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EDITORTIATL

THE FOURTH INTERNATIONAL HAS YET TO BE BULLT. Never have the
conditions for building it been nore Tavourable than they are
today. - " ,

Trotsky's attenpt to build the new Intermational took place
under the rost adverse conceivable conditions. With his
assassination in 1940 and the subsequent decination of the
leading cadre of the Fourth International during the war, the
organization he had tried to found was left rudderless. An
expression of the post-war "stabilization® of capitalism and
the relative passivity of the working class—a situation whose
preconditions had becn the betrayals of reformisn and stalin-
isn and the strengthening of the latter on a global scale—
wag the thorough degencration of the claimants to the banner
of the Fourth Intecrnational. .

The core of the Trotskyist Trongitional Progranme is the
formulation of the lessons of the 1917 October Revolution., The
degeneration of the adherents to the "Fourth International®
expressed itself essontinlly  in the virtual erasure from rnenory
of these lessons. ,

It is no accident that the first signs of a re-discovery of
the "Legsons of October® should co-incide with the awakening
of the working class in the advanced capitalist countriesm of
the West., The origins of our organization date fron the "May
Bvents" in Fronce in May 1968, It was this experience which
deronstrated not only the bankeruptey of gtalinisn, but algo——
and no less inporftont—the conplete inability of the so-called
"rotskyists? to combat the stalinists' botweayal, The
"Revolutionary Commmunist Leapue' was formally established in
the spring of 1970, and it was from this organization that the
SOCTALIST CHARTER in ite present forn euerged in Septenber
1972, : .

The central planks on which cur organization was founded were
these: 1. The independence of the revolutionary partys 2. The
tactic of the united front; 3. The demand, "Break with the ‘
bourgeoisie, Take the Power!® as the culninnating slogon of
the Transitional Progrorme, addressed to the leaderships of
the existing nass organizntions of the working class. These
planks are only the nost outstanding featurecs of a concrete
wealth of organizational nethods, toctics, strategical concept—,
iong and political denands cornprising the heritage of October
and the Tronsitional Prograrme formmlated by Trotsky in 1938.

Only a firm grasp ol the dialectical naterialist nethod can’ .
pernit an adequate understanding and correct application of
the Transitional Progromnne-—the priceless surviving heritage:
of the International founded by Trotsky. It is only on thisg
basis that the Fourth International—as a nass organization of
the world working class-—can be built today.

This is the first issue of a quarterly Jjournal which will be
devoted to the theoretical tasks involved in constructing the
Tourth Internaticnal,

The prescnt uncontrollable world inflation, chaos on the
noney narkets, collopse of ‘the Bretton Woods global tyading
systen, soaring fucl and .0il prices, the rising colonial
rovolution and the re—energence cf nass working clasg nilit-
ancy in the inperialist heartlands——all indicate incontestably
the collapse of the post-war "hoon!! and the opening of a new
period of savagc class war, .

As the spectre of recession becores reality on a global scale,
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the historic responsibility of the working class is beconing clear
as never before, Today this class is displaying an unsurpassed
strength, confidence and conbativity which hLas natured over the
"boon years of ®full eunployrent?, And it is no exaggeration to
say that upon the harnessing of this working-class strength, the
future of nankind depends, It is in this context that the words

of Trotsky's "Iransitional Prograrne® nust be seen: "The histor—
ical crisis of nankind is reduced +to.the crisis of revolutionary
leadership.™ ‘ ’ ‘ - '

History has shown how again and again, the working nasses rise
up, only to be betrayed by the parties of refornism ond stalinisn.
But why is it that workers continue to pay allegiance to and
look for leadership in these sane organizations? More to the
point, how is Trotskyisn to break out of its historical isolation
and win the nagses from their bankrupt leaderships? By what
nethods=—what strategy and tactics~—can this be achieved?

We publish in this issue o founding docunient of our organization,
"The United Front In the Building of the Revolutionary Party',
which fornulates the nost inportant strategical and tactical
achievenents of the Bolshevik Porty. Trotsky's full thesis can
be found ("On the United Front®) in Volune Two of "The First
Five Years of the Communist International." Without an understand-—
ing of this thesis, the problern of how to break the nasses fron
their refornist leaders cannot be solved,: :

The nogt recent experience of the difficulty of this problen
has been in Chile, We publish also in this issue extracts fron
an article, "The Fall of Allende and the Triunph of the Chilean
Counterrevolution®, written by conrades of the "Cormunist Inter-
nationalist Group® (US). This article in wur view deals excell—
ently with the problem of applying the United Front tactic in the
specific circunstances of a Popular Front Governnent. S

In Chris Knight's article~—"Notcs on the Theory of State Cap—~
ital ign"—the inportance of returning to the Trotskyist analysis
of the class nature of the Sovict State is underlined. The '
article concentrates on the relationship between the social reve
olution in the West and the political revolution in the Soviet
Union, By their failure to apply the narxist scientific niethod
in analysing the Soviet state, the adherents of the "theory# of
"State capitalisn™, in our view, render theuselves conpletely in-
capable of correctly appreciating the balance of class forces
today on a global scale, , :

We also print here the first of a seriecs of articles on Revole
utionary Traditions In Britain, In this first article, Graene
Atkinson exanines the first major indigenous revolutionary nove-
rnent in Britain---the Peasants' Revolt of 1381, ,

In future issues, we hope to exanine nore closely the problens
of building the Fourth Internaticvnel, continuing many of the
thenes outlined here, '

Mike Davis,

(for the Editorial Board),
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Notes on the Theory of State Capitalism.

The theory of "state capitalism® runs briefly as follows: The Soviet
Union is no longer a workers' state. The Stalinist counter-revolution
went so far that it resulted in the formation of a new "state capitalist”
exploiting class. The members of this class are the burediicrats who
manage the Soviet state and economy. Like any other ruling class,
their political power derives, in the last resort, from their place inthe
productive process—in this case, from thelr excluswe monopoly of
economic management and control, "The breaking of their power must,
therefore, start from the bottom: in a workers' revolution which is
not merely 'political’ but social and economic, too., Politics derives
from economics in the Soviet Union as in any other class soc:1ety in
the world,

What are the political conclusionswhich stem from such an anlysis?
Again briefly, they are as follows. In the global balance of class-
forces between imperialism on the one  side and the revolutionary
proletariat and its allies on the other, the existence of the E:ovmet state
no longer represents a weighi on the side of the proletamat
Consequently, the parties of the revolutionary proletamat and the Fourth
International can have no necessary commitment to the defence of the '

Soviet state against Western imperialism. The Soviet rulers act on the
world arena on a purely empirical basis, shifting their alliances with
other states (or with political movements within states) simply in
accordance with their own shifting economic,military and other national
interests as a ruling class. The revolutionary communists must
therefdre act equally "empirically" towards them, defending the Soviet
state not uncondltlonally but only under certain condmons, judging each
case or conflict according to its merits.

Some other condlusions are less frequently stated but would logically
follow , Perhaps the most important—from the standpoint of the struggle
for power; in the adVanced industrialised countries of the West—b-ls -this,
There is .oOr will be. no direct, immediate or necessary connection
between the® coming ant1-cap1tahst revolutioniin the West and the anti-
Stalinist revolution in the &omet Union and the Fast. That is to say, a
workers' selzure of power m say Bmtam—even if it tipped the
balance of class forces agamst Western imperialism decisively on the
world arena—would not necessarily commde with or lead to a workers'
seizure of power in the Soviet Union, Eastern Europe, etc. For
"Stalinist imperialism" is also capitalist, with the power of the "new
capitalist class"rooted not simply or essentially in political factors on a
world scale, but in the capitalist relations of production within the
Soviet Union itself, Being a ruling class rather than a mere caste, the
Soviet bureaucrats are sustained in power by the economic system of
state capitalism (as a component .of global capitalist economy), rather than -
by factors which are merely political.,: Consequently, even the' most
successful British revolution could not directly remove from the
bureaucrats the underlymg sources of their rule.
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Following this logic through, we reach the conclusion that a workers!
Britain, immediately after the success of its revolution, could expect

no necessary political revolution of the Soviet state, and therefore no aid
( military, economic, etc,) from this state as a result of the extension

of the October revolution into the industrialised West,

What is the orthodox attitude of the T'rotskyist movement to this position?

It is as follows. The dominance of the Stalinist bureaucracy does not_
derive from the economic system prevailing in the Soviet Union. Rather,

it is imposed upon it, The ‘bourgéois features of the Soviet Economy which
are imagined to 'prove!'state capitalism " are really distortions of that
economy resulting from the political fact of the isolation of the Soviet
working class and the complementary global dominance of imperialism.

In that limited sense, in the Soviet Union, "economicg! derives from ' .
"politics™ and not the other way é{roﬁhd’t We may put this another way. There
is nothing in the Soviet relations ‘of production which could in them-
selves guarantee the dominance of the bureaucracy over the working
class for a single day. The ec’onomli.c._\'mdné;goly;‘ the privileges, the
exploitative relation’ to the working class, and so on-—these features of the-
bureaucracy's écqhém‘ié”position are not the basis of its political -
dominance but rather stem from i, They, will, collapse of .necessity once
the political precondition of the’ bureaucracy’s rule is smashed., And this
precondition which must be smashed is today what it was in the beginning:
the absence of a revolutionary dictatorship of the working class in at leas:
one of the advamced, iidustrialiscd couniries of the Wezt,

To state a position, however, is easier than to _prove it. No full Y"proof! -
can even be attempted in the space a.’vai'lablevhe‘r'é_v but in the remainder of
these noies we will sesk to argue the position just put forward..-It is; we
repeat; the classic position of Trotekyism: no originality whatsoever is & ..
claimed, o R o ' i

Lieon Tfotsky_provided the key toc an ,‘b_rlcl.efstanding of,the Soviet.: :
bureaucracy when he called it "the ‘organ of the world bourgeoisie in the -
workers ! state."(1) Atev. .y ctage . its development, the counter- .. b
revoligionary dominance of the bireaucracy reflected. and expressed

within the Soviet Union the political triumph of world imperialism -
externially, Trotsky dedcribes the progess graphically from its: beginning :

"The Soviet bureaucracy became more self-coniident, the heavier

the blows dealt *» the world working class, Between these two

facts there was uov only a chronological;: but-a causal connection,

and one which worked in two directions. The leaders of thé' bureau-
cracy promoted the. proletarian defeats; the defeats promoted the

rise of the bureaucracy.; The crushing -of the Bulgarian inSurff-’ecti.on
and the inglorious retreat of the German workers' party ih-'lg?}., o
the collapse of the Estonian attempt at insurrection in 192, the *°
treacherous liquidation of the General strike.in England and ‘the ’
unworthy conduct of the Polish workers' party at the installation of o
Pilsudski in 1926, the terrible massacie of the Chinese revolution 'in
I927, and finally, the still more ominous recent defeats in' Germany
and Austria-—these:are the historic catastrophes which killed the faith ~
of the Soviet masses in world revolution, -and permitted the ‘bureaucracy
to rise higher and higher as the: sole light rof salvation.,"(2) -
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| ’JI'o the que’sti‘bn: What gives the Soviet bur‘eanc'racy its power? the

‘answer is clear. In the final analysis, according to Trotsky, it is

the p olitical fact of the defeat' of the world working class.

The distinguishing feature of a ruling class is not that it is able to use

a state machine—'""armed bodies of menl"—to exploit the producers of
wealth. The distinguishing feature of a ruling class is that it derives

the power to do this from the prevailing economic system and its own
position within it. The British bourgeoisie, over the past few centuries,
has not maintained itself in power merely or even primarily by sheer
Wforce", It has been sustained in power by the operation of the capitalist
system of production, It is this system which has produced in the British
masses the form of conscipusness necessary to enable the ruling class
to monopolize the instruments of state violence without, as a rule,
having to rely dlrectly or prlmarily on their use, Brltlsh "democracy"
has been the result, R L o

The contrast with the Soviet bureaucracy should be apparent at
ohce. True,it is a social group whose monopoly of state violence enables
it to extract an economic surplus from the working class, But this does
not make it a social glass, For it is seli-evident that it does not derive
its power from the operation of the Soviet economic system, Otherwise
why the constant struggle,the censorship, the labour-camps and so on? It
is self-evident that the operation of the Soviet economic system does not
produce in the Soviet masses the form of conscioushess necessary to
enable the bureaucrats to rule in any way other than by the endless use
and threatened use of Violence pgainst the masses. The dominance of the
Soviet bureaucracy does not derive from the operation of the Soviet
economic system. It 1s politically~-imposed on that system, in opposition
to it. This prevents us from Llescriblng the Soviet bureaucr-acy as a
social class.

Trotsky wrote that the central fact to grasp is the:

"contr-adlctmn between the foundation laid down by the October
Revolution and the tendencies of the state superstructure, "(3)

The "capitalist" features of Soviet economic life which figure so
prominently in the treatises on "state capitalism” are undeniable. But
these features——the privxleges of the bureaucrats, their tyranny over the
labour-force, etc. etc.-—do not derive from the: economic system but
are imposed upon it in a violent, contradictory way as '"distortions" or
"deformations" of it, It is their failure to grasp this fact which is the
central failure of the theorists of 'state capitalism"™, For them, there

is no contradiction between the rule of the Soviet bureaucrats and the
economic foundation of the Soviet state. The one flows simply from the
other, In their eyes, it is not worfd imperialism which props up the rule
of the bureaucrats., What propsup the rule of the bureaucrats, in their
eyes, are the nationalised property-relattons thhm the Soviet Union
itself, '

.
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What has been the mainspring of industrial development in the Soviet
Union? Even the most cursory gldnce at the indices of industrial ,
production since the First Five-Year Plan gives the undeniable answer:
the need for military defence. Once. the programme of internationalism
had'béér‘l';aba‘nd_oned,,» _military might became the only hope. of national
survival, o

We stated earlier that the Soviet bureaucracy deriVed its power
from the dominance of world imperialism. We must now examine the

‘méchanism of this derivation of power,

The dominanée of impefiali_sm globally is a factor of class-rule.
It always has and still does impinge upon the Soviet state fundamentally
as a factor of armed force. That is why, in the Soviet Unjon's -

‘relations with the West, economic . exchange has always played a
‘subordinate role in relation to military:. competition. »

. . . R S . . o CoL :
But what does it mean to say that the dominance of imperialism

- touches the Soviet state first and foremost as a matter of armed force?

It means this: that what we have here is a conflict of power—i.e. a

political conflict,

Of course, to ‘the theoretician of ' State Capitalism", it is a
political conflict only "between rival imperialisms—on the model of, say,
Britain and Germany in the First World War,  And we must concede:
in itself the fact of military antagonism between the Soviet Union and
Westérn imperialism is no evidénce of the non-capitalist nature of the
Soviet state. But here we are’ interested in another point. The defeat
of the German working class and the rise of Hitler, by increasing the
military danger: to the Soviet Unjon imrmeasurably stréngthened the
Stalinist bureaucracy in its 'hi"stdif'-_‘iéal goal of industrialising and arming

~ militarily the Soviet state through the super-exploitation of the Soviet
‘working class, The Soviet bure@uéracy'has always needed the military

antagonism of imperialism, and has not been averse to betraying
revolutions to boost the intensity of this antagonism, as a necessary
political means of assuring its continued rule in the Soviet Union itself.
Using the fear of imperialism— whilst at the same time bolstering this
imperialism behind the scenes~~it ‘has been ;able to work wonders in
extracting sacrifices from ‘the:. Soviet working class.

This, essentially, has always been the mechanism through which the
Soviet bureaucracy has derived its power from the world bourgeoisie,
The terror. through which the bureaucrats rule was never conjured from
thin air: it was derived ‘.fr-o“m;‘thé:'teprib'le r-eél‘. situation : of the Soviet
working class, including the threat' of imperialist -attack—artificially
intensified and played upon. for the bureaucrats’ own ends. It can be
seen that the bureaucrats have been compelled to act in a contradictory
way. On the one hand they .h;‘;;}}(;g been compelled to maintain, even
from the days of Lenin and Trotsky, an ultimately antagonistic .
relationship between the Sqyiet -state_and the. Western world. On the
other 'hand, they have beep, determined to prevent this antagonism

from extending to the point ofactually permitting a revolution abroad
which would undermine the very dominance of imperialism—i.e,
destroy the political source of their own special privileges and power.



12.

13,

-

What importance, then, should be ' ngen to the manifestly economic roots
of the dominance of the Soviet bureaucracy‘? We have no need to be
taught that the rise of Stalinism was. based on the economic backwardness
of the Soviet Union, the small size. and weakness of the Somet working
class, the sea of peasants and petit- bourgems productlon the chronic
shortage ~of manufactured goods,the conflicts between town and country,
etc. . etc. But the important task is not to  allow ' oneself to be

emplrlcally ‘overwhelmed—not to forget that underplnmng the entire

:iSoviet .economic reality in. the post-—revolutlonary years was a political

fact: the isolation of the revolutmn We have to ask’ ourseIVes why
was the Soviet WOrkmg olass weak’P Why could it nbt mdustrlahse and
mechanise Soviet agrlculture'? ‘Why was 1t mcapable of - overcomlng
shortages? Why was it not in a posmon to rule its own state? Wh ,
instead, was It drowned polttaca*ly wnder the welght of ‘Russia's
backwardness? If we ask the correct questions, we come up with

the correct answers: becguse the Russian working class was prevented
from amalgamating with 1ts C(erman and European comrades, whose
dtrength would have enabled it to solve these problems. To describe
this as irrelevant to the s1tuat10n in Russia itself, would be to show a
complete misunderstanding of the nature of the revolut1on "The isolation
of October was—~—as it rema1ns——~a contmual pohtmal violence done to
the  Soviet  state, Workmg class rule is 1nhere__t_;ly rule on an international
scale, To confine it within a single state——-partlcularly one as backward
as post-revolutwnary Russm—-—cannot be done’ w1thout the" constant use
of violence aggainst it by lmperlahsm and its’ aLents. ThlS violence must
always be kept in mind as the political reality underpmmng the economic
backwardness which nourlshed E>talm1sm s rtse.

Throughout the hlstory of. the Sov1et state, "pOllthS" {n the sense
described have always dornmated "economics™ If we look" at the
situation on a world scale, of course,economic factors are seen to have
determined even the ''politics" of the. Soviet Union: in as much as the
rule- of the world bourge0151e 1tself——g1ven the betrayals of the reformists
and Stalinists at the hlstorlcally cruclal moments-vhas been able to root
itself firmly in the prevailing capltahst relatlons of roductlon on a’ world
scale. Edonomic factors are of course decisive m the final analyms.
But the dependence of the coming anti- Stahmst revolution on Weconomic
factors" will be indirect—i.e. refracted through a political prism. The
anti~ Jtali ist revolution in the Sov1et Umon and simildr states will
depend for' its development afid *success on the polltlcal correlation of
forcdes ' on a world scale, ite. ‘oni'the development of:the proletarlan
revolution in the West. This latter will of course have ultimately -economic
precondltlons and roots. But what we are saying-is. thist; the Soviet
bureaucracy s rule is immediately derived not from ‘economic .factors at
all, Its dominance is immediately derived from the. political -fact of the
continued dominance of world imperialism, the continued global subor-
dination of the international working class. Destroy this balance of forces—
this factor of state power on the global arena~and THERE WILL BE
ABSOLUTELY NOTHING IN THE SOVIET ECONOMIC SYSTEM
TO UPHOLD THE BUREAUCRACY'S POWER.
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It is not just that.a workers' seizure of power in, say, Britain would
'precipPitate | the political revolution i the Soviet Union, It would
cc‘jﬁsti‘tute;”inﬂiiéelf a:'"revolution” in.the political situation of that L .
bureaucracy. The new -situation would be one in which to'an ‘increasing -
extent as the revolution sgainst Western imperialism’ spread, the -
burcaucrats could no longer‘wield'thveir former power, Very rapidly a
point of explosion- would be reached and the workers! states—one
after another-—would be revealed as despite everything our states,
armed fortresses: of the world movement of the class .we represent, 5

We have explained the economic privileges of the.Stalinist bureaucracy
fundamentally in political terms. Trotsky writes in his "Stalin": "The
bureaucracy took for itself that. part:of the national income which it
could secure either by the exercise of force or of its authority or by
direct intervention in- economic relations." This . “¥force® or "authority"
to "intervene' in the economy . derived from the world bourgeoisie, The

bureaucracy, as ‘Trotsky puts. it,. was "the organ of the world’ bourgeoisie .

in the workers! state,”The world bourgeoisie hasupr\oppéd-up Stalinist
tyranny by creating the conditions of fear on whiqh anytota_litarian tyranny
thrives. This is a fundamentally political factor, which has bolstered _
Stalinism 'in a contradictory way. To this day the workers have always
feared, as Trotsky puts it, "that they will clear the field for the class
enemy if they overthrow the bureaucracy."(3 )j That is why the '
proletarian revolution in the . West is a necessamﬁ precondition for the ‘_

-political revolution in the East.. Trotsky writes: |

or

"’I‘He workers are'realists.. Without deceiving fﬁétﬁselves with

regard to the ruling case—at least with regard to its lower tiers which

- stand near to them—they see in it the watchman for the time
being of a certain part of their own conquests, They will inevitably
drive out the dishonest, impudent and unreliable watchman as soon
as they see another possibility. .For this it is nécessary that in the

: .West or in the East another revolutionary dawn arise,"( L)

+ -~ . No matter how encouraging cqv‘rrle_nt revolutionary deVelopment,”_
»within: the workers!' states may be, they cannot in themselves guarantee

victory., Writing of the many Bolshevi;két)eninists active in the USSR,

'Trotsky himself continues:

"But illusions would be out of place here: the party of revolutionary
infernationalism will be able to free the workers from the decomposing
influence of the national bureauéracy only in the event that“the o
international proletarian vanguard will once again appear as a

.- fighting force on the world arena."(5)

In other words,

"The first -victory of a revolution _iﬁ“E'ur'ope would pass like an

~ electric ‘shock through the SoViet;masses, straighten them up, raise
their spirit of independence, awaken the traditions ‘of 1905 and! 1917,
undermine the position of the Bonapartist ‘bureaucracy, and: acyg uire
for the Fourth International no less.’ significance than the October
revolution possessed for the Third. " (.6). & P
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The theory of "State Capitalism", which opposes all this by
preaching that the Soviet bureaucracy is a class with independent
sources of power-—is counter-revolutionary through and through.
Chartists are pledged to the political destruction of this {deological
trend in our movesient as a precondition for the seizure of state
power by our class.

References.,

1. Leon Trotsky, The Turn in the Communist International,

‘ -.pieptembe,r" 26, 1930, In: Leon Trotsky, The Strugele Agggns
- Eascism_ in ‘C‘érmanv, Pathfinder Press, Inc., N Y 1971.,, p 47.

‘2. T.eon 'I‘rotsky, The Revolution Betrayed New Park Publications,
L.ondon 196’7* P 90. ' : _

3. L.eon Trotsky, From a Seratch—To the Danger of g Cangrene,
- January 24 1940, In: In Defence of Marxism, New Park Public-

atlons, Liondoh 1966, p 148.
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of the Soviet State. New Park, London 1968 p 8. :
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6 Leon 'I‘rotsky, Revolution Betrayed, op cit p 290, Owing to a .
typing error, the first part of this quotation was unfortunately =
omitted. It should read: "More than ever the fate of the October
revolution is bound up now with the fate of Europe and the whole
world, ... The first victory " and etc. Extremely important also are

the followlng words of Trotsky:

"On that day when the new International will detmonstrate to the

' Russian workers not in words but in action that it, and it alone,
stands for the defence of the workers' state, the posmon of the
Bolshevik-L ehinists inside the Soviet Union will change within

‘ 2)4 hours, The new International will offer the Stalinist bureauc-
racy a united front against the common foe. And if our Inter-
national represents a force, the bureaucracy will be unable to
evade the united front in the moment of danger."

{ The Class Nature etc. op cit p 34).

In considemng the effect which a Brittsh revolutton would have
within Russia; we showld also note Trotsky's view as to what

wotld happen in the event of a majority of the Russfan working.

¢lass supporting the New Internstional: "In the colrse of such a
tadical change tn the relation of forces, the bureauctacy would
become more and more isolated, more and more split, As we know,
the social roots of the bureaucracy lie in the proletariat, if not in its
- active support, then, at any rate, in its ‘toleration', When the prol-
etariat springs into action, the Stalinist apparatus will remain sus-
pended in mid-air®, (Ibld p 28).
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PART 1 THE PEASANTS: REVOLT L381 .- -« - . <. i nasioe
INTRODUCTION e ' R

TSR AP EI NS

Britain hés always been pictured by the'béufgeoisie and its
ideologists as the hallowed home: of ‘class peace: the land where
problems never produce violent solutions, where political. oppon~
ents, howevéﬁﬁﬁuéﬁi%ﬁey shbﬁtgafiénd‘ﬁhreafe@ each other. over
the top: 6f the table, always shake hands beneath it, .

When awkward minded -critics_ have questioned this, the bourg-
eols ideologist has always replied with the assertion that this
is because the British - over a period of centuries -~ have acqg-
uired certain basic national: characteristics., Of these, the
predominant .one is-an alleged will to compromigse -~ after all, is
it not better to talk over problems. than fight over them? Clement
Attlee, the right-wing Iabour leader, summed it up when he said,
"It has always been our practice; in accord with the natural /sic/
genius of the British people to work empirically. We were not
afraid of compromises and partial solutions. We knew that mistakes.
would be made and that advances would often be by trial-and errcr.?

A more recent example of this reactionary concept of compromise
is to be found in the remarks of. Sir John Donaldson of the N.I.R.C.
last year: "Great Britain 'is oné of the oldest and most politically
mature of the parliamentary democracies. The hallmark of such a
way of life'is compliance with and respect for the rule of law.®
AmplifyingAhis remarks, he went on to say®...the rule of law wxacts
its pricé. That price.includes a willingness to comply with the
lawswhéther or not we agree with them, whilst reserving our fund-
amental right to campaign by every constitubional means. for the
repeal of:the amendment, ™ -

The mode of thinking exemplified here serves a quite definite
purpose. That purpose is to 1lull the potentially conscious opp-
onent of capitalism, the worker who wishes to destroy. the system
that exploits and oppresses him, into acceptance of precisely that
‘system. It seeks to befog his mind and- blunt even the understand-
ing he ‘derives from his day to day economic struggle with such
rubbish as the suggestion that capitalism is the 'natural order of

- things'; ‘it always was and will be; evermore.,

In short, these ideas are vital weapoms which the ruling class
concentrates in.its hands in its struggle against the working slass
and are used constantly to affirm and re-~affirm the existing domins
ant class relations, Not that these ideas emanate solely from the
paid ideologists and official spokesmen -0f capitalism, who inhabit
the varicils departments of the State: the. universities,:civil
service,armed forces, press, television and. law courts etc. Far
from it, - The: so-called leaders of the British Iabour and Trades
Union movements also consciously work out their policies on the
basis of these reactionary ideas of ‘compromise (and the equally
reacticonary philosophy of empiricism which lies behind them).

This is because the bureacracy and the aristocrack of labour on

...which it rests have a vested interest in the maintenance of cap-
italism, whence their privileges derive. As Trotsky oncc remarked,
"From past political history of Britain the Fabians borrowed only
the mental dependance of the proletariat on the bourgeoisie.
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They wcre incapable, by virtue of their social cagse, ol grasping
the opposite side of these 'sacred', 'British', traditions of
‘compromise' and ‘gradualness’, They did not for example, see how
the bourgeoisic was able to arrive, as dominant partner, at its
compromise with the monarchy and landed aristocracy in 1688 and
afterwards (up to the final assertion of political dominance with
the Reform Bill struggle of 1832) because it had had recourse %o
cutting off Charles 1st's-head in 1649, It can hardly be said that
the bourgeoisie, which speaks of "British Gradualness? took power
in anything resembling a gradual manner, However, like the feformist
idiots at the head of the masses, the bourgeoisie wants to avoid
such unpleasant details, This side, the revolutionary traditions
of 1649 and Chartism takes ifs form and content through the work
of assembling a Marxist leadership in the coming struggle for
power ’

The purpose of this series of articles is to make a contribution
to this struggle by investigating the wealth of revolutionary
traditions in Britain and the historical lessons to be drawn from
them. We must emphasize however that the dialectical process of
history, whereby classes which are revolutionary at one stage

of historical development are not necessarily.so at another are
similiar to advanced content and aims in conflict with backward
ways of expressing them. The revolutionary and rising capitalist
class of the 17th Century which assumed power~ as we have said-
in a revolutionary way through the application of class vialence
is now athoroughly obsolescent and historically doomed class
due for surgical removal from the "stage of history%. It has turned
into its very opposite } :

In 1649, the bourgeoisie was a progressive class, whose assumption
of power liberated the productive forces from their fuedal yoke.
Today 1t, and its system, are the opposite -~ brakes on the develop=-
ment of the productive forces, offc¢ring nothing to manking save

the imperialist barbarities of fascism and world war. To maintain
itgelf here in Britain it must resort to the Iaw Courts, the very
institutions it defied to take power.

That is why today~- on the eve of the most momentous and decisive
class battles- the bourgeoisie seeks systematically to bury the
revolutionary basis of its own origins as a ruling class and why
it denies the prolertariat knowledge of its own history. Today
however, when the whole question of power is at stake it is more
vital than. ever to uncover the lessons of the pas}t which provide

in many ways the key to our future.
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THE PEASANT UPRISING OF 1381 is of no small imporfance'to Mayxiéts
as 1t falls first in a long line of revolutionary strugg1es in
this country. o ' e

The immediate cause .of the revolt of 1381 was the imposition of a
poll=tax in 1380. But there were much deeper causes, to be found

in the break-up of feudalism, What was feudalism ? Engels in
Socialism : Utopian. and Scientific" paints a brilliant thumb-nail
sketch of maedieval society 3 '....Individual production on & small
scale.Means of production adapted for individual use; hence prod-
uction is primitive, ungainly, petty, dwarfed in action. Production
for immediate consumption , either by the producer himself or

the feudal Lord.Only .where an excess of production occurs is such
excess offered for sale and enters into exchange,Production oﬁ
commodities, therefore, was only in its infancy. But already it xmx
contains within itself, in embryo, anarchy in the production of
society at large.....". '
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. Feudalism was based on the social division between a class

of landowners enjoying a military monopoly and a mass of peasants . ...

-~ who were bound to provide compulsory labour service to their
feudal overlords, while working their own small family holdings,
By 1381, this system had entered its first stages of decline.

The feudal-system of servile labour had begun to disintigrate,
being replaced: by the form known as 'commutation'’, whéreby ‘
labour services and rent-in-kind were changed or -fcommuted!

into money rents, = The basis of this process was the growth of
the market. " The forms which commutation was displacing were only
of limited usefulness. Production was primarily -for the purpose
of helping the farmer to sustain himself and his family from the -
limited strips of land at his disposal, Production, essentially,
therefore was for personal- consumption, ’ :

The whole of the peasant's life was one of legal and social-
obligation to his feudgl lord of the manor. In relation to him,
the peasdnt was but a serf, with few rights and legally designated
as "bound to the soil®, Moreover, he lived under a sort:of -
bermanent house arrest and was - under the orders of his feudal
lord -~ confined to his holding, Nor was land alienable as far as
the peasant was concerned, T . ; '

Very few peasants did attempt to break these restrictions, »
unless:they absgconded, thus defying not only feudal law but also
‘established tradition, . o o

There were other ties, too;  For ‘example, p.Leasants had to
grind their corn at the lord's mill. They were not allowed to
betroth their children without his expressed permission., But,
most important of all was the bond of labour according to which
theyowed" their Tord labour services on set days in the year,
working in his fields. ‘

This elaborate system of social relations was introduced
by the Normans after the invasion of 1066, They moulded the
village as a society in microcosm, with the lord of the manor
at its hand and the peasant serf at its foot. It represented .
a clear advance on the old Saxon semi-tribal system, unifying °
the country into a single adninistrative unit and constituting
a more rational form a social organisation. However, it contained
within its own opposite by creating a, yoke for the peasant who
resented his bondage to the alndowner. and, above all, begrudged
him his labour, ' o . :

Barly in the 12th Century, feudal lords began to recognige
some of the weaknesses of this system- and began to cultivate
their land all year round by means of hired labour. This
embryonic form of wage labour did not free the serf who was still
tied to his master and still obliged to donate 'voluntary! ‘
labour to him, : ‘ ‘

By the beginning of the 13th Century a reaction slowly set -
in. The Stalinist historianA L Morton, gives a useful account -
of the reasons for this: ¥ , ., ., The increased use -of money and
the steady rise in prices made it more . prifitable to extend the
direct cultivation of the demesne (lordfs land) with serf labour
and to sell the wool, meat, hides or corn so produced, than to
accept a fixed money payment whose real value constantly tended
to decline”, = The feudal lords had got the scent of riches in o
their mostrils and began to re-assert feudal rights which over =
the past years had gradually been eroded by 'commutation'. o
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By the start of the i4th Century a new change developed,
Massgive increases in agricultural production -~ far in excess
of the increase in production of manufactured good - led to
a congsiderable fall in prices., Commutation was once more the
trend and the use of wage labour steadily advanced,

The growth of the market led to a strengthening of the ’
of the towns which began to win a measure of self-rule, bringing
.into existence a distint burgher class, bringing with it the
appearance of a new class of journey-men, organised in Craft
Guilds in opposition to their masters! Merchants! Guilds.
Clear class demarcations were emerging in the towns. The same
was no less true of the countryside. There was a increasingly
sharp differentation between the greater and lesser landlords —
and an even sharper one growing between these and the peasants,

Parallel with these developments was the large scale production
of wool for the markets of Europe, the beginning of international
trade and the emergence of merchant capital.,

The fall in prices of land produce created a major problem
for the landlord. The overall trend was for the market to
o grow -~ but this did not mean that there would not be momentary
~declines and crisis, The lords saw their sources of income
threatened while the overhead expenses on their estates grew
heavier, Gradually, the feudal role of the manor became less
pronounced as the dependence cof the peasants became less direct.
The relation between peasants and lords more and more became
one of struggle. 'Commutation' had been the villain of the
piece, here, It had created a rent paying peasantry and given
birth to a whole layer of 'free' agricultural wage labourers,
Lords were finding that they had to pay for cultivation of their
own land where hitherto labour service had been obligatory.

The end of the "boom period” was in sight, for two reasons.
Flrstly, the war with France lasting almost a hundred years had
produced a general shortage of wage labour, Secondly,the
carrival in England of bubonic plague ~ The Black Death -
accentuated this problem. Indeed it quickened the pace of
development, It has been estimated ~ despite the unreliability
of medieval 'statistics! - that as. much as one third of the
population died from the plague., What is certain and ecstablished
beyond all doubt is the fact tiat it played havoc with
agriculture, completely disrupting it, Fields were left
untended, crops left to rot, food was scarce and prices rose
tat a stroke'!. In 1349, at the height of the Bladk Death, '
England was in the grip of famine. Starvation and malnutrition
were rife - and there was and acute shortage of labour., - The
Lords difficulty was the peasant's opportunity - one which the
latter grasped with both hands, driving his master to his wits
end., Higher wages were demanded in order to offset the ever .
rising prices, Iabour was scarce and peasants were often in a
position of being able to dictate their own terms so as to obtain
a pay rise, ,

-} Thus, the Black Death has speeded up the creeping crisis

of feudalism, sharpening it to an unorecedented extent. The
feudal lords went beserk in their efforts to restor the provision
of labour services, If this was not directly possible, they
went to vicious lengths to check the rise in wages. In 1350,

the feudal State was obliged to enter the growing affray. It

did so by enacting the notorious Statute ofLabourers, aimed

at halting the increases in wages and preventing the labourers
from using their strengh to acquire such increases, by reducing
them to the status of villeins (bondsmen).
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The Statute left no doubts whatsoever as to the attitude
of the feudal lords: : :

¢ "The old wages and no more shall be given to Servantst,

peos

¢ #Every young person under the age of 60 years not having
(wherewith) to.live, being required shall be bound to

serve him that doth require him, or else committeed to Gaol..."

-
r

"If any take more wages than were wont to be paid he shall be
committed +to Gaols, " '

e
<

“1f a workman or servant depart from service before the
time agreed he shall be imprisonedi, .

(quoted from A,L, Morton: 'A Peoples History of Fngland?),
The intervention of thq“thteh;p‘eqppgpipLp@ﬁjsrghmargggdﬁpg:

degrec to which ‘the transition to o money economy had developod.
Bquelly, Tt orcated the conditions for national class strugzles)

1tself being ‘the fucal point of peosant
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local character,

‘The conflict continued right from the plague to its high point
in the Rising of 1%81, 4. Trevelyan explains “Strikes, riots and the
formation of local unions were met by prosecution and imprisonment,

But on the whole the victory was with the earner, because of the
shortage of labour....Prices rose, but wages rose still faster,”

Faced with this, the feudal lords became even more desperate,
Law after law was enccted to prevent the peasants from asserting
what they believed to be their rights., A statute of 1377 stated
that "the villeins do menace the ministers of their lords in 1ife
and member, and which is more, gather themselves in great routs
and agree by such confederacy that one should aid the other to

resist their lords witn strong hand: and much other harm they do in

sundry manner to the great damage to their 3ords. and evil example
to other, A 1379 stetute wos enncted oainst “devisers of false
news and reports of horrible and false lies concerning prelates,
dukes, earls, barons and other nobles and great men of the realm,,
hereof great peril and mischief might come to all the realm if due
remedy be not provided® (Quoted in “The Peasants’ Revolt of 1381%
by P. Lindsay and R. Groves, P,68),

The reference in the latter law “to devisers of false news
and reporters of horrible and false lies® serves to indicate not
only the widespread, almost ubiquitous, character of peasant
resistance but also the fact that t.:is resistance was spread by
'agitators! who, often having fled from serfdom, would move from
village to villaze, spreading details of antagonism to the attack
of the landowners and encouraging others to follow such examples,
The will of the peasants to assert their rights filled the
authorities with fright, Isolated grumblings were giving place to
primitive forms of national organisation. As Groves and Lindsay
explain: ¥They had orgenisation in 1379, the autlhorities
complained of gatherings...and combinations of peasants and
workment®, :

Without a doubt, such orgahisatlons(eg the 'Great Sooietyf)
brought their own leaders to the. fore, Often, these were preac.ers

who saw the wmassive contradiction ‘between the immense wealth of the

Church and the grinding poverty of the peasants, who were not
detached from the peasants and who resented the efforts of
the landlords to increase their exploitation of the peasants

. the focal point of peasant anger and hostility against
previous eruptions of discontent wiich had meinly been of a purely
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by attempting to end commutation and restore labour services,
The best known of these was John Ball. Morton describes him
thus ",,.a North Country—man, he worked mainly in London and
~the surrounding counties, deducing the equality of men from
their common descent from Adam and declaring,.."that things
cannot go well in England nor ever will until everything shall
be in common ,,.."

Ball was fearless and intrangiseant in his criticism of
Church and State alike, The feudal noblllty, likewise, felt
the whiplash and his tongue., This made him very popular with
the peasants, "The Chronicle of England™, a contemporary
document quotes the butt of Ball's argume nt "At the beginning
“we were all created equal,; it is the tyranny of perverse men
which has caused serv1tude to arise, in spite of God's law,
if God had willed there should be sgerfs He would have said at
the beginning of the world who should be serf and who should be
lord®,. Such sermons gained a rousing reception frou the peasants
and caused him to be excommunicated from the Catholic Church
and later to be imprisoned ‘in Maidstone prison,

Ball had enormous prestige omongst the peasants, for whoum his
fearless ncss provided a shining example, Also muoh ol his
- support. dervied frow the fact uhwt Ball, and many like him,
were able to articulate, in a form comprehbn31ble to them,
their demands, This phows that at this stnge, religion not
~only tied people to god, but ml so represcnted the vehicle
,throwgp which they oould vent their revolutionery nspirations,

SucH wns Ball's populw«lcy th~t one of the first acts 6f the
insurgent peasants was to relcﬂuu him from Maidstone Gaol, where
~he had been confined by the Archbishop of Oautcrbury.

The o"rowi:rl dlfflcultles of the ruling-—class amidst the sharpenlnp
contrnctlons of the feudal system provided the overall cause

of the revolt, However, it was the imposition of the poll~tax

in 1380 which bought mattors to a head, Parliament had declared
that "The wealth of the Nation is in the hands of the workmen

and the labourers.® The objeet of the tax was to get some of this
wealth back, The tax demanded onc shilling from each adults It

was to be the straw that broke the camel's back,

"The revolt itsclf was by no means spontaneous: indecd it showed
signs of having been prepared in minute detail, The poll-tax was
the signal for the outbreak, Cryptic messages were sent from
villasze to.village: ~John Ball hath rungen your bell® and "Jack
Trueman doth you to understand that falseness and puyle have
reigned ™ too long® for meple

By June 10th, 1381, 28 counties were engulfed in the flames of
the rewvolt. Dartford, Rochester and Canterbury had alrcady been
taken and the rebel forces were narching fron both the north and
south of the Thames to invade London.

As they made their way, they laid waste tle wanor rolls which .
recorded their serfdom, -Thig put fear into the hearts of the,
nobility and lesscr-landowners who fléd fron their homcs as’ the
narch neared thew, gaticring supnort as 1t went

London was. at the merey of the peasants. Inside the olty, the
rebels had allies anongst the journeymen (and even the aldermen!),
The nmass of slum dwellers too lent their support, Thege allies
opened the City gates and on June 13%th, the villeins powered
thelr way into London and captured it unopposed, The Ruling class
panicked and fled, so “hat even the bastion of feudal brutality,
~the Tower of London, fell to the pcasants.
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On that day, John Ball preached to the assembled crowds.
For his basic text, he used the couplets

"When Adam delved and Eve span o '

‘Who was tlien-the geatleman,” He then stated that God had
created all men equal in rights seeking "by the word of the
proverb which he took for his theme, to introduce and prove
. that from the beginning all men were made alike by God and
nature, and that bondage, and servitude was brought in by opp~
ression of nauvghty men against the will of God.* Once again, in
this sermon, Ball alludes to a freedom that existed prior to the
Normans, This was not accidental, For almost three centuries,
men had believed that they had certain rights, their own, inalien-~
able -— rights whick had been taken away by the Normans, who had
imposed the ‘Norman yoke!, Many even thought that before the
arrival of William the Conqueror there had been & “Golden Age?®
where freedom had reigned supreme and where bondage was unknown.

This demand for the restoration of 'ancient rights' found
expression in the way in which the Domesday Book - almost unheard
of for two centuries - suddenly became the centre of the peasantls
attention, One writer describes this process: "The peasants had
somehow heard of the CGreat Survey 'Domesday Book', drawn up by
William the Congueror, and they kept appealing to it for proof
that their particular locality had had freemen and not serfs at
that time." (J.Lindssy: "Wat Tyler: Nine Days Hero"),

. Similar deVelopments to these characterised peasant insurr-
ections throughout Burope over the next two centuries, (see.
Engels: "Peasant War in Germany" pp. 42-46),

, These demands threatened the very existence of the feudal
nobility and the foundations of their power, This is why the
movement gained such impetus, His last stronghold, the Tower,
having been taken, the King, Richard II, agreed to meet the
rebels at Mile Ind and promised to grant their demands. The
ruling clags was in the grip of a massive crisis. To lend some
- bersuasion, the peasants seized and executed Archbishop Sudbury
who had hailed Ball, The Lord Treasurer, Hales, responsible for
the poll-tax, was also executed,

The King net the rebels at Mile End where they presented
their main demands:

1. The abolition of all serfdom,

2. Commutation of all services at the rate of 44 per acre.
3., A general amnesty and free pardon for all the rebels,
4, The right to buy and sell land.

5. Abolition of the Statute of ITabourers,

These, the King granted verbally, plus a free pardon for all
who had marched. This effectively split the marchers, the maj-
ority returning home satisfied that their cause was won, A
recalcitrant minority, however, were¢ more sceptical and stayed
behind to see that the concesgions were carried out,

saturday, June 15th 1381, was the day when their scepticism
was put to the test, when the King met the rebels once more, this
time at Smithficld. Here, Wat Tyler, the most capable peasant
leader and orator, put further demands to the King. These even
more challenged the ‘foundations of Ffeudal monarchy. The demands
expressed the peasants' desire for their ancient rights, con~-
Sisting of a call for the restoration of Edward the Confessors!
Law of Winchester, vhereby the peaple were to be respondible fou
the maintenance of law and order (cutting the ground from beneath
the growing army of state Judiciary and officials). Also, they
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called for the redistribution of Church-lands. Tyler said "the

property ‘and goods of the holy Church shall be taken and divided
according to the needs of the people in each parish...% (Quoted

in J.Lindsay "Wat Tyler: Nine Days .Hero® p. 173).

This was just too much, Tyler had to be dealt with. He
WasS....breacherously. He was stabbed to death after being tricked
and lured close to the King's mem-at-arms who surrounded him. A
bloody conflict was only just avoided when the King declared that
the, promises made at Mile End would be carried out. Accepting
“this and the assurance that Tyler had been knighted, the crowd
dispersed,

. The King had 1lived up to the peasants expectations,or so it
seemed, Their hope of "King and True Commons" against those who
wanted to.destroy their freedom had been realised. That is how
it looked., But essence was in conflict with appearance,

The craven murder of Tyler had enabled the King and the ruling
class to regain its composure and act swiftly to suppress the
~rising and crush the peasants who were confused by the murder of
Tyler. Not that this signalled the end of the struggle. Bitter

" armed resistance flared in answer to the butchery of the Royal

Army, At St.Albans the Abbey was sacked, whilst at Bury St Edmunds
both the Prior and the Lord Chief Justice were put on display
after being decapitated. n

However this was little compensation for the barbarity with
which the Royal forces went about their grisly task. John Ball,
arrested in Coventry, was sadistically murdered, his entrails cut
out while still alive, as were Jack Straw and other peasant leaders

- Mass murders were legally sanctioned by the King, who repudiated
the Mile End pledges. When the men of Essex appealed to him, he
answered by saying that they were "unworthy even to live' and

that "serfs you have been and are; you shall remain in bondage,
not such as you have hitherto been subjected to, but infinitely
viler, For as long as we rule over this Kingdom we shall use our
strength and property to treat you duch that your slavery may. be
an example to posterity, and that those who live now and hereafter,
who may :be like you, may also have before their eyes...... your
miserys:se... and the fear of doing things like those which you
have done,"

All appeals were in vaing The Revolt was smashed,

However, its importance did not end there; On the contrary-
ag in France and Germany- the peasants continued to fight against
their oppression and the misery of feudalismi

Tt would be true to say that although the Peasants Revolt was
broken, it was not defeated. The feudal nobility was no longer
able to impose labour services. Serfdom gradually disappeared,
the great landlords increasingly rented-out land and money rent
payments displaced labour services, Thus 1381 marked, in an hist~-
orical sense, the prelude to 1649- when the revolutionary bourg-
eoisie overthrew the last vestiges of feudalism.

After 1381, in proportion to the growth and enlarged influence of
the towns, the importance of the manors declined. The Revolt ailded
the development of capitalist forms of production and intensified
the whole crisis of feudalism,
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Hence, The Revolt had been by no means futile., As Jack ILindsay
says “Cromwell thus completed what Wat Tyler had begun. But the
national situation had greatly changed in the intervening 260 years
and so the aims of the rebels had changed considerably, However,
there was an element of continuity as well as of difference and
among the poorer classes the ideas of what was needed had not very
much changed from those of John Ball and Wat Tyler in their broader
aspects. 1381,1450,1549 had all shown a riging challenge from the
common folk to-the feudal order, which came to a decisive head in
the 1640's,"

1381 was characterized by another great similiarity to the’
struggles of the revolutionary bourgeoisie in the 1640's in that in
both struggles, the revolutionaries sought to express their demands
for their rights in Biblical terms, illustrating the relationship
of ideological development to the development of the productive
forces. Yes, the Peasants Revolt sought to hold things in common,
but this aspiration could only be visionary because the material
basis to realize these desires did not exist. There could be no-
peasant state, Yet in 1649 the bourgeoisie, with different aimsy
could find ample Bibliwal Justification for its interests~--religion
took om a revolutionary role because the material foundations werece:
there for it to do so. Thus, the differences as well as the simil-
arities take on a decisive importance, These problems we shall
examine in our next article on the English Revolution of 1649,
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THE UNITED FRONT LN THE BUILDING
OF THE REVOLUTTIONA RY PLRTTY

EDITORS NOTE: The following document was prepared more than
two years ago as part of a discussion with fraternal organ—
izations abroad, We are reproducing it here (with minor
~amendments and oorrectlons) because it sets out clearly the
fundamental theoretical basis of our programme and activity
over the last few years. We hope to develop some of the
points made here at greater length in the future.

Colling: #"Is it even possible to consider at this stag. an
“independent existence outside of the mass organisations®?'
Trotsky: "The fact that Lenin was not afraid to split from
Plekanov in 1905 and to remain as a small, isolated group,
bears no weight, because the same Lenin remalned inside the
8001a1*Democracy until 1912 and in 1920 urged the affiliation
of the British Communist Party to the Labour Party. While it
is necessary for the Revolutionary Party to maintain its i1iwe
dependence at all times, a revolutionary group of a few hunc-
‘red comradés is not a revolutionary party, and can work most
effectlvely at present by opposition to the social patriots
within the mass parties. In view of the increasing acuteness
of the international situation, it is absolutely essential to
be within the mass organisations whilst there is the poss-
ibility of doing revolutionary work within them, Any such
‘sectarian, sterile and formalistic 1nterpretatlon of Marxism
in the present situation would disgrace an intelligent child
of ten.®

(Trotsky/COllins Interview, October 1936.)

One of the consequences of the destruction of the Fourth Inter-
national in an organisational sense has been the smashing of the
political programme of Marxism into disparate pieces, arbitrarily
scattered amongst the various Trotskyist grouplets. By concentrat-
ion upon particular parts of the programme (e.g. the appeal to
women or youth), many organisations have succumbed to the pressure
ofsingle issue" polltlcs, sectarian in-fighting, and over-emphasis
upon the various pieces of the Trotskyist tradition that ¢an be
partlcular1z3d into the distinguishing marks of a sect. An essent-
ial step therefore is to-assert the unity of the Marx1st programme.,
This article is an attempt to do this with regard to the objective
unity between the theory of the United Front, the building of the
Revolutionary Party, the gquestion of Soviets, and the class theoxry
of the state., In. deallng with these questions we will criticisze
also what in our view in the positions of our comrades of the
I.XK.D. (W.Germany) and Spartacist League (U.S.A.) is defective in
this regard;

Firstly, and from this flow all other considerations, the app-
lication of the United Front and the bulldlng of the Revolutionary
Party are part of the same prodess. The posing of demands upon
the magorlty leadership of the worklng class movement is the way in
which this 1s historically done.  Trotsky, summarizing the experi-
ence of the Bolsheviks in the Russian Revolution for the guidance
of the Fourth Internatiomglhad this to say:

"The chief accusation which the Fourth Intermational advances
against the traditional orgenizations of the proletariat is
the fact that they do not wish to tear themselves. away from
the political semi-corpse of the bourgeoisie., Under these
conditions the demand systematically addressed to the old
leaderships 'Brfeak wita the bourgeoisie, take the power!' is




an extremely importent weapon for exposing the treach-
erous charscter of the parties and organizations of the
Second, Third and. Amsterdam Internationals..,, Of all
parties and organizations which b asé themselves on the -
workers and peasants and speak in their nare we .demand’
that they break politically from the bourgeoisie and
enter upon the road of struggle for the workers' and
farmers' government, On thisg road we offer them full
support against capitalist reaction",

(Transitional Programme)

The technique as indicated is thus not to counterpose
mechanically +the revolutionary tenduncy to the mass working
class movement as the only solution to the workers' difficulties,
but to demand that the reformists break their coalition with
the bourgeoisie ( whether expregssed in the Popular Tronts or
elected governments) and take power on behalf of the working
class., The 'support' of revolutionaries for these reformists
is precisely the 'support! they do not want - that of a rope
for a hanging man, as Lenin says. The reformists, refusing
this support, then have to explain to their working olass
followers why they fail to break with the bourgeoisie and
realise the united strength and power of the working class
movement at their disposal, The demand: "ALL power to the
Soviets", advanced when the majority ofthe Soviets consisted
of Mensheviks and Social Revolutionaries, was of this nature,
When the Menshevik workers saw their leaders attacking those
who raised this slogan, they realised that the Bolsheviks were
fighting for the united power of +the Russian working class,and
the Mensheviks for the power of the bourgeoisie over this class,
which they thereby divided. The nature of the class struggle
imbues the working class with a strong sense of solidarity
and of hatred for splits and disunity, The technique and
strategy of revolutionary propaganda is to place the responsib-
ility for these on the reformists and Stalinists., To ignore
this is to leave the workers under the control of the bour- .
eoisie and the reformists, disunited and powerless within clase
socletys Every worker who sees and understands why the reformists
attack the revolutionaries for calling for power to be trans-—
ferred to their organizations is a potential recruit to the
revolutionary organization, This is how the Bolsheviks built
up their party and smashed the Mensheviks and Social Revolution-=
aries == by 'supporting' them against the bourgeoisie! They
did not build up their party by counterposing themselves to
the working class movement, nor did thuy create it by recruiting
~in ones and twos to a scct., At one and the same time the Bolshw
evik Party and the Russian Revolution were made by the con-
scious application of the United TFront strategy.,

The Bolsheviks were not stupid enough to think that you can
approach the working class independantly of its organizations,
its parties and trade unions,..Was if the masses could somehow
- live outside of the actual class struggle™ (Transitional Prog-
ramme). This assumption lies at the root of the Trotskyist crit—
iquewof the so=called"United Front: from below?, a typiral Third
Period Stalinist invention, B

When self-styled Trotskyists attempt to ignore the mass organ-
izations, enjoining the rank-and-file %o self-activity, and pro-
posing local councils of action, then they are in fact proposing
syndicalist-type politics., As Trotsky explained in his "Theses on
the United Front®, o :

"Were we able simply to uﬁité the working masses around our
banner,.,by eliminating the reformist party, or trade union
organizations - that of course, would be the best way. But in
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that cape the very question of the United Front, in its
present form, would be non-existent®,

Hence our disagrcements with the Spartacist League's position
on the slogan for an American Labour Party, By refusing to
place the demand for its formation on the A,F,L,/C.I,0,
bureacracies, the 'Alliance for Labour', etc., they are surely
demanding that the rank and file perform the task spontaneously
(i.e. the classic 'United Front from below'), Moreover, it is
nonsense to say that a Labour Party created by the trade unions
would necessarily be reformist in the U,S,A., where social dem=-
ocracy is even weaker than the revolutionary tendancies, The
creation of a mass Labour Party on the basis of the organized
_workers would be the practical realization of the 'United Front';
its politics would depend upon how much the Marxists were able
to gain influence in it (the completely reformist nature of the
British Labour Party, even in the 1900's, was partly due to the
sectarianism of the early British Marxists). ‘

In the application of the 'United Pront' to the sitration in which
we find ourselves, we would differ again with the comrades of the
I.K.D., They _ard the terman Social Democratic Party(S.P.D.)
as no- longer being a reformist, Social-Democratic workers party.
We would maintain that this shows a lack' of understanding of
the full nature of reformism, The function of the reformist
bureacracy is to divert the potential revolutionary energies of
the working class into legal and veformist channels, and to gain a
nrivileged position for itself based on the pressure of the masses.
Its task of controlling the proletariat on behalf of the cap-
italist system may often involve not only a failure to win
reforms, but positive attacks upon the rights and living-standards
of the working class (e.g. the conduct of the German S.P.D. in the
inter~war years), The actual granting of reforms depends upon
whether the Imperialist system can afford them: they are often
passed by ordinary bourgeois governments.

As for the particular question.of the S,P,D., it is not ent-
irely correct to say that its continuity was completely broken
by the Nazi regime, Indecd, not only was the an*i-Hitler res-
istance mainly working class, but at least until after1941 it
was mainly the work of the S.P,D. and centrist elements, The
I,K.D, admits that even East German workers have illusions in
the S.P.D. (P.B. in Viete Internationale, no.,1 pp.55=-8): how
else did these develop other than as a result of. the activity
of the S.P.D., in the pre— and immediate post - War periods?

As far as the current position goes in such countries, we

would say that as long as social-democracy is popularly seen

as ¥ representing' organized labour in some way, maintains
electoral support from the class-conscious sector of the prole-
tariat, and has personmel (West Germany) and even in many
countries official link-ups with the trade union bureaucracies,
then it has a dialectical nature, At once it imposes ruling
class interests and ideology on the working class, but it also
expresses the latter's low-=level of consciousness, and acts as

a mild ‘pressure group' for it, It is:both an obstruction

to an awakening of the class and at the same time a result of
the past conquests of that class, On this basis the I.K,D. err
in making a rigid distinction between political and trade union/
economist consciousness, The latter is only the counterpart

of Social-Democratic politics: trade unions are nothing but
reformist organizations with the intention of gaining concessions
from capitalism, and their bureacracics fulfill the same role

a@ those' of the Social=~ Democracy, often being linked. to them,

Furthermore, it is important to showthat the Trotékyist concept
of 'critical support! to Stalinists, reformists or syndicalists



ig not an afterthought arbitrarily added to the idea of <the need
for the building. of a Trotskylst poarty. Any “Hsupportt our Movem - -
ment gives to other apparatuses is based upon the need to expose
their leaderships in concrete terms before the rank-and-file and
win them over to our position and organization,

We do not want to devote too much space to entrism, which we gee
as a tactic subordinate to the question of our orien%ation as
discussed above, All it amounts to is the application of the
'united Front' tactic FROWM WITHIN, both to the 'left' and ‘right?
reformistsy as a way of building up our own position within the
movement, It also derives: from our views on the nature of reformism
and ‘'critical support!, as we défine them in the above, It should
never be confused with' the liquidation or submersion often ¢ &/
practised in' the past by the United Secretariat of. the TFourth
International, or with the short-term 'smash and grab' raid

(in reality a sort of faction work} as with the Socialist Labour
League in the Tabour Party Young Socialists in 1960-64, Moreover,
it should nver be applicd in situations (for example many Communist
Parties) where the exposition of an open revolutionary programme

is not possible, We congider that one of the mogt aggential '
tasks of revolutionaries: is to pose the class theory of the state,
especially in the reformist organizations, This we do by calling
upon the Labour Party leaders to take power, transforring control
of economic resources into the hands of the labour movement,

and by demanding that the T.U,C, prepare for a General Strike,

The difference afterall between revolutionaries and all others

(as Lenin explains in 'State and Revolution') is precisely

this understanding and application of +he class theory of the
state, Even reformists and centrists will appear to make revolution-
ary propaganda in a revolutionary situation: our task is to do

it all the time, Revolutionists who are unable' to seigze power have
an obligation to demand that those who are in such a position,

by virtue of their leadership of the labour movenent, do so

on its behalf, ' » -

Finally,-the above demand to 'brealk with the bourgeoisie, take
the power!, is the supremely transitional demand, It poses the
question of dual power and the need for the revolutionaory over-
throw of the capitalist class, yet does this concretely because it
Speaks to the working class in terms of institutions already in
existence, It thus. brings together the 'end'! and the 'means' to
accomplish it, Without it revolutionaries are forced to copy the
nethodology of +the old S.P,D.'s 'Erfurt Programme', which was
rigidly -divided into minimum and maximumn étatementsa‘Many revol-
utionary organizations are forced to make a division between their
ultimate brogramme,  the seizure of state power, based upon simple
numerical recruitment to:their group, and the immediate agitat-
ional programme , usually one of reformist and trade union demands,
In this context it is important to recal. the strictures of
Trotsky and Rosa Luxemborg upon two-stage programmes, We feel that
this dilemma ~ the need to make broad propaganda on the one hgnd,
and to build up the revolutionary orsanization on the other -~ lies
behind the Spartacist League’s definition of itself ag a 'fighting
propaganda group' rather thin an activist organization as such,
The same mistake lies behind the different varieties of the 'pri-
nmitive accumulation of cadres' and otuer 'stages! ideas about the
building of the revolutionary party. The only way to solve the
abjective difficulty posed by .the magnitude of the tasks ahead -
on one hand, and the extreme weakness of the revolutionary van-
guard on the other, is by slogons of the charecter we advocate,

‘The value of this. outlook can be briéfly summerized, We do not
see, as most Marxists appear to do, the 'United Front! as a’ temp-
orary non-aggression pact between sectarians, having no organic
contact with the body of Trotskyist theory as a whole, -
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We do not see the questlon éfrxh Inited Front as being sep-
arate from that of building -the olutionary party. We do not
see 1t as being separate from thevheCe331ty of. exposing the mys-
tification of the bourgecis state, or the need to destroy reform-
ism in the working class movement, Finally, we consider that it
restorés its "transitional® character to Marxism, and breaks down
the un=Trotskyist division between propaganda and activity.

By stating this, we are merely trying to assert our main con=-
tention: that the precondition for the reconstruction of the
Fourth International is the re-assertion of the fundamental unlty
of Marxist theory.

Republished by the SOCIALIST
CHARTER from the dbcument orig-
inally produced by the International
Committee of the Revolutionary

- Communist League., 14th March 1971.
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EDITORS' INTRODUCTION: The following article constitutes sel-
“ections from a larger document written Dy the United States
“based "Communist Internationalist Group®. Though concerned
with the lessons of Chile, it takes the form of a polemic
agdinst the "Spartacist League-- an American group with
whom the Chartists have been in discussion since 1970, and
from whom the authors of the article split in the Summexr/
Autumn 1972. In our view the article represents an excell-
ent contribution to an understanding of how Trotskyists
should go about the task of bullding a revolutionary party
to ‘seize power in circumstances where a "Popular Fronti-type
government is in office,
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THE BOLSHEVIK PARTY ANﬁaTHE TRANSITIONAL MKTHOD
Tate last year, attacking the Popular Front, the Castroites
of the MIR etc,, the Spartacist lLeague wrote:

N . Can e

*

The road to victory will be arduous. The absence of a

revolutionary vanguard party is today the fundamental

problem facing the Chilean workers, This vanguard must

be forged in sharp struggle for a class programme, again=

st the popular front and the UP reformists who are doing

their best to strangle the revolution. As Trotsky wrote

of Spain: "FOR A SUCCESSFUL SOLUTION OF ALL THESE TASKS,

THREE CONDITIONS ARTE REQUIRED: A PARTY; ONCE MORE A

PARTY:; AND AGAIN A PARTY." - _
—Workers Vanguard, December, 1972

An excellent Trotsky quote., The ST must have thought so, for
the sentence is copied into their paper in capital letters.

And what does it mean? It means that, without a revolutionary
party, there will be no revolution. In fact, 1t is what every-
one =~ WL, CSL, SWP...says; it is one of the elementary con-
ceptions of Marxism. The SL tells anyone who mignt be listen- '
ing in Chile that to fight the popular front governnent, a "
Teninist party is required. That is what they said last year.
But now, after the Popular Unity government has Dbeen smashed,
and not by a working-class offensive but a rightist military
thrust; now, after the working class is in retreat; now, they
call for the proletarian revolution, but make no mention even-
of the party. There is not even a formal nod in that direction,

Maybe the vanguard party is there, willing and able to take
power? Maybe this vanguard party, non-existent in December,
1972, somehow crecated itself during the nine months between the
December article and the September coup? If so, on what
programmne? Under what leadership?

This party we never heard of. Neither did the SL. By
their own criteria, by their own chosen Trotsky quote, not only
the lack of mention (or more importantly, lack of conception)
of this party in their September pronouncement, a direct appeal
from New York to the Chilean working class for revolution now
in the absence of the party is fantastic, unreal, surrealistic,
nightmarish, What did thelr quote from Trotsky say? Without
a party, no revolution. What else but utter cynicism, and the
opportunity to parade around as some.kind of su er-revolution-
aries (who else called.for proletarian revolution to fight the
generals?) can account for this 180-degree about-face and the
discarding of the complete teachings of Lenin and Trotsky?




The abandonnent of the struggle to construct the revolution-
ary international and the Leninist party reduces the WV Supplem—
ent to the level of all the ST's other “theoretical® naterial,
ile,, to a passive commentary on events at best projecting an-
"objective™ unfolding of the workers' revolution,

On top of this, when they finally did attenpt to prowvide the
Chilean working class with a strategical and toctical line prior
to the Septenber 11 coup, the SL committed every conceivable

ultra left error on the guestion of defending the popular front

governnent against the military counter-revolution., As a result,

they made a nockery of the transitional prograrme, the Leninist
united front tactic and: Trotsky's analysis of oourgeois state
forms in the epoch of capital-st decay. All this led them to
liquidate in practice the political struggle to break the working

clasg from its reformist and sStalinist leaderships.

At the end of the Docember '72 WV article the ST laid out a
scries of 'tramsitional' denands they envisioned as the programnme
for the Chilean revolution. Undoubtedly the SL thought, in the
manner. of all the' 'orthodox' ''rotskyist scribes, that these
deniands =~ lifted bodily. out of the 1938 Programie adopted by the
Founding Conferencc of  the Fourth International -— would prove.
quite sufficient for the revo utionary prograrme for the Chilecan
proletariat. Mo necd, of cowrse, tu analyze the active role of
various 'Trotskyist' tendencics in Chile, or to industriously
seelt out Marxist revolutionar:i.cs therc in order to lay the
groundwork of & revolutionary party ... no nced! All that is
neccssary for the satisfaction of the world-view is to graft ‘
riechanically. the demands in the '38 Prograume to cach and every
situation that come along and therc you have it ... the uniquely
correct, the perfect programac! . The rosary-like recitation of
the Transitional Programie, to the proper saints in the proper
order — of this, and only this, consists the SIL's Yexenplary"
propaganda work.

But this stérile orthodoxy is apparently rcscrved for nore
peaceful periods, because in The rapidly-changing situation a
week prior to the coup the ST dropped all their former lip
gervice to transitional denands, veered sharply to the left and
hysterically directed the following “call® toward the Chilean
workers: -

Rather than presuring Allende...we must indeed call on the
workers to break sharply with the bourgeois popular front
and the government parties Lamong‘whioh were the Socialist
and Cormmunist Parties!!:/ to fight for a workers and
peasants governnient bascd on a revolutionary programme of
expropriation of the agrarian and industrial bourgeoisie,
LTeaflet guoted in WV_Supplenent/

Posed in such a fashion this "call" was quaranteed to fall on
deaf ears., It is clear that the Chilean working class, although
before the coup steadily novirg left to the point where its
nilitancy collided nore and ncre with its leadership, still

retained profound illusions ir the sgocial democratic and Stalinist

parties and for this reason was incapablc at that time of break-
ing ut of the political framcwork imposed upon 1t by the popular
fronwt and noving into independent opposition againgt it. For
thig reason the approach of revolutionary comiunists in Chile
should have pointed toward the resolution of this fundamental
ueftion: with what tactics rust the vanguard intervene in order
to $K§S§e the bankruptey of the reformists and Stalinists,
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destroy the proletariats! illusions in this false leadership and
in the process construct a revolutionary leadership?

This could have been achieved only by demonstating that in a
revolutionary situation, when the issue of popular defence against
the counter-revolution was posed point~blank, that the workers!
parties participating in the popular front governnent — the
social denocrats and Stalinists — play a counter-rcvolutionary
role in that they prevent the self-defensive arning of the
working class. In this situation it was neeessary to go beyond
propaganda and find the means to demonstate this fact to the
working class in such a way that They would thereby learn through
their own cxperiences that only the cormunigts provided a solution
to the despcrate crisis. Conscquently it was necessary for the
communists to raise to the refornist leadership those denands for
self-defence which when inplemented would organize the working
class against the rightist counter-rcvolution and._at tho satle time
propel it thward ths ssikhry caofipower — ie., to pose transitional
demands as they arise out of the concrete struggle. Were the
pressures of the class struggle and the instinct of self-preserv-—
ation to force the reformists to imvlerent some or all of these
demands it would benefit the comrunists, since even these partial
victories could not help but strengthen comnunist influence within
the working class., And when the reformists refuse to carry out
these demands to their nccessary conelusion,- precisely because of
the inherent contradictions in their social and political roles,
the working class woyld se. that its old leadership was conpletely
unwilling and unable to pursue the class struggle and would turn
toward the communists as the fighting alternative. It was pre-
cisely this method of approach to the proletarian revolution by
which the Bolsheviks care to power, as we shall denonstrate in a
later section — a nethod Trotsky quite aptly summed up in the
Transitional Programe: ‘

From April to Septeuber 1917, the Bolsheviks demanded that
the.ASooial Revolutionarie§7 and Mensheviks break with their
liberal bourgeoisie and take power into their own hands.,

- Under this provieion the Bolshevik Party promised the
Mensheviks and the S.R.'s as the petty~bourgeois represent-
atives of the workcrs and peasants, its revolutionary aid
against the bourgeoisie; categorically refusing, however,
either to enter into the govermment of the Mensheviks and
S.R.8 or to carry political responsibility for it. If the
Mensheviks and the S.R.s had actually broken with the Cadets

" (liberals) and with foreign inperialism, then the "workers'!
and peasants' govermment? created by then could only have
hastened and facilitated the establishnent of the dictator-

.-. ship of the proletariat. But it was exactly because of this
that the leadership of the petty-bougeois denocracy resisted
with all possible strength the establishnent of its own
governnent, The experience of Russia demonstrated, and the
experience of Spain and TFronce once nore confirms, that even
under favourable conditions the parties of petty-bourgeois
democracy (S.R.s, Social Democrats, Stalinists, Anarchists)
are incapable of creating a governnent of workers and
peasants that is, a government independent of the bourg-
eoisie, .

Nevertheless, the demand of the Bolsheviks, addressed to the
Menshevike and S.R.s: “Break with the bourgeoisie, take the
power into your own hands!' had for the.nasscs trenendous
Cluvoetinnal gignificance. The obstinate unwillingness of
the Menshevliks cnd the g R.a *tn take power, g0 dramatical Tv
exposed during the July Days, definitely dcomed them before
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nags opinion and preparcd the. victory of - the Bolsheviks.,

The central task of the Fourth International consists in
freeing the proletariat fron the old leadership, whose eon-
gservatism is in conplete contradiction to the catastrophic
eruption of disintegrating capitalisn and represents the
chief obstacle to historical progress. The chief accusation
which "the Fourth International advances ngainst the trad-
itional organizations of the proletariat is the fact that
they do not wich to tear thensclves away fron the political
“seni-corpsc of the bourgeoisie., Under these -conditions the
demand, systematically addressed to the old lcadership:
"Break with the bourgeoisie, take the power!® is an extenely -
irportant weapon for exposing the treahercus character of
the parties and organizations of the Second, Third and
Ansterdan Internationals...
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Of all parties and organizations which base themselves on
the workers and peasants and spcak in their name we derand
that they break politically fron the bourgeoisie and entetr
upon the road for the workers! and farmers! governnent. On -
this road we promise them full support against capitalist
reation,. ‘

- "The Transitional Programme®, Documcints of the

Fourth International, pp. 201-3

Thus in the period after the attenpted coup in June, when the
right was testing its strength and the liklihood of a future coup
was clearly on the agenda, it was incunbont on Marxists in Chile
to direct the following central demand towards Allende, who was

at the time simultaneously the head of state and the enbodirment of
the SP/CPF governmental coalition: digarn all the counter-revolut-
ionary forces, the arny, the police and. the fascist bands! Within
this nass agitational demand is concretized the general tronsite
ional demand for the break-up of the Popular Front (To the SP/CP
-— Break with the bourgcoisic parties and . the generals!), for any
notion in this direction on Allende's part would have neant, ipso
facto its dissolution and the further resolution of the class
forces into two clearly”dilineat@d, arned canps: At the sane tine,
the Marxists would have had to dircet the following demands toward
Allende, the social democratic and Stalinist parties: Preparc the
defensc against armed reaction! Arm the workers! Organizc a
peoples’ militia! Organize citics~wide defense cormittecs open

to all organizations who speak in the name of the working class!
Preparc for a general strike agianst the rcaction! The guestion
of which class has the capacity nnd the will to lead socicty will
then be poscd concretely and in front of the working class and

its allies, not t&tally abstractly im The ST mrnnow, -

However, it is far from adequate just to maintain a corrcct
programre, strategy and orientation such as the above; it is like-
wisenecessary to know how to find a road to the nasses, No pro-
gramrie can be confined to paper and abstracted from the struggle
to implenent it; if this happens it ceases to be o programme, In
a situation such as Chile it was imperative Marxists properly
assess the conditions necessary to determine where the greatest
potential for the building of a revolutionary party lay.

By the time of the September coup a revolutionary crisis had
been maturing in Chile over a period of three years, While in
this period the workcers, the peasants and the poor were the re-
cipients of a number of deep-—going social reforns, this otheérwise



beneficient situation was fundamentally marred by two central
features: the working class was consistently held back from
struggle against an increasingly enraged ruling class and its
imperialist allies by the anti-revolutionary, reformist polit-
ics of its leading parties; this situation was Ffurther rein-
forced by the complete absence of any organized communist
nucleus. It is self-evident, then, that at least from the

time the Popular Front came to power in 1970 communists could
play a revolutionary role in the class struggle only by fight-
ing to construct Trotskyist factions inside one or another of
the major working-class parties, the CP and the SP. Since an
open struggle for a revolutionary programme would have been
impossible inside the Stalinist 0P, and moreover since Allende’s
social democratic party stood to the left of the Stalinists, a
general orientation of revolutionary work inside the SP was
absolutely necessary. It was this practical orientation to the
gocial democracy that Trotsky advised his followers in Spain to
take in 1936. It was this orientation which proved so vitally
necessary in Chile,

By exposing the treacherous policy- of the top leadership of
the CP/SP bloc to. the fighting cadre of these parties communists
would have prepared these cadres for the impending nilitary
assault of the bourgeoisic and from that vantage could have
become the central pivot for the crystallization of a revolut-—
lonary wing. Such a development would then establish the basis
for the founding of a Leninist-Trotskyist party. (Let us note
here that the period of revolutionary work for Trotskyists
inside the Chilean SP is by no means at an end; the experiences
of the military junta will not destroy illusions in the Allende
heritage or in the SP, and on the contrary, increase its appeal
in the coming period. In fact, it is precisely now that the
most fruitful work in the creation of a left wing can be done
there., ) '

Only with this overall approach would it have been possible
then to win the working class away from its class collaboration-
ist leadership, create a revolutionary party and open up the
road to socialist revolution. )

The SL, however, instead of utilizing the method of the
transitional prograsme, simply stood outsgide the struggle and
ultimatistically called on the working class to break from both
the popular front government and its najor political parties
and "fight for a workers' and peasants' govermment based on a
revolutionary programme,” Stripped of its pseudo-revolutionary
verbiage this call neant: Workers! Abandon your leadership and
fight for state power! How such a ™ight" could have taken
place is beyond human comprehension, In a situation where
there was no revolutionary leadecrship, no Marxist tendency
(let alone a party) with any significant influence among the
proletariat, when the majority of workers supported the popular
front and when the tendency within the class to construct
soviets existed in embryo and not in concrete fact,,.Such a
fcall'™, apide and apart fron abandoning the political struggle
against the reformists, was sinply criminal adventurism; or
would be 1f anyone were so rash as to attenpt to implement it,

The wise SL "theoretician who authored this line should
have at least taken the time to study the approach Trotsky
thought revolutionaries should take in fighting the illusionsg of
the proletariat in popular fronts and other such cross-class
blocs of labour bureaucrats and capitalists. (We doubt though
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that any conceivable amount of study would help this genius,)
We apologize to the reader for the length of this quotationg
nevertheless we thinle that herc Trotsky makes all the essential
points on what constitutes revolutionary tactics. In responsc
to the question: "What should our attitude be toward Peace
Councils?” put to him by the British Trotskyist, Collins,
Trotsky answered:

The question of the Peace Council bears a certain reser—
blance to that of the Pecople's Front. For example, in
France, we tcll the workers that we know that the People's
Front is all wrong. While the workers support 1it, we say
to then that we are perfectly willing to collaborate loy=
ally with the working class organizations, the C.P. and
the S.P., but we refuse under any circumstances to have
anything to do with the bourgeois participants in the
People's Front, We do not shouts: 'Down with the People's
Pront:!' at the proesent because we have nothing to replace
it as yet. In the sane nanner, we cannot turn our backs
on the Peace Councils and say ‘Down with the Peace Councilg!?
because as yet there is no revolutionary party to give a
clear lead on the question of war and peace, In the
analogy, howcver, there is this Ffundanental difference.
One is a question of state power in a revoluticnary situ-—
ation. The other is a question of utilizing existing
coulittees as long as they are supported by mass workers'
organizations, Therefore, it is necessary to get repres-~
entatives wherever possible on the Peace Councils and to
direct our attacks in the beginning against certain of the
bourgeois participants {(who these will be depends on the
reaction of the workers to our propaganda). It is under-
stood, of course, that the very first task of revolution—
aries in any nass organization is 4o demand that it be
denocratically controlled by the workers., That agitation
will give us our first opportunity of attacking the private
invitations given out by the S5.P. burecaucrats fto so—called
progressive bourgeois figures. By attacking the leading
bourgeois pacifists and subsequently the participation of
all bourgeois elenients, we will inevitably run counter to
the class~collaborationist policies of the L.P.=C.D. bur-
eaucrats. We can then sya to the workers: "We have our
differences with Conrades forrison, Pollitt, and Lansbury,
but we are perfectly willing to work loyally with then,
They, however, wish to expel us because we refuse to work
with open class enemies.” This will have the effecct of
making the L.P.~C.P. bureaucrats bear the responsibility
of open class collaboration before the workers., This sit-
uation correctly used will discredit not only the bureau-
crats but also the entire idea of Peace Councils. But it
is first nccessary to get on to thern,

= Trotsky, "Intervicw by Collinsg®, Writings 1935363 .

pp. 77=8. (Euphasis added)
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One would think this statenent leaves no possible room for
ambiguity on the Marxist approach to fighting refornist and
bourgeois liberal illusions within the working class. loreover,
for the enlightennent of those who substitute stuffing the real
world into little pigeon holes called "principles® for Marxism
it is worth pointing out the context: The above tactic, enun-—
ciated by Trotsky, as to how revolutionists should approach the
working class parties in the French popular front governnent was
expressed in the sumver of 19%6. The date is significant. It
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did not represent an outlouvk for a period during which the prolet-
ariat only slowly accuniulated forces for its future revolutionary
leaps; on the contrary, many other writings of the tiie beyond the
Collins interview indicate he put forth this perspective at exact-
ly the tine he considered signalled the beginning of the French
proletarian revolution!

But if the previous SL nonsense weren't enoush to deuwonstrate
the conplete boankruptcy of their clairn to represent a Trotskyist
political tendency, just wait! There is even nore idiocy, The
sane ultra-left 'logic' the SL applied concerning the question of
a workers govermnent was carried over directly when they called
for a united proletarian front, And this was their approach:
speaking as clearly as one can through a nouthful of watcr, they
called for:

.08 united front of all workerkers organizations to snash
the rightist-militarist offensive in Chile, while contine
uing to strugcole for the overthrow of the populsr front
governnent of “socinlists’and pencrals by proletarian

revolution. (inphasis in original )

!

A united front of all workers organizations! Which ones?? — if
we may ask this rather non-trivial question? Certainly there was
no roon in this SL united front for the CP and the SP — certainly
not! - for how could the CP and SP posgibly be in a united front
which continued to struggle "for the overthrow of the popular
front governuent of 'socialists' and generals? Then, what
workers' organizations did the SL nean? This, not accidentally,
they did not say.  We are forced to guess now in order to penc-
trate this rhetorical blizzard, but uaybe they mean the MIR plus
gorie "Trotskyist® sect affiliated to the United Secretariat?
Plus?...plus the trade union rank and file (which in the main are
under the lecadership of the CP and SP bureaucrats)? Logically,
this had to be the concrete neaning of their coll.

Thus the SL's conception of what consitutes a "united Lfront®,
taken together with their nad call to the Chilean working class
to abandon its leading parties (in which the workers still, today,
naintain illusions!) and nake a direct fight for power (§) all
logically reduce themselves to clasgic exanples of the "Third
Period' Stalinists' line of the "united front from below", an .
approach which in practice liguidates the Leninist united front
tactic, This approach was exposed for all tirie in Geruany: in
completely circuwivenving the leadership of the refornist working-
class organigzations, and instead appealing directly and exclusive-
ly to the nembership of the social denocracy to break with its
leadership and jouin the increasingly spastic strugele against
fascism under the benner of the Comunist Party, the Stalinists
had absolutely no effect whatsoever on the socialist workers,
precluded any possible joint KPD/SPD defensive actions against
Hitler and.,.focilitated the Nazi victory. But even the Stalin-
ists during their "Third Period' were still one up on the
Robertsonites; they at least had sonething the workers could
join., The SL has absolutely nothing.
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HOW THE SPARTACIST LEAGUL TRANSFPORMS
LENTIN INTO AN OPPORTUNIST AND
TROTSKY INTO AN ANTT-REVOLUTIONARY PEDANT

Now, -insurrection is an art quite as nuch as war or dny
other, and subject to certoin rules of proceeding, which,
when neglected, will produce the ruin of the party neg-
lecting thewn. Thode rules, logical deductions frow the -
nature of the partiés and the circunhstances one ‘has to
deal with in such a case, are gu plain and sinple that
the short expericnce of 1848 has riade the Gernans pretty
well acquainted with then, Firstly, never play with in-
surrection unlegs you are fully prepared to face the
consequences of your Play. ZZ/ Ingurrection is a cal-
culus with very definitc nagnitudes, the value of which
Lay change every day: +the Torces opposed . to you have all
the advantage of organization, discipline and habitual
authority; unless you bring strong odds againsgt then,
you are defeated and ruined, secondly, the insurrection-
ary career once entered upon, aclt with the. ;;reatest
deteriiination, and on the offensive., The defensive is
the death of every arned ri lngs 1t is lost before it
‘neasures itselfl with its cnenies, ... L euphagis added/
S o e By Inpels, Revolution dnd”
Lounter-revolution in Gervany

~As we have shown, the SL supplenent renders the cntire
politics of the Chilean workers' strugoles inconrehensible,..

The SL clains, "Today /[ Septerber 14/ Marxists rwust struggle

to suash the junta by a workers? uprising.” How this uprising
is to be led, orgnnized, coordinated, they don't says nor do

they indicate just who these "Marxistg® are, but they appear to

be as unsubstantial, as ethereal, as the party that isn't there,
Moreover, they add, “To call for support to the / Popular Unity
governuen£7 is to reaffirn a pclicy whose suicidal nature is being
denonstated at this very minutel!V PThig is the "political® .
equivalent of saying o corpse is dead becouse 1t isn't alive,

This masterful nonsense is wrapped up with o quote fron Lenin
which says that under certain conditions Morxists offer nilitary
support to bourgeois gov.rnuents againgst fascist or rightist
nilitary uprisings, while refusing political support to or con-
fidence in this governient, FPerfectly true., Then they angle ,
- the Lenin guote tofiprove® thig, then say "of course / of coursell/
in the ‘Chilean situation it would beo noanifestly absurd to call

for even nilitary support to the U.P. governiient, which has
already been snashed.® To gtuff so Lwuch baloney into one over—
heated paragraph is indeed o feat, and serves nostly. to confiru
our belief that the Stalinization (”traﬁsforuation“) of the SL

is continuing apace. ‘ -

One night have thought the SL would have quit while they
were ahead, or at least before they were so houpelesgly far
behind, Take, for exauple, +the gquote they cite in which Lenin
nakes a distinction betwoen nilitary and political support to
a bourgeois, "Kerensky"-lilkes sovornnent., A% first glance this
point would scew to be irrelevant: Why bother to nake such
a distinction, quoting "authority¥ and all, to deal with the
corpse of the UPY Lenin's distinction bhetweon Lilitary and
political support in any case refers to the Marxist attitude
towards living, functioning governiients, not dead and dispersed
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ones, Did the writer just have an unused Lenin quote lying
around frow o nuch nore inportont polemic against the I5, and
decide to throw it in here to nake undigestible stew a little
nore palatable? Is it, perhops, part of a concealed polendce
againgst internal critics who dinly recall an ST critique two
years-ago againgt Wohlforth's “Third Period® adventure-~nongering
at the tine of the Bolivion betrayal in 1971, and who reneuber
the .50 opposed this sane lkind of loud-wvouthed WpropagandaV rant--
ing,y then? Or is our initial suess right, that this is sinply
"educated™, quotenongering fliz.flaun, designed to inpress
("regroupt) sone other ignorant naifs?.

Perhaps, all of theu. No natter, 411 this sobbledegook
coues in handy to conceal the fact that threc scparate situations
existed in a short period of tile -— reflecting a rapidly
changing balance of forces - and that different tactics were
called for im each case to neet the situation and clarify the
political necessities.  For this situation it is nececssary to
think out the problems beyond the vague platitudes and truisus
commion to the novenent and saturating the SL pages, isolate the
stages and the process, and determine the possibilitics dand The
capacities of the contendinsg social forces in cach stage,

In the period before the coup was organized it was the Juty
of the left-wing of the labour vovenent to call for the
nilitary support to the Allende governzunt, sinultancously
organizing such support anong the working massesg whilce at the
sane tine toking care to destroy illusions in the governient,
pointing out its vacillations and hesitotions, deonstating
wherever possible the utter confusion and incapacity of the
governnent (unable even to deternine whé its enenies were!) and
thus unable to carry out the basgic necessity of even deferding
itself, We have gone into the argunents and sloszans which would
have facilitated organizine this defense above, ond we will not
repeat then here. The point of the whole TLenin passage —- not
the truncated vorsion that appears in WV — is to indicate both
the nature of the support to the governient and the kind of
transitional denands that need to be raiscd sinultaneously to
that government in order to exnose it and educate the class o
its real, anti-ponular nature,

At this point in our critique we want to subject the entire
“Russian® analo;y, and especially the letter of Lenin to the
Bolshevik Central Committec to o closer scrutiny, for in this
letter is contained not only the strategy that welded together
the revolutionary defense of the Kerensky reginey it proved in
also the central stratesy by which the cadres of the rovolutione
ary forces were initially armed and fron which position the
Bolshevilis regained the support and confidence of the working
nasses in sufficicent numbers to facilitate the swift trancfer
of power to the Bolshevik-led sovicts possible and inescapable.
The relevance of the contents of this letter, to the situation
in Chile just before +the fall of Allende, ought to be oubvious
to the reader: - o - ‘

fiven now we mugt not support Kereusky's government., . .
We shall fight, we are fighting agoinst Kernilov, Just as
Kerensky's ftroops do, but we do not support Kerensky,
On_the contrary, we expose his weakness, There is the
differvence, It is rather a subtle difference but it is
highly essential and it nust not be Torgotten, .
‘ (emphasis in original)
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The "subtle differcence referred to in the passage fron
Lenin is the differcence between g;iijggymgggﬂggﬁ for o popular
front covornient whilo refusing it any political confidence and,
political support. The revoluticnary forces lefen’ed the
governmient frow the arng of tje 2ountcrrcvolution, while sir-
ultaneously planning its revoluticnary replacerient, This cen-—
tral Teninist stratery for the Proper orientaticn to Popular
Front governnents wags the historicnl bhagis for the sinilar
strateszics and crientation of the Trotskyksts in ouain and
Germany in the 19%0¢%s,

At thig point the SL cuts short the quote ana drops the
issue, saying in passing that, of course, this is no longer
relevant (then, why quote uy of 1t in the first place?) since
Allende's Populnr Unity govornient has alrenly been snashed,

Of course, thu letter fron Lenin to the Centrnl comnilttec
is not irrelevant to anyone intercestel in conprehending the
nethods by which revolutionaries orient thenselves in the firht
against the counterrevolution, and consequently, of course,
there is a vital reason why this Passasze is 8o severely trun-
cated in the pages of Workers Vansuord, The central section of
the letter which the ST cliocoses to disappear specifically and
clearly locates the gontext in which it is written and the
Bolitical"oqnteqﬁ of theﬁgﬁnnge of tactice™ for the coning
struggle, S0 far os the context ig concerned, the polenic is
double-edsed: Tienin is arguing against both that tendency in the
Bolshevilk Party and the clags which night utilize the Proper
g;iiiggxuﬂgigngg oft the Kerensly “overmient in coder to slide
over into poliiigg%éggﬁgggi (this tendency i the ostensible
target of Fhe letter) 1 uﬁlﬁﬂ those scetiong of the revolution-
ary forces who Light either incline to prouature insurrection or
refuse outright any kind of defense of the Ecerensly regine,

S0 far as the ngijgggimqggigﬂi vf the %change of tacticg®
presented in the 1ttt to tho Central Comiittec is concerncd,
Lenin not only takes the call Tor revolution of the docket and
out of the party's propaganda for the +ive being «— g fairly
substantial Stactical change; he clearly an’ brecigely enuncrates
a seriecs of parti
which not only stop far short of revolution ("e sghnll not OVEer-
throw Kerensky rig ht now') . but alsco, Lowever radical snd fare-
reaching, Jdo not even nention the call, or anything like it, in
the form of tho slogan of the workerg? government!  What this
Leans, of course, is that tho tactics by which the Bolsheviks
prepared the ground for the October revolution run exactly
counter to each and every “principleY in which every SLer ig
inundated, up to the ecars and over: that any tactic, any pro-
grammatic statenent that does not contain the nazic words
proletarian revolutiont or "workers' rovernmenti is exenplary
of the rankest ... Opportunisni

Put another Way, woe night say what notivates the Robertson
leadvrship to conceal thege terrilbly eubarrassing baragraphs is
the charitable act of "protecting ' the rightist, the grossly
opportunist Lenin from the rock-hara, "high-Trotskylsty educated
revolutionists of the 87T, ranks, who woull undoubtedly be outraged
if only they were to find ont The horrible truth about their
uentor, Lenin! ‘

Sarcasii asile, there in cven o greater reason why the
SL does not want to attract undue attention +o this passage,

WL, specific “onnnds fitted to the new situation,
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We reprint the critical section of this letter here, as it
deserves close consideration: :

What, then, constitutes our change of toctics after
the Kornilov revolt?

We are changing the fori of our struggle against
Kerensky., Without in the Teast reloxing our hostility
towards hin, without taking back a single word said
against hin, without renouncing the tasgk of overthrowing
him, we say that we nust take into account the present
situation. We shall not overthoow Kerensky right now,
We shall approach the tasgk of fighting against hin in a
different way, nanely, we shall point out +to the people

who arc fighting againgt Kornilov) Kerensgky's weakiness
end vacillation, That has been done in the post as well,
Now, however, it has becoie the all-inportant thing and
this constitutes the changze,

The change, further, is that the cll-ivportant thing
now hasg becoire the intensification of our cauipaign for
sonie kind of Fpartial denandsy to he pregented to Kerensky:
arrest Milyukov, arn the Fetrograd workers, sursion the
Kronstadt, Vyborg and Helsingfors troops to Petrograd,
dissolve the Duna, arrcst Rodzyonke, legalise the transfer
of the landed cstates to the peagants, introduce workers’
control over grain and foctories, ete., etec, We nust
present these denands not only to Kerensky, and not so imuch
to Kerensky, as to the workers, soldiers nnd peasants who
have been carried away by the course of the struggle
against hornilov, e Lust keep up their enthusiasn,
encourage ther to deal with the generals and officers who
have declared for Kernilov, urge then to denand the ivmed-
iate transfer of land to the peasants, sugrest to then
that it is necessary to orrcst Rodgyanko and Milyukov,
dissolve the Duna, close down Rech and cother bourgeois
papers, and ingtitute investigntions agningt thei,  The

"Left" S,R.'s nust he especinlly urged on in this
direction,

It weuld be wrong to think that we have noved farther
away frorn the task of the proletariat winnings power., No,
We have core very close to it, not directly, Lut fron the
side., At the nonent we st canpaign not so much directly
against Kerensky, as_in’irectly o~ ainst hin, naely, By
denandin: o vore an | ST active, truly revolutionary war
against Kornilov., Tho developnent of this war alone can
lead us 0 power, but we nust speak of this as little as
possible in our propaganda. (renemberin. very well that
even tonorrow events iy vub Dower into our hands, and
then we shall not rclinquish it)..,..

= Lenin, "To the Central Comrittee
of the RSDLP" (Aug. 30, 1917) Collectoed
Worrs, Vol. 25, pp. 285-89
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It is important to note here the manncr in which, as Lenin.
argues at length, these partial ddmands and slogans should he
raised, They are not“characteristic®, Bolshevik siosans aloncsg
Lenin argues thesce slogons should correspond to and become the
clemental demands of the masses themselves, Thus, they arc
intended as "action ruiles® to clucate the “fighting people,©
In order to further this aim, the task of the Bolsheviks is to
motivate thesc demands in such o manner a8 to encourage the
struggling masses, and especially memboers of other Workan -
class and peasant~based political organizations, to mrke these
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d.. v, . for the record, no%ody9 and ertainly Lenin,
would deny tht Ferengky's was a hqp_ cols government 1? is
therefore clear that Lenin L@Wected (il indeed he ever heard of
such a far-fetched thing, arguments such as those raised by the
oL that,

«sot0 call on the bourgeois_statc ( en with a popul 1
front gorernment such as Allende's S) . Lo outlaw 2nd disarm
the fagcists is to awaken illugious in the masses.

— WV, August 31, 1973

Lenin did mot call on Kerensky to outlaw fascists in the
clasgic sense of that term  primarily becaluse there weren's anys
the 5L objecto in on all~encoupassing marmer, however, asserting
hither and yon that they never call on a bourgeois governuent to
suppress another wing of the bnnrJ901 sic.  For ourselves, we will
deal with the JmpL1caT1uns of Lul“ argunent in the context of
Allende's Chile presentlys; wmore important here is that Lenin's
argunents Tor the coursce he chose were based upon the undeniable
and histerically vorified ohservation that the negative, hogtile
responge ol tThe Kerenslky vegime to these reasonable and necegsary
demands would demonstrate bLefore the masses the cxtent of its
collaboration with and dependence upon Kornilov-types and cxpose
the limited , anti-popular character of +he coalition government,
This is the only way in uch o sltuation that M&rxn“ts can
cPpossibly breal the conpcicusness of the magc ses from their longe
established, LOU”LTV’iIVU aaflwravoLutlonﬁLy blinders and
p%rllammﬂtlfy illusions. 1In a polemic in n similar situation,
fighting "Third Pericd’ idiocies on thoe part of the Germen
Stalinists some fifteen years loter, Trotskyv referred to the
above incident, scveral tiue 3, ond always in the same manner:
at that time, ﬂ hﬂraot*rLWOd the "changed tactic' of Tenin as

one of ”“1mu7b¢meon sly carrying on a .“ﬁnk attacls on Kerensky,

3

There ig = vcry good reason why the scricg of prartial
demands Lienin raiscs in the ahove lott e are not opportunist
crrors {(of a kind to be hidden away from the Fiéreer SL revol-
utionists who might othurwise rcject the master along with his
politlc»l methods ), The SIL is opvposzed to calling on the popular
front government to arrcst its fa°“*“t counter-revolutionary

enemie s on the grounds they snre both ooargwo¢~9 nd we will take
up this nonsense later. Lenin, of course, never heard of any
such absurd principles; in ¢ TllnLeron thg Kerenglky govornment
to arrest the presumed collab tors of Gonerai Kornilov, the
Coadet Mlljukov ond jim Octol Rodzyanko (i) who were not only
not fascists (1) but *eajppnaulvwly o liberal imperialist and a

renctionary bourgeois, he in foct was calling, in o concrete

manner, for the dissolution of the ooalltlon governmcnt in the
| some manner as the earlicr Bolshevik demn wd, YDown with the Ten
Capitalist Ministors!s  with that slogan, alono with the later
}domand to arrest the representatives of Tn@ botryf01“ parties,
qthe Bolsheviks in effect were calling for a Menshevik-Social
éﬁevolutlﬂn@rj government, This tuctlb, this Lngldent represents
in concrete, demonstrable form the actual application and use of
Wtho transitional method, which, the ST to the contrary notwith-
:ofxndlngg is not a rosary of navow changing slogans but the road
Fto power, We had kidded ourselves, hexr gtoiore, that the ST knew
«thlu, as we taought every soli-etyled "Irotekyisti did; in fact
‘we ‘thought it was among the mogt important of +the lessons of
$October.
3
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What woe saild above about hiding the contradiction between
their own line and Lenin's under analogous civcumstancesg -—- i,c.
congiderantions of purely bureaucratic self~protection — repres.-
ents gome of The impotus behind the SL decision to bury the
critical section of the Letter of Lenin to the Bolshevilk Central
Committee. But there is even more, and what follows raises not
only the question of gacred bureaucratic prestige but also the
SL's hopeless theoretical/political floundering in a situation
where the international class slruggle reaches its most inbense
heat. As we noted above, in the Afugust 3rd WV the 5L responded
to the attempted coup with o pseudo~manifesto to the workers
and peasants of Chile (the formal title is "Rightist Coup Pails
in Chile®) which, incidentally and among o lot of phrase-mongaer.
ing, called for "tho cutlawing and disarming of all fascigt oxg-
anizationsW, Obviously, we agree with such a calls; as we have
demonstrated, such o slogan, together with the clarifying fight
to implement it, embodics the central Morxist strategic axig of
tearing apart the popular Tfront aiong closs lines, the military
defense of the Allcende government againsgt the bourgeois countor-
revolution and the military preparation for working~class power,
and was in fact historically the Bolshevik strategy against both
Kornilov and Kercnsky,

But it turns out other "forces®, namely the Robertson cliquc
in the SL, knew better, Not reallzing cr not caring (who can
tell?) that the unchallenged maintenance of arms in the hands of
the rightist spearhead were knives pregsed to the throat of the
working class, in <he very next issue of WV (August ?1) they '
published a correcetion of their former 1ine ("Do We Call on the
Bourgeoisgic to Outlaw Fagcism?i)y this exercise in ultimatisbic
tomfoolery categorically and in no uncertain terms reversed
their former course and line and answered NO! 4o their own hypo-
thetical guestion. It is entirely fitting thot they never askad
themsclves what this would mean in Chile; 1t is further typical
that they did not attempt to explain how and why they made such
a 'rudimentary' error in the first place, what its political
sourcé was,,.although such an evaluation would be instinctual
to any revolutionisti Ingtead, the SL substituted Thetoric
about how treacherons the bourgecisie is and came up with a new
theory, which we charscterize with restraint as the political
Foundations for the res.rrection in "Trotskyist' clothes, of ‘
"third period' concentiuvng of 'social fascism', The pringciple of
this theory, stated ag fwe never call on the popular front %o

outlaw Tascism' is based on a simplistic reading of the line
Tonly the working class can smash fascism,,.'. This is of _
course the PL / Progressive Labour - US Maoist group EDITOR/,
line, Apart from clashing with basic common gsense, and writing
out of the history books the Allied Coalition of democratic
imperialism and Stalinism which in fact did root out fascism.
during World War II (!), the ST retreats to general/historical
truisms. It is true that in the final historical analysis only
the triumph of the working clnss con folever destroy the threot
of fascism, but this is the same as faying that the future for
the working class and all humanity lies in either socialism or
barbarism. As history has shown , this truth nowherc refers Lo
or applies in particular historical incidents or even world wars.
Instead, it represents a classic cxanmple in which abstractly truc
prescriptions in the general become concrete licg in the partic--
ular, and the basic truths of scientific Marxism are transformed
into dangerous sand to be thrown in the eyes of the working
class,




We are mot particularly intirested in polemicizing with
such nongense as the SL promotes here on its "merits® because
it hasn't any, as a few minutes reflecction on the state of the
world since 1936 would clearly demonstrate; the SL's theorizing
is simply a blowhard exercise in shabby political idiocy and a
total aloofness from renlity. As'proof'! of their new theory
they make great play, of course, with a couple of quotations
from Trotsky., The difficulty is that the politics the ST claime
are those of Trotsky, if taken in the context of the ripening
revolutionary situation of Chile in the weeks before the fall
of Allende, would have played a wholly passive, abstentionisgt,
anti-revolutionary role! A closer Look af the context of Lhis
fraudulent, ostensibly Trotsky-derived, 'theoreticrl grounding
of the SL line will clearly demonstrote how the SL deforms and
disembowels the Trotskyist analysis of bonapartism, popular
fronts and fascism,

To give some credence to their otherwise wholly absurd and
meaningless line, the SL quotes two passages from Trotsky's . -
1924 writings, One is the incidental side comment from the
pamphlet "War and the Fourth International® whose najor focus
is on imperialist war not popular fronts; the burden of tho
SL—quoted section is that for revolutionaries to call on the
capitalist state (any capitalist stote?) to suppress the fascists
sows illusions about bourgeois dcwocracy, lulls the vigilance
of the workcrs and demoralizes them. The other quotation is
more substantive and gives the SL game away, and we quote it
here: ‘ ‘

Certainly, the Radicals declared themselves for the dis-—
armanent of everyune -- workers' organiszations included.
Certainly, in the hands of a Bonapartist state /I/, such:
a measure would be directed cspecially against the workers,
Certainly, the 'disarmed' Fascists would receive on the
morrow double their arms, not without the aid of the
police. -

' -~ Trotsky, "Wither France?, Novewber 193%4,

Does anyone seriously think that this description fits the
state of affairs in Allende's Chile, which everyone not running
about holding an enormous rug in front of their faces kaows has
been the most 'left wing' of any popular front government in
history, and the most dedicated to carrying out its own, reform-
ist programme? [The SL's implied comparison between the two
situations is simply incredible! What really gives this ideol-
ogical fast shuffle away is that particular phrase "in the hands
of a Bonapartist state®: in "Whithcr France?? Trotsky was dig-
cussing the situation in Irance in 1934, a France governed not
by a popular front regime but a right-wing, semi--Fascist bona-
partist govermment! To use a morc accurate analogy, to call on
the Republican governiient of Largo Caballero in Spain in 19%6
to implement the measures necessary to break Franco's mobilization
of the counter~revolution is not absurd, and constitutes in fact
but one of the mecans by which the anti-fascist/anti-capitalist
fight is waged. Undoubtedly, the SL can't tell the difference
between Caballero/Kerensky/Allende and o rightist Bonapartism;
undoubtedly the rational rest of the world can, So far as
"sowing illusiong', lulling the workers to slecp and all the
rest of the points made in the paragraph from "War and the Fourth
International® are concerned, Trotsky clearly was not, as the SL
would have it, setting down some eternal metaphysical iprinciple®,
but as the context of the '34 writings indicate was instead
directing a polemic cgainst the Stalinists and social democrats
who were preaching exclusive reliance on the bonapartist state




apparatus to Jdicarvie the fascists, and counterposed this reliancoe
to the independent arning of the working class, Were Trotsky
rceally atteupting to go beyond that context, we would have to
ask oursclves what th1° Vprinciple® means in the context of
Lenints call to bloc with Kerensky, for Kerensky to carry out a
revolutionary war against Kormilov (!) and to arrest the coll-
aborators and bourgeols ministers in his government., Is Trotsky
carrying out a not .so gubtle polenic against Lenin's conception
of the road to power here? Is that what the 5L thinks when it
conceals tho operative section of the Tenin letter? Isn't it
clear that the context . oi the rutoru¢wt popular frout government
on the one hand and +the context of a rightist beonapartist regine
on the other, are wholly dlelHILOT9 ,nd that conscquently the
tactics by which the working class is nobilized in the one casc
are radically different fron thu other? :

To push the absurdity further, another passage in the SL
article frow which we are quoting, "Do we call on the Bourgeoisie
to Outlaw Fascism?V, attacks thoe SWP/Ligup Communiste for the
slogan '“jail the f% cists, not the Ligue," Very good, But,..
the context of the article and the correction regarding the line
on Chile inplicitly identifics the rcginc of the inperialist
Gaullist Pompidoun with that of the sucinl derocrat Allende!

That this passes for Trotskyism in some circles does not mean
it has dnvthing in comwon with Marxism, The whole point of the
oL discussion is postulated on the question, whether or not o
call on Al]ende‘A governiient to suppress the spearhead of the
anti-working class forces, a popular front repime virtually.
identical with Kerensky's.

If we were to atteupt tuv draw any conclusions Irom the SL's
performance to date on their theorizing about the Allende ZOV-
ernuent and their rcfusnl to place the denand on ‘thig particular
governuent to disarii the counter-revolution at a tiue when this
was the pressing nced of tho working classg, we would have to
conclude that for the SL a JpTUdiJuT governtient is a capitalist
governuent, Fericd., PFrowm the way the SL poses the question,

"Do We vall on the Bourgeoigsic to Outlaw Fascism?h ”nd not "Do

we call on popular irmnf ”OVHIHWfﬂbb to outlaw fascisn, Tand if
not, why?% — that is, tho Tumping together of all Turms of
b@urgeo;b rule into "onc reLokl)umry moss? — they obliterate all
the precise, critical distinctions Trots sky nade in his fight
agalngt fascism between bourgceois tutalltallqnlgl, ullltmrymrj@htm
ist bonapartism, "nornal® deriveratic capitalisr populﬂl front
governments and the like; the SU cleorly LHleuo in what they
have said regarding Chile that all these distincti.ng are irre
clevant and thot thevefore the same strotegies, the sone taotics,
the same "principles® apply in each and every cose. What a
travesty of Marxism! Are the governments of the Greck colonels
or Cuba under %Lﬁlouw, on the one hand, and Kerens kv/Allend , on
the other — that ig, the owncrs of pollc& states and the outer=
most limits of democratic capitalisn — the sane thing? Yeg?

No? Who can tell? ' ' '

But. if the Robertsonites do Lold these are the sane thlng,
fundamentally sinmilar, then hov do they account for Lenin's cone
trary strategy in Augnsi 1917% Clearly, Lenin never heard of
this fundanental panoLPTG of Leninisn, Iﬂu 4 this why the
Central Cormittce letter frow Leanin was diseboweled in the SL
press?

If,on the other hand, we are accusing the 5L falsely, and it
turns out they do not think all bourgeois governients are one
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reactionary mass and that different strategies do apply to
Kerensky/Allende-type governnents in the same nanner as Lenin,
then what on earth is the point of basing their approach to
Allende on a quote from Trotsky in 19%4 in Whither France? in
which the question of strategy under an Allende-type governnent
was not, could not be posed for the good and sufficient reason
that the governrent under discugsion was specifically described
by Trotsky only a few baragraphs beyond the Sleselected secction
as a rightwing Bonapartist-capitalist regine resting on and
"inconceivable without the existence of the fascist gangs,®
Trotsky said, a hundred tiries, that the truth is always concrete,
Where is the analogy between France in 1934 and Chile in Avgust,
1973%? Does the SL think the Allende govermient regted on the
fascist gangs, and for that reason wouldn't disarn and arrcst
then? If not, what's the point of the quote? Was Trotsky
preaching an 'eternal truth! here? For that natter, if Trotsky
thought anything like the ST, holds he did, what would have been
the point to make distinctions like 'popular front' governmentg
anyway? e

The truth of the natter regarding the disappearing passages
from Lenin and the appearance on the scene of Treplacement?
bassages from Trotsky which appear on the surface to be conplethow
ly counterposed to the Bolshevilk strategy in 1917, is that the
author of the SL's August 3 manifesto attenpted to bhasge himsel®,
however ineptly, on DLenin's strategy and tactics during the neu-
iod of preparation for the October Revolution, This attenpt was
superceded by the top clique, which has finally discarded the
little rags and patches of "Mrotskyisn® to which it formerly
clung in favour of sone ultra-left, abstentionigt appeal to EI
or Venceremos, or whoever they think they can impress; towarda
this end, they found sone Trotsky quotations which, cut up right
and not looked at too closely, appeared to have sone superficial
resemblance to Chile, The SL wag strangled by the contradic-
tions between their permanent tailending of PL-type adventurism
in the name of regroupment and the cenerete needs of the Chilern
workers; for revolutionary situations, whatever their aftermath.
have a terrible habit of throwing a political searchlight on
opportunists and abstentionists of all stripes.

The trouble with the Trotsky quotations the SIL digs up to
preach abstentionism in Chile is that they do not deal with a
period of swift transfer of power typical of a revolutionary
situation. Since the situation during the last days of Allende
was so inexorably sinilar to the Kerensky/Bolshevik model of
1917, and wholly irrelevant to the situation in France in 19%4,
and gince this contradiction was blowing up in their face in
their own words, it was necessary for the SL to conceal their
counter-position of Lenin to Trotsky (!), which is what ali this
fagt-shuffling of quotations would otherwisc mean., Therefore,
the SL chose the path of hinting it was following Lenin (the part

of .the quotation they actually printed) while in reality digem-
bowelling the central Bolshevik strategy by which the revolution
was made, Specifically, what the SL had nanaged to do was
counterpose the line of Lenin and the line of Trotsky on the
central question of the road to bower and socialist revolution!
What to do? Basy. Not throw out Rober son, dissolve the SL oud
learn something aboudt Marxisn, as political seriousness would
dictate, of course, No, they just...cut the Tenin quote, did
everything possible to draw ottention away Ifrom the Bolshevik
programme in the period of defense of Kerensky in the period of
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the Kormilov uprisging, %threw dusst in the eyes of the readers by
soem adventuristic ranting about proletarian revolution now,

when such a call was buth hopeless and suicidal, and hoped their
political opponents would prove as uninforned about basic Marxism
ag the clods they have trained their membership to admire and

to beconme,

If it were only o question of exposing the SIL farce in the
way they cut and paste quotations from Lenin and Trotsky in
order to make them ossified sectarians and abstentionists, we
would not have wasted our time on the issue., What is important
in the whole morass above is the political method by which they
transform Trotsky into a formalist pedant and a political opp-
onent of the revolutionary needs of the Chilean working class, to
whom the issue of disarning the counter-revolution was not a
natter of flimflamming quotations bhut physical survival, This
method, which is characteristic in onc form or another of all
the pseudo~Trotskyist groups who trace their lincage to the SWP
after the death of Trotsky — that is, to the Fourth International
of Cannon-Healy-Pabloc — must be cut out of the "Trotskyist!’
movement if a revolutionary Marxist international party is to
come into existence,

The SL, like all ite ilk, Jeals with formal categories
rather than concrete recality.  Had they approached the issue in
the manner of Marxists and not a petty-bourgeois hoax, that is,
had they asked themselves what political form of the bourgeois
state in France Trotsky was analyzing, and uuder what specific
historical conditions, they might not have fallen into such a
formalist approach to the Chilecan popular front governrient,

What Trotsky analyzed in Whither France?, from which he drew the
conslusion that it was pointless wnd fatolly dangerous to denand
of this government the outlawing and suppression of the fascist
organizations, was not a bourgeois statc a8 _such, but a partic-
ular bourgeois state in a particular historical pericd, Those,
like the £L and the other 'coutiruators? of . pseudo~-Trotskyism,
who reduce Marxist thought to the scholastic level of the nanip-
ulation of Tormal categories are forever lost when it comes
to comprchending nand acting upon the concrete questions of rev-
olution and counter-revolution.

This incapacity on the part of the SIL to make the proper
distinction between the various formns of bourgeois rule precludes
them from formulating o policy which could rove the masscs around
the question of defense of the Popular Unity government. By
identifying, as they do, o bourgeois Bonapartist dictatorship
based directly upon the very sumiits of the bourgecoisie, the
nilitary and police apparatus, ond the organized Tascist gangs
(this is the form of state Trotsky said existed in France in
19341) with Allende's Popular Unity governnent, the SL says in
effect there is no essential difference between o close friend
of fascisn and a nortal eneny, Hiding behind the. generic categ-
ory "bourgeoisic® the SL is in the position of identifying a
regine which would yoluntarily cede power to fascism (Hindenburg
in Germeny) with a bourgeois regine fascism had to physically
elininate in order to come to power (e.g., the spanish Popular
Front). The blood line drawn between fascisn and the Popular
Front is totally insignificant for these pscudo--Trotskyists.

By refusing 'in principle! to call upon the popular front Populaxr
Unity governuient tc disband fascists on the grounds that it
represents nothing but the dictatorship of the bourscoisies that
fascigm is a necesgsary weapon of the bourgeois regime; and that
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therefore, to call on the bourgeois state to liquidate its own
weapons serves only to sow illusions within the working class -——
the SL has succuribed wholly to the Third Period Stalinistg?
theory that the refornists are objectively in alliance with
fascisn! Together with the conception and practice of the
'united front fron below', the SL has enbraced fully the theory
of social fascisn,

The fact is that everyone in the world, not only in Chile,
knew that sorme sort of nilitary action was not only inevitable
but imminent, During the period of the coup itself, which appears
to have lasted well over 24 hours, the situation denanded that
the Marxists, were any there, building on the authority and
influence they had atiracted by the application of their military
defensist tactics beforehand', call on the working closs organig-
ations, trade unions, partics, etc., to escalate their nilitary-
defense of the Allende government to the level of a nation-wide
general strike against the nilitary counter-revolution and the
entire bourgeois offensive, In this gsituation the tactic would
become that of defending all institutions of the working class
with armed militing., Such an overall strategy would not only
confront the nilitary plotters with a denial of their social
base and capacity to rule; ivplicitly, it would create a total
political vacuum, a _period of armed dval power, strip the DPOp—
ulation of any illuUsions of the strenght and capacity of ecither
the Allende govern.ent or the junta, denoralize the nilitary
ranks and pose directly the qucstion of what class could there-
alfter rule,  Throush this brocess, the organization of such
general action of the class would, in the field, create those
organizational structurcs, strike committecs and the like, which
would hold state power immediately upon the crushing of the
geneials' insurrection,

But this did not happen, at least on a sufficicently wide
basis: the opposition was local and casily isolated onoe the
governient fell, finally petering out into individual, local
nilitary confrontations with boends of the Junta's troops. After
Allende was crushed, with no effective opposition, the working
class had becouc denoralized and dispersed, and the revolution—
ary upsurge was digsipdted and rolled back, the SIL Tintervened®
with a call for workers insurrection. Under such conditions a
call for 'proletarian revolution'(!) is in the best case a call
for putschism, a nad advendture — g deliberate, crininally
reckless irresponsibility, Unfortunately, the people who make
such mad proposals are rarely the ones who suffer the consequences
as Jjustice would demand. The present SL 'policy' is a shabby,
cynical playing with the lives of the Chilean workers, political
vultures trying to pick sone nmeat off the bones of the past and
future viectims of the countermrevolutionary tradegy. The real
revolutionary needs of the Chilean working class stand in stark
contrast to the infantile Robertsonite phrase-nongering and
Pseudo-left posturings the power of the Junta nust be broken,
and a regrouping of fthe clnss together with the restoration of
its institutions must be undertaken., We can best fornulate
these tasks by asking the question: under what slogans, what
political understanding, now, con the working class recoup its
losses and find the rond To power?

A series of denocratic and tronsitional dernands to be add-
ressed to the working class prinarily and which apply to the
present situation would include the following: restore the con-




Wi

stitutions legalize all political parties; for a constituent
assenbly; renove and disperse the troops; immediate release of
all prisoners and hostages, The struggle to carry out these
denands would set the vast majority of the populcoce against the
junta; the successful acconlishnent of these denands would break
the junta and destroy its capacity to maintain itself by chall-
enging the new order on which it rests. By what praciical riecans
can the workers struggle for their denands against the power of
the junta? The present conditions require the formation of
underground, illegal comuittees of action, conposed of workers
and peasants and speaking in the nane of a untited front of all
working class organizations, These action cummittees would have
the task of preparing for an extended political general strike
to secure its denands ond to tear the productive base from the
new balance of social forces. The successful naintenance of such
a strike would continuously pose directly the question of a
transition to power, Idiot sneers about "democrats® and SL-type
indifference to tre suppression of 'bourgeois' and any other
civil liberties by the junta are entirely out of the question.

The situation in Chile is sinilar in nany réspects to the
state of the German working class following the fascist victory
in January, 19%%, although with this not_at all ingipnificant
difference: in Germany in the 30%s, fascisn complefely destroyed
not only the political parties of the proletariat but all their
organizations including the trade unions and replaced these
unions with fascist Jabour fronts., These “organized" the Gerinan
workers into onc colossal company union., By this means fascisn
acconplished virtually the couplete political and orpanizational
atonization of the proletariat. In Chile today the Bonapartist
nilitary dictatorship has not at all denonstrated the strength,
nor yet, for that natter, the desire to carry through such a
transfornation., If, however, the junta is unable to stabalize
the situation and restorc order, if it is unable to effectively
police the working class, then it will undoubtedly attenpt to
cede power to a native fascisng under these conditions, the
Chilean rovolution will be rendered virtually inpossible for an
entire period, unless this time by inmpetus fron abroad (either
directly, say by an Argentinian workers' revolution, or indirectly
— and this applies of course to the entire South American con-
tinent — from the spread of victorious proletarian revolution
in the advanced capitalist countries.) Thus, so long as fascisn
in Chile has not taken power in its own name the victory of the
proletariat is still possible! There is still tine and opportun=
ity for the class to regroup and this time under the banner of
a Trotskyist party. But for this one nust have a correct
stratery and prograic,
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OPPORTUNISM AND ADVENTURISM: NOT ANTIPODES BUT TWINS

oo And the Zentrale? It net in Berlin and "acgelerated the
action' / after the uprising was already lost_/. During a
session of the Zentrale, convened days before the ternin-
ation of the action, of the nenbers present five voted
againgt threc for the teruinaticn of tho action, But here
as clsewherce they hecare vietirg ag well of their own snares
of Yslackness,” "opportunigu LV ] and Tinactivity” laid
for others., In the face of the three votes, pressing for
sticking it out, the other five Aid not dare to force
through their own position for fear of being suspected of
insufficicnt revolutionary drive L t_/. Threc vague
"reports’ froun three districts indicating ¥soue actioni,
that the farrhands of Bast Prussin were %on the izove' were
sufficient, Accordingly, now nessengers wverc dispatched in
order tolaccclerate the action.® And what werc the reasons
given by thosc three dichards? We do not know whether all
three shared it, but one of thel offered as a reason that
the action had to be driven on, now that it had been lost,
to forestall possible attncks f the "left?, mnecegsitating

a defensc only coninst the Fright ivel, the Tevi Wright:
in the KPD! /.

What could one possibly answer to that? Tven the behaviour
of Ludendorff pales by conporison, He, at least, conscious
of certain defeat, had eneitiesg of his own class niect their
death. The others, however, had their own flesh and blood
perdsh in o cause which they thedselves had alren dy recog-
nizod as Logb, simply to save the position of the Zewtr ale.
e do not wish o penancc on the conrades who did this, and
with whonl we ourselves lived through iany zood and bad
tines. But nay they burden thengelves, for their own sake
and for that of the party in whose interest they nay have
believed to have acted, with just one castigation: To
never again show their faces to the Gernan workers....
(enphasis added)

— Paul Levi, Our Course Against Putschisn

The really frantic fear of the SIL that sor.eone, sollewiere,
night call then “cpportunisty has proven in this case and sev-
eral others recently to have pushed then into the sorewhat odd
stance of adventuristic Passivity, denanding that California,
fariworkers or Chilean workcrs, or sgomeone elsce, carry out one
or another lunatic adventurec., Yet the history of Marxism has
denonstrated convincingly that putgohism‘an@,g@veqturisg, like
sectarianism of ~l1l kinds, are only the product of opportunisn,
opportunism standing in fear of itself. That 1s Eho significance
of the passages fron Levi's polenic aizainst the "March Action, i
Our Coursc Against Putschisn, printed above. When +the SI 80y s
"proletarian revoluti™n ™" you have to swallow vour disbelief
that anyone speakin in the nane of ilrotskyisi® could utter
such rubbish and recalize that the point of all this rhetoric is
designed to inpress the hell out of PL and whonever else the SIL
is 'regrouping' toward these days., It ought to be obvious that if
the Chilcan workers were still unable, due to their illusions
and lack of informned Marxist leadership to push beyond the
popular front toward revolution before the coup, then it stands
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to reason, if that word doesn't offend the pscudo-Trotskyists
overmuch, then in a period of bh““p downturn and bloody represg-
sion they are even lesg able at the present tine to make an
assault toward state power. It is not only a question of organ-—
izational structure but also of the decay of the subjective
factor, consciousness. The wmilitary snashing of the class under
fascism or rightist reaction does not destroy the illusions of

the clags in thblf refornist or Stalinist leadership (as seens

to be the opinion of the author of the S prescrlptlon) but,

on the contrary, preserves and strengthens these illusions,
denoralizes the clasgs, unakes the workers more responsive to half-
hearted and Yconpronisge” solutions, undercuts their faith in
their capacity to rule, etc., etc, This in turn changes the N
actual relationship of class forces. What is the point of study-
ing the history of Trotsky's struggles agoinst foscism and his
vnassive analysis of the subjiect and its ranifications if one has
not learned even that much? The truth is that the revolution is
objectively inpossible in Chile at the present @}Jeikuntll the
balance of forcos is radically altered (and the construction of

a Leninist party is the nost decisive factor in the rearmament of
the proletariat), and one ought to say that much outright. For
ourselves, we thinlk it “QPOEtant to rerind the reader of Lenin
and Trotsky's frequeut and savage renarks about the Frevolution-
ists of the phrase and their advice to drive such poseurs out

of the movenent, ond we characterize the SL's clowning with a
popgr knife clenched in its teeth as just that. For, if Robert-
son's Chilean polwoy has not proven a totnllv Crluln%l one in
actual fact, i% is not due to him or his policy butl solely due

to the fact no one in Chile could take it with sufficient ser-
iousness to try to inplenent it -— if indeed, any Chilean ever
hears of it, since it is written not as advice of any kind to

the Chilean workcf but to appeal to the unfortunates in the
U.5. idiot lefs.

It is part of the historical record in which the movement
claining Lenin's revolutionary nantle was transformed into its
opp081tc that such plans were actually put into practice about
which the Robertsonites only fantasize., We have already quoted
at long length twice from the denunciation the earlier head of
the Gernan Comnunist Party, Paul Levi, wrote against his party
irmediately upon the demise of the infamous iiarch Action® in
19215 he called it “the greatest Bakuninist putsch in history'.
At the tine it was so; afterwards, several other 'actions’,
bureauvucratically dev1;cd and inplenented, overtook and surpassed
the "March Actionw., There had boun the threat of one in Russia
in 1917, several uOHEho before the tinme becane ripe for the
actual seizure of power by the soviets; these incidents were
dealt with by both Lenin and Trotsky in sone of their most import-
ant writings, and we are left with the choice of determining
whether the leading figures of the SL are igncorant of these
“basic¢ works, or whether they cynically "forgote about ther.

Here is Lenin, writing after the above-mentioned Kormilovite
counter-revolutionary revclt on the very eve of power:

v, ..1T the Bolsheviks did not even set out to start an
insurrection on duly 3 or 4, if not a single Bolshevik
body /%S opposed to lnu¢v16ual members and suoporterm/
even raised such a gquestion, the reason for it lics

beyond the scope of our controversy with Novaya Zhizn.

N




For we are arguing abocut the lesgons of feivil war',
i.e., of ingurrection, and not about the point that
cbvious lack of a nmajority to support it recstrains the
revolutionary party from thinking of insurrection.

LoLaLn, &
TN N v Y

“If the rcvoluticnary party has no najority in the advan-—
ced contingents of the revolutionary classes and in the
country, insurrection is out of the question /7.
Moreover, insurrection requires: (1) zrowth of the rev-
olution on o country-wide scale; (2) the complete moral
and political bankruptcy of the old governiient, for
example, the ‘coalition? governient; extreme vacillation
in the canp of all middle groups, i.e., those who do

not fully support the governnent, although they did

fully support it yesterday.

— Lenin, ‘Can the Bolsheviks Retain State Power?s
(October 1, 1917) Collected Works, Vol. XXVI.

In Our Course Against Putschisn Levi quoted part of this passage
to demonstrate the absurdity of attemnpting a revolutionary “gal-
vanizing of the working class through the nad “theory of the
offensive’ when none of these brerequisite conditions noted by
Lenin existed in Geruany in March 1921, Our task is even easier.
Insofar as the SL strategy of calling for insurrection in Chile
is concerned, not only did the rovolutionary party not have tho
required authority, influence and najorities in the Madvanced
contingents of the revolutionary classes and in the country®,
not only did the working class sbtill wmaintain its illusions in
the coalition govermient of Allende and the refornist and
Stalinist parties, but as we and everyone else have pointed out,
there was no revoluticnary party at all! Again: the fundamental
question in Chile is constructing such a party, not idiot
proposals to do those very things which without the prior exist~
ence of a revolutionary, Leninist party are impossible!

Trotsky alsoc attacked nanifestations of ultra-leftism in-the
period predeeding the conditions for the October revolution., He
referred constantly to the 1917 events and political struggles
within the Bolshevil party throuzhout his struggles years later
against the ultra-leftism of the Canton soviet and the "Third
Period' Stalinist line in Gernany, In one of hig major works
on the dynamics of proletarian revolution he fought against this
pseudo~putschist Robertsonion line as it was pushed by the app-—
ointed leadership of the KPD at that time:

“The party came to the October uprising, however, throuszh
a series of stapes, At the tine of the April 1917 demon-
stration, a section of +the Bolsheviks brought out the
slogan: “Doen with the provisional government!- The
Central Comittee immediately straightened out the ultra--
~leftists. Of course, we ghould popularize the necesgity
of overthrowing the provisional govermment; but to call
the workers into the streets under that slogan - this we
camnot do, for we ourselves nre a minority in the working
class. [If we overthrow the provisione vernment undexr
thege conditiins, we will not be able to take its. place,
and consequently we will help the countorrevolution, We
nust patiently explainto the wmasses the anti-popular char-

1.

acter of this governient, before the hour for its over-
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The end of this passage outlines precisely the type of par-
tial, transitional denands by which the party can reform itself
and rebuild its influence and ties within the working class and
the peasantry, while the earlier passage castigating the res-
olution and bombast of the Conintoern as “criminal lightmindedness®
are fitting comuentaries on the similar proposals of tThe SL
today., The dynamics of the two situations, the crushing of the
revolutionary sentiments and movement in China in the late *20's
and Chile today, are entirely similar even though the magnitude
is qualitatively different. But the need to regroup the class
and build a party is the main task of Marxists in Chile now,
and Trotsky's suggested tactics enunerated above are based on a
gimilar prognosis and strategy. One ccntral difference between
the two situations needs mention here; the lack of even the
nucleus of a Leninist vanguard, ond the continued adherence of
“he working class to the mass reformist and Stalinist parties.
The regrouping of the working class would posit the burning
necessity in Chile at this time for a defensive united front to
maintain the organizations of the working class. And while a
proletarian revoltuion there is now off the docket for the
forseeable future, rnd the concrete features of the future off-
ensive of the Chilean working clasgs are nresently unforseeable,
the prospect for the necessary future regroupment of the class
under the hegenony of a Leninist party is not ncarly so dark os
was the situation in China when Trotsky wrote his work,

We can swminrize our views on the general subject of putsch--
ism, including the above distinction of premature and post—
morten adventures, ond the SL's policy for Chile, precisely 1in
this way: “premature” putschism represents in itself a treien-—
dous setback for the working class and is itself capable of
destroying great wmass parties, aos was the case with Germnan
communisrm, but a policy of & putsch carried behind the back of
the working class after a great defeat of the class, betrayed
by social democratic and Stalinist treachery ... that represents
the liquidation of thehyevolutggﬁgylwpgrspectiwg:;tselﬁo”

— November, 1973%

L@opies of the complete document
entitled “The Fall of Allende and
The Triumph of the Chilean Counter-
Revolution® can be obtained from:

N, Benjamin
Box 156 - Village station
Wew York, N.,Y, 10014 7
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APPENDIX ~54~

FOR THE COWSTRUCTION OF A REAL FOURTH INTERNATTONAT!

AN_OPEN LETTER FROM THE SOGIALISI CHARTER TO THE MEMBERS OF
THE UNITED SECRETARIAT

THE FRAUD OF THE 'FOURTH INTERNATIONAT'.

The task of building a nass revolutionary deriocratic cent-
ralist International, begun by Trotsky in 1938, is made doubly
urgent today by the renewed inability of international capital-
ism to resolve its contradictions without resort to naked fag--
cism and eventual world war, However, comrades, this task is
one which can only be inpeded by the pretence that the construc—
tion of such an International has already occured to any extent,
The facts nust be faced. The fragile enbryo of the Fourth Int-
ernational, with the catastrophic decimation of its leading
cadre and utter political disorientation that ensued fronm its
inability to come to grips with the events of the 1940's, eff-
ectively failed to survive World War 2. The story of world
"Trotskyism' since then has been a sorry saga of organizational
fragunentation plus political degeneration., The 'United Secret—
ariat' of the F.I. cxenplifies this process.

Like the late (and unlanented) 'International Committee! of
Healy~Lambert, the 'U.Sec.' is a federated rotten bloc of pPole
itically counterposed elenents., On the one hand, the 'Buropean'
najority of Mandel/Maitan/Frank:; on the other, the various
supporters of the U.S. Socialist Workers Party (SWP). The two
groupings recunited as the USFI in 1963% on the basis of empiric-
ally tail-ending the Cuban Revolution., But the two factions
continued to plough their own furrows. For instance, the 9th
(1969) U.Sec. Congress decided that "Victory to the NLF' should
be the slogan except inm countries with troops fighting in Viet-
nan — thus conveniently pernitting the SWP and its followers
to renege on revolutionary defeatisn in favour of "Bring the
Boys Home'-style politics.

- In Datin Anerica (particularly Argentina) the U.Sec. major-
ity's enthusiasii for a petty-bourgeois urban (and rural) guerr=
illa warfare strategy has becn countered by a brazenly refornist
left-gocial denocratic approach on the part of the SWP's SyIii=
pathizers. Both formations are capable of naking formally
correct criticisms of each others bankruptcy. For instance, the
SWP, currently on an ‘orthodoxy' kick, inveighs against the ex~
Ligue Comnuniste's support for Popular Frontisn in France and
its elevation of the Vietnanesc Stalinists to the status of
unconscious Trotskyists. Yet Hansen and Novack have zealously
practised the worst kinds of Popular Frontisn in their reforiiist
poly-vanguardist 'mass moveuaents' (e.,g. Democrat Party senators
on NPAC Anti-War rally platforns), and their own uncritical
enthusing over Castroite and Stalinist guerillas in the past is
nothing to write hone about! At the nonent, the contending
forces in the U,Sec. appear to be gearing up for an open split,

Apart from anything else, Mandel and the other leaders of
the USFI (previously ISFI), have consistently resorted to bur-
eaucratic nanoceuverings rather than face up to the ruthless
political clarification and debate necessary if the lessons of
previous nistakes and zig-zags were to be drawn and applied,
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One method is for the international leadership to build up loy-
alist factions within recalcitrant national gections, break then
of f and then recognize them as official sections. ’

Side by side with such antics has gone a refusal to discuss
the past record of the U,Sec., and its leaders. Perhaps the worst
exanple has been Ceylon,  When the LSSP finally joined a capit-
2list government in 1964, Courade Mandel suddenly announced the
discovery that he had been nursing a social-denocratic organige-
ation in the 'F.I."' for sone 20 years. Right up to the end he,
Pablo, Frank et al, hnd refused to combat the reformist line of
the LSSP leaders or to assist the small revolutionary opposition
in its ranks. And no serious attenpt was nade to draw a balance-
sheet of this experience or to avoud a possible repeat. In fact,
the LSSP was succeeded as Ceylon section of the U.Scc. by the
LSSP(R), whose leader Tanpoe subordinates his political activity
to hig bureaucratic position as leader of a white-~collar union
(CMU).  For instance, on nore than one occasion he refused to
solidarize with strikes called by competing unions against the
right-wing UNP governnient. The 1969 USFI Congress established a
comnission which investigated Tampoe's persistently opportunist
behaviour, and recomended he relinguish his leadership of either
the LSSP(R) or CMU (this hasn't been done). When the report of
this Commission was publicly reprinted by the Spartacist League
(US), the IMG had the barefaced audacity to calnly deny the very
existence of the Commission in the first place in the pamphlet
by ‘Vithena. .

‘The organizational nethods outlined above are thenselves
sufficient to cast doubt, on the USFI's clainis as the inheritor
of the continuity of Trotskyisil, the nucleus of the world party
of socialist revolution, capable of leading the proletariat to
rpower internationally. But they are nerely an expression of this
organization's fundamental inability to grapple with its inner
political contradictions and deep--seated revisionisn.

THE METHOD OF PABLOISH

Pabloisn essentially represents the pressure of alien class
forces on a weak and disorientated Trotskyist noveuent., 11 neans
an inpressionist adaptation to the apparent stability of capit-
alisit, to the dominance of Stalinisn and reforiisn in the
working class. In the 'new world reality'’ (*tines have changed,
conrades'), the constant search for short cuts to political
influence in unfavourable circw.istances meant abandoniient of the
task of building independent revolutiocnary parties based on the
proletariat and the Transitional Programe in resolute hostility
to the treacherous existing leaderships of the class. ‘

Thus, rather than raising transitional deunands linked at
every step to the perspective of workers' power, ‘anti-capitalis®
gtructural reforms', ‘workers control’ and sinmilar rostruns were
substituted. It was hoped that nass centrist split-offs from
social denocracy and Stalinisii would excuse the vanguard frow the
task of fighting for leadership in its own right. If capitalisn
had been overthrown by 'blunted instunents' in Bastern Burope,
China, and Cuba, could not such a process be extrapolated indef-
initely? - For Mandel and his co-thinkers, guerilla warfare becane
the key strategy for revolution in the 'Third World'-—in flat
contradiction of the theory of Permanent Revolution. For a
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brief spell, the 'student vanguard' also cane to ficld as sub-
stitute for the proletarian vanguard party ( "Red Bases! & all
that), as the U.Scc, terporarily abandoned even a centrist
orientation to the nass workers' organizations.

Now, the 'New Mass Vanguard' is with us, neaning the radic-
alized petty-bourgeois and worker-riilitiants who have lost their
illusiong in reformisn. The United Secretariat now appears to
sec its task as penetrating and winning hegeneny in this layer.
But there can only be one genuine vanguard'——i.e. the CONSCIQUS
vanguard party. The prine task of this party is to ecducate and
organize the WORKING CLASS as o whole for the congquest of power.

Subjectively radicalized elenents ust be won to Bolshevisn on

this bagis, not by adapting to the various prejudices of "ind--
Tess nilitancy' and of the student nilicu.

In Britain at this tine, application of the U.Sec's theses
by the IMG appears to have led it into utter confusion, On the
vne hand, it argues that the question of state power cannot be
raiged until the class has been taken through the struggle for.
"Dual Power' (#Workers Controli) at the point of production.
Yet sinultaneously it raises the denmand for a General Strike-—
i,e, the classic forn of revolutionary situation in Britain-—
light-nindedly, with no clear perspective. Apparently we won't
know if it's a reforniist General Strike or a revolutionary one
i1l we're actually having it! This utterly fails to prepare
the workers for the liklihood of crushing (possibly vernanent)
defeats for the Labour Movenent in the aftermath of a General
Strike not consunnated by insurrcction,

Again, the IMG coripletely fails to understand the naterial
- basis for the Labour Party's support (i.e. the vrpanized strength
" 0f the class), and hence its position as the najor obstacle to
the socialist revolution here. But it allows a leading conrade
(Blackburn) to writc a grovellingly opportunist anproach to. the
Tabour left (non-aggression pact on Liumediate igsues) without
publicly disociating itself, The revolutionary vanguard can
only win over decisive sectors of advanced workers and construct
the Party in the process of a concrete strugle againsgt the ref.-
ornist leaders and the Stalinists. This neans orjzanizing around
~ clear alternative strategy, neither counterposing onegself mech-
anically to the established organsg of the class, nor capitulating
to their narrow outlook, Marxists nust show that the workers'
leaders would only be able To attain their own niserable reforu-
ist goals (which we rust support however) by adopting our bold
strategy for the conquest of power, in a situation where sub-
stantial long-tern concessions by the bourgeolsie are definitely
ruled out, . ‘

Thus the revolutionary party, the united front tactic, and
the question of power nust be inextricably linked and concrctely
applied to the specific conditions of each country. Only on this
basis will it be possible to set about the censtruction of a
real Fourth International standing at the head of nmillicns in
the colosgal battles ahead in Burope and elsewhere.

- The abovec lectter ié being distributed to
nenbers of the United Secretariat by the
Socialist Charter. ‘



