeoisie
in accordance with the gravity of the crisis and the serious-
ness of the actual threat. The crack of this chauvinist whip
is reflected first and foremost through the petty-bourgeoi-
sie, and the national chauvinism demanded by the bour-
geoisie is transmitted by the petty bourgeoisie into the
workers’ movement. The experience of the Second Intey-
national in the First World War was conclusive proof of
this fact. Unfortunately the newly founded Fourth Inter-
national was to undergo a similar experience with the
arrival of the Second World War.

The SWP was, perhaps, in the best position

to deal with the nation-

al chauvinist pressure. The original founders of the Left
Opp osition in the USA contained a good number of com-
rades who had come from and had their roots in the
working class movement. With the first wave in the rise
of the CIO, these comrades were able to take advantage
of the situation and lead a very important clagss-struggle
fight in Minneapolis deepening their roots in the prole-
tariat. The fusion with the American Workers Party also
brought in fresh cadres, and then the entry into the So-
cialist Party under "the advice and guidance of Trotsky
—a decisive factor in all this work —" (Cannon) was a
success, with the party again increasing its ranks and
learning precious lessons. The valuable work done by
the cadres of the early Trotskyist movement was reflected
in the more favorable social camposition of the Socialist
Workers Party ’

The SWP could claim a mem-
bership consisting of at least 50% working class, many
of them with valuable practical experience.

The fact that the SWP was in the USA and not in Eu-
rope is another important factor that should not be un-

der-emphasized. The impending and immediate crisis in--

Europe demanded that the respective bourgeoisies use the
chauvinist whip much more severely. Unlike Europe the
USA was in no danger of becoming a battleground and
even its entry was not an immediate question. The econ-
omic crisis in the USA was not so aggravated as to ne-
cessitate a Fascist dictatorship such as in Italy, Germany,
and Spain, or a Popular Front solution as in France,
which only laid the basis for the reactionary governments

that followed. Whereas the government of France out-
lawed all communist organizations, Roosevelt prosecuted
the leadership of only the SWP.
In spite of the SWP's more favorable position—

it by no means escaped the
nationalist chauvinist pressure. The first real blow came
with the Burnham-Abern-Shachtman fight. The party split
almost down the middle on a class basis. The petty bour-
geoisie deserted to higher ground to avoid the sting of the

~ chauvinist whip.

"The split in the SWP was followed by a split, although
a very small one, in the International, where a series of
elements like Lebrun, Johnson, Trent, and Anton, who
had seats on the International Executive Committee, had
in reality adopted the political and organizational posi-
tions of Shachtman." (Pablo, "Twenty years of the Fourth
International,” Fourth International, no. 3, Summer, 1968)

The capitulation "before the social-patriotic wave" oc-
curred as early as 1935 in France, as we pointed out, in
relation to the Molinier-Frank tendency inside the SFIO.
In 1940, only a few months after Shachtman split from

" the SWP, the French section as a whole openly capitulated,

lock-stock-and-barrel, to nationalism. In the "Bulletin of
the Committee for the Fourth International” (No. 2, Sept.
20, 1940) we can find a report adopted unanimously by
the "Central Committee of the Committee for the Fourth
International” (ex-POI) from which the following is ex-

.cerpted:

The French bourgeoisie has rushed into a blind alley:
to save itself from revolution, it threw itself into Hitler's
arms, to save itself from this hold, it has only to throw
itself into the arms of the Revolution. We are not saying
that it will do so cheerfully; nor that the fraction of the
bourgeoisie capable of playing this game is the most
important: the majority of the bourgeoisie secretly awaits
its salvation from England, a large minority awaits it
from Hitler. It is to the 'French' fraction of the bour-
geoisie that we hold out our hand.

We must be the defenders of the wealth that the gener-
ations of French peasants and workers have accumu-
lated. We must also be the defenders of the splendid
contribution of the French writers and scientists to the
intellectual patrimony of humanity, the defenders of the
great revolutionary and socialist tradition of France....
Among the many quotes to choose from we will satisfy

ourselves with only one more. On the occasion of the
anniversary of the Paris Commune, the April 1, 1941,
issue of La Vérité (No. 11) had the following to say: "We
know like our predecessors of 1871 that we will have to
take in hand the struggle for national independence, be-
trayed by the bourgeoisie. . . ."

The above should be sufficient to show that the political
line of the French section had nothing in common with
internationalism. The Leninist concept of revolutionary
defeatism — the defeat of one's own country being the "les-
ser evil"—is diametrically opposed to the "struggle for
national independence” so clearly stated above.

In 1944 three "Trotskyist" groupings (POI, CCI, and
Groupe Octobre) unified to form the PCI (Parti Commu-
niste Internationaliste). From a bulletin put out jointly
in July, 1943, by the POI and CCI, one learns that al-
though the POI used some "dangerous expressions" (or
formulations), the fundamental political position was cor-
rect and even farsighted in that the POI saw as early as




1940 the transformation of the national movement into
the class struggle. In the unity declaration which appeared
in the March 25, 1944, issue of La Veérité, one discovers
that the unifying organizations had, since the beginning

of the war, maintained an "internationalist position polit- .

ically and in action.” In "correcting their errors, by means
of a Bolshevik self-criticism” they noted "some episodic
errors of this or that group.” The truth of the matter is
probably that it was not so much a question of refusing
to make a self-criticism, but rather a simple inability to do
80. The comrades were hopelessly caught up in the na-
tional chauvinist politics of the petty bourgeoisie of which
they were only a part.

In August, 1945, the French section published a pam-
phlet entitted La Lutte des Trotskyistes sous la Terreur

Nazie (The Trotskyists’ Struggle under the Nazi Terror), - -
the main theme of which is to document the "Trotskyist”

struggle against German fascism. The pamphlet contains
an open letter to the president of the Press Federation re-
printed from the Sept. 30, 1944, La Vérité (No. 74). The
letter is written in defense of the PCI's demand that La
Vérité be allowed to appear legally inasmuch as "LA VER-
ITE WAS THE FIRST RESISTANCE ORGAN” against
the Nazis. "During four years, in 19 mimeoed editions and
54 printed, La Vérité led the campaign against fascism
and the occupying imperialism. These campaigns were
oriented in the following direction:

Point #3 reads:

3rd STRUGGLE FOR THE RIGHT OF PEOPLES
TO SELF-DETERMINATION:

This right being valid for all peoples, including those
of the colonies.”

One would search in vain to find anything that even
resembled a revolutionary defeatist position in thtis pam-

phlet, the 73 editions of La Vérité, or the politics of the .

French section in general during or even after the war.
Even the demand for fraternization was not based on the
concept of turning the war into a civil war on both sides
but rather of both sides joining together in a "determined

struggle against Hitler!" As we shall see, the French sec--

tion's complete capitulation to nationalism was only one
of the extreme manifestations of what took place in the
International as a whole.

Comrades of the German section, the IKD (International
Communists of Germany) also adopted a straight na-
tionalist line. They wrote in their infamous "Three Theses"
document dated Oct. 19, 1941: "There i8 no more burning
problem in Europe than the national freedom of nations
enslaved by Germany and its solution with the help and

through international socialism is important and indis-

pensable for three reasons.” "However one views it, the
transition from fascism to socialism remains a utopia
without a stopping place, which is by its contents equiva-
lent to a democratic revolution.”

In the Dec. 1945-Jan. 1946 issue of Quatriéme Interna-
tionale in their article "On the European Revolution” the
German comrades state:

The retrogressive development of capitalism leads to
the destroying of national independence and of demo-
cratic rights in the main European countries. Under
these circumstances, class struggle must exchange its
old traditions for new methods. Instead of the more or
less free play of the different social and political forces
of the old democracies, instead of the existence of polit-

ical parties and trade unions, what we are dealing with

now is a national democratic movement of liberation

including the Whole population in its struggle against
national 4nd political oppression. . . ."

For the German comrades the countries of Europe again
had to @ndefgo bourgeois democratic revolutions. The
natiomhal revolution was "the order of the day.” Even within
their nationalist theoretical wanderings the German com-
rades did not remain "Trotskyist." They did not even re-
Qain the theory of the permanent revolution to deal with
the national question — unlike the International— but rather
opted for the Menshevik theory of stages with the demo-
cratc revolution being "a stopping place.” The "important
and indispensable” forces of "international socialism™ were
to "help, and through” them was to be accomplished the
"national and democratic" stage which would then, and
only then, open the door to the "socialist and proletarian”
stage. ,

In February, 1944, a six day European conference was
held in Franee. One of the points on the agenda of this
conference was the unification of three Trotskyist groups
in Francs, to which we referred earlier. This conference
attempted to make some criticisms of both the POI and
the CCI's positions on the national question. In the "Theses

" on the Situation of the Workers Movement and the Per-

spectives for the Development of the Fourth International,”

" we find point 29 which states:

"29. It was, above all, during the present war that
the movement of the Fourth International underwent the
most difficult and decisive test. On the basis of interna-
tionalist principles, it had to defend on the one hand,
against the infection of the nationalist and patriotic epi-
demic, which in the beginning seized the masses, and on
the other hand against the terror of the bourgeoisie.

"Under the pressure of the conditions created after the
defeat of French imperialism in France and elsewhere,
one can notice a certain weakening in the internation-
alist behavior of certain sections, especially the French
section, which often expressed in its day to day politics
the nationalist influence of the petty-bourgeois masses
exasperated by the defeat of their imperialist masters.

"The position taken by the French section on the na-
tional guestion, the theses put out in the name of the
European Secretariat of the Fourth International, con-
trolled exclusively during this period by the French
comrades, represents & social patriotic deviation which
must be once and for all openly condemned and re-
jected as incompatible with the program and general
ideology of the Fourth International.

"Instead of distinguishing between the nationalism of
the conquered bourgeoisie which remains an expression
of its imperialist preoccupations and the 'nationalism’
of the masses which is only a reactionary expression of
“their resistance against the exploitation of the occupying
imperialism, the leadership of the POI considered the
struggle of its own bourgeoisie as progressive, did not
at first separate itself from Gaullism and was content
with giving it a more 'revolutionary’' terminological
form. In putting the conquered and imperialist French
bourgeoisie on the same plane as the bourgeoisie of the
colonial countries, the leadership of the POI took on a
completely erroneous conception of the national question
and spread dangerous illusions as to the character of
the nationalist otganizations which, far from constitut-


































































