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(This is the famous letter which extended the French fturn
internationally in the name of the new orientatiocn).

November 1, 1934

TC THE INTARNATIONAL SoCRETARIAT AND THE ILADAKSEIP OF if“
- EETLG1AN SELTION
Dear Conrades -

I have had an onportunity to peruse the minutes of the
Viewnnﬂe Schutzbund Conference at which Otto Bauer and Julius
eutsel varticipated (June, 193%4). This document is full of
leusonu. Tt not only mives an authentic vricture of what Austro
Farzicm waz, but also of the unexpected and unhoped-for gains
of the Asuirian Stalinists. After breakins with the Social-
demoecracy, the most militant workers sovont suprort in the
Comintern. The minutes show that events have in all serious-
ness, veccliunted the labor elite against reforwism, hut have
left them almost entirely Asfenseless apainst Stalinism, This
reans that the beat elements in the rreoletariat have as vet
te pass throuesh other tracic “perien,er haefore thevy finally
find their vey.

These same minutes, ampnle enough and detailed thourh they
are, do not mmko any mention Whatsoevmr of the wvarious group-
ings of the "Ieft Opposition” Tt was in Austria that sectar-
ianism as exerplifisd by Landau and hy Frey, ra-ed altogether
unhampersd, And the results? The most formidahle of crises
ceme, and passed entirely over the heads of thosze srouplets,
despite the fact that there had always been broal sympathies
for our idess in Vienna. It is a very sad, but neveritheless
invaluahle leason. It must be said now ozenlys ver since
the bhepinnine of ths crisiz in the Anstrian party it was a
supreme duty of our friends to enter the Austro-Iarxist
rarty, to prepare within it the revolutionary current. One
cannot avow that on that zondition events would have taken &
different path of develooment. But it is absolutely certain

that no matter whet development svents would have produced,
our tpndenov'”onld have come out of it ten times, a hundred

times stronger than it is now. The ohjection may bhe ruzised
thau entry into a social-democratic party a year and a half
aso would have been psycholorically impossihle, since the

evolution of the reformist and Stalinist pnrfleo was not then
sufficiently advanced enough, 80 as to imnose on 118 our new
orisntation., This objection would he auite correct. DBut in
this letter we are not concerned with findine an explanation
or a juetification for the shortcomines of this or thot
section at one moment or another. We are concerned here with
taking inventory of the fundamental tendencies arising in the
labor movement since the defeat in Germany, which imposes
vpon us a much more daring hurn towards the rasses. Without
this, entirely fresh layers of the proletariat will be pushed
into the arms of Stalinism and another whole period will he
lost for the revoluticn,

The recent, as yet hrief, experience of our French section
already enables us to adduce a positive confirmation of the
rnezative lessons of the Austrian experience. It is becoming
self-evident that the French section has made a great step
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forward which may heve some penuinely salubary conseguencesS.es
always on onﬁlti on, howsver, that the Bolshevik~Loninist eroup
learns to rid 1ts.1f of pronagandistic narrowness, and, without
lesine sight for a moment -of its clear ideas and gloamans, shows
an ahility to adapt iteelf to the wmilieu of +tha mogses in order
to fuse our program with their exrerisnces and their strus~les.
It way be said now almost with certainty, that if we had Teen
atls to hring ahout entry into the SFIC con the morrow of the
departure of the Fecs, and in any case, bhefore the conclusion
of the united front, we shonld alrealdy at the present he ahle
to show coqu:ﬂnrdble succasses to our credit, All this is
said, nct in order to deplore thinss that arc past, but in
-order that wemay learn - and we pust all learn without any
exceptions - to oricntate oursclves on a naticnal scslo more
repidly ond more couragocously.

I have not as yot received any documents on the rocent
cvents in Spain, consrelly, and on the rols playoed by our
section, #But the gcocneral linc of dovelopment sufficss to draw
the conclusion that our Spanish comr quu should huve joined thoe
sSocialist porty thore ot the very oubset of the internal 4iffi-
culfics walch hogorn to proparc that p@Lty‘for the aermsd strugele.
Our position in thoe Spanish would today hc more favoroblc.

Cnc of ocur Pelaoian comradcs, who plays cuito o part in the
youth movoment, har sont moe some documcnts which describe the
reclationghin cxistineg amone Joune Gardc socirliste, the Stalin-
ists ond oursslves, mnd also, a 1little of tho inbornal lifo

nelusion thet T hove drown from thesc
voune comrndes should immcdiatcly join
dce ?ﬁrﬁllnn, T =i11 Dcrhﬁnﬂ run hcadlong

documonts is that on
Cthe J.G.3. With th:
uwp accdnst the imposaziorcd ohicetions of soveral fdozon corrades,
But I firmly hopc that ths Fronch exporionco Will [sls nvincing
cnouzh for those of our fricnds who I more 1nc,1p~ﬂ fo stress
the donrers rother thar tho advontress of tho now oricntrtion.
In ny c¢83, the quostion "mpoors to me to be most urpont, ~
burning onsstlon oven, ~nt I poss it bafore the intarnotion~l

c3 w2ll o8 the notlontl londorshin.

<
of the J.7.8. The c:
\

Bocl-

The unitzd froat of tha thron vouth orgrnizations in
civm wog natvrnlly an irportont nrinciple acouisition. The
fret ~lonc thot the question of so-c~1lod "Trotskwism" is posed
hefore the Bolael~n younpg soeci-lists 1s itsclf ~ step forwnrd.
But I do not bhaliivvs thot the tri-ongulor unitsd front con last
very long. Lven if it does lnst, I do not helieve thet it crn
bring us ~ny ~dditionnl, 1mp0ri‘hu gins. Wo tre stronp on o

revolutionary tondoney, bub wenk s nn org-nizrtion. Accord-
incly, the united front, not only in the honds of the opponcnts,

but of thy well-intontionod "llluu as woll, bcoomc. cn instrument
to prrnlyze tho dovolopmont of our id‘oloc10°1 cxzprnsion through
very sto tntou of the united front. The spocches of our
spotictions hotwoun the 3 ornﬁnlzﬂtloms shiow
firm desirve of our compndes to do thoir boest nd nke the
most of thom. Eut it 2lso is ~pporcent how they arc howmporced, 1
wo o wish to nwvold soying chofinced down, by the diplomncey of 1‘ho
onitod front. Ths disproportion hetween our forcecs ~nd thosc

of tho socinlis imposas upon our comr~des ng & matter of fact
o very modcest o j ude which corrcsponds to the relationship of
the numerical forcos, but not at all to the ideolosical roleo
which woe can and pust ploy within thoe labhor youth,

=4
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The united front, as it is procecdinT in Frence and else-
where at present, 1s n01sonea by the d‘FlOF“TJ hypoecricy vhich
is a meens of self-desfense for the two burcuucracies. By placing
ourselves on ths level of the united front as a weak organization
we are condemned in the longy run, to play the port of & poor rcela-
ticn who must not raise his voice too hizgh so a3 not to incur the
displeasure of his host. In this manner, our organizational
independence avenges itself upon our nolitical and ideological
independence. We have witnesssd the same phenomenon in France,
after the events of Febhruary 6 and esnecially after the realiza-
tion of the united front. La Verite today is much more indepen-
j in its criticism than it was hefore the entry into the SFIC.
That is not an accident. The criticism which was banished from
the dowain of inter-orgsnizational relations can only find its
plece in an intra-organizatiornal form, not.at all time and not in
every place, but in any case inside of the SPIO and as far ag T
am able to juvdaoe, inside of the JGS, In such a cass, organiza-
tional independsnce must glve thﬁ richt of way to political
indencndence .. Inside of the JG3 our corradcs will he ahle to
carry on muach morc systematic work and much wore fruitful work
thon from the outside, T have hecome definitely convinced of the
entoring there, ever since I heard that the yong
JGSes with thm our comrades are in contact, insisted that we
come in and joln fthem in thelr organization.

To rns spone the decision would he a oreat mistake. The
crigis in the IOB (11r11 Ouyriere Belse -Belrian Labor Party)
and es 1“ecwl]w‘lﬂ twesn the vouth and the party leadership may
become hrusqusly charpancd and lead to the split. In that case,
the JGS would unqu;st1bbiﬂ7v look to *the SL‘WJnlsts for attich-’
ment, in the manncr o? fl wistrien left. That would mean &
vhols goriss OP Adcn i - C cxoericnces with the buroaucracy,
an untwvorablc puli ion", that is, a sclcction of docilec
carp followers and carcoerists, the cxoulsion of the cwbattlod
wnd indepondent characters. In ordesr not to porish the JGS
roguire an arti-otolinist vaccination. Only our comrades can pro-
vide it for +? But in order to £ill this sanitery rcquircment,
our copradcs wust Lo ontirulf froo from thoe embarrassmont imposcd
uron tham by the statutus of the united front. It is ncccossary
to go alonrs with the JOGS, to partake of their sxperisncos, to
inculeate thrw 7ith our ideas and methods on the basis of these
crrericnco

I havo not vot roccived any documants on tho last Conercss
of the POR. The question of the attitudc of tho loft-including
e Action Sccinlistos- is of oxbroms importenes to tha dovolop-
nent of the vrolectarian voncunrd in P sleivm. PBut it scems to me
thet ontry inte tho JGS is just as nccessary, in cose of an fcceone
tuation of tho strugele inside the party ng woll as in Fhno cosc
of a momentrry lansc. I Hle awnilt with thoe preatost impaticonco
the opirions of the Boleian conwrndes,

o

..

LO

CRUX (L.D.)

P.S., The SFI0 is in 2 certain senan o potty-hourescols oreonization
not onlwy hacruse of its dominant tondencw, but ~lso hrcruse of its
socinl composition® the lihcrnl profossions, municip~1 functionar-
izs, lthor ~ristocr-cy, tcnchors, whitc collar workers, otce. This
et noturally limits the possibilitics createcd by tho ontrv it
sulfs Tho FOR, on the othzr hond, cmbrices thoe workine closs ond
the compogition of the JGS is prolctarirn in its overvhclmine moj-
ority. Thaot worns thnt ndhoronce to the IG5 would open up even
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morc favorable oppnortunitics for us,

TJHITY AND TifF YCUTH
Fobhrunry ~1935

The nim of this text: +to corrcct the sliognn of orgnnic
unity, vhich is not our slogmn. The formuls of orgrnic uvnity -
without ¢ program, without concrotization - is hollow. And -g
Physicnl naturc nbhors o vacuum, this formuln £ills itsclf with
an incrouosingly ambigoous nnd ¢ ven roctiontry conbsnt.
lerdosrs of Socirlist B iy, boesinnine with Justht ~ad I‘rﬁu.u
Pivert ~nd wiing with rro.snr&, doelnre thomsclivos portiscns of
orgmnic urltT The most forvent protogonist of this slogren is

o)

Lohos, vhoss wnti-rcvolutiOHer tendoneics are woll cnough linmovn.
The Communiazt lc~ders nro mhnipulnting the e slogan with
incrsrnzine W.ljin,c 'S5 3 Is it our trsk to nolp thoem ~musc the
workers by on cnticing frd hollow Formula?

¢
The exchrngs of open latters of the two lcondorsh
progr-m of nction is the promising hozinnine of o dis
the nims nad thoe methods of the workoers' pertwr. It 1
i intervone vigerouslyv. Unity 1ike enlit cre +70
cuhordinntod to vrosrom cnd politicnl trsks, Tho dis-
roun, woo should fﬁc#qu‘* destroy the

unity ng 8 nwenctest. Our thssos: the
828 c¢nn ho roalizced onlv on = rovolutionary
nr OV prosrom.

£c6 tomorrow hotwcen the two nartics, vic
v33 on the hasgis of the united porty in order to

s casc the fuagicon mav hove o progregsive
ontinus to sow tho illusion that
us that tho

rs on the
1

nlaco ou 1

continuc our worl., In thi

gsicnificrncea ., HJt if we ¢

orgonic uwnity is of vnlug as svch ~- ond it is

mnasss upﬁorst nd this zloran snd not n8 a mors
110l

conveniont iznco for the “ocninist agitators —-- wo shall be
doing nothing hut moking 1t cnsicr for the twe conjoins
hurerucracics to prossnt us, us Bolshovik-Leninists, to the
nnsscs o8 thoe great ohstacle on the rond of orgonic units
those conditions unity misht woll teks placce on our brkes, -nd
bocome =« retctionary facter. Wo must nuver ploy with slognns
whieh »ro not rovoliuntion~ry by tholir own contunt but which con
nleos ffosront role according to the pelitical conjunc-
turs, tho :,i sneghip of forces, cte... de sre not ~fraild of
orzrnic vnity. wo stte oponly thrt the fusion mhy pliy o pro-
grossive rclo. Put our ovn rols is to point out te tho masscs
the conditionsz undor which this role would heo gcnuincly Drogrcss—
ive. In sum, wc do not sct oursclves ng~inst the curront bownrd
orgnnic unlf,, wnich tho two hurcrucrrcics hove o ircady cornercd.
Zut while suprorting oursclves on this currcnt, which is honcst
among thoe masscs, wo inftroduce infto it tho critic~l noto, the
eritorion of d,V“ cation, progr-mmntic dﬁflnLtlono, ftn.

"Hothinﬁ would ho rorc drnmurous,” sty the thoscs
Creipeau-Kamoun, "than to rob hypnotizod over this sine

=
L]
1
=
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rerspective and tc consider all =orl 18sless 30 long as unity
is not accomplished." This is right, but it is not sufficient.
It is necessary to understand clearlw that this perspective of
organic unity detached from the revolutionary tasks can serve
for nothing else than to hypnotize the workers by recorciling
them with the passivity of the two parties.

In order to parry the sterilizing hypnotism of the slogan of
organic unity the theses propose e "minimum of elementary larxian
principles as the charter of this unity". The formula is alwmost
claszic as the beginning of a downsli din¢ on the opportunist
incline. One bFFlnD by dosing up the Narxzian prirciples for the
delicete stomachs of the Social Democrats and the Stalinists.

Ir it is a cuestion only of enlarging the audience and of opening
up to oneself an acceas to the Communist workers, why put condi-
tions in the ruise of "elementary princinles" (very elementary,
alasl)? And if it is a gquestion of something e lse, that is to’
say, of the Party and the proletariat, how could a minimum of
rrinciples, and what is more, of 'nlemnhLva DWihﬂﬁ?]ﬁ”" suffice?

Immediately after this th@ theses demand that it bhe explainsd
to the workers "tnau thers cannot he a genuine revoliutionary
unity excaept that which malkes out of +the Marxian party a coherant
and disciplined orsanism.” So0%? So? So?

Ve do not ¥now if the very rnext stage of davelopment will he
an attempt at fusion, or on the contrary, a scries of new splits
in the two parties Yls do not engage oursclves on tho road of
abstract formulac, ‘

Since Feb., 6th La Verite has spent 1ts time repcating the
formula of the united front (which was morscovesr much richer in
content at that cposh than the formulas of organic unity is todav.,
We criticize Navillec for not corcrﬁtjzth the revolutionary con-
tent of the united front, thus wermitting the two burcsucracies
to seize upon this slogan without creat risk. The sane mistake
must not h¢ repeatud undor aggravatod circumstancos.

And for the youth? The same thing. Therce arc not two
policics: onc for the youth, the other for the adults. Insofar
as the youth carry on politics -- 1ﬁ that is their duty-- their
policy must be adult. Thers arc to meny factors vhich arc
driving the rovolutionary ond ine yi:rlchod youth towards the
Stalinists. The formula of unity frcilitates this tondoney
and cugments the danccrs.  Cur weapon, which coincides with the
supsrior intercsts of the nroleotarian vanguard, is the contont
of the unitv. While basing oursclves on the currcnts tovarnd
unity, we develop the discusgsion, we decpon it, we group the
best cloments of ths two coamps avound the "maximum" of ourp
principles not at all "clemontary", we rrinforec our tondoncey,
And then come what may, the rovolutionary vangusrd will profit

by the fusion as hy uhn split.

Let us look at the theaist "The united vouth (jcuncsse
Unique) cennot have the Leninist Drinciplog ag its hagis." ‘Tho
says that? Tho roformists? Thoe Stalinists? No, it is the

™™

o, , 2h
Leniniste of the aonerous type themsclves. Bve rr workcr who
rofleets and who takes things in their totality, will roply:"If
your principlses ars not sood for making the rrvo]ufvodu 7 unity,
tisy are pood for nothing. " "o will rotrest," continue our
senerous Leninists, "on certain roints if the asgrecment is
W»ou81blb ot16PW1%ﬁ.” Procisely whr do the Lsninists nesd to
retreat on certain of their nr1n01p10% of which theyr already

possess only a minimum? It's abaolutely‘incomprehonsihle.
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Je will be told: "Fut we are onlw & small minoritrl' Good.
Then the two majorities -- or betfer -et, the 7o bureaucracies
supnorting themselves on the two me Jjorities-- will malke (or
will not =wale) their fusion wwithout our re . The- have
no nead of it since thev are the majority. lhe authors of the
theses %t_nd up not as yropaﬁandist of Ieniniam, but as I»ne-
factors of the human roce. Thev want to reconcile the reform-
ists ith the Stalinists, even af their own expense. Still
worse, Thewr sarv so in advance, hefore heina compélled to Ao so
= the gitustion. They capltulutn in enticipetion. They
retreat out of platonic menerosity. All this contradictory
ressonine, in which the authors feel themsselves simultaneously
the roores ﬁptatlvck of o small wminority an? the inaspector-
rensrols of history, is tho uvnhappy rosult of thoe tran which
they set for themsclves with the slogan of organic unity

nt or chargcd with a "minimum" content.,

"he anthors of the thoses obligate thumsclves cven in
case the Socialists shouvld not want to ccecept oov#e% form of
vowrer, to intervene amons the Stralinists (in th miven cose
“he Levinists arc the wost losical Lntfr‘édlnrleg ') in order
het thew shaell withdraw thu sloran that the leninists them-

o 1
i}
3]
>
o

1.

c

1 Ten't that absurd, dear cowrades? If wyou
yfand hefore the 3ocialists the sloqﬂn of Soviets (with our
iaterbretition) vou crn win over & part of the Socinlists ond
the s-mpothy of o prrt of the Stolinists. At the scome time you
rerain frithful to vourasslves, mennhile rgsurin~e vour future.
But thot does not anffiece for you hecnnse wvou nre the couvrtlers
of unity., If this uvnity is re-lized thrnks to -wour medinting
intesrvention, the 5tl-nists will treat vou like troitors --
fpnd this time not withicut renson -- wherens the revolutlonary
Socirlists will »rss over to the left by the Stolinist noth.
lohodw 711l trlra lindly to yon. That's the fate of 211
politicil courticrs.

I went to Arew the ~htention of the comrades to Prnrraoraph
2, wthich snerks of the nccesslby of roconstructine the rovolu-
tioncry prrty "over the 1nnnmcr~b10 ohstrcles producced hw the
ruins of the Third Intorn-tions 1 and tho cttroction still
emwcreised br ths Sovict Union, This fovmulﬂ must be gu-lificd
s oritin~l. Tho <ttrrction "still cxerc iscd" by the Soviet
Union is trootod ne < obstcle to Lhr crc-tion of the raevolu~
tion~rv p-rtry. Jhercin consists thi ~ttr-.ction Tor the bro-d
mesacs, who rocesive nolitheor o uﬂDoldy from the burscucr cy nor
. tickots for trips to caniversary. culobrations, nor Ny
£ the other ecratuitics well known by sovortl "Pricnds of tho
US3R"? Tho mossss 807 to themsolves: 1t is the only %t ts tho
ki a!' povolution. This gsontinmont is

s come ount of thu workors
nrofoundly raovolutlion: ry. lt is now roinforccd ~11 over ~grin
th nks to the Frscist drnmor. To ~.pprrisc this «ttrchiment to

thog prolet risn rovolution 'mnd 1ts -cquisitions 78 oo obstrele,

is ecrimin~l, tow rds ths Sovict Union s woll -5 to tho workers
of tho Wost.

It mey bo objected: "It's only - quostion of nn unhnppy
xpression, tho outhors menn to sponk of the injurious result
of the Soviet bureaucracy's imprint upon a part of the world
pro]&tariat.” If it were only 2 nuestion of a poorly chosen

t
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‘The Orux letter dealing with Organic Unity, now being circulated,
received about five weekes before it was issucd on Feb, 15, comes out

~againat the slogan of Organic Unity, It is advisahle to consider this

lottor in rolation to the ICL tum, the socalled "Fronesh turn". -

Orux roteins the basic lino of tho now turfl and has only changod
his position on onc importamt aspact of tho problom---Organic Unity.
Unlesg tho wholo turn is corrcocted fundamontally, on tho quostion of
thoe evaluation of Social Domocracy, the road to the Fourth Internation-
al, tho 8FI0, otce, furthor disintegration will take placo, ‘

Tho Organic Unity group in the former CLA hod moroe thon o rumor
to hong thoir hot on. In fact, Crux did support Orgonie Unity. How?
Jhore? The position prosonmtod by Comrade V in the Sopt-Oot. issuo of
the Naw Inbternotional loid down two varionts for tho building of the
Tourth Intornationnl. Orgonic Unity of tho 2nd ond 3rd Intornationnls,
.. coursa, this could toke placo without us, but ot the timo V proson-

24 this veriont the Pronch scotion of tho ICL wne advocating Orgonic
+iity oB such - V s0id nothing ngrinst this, Socond, thoe rodicalization
of tho prolotarirn kornol in the  Socizlist portics -nd tho dccomposition
0of the Stclinists, , o : :

- Furthor, in the whole critical poriod, ‘hon the Pronch Scction
cntored the SFIO nmd ~dvocated Orgonic Unity in tho most disgroceful
foshion, Comrodo Crux snid nothing in opposition to this, Yot he was the
iniotor ~nd guiding hond of this tum, Third, the Poris Plonum of the
ICL, held in OQctobor, did not scvc fit to pub the quoustion of Orgaonic
Unity on the agendn, ~lthough it w.8 - burning issuo of tho labor movo-
mente. Tho truth is thot in r. concenlod fr.shion tho Plonum ondorsed Or-
genie Unity by ondorsing oll of the nets of the Bolshovik-ILoninist foc-
tion in the SFI0O, including 1l of the issuos of tho Vorito vhich
clemorod for Orgrnie Unitye Wh~t Crux s~ys now nbout Orgrnic Unity wns
as truc thon "né wrould hivo hnd ton times ns much cffect if snid thon
ingsto~d of now, ‘ , :

Comrnda Crux is now opposcd to Orgonice Unity os suche Ho hns
chingod his position too lnte, boeiuse the rocol hom hos alreocdy beon
d%nc. The Crux lettor ovades the mnin quostions Whnt ~bout tho turn
itsolf? | | ' '

Events in Fronco "nd on o world sctle hnove domonstroated the cor-
roctness of thoso opposcd to the Preach turn on priuncipled grounds,
thoso who stood for the orgrnizntionnl =nd politicnl indepondonce of
tho Pronch section ~nd tho sonding of o~ faction into tho SPIO.

The socnllod Fronch turn hee h-& its Grmoging offocts upon our
Intornotional movemunt - nd clucrly shows thrt nll of the basic ronsons
givon wore fnlso, The ICL thru the Verite nropogntod the slogen of Or-
gonio Unity ot the smme time the IFrench soction cntorod tho STFIOQ,
thoroby oxorcising  retarding influonce on vorkors of the two working
class portios, grouping within thoso twoe portics working for - genuino
revolutionory porty bnsed upon o Marxisn Hrogrrme It was orguod thet tho
inmminent damgor of Foseism in Promce nd the Wor drngor woro mattors of

- wocks mnking it noccss ry to liquidnic the PFronch Iooguc ~nd onter the

SPI0 ot onco., This oxbtromoly shori~r-ugo porspecitive proved folse ovon
though the dnmgor of Pascism mnd the Tor Gonger is with us. In cddition
it wos argued that dus to the ronlmese of tho Longue ond the short por-
spective boforo docisive batilos sro could only influcnco ovonts by 1li-
quideting nnd ontoring the SFIO. Foets haove provoed othorwise. The move

of tho ICL roterced the loft Qrift in tho Socinlist ronks ~néd started o

now proccss in thot diroctions If tho comrndos in Pronco “nfd in tho ICL

“gould hoave renlized that it uts mere thra ~ mnttor of wooks the majority

=ould have boon convimeod Phnt o couléd heve obtrined for grontor ra-




sults by romoining on indeopondent foree cné sonfing o faction into “the
SFI0. * : e REEIN YT SRR

. Evonts proved thot tho mew ov~luntion given to tho Socisl Domd-ii - -
orots was falso;.bhet no motter how rodie~l soctions beenmo tho “fact ro-'.
mained thet the Socon 'Intornntionnl ~ndé its scotions could not bo ro-
formod nor used ~§ instruments for rovolubion; thét tho ¢risis within . .
Social Domocracy crected by the crisis in the brougoois stato ~nd the
1abor movemont which impellod Socinl ‘Democracy uncevonly to the loft, . -
cnlled for faction ﬁdfk'“ﬂ&“s@cﬂiﬁiw@mphasis,Dfuour,ORGANIZATIGNAL INDE~ .
PENDENCE outside of the seconc ~nd third Intornotionals, to onoblo-us to
proporly. comncct with tho foreos noving tothe loft within both orgoni-
zobions ~nd to become tho core for orgenizition of & now party bascd up-
on revolutionory Morxism. o : : _ e
Sinco the "tum" in Jronce, o group within the Pronch Stalinist
Prrty, has orgrnized o faction ~nd is issuing on imposing monthly thao-
robicnl orgon---an opeon 8plit in the Sta1inist ronks. The " turn in
pponce provented us from influencing this. The orgon of theso comrados
sny Trotsky cnpitulatced to Socindl DOmocTracy e ‘ : ; PR
Tho * Fronch turn woas posed os Fronch exception, but cvents have
gince proven th~t it wns the first stcp of on Intornotional turn based
upon Ffelse thoorctical promisos. , Lo .
The now turn of tho ICL hos rosultced in o whole scrics of falso
stops cnd has compromiscd the TCLe o

T..It hos storted o movanent into tho Bccond Internationnl from tho
I1¢L ronks ~nd irom othor groups tnd by incividucls. Crux's theorctical
position on cntréBijgesugyega "nd Spoin furthor dovolcped this turn.
Entry into the SFIO. Youth entry in Belgium cus TR syttt writh - -
Veroeken: in the lo~d of the opposition. Entry into the Lobor Party of
Englond of the roturning doleogate to tho Paris Plonum. The Gitlow,Zaom,
Goldman copitulations in the U.S. Tho ~ttompt to scnd the Y.S. into the
vPSL ~nd now tho atbempt to oricntate the WP to-rards the SP. :

2..Tho neiw tum has 1~id the basis for othor scctions to trail bo-
Tind Socicl Domocracy. In Bolgium oné in Englend. :

3..The ndoption of the slogen of Orgonic Unity of the ‘French Section,
o group in tho U.S. "nd tho Crnocion soetion (only now rejectod by Crux).

4,.,The. willingnoss of our scctions to unitoe -7ith Contrist groups
noving to the left on ony kind of o “progrom™. First draft for ATP ond
CL4 unity. ' ST e S o -

-~ B.e.The Internotional turn helped chock the loftward c¢rift within- the
Sccond Imbornobionnls If the ICL could cnter the left centrists roa-
soned it wos clright for thom to remnine. This took place in Fronce -
Spask group in Belgium - in the United States, : o

6,.Cut us off from splits coveloping +ithin the Stolinist ronks..

New group in Fronccs o ‘ ' ,

7..In countrics whorc it wos not possidble to unite with Socialists,
there large petty bourgeois movoments oxisted, the Fronch turn was ro-
floctod in on ottompt Ho got a bloe iith this clement. Inm Chile 2 por-
licmontory bloe <rith the Socinlist nnd potty bourgcois portics has becn
formelds - - . ‘ o : ’ : ‘

The now tum of the ICL w~s the offect within our own ranks of the
process of disintegpration within tho wiorld lebor mevement sincothe Ger-
men debnclo. This new turn 1oid the bosis for furthor disintegration.a
sholc serics of revelubicanory defents lod by St~linism since 1923 which
o fought oghimgdy hos g 1ts armoping effocts upon tho World labor
novoment ond tho Sh4iet*Union. Wo woro not irmuengaEron.thlg, process wo
fought agninst. Thc bolated corroction -on the pesition of Orgonic Uniby
ig n step in the corroch Circcbion but in itsolf is not sufficient to
stom the tide of disintegraticn. The stop noocssary to stem the tide in
ho ranks of ICL is ropudiation of Inbtornnticnsl turn ~ Fronch turftece.
HUGO OEHLER -

.



International Commmist League (Bolshevik-Leninists)
International Secretariat. : '

: ; 4 Geneva, April 25, 1935
To Comrade Oehler, Member of the WP,U.S. '
Copy to the National Committee of the WPs U.Sa

Dear Comrade:

We have read your letter which contains a great deal of cmticlsm wi th=
out any proof. .

It would be very interesting to have the comrades from sll the sections
discuss the experience of the French section, but this can be done precisely
only on the basis of the accurate facts of these experiences, not on the
basis of a priori, va,gue and sterile schemas.

Firgt it must be establlshed, that in view of the leftward trend in the
Socialist Party (SFIO), the Leninist nucléus had to enter as a fraction
'into this party, in order to build the vanguard, first of all orystallizing
a strong revolutionary tendency =--- & taﬁt;.c wh:Lch has proved 1tself in

' practlce as fully justifi od..

The French sectlon, completoly 1501;,1:06. by the wave of unity sontimont among
tho masses and by the collusion of the burewcraclos, was throatened with
secterian storility, into which the spllttcrs have follon dospito their
‘fusion with the Union Commniste (one grouplet plus ancther grouplet does
not make for a s prole tarim orgenization)s , ¢

Now, todgy, dospite the disruption caused by the split, it is safc to say
that the Fronch soction has increasod its mombership 30 percont, that it
has improved its social composition, rcplacing intcllectusl "gasbags" with
gerious workcers or cmployces intont on carrying on positive work. A fusion
is -about to be ¢ffccted with the group of comrade Naville whom it has not
taken very Iong to grasp tho nccoessity of the tactical steps cxecuted by
the' mc.éOI‘lW of the former Fronch Commmnist Lc"o'ae.

Moreover, it is not only the recrultmen‘c of members gl one whloh counts, for
there are numerous working class militants who, because they &lready belong
to a party or o union, are thus prevented from belonging organizationally
to still a third organization which acts in effect as a party, The latter
are nonetheless tmder our influence because of our constont presence inside
the S.P., 2znd we are able to involve them in our sotiong. '

It is a great misteke ‘o boldevo that from thc outside we would havo bcon
able to influcnce thom md to attract thom toward us. From the outside
Wwe would never cven have reached theme To think othorwiso meems to dony
tho fact that politics gocs on within the limits of timo ond spaces

If you wish to lnow scveral rcpreéontatlvc foc'ts rog'w&mg the utilization
(usofullness) of the French turn, you om find thom in the Internﬁl Bulletin
of tho X.C.Le of April 1, 1935,

Your statemonts regarding orponic unity mnd thoe po'sityi'ons-whim you SO
gratultously attributc to comredc Crux are no more boged on fact thon your
condomnation of the Fronch turn,
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Compade Crux has nmover said to us: Lull tho workors with the glozen
of orginic . unity, which is the Stalinists! and Socialist leaders' slogane
He said to us: it is necessary to build a vanguard, end in oxder to
ottain this ob jective, the experience of Lenin himself has taught us that
such work can be carried on within a unified party as well ap within
a centrist party. We have never denied that if we were a revolutionary
party, we would be ageainst unity with a reformist party’s and with even
greater jus tification, we would not as mich as think of joining as a
tendency, a centrist outfite

Your statement that "Comrade Crux is now opposed to orgamic unity as
such" shows that you do not see how the question is posed. You attribute
two positions to comrade Cruxi yesterdgy, for organic unity; t0day,
against orgenic unity =-- neither of which he has ever held, because the
one as well as the other results. from an abstract conception of the
workers' movement, ' o ‘

In the concrete, the situation is posed as follows? There is &
current for unity smong the masses Who are. under the illusion that unity
will be the meens of vietory, and then thére are the Stalinist and Social~
.ist loaders who say: our highest hopo is unity, desirous of covering up
oith their unity campaign the bemkruptey of thoir enti~fascist strugglcs
We say, this slogan of organic unity which expresses the honest desire of

the masses is, in so far as the leaders are concerned, & treacherous

- glogan, a rotten slogan which ‘they want to substitute for revolutionary
9ill and for revolutionary policye Unity based on the adoption of the
policy of the SeP. and the CePe will be a catastrophe just as it was in
Austria, where unity was achieved within the confines of the social demo=
cracye What is important is not unity =-- the Leninists haye slways been
able to achieve unity in the course of struggle =-- but a vénguard which
knows how to hammex out a policy which will involve the masses along the
road to victorye | . o t

Nevertheless, that does not mean that we are going to combat organic -
“unitys We merely sgy that it. is not o panacea, as the Stalinists and the
* reformists present it t0 bej but that, just as due to the absence of &
revolutionary perty, end in order to build this revolutionary party, we
have had to join with the progressive forces in tho S.F, I,0,, s0 on the
bagis of orgmmic unity, which will have the one adventoge of uniting within
ono orgenization tho Commnist end the Social iét vworkers, we will pursue

our work of building tho venguerd and vorking out the slogms of revolu-
tionary policye e T '

“Whoro have you reoad that comrade Crux is opposed at prosont 1o orgonic
unity? Ho is simply opposed to our adopting the confusod slofm which

the Sociclists end Stelinists presont to tho vorking closs os the road to
. galvation in plecc of tho policy of arming the wo rko¥s, forming tho militia,
conducting the struggle for powar vhich wo advenco. But that docs not at
‘a1l mean that we do not xocognize the progressive role which such a unified
party mey play if it is formed, ond thnt wo went to oppose & unificd partye

Morcovor, in Vorite No. 232 you cm reod tho oxect point of view of
. our Fronch comradcs on this quostion, o point of viow which is sharcd by

us £nd by comrade CruXe ' o :

If tho offocts of tho Promeh tuwrn on our intornabional movomont have
been as you say, “disastrous', l.e., if the discussion has sometimps taken
place under unheal thy conditions and amid confusion, slthough in itself
it was quite progressive, that is due in the first place, to the manner
in which its adversaries have presented it as a betrayal Of principles and
a capitulation to the Second International. &very serious militant vho
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follows: closely the activities of our French comrsdes must recognize that
the turn has nothing in common with a capitulation and that on the con-~
trary, it has permitted them to influence the Left oclements of the S.FP.
dircctly and to push them forward on the revolutionary road --- ad for the
Zirgt time ==-~ to shake up the remks of the C.Pe. Their open Bolshevik~
Loninist activity, morc tcnacious than cver, doos nat in any way Jjustify,
but much rather refutes completely any tendency towards liquidation or
capitulation vhersver they might ariseo

It is in the very opirit of the French turn that we must fight such
tendencies, the origin of which goes bock furthere In any case, We cannot
and we must not adept our policy in Franco, the pivot of the world situa~
tion, to tho backwardncss of cortain comradcs. Though thoro may bec a
1ink botwoen the panic crcated by the opponents Of tho mow oricntation and
the "disastrous intornational offccts!, thorc is no link whatsocvor botwoon
the 1lattor and the substance of the turn itsclf.

With small propsgende groups, it is not the milicu in which they
oxiat which doiorminos thoir political charactor, but rather the ectivity
which thoy conduct. To sond fractions into other orgamizations is the
duty of a rovolutionary party. But it is ridiculous to beliove that somo
50 or so "indopcndent" comrades cen constitute en attractive pole suffi-
cicntly strong to mcke the work of its “fractions" offectives. By entering
tho SFIO, the Fronch scction has not limited its fiold of aotivity, but
much rathor widonod it; by this move, we have found the road to the
massos, to the Socialists and Stalinist cadres. '

In ordcr to justify your thesis, you arc obliged to resort to doforma=
tion of the truthe. It is cntireoly untruc that thero hos beon an opon
split in tho Fronch CeP., oxprosscd by a tondoncy orgenizod with a monthly
thoorotical orgen, In oxdor to judgs tho facts, it is nccossary to bo on
the spote The fact is, that this megozino vhich accuscs Te of capitulating
to the socid domocrecy=-=~tQuec Fairc?M=-= is the crcation of Lendeuw, who
is in this manmor trying to croatc the froction which you think is alroody
en accomplished focte Purthormorc, this magezine has heod absolutely no
cffccts cithor inside or outoido of tho C.P. Tho vorkors who arc undcr
tho Stolinist prossurc orc the most obstinate in the whole French lebor
movement todsye The split of the Doriotists hos romeined olmost without
my rcpercussions in tho Ce.Ps That docs not moan that Stel inism is tho
most solid orgenizotions No; tho Ce.Pe is hopolossly lost. But its
burceucratic dogonoration mikes it olmost cbsolutely impossiblce to carry
on eny work inside of it, cepecinlly sincc e con no longer considor as
our eim, the rcform of the C.Ps To sowe its bost olemonts, its most active
workers for the roevolutionary cousc, ifor our cemsc, only the cxtornal ‘
roed is possible for us, This rond hins proved to be under the prcsant
circumstences, under the conditioms of the united front, the rood through
the SFI0e Thus, for instmce (e thing of vhich we did not ovon dare
drocom in the dzys of our "indopundenco'), our comrodes, spoaking s ropre= =
sentatives of the SPIO, bring before Stalinist audiences the contradictory
points of view on the guestion of WMilitia or Self-Defense of the Masses?",
with the result of scriously shaking the Htalinist vorkerse.

Whon you repeat tho famous thoory of the crigls of commrigm, of vhich
we arc @lso supposcd to be vietims, wo cem only roply: (1) Thore is no
"oommmism® which cmbraces both Loninism and Stal inism; (2} It is solf-
ovidont that wo arc obliged to taktc into accout, for our tactics, tho
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m in the prescnt=day 1sbor movemente It
is up %0 Baucr and yoursclf to prove to us in what way our policy has
undergons th. least fraco of decomposition thore vhere the tarn has beon
applicd (England, France, The truth is to the
contrarye ) 7 . ‘

For tho International Sccrctariat,

Adolyphe
Agminis trative Secrc tary.

roveges of Stalinism and reformis

Switzerlend, Bolgium)e

)



International Secretariat July 1935
Geneva ’

Doar Comrade Adolphe:

Your reply of April 25th to my letter for comrade Crux dated
Feb, 18th, was turned over to me by the Secretary of the Workers Party
when I arrived in the city for the Second Plenum of our organization.
The delay in answering your letter wss due to the Plenum sctivity. I
am very glad to receive this letter, for I think an exchange off opi-
nions on the question of the new turn of the ICL can result in adding
some clarity to the present situation in the ranks of the internationsl
forces which formerly were united as the Left Opposition but which now
have suffered a whole series of splits wherever the socalled French
tum was applied.

You begin your letter by saying that my letter "contains a
groat deal of criticism without any proof."™ Allow me to begin by saying
that (1) your letter does not deal with the facts raised in my lotter;
(2) you argue for the socalled French turn by considoring Frencoe as an
isolated condition in a vacuum, and in no way does your lotter properly
conneéct this first application of the ICL's now turn to world ovonts:
and (3) sovoral times you do not quotec mo corrcctly and thorofore you
arc often not arguing against my position. Thereforc allow me to tako
- up this question in detail.

In the socond paragraph you statc: "It would be very intorost-
ing to have tho comrades from all of thc scctions discuss tho oxXperi-
cnces of the Fronch scetion, but this can be dono prociscly only on
thoe basis of accuratc facts of thosc c¢xporicncos, not on the basis of
a priori, vaguc and storilc dogmas." Ycs, it would bc vory intcresting
to have the comradcs from all of the scetions discuss the cXporionces
of the Fronch soction, Who is responsible for not discussing this
step? Nome other thon those who control the IS. Do you want us to ro-
call how thc minoritics in Framce, Germany and Bolgium became tho ma-
jorities in favor of the "French turn'? Do yau want us to list tho
moethods used in soveral louding scctions to prevont thoso comrades who
werc opposaod to thoe "Fronch turn" from obteining & hearing? What about
the casc of comrade Vercekon? :

The foct is that the world-wide application of the "Fronch
turn” ond its clumsy cpplication in tho U.S. and Belgium is itsolf the
worst kind of "sterile schoma" :nd your troatmont of +he gucst ion fits
into the same charactorization.

You tnlk ebout discussing the experignces of the French scc~
tion but you comsider Fronde in o vaocuum, Thoe cxpericnce of the Frond
Scction must bo congidored, but this connot be soparated from tho
EFFECTS of this turn upon the scetions of tho ICL throughous tho
world and its EFPECTS upon the clnss-conscious workeors in cnd ~round
the centrist ond roformist prrtics throughout the world, St-~linism
tricd to confine {tho "cxporioncos of the theory of socinlism in onc
country” to tho USSR, but we corrcctly considered this quostion in its
world sotting, which includos the USSR, Likowisce, the new turn of tho
ICL can only bu considored in-its <rorld rel  tvionshiins, whie bul-nce:
Zneat of the seenll.d Jrineh turn ¢ nnot bo dry.m in T'r .nco ~lonc; the
new turn ol che ICL c:n be properly . pnr isoé only upon o world schle.
Thoeso, comr.-~de idolphe, ore tho frots you ignore in my letter, ~nd
this is the rooson you comnot spenk of thoe Fronch oxporiocnca soparata
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and apart from its devastating effects throughout the world.

In the third parcgraph of your letter, spooking of the et ry of
tho Tronch scction into the SFIO ~nd the liquidntion of its independent
position, you sty thot it is "a toctic which has proved itself in
proctice o8 fully justificd." As for as comrodo Adolphe cnd the IS is
consernod tho bol-nmeo feet is rlrondy drewn, and yot not once in this
lotter do you consider the guostion of the new ICL turn GUTSIDE of
Pronce, nor do you present FACTS for Fromce to sutst~untiate your asser-
tione At the time you wrote me this letter, stoting thot the "toctic!
h~d proven iteeclf, comrade Trotsky wrotc tho comrades in Charleroi say-
ing thot he wes inclined to believe that tho Belgisn comrodes should
w~it for positive and visible results from the ontry of the youth ~nd
the Pronch League in order to makoe the ontry with the minimum of 1o0sSS.

In the fourth peragraphof your letter you criticizo the
Imllillicr group beecause they have boon unable to increcse their occti-
vity and instead havo hod some sotbrcks. Unfortunately, the whole his-
tory of the Left Opposition is covored with such negctive rosults. The
Loft Opposition presonted o corrcct cnnlysis cnd pointed out the rond
to powor in more thon one revolutionory situ~tion, but the faolse po-
licy of Stnlinism "nd the resulting defoots drove us back still fur-
ther, in spitc of the fnct thé&t we werc proven correct in the negative
sensce Tho disintegration in the world labor movemont, ~nd the fact
that o large section of the former Left Opposition h~s boen sucked ine-
to tho whirlpool docs not mrke for rapid growth of smell groups up-
holding the bonner of Marxism,. This is no excusc, but it docs explain
a phenomona vhich you twist out of its true context,

"It is o great misthke to believe that from the outsidc we
would hove becn gble to influence them (SFIO moembors~H.0.)end to ab-
troct thom townrd us. From the outside wo would never even have
raeoched thom." Such is your argumont, but our group in the U.S., and
o8 for os I know the other groups in Burope ond other perts of the
world which opposcd tho liquidation of t+he Prench scetion into the
SPIO, did not hold to the position that we must ottompt to influonce
membors of the SFIO from the OUTSIDE. Our position 1s cloarly stoted
in the Communist Icaguc of Amoricn documcnts e sent you, We statod
th~t it wos nccessary to send o foction into the SFIO, but not to li-
quidate our indecpendont orgenizotion outsido. We ~dvocated o two-fold
tactic. Once the genersl plon is ngreed to it is ~ secondary questicn
as to how mony comrcdes are scnt into the SFIO as ~ foction ~nd how
mony comrcdes remoin cutside centinuing the Fronch scction of the ICL.
7o pointed out that the French scction must ccntrol its froction in-

side -the SFIO.

Would the mcmbers of the SFIO distrust us ony more thoan neow if
we -lso hod on independent French scction cutside? The IS is outside
but it doocs mot hove the living, recruiting ~nd directing power for
tho French w.rking class that on indopendent Fronch section-of the
1CL would have. Theories (idons) aro decisive, but if they ore not
clothed in flesh .nd blood, in an indopendent orgonization with its own
press, the best ideas arc of no valuc in o struggle for locdership ~nd
powers, Our foction in the SFIO connot play this nocesscry historic role

in Fronce or on o world geolo.

‘The question of orgenic unitymis denlt with in your lettor, but
I must say it is not I who mpresent na focts" -~ rother it is youe Lot
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., me gquote te refresh your memory. The Sccond positicn comroda Cyux pre=-
sented on the question of the slogon of Orgonic Unity is contoined in
his lotter "Unity ~nd the Youth":

"The aim of this toxt: to corrcct the slogon of orgonic unity,
which is not our slogmn. The formulh of organic unity - without a
progrom, without concrotization - is hollow. And as physical
nature nbhors o vocuum, this formula fills itsclf with =sn in-
crecsingly embiguous cnd even roacticunry content. All the lecders
of tho Sociclist Party, beginning bith Just znd Marcenu Pivert
ond onding with Frossard, declerc thomselves partisans of orga-
nic unity. The most fervent protogonist of this slogan is Lebas,
whose onti-rovolutionary tendencics are well enough known. The

~Communist leaders nro memipulnting tho scme slogen with incrcas-
ing willingnoss, Is it our tosk to help thom ~muse the workers by
an enticing "nd hollow formulo? '

The exchange of open letters of the two londerships cn the
program of cction is the promising begimning of = disScussion on
the aims -nd the methods of the workers® party. It is hore that
Wwo should intervene vigorcusly, Unity, like split, are two
mothods subordinoted to progrem ~nd political tasks. The discus-
Sion heving hoppily begun, we should tectfully destroy the il-
lusory hopes in orgnnic unity os o ponocen. Qur theses: tho unity
of the working class con be renlized only on a revolubtionary
“besis, This bosis is our own progrom. ,

If fusion takes placse tomorrow between tho two porties, wo
place ourscelves on the basis of the united party in ordor to con-

- tinus our work. In this coso the fusicn may heve o progressive
significonces But if we continue to sow the illusicn thot crgonic
unity is of volue os such - ond it is thus that the mosses under-
stond this sl.ogon ond not -8 o more omple ~nd morc cenveniont
~udience for the Leninist agitotors - we shall be dcing nothing
but moking it ecsier for tho two ccnjoined burchucracies to pro-
sont us, us Bolshevik-ILoninists, to the mosses as the grent ob-
stocle cn the ro~d of org-nic unity. In these conditions unity
might well toke plece on cur bocks —nd become o reoeticnory foc-
tor. We must never play with slegrne which are not revoluticnory
by their ovm ccntent but which c¢rn play g quite differcnt role
according to the political conjuncturo, tho rclationship of
forces, agtcie. We are not afreid of crgenic unity. We stete open-
ly thet the fusion moy ploy o pregressive role, But our o role
is to point >»ut to thoe mosses the ¢.nditi:ns under which this
role would be genuincly progressive. In sum, we (o not sot our=
selves agrinst the current toward :rgonic unity, which the two
burcaucracics have 2lready cornered., But while Supporting our-
selves cn this curront, which is honest omong the messes, we in=-
troduce into it the critical ncte, tho criterion of demarecation,
progrommatic definitions, ctce. ) _

"Nothing w:ruld be more dnngerous™, soy the theses of comrnde
Croipecu~Kemiun, "than to get hypnotized over this single per-
spective ond toc comsider =11 work usecless so ling os unity is
not cccomplished." This is right, but it is not sufficiont. It is
necessory to understond cloarly thoet this perspective of organic
unity detoched from the rovoluticnory tasks con sorve for nathing
elsc thon to hypnotize the wirkers by reccnelling thom with the
passivity of the two partics, ,

In order to parry the sterilizing hypnotism of the Slogon of
orgenic unity the thesces propesc o "minimum of ¢lementary Marxion
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principles .5 the charter of this unity." The formule is rlmost
clnesic os the boginning :f ~ doiméliding on the cpportunist in-
¢line, Onc bogins by dosing up the Morzion principles for tho
dolicate stomachs of the Scuridl Democrats ~ad the Stnlinists,
If it is o questiocn :inly of onlarging +the sulicncd ~ni -f oponing
up to oncsclf cn occoss to thoe Communist worixcre, why put condi-
tions in tho guisc of "eclomentory principles” (vary clz2mentory,
2lesl)? And if it is ~ gquestirn of scmothing clze, that is to
Soy, of the Porty ond the preletnriat, how could o minimum of
principles, ond whot is more, of "olomontary principles',suffice?

We comrndes, who opposc the SLOGAN of orgenic unity (for we are
not considoring tho question of crg-nic unity) think th-t in tho main
the stotoment of comrcde Crux is ccrroct., From our stnndpeint, 1if we
moy boe permitted to diffor, wo think tho wonkness of this st~tomont on
the sligeon of org-nie unity lies not in its statoment »f foets, but in
that sceticn which donls with the quustizn ¢f the slagmn of orgonic
unity in the future, tomorrow. In this sccti:n the door is loft cpon
for two interprotaticns,

But in spite of this, why ¢id it toke ecmrade Crux so long to is-
sue the above stotement? Why woesn't this stct cment or tho ¢ ntont of it
issued whon <ur Fronch sccticn enterced the SFIO ~né booome m:st ardont
adVOcages, nctonly of the SLOGLN of crgrnic unity, but of crghnic unity
itseclf?®

I quote ocgoin from ny letter te y.u, "Purther, in the whole ecri-
tical period, vhon the Frounch scetion entored the SFIO ~nd rdvocanted
orgonic unity in the most disgriceiul foshion, ccomrade Urux sgid nuth-
ing in opposition to this. Yot he wasthe initintor snd guiding h-nd of
this turn, The Peoris Plenum held in Octeber did not soe fit to put the
question of organic unity cn the ngonda, ~lthough it s o burning is-
suc of the labor movemont. The truth is thet in o e:ncenled mannor tho
Plenum endorscd .rgonic unity by ondorsing ~11 of the zets of the
Bolshovik~Lerdinist fnction in tho SFIO, including ©ll of the issues of
the Verite which clamored for crgonic unity,"

In thot s mo lottor to you, I referred to5 c mrade V's articla
roprinted in the Sopt.-Oct, issue of the Now Intornaticnsl, in which he
leid deen two varionts for builling the Fourth Internati-nzl. Onc rond
Ww~8 orgenic unity betweon the 2nd 'l 3rd Intoernnticnnls. Comrndo V
proscnted this varicnt in the obstraet, which ~gnoin left the docor opon
fer more than one interprotaticn. But consicering this statomont upon
the bnsis of the matori~l in L. Verite, which brezonly adveeated or- .

onic unity, ono could road into this variont grave {cubts,

Comracle Crux donls with the questicn of the slcgan of orgonie r
unity for the third timo in his article "Once More: Whither Fronce?",
Hero agoin, nlth.ugh opposing the slogon of orgnonic unity o8 such, he
noveortheloss lonvos tho question cpen f.r mere thon cne intorpret-ticn,
In foet, in the U.Se, whore we hnd three grcups 2t the Communist
Loague Convention - the Spector-Woboer griup (for orgonie unity nd on-
try into tho SFIO), the Connon-Schochtmon greoup (eguinst crgonic unity
end for ontry into the SFIO), =nd .ur pcsition (ogoinst the slogon of
orgonic unity, for the crgonizeticontl -nl politienl indoepom onco of
our French seetion ond for the sending «f 2 faeticn inte the SFPI0), wo
find thae c.ntrodieteory positi.ng cf theso first tuwo groupings both
using comrade Crux to prove thoir position, The Crnnon-Schochtmon group
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-7 %he Werkers Party uso tho lettor on "Unity ~nd the Youth” to prove
‘23ir point, ~nd %the Wober greup gqudte "Once Morc: Whithor Fronco?” to
prove their point.

From our stondpoint the clearcest stntemont is contninoed in the lot-
ter "Unity ~nd the Ycuth". But e cre forced to obld n fow romorks to
this. Tho only timc the slogon of crgonic unity con boe filled with a
Marxion c.ntont is +“hen o Merxinn gr.up ~nd .ne cr more .thor gr:ups
unite upon the basis of o rovolubti.neory Marxion progrom or programmatic
declaration. To fill the sl.gon of orgonic unity with ony other contont
sould bs rotetionary. The unificaticn of the Amcrican Woerkers Porty and
tho Communist Losgue upon & ruvolutiinary M.rxicn progrommatic cocla-
rotion is thocorrcet ccntomt. Tho advbeacy, in any formm, of the unity
of the partics of tha 2nd and 3rd internobi.nols, two non-Morxien
portios, is only sowing illusicns cmong the werkors -nd playing inte
the hormds of tho contrist locdors of the two brnkrupt partios.

5 In Fronco, and other pleces, the slagan of orgonic unity, is no
longer an abstracticne It is filled with the contont of unity of tho
ond end 3rd intorneticnsl partics., And in this scnsc the Bolshovik
Toninist fretien in the SPIO hos dezlt with the questicons Thot is the
rogson thoy aro wronge And that is the re.sin cemrade Crux spoko late
-nd insdoqu~tely. If orgonic unity is consummeted in Pronco c¢n tho
basis of the plons of any grcup of Contrists, while ot tho samo time we
have prosonted n Marxian positicn on the questicn, wo con ronp the har-
vost, But for crgonic unity tc be cinsummated, while our Fronch scc-
tion hos muddiod the woter on this quosticn, me~ns to sink into the
Centrist swamp,

"Once More: Whithor Pronce?" is ~ moastorly criticism of Stolinism
end is'o worthwhilo document cn corteoin tronds ond Cevelopments in
Franco; but in spite of this, tho article hos impertont orrors of omis-
sione And tho importront ond root couse of these orrors of omissicn con
bc traced bock to the nmow folse turn of the ICL oné its cppliocnticn in

Proncas

Ags o foction of the 3rd interncoticznal, the Loft Oppositiin on-
doavored to "rof:rm" this .rgonizatione. By "referm" the Loft Opposi-
tion intondod to win the mejority of the mombors ~né oust tho Stolin~
ist leadors. This porspective wos rejected with the Germnn dobacle.
But in its place, &8 a living process in world dovelopments, beth in
thecry ond in practico, .nd nlthough the ICL has not snid so in so
nany words, tho foermer Ieft Opposition to tho 3ré intornaticnol hes
now become the left oppcsiticn of the 2nd internctivnele The ICL hos as
meny sections inside the portics of the 2nd internetirncl os it hos
outtside, Anéd now, in the same sonse in which the Left Oppesition in-
tended to "roeform" Stnlinism, the ICL nnd its sccticms tclay aro going
to roform the partios of tho2nl interneticnnl., The grossost exprossion
of this thoorcticel positicn is prosentod by the Connon-Schoachtmone
West rosoluticn to thoe second Plonum of the ¥Werkors Porty of tho U.S.
This resoluticn wns rojoctaed,

So much of the argumont above is cn sdnlogy, but it is not an
identity. Whon tho Luft Opyositicn functir-nod os e focticn of tho 3rd
internati:nnl the "Trotskyites™ held the positi-n thot the 3rd intore
antionel wge o Marxist orgonizotion, Cevicting from the corrocetline,
but 28 yeot an crgonizoeti.on thot could be “"refermel“. Toloy, o8 the
1eft oppositiin of thoe 2nd intormaticntl, the ICL Coes not evon goy
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this much, The ICL, underthe lendership of thoze who support the Froench
turn, admit that b:th intornaticnnls ~ye non-Moirxion ond bankrupt, but
in the noxt breoth the ICL followors 82y that vhile the 3rd inter-
naticnal is hopeless, the contrist Prortics of tho 2nd internaticnal can
be "rofcmear,

How does the article, "Once Morc: Whithor Fronce?”, ccnsider this
question? It bears out the above contention, os does many cther ar-
ticles written by the leading forces of the ICL ~nd the dcfermors of
the Prench turn, The articlo scys that Stolinism, in moving to the
right, ~nd Centrism in the Social Demecrntic poartics in mneving to the
left, hove crossed paths. Concretely, the article soys the SFIO is to
the left of the Communist Party of Frnco. This me~ns +ho party of
Socinl Demoerecy o8 & wholc. The article implies thot tho SFIO can be
rcformed - that it conbe used as an instrument of revoluti.n.

But more impertont: the srticle dovotes its ontiro polemic ogoinst
St~linism and disnisses the lecders of the SFIO ~nd the 2nd inter-
naticnnl with one sentonce, which soys we have criticized them beforc.
But hoven't we criticized the Stclinists, not .nce, but o theowsond
times before? Not os - focticon of Strlinism but ns o facticn of the
porty of Soeial Demscracy we devote the mejor article: of many issucs of
the Verite to & criticism af St~linism. The purposc of this is cuc to
the fact that the Bolshevik-ILoninist frcticn of the SFIO .¢iscovered
thot the Inrgest loft wing of the SFIO is heading for Stnlinism instend
of for our forces. In -dcliti n, tho clection geins of the St~linists
show the scme tondency. ' '

To round sut the argumernt -nd give the werkers o proper Circetive,
it is necessary to point .ut with equal clority the rcleof the SFIO as
iell s tho role of St~linism, With ut this the ~rgument tolls the
workers to stay in the frying pon ~nd don't go to the skillet. This
onc-sided orgument can be troced to the fnlsc positicon ¢n the building
of new prrtics ~nd +the rood to the 4th interncticnl. The liquicatizn
of .ur scctions into the oné internaticnnl prevents o clear-cut
cnalysis oling this line., o

But worse thhn that, the article specks of a pre-revolutiinary
Situntion with:ut pointing cuv HOY the Pronch workers com build ~
PARTY. Whon o locdership must prosont cmbiguity cn the qwstiin of How
to build the revoluticnary PARTY in tho pro-revoluticnory situnticn,
there is something fotally wrong., This f-~1so bese is the Froneh tum ,
With cnly o footicn insice the SFIO, with the liguicoticn of our sec-
ticn into the sPIOQ our cemrtdes hove cotten in thoir mouths when they
Speak wbrut this porty., Wo wont clerr-cut “nevers: Cnn you reform tha
SFIO? Con you use it as ~n instrumomt of rovoiusticn® Is - Split in~
cvitable for the creation of - revelutiinrry Morxion rarty? At this
moment we nced a clear-cut ~usver ¢n the questicn of how to buile o
revelutionory perty in Pronce, e hove gilven ocur answer more thrn c¢nca,
\lo domnnd tho re-est blishment of the Fronch Secticn of the ICL. We
dem~nd thet the frctisn in the SFIO, no motter how much largor, be
subcrdinnted to the inCopentent srgonizetion cutsido the SFIO. e cc-
manc. the independent Froneh scction corry onm, ~nd supplemont the work
of tho fzcticn insice with ¢loar-cut cnswers ~grlnstthe centrism ~na
socitl-patriotism of the SFI0, a8 well ng of Stolinism. o ore eon-
vinced that such on incependent organizaticn, werking in conjunction
with the foetion insido +tho SFIO, con rally to its bonnor werkers who
arc lenving Stalinism -~s Well 28 werkers who orc lenving Sceicl
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Domocracy for Stnliniem, -nd workers from other tonconecics; syndica- .
lists, ate,

Likewise, tho articlespaenks of the Venguards, But you con road tho
crticle over ant over “nd it will not bo clear just who the vonguard
18+ The article cocs not mcke it cleer if the loft Sccinlists nrc the
Tnguard, if part of the left Socinlists ore the vonguard, if the
Bolshevik~Ioninists aro the vonguard, or if scme cother force is the ‘
vanguarde. To correctly say this is n pre-revolutionary situntion and ¢
leave the questicn of the vonguort in the obstronet is folse., This, too,
flows from the "Fronech turn", In foet, the most cutstond ing charccter-
istic of those vho encorsc tho "Fronch turn" is ombiguity on the ques-
tion of the 2né intornationnal, 'n tho question of how to build newpor-
tics, on the question of the roall to the 4th Internaticnal, on the
question of orgonic unity, -~nd, on thc othor hond, the brushing aside
of the argumcnts of their opponcnts as sectarion, mechonical schomos,
3tce Above 2ll, the defondors of tho Fronch tum write their theorctice
al formulos leaving the Coor open for two roads ~nd two interprotoe
tions, Tho dwnsliding of ony group on any theorotieal position of
Morxism foll into this same trop.

In your lectter, ccmrade Adolpheo, you state, "Whon you repoat the
fomous theory of the crisis of communism, of which we arc nlso supposed
to be vietims, wo can’ only roply, therc is no communism which cmbrncos
beth Leninism and Stelinism, ~nd it is solf-ovicent thot o are obliged
to tuke into account, for cur tocticm, the rovages of Stelinism ~nd
refcrmism in the ifrosent~d~y lobor mcvoment." More confusicn ~nc pis-
stetement could not oxist in one soentcnce, Roread my lettor., I did not
scy the erisis of communisme. I s~ic tho doefent of the Germon working
cless, tho victory of Prnscism ~nd the betrnyal of tho warkers by the
Znt ~nd 3rd internsticnels hes coused as tho oftor ocffects of the
Gormon “debacle, disintogration in the WORLD LABOR MOVEMENT. The Gormen
GCofost , comparcd to tho Octobor Revolution, hod the opposite effoct
upon the world lobor maovomente Just s the October Rovoluticn ASSISTED
the Marxists overywhere, so too the Gormon defot HINDERED the Marxists
cverywhere, Only Morxists could stond up oghinst the effects of the
Germon Cefeat, But the offocts of tho Coefont ore so great that it not
only cousced big rifts within the comps of Stolinism “ndSccinl Domow
cracy, but ~1sc here -nd theroc ponetrotos the rrnksef the Morxists -
tho firmer Ioft Opposition, ete, In this scnsc, the "irench turn” is
the effects of the Gormon defoot upon wur own ronks - thoMorxists,

Ploaso reeoll the history of the Left Opposition, Eveory time tho
proletorint met anothor cofent ot the honcs of Stolinism, in spite of
the fuoct that the Left Oppositicn presented o cerrcet Morxion answer,
our forces were thrown inte on:ther c.nvulsicn, The vhole hist ry of
the Left Oppositicn in overy country, espocinlly in Burepe, is riddled
with smoll splits, cligues “nd -ers:oncl struggles, o8 o reflectisn of
the difficulties vhich sonetrotodths wrnks ¢f Merxism. Don't ~ccuse me
of mixing up Stolinism with Morxism. You only nudly up tho woter by
those methods, '

In the same scntonce you sponk of "the rovages of Stolinism ~n2a
reformism in the present-doy Inbor movement™, Is this formuls on necie
dont or 2 Celibmrate censitorntizn® You speck of Stalinism ~nd 100 T~
ism. Whot ~bout centrism of the 2nd intornaticnal? Yhy con't you use
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the expression: tho ravages >f Stolinism, other forms.of Contrism rnd
Roformism? Is Centrism t.Coy, in this sre-wrr period, ony better thon
Contrism in the lost pro-wor deys or in tho doys of Icnin? You conluse
the role of centrism with the role of Merxists in relatizn to cenbrisame
But the formuln is oven worse., The soenlled Prench turn is based o1 a
falge evalucticn of Socianl Demucracey ~nf o folse concept of the ro~d
Yownrd the 4th Intorncticmal. Your ~ctivity in tho SFIO0, in the POB, in
Polond, in Itely, in Spain, in Englond, ocnd in othor ecountries whore
you have liquidated the independent sccticns into the porties of the
ond internctional, is besed upon CENTRISM of the 2nd intornational and
thoereforeyou leavothom cut of your criticism, asthough the ravoges of
contrism oro not o8 fatal in tholong run a8 tho rovages of St~linism
ond rcformisme. ' '

Comraode AColphe, why is it you con write o four-page roply to mo,
ond coll it -~ roply to my lettor, ond net cneo donl with tho effccts of
the now ICL turn on o world scale? You confine the whole ~rgumont in
tho "voecuum" of Froncee Surely, o8 tho Secrctery of the IS, you know
vhat is going on in the othor socticns? I will only mention the sec=
ti:ns, and will scndyou under separ~tec covor, if you desire, full in-
formntion. What cbout the liquidation 6f tho sceticn in Fronce, Polond,
Bolgium, Spoin, Itely, sritzorland, in rotrospection (Crux) Austria.
What cbout the opportunist line and SP oriontaticn of the Connon-
Schachtmon group in the Werkers Porty of the UsSc? Whot ~bout the split
in Moxico ~nd the cottempted ontry of scme c-mrades into o-petty-
bourgoois party? Thot - bout the cubnn situaticn, their bloe, ~nt lator
the nttempt to liquid~te the serty - to get to tho mosses? Fertunontely,
this lecdership thot accepted the "French tum " wos ousted before it
ang toc 1otees dhot obout the bloc of four prrtics in Chile?

The new turn has storted o world;wido movoment of the ICL forces
into the partics of tho ond International. .

The now turn has reterded the 1e ftuord crift of socciclists, ond in
somo cascs weas o vital centributing foetor in driving thoese for-
ces to the right (Spoak). '

The new turn has storted o drift of groups ~nd individucls toward
the p-rtics of the 2nd internati noal,

Tho new turn has 1nid the basis fcr toil-ondism in relaticn tc
Sceinl Democracys You continue tho struggle ageinst Stolinism but
have toned dcwm the strugglo ~gainst the porties of tho 2nd Intor-
anticnale Thig is truo in 2ll countrics, of all the grouprs Wwho ac-
coot the socalled French turne o

The new turn hos cut us off from splits <md individuel movenents
ooy from Stnlinism. '

The new turn hes loft us in the s5c8ition whereby we heve for s~ken
the independent positim ~nd Morxian rallying contors

In countrics, where it is nout possible to enfer the SP for the
reagon that the SP 18 insignificont, the new turn hrs 1oid the
basis for thesc comrades within those countries, who nccedt the
Fronchturn, to use overy conceivable opportunist method os the
rood to the moasSsSeS.
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our group in the Unitcd Stotes, and the groups throughout
the world vhich oppose the new turn of the ICL ~né the capituleticn
of our comracdes to Socinl Democrocy, snnd tolay ~s yestorley upon
the principles 1nid dom by the former Left Opposition, upon the
orinciples cmbodied within the first four crngressos of the Comin-
tern, the 11 points of the Loft Oppesitiin - in short upen
revoluticnary Morxisme e will do 21l in our pover to roorganize
tho Marxian forcos ond win the left centrists in ordoer, as ropidly
R a8 possiblo, to builld the 4th Internaticnel upon the firm foundation

of Mowxisn,

Copy to Scerectory,

1y

Froatornoally yours,

Hugo Ochlor
Mombor Political Committee
“jorkers Party of U.S...

'..'TOI‘ICOI'S P:«rty, UQ Seire
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