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FREEDOM NOW 
liThe New Stage in the Struggle for Negro Eman­
cipation and the Tasks of the SWP." adopted by 
the 1963 Convention of the Socialist Workers Party. 

I. "Freedom Now": A New Stage 

UNDER the banner of "Freedom 
Now," the Negro struggle for 

equality has entered a new stage. 
This is comparable in significance to 
the change that occurred in the 1830's 
when a wing of the Abolitionist 
movement, previously dominated by 
schemes for piecemeal purchase and 
deportation of the sl~.ves, raised the 
explosive demand for immediate and 
complete emancipation. 

The most notable characteristic of 
this new stage in the Negro struggle 
is the clear and sharp rejection of 
gradualhsm, which is the program, 
method and perspective of capitalist 
liberalism. Freedom N ow is an es­
sentially radical and potentially rev­
olutionary demand. It brings its ad­
vocates, regardless of their particular 
views, into growing conflict with the 
White House and the Southern Dem­
ocrats, with the labor leaders as well 
as the liberals, with Negro as well 
as white exponents of moderation, 
compromise and tokenism. 

The ruling class of this country 
cannot grant this demand. Neither 
can it suppress or sidetrack the 
movement. That is why a consistent 
struggle to achieve it will stimulate 
profound changes not only in race 
relations but also in class and polit­
ical relations in the United States. 

Freedom Now sentiment is generat­
ed from numerous sources: by ur­
banization, industrialization and mi­
gration as a result of which .three­
fourths of the Negroes live in cities 
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rather than rural areas and one-half 
outside the South; by inspiration 
from the colonial revolutions against 
white imperialist domination in Af­
rica, Asia and Latin America; by the 
smallness, fewness and slowness of 
concessions offered to the demand for 
equality; by the conviction that the 
rulers of this country will never 
grant equality voluntarily or without 
pressure, and that their difficulties 
in the cold war make them more 
vulnerable to pressure; by disap­
pointment in the old-style Negro 
leaders and the labor bureaucrats. It 
is spurred by the growth of racial 
consciousness and solidarity, which 
flows from common experiences of 
oppression and is strengthened by 
historical and contemporary evidence 
that the Negro must rely on himself 
first of all if he is to make any 
progress. This sentiment is bolstered 
in some circles by a questioning or 
repudiation of the values of capital­
ist (white-dominated) society. 

THE results have been a spread of 
the Negro struggle into every 

corner of the country; a sizable in­
crease in the number of active fight­
ers, with the most important new re­
inforcements coming from the stu­
dent youth, who are not encumbered 
by the skepticism, routinism or de­
featism of many of their elders and 
are imparting a new vigor and vi­
brancy to the struggle; assertions of 
independence, coupled with height-

ened self-confidence and growing 
determination that the Negro will 
decide his own goals, work out his 
own tactics and lead his own strug­
gles; more openly expressed feelings 
of mistrust and suspicion of whites 
and bitter resentment against pater­
nalism in any form; the raising of 
new demands and proposals that are 
unacceptable to most liberals (spe­
cial consideration or priority for the 
needs of the Negro to compensate for 
centuries of oppression and depriva­
tion, adequate and effective Negro 
representation in all places and at all 
levels, bloc voting, etc.). This new 
phase has already witnessed a sig­
nificant growth of Negro nationalist 
and separatist sentiment along with 
the appearance of new national or­
ganizations and hundreds of local 
groups dedicated to equality. This is 
all part of the ferment, discussion, 
experimentation, and lively search 
for ideas, methods, programs and 
leadership capable of guiding the 
struggle for equality to victory. 

The new period which was defin­
itively ushered in with the Battle of 
Birmingham in May 1963 has been 
marked by the following features: 

1. The struggle is acquiring an 
ever greater mass character. It active­
ly involves hundreds of thousands 
ranging from students and middle 
class people to the most disinherited 
and dispossessed of the city ghettoes. 
They have stepped onto the arena of 
action as a mass force of constantly 
growing dimensions and dynamism. 
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2. Mass action in various forms has 
now recrossed the Mason-Dixon line. 
The opening punch was delivered in 
the fight for jobs at the school con­
struction site in Philadelphia which 
spread to New York and other places. 
The dam burst with the turnout of 
a quarter million Negroes in the June 
Freedom March in Detroit, the big­
gest protest demonstration of its 
kind in this century. From the start 
the demands in the North are on a 
higher socio-economic level than 
those in the South, striking deeply 
into the established class structure. 

3. The impact of these events has 
shocked the Kennedy administration, 
provoked a political crisis in the 
country and compelled federal, state 
and local governments to take steps 
not even remotely contemplated be­
fore the upsurge of the Negro revolt. 
The Kennedy administration does not 
intend to grant equality. It is anxious 
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to contain and, if possible, buy off 
the leadership by offering the mini­
mum of concessions to keep the mass 
movement from moving too fast and 
far ahead. 

4. The top Negro leaders feel even 
more nervous and unsteady. They are 
being forced to talk, and in some 
cases even act, more militantly be­
cause they fear the power of the re­
volt which they did not unloose and 
cannot control. They also fear that 
the ruling class upon whom they rely 
will not grant enough concessions 
soon enough and that the mass move­
ment will continue to sweep around 
them and beyond them, dragging 
them along as they try to slow it 
down. The profound insecurity of the 
official leaders, their lack of control 
over the masses, the emergence of 
new forces and potential new and 
bolder leaders are positive signs of an 
ascending revolt that is becoming 
more and more radicalized. 

5. In the South at this stage the 
civil rights struggle has some special 

. traits distinguishing it from the rest 
of the country. 

a.) Because of the glaring and in­
tolerable violations of the most ele­
mentary democratic rights, Southern 
freedom-fighters are in a position to 
expose and dramatize the injustices 
of Jim Crow, constantly embarrass 
the federal government and deepen 
the indignation against segregation 
not only throughout the United 
States but throughout the world. 

b.) In parts of the South where 
Negroes are a majority, such moves 
as the call for the election of a N e­
gro sheriff in Leflore County, Mis­
sissippi have a highly explosive char­
acter because they directly challenge 
and endanger the white supremacist 
structure. Voter registration drives 
in rural areas where uncompromising 
Negro candidates might become 
mayors, judges, or sheriffs could up­
set the whole balance of power there. 

c.) What happens in Mississippi, 
Alabama and Georgia has immediate 
repercussiops upon the moods of the 
movement in the North. Any outrage 
and outbreak of violence, or any 
outstanding demonstration and 
achievement in the South, arouses 
the Negro communities in the rest 
of the country. Thus the intensifica­
tion and extension of the struggle 
in the South is a sharp goad to the 
national civil rights movement. Con­
versely, the advances of the North-

'-ern' struggle, such as the direct ac­
tions for jobs, tend to feed back into 
the South and raise the struggle 
there to a higher level. 

II. The Present Tendencies 
The Freedom Now forces face the 

task of uniting into an effective 
movement and equipping themselves 
with a program, a philosophy and a 
perspective. Success in these efforts 
will depend on correct evaluations of 
the competing tendencies now in the 
field, of the intentions of their racist 
enemies, and of the Negro move­
ment's relations with other sections 
of the population. 

The NAACP was for a long time 
the dominant civil rights organiza­
tion. But its relative influence has 
declined and it is today challenged 
on all sides. Its leadership, middle 
class and liberal, relies mainly on 
legal and legislative action and dis­
courages mass action, initiative and 
struggle. Afraid of being outflanked 
and bypassed by more militant or­
ganizations, they have attempted to 
modernize their "image," but the 
NAACP remains the chief protagon­
ist and symbol of gradualism. The 
Negro masses may appreciate it as 
a legal defense arm and legislative 
lobby, but they do not feel welcome 
in it and most do not belong to it. 

A PACIFIST tendency has ac­
quired strength and its lead­

ers prominence since the late 1950's. 
Its main organizations are the South­
ern Christian Leadership Conference, 
headed by Martin Luther King, and 
the Congress of Racial Equality. 
Their prestige derives in part from 
the fact that, unlike the NAACP, 
they have sanctioned and participat­
ed in certain kinds of direct action. 
But King's pacifism also has the op­
posite effect of restraining the full 
unleashing of mass struggle and in­
itiative. He preaches "love" of the 
racist enemy and threatens to cancel 
civil rights struggles whenever the 
masses display a readiness to defend 
themselves against racist violence. 
Although King speaks the rhetoric of 
Freedom Now, it is not accidental 
that the liberals support him as "the 
right kind of Negro leader" while 
the Kennedy administration feels he 
can be used to keep the masses from 
getting out of control. 

There is an essential difference 
between pacifism which preaches no 
resistance to assaults at all times and 
at all costs, and a defensive pacifism 
imposed by an unfavorable relation 
of forces. The need for organized 
self-defense against white suprem­
acist gangs and police officials is as 
yet openly supported only by small 
groups of Negro militants. The 
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Ghandist-pacifist leaders are ready 
to rely upon government military 
force while they repudiate in prin­
ciple the adoption of se1f-protective 
measures by Negroes who are men­
aced with attacks by Jim Crow ele­
ments who are shielded by or may 
even be part of the state apparatus. 

The Student Nonviolent Coordinat­
ing Committee is a tendency distinct 
from King and CORE. It originated 
in the desire of militant students to 
strike out on a road different from 
that of the gradualists. It does not 
preach a binding commitment to 
Gandhism. For its leaders, nonvio­
lence is rather a tactic than a dogma 
or principle and one that does not 
exclude the right of self-defense. 
SNCC is a vanguard-type movement 
whose main emphasis is on direct 
action as a means of organizing the 
Southern masses for independent 
struggle. 

The Negro American Labor Coun­
cil was formed to fulfill the indi­
spensable function of leading and 
coordinating the fight against dis­
crimination in industry and the labor 
movement. Because of their numbers 
and strategic position as a link be­
tween the labor movement and the 
Negro community, Negro unionists 
can play a cruciul role in enlisting 
union support for the independent 
struggles of the Negro people and 
Negro support for the unions. But 
outside of a few cities the NALC has 
so far failed to recruit many Negro 
workers into its ranks. Partly this 
failure is due to the tight bureau­
cratic grip on the organization by the 
A. Philip Randolph leadership. The 
NALC is weakened by the fact that 
most of its leaders owe their union 
posts to appointment by the union 
bureaucracy and are afraid to j eo­
pardize these by undertaking bold 
actions unacceptable to the Meanys 
and Reuthers. 

THE Muslims, headed by Elijah 
Muhammad, are the most dyna­

mic tendency in the N orthern Negro 
community today. Previously a small, 
uninfluential religious sect, they have 
acquired a considerable predominant­
ly working-class membership in the 
Northern cities, a more substantial 
following, and the respect of millions 
of Negroes who are stirred by their 
forthright denunciation of racial op­
pression and their determination to 
free themselves from white domina­
tion. Nationalist and separatist, they 
reject not only gradualism and to­
kenism, but also the right of their 
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oppressors to control and exploit 
Negroes. They boldly declare the 
capacity and right of the Negro peo­
ple to govern themselves. Important 
weaknesses include their failure to 
understand the economic causes of 
racism and their lack of a program 
of action enabling them to partici­
pate in and influence partial, im­
mediate and transitional struggles of 
the Negro masses. In the last year 
the Muslims have begun to over­
come their isolation by greater flex­
ibility in their approach toward other 
Negro organizations. An important 
and promising step forward was their 
recent declaration in favor of polit­
ical action in the form of election 
campaigns to elect black candidates. 

The most radical tendencies with 
a social or political orientation have 
been inspired by the example of the 
Monroe, N.C., movement headed by 
Robert F. Williams. Monroe has 
made valuable contributions to the 
theory and practice of self-defense. 
However, the movement has been 
weakened by the persecution, frame­
up and exile of its leader. 

Significant parts in promoting the 
struggle against liberalism and grad­
ualism are being played by newly­
formed regional and local groups in 
all parts of the country. 

It is from among these groups and 
currents that the Negro leadership 
of an effective struggle for equality 
will be gathered and united. But it 
is necessary to add that at the present 
stage none of these tendencies, in­
cluding the biggest, can claim the af­
filiation of more than a small per­
centage of the Negro people. The 
Freedom Now movement is forming, 
re-forming, learning, developing, 
preparing, defining and refining. 
However, the great mass of the Ne­
groes, concentrated in the big ghettos 
of the North and South, have yet to 
be heard from. 

III. Negro Nationalism Today 
General definitions of nationalism 

are inadequate for understanding 
and explaining Negro nationalism in 
the United States today. While it has 
resemblances to the insurgent na­
tionalism in African countries, and 
to the nationalism of oppressed 
minorities in the old Russian Czarist 
empire, American Negro nationalism 
also differs from them in certain im­
portant respects. Moreover, Negro 
nationalism is still in an early stage 
of its development and will surely 
undergo changes in the future. A 
definitive analysis will have to wait 
until Negro nationalism becomes a 

mass movement and acquires firmer 
and more fixed features than it now 
displays. Nevertheless, it is already 
possible to draw a number of con­
clusions for guidance. 

CAPIT ALISM segregates the N e­
groes, confines them in ghettos, 

builds walls around them and binds 
them together in common resentment 
against racial discrimination, pro­
scription, deprivation and abuse. This 
is the soil in which Negro national­
ism is rooted and grows. It is an out­
growth of these conditions, a reac­
tion against them, a way of resisting 
and fighting them. In the past the 
hope that these conditions could be 
eliminated tended to weaken Negro 
nationalist sentiment and suspend its 
activity. However, the belief that 
these conditions will exist in this 
country forever, or for another life­
time, serves to nourish, strengthen 
and activate Negro nationalism. 

The intensification of separatist 
moods among Negroes in the North­
ern cities expresses a .rejection of 
American class society from top to 
bottom and a strong desire to break 
free from the evils of that society. 
It is their verdict that the present 
"American Way of Life" has nothing 
worthwhile to offer Negroes. In the 
absence of a revolutionary labor 
movement or powerful socialist van­
guard, the radicalism of the Northern 
ghetto masses flows through chan­
nels of race-consciousness, repudiat­
ing U.S. society as the white man's 
world. The urge to tear loose and 
separate from the social fabric of 
U.S. capitalism is not far removed 
from the urge, under different forms, 
to abolish that system in revolution­
ary struggle. 

The 1948 convention resolution of 
the Socialist W or kers Party noted 
the appearance and growth of an 
embryo Negro "nation within the 
nation." It is still an embryo today, 
but bigger and more mature. Racial­
national sentiments have been fed 
and stimulated by the mockery of 
tokenism at home and the successes 
of colonial revolution abroad. The 
Negro is keenly aware that as a 
second-class citizen he is both a cit­
izen and not a citizen. He sees plau­
sibility in the concept of internal or 
domestic colonialism, which correctly 
stresses the many similarities be­
tween the capitalist treatment of the 
Negro people in this country and the 
imperialist treatment of colonial peo­
ples. 

But the American Negro people 
are in a situation with some unique 
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aspects. They are an oppressed mi­
nority without a clearly defined geo­
graphical, language or cultural basis 
for differentiation from their op­
pressors. Negro nationalism is at this 
point a broad medium for "self iden­
tification," a method of differentiat­
ing a racially oppressed minority 
from its oppressors and of uniting it 
ideologically and organizationally to 
free itself from oppression. Negro na­
tionalism plays a function for the 
Negro people here in many ways like 
that which class consciousness plays 
for the working class. 

J AMES Baldwin's attempt at a de­
finition of nationalism is a use­

ful one to build on. This author said 
it means "that a certain group of 
people, living in a certain place, has 
decided to take its political destinies 
into its own hands." Applied to the 
United States, as it was meant to be, 
this means that large numbers of 
Negroes have decided, and more are 
in the process of deciding, that they 
cannot leave their future in the 
hands of the white oppressors but 
must unite with other Negroes and 
decide for themselves what they 
want in and from the United States. 

This consciousness is the basic 
feature of Negro nationalism today. 
It is expressed in various ways -
most commonly in the stimulation of 
racial pride, declarations of indepen­
dence, the desire for Negro leader­
ship and control of the civil rights 
struggle, mistrust of whites - and 
it is present to varying degrees in 
most Negro tendencies, both inte­
grationist and separationist. 

Viewed in this light, Negro na­
tionalism, as it now exists, should 
not be equated with Negro separat­
ism, the tendency that advocates 
creation of a separate Negro nation. 
The two are not the same thing. All 
separatists are nationalists but not 
all nationalists are separatists. Na­
tionalism expresses the desire of N e­
groes to decide their destiny, includ­
ing, among other things, their at­
titude toward the question of a sep­
arate nation. Nationalists want the 
right to decide their destiny, and to 
create an independent movement and 
other conditions that will make it 
possible for then to decide their des­
tiny. But so far they have not made 
a choice in favor of a separate nation. 

For many Negroes, nationalism is 
considered and may prove to be a 
way of uniting the mass of the Negro 
people and forcing the rulers of this 
country to grant them equality in-
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side the United States. They leave 
open the question of separatism for 
a future stage, neither rejecting nor 
endorsing it now. 

The first big task of the Negro 
struggle is the mobilization and 
unification of the Negro masses in 
an independent movement to fight 
for their equality - an indispensable 
condition for an eventual revolu­
tionary alliance of the working class 
and the Negro people. Negro na­
tionalism is progressive because it 
contributes to the creation of such 
an independent Negro movement. It 
will remain progressive so long as it 
fulfills that function, whether the 
struggle be fought along integra­
tionist or separatist lines. 

REVOLUTIONARY socialists wel­
come the growth of such Negro 

nationalism and give its participants 
wholehearted collaboration in the 
fight against our common enemies. 
For us, Negro nationalism and rev­
olutionary socialism are not only 
compatible but complementary 
forces, that should be welded closer 
together in thought and action. The 
common sympathy and support for 
the colonial revolution and hostility 
to imperialist domination is an im­
portant bond between the two move­
ments. 

Revolutionary socialists must be 
ready to learn from militant Negro 
tendencies and to absorb everything 
progressive in their spirit and ideas; 
at the same time it must never be 
forgotten that we have things to con­
tribute as well as learn. The nation­
alist tendencies still lack a compre­
hensive and realistic program to solve 
the problems of the Negro people, 
and many nationalists have confused 
conceptions. Revolutionary socialists 
must be simultaneously firm and pa­
tient in demonstrating that Marxism, 
properly understood and applied, is 
valid and relevant for the Negro 
struggle - firm because of our con­
fidence in the correctness of the so­
cialist program, patient because we 
know that the logic of the Negro 
struggle inevitably leads it into so­
cialist channels. 

Nationalism itself is an empty 
vessel which can be filled with vast­
ly different contents. The national­
ism of Chiang Kai-shek is the oppo­
site of that of a Chinese Communist 
revolutionist or a Fidel Castro. Mili­
tant Negro nationalists can have 
wrong ideas and petty-bourgeois il­
lusions. Negro Marxists have to im­
bue the nationalist sentiments and 

struggles of their people with a rev­
olutionary, scientific, anti-capitalist 
content and direction. 

They will be greatly aided in this 
work by the progress of the colonial 
revolution. The ideas of socialism are 
being adopted by more and more of 
the colonial peoples striving for na­
tional and social liberation in Africa, 
Asia and Latin America. This popu­
larity of Marxist and anti-capitalist 
doctrines, movements and govern­
ments among the non-white races 
will exert an increasing influence 
upon the vanguard elements of the 
Negro struggle here which will lend 
strength to the positions of the SWP. 

Negro socialists must bring for­
ward, as an inspiration and guide for 
American Negroes, the example of 
Cuba where the overthrow of cap­
italism through the socialist revolu­
tion has uprooted discrimination and 
established genuine equality and fra­
ternity of black and white citizens 
ninety miles from the Southern 
coastal states. 

IV. Separatism and a Separate Nation 
The theoretical position of revolu­

tionary socialism on Negro separat­
ism was first worked out at the So­
cialist Workers Party convention in 
1939. Now, when Black Muslim in­
fluence has made separatism a live 
political issue among many people, it 
needs to be restated, adapted to cur­
rent conditions and made unmistak­
ably clear. 

In 1939, we foresaw the possibility 
that the Negro people, as part of 
their struggle to end centuries of op­
pression and exploitation, might 
some day decide that they want a 
separate nation, controlled and ad­
ministrated by themselves. We said 
that if this happened, it would set­
tle the long theoretical dispute about 
whether or not Negroes are a na­
tional minority as well as a racial 
minority, and that we, as supporters 
of the right of self-determination, 
would support the Negro demand for 
a separate nation and do everything 
in our power to help them obtain it. 

IN TAKING this position we did 
not become advocates of a separ­

ate nation, as the Communist Party 
used to be, nor do we advocate it 
now. What we advocate is the right 
of the Negro people to decide this 
question themselves. All we commit 
ourselves to do is support their fight 
to achieve whatever the'y decide 
they want, whether it be equality 
through integration or equality 
through segregation, or both. 
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It appeared to us in 1939 that the 
mass of the Negro people had not yet 
expressed themselves on this point, 
or had not expressed themsel ves 
definitely. Nine years later, in the 
resolution adopted at our 1948 con­
vention, we noted that the growing 
"feeling of racial and national soli­
darity among the Negro people thus 
far aims solely at acquiring enough 
force and momentum to break down 
the barriers that exclude Negroes 
from American society, showing few 
signs of aiming at national separ­
atism." It was clear that the vast 
majority of the Negroes were inte­
grationist in the sense that they 
favored abolition of each and every 
discriminatory and segregationist 
device and institution in this coun­
try. But we did not take that to mean 
that the Negro masses had reached 
a conclusive position for or against 
separatism. We felt both in 1939 and 
1948 that the question was still 
"open" - that the Negro people 
might make a different decision about 
separatism in the future. 

By 1963 the situation has changed 
considerably, but not decisively. On 
the one hand, the Muslisms, the 
strongest advocates of separatism, 
have made serious organizational 
gains and growth of their general in­
fluence has been even greater. On 
the other hand, more Negroes than 
ever before are actively engaged in 
assaulting the Jim Crow barriers. 
If such activity makes them integra­
tionists, it is necessary to point out 
that a profound division of feeling 
agitates many Negro integrationists. 
They have mixed feelings of attrac­
tion and repulsion in relation to the 
Muslims. 

In general, Negro thought and dis­
cussion about separatism and related 
questions is much more intense than 
15 or 24 years ago. But the mass of 
the Negro people have not yet taken 
any settled stand on these questions, 
and we must still await their defini­
tive decision. 

Until the Negro masses decide, the 
SWP neither advocates nor opposes a 
separate nation. We defend the right 
of the Negro people to make such a 
decision. This means we defend the 
rights of separatists to meet, speak, 
write and circulate their views and 
be free from government or vigilante 
assaults and frameups. It means re­
futing the slander that the Muslims 
and other separatists are "counter­
parts" of the White 'Citizens Coun­
cils and the Ku Klux Klan. It means 
counteracting the widespread but 
mistaken notion that separation, free-
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ly chosen by Negroes, is "equivalent" 
to segregation imposed by white su­
premacists. 

Our attitude toward separatists, 
including the Muslims, is a friendly 
one. We recognize that the mere ex­
istence of the Muslims has had 
healthy effects, pushing rival Negro 
tendencies to the left and there by 
imparting an impetus to even purely 
integrationist battles. We note with 
interest that, far from being a hard­
ened sect, the Muslims have shown 
capacity during the last year to 
change in a direction that better 
serves the interests of all Negroes. 
However, they have still to develop 
a program of action for the struggles 
now taking place. 
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WHERE we differ with them, we 
differ in a friendly way, and 

we seek collaboration with them on 
mutually acceptable projects. We 
make it plain that we are not op­
posed to separation, if that should 
be the will of the Negro masses. In­
stead of attacking separatism as 
"utopian," we seek to point out the 
revolutionary implication of the mass 
struggle for it and urge its advocates 
to develop radical methods, tactics 
and programs as the only way to 
achieve it. 

If the Negro people should decide 
they want to separate, we would 
openly come out in favor of grant­
ing them separation. At the same time 
we would continue to fight before, 
during and after any separation 
which might take place, to abolish 
all racial inequalities and the cause 
of such inequalities in the United 

States. In that sense, we are and will 
remain integrationists, whatever else 
happens. We are convinced that the 
revolutionary struggle for socialism 
and the establishment of a socialist 
government will eliminate the basic 
causes of racial antagonism and 
create the conditions for equality and 
integration of all in a new type of 
living together. 

V. The Capitalist Orientation 
The future of the Negro struggle 

depends first of all on what Negroes 
do about it. It depends on what their 
allies do - or do not do - about it. 
And it also depends on what their 
enemies do about it. 

The ruling rich are the foremost 
enemy of the Negro people. The cap­
italist class introduced the system 
of racial oppression in this country, 
first in the form of slavery; they 
continued it under other forms after 
slavery was abolished; and they 
maintain it today. The rich initiated 
and have continued racial oppres­
sion because it was and is a con­
venience in the exploitation of labor, 
a source of super-profit, and a meth­
od for dividing the labor force and 
disrupting its efforts to unite against 
its exploiters. 

That the responsibility for racial 
oppression rests on the capitalist 
class is not at all contradicted by 
the fact that other sections of the 
population, including the working 
class, are infected to one degree or 
another with race prejudices and 
poisons. If this were not so, Jim 
Crow could never have existed. But 
the capitalist system injected these 
prejudices into the white workers 
and reinforced them by granting the 
white workers concessions and priv­
ileges at the expense of the Negroes. 
The chief responsibility belongs on 
the capitalists, not on the workers 
who go along with racial discrimina­
tion and who are themselves victims 
as well as beneficiaries of racism. It 
is necessary to ceaselessly combat 
racist prejudices and practices of the 
workers too. Yet we must keep in 
mind that it is not the workers but 
the capitalists who have the political 
and economic power in this country 
and who control the propaganda-in­
formation-education-police appara­
tuses. It is an incontrovertible fact 
that the capitalists have used their 
power to perpetuate rather than 
abolish racial oppression. 

Gradualists, even when forced to 
admit these historical facts, answer 
that things are different now or soon 
will be. They claim that steady and 
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substantial progress has been made 
in recent years; th~t the gains alrea­
dy made indicate that this progress 
will continue indefinitely until it re­
sults in the total eradication of the 
color line; and that this process will 
be accelerated by the government 
because of its propaganda needs in 
the cold war. The evidence does not 
support these claims. 

Progress is actually slow, small and 
uneven. Moreover, in some areas 
there is retrogression rather than 
progress. Average Negro family in­
come in 1962 was 54 percent of 
average white family income whereas 
ten years before it had been 57 per­
cent. While the incomes of both 
groups rose during this decade, that 
of the whites rose more, and so the 
income gap has been growing great­
er, not smaller. The rate of unem­
ployment among Negroes has been 
around twice that among whites since 
the end of World War II, which is 
a greater disproportion than existed 
during the depression of the 1930's. 
During recessions the gap grows 
bigger, reaching a rate 2% and 3 
times that of whites. 

Negro children still receive an 
average of 3 % years less schooling 
than white children. The proportion 
of dilapidated housing occupied by 
Negroes is more than five times as 
big as that occupied by whites. On 
an average, Negroes still die seven 
years sooner than whites; discrimina­
tion from the cradle to the grave 
costs the Negro this much of his life 
span. There is still not a state in the 
country where a Negro may not be 
subjected at any time to humiliation, 
abuse, or worse. 

The real trend is exemplified by 
the school situation in the South 
since the Supreme Court decision 
in 1954. Its restricted application is 
deliberately obscured since schools 
are classified as "desegregated" if 
one or a handful of Negroes is ad­
mitted. The fact is that after nine 
years less than 8 percent of Southern 
Negro children attend the same school 
as whites. At this rate it will take 
another century before the Southern 
school system is open to Negroes. 

WHERE small gains have actual­
ly been made, their benefits 

have not been equally distributed. 
Some Negroes have been able to 
obtain jobs in areas previously closed 
to them (professional, clerical, white 
collar) and to attain the income and 
status of the Negro middle class 
(which is proportionately smal1er, 
more insecure and less well paid than 
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the white middle class). At the other 
pole, conditions of large numbers of 
Negroes have deteriorated badly be­
cause of unemployment and automa­
tion. Negro workers are hardest hit 
by the effects of automation. Overall, 
the gains of the more fortunate mi­
nority of Negroes are more than off­
set by the increasingly chronic pov­
erty and deprivation imposed on the 
majority of the Negro people. 

Studying the present trends in the 
light of the past, revolutionary so­
cialists conclude that racial oppres­
sion can be abolished in the United 
States only if the present capitalist 
profit system is eliminated and re­
placed by a system based on produc­
tion for use. Critics of this position 
reply that history has provided ex­
amples of capitalist countries rel­
atively free of racism. Therefore, 
they conclude, racism is not an in­
dispensable component of all capital­
ist societies and so American capital­
ism can be rid of this feature with­
out necessarily abolishing capitalism 
itself. 

Such thinking is misleading be­
cause it is based solely on general­
ities. The SWP conclusion is based on 
a concrete analysis of the nature and 
contradictions of the specific cap­
italist structure in the United States. 
This has had a history different 
from other capitalist countries, out 
of which specific economic and po­
litical relations developed, out of 
which specific interests, needs and 
institutions arose and still flourish. 
This particular capitalism, the Amer­
ican, may be forced to modify some 
of the features of its race system. 
But the ruling class will never will­
ingly abolish it because it has too 
much of a stake in its maintenance, 
because it knows that attempts to 
uproot it in the South would inevi­
tably give birth to a regional polit­
ical revolution that would tend to 
become transfo.rmed into a social rev­
olution. 

American capitalism is not just 
tarred with racism. Its very roots are 
inextricably intertwined with racial 
oppression and it knows that pulling 
up the latter would endanger the 
former. To be sure, Jim Crow gen­
uinely embarrasses the American 
ruling class in its foreign relations 
and diplomatic maneuvers. But it 
would rather go on being embar­
rassed than to risk the consequences 
of any serious effort to get rid of the 
cause of the embarrassment. 

There is no evidence in anything 
happening now that the capitalists or 
their government intend to eradicate 

racial oppression in our time. Even 
their spokesmen who deplore the sit­
uation do not believe it will be elim­
inated in this century. Their real 
perspective is not to abolish racism, 
but modify it, reform it, remove 
some of its secondary features, repeal 
the laws that make segregation 
mandatory - and to do this little at 
a pace so slow it will extend over 
several generations in a way accept­
able to the Southern white suprem­
acists. 

At the v,ery most, the capitalist 
goal is to establish throughout the 
country relations between the races 
like those that now exist in the North 
- where formal segregation is not 
sanctioned or is even prohibited by 
law, but where the rankest segrega­
tion and inequality exist in practice. 
They hope that this gradual process 
of reform will enable them to claim 
abroad that American democracy is 
improving race relations at home; 
that it win avert explosions in the 
South that could spread to the North; 
and that it will contain Negro dis­
content and rebelliousness at home. 

THEY are also prepared to grant 
additional posts and concessions 

to a thin layer of the Negro middle 
class in the hope of using them to. 
restrain the Negro people as a whole. 
Where they cannot buy off opponents, 
they will use harassment, intimida­
tion and persecution to suppress and 
break up Negro groups which refuse 
to submit to the capitalist power 
structure. The best American cap­
i talism holds out for the mass of the 
Negro people is not the prospect of 
equality in this generation or the 
next, but the promise that formal 
inequality may be removed some 
time in the remote future. 

VI. The Labor Movement and the 
Negro Struggle 

Historically, it has been shown that 
the more radical and democratic the 
leadership of organized labor is, the 
more it seeks to wipe out racial bar­
riers and integrate Negro workers in 
the unio.ns, to solidarize itself with 
the Negro people as an oppressed 
minority and to promote a fighting 
labor-Negro alliance against their 
common enemies. 

The opposite is also true. When 
conservative or liberal-sounding bu­
reaucrats dominate the labor move­
ment, their main concern is the pre­
servation and expansion of their own 
privileges and powers. They do ev­
erything they can to avoid fight'ng 
the capitalists about anything; they 
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subordinate and betray the interests 
of the union rank and file, the un­
organized workers and all other op­
pressed groups; and they are indif­
ferent or hostile to the Negro strug­
gle for equality. 

The role of the labor movement is 
one of the crucial differences be­
tween the 1930's and the 1960's, and 
it bears directly on the present moods 
and activities in the Negro com­
munity. 

The youth of today find it hard to 
appreciate how profoundly the rise 
of the CIO affected race relations. It 
brought about the 20th century's first 
major progressive shakeup and re­
versal in these relations. Until then, 
discrimination and segregation had 
been growing worse and harsher in 
every area, including the old AFL 
unions, which had always turned 
their backs on the Negroes. Then, 
with the coming of the CIO, for the 
first time in many decades, the N e­
gro worker saw a powerful hand 
held out to him and an invitation 
extended to enter the house of labor, 
or at least one floor. Despite previous 
painful and discouraging experiences 
with whites, the Negro workers 
rallied magnificently to the new in­
dustrial unions and played a key role 
in smashing the open shop in basic 
industry. No other group was more 
loyal or devoted. 

This was not because the CIO, even 
in its best days, fulfilled all its 
obligations to Negroes. But, unlike 
every other major force, it welcomed 
the Negro. This held out the promise 
that the growing unfavorable trend 
of race relations in the country could 
be reversed. Al though the Negroes 
never won complete equality in the 
unions, through their own efforts 
and with the aid of the CIO they did 
gain a strong foothold in the unions 
and industry, from which they could 
exert leverage for further gains. Be­
fore the stagnation of the labor 
movement set in during the late 
1940's the Negroes had reached their 
present imposing numbers inside or­
ganized labor (1% million). EqualJy 
important, the CIO, by its very ex­
istence, served as a shield behind 
which the Negro community as a 
whole was able to consolidate its 
forces, develop new and more inde­
pendent demands, and lay the ground 
for the struggles of today and to­
morrow. 

MUCH has changed in the last 
quarter century. With the aid 

of the government and the employ­
ers, the labor bureaucrats have 
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housebroken most of the unions and 
decimated or destroyed radical in­
fluence in them. Militant oppositional 
groups, which were usually the N e­
gro's closest ally inside the unions, 
are now absent or impotent. The 
labor movement has been on the de­
fensive for years. The capitalist­
minded bureaucrats are guided by 
class collaboration, not class strug­
gle. In practice, this means not fight­
ing the employers but seeking deals 
with them - sometimes to preserve 
the conditions of the older, more priv­
ileged, higher seniority workers and 
always at the expense of the weaker 
and most exploited workers, of whom 
the Negroes and other minorities 
form a large part. 

The bureaucrats pledged to elim­
inate racism when the AFL and CIO 
merged in 1955. But, as with every 
other progressive task, they have 
given only lip service to this pledge. 
They even blame the rank and file 
union members, rather than them­
selves, for its non-fulfillment. They 
simply cannot understand why the 
Negroes are demanding more from 
the labor movement than they did 
when they first joined it in the 1930's. 
Some labor bureaucrats harbor racial 
prejudices, and all of them, like their 
liberal friends, are guilty of paternal­
ism. When the Meanys and Reuthers 
instruct the Negroes to take it easy 
and wait, and this doesn't work, they 
react to the demand for equality with 
outright hostility or tokenism. Their 
only real interest in Negroes is col­
lecting their dues and keeping them 
tied to the Democratic Party. 

Inside the unions some Negro 
members have become discouraged 
or demoralized and abandoned the 
fight against the bureaucracy, as 
some white militants have done. 
Negroes outside the unions confuse 
the labor bureaucracy with the labor 
movement as such. They fail to re­
cognize that millions of white work­
ers have reason to hate the bureacrats 
too and will seize the first chance 
they get to throw the bureaucrats 
off the backs of all the wor kers, 
white and black. 

Some Negro nationalists are di­
sposed to declare the unions "dead" 
and write them off. They disregard 
the fact that on the surface the labor 
movement appeared to be even 
deader in the late 1920's and early 
1930's, not long before the upsurge 
of industrial unionism. Also evident 
is a tendency to counterpose inde­
pendent Negro organization to a la­
bor-Negro alJiance, as though these 
two things were in contradiction, and 

even to reject the desirability and 
possibility of a militant labor-Negro 
alliance. The mobilization and merger 
6f the forces needed to eliminate 
racism are considerably complicated 
by these feelings and beliefs, for 
which the labor bureaucracy must 
be held primarily responsible. 

However, the consequences of the 
default of the union leadership have 
not all been negative. Awareness 
that the labor bureaucracy cannot be 
counted on to defend the Negro 
workers or the Negro people has 
strengthened the desire of Negro 
workers for their own means of de­
fense and advancement inside the 
labor movement. This is reflected in 
the formation of the Negro Amer­
ican Labor Council and in the hund­
reds of formal or informal Negro 
caucuses or clubs inside local unions. 
Outside the labor movement it has 
been a big factor in stimulating na­
tionalist sentiment and activity, and 
generally strengthening the feelings 
of self-reliance and the trend to­
ward independent action and strug­
gle. 

Unlike capital, labor has been and 
is capable of playing differing roles 
in reJation to the Negro struggle, de­
pending on which forces are at the 
head of the unions. Revolutionary 
socialists recognize that the labor 
movement in the grip of its conserva­
tive and capitalist-minded bureaucra­
cy is increasingly remote from the 
rank and file and is shamefully de­
faulting on its responsibilities to the 
Negro people. 

BUT the unions don't belong to the 
bureaucrats, who have usurped 

the power they hold and betray the 
ranks they are supposed to represent. 
As happened after the 1920's, we anti­
cipate that the union movement will 
be transformed and radicalized again, 
and at a higher level than in the 
1930's, by the effects on the working 
class of the crises and contradictions 
of capitalism and the failure of non­
radical methods to solve the problems 
of automation, unemployment, speed­
up, inflation, insecurity and the war 
danger. 

The coming radicalization of the 
labor movement will be accompanied 
by and accomplished through the 
creation of a left wing in the unions. 
This cannot be some vaguely "pro­
gressive" formation interested main­
ly in winning union offices, but a 
group that will be distinguisehd by 
class struggle policies, an independent 
labor party orientation, and active 
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support for the Negro struggle inside 
and outside the unions. Militant Ne­
groes will contribute to this big 
change both by forming their own 
groups in the unions and helping to 
build and be part of a left wing, or 
closely connected with it. To abstain 
from either of these tasks would be 
to insure the continued dominance of 
the labor bureaucracy, at the expense 
of the living conditions and rights 
of 1% million Negro union members, 
6% million other Negro workers who 
want to be union members, and the 
Negro people as a whole. 

VII. Independent Political Action 
The Negro struggle is above all a 

political struggle - that is, its solu­
tion requires political action. The 
coming labor-Negro alliance will 
operate in many areas and through 
many forms, but above all it will 
be a political alliance. And yet it is 
precisely in the field of politics that 
up to now practically all tendencies 
in the Negro movement are weakest 
and least independent, both in theory 
and practice. 

Some tendencies ignore politics, 
but politics do not ignore them. The 
effect of political abstention is to 
leave the monopoly of political power 
in the hands of capitalist parties and 
demagogic politicians who use that 
power against the Negro people. 
Others recognize the importance of 
politics and participate in politics -
but only in the two major parties 
that are opposed to Negro equality. 
Among politically active Negroes are 
some whose main interest is in elect­
ing Negroes to office. But these are 
repeatedly frustrated because the Ne­
gro Democrats or Republicans whom 
they help elect usually turn out to 
be captives and apologists for the 
corrupt capitalist political machines 
rather than consistent spokesmen for 
the Negro people. 

Most current tendencies reflect, to 
one degree or another, the desire of 
the Negro masses to determine their 
own destiny - to have their own 
organizations, their own leaders, their 
own strategy, tactics and programs. 
But few of these tendencies have ex­
pressed a similarly independent spir­
it in the vital field of politics by 
breaking with the parties of their op­
pressors and organizing to challenge 
their political monopoly. Yet such a 
break and such a challenge are im­
plicit in everything that has hap­
pened up to now. It is contradictory 
and self-defeating to talk about 
Freedom N ow while accepting the 
right of the white supremacists and 
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gradualists to jointly wield the po­
litical power of this country. 

The idea of a Negro party, a civil 
rights party or an equal rights party, 
is not a new one. Representative 
Adam Clayton Powell has talked 
about it on and off during recent 
years. Liberator, the Liberation Com­
mittee for Africa magazine, wrote 
about the need for an "Afro-Amer­
ican political party" during the 1962 
election campaign. More recently 
Elijah Muhammad, leader of the 
Muslims, has advocated that Negroes 
run and elect their own candidates to 
public office because "there will be 
no real freedom for the so-called 
Negro in America until he elects his 
own political leaders and his own 
candidates." William Worthy has 
spoken along similar lines. 

The basis for such a party already 
exists. Millions of Negroes are con­
centrated in the big cities of the 
country, North and South. United in 
a party of their own, they are so 
situated geographically that they 
could sweep the elections in dozens 
of congressional districts. They could 
send a bigger bloc of Negroes to 
Washington than they did in Re­
construction days and elect a sizable 
body of state and city legislators who 
would for the first time be beholden 
to no one but the Negro community. 
Both nationally and locally they 
could hold the legislative balance of 
power and be in a position to com­
pel bigger concessions from the dom­
inant parties. More fundamentally, 
with a party of their own Negroes 
could take a lead in undermining and 
changing the whole power structure. 

THE immense implications of such 
an independent Negro course in 

politics illustrate graphically the 
truth of the revolutionary-socialist 
analysis that the independent Negro 
struggle tends to stimUlate, spur and 
shake up the major forces in the 
country. The creation of a Negro 
party running its own candidates 
would rock the whole political struc­
ture to its foundations. It would 
throw the Democratic Party into a 
crisis. Without the majority of Ne­
gro votes which it now gets, it could 
never again hope to hold national 
power. The only place it could go 
would be down. Organized labor 
would be faced with an excruciat­
ing dilemma too. Its coalition with 
the Democrats is justified on the 
ground that the Democrats can 
"win." But when it becomes plain 
that they cannot win, the unions 

would be forced to reconsider their 
whole political policy. Advocates of 
a labor break with the old parties 
would get a bigger and better hear­
ing from the ranks. Thus the crea­
tion of a Negro party would benefit 
not only the Negro but his present 
and potential allies. 

The Socialist Workers Party con­
tends that racism, like unemploy­
ment, exploitation and war, can be 
abolished in this country only by 
independent political action aimed at 
taking control of the government out 
of the hands of the capitalists and 
their parties. As a step in this direc­
tion, we have long advocated that 
the unions break from the Demo­
cratic Party and form an independent 
labor party that would seek to po­
litically unite workers, farmers and 
Negroes and elect their representa­
tives to office. In addition, and for 
the same reason, we have also en­
dorsed and supported representatives 
of the Negro community whenever 
they have run for office independent­
ly of and in opposition to the old 
parties, even when they were not 
socialists. 

Extending this policy in the light 
of current developments, we publicly 
express our readiness to support and 
collaborate with any Negro party or 
Freedom Now Party that runs can­
didates of its own in opposition to 
the capitalist parties and seeks to 
elect representatives whose primary 
allegiance will be to the Negro com­
munity. Our support of such a party 
in no way conflicts with our own 
independent socialist political cam­
paigning or with our continued ad­
vocacy of a labor party. On the con­
trary, we believe that a Negro party, 
a socialist party, and a labor party 
would find much in common from 
the very beginning, would work 
together for common ends, and 
would tend in the course of common 
activity to establish close organiza­
tional ties or even merge into a single 
or federated party. Revolutionary 
socialists don't care whether cap­
italism and racism are abolished by 
a single party or by a combination 
of parties, just so long as they are 
abolished. 

VIII. Strategy of the Negro Struggle 
In previous convention resolutions, 

the SWP predicted that the Negro 
movement would precede and out­
pace the labor and anti-capitalist 
movements. This prediction was 
based on the fact that while the N e­
gro community is predominantly 
proletarian, the Negro people are 
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more than just another more heavily 
exploited section of the working 
class, and the Negro movement is 
more than just a part of the general 
working-class movement. 

As an oppressed minority, the 
history of the Negroes is different, 
their position in society is special, 
their consciousness is influenced by 
racial, national and international as 
well as class factors, and they have 
developed their own standards, their 
own methods of action and their own 
forms of struggle. Although they 
are a minority numerically, they are 
a compact minority, knitted together 
by capitalist segregation in the ghet­
to and by a common sense of resent­
ment against injustice, and they often 
play a role disproportionate to their 
numbers, a vanguard role. This pre­
diction has been strikingly confirmed 
by recent events, which sees the 
Negroes in motion and out front 
while the labor movement is stand­
ing still and lagging behind. 

Previous SWP resolutions have 
also analyzed the special factors 
tending to radicalize the Negro move­
ment. The Negro struggle is the 
struggle of an oppressed minority for 
democratic rights, for equality. But 
because the American capitalist class 
will not grant equality, it tends to 
merge with the wider struggle for 
the abolition of capitalism, for so­
cialism. Under the banner of demo­
cratic rights, the Negroes learn to 
reject the myths about American 
democratic capitalism, and through 
their own experiences in fighting for 
democracy they reach deeply radical 
conclusions, frequently ahead of other 
sections of the potentially anti-cap­
italist forces. This analysis has also 
been verified and validated by re­
cent developments which find the 
Negro movement becoming radical­
ized, rejecting gradualism and pass­
ing beyond liberalism, which is still 
the dominant ideology of the labor 
movement. 

THESE disparities between the Ne-
groes' growing activity and rad­

icalization and labor's relative inac­
tivity and conservatism have at this 
stage raised a number of complicat­
ed problems. In addition, they have 
produced some questioning and even 
rejection in certain nationalist circles 
about a third aspect of the SWP's 
traditional analysis of the Negro 
struggle, expressed in the following 
perspective: while the labor and Ne­
gro movements march along their 
own paths, they do march to a com-
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mon destination, and the freedom of 
the Negroes from oppression and of 
the workers from exploitation can be 
achieved only through the victory of 
their common struggle against cap­
italism. 

Our differences with such nation­
alists do not concern the facts. We 
both agree that a gap has appeared 
between the Negro movement and 
the labor movement and that present 
relations between them are strained 
or cool. We disagree over the mean­
ing of these facts, their significance 
for the future, what to do about 
them. Since the relations between 
these two movements are the key to 
the future of this country, and 
through it of the world, they de­
serve the most sober appraisal and 
searching study. 

The fact that the tempos of de­
velopment of the two movements are 
uneven is neither new nor really sur­
prising. Since their origins and his­
tories are different, they have rarely 
marched in step. At the present time 
it is not the Negro movement that 
is laggard or out of step but organ­
ized labor. The complications occur, 
not because Negro radicalization is 
premature or unwarranted, but be­
cause labor radicalization has been 
retarded and is long overdue. 

Faced with the disparity of devel­
opment between the two movements 
and the frictions generated by it, the 
liberals do not prod the labor lead­
ers to hurry up, go ahead, initiate a 
new course. They tell the Negroes to 
slow down and wait. The union lead­
ers and Negro gradualists offer the 
same advice. And even some radicals 
and ex-radicals do the same in effect 
when they exaggerate the dangers of 
Negroes "going it alone." 

But the Negro movement will not 
wait, should not wait, and should 
push ahead with an expansion of its 
independent action. To do anything 
else would set back the Negro cause 
for many years. We say this without 
the slightest modification of our 
fundamental view that the Negroes 
cannot win their goal of equality in 
this country without an alliance 
with the working class. 

Although Negro independence and 
radicalization may not produce large­
scale common action with organized 
labor under present circumstances, it 
will hasten common action eventual­
ly. In previous SWP resolutions, we 
explained that because the Negroes 
are doubly exploited, their struggles 
have exceptional effects on the social 
and political life of this country. 
Their fight for simple democratic 

rights tends to upset the status quo. 
Their special demands introduce un­
settling elements into the conscious­
ness of the working class as a whole, 
disturbing the relations between the 
classes and inside the classes. Their 
independent action serves to spur, 
stimulate, awaken, excite, inspire, 
divide, unite, and set into motion 
other, bigger forces. 

Correctly appraised, the indepen­
dent course of the Negro movement, 
and even its essentially nationalist 
aspects, does not signify a permanent 
and principled repudiation of a labor­
Negro alliance. What militant Ne­
groes 0 bj ect to is any alliance based 
on subordination or gradualism in 
which the Negroes are merely a jun­
ior partner supplying manpower but 
having little to say about the policies 
and tempo pursued by the team. 
What they want is an alliance that 
will include Freedom Now as one of 
its main demands and in which the 
Negroes will have an equal voice in 
setting policy. 

There is no inconsistency, in logic 
or practice, between organizing or re­
organizing the Negro movement 
along independent lines and achiev­
ing alliances with other sections of 
the population. Many Negroes view 
doing the first job as an indispen­
sable condition for successfully doing 
the second. They believe - correct­
ly, in our opinion - that they must 
first unite, shape and orient their 
own movement. Only then will they 
be able to bring about an alliance 
of equals, where they can be reason­
ably sure that their demands and 
needs cannot be neglected or be­
trayed by their allies. This does not 
mean that they cannot begin forging 
links with the most progressive ele­
ments in the labor movement even 
now. But they feel that if any tem­
porary conflict arises between these 
two tasks priority should be given to 
the imperative need of creating an 
independent Negro movement. 

The strategy of the Negro strug­
gle in the coming period can be ex­
pected, if our analysis of the past 
and the present is correct, to follow 
the course of uniting, dividing and 
uniting. 

NUMERICALLY, Negroes are to­
day about one-ninth of the pop­

ulation. (One-fifth at the time of the 
American Revolution, one-seventh at 
the time of the Civil War.) For 
some, this is a reason or pretext for 
the feeling that there is nothing 
much Negroes can do until the white 
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majority changes its racial attitudes; 
Negroes can only follow, not lead. 
This is just another way of saying 
that the Negroes must - wait. 

Revolutionary socialists emphat­
ically reject this approach. Our an­
alysis has demonstrated that the 
Negro has a vanguard role to play, 
that his independent struggle will set 
other currents into motion, and that 
the worst thing he can do is wait. 
This is one of the telling differences 
between a revolutionary approach 
and a liberal approach, however the 
latter may be dressed up. Being a 
minority is not a reason for waiting, 
but a reason for developing a course 
of action and program that takes this 
fact into account and finds ways of 
overcoming it. 

Throughout American history mili­
tant Negroes have always understood 
that their progress depends on their 
own readiness and ability to strug­
gle. The tactics of today's struggle 
are necessarily different in this coun­
try than in countries like South Af­
rica or Angola or Kenya, where black 
people are the great majority, and 
where simple majority rule can mean 
an end to racial oppression. But here, 
as in Africa, the liberation of the 
Negro people requires that the Ne­
groes organize themselves indepen­
dently, and control their own strug­
gle, and not permit it to be subor­
dinated to any other consideration 
or interest. 

This means that the Negroes must 
achieve the maximum unity of their 
own forces - organizational unity, 
in a strong and disciplined nation­
wide movement or congress of organ­
izations, and ideological unity, based 
on defeating, exposing and isolating 
gradualism and other tendencies 
emanating from their white oppres­
sors. This phase of the process is now 
beginning. 

Having united their own forces, the 
independent Negro movement will 
then probably undertake the tasks 
of division and alliance. It will seek 
ways to split the white majority so 
that the Negro disadvantage of being 
a numerical minority can be com­
pensated for by division and conflict 
on the other side. 

That has happened at earlier cru­
cial points in American history. When 
the whites became divided between 
revolutionists and Tories in the 
American Revolution, the Negroes 
allied themselves with the former, 
and were able to gain emancipation 
from sla very in many Northern 
states. In the first half of the 19th 
century the independent struggles of 
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the Negroes - slave insurrections, 
mass escapes via the Underground 
Railway, sabotage, etc. - helped to 
widen the breach between the North 
and South and prepare the way for 
the Civil War. In the Civil War it­
self the Negroes threw their weight 
on the Northern side, pressured the 
North into accepting an emancipa­
tion policy, and provided the military 
balance of power. In the 1930's, when 
a division among the whites occur­
red aJ ong classic class lines, the N e­
groes drove in the wedge by giving 
overwhelming support to the CIO, 
helping to batter down the open shop 
and effect their own entry into the 
labor movement. 

In each of these cases, the process 
of social division was accompanied 
by or led to a process of social and 
poli tical alliance in action. That is 
how we see the future too. United, 
the Negro people through their inde­
pendent struggle will help to divide 
the white population - between 
those who most benefit from racism 
and those whose interests are really 
damaged by racism. In the process 
of this struggle, the Negroes will both 
seek and find alliances. The major 
one will be with an insurgent work­
ing class, and especially with its most 
anti-capitalist forces. 

The general alliance between the 
labor movement and the Negro fight­
ers for liberation can be prepared for 
and preceded by the cementing of 
firm working unity between the 
vanguard of the Negro struggJ e and 
the socialist vanguard of the work­
ing class represented by the Socialist 
Workers Party. This is the primary 
task of the SWP in the present pe­
riod of the Free,dom Now movement. 
IX. The Role and Tasks of the 

Socialist Workers Party 
The role of the Socialist Workers 

Party is to assemble and program­
matically equip the forces that will 
lead the coming American revolu­
tion to abolish capitalism and racism. 
This function is indispensable be­
cause American capitalism is so 
powerful and racism is so deeply 
rooted in it. If the SWP did not exist 
it would be necessary to form an­
other organization to carry out this 
function, which no other existing 
political party, big or small, now 
aspires to fulfill. 

The SWP operates in an arena 
wider than the Negro struggle, nar­
rowly considered. For militant Ne­
groes concerned first and foremost 
with the Negro struggle, this may at 
first appear as a disadvantage or 
liability. It is neither. 

The SWP agrees that the first task 
of Negroes is to organize themselves 
independently. But the Negro move­
ment does not and cannot exist in 
isolation from other forces and con­
flicts at home and abroad. The 
broader pers:pective and concern of 
the SWP with the totality of social 
struggle is an invaluable asset. Its 
revolutionary activity in the labor 
and other mass movements provides 
a means of enlisting allies and neu­
tralizing potential enemies of the 
Negro movement in both its present 
formative and its future stages, and 
of connecting the class struggle with 
the Negro struggle in such a way as 
to strengthen both. 

THE SWP seeks to equip both rev-
olutionary whites and Negroes 

with the best set of scientific tools 
yet devised to change society -
Marxism. Drawn from and fusing 
the lessons of American an i world 
experiences, Marxism is constantly 
enriched, refined and rendered more 
effective by the experience of new 
struggles. It illuminates the causes of 
racism and points to the method for 
eradicating them. The SWP has long 
sought to "Americanize" Marxism 
(that is, to apply it to American con­
ditions and use American conditions 
to modernize and expand Marxism 
itself). In order to accomplish this, 
it must now also work to "Afro­
Americanize" Marxism (that is, apply 
it to the specific conditions of the 
Negro people and use the experience 
of their struggle to further concretize 
and enrich Marxism). 

The SWP believes and acts on the 
belief that the working class cannot 
achieve its aims without the Negro 
people achieving theirs. The Amer­
ican revolution for a socialist demo­
cracy cannot succeed unless it is 
based on an equal and mutually ac­
ceptable partnership between the 
working class and the Negro people. 
It is this belief, deeply ingrained 
and expressed in the SWP's program 
and practice, rather than any written 
or verbal assurances or pledges, 
which affords an objective basis for 
regarding the SWP as different from 
other organizations most of whose 
members are white. 

Its unblemished record in the class 
struggle and the Negro struggle dur­
ing hot wars and cold, its uncom­
promising attitude toward capitalism 
and all its agencies and ideas, have 
earned the SWP the right not to be 
considered as just another party, or 
even just another radical party. Un-
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like the Communist Party, the SWP 
has never called on Negroes to sub­
ordinate, suspend or give up their 
struggle for any other interest or 
cause, national or international. Un­
like the Socialist Party, the SWP 
has never urged Negroes to support 
any of the political parties of their 
oppressors, and its opposition to grad­
ualism in the Negro struggle is 
matched by its opposition to that 
same policy in all other fields. Un­
like the Socialist Labor Party, the 
SWP does not belittle, stand aside 
from and turn its back on the im­
mediate and partial struggles of the 
Negroes, but views them as a neces­
sary and hopeful link to future, more 
fundamental struggles and partici­
pates in them actively and whole­
heartedly. White or black, those who 
understand the need for a revolution­
ary-socialist party will find the 
genuine article in the SWP. 

The present tasks of the SWP in 
connection with the Negro struggle 
for liberation are: 

1. To better educate the entire 
membership; give ourselves a deeper 
and more sensitive understanding of 
the feelings, aspirations and needs of 
the Negro people; become more 
closely acquainted with their history, 
their current tendencies and organ­
izations, the obstacles they face; 
above all, absorb, steep ourselves in 
the revolutionary character of their 
struggle, so that it becomes and re­
mains a central feature of our work 
at all times. In this way we can in­
oculate ourselves against paternal­
ism and other conscious or uncon­
scious manifestations of the racial 
pressures that capitalist society brings 
to bear on everyone, even within the 
revolutionary party dedicated to end­
ing capitalism. 

2. To provide, through the party 
leadership, permanent help, guidance, 
coordination, encouragement and ex­
pansion of our work in the Negro 
struggle. 

3. To devote more attention, ener­
gies and forces to the Negro struggle. 

a.) While our white members can­
not aspire to leadership of Negro 
organizations, they can play impor­
tant auxiliary roles there when per­
mitted to join and can help our Ne­
gro members when not permitted to 
join. Their direct participation in the 
struggle is doubly important in 
branches where we have few or no 
Negro members, since this is one way 
of contacting and recruiting Negro 
members. White members have the 
duty to fight against racism wher­
ever they are and can greatly prom-
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ote the party's work by fulfilling 
this duty. White members in the 
unions have the vital tasks of com­
bating inequality on the job and at 
the hiring gate, supporting battles 
for Negro representation at all levels 
of union leadership, helping to build 
a left wing unequivocally committed 
to aiding the Negro struggle, work­
ing for labor collaboration with ex­
isting Negro movements and wher­
ever possible persuading the unions 
to initiate such collaboration. 
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b.) Just as most workers in the 
party are expected to work in their 
unions and most students to work i:1 
campus organizations, so most of our 
Negro members will belong to Negro 
organizations, which they seek to 
build along militant lines. They work 
to unite the Negro community around 
a Freedom Now program. They join 
and help to promote independent 
Negro electoral activities. If mem­
bers of unions, they help to form 
Negro groups and a broad left wing 
in the unions, and whether union 
members or not they propose col­
laboration between the labor and Ne­
gro movements whenever feasible. 
Negro Marxists have irreplaceable 
functions to perform in the struggle 
of their people. They serve as a two­
way channel of communication be­
tween the movements of the Negro 
masses and the conscious struggle 
for a Socialist America. ( 1) In the 
Negro community they popularize 
the ideas and proposals of revolu­
tionary socialism. With the help of 
Marxist methods, they exercise their 

rights, as Negroes, to help form the 
ideology of their race, including its 
attitudes toward integration and 
separation. (2) In the SWP they 
strive to equip themselves for the 
role of revolutionary leadership in 
the mass movements and remain alert 
to see that the party as a whole un­
derstands and pays the necessary at­
tention to the problems of the Negro 
struggle. 

4. To expand and strengthen the 
party's Negro cadre and forces in the 
Negro organizations and the civil 
rights movements, by: 

a.) Recruiting revolutionary Ne­
groes and helping to train them for 
leadership in the party and mass 
movements. 

b.) Bringing more of our present 
Negro membership into the party 
leadership at all levels. 

c.) Widening our contacts among 
individual Negro radicals and col­
laborating with them closely and 
fraternally if they decide to form 
radical or socialist groups of their 
own. 

d.) Recruiting revol u tionary 
whites, especially youth, like the 
Freedom Riders who are already en­
gaged in courageous struggles for 
civil rights. 

5. To develop, in collaboration with 
other Negro militants, a series of 
demands and proposals which will 
connect the needs of the struggle at 
its present stage with its ultimate 
aims. The proposals for a thirty-hour 
week at forty-hours pay and a Free­
dom Now party should figure prom­
inently in such a program today. 

6. To expand and improve the par­
ty press's treatment of the Negro 
struggle and expand the circulation 
of our literature among Negro mili­
tants. 

The seriousness with which we 
apply ourselves to these tasks will 
be a test of our capacity as a rev­
olutionary party. 

July, 1963 
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DYRllmi,s 01 World RevolutioR TodllY 
Text of Resolution Adopted by Reunification 

Congress of the Fourth International, June 1963. 

I. The General Background 

T HE classical schema of world revolution assumed 
that the victory of socialism would occur first in 

the most industrially developed countries, setting an 
example for the less developed. "The more advanced 
countries show the more backward ones their own fu­
ture," wrote Marx. For the victory of socialism, Marx­
ism generally held that a highly developed industrial 
base and powerful proletariat as well as a strong and 
politically conscious labor movement were indispensa­
ble objective and subjective preconditions which could 
appear only with the full development of capitalism. 

It is true that after the revolution of 1848, Marx 
voiced some misgivings about one of the political as­
sumptions underlying this schema; namely, the capa­
city of the bourgeoisie to carry out a classical bourgeois­
democratic revolution in countries where capitalism is 
still immature but where a modern proletariat already 
exists. Later Engels further undermined this schema 
when he pointed out that the relative weakness of po­
litical consciousness among the British working class 
was due precisely to the fact that Britain was the most 
advanced capitalist country, holding a world monopoly 
on high productivity. 

At the beginning of the twentieth century, Trotsky 
in 1905 in his theory of permanent revolution, which 
held that the working class would find itself com­
pelled to carry out tasks historically belonging to the 
bourgeoisie, and Lenin in 1914 in his theory of im­
perialism, which included the view that the imperialist 
chain would break first at its weakest link, showed 
that they had come to understand the main conse­
quence of the law of uneven and combined develop­
ment; namely, that the proletariat might well come 
to power first in a backward country as a result of 
the contradictions of the world capitalist system as a 
whole. Both Lenin and Trotsky were firmly of the 
opinion that the victory of the revolution in such cir­
cumstances would prove to be only the prelude to the 
victory of the socialist revolution in the key capitalist 
countries and a means of facilitating the final out­
come. It was in this spirit that the Bolseviks took 
power in October 1917 and founded the Third Inter­
national in 1919. 

The revolution followed a more devious path than 
even its greatest theoreticians expected. We know what 
a heavy price mankind as a whole and the workers 
and peasants of the first workers' states in particular 
have had to pay for this detour. 
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The betrayals by the reformist bureaucracy led to 
the defeat of the German and Central European rev­
olutions of 1918-21, isolating the first victorious rev­
olution to backward Russia and thereby paving the 
way for the bureaucratic degeneration of the Soviet 
state and the Communist International over which the 
Stalinist bureaucracy established tight control. The 
Comintern became transformed from an instrument of 
world revolution into an instrument of diplomatic ma­
neuver in the hands of the Kremlin thereby blocking, 
first unintentionally and then with calculated purpose, 
the victory of the proletarian revolution in many prom­
ising situations in many countries. At the end of World 
War II, Social-Democratic and Stalinist class-collabor­
ationist policies, in combination with the efforts of 
Western imperialism, led to the stabilization of a cap­
italist economy and a bourgeois state in several im­
perialist countries where the victory of socialism was 
objectively possible and even imminent. 

As a result of the successive failure of the two major 
revolutionary waves of 1919-23 and 1943-48 - and of 
the minor one of 1934-37 - the main center of world 
revolution shifted for a time to the colonial world. 
The victory of the Chinese Revolution in 1949, follow­
ing the postwar revolutionary wave in Europe, opened 
an uninterrupted series of colonial revolutions. All the 
victorious revolutions after 1917, including the estab­
lishment of workers' states through revolutionary up­
heavals in Yugoslavia, China, Vietnam and Cuba, thus 
took place in relatively backward countries while the 
possibility of early revolutionary victory in the im­
perialist countries was postponed. 

THE view must be vigorously rejected that this de-
velopment, unforeseen in the classics of Marxism, 

was more or less fatally determined by objective fac­
tors or by lack of revolutionary energy or will among 
the workers in the imperialist countries. No one can 
seriously deny that since 1917 various mass upsurges 
and even uprisings of the working class made the over­
throw of capitalism objectively possible in many im­
perialist countries. (Germany and the whole of Central 
Europe 1918-20, Italy 1919-21, Germany 1923, Britain 
1926, Austria 1933-34, Spain 1931-37, Belgium 1932-36, 
France 1935-37, Italy 1943-48, France 1944-48, Britain 
1945-50, etc.) Nor can it reasonably be denied that in 
innumerable general strikes, occupations of factories, 
mass demonstrations that have toppled governments, 
and even insurrections threatening the foundations of 
bourgeois state power, that the proletariat of the im-
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perialist countries (excepting the United States) has 
shown again and again its understanding of the gen­
eral need to reconstruct society along socialist lines and 
its willingness to carry out the task. The failure of all 
these attempts is not due to any innate incapacity, to 
any political "backwardness" or to "corruption," but 
to the treacherous role of the official leadership which 
has repeatedly preferred not to utilize the objective 
possibility of taking power, or to deliberately destroy 
that possibility. The European proletariat has been hit 
harder by such betrayals than any ot.her sector of the 
world working class as is clearly shown in the cases 
of Germany and Spain. 

The crisis of revolutionary leadership exists, of 
course, in the colonial and semicolonial countries as 
well as in the advanced countries. Many defeated or 
aborted revolutions bear witness to this crisis - from 
the Chinese Revolution of 1925-27 to the more recent 
defeats in Guatemala and Iraq. But in possible outcome 
of the struggle, a big difference is evident between 
inadequate leadership in a backward country and sim­
ilar leadership in an imperialist country: the enem.y 
facing the working population is immeasurably strong­
er in the latter. 

Confronted with the powerful and well-experienced 
bourgeoisie of the imperialist countries, the working 
class can achieve victory only under a genuine rev­
olutionary Marxist leadership which is able: (1) to es­
tablish unity of action inside the ranks of the prole­
tariat; (2) to mobilize to the fullest extent the latent 
and often hidden revolutionary potentialities of the 
working class; (3) to outmaneuver a very astute and 
supple capitalist class leadership which has learned how 
to transform reforms into a powerful brake upon rev­
olutions; (4) to win over a part and neutralize another 
part of the petty bourgeoisie (the mass basis of cap­
italism in the imperialist countries ) without surrender­
ing its own class objectives. The absence of an ex­
plosive agrarian problem is an important element in 
strengthening and stabilizing capitalism in most im­
perialist countries. 

The situation is different in the backward countries. 
Confronted by ruling classes, rotten to the core and 
lacking mass support, the revolution draws into strug­
gle the mass of the working population, including the 
poorest peasants and pauperized petty bourgeoisie, 
bringing about collapse of the traditional order and its 
state, and exerting such pressure on centrist working­
class parties and similar formations as to bring them 
to power. 

Under anywhere near normal capitalist conditions, 
it should be remembered, "There do not," as Lenin 
said, "exist situations without a way out from an eco­
nomic point of view." The failure of a revolutionary 
wave in an imperialist country gives way eventually 
to some form of temporary relative economic stabiliza­
tion and even to fresh expansion. This inevitably post­
pones new revolutionary uprisings for a time, the com­
bination of political setback (or even demoralization) 
of the working class and a rising standard of living 
being unfavorable for any immediate revolutionary 
undertaking. 

In the colonial and semi colonial countries, on the 
other hand, the very weakness of capitalism, the whole 
peculiar socio-economic structure produced by impe­
rialism, the permanent misery of the big majority of 
the population in the absence of a radical agrarian 
revolution, the stagnation and even reduction of living 
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standards while industrialization nevertheless proceeds 
relatively rapidly, create situations in which the failure 
of one revolutionary wave does not lead automatically 
to relative or even temporary social or economic stab­
ilization. A seemingly inexhaustible succession of mass 
struggles continues, such as Bolivia has experienced 
for ten years. The weakness of the enemy offers the 
revolution fuller means of recovery from temporary 
defeats than is the case in imperialist countries. 

To sum up: the victories and defeats since 1917 ex­
press the relationship of forces between the old ruling 
class and the toiling masses on a world scale. The fact 
that the revolution won first in backward countries and 
not in the advanced is not proof that the workers in 
the advanced countries have shown insufficient revolu­
tionary combativity. It is evidence of the fact that the 
opposition which they have to overcom.e in these coun­
tries is immeasurably stronger than in the colonial and 
semicolonial world. The weakness of the enemy in the 
backward countries has opened the possibility of com­
ing to power even with a blunted instrument. The 
strength of the enemy in the imperialist countries de­
mands a tool of much greater perfection. 

At the same time, it is important to recognize that 
the three main forces of world revolution - the colonial 
revolution, the political revolution in the degenerated 
or deformed workers' states, and the proletarian revolu­
tion in the imperialist countries - form a dialectical 
unity. Each force influences the others and receives 
in return powerful impulses or brakes on its own de­
velopment. The delay of the proletarian revolution in 
the imperialist countries has in general undoubtedly 
prevented the colonial revolution from taking the so­
cialist road as quickly and as consciously as would 
have been possible under the influence of a powerful 
revolutionary upsurge or victory of the proletariat in 
an advanced country. This same delay also retards the 
maturing of the political revolution in the USSR, es­
pecially inasmuch as it does not place before the Soviet 
workers a convincing example of an alternative way to 
build socialism. Finally, the upsurge of the colonial and 
political revolutions, hampered by the delay of the 
proletarian revolution in the West, nevertheless con­
tributes in helping the proletariat in the imperialist 
countries to overcome this delay. 

II. The Colonial Revolution 

FROM the close of World War II, and most noticeably 
after the victory of the Chinese Revolution, con­

tinual mass movements have drawn one backward coun­
try after another into the process of permanent revolu­
tion. The general causes of this wave are to be found 
in the weakening of the old colonial powers during 
and after World War II; the attraction exercized by 
the advances of the Soviet Union and especially the new 
China; the dawning mass awareness of the wretched 
material and moral conditions throughout these coun­
tries; the power displayed by the movement for na­
tional independence and its identification in the eyes 
of the masses with the possibility of overcoming misery, 
low living standards, low cultural levels, and exploita­
tion and oppression of all kinds; the worsening of the 
international terms of trade for the countries export­
ing raw materials, especially since the end of the 
"Korean war boom"; the contrast between the enorm­
ous economic expansion of all the industrialized coun­
tries and the near stagnation (or lowering) of the 
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standard of living of the masses in most of the colonial 
and semicolonial countries in the past decade - these 
are some of the main causes of the general upheaval 
in the colonial world. 

As a development in world history, the colonial rev­
olution signifies above all that two billion human beings 
- men, women and children in areas where the tradi­
tion for centuries has been to live as passive subjects, 
condemned to super oppression and to super exploita­
tion, utter humiliation and destruction of their national 
traditions and even their national identity when they 
have not been made the target of mass slaughter and 
extermination - suddenly acquire a voice, a language 
and a personality of their own. Basical1y, the colonial 
revolution is the irrepressible tendency of these two bil­
lion human beings to become at least the masters and 
builders of their own destiny. The fact that this is so­
cially possible only through a workers' state provides 
the objective basis for the tendency of the colonial 
revolution to move into the tracks of permanent rev­
olution. 

In the process of world revolution, the colonial rev­
olution - first the Chinese Revolution and then the 
whole chain of upheavals - has prevented any tem­
porary stabilization of the imperialist system on a world 
scale such as occurred after 1921. It has turned the in­
ternational relationship of forces against capitalism, 
forced imperialism to fight - and in most cases lose -
a series of defensive battles and wars which it has 
launched in its efforts to halt the advance of revolu­
tion in the colonial world. It has thereby given trem­
endous impetus to anticapitalist forces everywhere in 
the world. It h~.s provided the Soviet Union and the 
other workers' states the necessary breathing spell 
needed to overcome the qualitative advance in the 
military field which came into the hands of imperial­
ism as World War II reached its climax. 

THE colonial revolution could not by its own forces 
bring about the downfall of imperialism. Paradox­

ically, it has not even been able to undermine the rela­
tive economic stability of the imperialist countries. Con­
trary to the general revolutionary Marxist assumption 
following 1919, the collapse of the colonial system did 
not lead to an immediate economic crisis or breakdown 
in the imperialist countries; it coincided with the 
biggest relative expansion of capitalist production and 
foreign trade they have experienced in half a century. 

Among the multiple causes of this apparent paradox, 
one is of outstanding importance. So long as the newly 
independent states, emerging through the colonial rev­
olution, are held by bourgeois or petty-bourgeois leader­
ships within the limits of the capitalist mode of produc­
tion and the capitalist world market, the real power of 
imperialism is not broken in these countries. Its rule 
merely shifts from a direct to an indirect form. As 
foreseen long ago by revolutionary Marxists, the basic 
strategy of imperialism, confronted with the colonial 
revolution, has been to modify its form of rule while 
seeking to maintain its essential content. In some cases, 
of course, this transformation has cost imperia1ism real 
losses and it has sought to avoid the dangerous shift 
in the form of its rule, sometimes by desperate and 
bloody colonial wars. 

The transition from direct to indirect imperialist rule 
involves a redistribution of the surplus value produced 
by the colonial masses in favor of the colonial bour­
geoisie and petty bourgeoisie at the expense of the im-
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perialist power. Inasmuch as it also entails acceleration 
of the process of industrializing the colonial countries, 
it even signifies modification of the international divi­
sion of labor, granting an increased share of the world 
market to the colonial bourgeoisie in the production of 
certain industrial consumer goods (especially textiles) 
and narrowing the imperialist countries in an increasing 
degree to the export of investment goods. 

This aspect of neocolonialism corresponds to certain 
inherent needs of the imperialist bouregoisie itself, the 
changing industrial structure forcing it to seek new 
markets for means of production rather than for con­
sumption goods. So-called "aid to the underdeveloped 
countries" boils down to underwriting financially the 
effort to secure provisions for these needs, the expected 
political and social consequences being but by-products 
of successfully meeting the main economic necessity. 
But the limited nature of this industrialization process 
under bourgeois auspices as wen as the picayune amount 
of imperialist "aid" leave the real needs of economic 
development in the colonial countries scarcely touched. 
Basically their socio-economic structure thus remains as 
it was under direct imperialist rule. They continue sub­
stantially as !)roducers and exporters of raw materials 
and foodstuffs, completely dependent on the price fluc­
tuations of the world market. They continue to carry 
the burden of tremendous unemployment or under em­
ployment in the countryside. Even the limited indu­
strialization process occurs at the cost of inflation and 
a lowering of real wages; i.e., at the cost of increased 
misery for the working masses. 

Since the colonial revolution up to now has in the 
main been held within the framework of the capitalist 
world market, it has not inflicted staggering economic 
blows to the capitalist world economy as a whole nor 
touched off major economic crises in imperialist coun­
tries which lost their former empires. Only one impe­
rialist economy, because of its peculiar economic struc­
ture, seems doomed to collapse the moment it loses its 
colonial holdings - Portugal. 

But this does not mean that the colonial revolution 
has not affected the mechanism of imperialist economy. 
Its most noticeable consequence has been to slow down 
the export of private capital to the b2ckward countries 
and to impel national or international public (govern­
ment) bodies to assume the role normally undertaken 
by private capital in the heyday of imperialism. Grave 
monetary, financial and economic contradictions flow 
from this. In the imperialist countries in the past ten 
years, the reluctance of private capital - in the face 
of relatively rapid expansion - to export its surpluses 
to backward countries caught up in the process of 
colonial revolution has constituted a major problem. 
Government investment guarantees and insurance can 
mitigate but not overcome the block. 

As long as the great majority of the newly-indepen­
dent countries remain within the framework of the cap­
italist world market, these difficulties constitute a 
"lesser evil" from the viewpoint of world capitalism 
which can be handled, more or less, within the sys­
tem - at least for the time being. Only if the main 
semicolonial countries were to break out of the cap­
italist world system by becoming workers' states would 
the colonial revolution deliver economic blows of such 
proportions as to rapidly create the gravest economic 
and social crises in the imperialist centers. 

So far as real perspectives are concerned, it is not 
excluded that these countries will become workers' 
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states before the political revolution triumphs in the 
Soviet Union and before the proletarian revolution 
scores a decisive victory in one or more of the impor­
tant imperialist countries. However, it would be in­
advisable for revolutionary socialists to base them­
selves on this unlikely variant. Such a perspective im­
plies not only the continuation of the process of per­
manent revolution in the colonial world (which is sure 
to occur) but also the victorious conclusion of this 
prooess in many countries within a specified time limit 
(before victories elsewhere). A policy based arbitrarily 
upon anyone of the many possible time sequences in 
the development of the three main sectors of the world 
revolution could lead to exceedingly grave political 
errors. 

THE objective conditions for the process of perma­
nent revolution in the colonial countries rests 

basically on the inability of the colonial bourgeois or 
petty-bourgeois nationalist leaderships to solve within 
the framework of the capitalist mode of production 
fundamental problems created by economic and cul­
tural upsurge. This is expressed most acutely by the 
incapacity of capitalism to undertake radical agrarian 
reform. The subjective conditions are determined by 
the fact that the colonial masses generally do not distin­
guish the conquest of national independence from the 
conquest of a high material and cultural standard of 
living. As long as living conditions do not improve, 
independence seems incomplete, inadequate and even 
unreal. This means that in the lOing run no social, eco­
nomic or political stabilization is possible in these coun­
tries without the victory of the socialist revolution. 
Temp orari l-y , political stabilization can be achieved by 
bourgeois or petty-bourgeois nationalist leaderships 
which continue to be identified in the eyes of the masses 
with a real anti-imperialist struggle for national inde­
pendence and which succeed in selling the masses the 
idea that the process of social upheaval and economic 
development is actually under way. The outstanding 
cases of relative success in this were Peron in Argen­
tina, Nasser in Egypt and Nehru in India. Even in these 
instances, the political equilibrium has proved to be 
quite unstable, indicating what would occur with the 
appearance of an alternative working-class leadership 
able to mobilize the general anti-imperialist feelings 
of the masses around basic, concrete, revolutionary goals 
which the traditional leadership cannot realize; for ex­
ample, radical land reform in India. 

For all these reasons, the most probable perspective 
for most of the backward countries is a succession of 
protracted social revolutionary crises which bourgeois 
or petty-bourgeois nationalist leaderships win desper­
ately try to contain or to canalize but which, despite 
inevitable setbacks, will periodically leap over these 
limits. This protracted period of instability and social 
crises does not imply the automatic victory of prole­
tarian forces or of revolutionary peasant forces led by 
a Marxist leadership; that is, the automatic establish­
ment of workers' states. As in the case of equating the 
beginning of the colonial revolution (under bourgeois 
or petty-bourgeois nationalist leadership) with its vic­
torious oonclusion under proletarian leadership, any 
idea that this process will occur automatically or in­
evitably within a certain time limit necessarily leads to 
a distorted estimate of the actual relationship of forces 
and replaces scientific analysis by illusions and wish-
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ful thinking. It presupposes that the objective process 
will solve by itself a task which can only be solved in 
struggle through the subjective effort of the vanguard; 
i.e., revolutionary-socialist conquest of the leadership 
of the mass movement. That this is possible in the very 
process of the revolution, and in a relatively short 
time, has been adequately demonstrated in the case of 
Cuba. That it is not inevitable, and that without it the 
revolution is certain to suffer serious defeats or be 
limited at best to inconclusive victories is demonstrated 
by much in the recent history of other Latin-American 
countries; for instance, Bolivia, Argentina and Gua­
temala. 

A more precise perspective for each of the great 
ethneo-geographical zones of the colonial revolution 
(Latin America, the Arab world, Black Africa, the 
Indian subcontinent and South-East Asia) can only be 
worked out on the basis of a concrete analysis of the 
specific social and political forces at work and of their 
more exact economic conditions. However, certain gen­
eral social trends which apply to all or most of the 
colonial and semicolonial countries can be indicated: 

(a) The numerical and economic weakness of the 
national bourgeoisie. Despite the priority granted them 
by history, the national bourgeoisie has proved incap­
able of handling the capital made available under the 
rubric of "aid to the underdeveloped countries" in such 
a way as to achieve optimum results in industrializa­
tion. This is perhaps the biggest obstacle in the way of 
a "bourgeois solution" of the problem of economic un­
derdevelopment. Everywhere we find the same phen­
omena: of available surplus capital, a major part is 
diverted from industrial uses to investment in land or 
usury, hoarding, import of luxury consumers goods, 
even outright flight abroad. This incapacity of the na­
tional bourgeoisie is not the result or mere reflection 
of its moral corruption but a normal operation of the 
capitalist drive for profits under the given economic 
and social conditions. Fear of permanent revolution is 
not the least of the motives involved. 

(b) The creation of the infrastructure of heavy in­
dustry through the state, taking the form of national­
ized property. The social layer heading and embodying 
this process is the urban petty bourgeoisie, especially 
the intellectuals, the military and state functionaries. 
The process favors, is even indispensable, for the de­
velopment of a national bourgeois state. It can clash, 
however, with the interests of many parts of the old 
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bourgeois classes in the private sector - not only the 
traditional compradore bourgeoisie but even the indus­
trial bourgeoisie. This is the explanation for the anti­
capitalist demagogy and nationalizations of bourgeois 
enterprises undertaken in countries like Egypt, Ghana, 
etc. The functioning of the state in this field constitutes 
the objective basis for the "socialism" of Nehru and 
even Nasser, whatever the other differences between 
the two regimes. The general capitalist character of the 
economy remains clear cut in such countries, however, 
as long as (1) the state apparatus itself and the na­
tionalized sectors remain feeding grounds for private 
accumulation of capital and private industrial enter­
prise (through corruption, theft, outright gifts, sub­
sidies, etc.); (2) the national economy continues to be 
geared to the capitalist world market; (3) petty com­
modity production, constantly reproducing capital ac­
cumulation, prevails in the countryside. 

(c) The strategic role of the colonial proletariat. In 
view of the peculiar socio-economic structure of these 
countries, the main strength of the proletariat does not 
lie among the industrial factory workers, who, with 
the exception of Argentina, form only a minority of 
the wage earners and a tiny fraction of the active 
working population of these countries. The colonial 
proletariat must be taken as the sum total of all those 
who live completely or essentially from the sale of 
their labor power; that is, industrial factory workers, 
public service workers, domestic workers, miners, plan­
tation hands, agricultural workers and the rural and 
urban workers who find only partial or occasional em­
ployment. The emphasis should be placed on the latter 
four categories - the miners, plantation hands, agri­
cultural workers and largely unemployed - typical for 
the colonial economy. They are numerically much 
stronger than generally supposed. Even in some coun­
tries of Black Africa (Rhodesia, South Africa, Angola, 
Congo) they constitute from one-fourth to three-fifths 
of the population. In the case of the Cuban Revolu­
tion, while poor peasants were the first recruits to the 
guerrilla forces, the base of the revolution shifted to 
field workers and rural unemployed, fusing finally with 
the proletariat of the sugar industry and the cities. 
Part of the explanation for the high level of conscious­
ness which the Cuban Revolution rapidly attained lies 
in the composition of its mass base. 

(d) The radical role of the peasantry. In the form of 
expanding guerrilla forces, the peasantry has undoubt­
edly played a much more radical and decisive role in 
the colonial revolution than was fore~ast in Marxist 
theory. It has revealed a social nature somewhat dif­
ferent from that of the traditional peasantry of the 
advanced capitalist countries. However, to prevent any 
misunderstanding or confusion, which in certain situa­
tions could lead to tragic errors (witness what hap­
pened in China after the introduction of the people's 
communes!), two basic distinctions must be made. 

First, the distinction between the revolutionary role 
of the peasantry fighting for the conquest of land as 
private property (even though brought together through 
co-operatives) and the conservative role of the peas­
antry in the phase of the socialist transformation of 
property relations in the countryside. Experience in 
Eastern Europe and also in China has confirmed the 
lesson learned in Russia that wherever the peasantry 
stands in the forefront of the fight against the old land­
lord-usurer-compradore alliance in order to become 
master of the land, it can as a class be the ally of the 
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proletariat only as long as the workers' state refrains 
from introducing socialist property relations in the 
countryside. Such relations can be based only on the 
poorest sector of the peasant class and can therefore be 
introduced only gradually in a country where agricul­
ture prevails, if grave social crises are to be avoided. 
It should be noted, too, that the peasantry is not uni­
versally revolutionary. The existence of a large majority 
of small land-owning peasants has undoubtedly served 
as a momentary brake on the revolutionary process in 
several South-East Asian countries (Malaya, Thailand, 
even Ceylon). 

Second, the distinction between the ingrained indi­
vidualism of the classical peasantry with a background 
of centuries of petty commodity production - either 
possessing land or aspiring to possess it; and the pre­
disposition toward collectivism among rural populations 
still living under conditions of total or partial tribal 
(communal) property. This class, in contrast to the 
traditional peasantry, is not per se opposed to the in­
troduction of socialist property relations in the country­
side. It therefore remains an ally of the proletariat 
throughout the whole process of permanent revolution. 
In certain countries its existence can give a peasant 
uprising a powerful, semiproletarian character from the 
outset. Even in a favorable situation such as this, how­
ever, the level of consciousness of these masses should 
not be idealized. Miserably oppressed, having virtually 
literally "nothing to lose but their chains," these masses 
can offer humanity the most shining examples of rev­
olutionary heroism and self-sacrifice. But only educa­
tion under a capable Marxist leadership and a workers' 
state can make it possible for them to achieve revolu­
tionary-socialist consciousness, especially the essential 
components of discipline, self-management and modern 
industrial rationality. 

To win leadership among the colonial masses, the 
revolutionary Marxist vanguard must learn how to 
bring the basically progressive aspirations of the toiling 
masses into intimate connection with the program of 
revolutionary socialism. The constant struggle to edu­
cate the proletariat of the imperialist countries in the 
need to support the colonial revolution unconditionally 
must be linked with practical activity in bringing ma­
terial aid to the colonial revolution. Among the free­
dom fighters in the colonial countries, it is a primary 
task to raise elementary revolutionary consciousness 
to the level of scientific socialism and an understand­
ing of the dialectical interaction among the three main 
sectors of the world revolution today. All this cannot 
be achieved through some automatic process. It is an 
absolute necessity to educate revolutionary Marxist 
cadres and to build tendencies and independent parties 
wherever possible in all colonial countries. The build­
ing of sections of the Fourth International capable of 
working out concrete analyses of their specific national 
situations and finding concrete solutions to the prob­
lems remains a central strategic task in all countries. 

To DETERMINE the place of the colonial revolution 
today in the general process of the world revolu­

tion, it is insufficient to take into consideration its 
consequences only in the politico-military field, where 
it has struck imperialism staggering blows, or in the 
economic area, where it has not yet seriously under­
mined the world economy of capitalism. We must also 
examine the effects of the colonial revolution on the 
relationship of class forces in the imperialist countries, 
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particularly on the working-class movement, and on the 
conflicting social and political forces in the bureau­
cratically deformed or degenerated workers' states. 

In most of the imperialist countries, the colonial rev­
olution up to now has not significantly modified the 
relationship of forces to the expense of the bourgeoisie 
and the gain of the proletariat. However, in the case of 
France it was the Algerian Revolution which - by 
continuing in its heroic struggle against French impe­
rialism despite the lack of help - prevented a decisive 
stabilization of the bonapartist dictatorship of de Gaulle. 
The French working class, which received a terrible 
blow when de Gaulle came to power in May 1958, was 
given a breathing spell, precious time in which to re­
cover its morale and begin to reassemble its forces. In 
Portugal, the outbreak of revolution in Angola and 
other colonies proved decisive in undermining the stab­
ility of the Salazar dictatorship, creating the prerev­
olutionary climate which has placed the overthrow of 
Portuguese fascism on the order of the day. The fall 
of Salazar would help accelerate the Spanish revolu­
tion, weaken the bonapartist regime in France and in­
tensify the new wave of militancy in the West Euro­
pean labor movement. 

Up to now the colonial revolution has not contribut­
ed directly toward radicalizing the mass movement in 
most imperialist countries; at best it has but increased 
the general consciousness, already widespread among 
significant layers, that the world capitalist system is 
growing relatively weaker. But it has affected elements 
in an immediate way, crystallizing new revolts against 
the waiting, passive or treacherous attitude of the old 
leaderships toward the colonial revolution or fresh reac­
tions against the generally low level of politics in some 
imperialist countries. This has ocurred not only in 
France where these new layers have been most vocal 
but also in several other European countries, especial1y 
Spain, and in the United States where the opportunity 
to solidarize with the Cuban Revolution has opened the 
door to radical politics for a new generation of van­
guard elements. In the same way the influence of the 
colonial revolution, especially the African revolution, 
upon vanguard elements in the Negro movement has 
helped prepare the emergence of a new radical left 
wing. In all these cases, it is the task of revolutionary 
Marxists to seek to win the best elements of this newly 
emerging vanguard to Trotskyism and to fuse them into 
the left wing of the mass movement. 

The influence of the colonial revolution on the awak­
ening masses of the workers' states has been complex 
and many-sided. In general the colonial revolution has 
helped to overcome lethargy and the feeling of polit­
ical impotence. The interest displayed by these masses 
toward the colonial revolution (primarily the Chinese 
Revolution but also the Algerian and Cuban revolu­
tions since 1959) has been great and it is still increas­
ing along with feelings of solidarity. At the same time 
the problems raised by the anti-revolutionary strategy 
of the Communist parties in both colonial and impe­
rialist countries and by the ambivalence which the 
ruling bureaucracies of the workers' states display to­
ward the colonial revolution have contributed toward 
political differentiation within the Communist parties 
of the workers' states, at first between sections of the 
youth and the bureaucracy, later between the Mao Tse­
tung and Khrushchev factions. However, Mao Tse­
tung's opportunistic and unprincipled bloc with the 
most conservative wing of the Soviet bureaucracy and 
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his resistance to destroying the cult of Stalin, as par­
ticularly evidenced in the bloc with the Albanian CP 
leadership, has limited the extent and practical conse­
quences of this differentiation among most CP's of the 
workers' states. An additional factor is the direct effect 
of the colonial revolution through such forces as col­
onial students who find it difficult to breathe in the 
monolithic atmosphere of the world Communist move­
ment, and who at times pass beyond words to deeds 
to express their feelings as in the student demonstra­
tions in Moscow and Sofia. The emergence of mass 
revolutionary forces led by parties or tendencies which 
have developed outside the realm of Stalinist control 
(Cuba, Algeria) has introduced a most powerful dis­
integrating element into international Stalinism, favor­
ing the development of a revolutionary left wing. 

I F THE direct economic and political effect of the 
colonial revolution has not been strongly felt in the 

imperialist countries, the establishment of workers' 
states in China, North Korea, Vietnam and Cuba has 
had powerful ramifications among the Communist par­
ties and in the formation of revolutionary leadership 
as a whole. 

The Yugoslav and Chinese Communist Parties failed 
to develop their "tendency" on a wide international 
scale for a number of specific reasons. The Yugoslavs 
sought a close, opportunistic alliance with the national 
bourgeoisie of the colonial and semicolonial countries. 
This effectively barred an alliance with the fighting 
elements of the colonial revolution. In Western Europe 
they took an opportunistic attitude toward the reform­
ist bureaucracies, with parallel crippling effects on 
linking up with the revolutionary proletarian move­
ment. Progressive developments inside Yugoslavia, 
however, have had considerable repercussions among 
the workers' states. For instance, "revival" of workers' 
councils has resounded especially in Poland and Hun­
gary even though this important step is limited by the 
fact that the councils do not wield political power. 

The Chinese Communist Party has scored some suc­
cesses among the Communist parties of the colonial 
world where Peking has special appeal because of its 
antagonism to some (not all) of the national bour­
geoisies. In the imperialist centers and in the workers' 
states, the Chinese appeal has been much more limited 
because of the unprincipled alliance with the unrecon­
structed Stalinists and because of the bureaucratic re­
gime maintained in China. On these two key issues 
militant workers in the metropolitan centers, and work­
ers, youth and peasants of the workers' states, feel 
alienated from the Chinese. However, the criticisms 
levelled at Togliatti and similar figures have met with 
a favorable response among the ranks of many Com­
munist parties. 

The victory in Cuba marked the beginning of a new 
epoch in the history of the world revolution; for, aside 
from the Soviet Union, this is the first workers' state 
established outside the bounds of the Stalinist ap­
paratus. Such a development, whatever the size of the 
country involved, was a turning point whose effects 
have necessarily reverberated on a tremendous scale 
throughout the whole world Communist movement. 

In fact an international Castroist current has ap­
peared inside the world Communist and revolutionary­
socialist movement which, as was to be expected, is 
strongest in the colonial areas, especially Latin Amer-
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ica and Africa. It is also noticeable in the other work­
ers' states. In Algeria the influence of Castroism again 
testifies to the importance of the Cuban development. 

Except in Spain and Portugal, Castroism has not had 
great impact in Europe. Its influence in other metro­
politan centers such as the United States and Japan 
is likewise limited. One of the reasons for this is that 
the Cuban leadership has not yet reached an under­
standing of how it can best facilitate revolutionary re­
birth in these areas. 

The appearance of more workers' states through 
further development of the colonial revolution, parti­
cularly in countries like Algeria, would help strengthen 
and enrich the international current of Castroism, give 
it longer range persepectives and help bring it closer 
to understanding the necessity for a new revolutionary 
Marxist international of mass parties. Fulfillment of 
this historic possibility depends in part on the role 
which the Fourth International plays in the colonial 
revolution and the capacity of sections of the Fourth 
International to help win fresh victories. 

The infusion of Trotskyist concepts in this new Cas­
troist current will also influence the development of a 
conscious revolutionary leadership, particularly in the 
workers' states, will help prevent "Titoist" deviations 
and better assure the evolution of mass pressure and 
direct action into the cleansing force of political rev­
olution. The development of the Portuguese and Span­
ish revolutions, historically possible in a short period, 
can also give rise to new tendencies of the Castroist 
type which would help the Cubans and related currents 
to achieve a fuller understanding of the process of 
world revolution in its entirety. 

III. The Political Revolution 

THE mounting political passivity and apathy of the 
Soviet masses after 1923 was determined by two 

basic factors: the defeat of the international revolution 
and the consequent isolation of the first workers' state, 
and the low living standard of the masses due to the 
backwardness of Russia. These forced the Soviet masses 
to become preoccupied over the daily struggle to make 
ends meet. The feeling that under these same conditions 
the Soviet state remained in mortal danger of attack 
from world imperialism contributed to the political pas­
sivity. 

Since the decisive turn in the world relationship of 
forces brought about by the victory of the Chinese 
Revolution, all the factors that favored political apathy 
among the Soviet masses have been steadily under­
mined; the conditions favoring a rise in mass political 
interest and militancy have been maturing. The isola­
tion of the first workers' state has been broken, not 
only in Europe but in Asia and the whole world. The 
rapid rise in the living standards of the masses since 
Stalin's death - a result of growing mass pressure on 
the bureaucracy under conditions of increased tech­
nological and economic progress - has enabled the 
people to devote part of their energies to cultural and 
political aims. The emergence of the Soviet Union as 
the second industrial power of the world, even hold­
ing the lead in several technological fields, has made 
its relatively low standard of living all the more in­
congruous and has served to stimulate increased eco­
nomic demands. The threat of imperialist attack re-
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mains, and the bureaucracy uses this threat quite con­
sciously to periodically silence the voices of opposition. 
However, the masses cannot help but feel the new 
power and standing of the Soviet Union in world af­
fairs in the epoch of missile warfare when the leaders 
of the bureaucracy themselves continually boast of their 
ability to inflict a crushing defeat on the imperialist 
warmongers. 

The evolution of the workers' states as a whole since 
the victory of the Chinese Revolution in 1949 and es­
pecially after Stalin's death in 1953 has therefore 
steadily removed the causes that fostered political pas­
sivity among the masses and their vanguard. In the 
East European workers' state this development was 
hastened, although made more complex, by a strong 
feeling of national oppression among the masses. All 
these new factors contributed to such events as the 
June 16-17, 1953, general strike and uprising in Eastern 
Germany, to the Poznan events in the spring of 1956 
in Poland, to the beginning of the political revolution 
in Poland and Hungary in October 1956, to the renewal 
of political militancy among some layers of the work­
ers' vanguard and oppositional Communists during the 
"hundred flowers bloom" period in China in early 1957, 
to the increasing pressure of the Soviet masses on the 
bureaucracy which won the concessions of 1953 (break­
ing up of the GPU power, dissolution of the slave-labor 
camps and a radical modification of the oppressive fac­
tory labor code), then the denunciation of the Stalin 
cult in 1956 at the Twentieth Congress and a continuous 
rise since 1953 in the mass standard of living as a re­
sult of radical changes in the bureaucracy's general 
economic policy, and finally the important new political 
concessions granted at the Twenty-second Congress 
(new political rights written into the new party pro­
gram, partial public rehabilitation of the victims of Stal­
in's purges, etc.). 

Mass pressure in the Soviet Union began with a gen­
eral revolt against the most barbaric and arbitrary 
forms of Stalin's bonapartist dictatorship, in which all 
social layers participated. The pressure then began to 
become differentiated in the economic field, all social 
layers participating, but each with its own set of de­
mands. From this, the movement advanced toward spe­
cific political demands, first from the ranks of the bu­
reaucracy who demanded and obtained a stabilizing of 
conditions for the bureaucrats as individuals. This was 
done by widening the participation in the exercise of 
political power. These reforms were welcomed by the 
workers. The first rumblings from the peasantry were 
demands for kolkhoz democracy, voiced publicly here 
and there in the Soviet Union. The ferment among the 
intellectuals and students, which is expressed around 
such issues as freedom in art and scientific research, 
foreshadows demands for political democracy. Certain 
sectors of the bureaucracy have indicated awareness of 
the objective need to loosen the Stalinist stranglehold 
on the productive forces, the better to meet the threat­
ening military and technological advances of U.S. im­
perialism. 

As yet, such key demands as workers' management 
in the factories and the establishment of control through 
democratically elected councils have not been raised. 
But it is only a question of time until they begin to 
appear. One reason for the sensitivity of the Soviet 
bureaucracy toward "Yugoslav revisionism" is fear of 
the attraction which Yugoslav experimentation with 
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workers' councils and self-management can hold for the 
advanced Soviet workers, youth, intellectuals, and even 
the lower layers of the bureaucracy, especially the lower 
ranks of the trade-union officialdom, who are in di­
rect contact with the proletariat. 

It is necessary to distinguish clearly between general­
ized mass pressure, the beginning of mass actions (in­
variably of reformist character), and the opening of the 
real political revolution. This distinction is not always 
easily made in the heat of events since it involves suc­
cessive stages of one and the same process, each linked 
to the next and without clear boundary lines. This was 
clearly borne out in the case of the Polish events in 
1956 and the actions leading to the first phase of the 
Hungarian Revolution. Nevertheless, a few generaliza­
tions can be made concerning the Soviet Union. 

In the first place, the dominant trend since 1953 has 
been mass pressure rather than mass action. There are 
some outstanding exceptions: The revolt at Vorkuta 
and other slave-labor camps probably played a decisive 
role in hastening the liquidation of this whole utterly 
reactionary system. Some local strikes wrenched con­
sider able concessions for the workers in housing and 
better distribution of consumer goods. Certain actions 
by students, youth groups and vanguard intellectuals 
may have contributed in bringing about the political 
concessions made to the masses at the Twenty-second 
Congress. But in general the pressure on the bureau­
cracy has remained below the level of mass actions. 
The pressure of a formidable mass of people, slowly 
awakening to political life, is of course a sufficient 
nightmare to the bureaucracy to wring substantial con­
cessions. 

Far from satisfying the masses and lulling them into 
apathy, the concessions have only whetted appetites. 
The discontent of the masses over their low standard 
of living is certainly more vocal, if not actually greater 
in force, than it was before Stalin's death. Such seem­
ingly paradoxical phenomenon is well known in cap­
italistcountries. What the concessions have gained for 
the bureaucracy is a general reformist atmosphere, es­
pecially since the Hungarian events, an atmosphere in 
which the masses expect that continued pressure will 
be rewarded by substantial new concessions. They do 
not yet see the need or possibility of broader mass ac­
tions, the sc'ope of which would reach revolutionary 
proportions. 

This atmosphere can perhaps last for some time, but 
it will not last forever. Two forces inherent in the cur­
rent dialectical relations between mass pressure and 
bureaucratic reforms tend to undermine it. The first 
force is the inclination of the masses to convert into 
reality the political rights conceded to them on paper. 
At a certain point this can lead to open collision with 
powerful sectors of the bureaucracy. The second force 
is the tendency of mass demands to evolve into demands 
for workers' control and workers' management. Pressure 
along this line was reflected in a manifest way for the 
first time in the Central Committee of the Communist 
Party at its November 1962 plenum. In fact, the greater 
the concessions before the stage of open clashes is 
reached, and the stronger the Soviet economy becomes, 
the more decisive will be the character of the clashes 
and the more favorable the relationship of forces for the 
masses at the time of the political revolution. 
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IN ANAL YZING the interaction between the three 
components of the world revolution - the colonial 

revolution, the political revolution (above all in the 
Soviet Union), and the proletarian revolution in the im­
perialist countries - the time element is of decisive 
importance. Even without the restoration of proletarian 
democracy, the Soviet Union exercizes enormous at­
tractive power on the masses of the colonial coun­
tries - if only because the Soviet Union proves what 
can be done in less than a half .century to bring a back­
ward country up to the level of an advanced industrial 
country in economic development and improved stand­
ard of living. Should a revolutionary-socialist leader­
ship resume power in the Soviet Union in the not too 
distant future, with the consequent establishment of 
socialist democracy internally and revolutionary soli­
darity abroad, the process of fusing the colonial rev­
olutiOin with the workers' states would be tremendousby 
speeded up. 

This would take a double form in practice. The new 
Soviet leadership would end Moscow's general current 
strategy which is to depend on alliances with the col­
onial bourgeoisie. Naturally the new leadership would 
continue the Leninist policy of giving critical support 
and material assistance to bourgeois or petty-bourgeois 
nationalist leaderships in open conflict with imperial­
ism. What it would put a stop to is the reactionary 
policy of subordinating the revolutionary vanguard to 
the national bourgeoisie. Removing this source of po­
litical and material strength, would hasten loss of con­
trol by the colonial capitalist class over the decisive 
sectors of mass opinion. The other side of the same 
policy would be rej ection of the opportunist leadership 
in control of most of the Communist parties in the 
colonies today whose main strength lies in identifica­
tion with the Soviet Union. The new Soviet leadership 
would assist those oppositional forces within the Com­
munist parties that want to make a decisive turn to the 
left, or it would support the new revolutionary prole­
tarian forces now springing up outside the traditional 
Communist parties, especially in countries where they 
are either very weak or utterly compromised in the 
eyes of the colonial masses because of their past errors 
or betrayals. In both ways the conquest of leadership 
of the colonial revolution by genuine revolutionary 
proletarian forces would be greatly facilitated and along 
with it, under favorable objective conditions, the ten­
dency of the colonial revolution to end in the establish­
ment of workers' states would be greatly accelerated. 

An early victory of the political revolution in the 
Soviet Union would at the same time hasten the process 
of proletarian revolution inside the imperialist countries 
in an even more decisive manner. The re-establish­
ment of Soviet democracy in the USSR on a higher 
level - signifying for the first time since the early 
twenties a regime of real democracy and intellectual 
freedom, qualitatively superior to the most democratic 
bourgeois states - would end at one stroke the main 
objection against communism held by class-conscious 
workers of the imperialist countries. It would lead 
rapidly to the disappearance of the bureaucratic Stal­
inist leadership in the old CP's, which would split in 
various directions, principally into a left-reformist 
wing and a genuine revolutionary-socialist wing. In 
countries like France and Italy, where the Communist 
parties, despite their opportunism, continue to control 
the mass movement, this would mean rapid develop-
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ment of a revolutionary mass party which would put 
the proletarian conquest of power on the agenda at the 
first favorable objective occasion. In countries where 
the Communist parties are weak secondary forces, it 
would favor the emergence of a revolutionary-socialist 
mass movement through the fusion of the left wing in 
the Social Democratic parties - attracted by the re­
born Soviet democracy - and the best elements among 
the old CP militants. In this way the crisis of revolu­
tionary leadership could eventually be overcome and 
new objectively revolutionary situations would open the 
road for the victory of the proletariat. 

However entrancing the picture of the world-wide 
consequences of an early victory of the political rev­
olution in the Soviet Union may be, the process may 
prove to be longer drawn out than we desire. It would 
of course be an error for Marxist revolutionary forces 
to stake everything on this one card, meantime over­
looking the very real opportunities for breakthroughs 
in the colonial and imperialist countries before the 
political revolution in the USSR succeeds. Consequent­
ly, it is advisable to take into account the effect which 
continuous technological and economic progress of the 
USSR and the other workers' states can have on the 
world revolutionary process in the absence of an early 
victory. 

A S ALREADY stated, the continuous economic and 
cultural rise of the workers' states has an important 

effect in undermining the confidence of the colonial 
masses in any "capitalist way" of solving the problem 
of underdevelopment and in increasing their confidence 
in the socialist solution of this problem. Economic pro­
gress, especially of the Soviet Union, increases the 
weight of the workers' states in the world economy, 
enabling them to break the imperialist monopoly of 
buying primary products from many backward coun­
tries, and putting them in position to offer an attractive 
alternative to the onerous imperialist grants of equip­
ment and development projects. The further technolog­
ical and economic advance of the workers' states objec­
tively favors the colonial revolution and the tendency, 
in the throes of this revolution, to break away from 
the capitalist world market. The example of Cuba shows 
this very clearly. It is evident that the sudden impe­
rialist blockade and attempt to force Cuba to its knees 
when Washington refused to buy any more Cuban sugar 
would have been enormously more effective if the 
USSR and China had not been able to come forward as 
alternative customers. 

The increasing weight of the workers' states on the 
world market is quite far as yet from enabling them to 
play a larger role than imperialism in the foreign trade 
of the backward countries as a whole. It is little likely 
that the combined economic power of the workers' 
states will surpass the combined economic power of the 
highly industrialized countries of the West for some 
years to come, unless of course a revolutionary victory 
occurs in the main imperialist sector. It must not be 
forgotten that the USSR and China are not economically 
complementary to the underdeveloped countries to such 
a high degree as are the West European capitalist 
powers. It should also be observed that as long as the 
political revolution does not score a decisive victory 
in the USSR, the Soviet bureaucracy will not be prone 
to utilize to the fullest extent the revolutionary pos­
sibilities that are opened up with the increasing eco-
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nomic power of the workers' states, since this conflicts 
with the orientation of an alliance with the colonial 
bourgeoisie. 

The view that the economic and technological ad­
vances of the workers' states can in themselves deci­
sively modify the relationship of forces between the 
classes in the imperialist countries or contribute deci­
sively to the overthrow of capitalism in these countries, 
must be rejected as false. The positive results upon cap­
italist society in the West of such advances can be 
felt objectively in increased competition for foreign 
markets for some industrial products, and subjectively 
in the slow disappearance of many reactionary preju­
dices against communism which were created or aroused 
by the crimes of Stalinism. The subsidence of preju­
dices will become more noticeable as the living stand­
ards of the Soviet masses come closer to those of West­
ern Europe. But neither effect is sufficient to rehabili­
tate small and discredited Communist parties or to 
miraculously swing the opportunistic bureaucratic lead­
ership of the mass Communist parties in France, Italy 
and Greece into a revolutionary orientation. 

The main contribution to the development of the 
proletarian revolution in the imperialist countries re­
mains therefore the effect in the labor movement of 
the crisis of Stalinism and the technological and eco­
nomic gains of the USSR. This is evident in the grow­
ing differentiation inside the Communist parties, the 
possibility of real mass opposition tendencies develop­
ing within some of these parties, the increased pos­
sibility of mergers between the revolutionary Marxist 
vanguard and the leftward-moving mass of militants 
in some of these parties, and the rapid disappearance 
of anti-Trotskyist prejudices inside many Communist 
parties as a result of the decisions of the Twentieth and 
Twenty-second Congresses. 

IV. The Proletarian Revolution in the 
Imperialist Countries 

SINCE the postwar revolutionary upsurge in Western 
Europe and the postwar strike wave in the United 

States, great changes have taken place in the labor 
movement and in the objective conditions it faces in 
the imperialist countries. Contrary to the expectations 
of both Marxist and non-Marxist economists, the cap­
italist economy of the advanced industrialized coun­
tries, including Japan, underwent an expansion not ex­
perienced since World War I, i.e., for nearly half a cen­
tury. The interaction of such economic growth and the 
treacherous opportunist policies of the traditional work­
ing-class leaderships in Western Europe and the trade 
union bureaucracy in the U.S., in the absence of an 
alternative revolutionary leadership, made possible the 
temporary relative stabilization of capitalism in Eu­
rope. The main center of the revolutionary movement 
thereupon shifted for the time being to the colonial 
countries. 

This temporary development fostered both revisionist 
and defeatist views of the proletarian revolution in the 
imperialist countries. Each of these standpoints rules 
out the possibility of the proletariat realistically strug­
gling for power in the West for a long time to come. 
Since it is impossible not to note that the general 
world trend is running against capitalism, protagonists 
of these concepts expect essentially outside forces to 
eventually overcome capitalism in the imperialistcen-
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ters. A theory current in leading circles among many 
Communist parties is that the economic progress of the 
USSR will eventually solve the problem of winning 
socialism in the West. When the living standard of the 
Soviet people rises above the living standards of the 
West European and North American workers, then 
these workers will automatically turn toward com­
munism. Another theory, voiced more or less conscious­
ly by ideologists like Sweezy and Sartre, is that the 
colonial revolution will eventually bring down impe­
rialism and that the vanguard· in the advanced capital­
ist countries cannot play a much bigger role than ac­
tively aiding the colonial revolutionists. 

Both theories are based on a single wrong assump­
tion; i.e., that it is impossible for the Western prole­
tariat to fulfill its historic mission in the next decades. 
This pessimistic assumption is then made less bitter by 
assuming that there are other alternatives which should 
be taken as goals of action. Under careful analysis, 
however, the imagined alternatives do not stand up as 
realistic. 

Even if the USSR's per capita production overtakes 
that of the United States within the next ten years, at 
least another decade will be needed to overtake the 
U.S. per capita standard of living, since this is a com­
bination of current production and past accumulation 
of consumer goods and public welfare provisions. A 
catastrophic fall in the living standard of the American 
and West European workers due to a major economic 
crisis would, of course, change this perspective. But 
then it is obvious that the revolutionary consequences 
of the crisis would be much more important than the 
attractive power that might be exercized by Soviet 
economic growth. 

Even if the USSR's per capita standard of living be­
comes the highest in the world, it does not follow that 
this in itself would break down capitalism in the West, 
for it would not automatically lead to depressions, eco­
nomic decline and a lowering of the workers' standard 
of living. Those who defend this theory start from the 
wrong assumption that the proletariat in the West is 
basically "satisfied" with the present economic "pro­
sperity" and lacks awareness of the deeper aspects of 
the alienation that permeates capitalist society. 

As for the capacity of the colonial revolution by it­
self to cause the downfall of Western imperialism 
we have already analyzed the reasons why this is an 
unrealistic perpective. 

The truth is that both these defeatist theories con­
cerning the revolutionary potential of the Western pro­
letariat lead in the final analysis to the absurd .con­
clusion that imperialism is still assured of a long period 
of stable existence. 

The basic fallacy in all variations of these theories is 
their crude mechanistic economic determinism. The un­
spoken premise is that a working class enjoying a rela­
tively high standard of living is unwilling or unable to 
fight for the overthrow of capitalism. The assump­
tion is groundless both theoretically and empirically. 
On the level of theory it should be clear that the at­
titude of the workers is determined by many forces 
among which the absolute level of the standard of liv­
ing is only one among other determinants. It makes a 
world of difference whether a high standard of living 
is the result of working-class struggles, and therefore 
appears as a series of conquests that must be defended 
or whether it appears to the workers to be a "gift" from 
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a "beneficent" set of masters. In the first case a high 
standard of living can give powerful impulsion to 
militancy rather than acting as a brake; in the second 
case a high standard of living can have a demoralizing 
effect, feeding the class-collaborationist illusions cul­
tivated by the bourgeois spokesmen and the ideologists 
of the right wing of the labor movement. On the em­
piricallevel, Marx gathered considerable material show­
ing the revolutionary effect on the British workers 
when they won the ten-hour day in the past .century. 
Rosa Luxemburg called attention to the revolutionary 
effect of all fundamental trade-union achievements. 
Recent strike waves in Belgium, Spain and Italy -
spearheaded by the best-paid workers - again proves 
that it is quite false to hold that the highest paid 
workers are automatically "corrupted" by "capitalist 
prosperity." 

What both theory and experience do prove is that 
the most revolutionary consequences follow not so much 
from the absolute level of real wages and living stand­
ards as from their relative short-term fluctuations. At­
tempts to lower even slightly a hard-won high level, or 
the widespread fear that such an attempt is in pre­
paration, can under certain conditions touch off great 
class actions that tend to pass rapidly from the defen­
sive to the offensive stage and put on the agenda strug­
gles of an objectively prerevolutionary significance 
around transitional slogans. Such struggles may even 
lead to revolutionary situations. 

Two generations of revolutionists in the West have 
been educated in the belief that revolutionary situations 
in industrialized countries coincide with big crises or 
complete breakdowns of the capitalist economy and 
state such as occur in war or military defeat (Germany 
and Central Europe after World War I, Greece, France 
and Italy after World War II). But again theory and 
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history prove that this is but one road to possible rev­
olutionary crisis in a highly developed industrial coun­
try. The big strike wave of 1936-37, and along with it 
the Spanish Revolution, came neither at the end of a 
war nor at the peak of a major economic breakdown. 
They came in the period of relative economic recovery 
between the two big crises of 1929 and 1938. A whole 
series of contributing factors - the most important 
being the threat of fascism and the desire of the work­
ers to make up for the suffering borne during the big 
economic crisis - gave this strike wave a pre-revolu­
tionary character in the U.S. and Belgium and a rev­
olutionary character in France. In the imperialist coun­
tries in the next five to ten years such revolutionary 
crises and opportunities are much more likely to occur 
than crises of the breakdown type of 1918-19 or 1944-48. 

No Marxist, of course, will deny that a long period 
of economic "prosperity" brings changes in the prole­
tariat's mode of life and thought. Habits formed during 
long periods of misery - indifference toward personal 
property in consumer goods, the tendency to express 
immediate solidarity in sharing money, the acceptance 
of daily sacrifices as normal, the indifference and hos­
tility toward many institutions and the whole super­
structure of capitalism - gradually disappear. New 
habits and ways of thinking appear which, to super­
ficial observers, seem "petty bourgeois." It is a mis­
take, however, to approach these changes from an ab­
stract "moral" point of view - the idealization of 
misery, degradation and the reduction of needs to pure­
ly physiological levels is wrong in theory and very dan­
gerous in practice! New ways of thinking and acting are 
important only as they serve to retard or advance the 
class struggle under given conditions. The automobile 
of the American workers - taken not so long ago by 
many people as the symbol of the "petty-bourgeois 
mentality of the American proletariat" - became the 
instrument of a completely new and radical strike 
technique at the end of World War II. The scooter and 
motorbike of the European worker appeared during the 
Belgian general strike in the form of flying strike 
squads, an embryo of the future revolutionary defense 
guards of the Belgian proletariat. 

If some of the obviously fine qualities of the under­
nourished proletariat of yesterday seem to have dis­
appeared among Western workers, other good new 
qualities have appeared, precisely as a result of the 
higher standard of living and culture gained by the 
proletariat in the West. The gap between the knowl­
edge of the skilled worker and the bourgeois technician 
has virtually disappeared or been greatly reduced. 
Technologically the Western worker is much more cap­
able of socialist self-management today than was his 
father or grandfather, and he feels more strongly the 
need to play a conscious leading role in the process 
of production. 

It is also easier for today's worker to reach an un­
derstanding of the over-all economic interaction among 
all the factors, the intertwining of aU economic prob­
lems and the needs and practical purposes of socialist 
planning. The increase in leisure time in many coun­
tries also means the increased possibility to participate 
on a mass scale in political administration, something 
that never existed in the past. It is not for Marxists 
to deny the basic Marxist truth that. capitalism is the 
great educator of the workers for socialism, at least 
on the economic field. 
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THE mechanism through which prerevolutionary or 
even revolutionary situations can arise in the 

framework of the relatively stabilized capitalist eco­
nomics of the Western imperialist countries can be 
briefly stated as follows: 

After a first period of rapid economic expansion fed 
essentially by the war preparations, by the need for 
reconstruction (both absolute and relative; i.e., rebuild­
ing destroyed cities and plants, modernizing outmoded 
equipment) in Europe and Japan, and by the big wave 
of technological revolution spurred by both reconstruc­
tion and preparations for a new world war, the eco­
nomies of the imperialist countries have now entered 
a period in which the forces of expansion are slowly 
spending themselves and in which competition among 
the newly equipped imperialist countries is sharpening 
in a world market that is relatively smaller as a result 
of the victories in the colonial revolution and the 
economic expansion of the workers' states. This in­
creased competition, heightened still further by the 
constitution of the Common Market in Western Eu­
rope, will strengthen the inevitable tendency for the 
average rate of profit to decline. (In the final analysis 
this tendency is a consequence of the new technological 
revolutions; i.e., of the higher organic composition of 
capital.) 

In reaction to these tendencies, the capitalist class 
will seek periodically to ameliorate its positions in the 
competitive struggle by slowing down the date of in­
crease of real wages, by freezing wages, or even by 
trying to reduce real wages, especially in the imperial­
ist countries where the workers enjoy the highest rela­
tive wages. The response of the proletariat to these at­
tacks can lead to great struggles that will tend to move 
toward pre-revolutionary and even revolutionary situa­
tions, provided that the working class, or at least its 
broad vanguard, has sufficient self-confidence to ad­
vance the socialist alternative to the capitalist way of 
running the economy and the country. This in tUrn 
hinges essentially on the activity and influence of a 
broad left wing in the labor movement that educates 
the vanguard in the necessity of struggling for this 
socialist alternative and that builds up self-confidence 
and an apparatus capable of revolutionary struggle 
through a series of successful partial struggles. 

This is, of course, only a generalized pattern in which 
various particular variants should be included: the pos­
sibility of the working class reacting violently against 
an attempt to limit or suppress its fundamental political 
and trade-union rights (against an attempt to impose a 
"strong" state or against an emergent fascist danger); 
the possibility of a swift reaction to a sudden financial 
or political crisis; the possibility of mass opposition 
against an attempt to launch a new colonial war, or 
against general preparations for war, etc. The essential 
point for revolutionary Marxists is to link up the 
program of revolutionary socialism with the masses 
through a series of transitional demands corresponding 
to the specific conditions of each country and through 
intimate ties with the mass movement. The objective is 
to stimulate and broaden mass struggles to the utmost 
and to move as much as possible toward playing a lead­
ing role in such struggles, beginning with the most ele­
mentary demands and seeking to develop them in the 
direction of transitional slogans on the level of govern­
ment power and the creation of bodies of dual power. 
(Labor to Power; For a Workers Government; A Work-

INTERNATi-oNAL SOCIALIST REVIEW 



ers and Peasants Government; A Workers Government 
Based on the Trade Unions; and other variants.) 

In the United States the wave of working-class mili­
tancy which can lead to a decisive turn in the domestic 
situation will in all likelihood follow a comparable pat­
tern. It will come about as the capitalist class under­
mines its alliance with the trade-union bureaucracy by 
starting to pass on to the American working class the 
cost of measures required to counteract the chronic 
deficit of the balance of payments, mounting inflation 
and depreciation of the dollar accompanied by sup­
pression of escalator clauses in collective contracts, at­
tempts to freeze or lower real wages in order to im­
prove the competitive position in foreign markets, in­
creased indirect taxation of low and medium incomes, 
etc. The long-range tendency toward rising permanent 
unemployment and the relative whittling down of trade 
union strength will add to the ferment. The first major 
moves of the capitalist class against the working class 
could touch off a tremendous defensive reaction, forcing 
some union leaders to break their alliance with the 
Democratic party and finally opening up the road for 
the appearance of a mass labor party. 

The most probable variant in the next few years is, 
therefore, the following: the colonial revolution will 
continue, involving new countries and deepening its 
social character as more workers' states appear. It will 
not lead directly to the overthrow of capitaJism in the 
imperialist centers but it will play a powerful role in 
building a new world revolutionary leadership as is al­
ready clear from the emergence of Castroist currents. 
The pressure of the masses in the workers' states will 
continue, with a tendency toward increasing mass ac­
tion and the possible beginning of political revolution 
in several workers' states. Both these developments 
will favorably influence the resurgence of mass mili­
tancy among the proletariat in the imperialist countries, 
reinforcing a tendency stemming directly from the 
socio-economic mechanism of advanced capitalism and 
the slowing down of its rate of expansion. 

The possibility of a working-class victory in an im­
perialist country - not just Portugal or Spain but the 
other West European countries and Japan, Australia 
and Canada - thus exists in the next decade. A victory 
in any of these countries would in turn hasten the 
victory of the political revolution in the key country, 
the USSR, if it had not already occurred, and these 
would react in turn to speed the victory of the Amer­
ican revolution. The victory of the socialist revolution 
in any of the advanced countries would playa decisive 
role in developing the economies of the backward 
countries at the most rapid possib1e rate. 

SINCE the close of the World War II, the imperialist 
powers have been engaged in feverish preparations 

for a third conflict. In fact imperialism has engaged in 
virtually constant wars, on a larger or smaller scale, in 
its effort to stem the advance of world revolution: the 
wars in China, Vietnam, Indonesia, Malaya, Kenya, 
Korea, Suez, Algeria, Laos, Angola, plus such interven­
tions as Eisenhower's moves in Guatemala and Leb­
anon and Kennedy's invasion of Cuba at Playa Gir6n. 
The master plan of launching nuclear war on the USSR 
and China reached dangerous levels on several occa­
sions during the past fifteen years: during the opening 
stages of the cold war, again during the American in­
vasion of North Korea, at the battle of Dien Bien-phu, 
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during the Suez CrISIS, the 1960 Berlin CrISIS, and fin­
ally and most ominously during the fall 1962 crisis 
over Cuba. 

Several conjunctural factors explain why imper­
ialism has not yet launched a full-scale atomic world 
war. Economic expansion was still possible with the 
help of periodic waves of rearmament; no major eco­
nomic crisis loomed as an immediate threat; the hope 
still exists of diverting the colonial revolution through 
a de facto alliance with an apparently "neutralist" 
colonial bourgeoisie. (An example is the so-called "neu­
tral" solution of the Laos question, in which the So­
viet bureaucracy assists American imperialism to im­
pose a halt on the Laos revolution.) 

Other considerations gave the American imperialists 
pause, forcing them to postpone their timetable. At 
the end of World War II, the American armed forces 
proved unreliable for any further wars. In the face of 
great protest strikes and "Get Us Home" demonstra­
tions, they had to be brought back to the United States 
and a totally new force constructed. In addition, pos­
sible domestic political opposition to another war had 
to be contained and reduced. The years of McCarthy­
ism cut deeply into democratic rights and civil liber­
ties in the U.S. but it is stiU doubtful that the public 
is really conditioned to accept another world war. The 
experience in Korea was very revealing in this respect. 
It rapidly became the most unpopular war in American 
history, and the adventure had to be brought to a halt. 
The colonial revolution has played a similar role by 
helping to bring the Negro movement in the United 
States increasingly into the political arena as a poten­
tially strong independent force which could easily link 
up with any moves toward a labor party among the 
trade unions and political opposition to another warld 
war. The possibility of American troops becoming "con­
taminated" by revolutionary ideas through contact with 
the forces against which they must be pitted also en­
ters into the calculations which have caused American 
imperialism to hesitate at going over the brink into 
another world war. 

In addition, nuclear war brings a new element to 
bear in war as an extension of politics - the very real 
possibility of suicide. A war that promises self-destruc­
tion loses its main purpose - which is victory and en­
joyment of the spoils of conquest. The American im­
perialists have brandished the H-bomb for many years 
but still find themselves not quite capable of emulat­
ing Hitler in setting the torch to the funeral pyre they 
have put together. Thus, much as certain warmongers 
urge the rulers holding decisive power to take the 
final plunge, they have felt a still stronger compulsion 
to postpone the final reckoning. 

Conscious of the danger that the capitalist system 
now faces of going down altogether, its statesmen have 
sought to strengthen it internally since the end of 
World War II. Behind the major policies of world cap­
italism is the view that survival of the system can be 
assured, or its demise postponed, only through a world­
wide strategy of defense against the forces of the world 
proletarian revolution. The main capitalist countries 
and the satellites tied to them through interlocking 
military alliances (NATO, SEATO, etc.) have been 
acting as a world capitalist police force. 

But while American imperialism must necessarily 
mobilize world capitalism as a whole for the assault 
on the workers' states, particularly Western Europe 
and Japan, the capitalist system is far from mono-
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lithic. The old imperialist powers like Britain and 
France, reduced to the status of mere satellites to the 
American colossus, may well find it highly profitable 
to prepare for war and to accept the American hand­
outs needed to shore up their structures. Experience 
has taught them, however, that war itself is not nec­
essarily as profitable as its preparation. And this ele­
mentary truth holds especially in the case of nuclear 
war which can end in the destruction of all the higher 
forms of life on this planet, including capitalists. They 
thus exhibit a strong tendency to drag their feet as 
doomsday draws nearer. A sudden move by a de Gaulle 
exposes unexpectedly deep fissures in the capitalist al­
liances and new doubts are thrust upon the rulers of 
the West. 

Insofar as changes in the relationship of forces due 
to the colonial revolution, the class struggle in the cap­
italist countries, the economic situation of capitalism 
or the economic progress of the workers' states do not 
threaten to put an immediate end to capitalism, a new 
compromise is always possible between the heads of the 
two main opposing camps. As long as they do not face 
an immediate major threat, both U.S. imperialism and 
the Soviet bureaucracy will remain facing each other, 
striving to gain better positions or to avoid falling into 
worse ones, to strengthen their economic and military 
power, to acquire new allies or to avoid losing old 
ones, always seeking a compromise when the opponent 
appears ready to plunge into war. It is a dangerous 
game. How secure is the "security space" that each side 
tries to keep in reserve? It can be punctured at any 
time by an "error" or by a "misunderstanding" or by 
an act of mad folly. 

In the face of nearly unanimous scientific opinion 
that a full-scale nuclear world war would signify the 
complete destruction of human civilization, if not the 
very physical existence of all mankind, it is obvious 
that the central strategic goal of the world labor move­
ment cannot be a speculative victory in an atomic world 
war. To build communism, mankind must exist. A cer­
tain minimum material infrastructure is also neces­
sary. Any assumption that "communist consciousness" 
is sufficient to build communism in a world of radio­
active ruins, drops below the level of the primitive 
pre-Marxist utopians. The goal must be to prevent 
an atomic world war. 

For a time, the development of Soviet nuclear weap­
ons was a necessary step toward prevention of a nu­
clear world war. Without the Soviet A-bomb, a world 
war would have certainly broken out as a consequence 
of the local wars in either Korea or Vietnam. But at 
a certain point, the only means of preventing a nuclear 
world war is the disarmament of imperialism by the 
workers of the imperialist countries. This is feasible 
since atomic weapons cannot be used in a civil conflict 
without the capitalist class committing mass suicide -
an outcome of remote possibility despite the appear­
ance of such insane slogans as "Better dead than red." 

A world nuclear war is not inevitable. The realistic 
alternative is to disarm imperialism by overthrowing 
it in its main bastions. The interacting process of col­
onial revolution, political revolution in the workers' 
states and proletarian revolution in the imperialist 
countries has this as one of its end results. The de­
velopment of this process operates in a dual way on 
the outlook of the imperialists. As the revolutionary 
forces grow stronger, the imperialists become less and 
less confident in their own ultimate perspective and 
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more hestitant about staking everything on nuclear 
war. On the other hand the very same development 
increases their tendency to close their eyes to the fu­
ture. When they feel that no other alternative is open 
but passive capitulation before the revolution, they are 
capable of plunging into a fatal adventure. But at a 
certain point, the momentum of the class struggle will 
place the workers in the imperialist countries in posi­
tion to intervene in. time and prevent imperialism from 
unleashing nuclear war. 

In the final analysis only the victory of the prole­
tariat in the most highly developed imperialist coun­
tries, above all the victory of the American proletariat, 
can free mankind definitively from the nightmare of 
nuclear annihilation. This is the revolutionary-socialist 
solution which the Fourth International opposes to the 
utopian illusions of "peaceful coexistence" and "vic­
tory" in a nuclear world war. The classical alternative, 
socialism or barbarism, today boils down to a socialist 
America or the nuclear destruction of the human race. 

In this way revolutionary Marxism today brings to 
all sectors of the world proletariat a single integrated 
concept of world revolution, full support to wars of 
liberation waged by colonial peoples being an import­
ant contribution to the coming disarmament of imper­
ialism by the proletariat of the imperialist countries. 
For the same reason, transition slogans of a unilateral 
pacifist nature in imperialist countries, far from being 
"reactionary" or "utopian," as old-time pacifism was, 
can play an extremely progressive role provided that 
they are linked with other transitional slogans culmin­
ating in the working-class struggle for power. 

v. The Fourth International 

T HE year 1963 marks the twenty-fifth anniversary 
of the Fourth International and nearly four dec­

ades since the label of "Trotskyism" began to be at­
tached to revolutionary socialism. In ideas, our move­
ment has been very productive, more than justifying 
its existence by this alone. In its programmatic dec­
larations and in its participation in the class struggle 
on a world-wide scale it has proved itself to be the le­
gitimate heir and continuator of the great tradition of 
revolutionary Marxism. Events have proved it right on 
so many points that even its antagonists have had to 
borrow from its arsenal, though in a partial, one-sided 
or distorted way. 

The struggle led by Leon Trotsky and the Left Op­
position for rapid planned industrialization of the USSR 
as the only means to prevent the kulak from under­
mining the socialist mode of production in industry 
and the monopoly of foreign trade was vindicated as 
early as 1927-28. Hardly anyone in the world labor 
movement today doubts the correctness of the Trot­
skyist struggle against Stalin's notorious theory and 
practice of "social fascism" in the early thirties which 
paved the way for Hitler. The Trotskyist critique of 
the theory and practice of "popular frontism" has been 
shown to be correct in the most painful way, again and 
again, by the unnecessary defeats suffered by the work­
ing class when objective conditions were most favor­
able for victory as in France and Spain in 1935-37; 
in France, Italy and Greece in 1943-48; etc. 

The Trotskyist exposures and denunciations of the 
crimes of Stalin in the thirties have now finally had 
their belated echo in official Soviet doctrine, beginning 
with Khrushchev's admissions at the Twentieth Con-
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gress of the CPSU. The validity of the Trotskyist ex­
planation of the character of the bureaucracy as a so­
cial force has become accepted by all serious students 
of the Soviet Union. It is even reflected in the theor­
etical basis and justification offered by the Yugoslav 
government in its experimentation with workers' coun­
cils and self-management. The correctness of the Trot­
skyist struggle for the revival in the Soviet Union of 
the Leninist norms of proletarian democracy received 
striking confirmation in the more or less spontaneous 
appearance of workers' councils at the very beginning 
of the political revolution in Poland and Hungary in 
October 1956. 

The timeliness of even some of the oldest Trotskyist 
positions is graphically shown by the following case: 
In 1923 Trotsky held that if a certain degree of bureau­
cratization of a workers' state in an underdeveloped 
country is objectively inevitable, then it is the task of 
a revolutionary party to limit this to the utmost by 
developing all the objective and subjective conditions 
favoring working-class political activity and participa­
tion in the management of the state and economy. 
Above all the extent and gravity of the danger should 
not be denied, nor should the party succumb to the 
pressure of the bureaucracy, still less itself become 
an instrument for helping the bureaucracy to usurp 
power. In 1962 Fidel Castro voiced burning denun­
ciations of the incipient bureaucracy in the Cuban 
workers' state and followed this by condemning the 
bureaucracy as being based on materially privileged 
elements in the state and the economy, divorced from 
the mass of workers. The attack Fidel Castro launched 
against the Anibal Escalantes of Cuba sounded like a 
repetition of Leninist and Trotskyist speeches heard in 
the Soviet Union almost forty years ago! 

In the same way the theory of the permanent revolu­
tion, kept alive by the Fourth International as a pre­
cious heritage received from Trotsky, has been con­
firmed to the hilt both negatively and positively. (Neg­
atively, by any number of defeats of the revolution 
and by the inability of the bourgeois leaderships in 
countries like India, Tunisia, Morocco, etc., to carry 
out a radical land reform; positively, by the fact that 
wherever some of the historical tasks of the bourgeois 
democratic revolution, above all land reform, have 
been carried out it has been through establishment of 
a workers' state as in Yugoslavia, China, Vietnam and 
Cuba.) 

The Trotskyist estimate of the fundamental change 
in the world relationship of forces which occurred with 
the victory of the Chinese Revolution is today accepted 
by the whole international communist and revolution­
ary movement. The Trotskyist analysis of the class 
nature of the Soviet Union enabled us to foresee as 
early as 1946-47 that even in the countries occupied 
and bled white by the Soviet bureaucracy in Eastern 
Europe, a great upsurge of productive forces would 
follow the then noticeable breakdown if the structure 
of these countries were to be adapted to that of the 
Soviet Union. 

The Trotskyist analysis of the world situation enabled 
us to foresee before Stalin's death the upsurge of the 
Soviet proletariat and the deepening crisis of Stalinism 
which would eventually head toward political revolu­
tion and the restoration of Leninist-type proletarian 
democracy. The Fourth International was the only ten­
dency inside the international labor movement which, 
at t,he height of West European "prosperity" and on 
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de Gaulle's coming to power, kept faith in the revolu­
tionary potential of the European proletariat, thereby 
accurately foreseeing the new working-class struggles 
which in 1960 began flaring up in Belgium, Spain, 
Italy and elsewhere. 

I F WE turn from the field of ideas to that of organiza­
tiOon, the world Trotskyist movement appears to be 

far less successful. With the exception of Ceylon, the 
Fourth International has not yet achieved durable 
mass influence in any country. Its sections are still 
nuclei of future mass revolutionary parties rather than 
revolutionary parties in the full sense of the word; 
i.e., organizations able under their own banmer to mo­
bilize sizeable sectors of the working c1ass. 

This gap between the power and correctness of the 
program of Trotskyism and its weakness as an organ­
ized movement has been noted repeatedly, especially 
by new layers coming from large Ccmmunist parties 
and colonial revolutionary organizations. They incline 
to agree with the programmatic concepts of Trotskyism 
but remain skeptical about the organizational achieve­
ments and possibilities of the Trotskyist movement. 
The contradiction is a real one and deserves the most 
thoughtful consideration. 

First of all, the problem must be brought into his­
torical perspective. The Trotskyist movement has no 
interests separate and apart from the lOong-range ones 
of the world proletariat. It is not interested in con­
structing an "organization" simply for its own sake or 
as a mere pressure group. The organization it seeks 
to build is a definite means to a definite end - the 
victory of the proletariat on a world scale. This re­
quires the highest possible consciousness, and therefore 
complete honesty and integrity, no matter how bitter 
the immediate consequences. These qualities often con­
tradict rapid construction of an organization. The 
Fourth International has no choice but to follow this 
difficult course, for it is demanded by the interests 
of the world socialist revolution. Insofar as it repre­
sents the theoretical and political consciousness of that 
mighty process, its own ultimate fate cannot be sep­
arated from it. 

To assess the strengths and weaknesses of the Fourth 
International in a more reasonable way, it is well to 
compare it with its predecessors. The First Interna­
tional, established under the direct leadership of Marx 
and Engels, never achieved great organizational 
strength, no matter how stupendous its theoretical ac­
complishments were in the history of mankind. The 
Second International added to the theory of Marxism 
and built huge organizations. But these all ended in 
the debacle of 1914. To achieve victory in Russia, the 
left wing found it necessary to split from the parent 
organization. The Third International moved ahead 
rapidly under the beneficent guidance of the Bolshe­
viks only to succumb to Stalinism and end finally in 
shameful dissolution as a wartime gift from the Krem­
lin to Roosevelt, the political chief of Allied imperial­
ism. Obviously it is not easy to construct a revolution­
ary-socialist International and bring it to successful 
accomplishment of its aims. 

Bearing in mind the program for which the world 
Trotskyist movement is struggling, it is quite super­
ficial to accuse it of organizational stagnation. It is 
many times stronger today than at its inception in the 
days of the Left Opposition in the Soviet Union or at 
the time of the assassination of it founder. Less than 
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ten sections were present at the founding conference 
of the Fourth International in 1938; less than twenty 
at its Second World Congress in 1948. Today Trotsky­
ist organizations exist in forty countries and most of 
these organizations are stronger than they were ten or 
twenty years ago - if they existed at all at that time. 

Two significant developments must be stressed. In 
the first place the Trotskyist movement in recent 
years has grown in a notable way, more or less follow­
ing the general rise of revolutionary developments on 
a world scale. This fact in itself proves that the Trot­
skyist movement corresponds to the objective needs 
oj the world proletariat and is not a mere passing phe­
nomenon peculiar to particular countries for a brief 
phase. Especially worth noting is its success as against 
other oppositional trends in the communist movement 
which began initially with much greater strength. 
Among these we may list the Bordiguists in Italy, the 
Brandlerites in Germany, the Lovestonites in the 
United States, the Catalan Federation in Spain, the 
Communist League in Japan, and a number of others. 
All these "national communist" oppositional tendencies 
completely failed to develop into world-wide organ­
izations and most of them have all but disappeared or 
are weaker than the Trotskyist forces even in their 
home base. It should be observed that one competitive 
oppositional trend, the Yugoslav Titoists, have held 
state power for nearly twenty years, and yet have 
proved incapable of offering a serious challenge on the 
international field. 

Secondly, Trotskyism has again and again proved 
its attractiveness to revolutionary-minded youth 
whether originating in the Social Democratic or Com­
munist parties and in countries as different as the 
United States and Belgium, France and Japan, Indo­
nesia and Italy, Greece and Britain. This is striking 
proof that the Trotskyist movement corresponds to a 
burning need on an international scale felt by thousands 
of vanguard elements moving away from the oppor­
tunist polices of the traditional working-class leader­
ship and seeking ways and means of buiJding a new 
alternative revolutionary leadership capable of guiding 
mass struggles to success. 

The contradiction between the correctness of the 
program of Trotskyism and the organizational weak­
ness of the movement struggling for its realization is 
not new. In the late twenties and in the thirties it 
commonly took the form of the skeptical question, 
"If Trotsky was so right, how did he happen to lose 
power to Stalin and why is he unable to regain it?" 

What iras lost sight of in this personal symboliza­
tion of the problem was the ebb and flow of opposing 
social forces which Trotsky and Stalin represented. 
Trotsky's incapacity to hold power after 1924 was di-
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rectly related to his capacity to win power in a situa­
tion like that of 1917. In remaining faithful to the long­
range interests of the proletariat, Trotsky had to share 
its temporary eclipse in the Soviet Union under the rise 
of the reactionary social forces which Stalin came to 
represent and to express. With the downfall of the 
Stalin cult, Trotsky's star has again begun to rise in 
the Soviet Union - in other words, the proletariat 
there is once more beginning to move into the poli­
tical arena. 

I N THE final analysis, the fate of the Trotskyist move­
ment is linked to the dialectical interrelationship 

between the three sectors of the world revolution. This 
is the necessary basis for any real understanding of 
the organizational vicissitudes of the Trotskyist move­
ment, including solutions for its most difficult organ­
izational problems. 

Being proved theoretically correct in the twenties 
and thirties did not lead automatically to the strength­
ening of the Trotskyist movement. Trotsky's theory 
explained why the British general strike of 1926 was 
lost, why the Chinese Revolution of 1925-27 was lost, 
why Hitler was able to come to power virtually un­
opposed, why the Spanish Revolution was defeated 
and why the great upsurge in the French labor move­
ment in the middle thirties came to naught. But these 
defeats were defeats for the proletariat and therefore 
defeats for the Trotskyist movement and it suffered 
the most heavily of all. Its cadres were decimated, 
whether through discouragement, capitulation, im­
prisonment, or outright murder. All world reaction 
centered its most terrible blows against the Trotskyist 
movement - from Stalin through Roosevelt to Hitler. 
In all history no radical political movement has suf­
fered such persecution or received so little help from 
sources outside its own ranks as the Trotskyist move­
ment. That the pioneers could hang on at all is mon­
umental testimony to the tenacity of the human will. 

With the turn of the class struggle on an interna­
tional scale at the end of World War II, it might have 
been expected that the Trotskyist movement would be 
the first to profit from the new upsurge. Its interre­
lationship with the concrete process of world revolution 
proved to be more complicated than that. The Trot­
skyist movement could benefit only in the final analysis 
and in the long range. 

To understand this, it is necessary to go back to the 
most important single event in World War II - the 
victory of the Soviet Union. This victory started a 
chain reaction, the end of which is not yet in sight. 
The oppressed peoples of the world turned again as 
they had at previous times to the first workers' state 
for inspiration and guidance. But government power 
in the Soviet Union was held by the Stalinist bureau­
cracy. Consequently this bureaucracy - and not Trot­
skyism - was temporarily strengthened. 

This paradox was explained at the time by the Trot­
skyist movement. We also forecast that the very forces 
strengthening the bureaucracy would soon begin to 
undermine it, and the end consequence would be the 
doom of Stalinism. It took until 1956, however, for this 
process to register even partially in the official declar­
ations of the Soviet government, and it is only today 
that the world monolith has been shattered irrevocably, 
opening the way for new political currents that tend 
to gravitate toward Trotskyism. The tendency can 
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clearly be seen in the pattern of the rise of the work­
ers' states since the end of the war - from Eastern 
Europe to Yugoslavia and China and finally to Cuba, 
the leadership has demonstrated increasing independ­
ence from the Soviet bureaucracy. 

The tendency can be seen in another way. The break­
up of the Stalinist monolith has been accompanied by 
an increasing necessity for discussion among the Com­
munist parties, and an increasing need to deal with 
real issues in a reasoned way instead of in Stalin's 
way of substituting false issues and replacing reason 
by epithets, slander and frame-ups. It is instructive 
for instance to see that one of the major points under 
world-wide debate today is the necessity of extending 
the proletarian revolution as the only realistic way to 
end the threat of imperialist war. Clearly the disputants 
are nearing what up to now has been considered ex­
clusively the realm of Trotskyist discourse. The victory 
of the Soviet Union in the war, the victory of the Yu­
goslav and Chinese Revolutions and most recently the 
Cuban Revolution, as well as the destruction of the 
Stalin cult, cannot help but strengthen Trotskyism. 
As I. F. Stone, the acute American radical journalist 
observed after a trip to Cuba, the revolutionists there 
are "unconscious" Trotskyists. With the coming of full 
consciousness among these and related currents, Trot­
skyism will become a powerful current. 

This in turn will influence the development of the 
three sectors of the world revolution. The appearance 
of mass Trotskyist parties will bring to bear a new 
powerful force in the political arena. Even before these 
parties gain majority status in various countries, their 
mere presence and the partial successes they will begin 
to register can profoundly influence world events by 
hastening the natural rhythm of the revolutionary 
process in the three main sectors. 

THE cadres of the Fourth International carried out 
their revolutionary duty in keeping alive the pro­

gram of Trotskyism and adding to it as world events 
dictated. But this does not signify that the organiza­
tions adhering to the program of Trotskyism were im­
mune to the effects of long years of isolation and per­
secution. Two main problems have proved of perennial 
concern. At times a tendency has appeared here or 
there that sought a short cut to the establishment of 
a mass organization. Such experiments have in every 
instance proved disastrous, ending in the disappearance 
from the revolutionary-socialist movement of many of 
those who became caught up in these adventures. A 
greater problem has been the occasional rise of sec­
tarian tendencies. In contrast to the opportunists, who 
seek escape from the pressure of the hostile environ­
ment by moving away from principles, sectarians re­
treat into the books and convert the texts into dogmas. 
A revolutionist isolated by circumstances over which 
he has no control can fall into sectarianism quite un­
consciously. It is therefore a more insidious danger for 
a small organization than opportunism, which is gen­
erally easier to recognize. 

The building of an alternative leadership of the 
working class; i.e., of new revolutionary mass parties, 
remains the central task of our epoch. The problem is 
not that of repeating over and over again this elemen­
tary truth, but of explaining concretely how it is to 
be done. In fact, the building of revolutionary mass 
parties combines three concrete processes: the process 
of defending and constantly enriching the Marxist 
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revolutionary program; of building, educating and 
hardening a revolutionary Marxist cadre; and of win­
ning mass influence for this cadre. These three pro­
cesses are dialectically intertwined. Divorced from the 
mass movement, a revolutionary cadre becomes a sect. 
Divorced from the program of revolutionary Marxism, 
cadres immersed in the mass movement eventually 
succumb to opportunism. And divorced from practical 
testing by cadres struggling as part and parcel of the 
masses, the revolutionary program itself becomes os­
sified and degenerates into a sterile incantation of 
dogmatic formulas. 

The world Trotskyist movement has given much 
consideration to the problem of setting out with small 
forces to win the working class and organize it into 
a party capable of challenging the rule of the capital­
ist class. The over-all principle on which it has pro­
ceeded on the organizational level is the Leninist dic­
tum that a revolutionist must not permit himself to 
be separated from his class under any circumstances. 
It is thus the norm for Trotskyists to belong to the 
union of their trade or industry and to play an active 
role in union affairs no matter how reactionary the 
union bureaucracy may be. They likewise belong to 
the big organizations of the masses whether they be 
nationalistic, cultural or political in character. Insofar 
as possible, they advance the ideas and program of 
Trotskyism among the members of these organizations 
and seek to recruit from them. 

In countries where the masses have an old tradition 
of class consciousness and powerful political organiza­
tions, as in Western Europe and Australia, an especially 
difficult problem is posed for the revolutionary nuclei. 
Because of this tradition and the power of their num­
bers, these organizations command deep loyalty from 
the workers. As a result of past defeats and the long 
period of bureaucratic ·control over the labor move­
ment, the masses, when they display readiness to take 
the road of revolutionary action, do not begin with 
a fully developed Marxist consciousness but with an 
outlook which is closer to left centrism. 

In addition to this, the bureaucratic leaderships do 
not facilitate bringing revolutionary Marxist educa­
tional material to the ranks. They operate as ruthless 
permanent factions, completely hostile to the ideas of 
Trotskyism and prepared to engage in witch hunting 
and the use of the most undemocratic measures against 
those who advance fresh or challenging views. 

Such are the general conditions that must be faced 
by the revolutionary nuclei. They have no choice but 
to practice "entryism"; that is, to participate as an 
integrated component in the internal life of the mass 
movement. The special function of the nuclei in such 
situations is to advance transitional slogans that serve 
to bridge the gap between the inadequate conscious­
ness of the masses and the objective need to enter into 
action on the road to revolution. The revolutionary 
nuclei actively participate in building left-wing ten­
denciescapable of leading broader .and broader sec­
tions of the masses into action. Through the experiences 
built up in these actions, they assist in transforming 
the best forces of these centrist or left-centrist ten­
dencies into genuine revolutionary Marxists. 

The purpose of "entryism" is not to construct a 
"pressure group," as some critics have charged, but 
to build a mass revolutionary Marxist party in the 
real conditions that must be faced in a number of 
countries. The tactic is mined with dangers and dif-
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ficulties and cannot be successfully carried out unless 
these are constantly borne in mind. But for a certain 
stage of work, no practical alternative remains open. 
Owing to national peculiarities, the tactic has many 
variants. It must be applied with great flexibility and 
without dogmatism of any kind. The norm for those 
engaging in it is to maintain a sector of open public 
work, including their own Trotskyist publication. 

No matter what the specific situation may be in 
which a Trotskyist organization finds itself, so long as 
it remains essentially a small propaganda group, it 
cannot play a leading mass role. Nevertheless it can 
work effectively in helping the masses to learn by ex­
perience through active and persistent effort at bridg­
ing the gap between their level of understanding and 
the objective situation. Stated in the most general way, 
this is also the course that must be followed to become 
a mass party. It is summed up in "The Transitional 
Program," written by Trotsky in 1938. This program 
must be kept constantly up to date through study of 
shifts in mass consciousness and through constant ef­
fort to connect up with them. 

An acute problem in relation to the construction of 
revolutionary-socialist parties in many countries is 
lack of time to organize and to gain adequate exper­
ience before the revolution breaks out. In previous 
decades this would signify certain defeat for the revo­
lution. Because of a series of new factors, however, 
this is no longer necessarily the case. The example of 
the Soviet Union, the existence of workers' states from 
whom material aid can be obtained, and the relative 
weakening of world capitalism, have made it possible 
for revolutions in some instances to achieve partial 
successes, to reach certain plateaus (where they may 
rest in unstable equilibrium as in the case of Bolivia), 
and even to go as far as the establishment of a work­
ers' state. Revolutionary Marxists in such countries 
face extremely difficult questions, from an inadequate 
level of socialist consciousness among the masses to 
a dearth of seasoned or experienced cadres to carry 
out a myriad of pressing tasks. No choice is open to 
them in such situations but to participate completely and 
wholeheartedly in the revolution and to build the party 
in the very process of the revolution itself. 

T HE building of new mass revolutionary parties re­
mains the central strategic task. To co-ordinate 

this work, the existing nuclei of these parties must 
be brought together in an international organization. 

The final test of truth, as Marxists well know, is 
human action. Without the test of action, all theory 
becomes bare and sterile. The correct analysis of the 
world situation today is more complex than ever be­
fore. One fact alone graphically iJIustrates this: the 
peoples of more than one hundred countries are for 
the first time in history constantly involved in world 
events, sometimes in a highly explosive way. Only 
analysis of the world situation constantly re-examined 
and tested in the light of practical action can enable 
all the sectors of a world-wide movement to feel the 
pulse of history in the making. Only an International 
based on democratic centralism, permitting different 
tendencies to confront each other democratically while 
uniting them in action, can allow experiences from all 
corners of the world to become properly weighed and 
translated into revolutionary tasks on a world scale. 
It is not possible on the national field any longer to 
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arrive at a correct analysis or action without a gen­
eral understanding of world developments. Never have 
countries and national sectors of the working class 
been so interdependent as today. The view that rev­
olutionary movements can be built on a "national" 
scale or in "regional" isolation has never been so be­
hind the times as in the age of Intercontinental Bal­
listic Missiles and travel in outer space. 

What is involved is the construction of something 
qualitatively different from the mere sum of the na­
tional organizations. By pooling national experience 
and opinion in accordance with the rules of democratic 
centralism it is possible to build an international lead­
ership much superior to anything within the capacity 
of a single section. The basic concept is not that of 
assembling a staff of intellectuals, however valuable 
and necessary this is, but of combining on an inter­
national scale leaderships that are deeply rooted in 
their own national soil and connected in a living way 
with the masses of their own country. An international 
leadership of that kind is capable of performing the 
difficult dual task of keeping theory up to date and 
of working out viable policies of revolutionary action 
on the great world issues of the day. 

The necessity to build a strong, democratically cen­
tralized International is underscored all the more by 
the present dialectical relationship between the three 
main sectors of the world revolution. In the advanced 
countries, the International can perform crucial serv­
ices in behalf of revolutions in colonial countries, 
opening up ways and means of appealing to the feeling 
of solidarity that exists even among the most politically 
backward workers. The International can help the 
fighters of the colonial revolution remain true inter­
nationalists, retaining their confidence in the world 
proletariat and learning to distinguish the working 
masses in the imperialist countries from the govern­
ments and the treacherous leaders of the traditional 
mass organizations. Among the advanced workers, in­
tellectuals and youth of the workers' states, the Inter­
national can play a special role in helping them to dig 
through the debris of forty years of falsification, dis­
tortion and slander as they seek to find their way to 
revolutionary Marxism. 

The victory of the Cuban Revolution has led some 
tendencies in the international labor movement to put 
a question mark on the necessity of building revolu­
tionary Marxist parties, and especially on the neces­
sity of building a democratically centralized revolu­
tionary Marxist International. Such a conclusion is all 
the more unfounded in view of the fact that Fidel 
Castro, as a result of his own experience in a living 
revolution, today stresses the decisive importance of 
building Marxist-Leninist parties in all countries. 

In truth, the need to build revolutionary mass par­
ties and a revolutionary-socialist International flows 
from the objective tasks facing the proletariat in seek­
ing power, in winning it and in exercising it after the 
victory. The inadequacy and treachery of the old lead­
erships of the working class have made the need all 
the more imperative. The threat of nuclear annihila­
tion has converted it into a matter of life and death 
for all mankind. There is no way to win world social­
ism except through revolutionary mass parties fra­
ternally associated in an international organization. 
Difficult as the task may seem, it will be accomplished 
- and in time. 
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Reunilitlltion 01 the Fourth Internlltionlll 

THE healing of a ten-year-old divi­
sion in the ranks of the majority 

of the Fourth International- the World 
Party of the Socialist Revolution -
which took place at a Reunification 
Congress held in Italy in June, marks 
a most encouraging step forward for 
the movement founded by Leon Trot­
sky in 1938. 

The two groupings of the Fourth In­
ternational that participated in the re­
unification were headed by the Inter­
national Secreta.riat and the Interna­
tional Committee, the views of the 
latter being supported in the United 
States by the Socialist Workers Party. 
With the fusion, the "United Secre­
tariat of the Fourth International," 
representing a joint leadership, was 
elected to replace the former bodies 
and to head the reunified movement. 

For some years the majority of both 
sides had felt that the political and 
organizational differences which ap­
peared in 1953 and which precipitated 
a split the following year had been 
largely superseded by events. While 
substantial differences remained, they 
were considered to be of secondary 
importance in face of the necessity and 
feasibility of combining forces on a 
world scale on the basis of a principled 
program. At the Reunification Congress, 
leaders of both sides stated that they 
had not changed their views about the 
past dispute, but all of them agreed on 
the advisability of deferring attempts 
at historic assessments and of putting 
the unsettled differences aside for con­
sideration at a later date after common 
work and new joint experiences can 
be expected to have overcome what­
ever factional feelings remain from the 
past. 

A Principled Unification 

A document submitted for the con­
sideration of the world Trotskyist 
movement by the Political Committee 
of the Socialist Workers Party, advo­
cating early reunification on the basis 
of sixteen points, was adopted unani­
mously at the Reunification Congress 
as a statement of the fundamental prin­
ciples on which both sides stand. By 
this action the document became a 
charter of the reunification. 

The three main areas of agreement 
are outlined as follows: 

First of all, in highly condensed 
form, the document restates the views 
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put forward by Trotsky in the "Transi­
tional Program" of 1938, explaining the 
agonizing world crisis of our times as 
reflecting at bottom a "prolonged crisis 
in revolutionary leadership" in face of 
the need to go forward from capitalism 
to socialism. The delay of the world 
socialist revolution is ascribed to the 
incapacities and betrayals of the tradi­
tional working-class leadership; i.e., the 
trade union, Social Democratic and Stal­
inist bureaucracies. Strong emphasis is 
placed on the need for constructing rev­
olutionary-socialist parties, and certain 
tactical problems in this process, involv­
ing membership in existing mass prole­
tarian parties ("entryism"), are noted. 
A special point reaffirms the principles 
of democratic centralism. 

Trotsky's characterization of the So­
viet Union as a workers' state that must 
be defended and of the Stalinist bu­
reaucracy as a parasitic caste that must 
be opposed and overthrown is likewise 
reaffirmed. 

Secondly, the analogous analyses made 
by the Fourth International of the new 
workers' states which have appeared 
since Trotsky's death are included. 
Prominent in this section is the char­
acterization of Cuba as a workers' state. 

Thirdly, in the current world political 
scene, de-Stalinization is recognized as a 
two-sided development of prime im­
portance, involving welcome concessions 
to the masses but intended by the bu­
reaucracy to bolster and prolong its own 
arbitrary rule against the pressures for 
proletarian democracy. The differences 
that finally shattered the Stalinist mon­
olith, now most dramatically displayed 
in the Chinese-Soviet dispute, are held 
to have been fostered by deep-going 
revolutionary processes, evident above 
all in the colonial world. 

The prominent role of the peasantry 
and of guerrilla warfare in the colonial 
revolution since the end of World War 
II is noted as an experience that "must 
be consciously incorporated into the 
strategy of building revolutionary 
Marxist parties in colonial countries." 

This section ends with strong stress 
on potential developments in the im­
perialist countries where, it is held, the 
final decisive battles will occur, de­
termining whether civilization will be 
reduced to radioactive ruins or go for­
ward to the enduring peace made pos­
sible by a socialist reorganization of 
society. 

IN ADDITION to the political positions 
indicated above, the document makes 

organizational recommendations to be 
considered at a subsequent congress 
"which, without breaching the centralist 
side of democratic centralism, would 
remove any doubts that might still re­
main as to the guarantee of democratic 
rights contained in the statutes." 

The Reunification Congress adopted 
three other important documents. Two 
of them deal with current developments 
in the Soviet bloc countries and with 
the Chinese-Soviet dispute. The third 
one, "The Dynamics of World Revolu­
tion Today," is a study of the dialectical 
interrelationship of long-range trends 
in three sectors, the colonial world, the 
Soviet bloc and the imperialist coun­
tries. We are publishing it in this issue 
of the International Socialist Review. 

The reunification of the Fourth Inter­
national was a conscious response to 
the widening opportunities for building 
revolutionary-socialist parties. In 1953 
the world Trotskyist movement was 
under heavy pressure from two major 
unfavorable developments. One was that 
although the establishment of workers' 
states in Eastern Europe and the vic­
tory of the Chinese Revolution were 
highly progressive events, an immediate 
consequence was the temporary 
strengthening of Stalinism. The other 
was the quiescence of the class struggle 
in the United States and the rise of 
McCarthyism. Today the situation is 
quite different. The strengthening of the 
Soviet Union through the proliferation 
of planned economies and the relative 
weakening of imperialism finally broke 
up Stalinist monolithism and gave fresh 
actuality to the program of Trotskyism 
in the land of its birth. The colonial 
revolution has shaken all Asia, Africa 
and Latin America, bringing the heart­
ening developments in Algeria and plac­
ing a workers' state within ninety miles 
of Florida. In the United States itself, 
the great citadel of world reaction, so­
cial stagnation has been broken with 
the rise of the Negro struggle in new 
and dynamic forms. 

To the majority of Trotskyists 
throughout the world it became in­
creasingly self-evident that the con­
tinued division of the Fourth Interna­
tional was anachronistic and that vigor­
ous efforts must be made to heal the 
split so that united forces could be 
brought to bear in the promising situa-
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tions devolping in all directions. The 
victory of the Cuban Revolution and 
the fact that both sides, through parallel 
analyses, reached virtually identical 
conclusions concerning its meaning 
powerfully reinforced the trend toward 
reunification. 

The Opposition to Reunification 

While the overwhelming majority of 
the Trotskyist movement, representing 
twenty-six countries, have now been 
united, two minority groupings refused 
to participate. The holdouts are a fac­
tion headed by J. Posadas, located prin­
cipally in Latin America, which split 
from the International Secretariat last 
year, and a minority of the Internation­
al Committee forces headed by Gerry 
Healy, a faction based mainly in Britain 
and France. To justify their opposition 
to reunification, both groupings have 
developed political differences with the 
majority of the world Trotskyist move­
ment and appear rather deliberately to 
be seeking fresh disputes. 

The Posadas tendency held a con­
ference last year in secret from the rest 
of the Trotskyist movement. The del­
egates then announced that they had 
held an "Extraordinary Conference of 
the IVth International" and had adopt­
ed a "historical Resolution to be the 
international Provisional leadership un­
til the Extraordinary World Conference, 
which this Conference summons." Since 
then the faction has called itself the 
"IVth International." 

It has published typographical fac­
similes of genuine publications of the 
Fourth International. (Despite the pau­
city of members, the grouping is im­
pressively energetic about getting out 
publications.) At first glance, so far as 
the names and mastheads are concerned, 
these are indistinguishable from the 
originals; and the counterfeits, which 
are heavily loaded with articles and 
speeches that either are signed by Po­
sadas or done in perfect imitation of 
his verbose and turgid style, have led 
to some confusion, especially in Latin 
America. 

The main political position distin­
guishing the Posadas grouping is that it 
advocates the "right" of the Soviet 
Union to "initiate" nuclear war. The 
first issue of a newspaper distributed 
by the faction in England puts it this 
way: "One of the slogans under which 
the Extraordinary Conference took place 
was: 'THE BOLSHEVIK MILITANT 
OF THIS EPOCH IS HE WHO IS PRE­
PARED TO FACE THE LAST SET­
TLEMENT OF ACCOUNTS BETWEEN 
CAPITALISM AND THE SOCIALIST 
REVOLUTION AND THE WORKERS' 
STATES - WHICH WILL BE SET­
TLED WITHIN THE NUCLEAR WAR 
- HE WHO IS PREPARED ALSO TO 
FACE ITS CONSEQUENCES." (Em­
phasis in original.) 

In a resolution passed by a "First 
Congress of the Revolutionary Workers 
Party (Trotskyists)" held recently in 
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England, the invitation to join Posadas 
in preparing for doomsday is explained: 
The "permeating of the once-staid 
British society by violence in every 
sphere, will find its final expression in 
a desperate rallying of forces for the 
final throw." This will be a "final mili­
tary showdown against the workers' 
states and colonial revolution." The 
projected "cataclysmic reckoning" is de­
scribed as being at the very heart of 
all politics today. "The Third World 
War is the coming reality, and any fail­
ure to point this out with absolute hon­
esty to the workers, preparing them 
for the dreadful destruction and, at the 
same time, the decisive opportunity for 
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seizing power which this war before or 
during it, affords, is treachery to bol­
shevism and a monstruous betrayal of 
the class." 

IT MUST be granted that fear of a nu­
clear world war has a strong basis 

in current reality. The majority of the 
Fourth International agree on that and, 
in fact, the Trotskyist movement has 
been sounding the alarm since Hiro­
shima and Nagasaki. The differences 
with Posadas occur on two points. First, 
the Fourth International takes a much 
graver view of the possible conse­
quences of a nuclear war than Posadas 
does. In the opinion of all other Trot­
skyists it could well mean the finish of 
civilization if not all the higher forms 
of life on our globe. Posadas, in contrast, 
believes that a "communist society" 
could rapidly be constructed on the 
wreckage. Secondly, Posadas believes 
that nothing can be done to prevent nu­
clear war; it should indeed be wel­
comed as the necessary means to clear 

away capitalism. The Fourth Interna­
tional, in opposition to this view, is con­
fident that the working class will prove 
able to avert the disaster in time 
through socialist revolution. 

Posadas does not engage in much dis­
cussion on these questions. His method 
is the simple one of denouncing the 
"opportunism," "capitulation," and "be­
trayal" of the "former Trotskyists -
Pablo, Germain, Frank, Cannon, Healy." 

Here is a fair sample of the Posadas 
view of the majority of the Trotskyist 
movement: "Lacking confidence in the 
immense revolutionary elan of the 
workers awaiting revolutionary leader­
ship, this clique is in tow to the so­
called 'left' in the labour and peace 
movements. They deny the possibility 
and even the need of open revolution­
ary sections. They flinch from prepar­
ing the workers for war and the seizure 
of power." 

When Posadas passed his "historical 
Resolution," declaring himself "to be" 
the leadership of the Fourth Interna­
tional, he could count on forces in a 
number of Latin-American countries. At 
the time, he headed the "Latin-Amer­
ican Bureau," a regional subdivision of 
the movement, and he had utilized this 
body in factional preparations for his 
coup. As it became clear that his reve­
lations about the political death of the 
parent body scarcely corresponded to 
the reality, he ran into trouble. The im­
portant Bolivian section, for instance, 
repudiated him and his "Latin-Amer­
ican Bureau" virtually unanimously. 
Elsewhere splits in his ranks have oc­
curred. On the other hand some vigor­
ous personal crusading in Europe has 
won him a few new converts. Likewise, 
the Cuban Trotskyists remain faithful 
to the "Latin-American Bureau," and 
their newspaper Voz Proletaria, which 
appears regularly in Havana, thus un­
fortunately presents a rather bizarre 
image of "Trotskyism" as it criticizes 
Castro for his stubborn centrist failure 
to accept the hard gospel of Saint Po­
sadas about a coming nuclear Apoca­
lypse and how to win redemption by 
speeding it up. 

The Healyite Grouping 
The other tendency which has op­

posed reunification is led by Gerry 
Healy, the secretary of the Socialist 
Labour League. Healy, to his credit, 
does not share the views of Posadas 
about an inevitable nuclear doomsday 
that should be speeded up. He does hold 
with Posadas, however, that the lead­
ers of the majority of the world Trot­
skyist movement have gone over to "op­
portunism" and "betrayed Trotskyism."* 

Healy is of the opinion that the re­
unification itself is a "betrayal." The 
reasons he advances for this view are 
that reunification must be preceded by 

* In the interests of strict accuracy a shad­
ing must be noted in this common view. Healy 
differs with Posadas on one point. holding that 
the name of Healy should not b~ included in 
the list af betrayers. 
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a full accounting of the differences of 
1953-54, an assessment of responsibility, 
and corresponding acknowledgments of 
guilt. Any reunification without these 
prerequisites, Healy contends, is un­
principled, can only prove ephemeral, 
and he will have nothing to do with. 

It was argued against this that the 
world Trotskyist movement is not 
monolithic. Groupings with much deep­
er differences than opposing views over 
who was right in a past dispute can 
coexist and collaborate in the same 
revolutionary-socialist organization un­
der the rules of democratic central­
ism. In the Socialist Workers Party, for 
instance, even a state-capitalist group­
ing has lived for years without undue 
friction. Why should not common po­
litical positions on the key issues of the 
day prove to be powerful enough to ce­
ment the two sides of the Fourth Inter­
national despite differences over the 
past? 

The reasonableness of this reply gave 
Healy trouble. His response was to probe 
more strenuously for current political 
differences that would preclude reuni­
fication. This search, however, led him 
to develop some rather far-reaching 
political differences of his own that fi­
nally brought him into grave opposition 
with the majority of the International 
Committee as well as the International 
Secretariat. 

These differences became sharpest 
over estimates and policies in relation 
to the colonial revolution, above all the 
Cuban Revolution. 

The majority of the world Trotskyist 
movement long ago came to the conclu­
sion that Cuba is a workers' state and 
that under Castro's leadership it has 
entered the road toward socialism; the 
Cuban Revolution, in fact, being the 
opening of the socialist revolution in 
the Western Hemisphere. E'ven Posadas 
shares this view. The British and French 
sectors of the International Committee 
are virtually alone in holding otherwise. 
In an article last year, "Trotskyism 
Betrayed," the National Committee of 
the Socialist Labour League maintained 
the outlandish position that the "state 
foundations" in Cuba remain "capital­
ist." The regime, we are told, "is a 
variety of capitalist state power." Cas­
tro, it is argued, "did not create a qual­
itatively new and different type of state 
from the Batista regime." 

Healy is quite serious in thus com­
paring the revolutionary Cuban govern­
ment to the Batista regime. He goes 
even further, listing Castro himself as 
just another "Chiang Kai-shek." 

THESE weird conclusions are derived 
from a simple-minded sectarian 

pattern of thought: It is impossible to 
carry a revolution forward to the suc­
cessful establishment of a workers' state 
without the preceding construction in 
every instance of a revolutionary-so­
cialist party. Such a party did not exist 
in Cuba before the revolution. There-
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fore, no workers' state was established. 
Therefore, what exists in Cuba must be 
capitalist. 

It proved quite useless to call Healy's 
attention to the changes in Cuba's eco­
nomic, social and political structure suc­
cessfully carried out under Castro's 
leadership. To insist on the facts, Healy 
maintained, is to reveal that you are 
not a dialectical materialist but an "em­
piricist." 

Similar fantasies now determine 
Healy's policies in many fields. In the 
Negro struggle in the United States, he 
concentrates his attacks on the "clerics," 
the Muslims and the Socialist Workers 
Party, which he holds to be "opportun­
itic" because it raises partial, transi­
tional slogans. In Algeria, instead of 
joining in centering fire on the dan­
gerous neocolonialist tendency, he sin­
gles out Ben Bella and the Trotskyists 
as the enemy. In Britain itself the "fake 
lefts" are his main target. Everybody to 
the right of Healy is denounced as a 
"betrayer." In brief, instead of advanc­
ing to meet the leftward moving stream 
in Britain, Healy is taking the opposite 
direction - towards deeper isolation. 

Speaking at the July convention of 
the Socialist Workers Party on the 
ultra-left, sectarian, isolationist, anti­
international course now being followed 
by the National Committee of the So­
cialist Labour League, James P. Can­
non, National Chairman of the SWP and 
the most experienced leader in the 
world Trotskyist movement, came to the 
conclusion, "The SLL is doomed." 

Despite the direction in which Healy 
was moving, every effort was made to 
bring the minority of the International 
Committee into the reunification. They 
were invited to participate in a prelim­
inary conference of the majority of the 
International Committee. They were 
invited to send observers to the Seventh 
World Congress of the forces of the 
International Secretariat, and to send 
observers to the Reunification Con­
gress of the Fourth International. 
Healy brushed the invitations aside. 

He went still further. Instead of seek­
ing friendly relations with the united 
Fourth International, he publicly at­
tacked both the Reunification Congress 
and the Socialist Workers Party, using, 
of course, the epithets of "betrayal" to 
which his vocabulary has become more 
and more reduced. This was the open­
ing of a campaign to further enlarge 
the already formidable differences 
which he has developed. To give his at­
tacks more authority, he utilized the 
name "International Committee," al­
though the majority of this grouping 
participated in the Reunification Con­
gress and now constitute part of the 
united movement. In this, Healy echoed 
the not-so-novel organizational methods 
of Posadas. 

Doctrinaire Conservatism 
The course new being followed by 

Healy and Posadas and their followers 
is much to be regretted. Under the 

democratic centralism which governs 
the Fourth International, they could 
have maintained their political views 
within the organization and sought to 
win a majority. The fact that they re­
jected this course is the strongest pos­
sible proof either that they are opposed 
to democratic centralism or that they 
consider their political differences with 
the rest of the world Trotskyist move­
ment to be so profound that collaborat­
ing in a common organization is ex­
cluded in principle. 

The two factions combined, however, 
constitute only a small minority. While 
they can prove to be a problem in cer­
tain areas, they can scarcely affect the 
progress of the Trotskyist movement as 
a whole. 

It would have been utopian to hope 
that the Fourth International could be 
reunited one hundred percent and at a 
single stroke. Immense events have oc­
curred since the end of the war and the 
Trotskyist movement, which is a living 
movement, suffered its own crises in 
attempting to meet them on the theo­
retical and practical level. The Cuban 
Revolution, coming at the close of a 
long process (and, we hope, the begin­
ning of a new one), had the effect of 
precipitating many things. 

In the Trotskyist movement, it in­
creased the pressure for reunification 
and thereby also had the opposite ef­
fect of bringing out defects in theo­
retical understanding and political capa­
city. The end result was a clarifying 
process that forced the movement as a 
whole to review all that it has accom­
plished, particularly on the theoretical 
level, since the end of the war. In the 
intensive internal discussion, the an­
alyses of the character of the state and 
regime in China, Yugoslavia, and even 
the East European countries came up. 
Some switches occurred in these areas, 
too, as comrades discovered that they 
hadn't really grasped the previous theo­
retical work or at least all of its im­
plications. Misunderstandings were 
cleared up in some cases; masks came 
off in others. All the various shadings 
of opinion are now fairly well recorded 
either publicly or in discussion bulletins 
available to the membership of the 
Trotskyist movement. This alone rep­
resents a considerable achievement and 
a big step forward. 

DESPITE the wildness evident in 
their positions, both the Posadas 

and Healy factions are doctrinaire. The 
revolutionary Marxist movement cor­
rectly stresses the importance of build­
ing a revolutionary-socialist party. 
Healy converts the principle into an ab­
solute, excluding thereby any variation 
which reality may present us with. The 
case of Posadas is not much different. 
Marxists have long stressed that war has 
often proved to be a mother of revolu­
tions. Posadas converts this into the 
dogma that revolution can have no other 
mother (forgetting Cuba!) and carries 
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it to the absurd conclusion that the 
most destructive of wars will neces­
sarily have the most progressive conse­
quences. 

Thus the leaders of both factions see 
broad guiding principles as absolute 
prescriptions. Instead of trying to apply 
doctrine in an intelligent way as a 
guide in the infinitely rich reality which 
the historical process compels the move­
ment to face, they insist on reality con­
forming to doctrine on pain of non­
recognition. 

That these conservative tendencies 
did not succeed in holding back the 
majority from a dialectical appreciation 
of the great new achievements of the 
colonial revolution, and that they could 
not halt the process of reunification 
despite their bitter opposition to it, 
augurs well for the future of the Fourth 
International. 

The Revolutionary Opportunities 

The reunification takes place against 
a background of unparalleled revolu­
tionary opportunities. Thus, even 
though the healing of the split does not 
involve mass parties anywhere in the 
world, the substantial number of cadres 
it does bring together can move ahead 
rather rapidly. In a surprising number 
of countries they have already estab­
lished promlsmg beginnings. Where 
they have known how, in the tradition 
of Leninism, to adhere firmly to the 
basic principles of revolutionary so­
cialism and yet adopt flexible tactics -
and this is the case with the majority 
of the world Trotskyist movement -
their prestige among vanguard workers 
and intellectuals is very high. In addi­
tion, they enjoy friendly relations with 
many of the new revolutionary and 
even socialist-minded currents that have 
been proliferating as one of the conse­
quences of the rise of the colonial rev­
olution, particularly after the victories 
in Cuba and Algeria. An upsurge in the 
class struggle could face these new cur­
rents, in association with Trotskyism, 
with the immediate opportunity to or­
ganize mass revolutionary-socialist par­
ties and in some places put them in 
position to move toward a contest for 
power. 

One of the most favorable sectors for 
such a turn of events is Latin America. 
Few days go by that do not bring news 
of coups or attempted coups, counter 
coups or attempted counter coups, as 
Fidel Castro noted in his July 26 speech. 
The spectacular shuffling of regimes in 
the recent period in places like Ecuador 
and Argentina, the downfall of the Tru­
jillo dictatorship in the Dominican Re­
public and the repeated efforts to sim­
ilarly bring down Duvalier in neighbor­
ing Haiti are but the most visible 
symptoms of general social unrest 
reaching from the Rio Grande to Tierra 
del Fuego. This rise in revolutionary 
potential on a continental scale is now 
common knowledge. What is not so 
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commonly known is the reflection of 
this process in the radical movement. 

The Cuban Revolution sent cleavages, 
sometimes with shattering impact, 
through all the political formations of 
the left. The Moscow-Peking dispute 
compounded the effect. The immediate 
results were a decline in the prestige, 
authority and attractive power of the 
traditional leftist parties, Communist 
as well as Social Democratic. Within 
these organizations, leftward moving 
tendencies developed and totally fresh 
parallel ones appeared here and there 
outside the old formations. 

The subsidence of the old parties and 
incipient development of new forma­
tions has not proceeded in a simple way. 
On the contrary, sharp ups and downs 
show that it is a complex process. But 
three significant new facts should be 
noted: First, in places like Brazil and 
Peru, a tendency has appeared or grown 
stronger among the peasants to organ­
ize along trade-union lines. Secondly, 
in many areas guerrilla forces have gone 
into action, seeking quite consciously to 
follow the example of the Cuban and 
Chinese fighters. Thirdly, the student 
youth have repeatedly displayed a 
strong bent toward action based on in­
dependent estimates of what is required 
nationally. Sometimes the actions have 
developed on an impressive scale. To 
discount the priority of opinion in Mos­
cow (or Peking) is a symptom of great­
est significance, for it is one of the 
prime requisites to build national lead­
erships capable of independent analysis 
and action. 

The weakening of the old Communist 
and Social Democratic parties in Latin 
America may seem to be a paradoxical 
effect of the Cuban Revolution. It may 
even appear that the Kennedy admin­
istration is succeeding in isolating the 
Cuban Revolution. The truth is that we 
are witnessing the displacement of bu­
reaucratic roadblocks to revolution. It 
is part of the preparatory process for 
the rise of genuinely revolutionary par­
ties. The other part of the preparatory 
process is the ideological ferment, the 
testing of ideas, the attempts - some­
times inept - to take the revolutionary 
initiative, the discussions and the as­
sessmen t of experiences, and the regro­
upment and bringing together of rev­
olutionists of widely different origin. 

It is obvious that the unification of 
the major forces of world Trotskyism 
can help play a catalytic role in the 
formation of new leaderships in Latin 
America capable of following judi­
ciously the example which Cuba set in 
opening the socialist revolution in the 
Western Hemisphere. 

The prospects are hardly less bright 
in Africa where a whole series of new 
countries have emerged, through some­
times desperate struggles against im­
perialism, to take their place in the 
arena of world politics. Here the great­
est hopes and expectations attach to Al­
geria. Although the newly independent 

country faces an exceedingly difficult 
situation inherited from more than a 
century of colonial slavery and seven 
and a half years of one of the bloodiest 
wars in history, its people have resolute­
ly decided to move toward socialism. 
Already agriculture, Algeria's main in­
,dustry, has been nationalized in effect 
and its operation placed under Work­
ers' Council and Workers' Management 
Committees. The example has not been 
lost on the rest of Africa and the Mid­
dle East, and Algiers is coming to be 
regarded as the Havana of the African 
continent and the Arab world. 

The struggle against neocolonialism 
and against imperialism is far from won 
in Algeria. A polarization of forces has 
occurred, with the left wing rallying 
around Ben Bella against the neocol­
onialists. The Trotskyists in Algeria are 
very active in this struggle. Trotskyism, 
in general, has great prestige among 
broad circles of the Algerian vanguard 
because of its record in aiding the un­
derground fighters in the most difficult 
days of their struggle. 

IN THE Far East, the fires touched off 
by the Chinese Revolution continue 

to blaze. The Vietnam freedom fight­
ers have put up such a heroic and 
effective struggle that more and more 
voices in Washington suggest with­
drawing from the dirty war in which 
Kennedy involved America. The rise 
of pessimism in Washington is paral­
leled by increased optimism in the 
colonial world over the possibilities 
of a revolutionary outcome in Vietnam. 
A defeat for imperialism in Vietnam 
could have immense consequences in 
Indonesia and Malaya where the po­
litical stream continues to flow toward 
the left. 

Trotskyism was at one time a strong 
force in Vietnam, but the leading Trot­
skyists were killed by the Japanese 
imperialists during the occupation or by 
the Stalinists and the movement has not 
yet recovered from the ferocious re­
pression. In Asia, at the moment, the 
Trotskyists are strongest in Ceylon, 
where they head the labor movement 
and hold seats in parliament. The Trot­
skyist movement also has a base in 
India. 

In both lands, where the movement 
goes back to the struggle for freedom 
from British imperialism, the Trotsky­
ists strongly urged reunification on a 
world scale. Their representatives at 
the Reunification Congress expressed 
great satisfaction at the success that 
was recorded there and declared that 
it would have immediate benefits as 
well as greatly facilitate building the 
movement in other areas of the Far 
East with which they are in touch. 

In the Soviet Bloc 
The opportunities for the relatively 

swift devolopment of revolutionary-so­
cialist forces in the colonial world are 
quite apparent. This is not so in the 
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Soviet Union, the East European coun­
tries and China. In these lands, the 
main task of revolutionary socialism is 
to establish or to re-establish the pro­
letarian democracy for which Lenin and 
Trotsky stood. But no organized ten­
dency fighting for this aim is known to 
exist on any considerable scale. How 
long can the totalitarian forms of po­
litical rule continue to operate without 
generating an organized movement for 
the restoration or introduction of Lenin­
ist democracy? The fact is that condi­
tions are quite ripe for its appearance, 
especially in the Soviet Union. De-StaZ­
inization constitutes a series of conces­
sions paid out to the masses in a cal­
culated way by the bureaucracy in 
order to slow down, if not head off, this 
very tendency. The end effect of de­
Stalinization, however, will be to ac­
celerate the drive of the masses for po­
litical democracy. 

Trotskyism is endemic in the Soviet 
Union. It can flare suddenly and spread 
with great speed. This is one of the 
main reasons why the bureaucracy is so 
concerned about restricting freedom of 
thought in the arts and sciences. Im­
plied in the freedom to discuss and 
engage in abstract art or psychoanalysis 
or research in genetics is the freedom to 
discuss and engage in revolutionary-so­
cialist politics. 

The thirst for political freedom is 
quite intense. Any number of signs 
show it, not the least of them being the 
immense popularity of Fidel Castro and 
all the Cuban revolutionists with the 
Soviet masses. 

The difficulty which the bureaucrats 
experience in keeping Trotskyism buried 
is ironically evident in their own re­
vival of the subject even if only in the 
form of accusations. Both Mao and 
Khrushchev hurl the charge of "Trot­
skyism" at each other. While the charge 
may not stick in either case, it certainly 
increases the pressure to discuss Trot­
skyism and to find out what it really 
stands for. 

The first consequences of the collapse 
of the bureaucratic monolith, so far as 
direct, immediate gains for the Trot­
skyist movement were concerned, came 
among Communist parties outside the 
Soviet bloc. The revelations at the 
Twentieth Congress broke down the 
prohibitions against dangerous thoughts 
enforced in the Communist parties under 
Stalin. In the ensuing discussions, some 
rank and filers and even intellectuals 
came over to Trotskyism. It became 
possible in certain parties to discuss 
Trotskyist views and even to talk with 
genuine, live Trotskyists with at least 
the beginnings of objectivity. This pro­
cess, which is far from concluded - in 
fact, it has hardly begun in sectors as 
important as the French Communist 
Party - put heavy pressure on the 
world Trotskyist movement to com­
pose its internal differences. The re­
unification is therefore viewed by both 
sides as a great gain in the essential 
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work of aiding members of the Com­
munist parties to overcome the evil 
heritage of Stalinism. 

The schism between Moscow and 
Peking, which is more and more com­
pelling the protagonists to broach the 
most fundamental questions of revolu­
tionary-socialist perspectives and stra­
tegy, inevitably involves Trotskyism to 
an increasing degree and opens up truly 
enormous opportunities for its ascen­
dance. These opportunities alone made 
it the evident duty of Trotskyists to 
put aside differences of secondary order 
in order to effectively advance the main 
principles of the program on which 
they stand. 

In the Capitalist Citadels 

In the main centers of world capital­
ism, the past decades have been par­
ticularly difficult for the Trotskyist 
movement. The combination of pros­
perity, reactionary political trends and 
relatively quiescent class struggle, char­
acteristic above all of the United States, 
but extending to one degree or another 
throughout world capitalism, compelled 
the radical movement as a whole to 
mark time for an unexpectedly pro­
longed period. That the Trotskyists 
were able to hold their own and even 
register a few gains is a tribute to their 
stamina and to the power of the ideas 
that inspire them. 

The first signs of a shift in the ob­
jective situation have now begun to ap­
pear. In Europe the new trend was an­
nounced by such events as the general 
strike in Belgium in 1960, the shift to 
the left in Britain which has placed the 
Labour Party in position to win the next 
election, and a series of important 
strikes in Italy, France and Germany. 
The underground movement in Spain 
has been inching ahead as a direct re­
flection of the growing self -confidence 
of the Spanish workers, particularly the 
miners. 

The beginning of the change in the 
United States proved to be spectacular, 
since it fell to the Negro people to take 
the lead in breaking the trance that has 
gripped the country since the rise of 
the witch-hunt and McCarthyism in 
1947. The independent self-action of the 
Negro people could take no other form 
but dramatic and often very militant 
demonstrations if it were to have ge­
nuine effect in battering down the 
violent prejudices that bar the way to 
equality. It is possible for this move­
ment to now move rapidly into politics 
where its most effective field of action 
lies, and this in turn can open up an 
entire new and brilliant chapter for rev­
olutionary socialism in America. 

FOR the Trotskyist movement in the 
United States, represented by the 

Socialist Workers Party, the problem of 
reunification had no directly national 
aspect. But the Socialist Workers Party 

is keenly alive to its international mean­
ing and the benefits to be derived in­
directly in its own work from a united 
world movement. The Canadian Trot­
skyist movement, represented by the 
Socialist Educational League, is similarly 
situated. In both the American and 
Canadian organizations, the Reunifica­
tion Congress was hailed as a big step 
forward. 

One of the prime considerations in 
the minds of those who pressed most 
strongly for reunification of the Fourth 
International was the youth. On all 
continents it is they who are now mov­
ing into the center of the revolutionary 
stage. The series of student demonstra­
tions that swept the globe from Korea 
to Turkey in the past several years is 
proof of this. The new generation has 
displayed its capacities up to this point 
with the greatest impressiveness in the 
Cuban Revolution. In Latin America, 
those most actively concerned about 
learning from the Cuban experience 
and applying the lessons are the young 
people. In the United States it was 
youth who took the initiative in the 
staging of demonstrations that touched 
off the new surge forward in the Negro 
struggle, and it is they who have pro­
vided the main active forces in the pic­
ket lines, sit-ins and Freedom Rides that 
have made headlines internationally. 

The tendency of this new generation 
to begin its revolutionary experience 
with deeds is of the utmost significance. 
It testifies to the enormous internal 
pressures in the capitalist system, to the 
widespread diffusion of the idea of 
seeking a revolutionary way out, and 
to the power of the living examples of 
revolutionary success from the Russia 
of 1917 to the Cuba of 1959. 

The Cuban Revolution was marked 
by the predominance of action over 
conscious revolutionary theory; but in 
its course, as was inevitable, conscious­
ness began asserting its rights and the 
Cubans themselves turned increasingly 
to the revolutionary classics in search 
of the meaning of what they had ac­
complished. This road leads in the final 
analysis to Trotskyism, which contains 
the quintessence of revolutionary-so­
cialist theory. In moving in this direc­
tion, the Cubans have blazed a trail for 
millions of youth around the globe. 

A generation of youth armed on a 
sufficiently wide scale with Trotskyist 
theory would signify the finish of the 
capitalist system. With an understand­
ing of why they have rebelled against 
the social system into which they were 
born and how they must go about 
changing that system, the new genera­
tion will prove invincible. 

May the reunification of the Fourth 
International help the youth to seize 
the unique opportunity which is theirs 
- the successful discharge of the great­
est task in the history of humanity, the 
establishment of world socialism! 
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A History of Communism, 
by Tim Wohlforth BR Fall '62 124 

TRADE UNIONS 
American Philosophy and the Labor 

Movement, by William F. Warde Spring '62 52 
Automation and the Trade Unions, 

by Ed Beecher Summer '62 87 
The Labor Front, by Tim Wohlforth PR Summer '62 93 
American Labor - Fact and Fiction, 

by Art Preis Winter '63 13 
Unionism and Its Critics, 

by Milton Alvin Winter '63 19 
Union Problems in California, 

by Milton Alvin Summer '63 91 
TROSTSKY, NATALIA SEDOV 

My Reminiscences of Natalia Sedov Trotsky, 
by Constance Weissman Spring '62 46 

Natalia Trotsky: A Poem, by R. L. Vaughn Summer '62 66 
UNITED STATES 

Carl Skoglund, by the Editors Winter '61 2 
Depression Ahead? by Lynn Marcus Winter '61 17 
"American Communism and Soviet Russia," 

by James P. Cannon BR Winter '61 25 
Portrait of the Military? 

by Shane Mage BR Winter '61 28 
The Untried Case, by Herbert B. Ehrmann. 

Reviewed by Shane Mage Winter '61 28 
Eric Fromm Prevails, by Tim WohlfOTth PR Winter '61 30 
The American Civil War: Its Place in History, 

by William F. Warde Spring '61 48 
MR's Looking Glass, by Tim Wohlfarth PR Spring '61 62 
The World Struggle for Socialism (Resolu-

tion of SWP National Convention, 
adopted June 1961) Summer '61 

Monroe, N. C., by the Editors Fall '61 
William Z. Foster, by James P. Cannon Fall '61 
Defend the Communist Party, by the Editors Winter '62 
Myth of "People's Capitalism," by Art Preis Winter '62 
Kennedy - The Candidate and the President, 

89 
102 
103 

2 
3 

by Myra Tanner Weiss Winter '62 15 
The Jackson Freedom Ride, 

by Fred Halstead Spring '62 35 
Movement on the Right, by Allen Taplin Spring '62 48 
American Philosophy and the Labor 

Movement, by William F. Warde 
Women Who Work, by Melba Baker 
Automation and the Trade Unions, 

Spring '62 
Summer '62 

52 
80 

by Ed Beecher Summer '62 87 
Can Wall Street Afford Peace? by Art Preis Fall '62 99 
Africa, Truth and the Right to Travel, 

by William Worthy 
The Invisible Third, by Maria di Savio BR 
A Bitter Message, by Martha Curti BR 
Revolution in Lower California, 

Fall '62 
Fall '62 
Fall '62 

116 
121 
122 

by Fred Halstead BR Fall '62 126 
Peaceful Politics, by Tim Wohlfol1'th PR Fall '62 127 
The Week of the Brink, by Farrell Dobbs Winter '63 3 
Case History of Guantanamo, 

by Henry Gitana Winter '63 9 
American Labor - Fact and Fiction, 

by Art Preis Winter '63 13 
Unionism and Its Critics, by Milton Alvin Winter '63 19 
"The First Ten Years of American Com­

munism," by Carl Feingold BR 
A View of Radical America, 

Winter '63 25 

by Carol Lawrence BR Winter '63 26 
The American Female, by Martha Curti PR Winter '63 30 
The Emancipation Proclamation, 

by William F. Warde Spring '63 35 
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Date Page 
The Future of the Negro Struggle 

(Symposium of Jan. 4, 1963), 
by George Breitman, Reginald Wilson 
and Albert B. Cleage, Jr. Spring '63 52 

Self-Defense Doctrine, by Jack Arnold BR Spring '63 63 
New Judgment on the Sino-Soviet 

Soviet Dispute, by William F. Warde Summer '63 67 
Kennedy's War in Vietnam, 

by Theodore Edwards Summer '63 84 
Socialized Medicine: Britain & USA, 

by Marvel Scholl Summer '63 88 
Union Problems in California, 

by Milton Alvin Summer '63 91 
"No More Water," 

by Sylvia Weinstein BR Summer '63 98 
Leadership in the Negro Struggle, 

by Arthur Jordan BR Summer '63 99 

U.S.S.R. 
(See also Stalinism) 

"American Communism and Soviet Russia," 
by James P. Cannon BR Winter '61 25 

The Fracturing of the Monolith, 
by Murry Weiss Spring '61 44 

Text of "Secret" Moscow Letter Ascribed 
to Khrushchev Summer '61 80 

From Lenin to Khrushchev, by W. F. Warde Fall '61 107 
The 1919 Lenin Program of the CPSU 

(Adopted March 22, 1919) Fall '61 115 
Stalinism and the Twenty-Second Congress, 

by Murry Weiss Winter '62 10 
Soviet Students in Revolt, by Martha Curti Winter '62 19 
Two Poems by Yevtushenko Winter '62 21 
New Light on an Old Debate, 

by Shane Ma.ge BR Winter '62 22 
Marxism and the Soviet Union, 

by Carol Lawrence BR Winter '62 24 
The Biggest Fix? by Lillian Kiezel BR Winter '62 26 
Moscow-Peking: The Debate Documented, 

by Bert Deck BR Winter '62 27 
Moscow and the Chinese Revolution, 

by Murry Weiss and Bert Deck Spring '62 40 
The Sino-Soviet Dispute, by Chien Chua Spring '62 42 
The Russians As People, 

by Carol Lawrence BR Spring '62 59 
Privilege and Progress in the Soviet Union, 

by Daniel Roberts Summer '62 76 
Stalin Speaks, by Fred Mazelis BR Fall '62 123 
A Russian Expert, by Tim WohlfOl1'th PR Winter '63 2 
The Week of the Brink, by Farrell Dobbs Winter '63 3 
Hungarian Revolution 1956, 

by Balazs Nagy BR Winter '63 27 
Life in Stalin's Prison Camp, 

by Ellen Grey BR Spring '63 63 
New Judgment on the Sino-Soviet 

Rift, by William F. Warde Summer '63 67 
Trotskyists at Vorkuta, by an Eyewitness Summer '63 94 
Documentary Studies in the Sino-Soviet 

Rift, by William F. Warde BR Summer '63 99 

VENEZUELA 
Venezuela Today, by L. David 

VIETNAM 
Kennedy's War in Vietnam, 

by Theodore Edwards 

YOUTH MOVEMENT 
The Campus, by Tim Wohlforth PR 
The Trap Is Set, by Tim Wohlfarth PR 
Root and Branch, by Maria di Savio 

YUGOSLAVIA 

Fall '62 109 

Summer '63 

Spring '61 
Summer '62 
Summer '62 

84 

62 
93 
94 

Life in Yugoslavia Today, by Thea Schulze Fall '61 125 
Yugoslavia's Way: The Workers Council 

System, by Thea Schulze Summer '62 84 
Stalin Speaks, by Fred Mazelis BR Fall'62 123 
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