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Part I1I, . FOR_THE RECONSTRUCTION OF THE FOURTH INTERNATIONAL

by Stephanae Just.

- Chapter 1 The Crisis_of the Fourth International Opens

The IIIrd World Congress was held in September 1951. It adopted documents
which the French section characterised as "confused and contradictory"®

These documents placed the Fourth International round the axis of the perspect-
ive of the Third World War: a war of a coalition of the imperialists under the
leadership of the USA against the USSR, the so-called "People's Democr;cies”
and China. ‘

The perspective of a Third World War was a possible, though not an upliftiné
onae, In any case, such a war would show that the proletariat had to pay for
the delay of the world revolution at an anormous price, The responsibility
for this belonged to the policy of the social-democracy and of the reformist
apparatuses, but especially to the counter-revolutionary policy of the Stalin-
ist bureaucracy and its intermational apﬁaratus. The documents of the IIIxrd
Congress concealed the political function of the Kremlin bureaucracy and its
international apparatus; the defence of the bourgeois order on the intaernmation.

al scale.

To be sure, imperialism was preparing for war, but in a relation of forces
between the classes which was extremely favourable to the proletariat as a re-
sult of the revolutionary wave at the end of the war, To be sures, imperial-
ism was proeparing for war against the USSR, but the most effective counter-
revolutionary instrument at its disposal was (and remains) the Kremlin bureau-
cracy and its international apparatus. Far from re-stating thia fundamental

truth, which would have meant counter-posing, in the classical way, the class



struggle of the proletariat, the advance towards the revolution and th

- ution itself, to the preparation of the IIIrd World War, the documentd’

IIIrd World Congress, by thoir confusion and their contradictions, gave
Pablo the means to develop his orientation, The Third World War was =
1navitéﬁie. For example, we can read in Thesis XVIII, for which the

voted:

"Even though the counter-revolutionary character of the bureaucracy re-
mains unchanged, in its betrayal of workers' revolutions which it han(

~ over to imperialism, and in strangling independent proletarian movemernt
the possibility which it has to fulfill this role with success is deter—
mined, not by its subjective desires or intentions, but by an objective
revolutionary situation, which it becomes more and more difficult to de-
stroy or to contain within rigid hureaqcratic channels or under police
control, because of its vast scope and its intensity. Tha developments
in Jugoslavia and in China arae only an anticipation of events to como in

tha event of an international civil war,"

llare is a fine sample of confusion and contradictions. We start by re-affin
ing "the counter-revolutionary character of the Kremlin bureaucracy", That
is the "Trotskyist" part of tha thesis, But we finish saying that this
"character™ is a pure abstraction. "The légbjedtiverdesires;opyintegtions":gf;.
the Kremlin burcaucracy have no importance, because "11 has no longer the
possibility of fulfilling this role with success", taking into consideration
the "vast scope and intensity of an objectively revolutionary situation",

As 1if the class struggle and its concentration in the proletarian revolution
and civil war is not precisely the confrontation of social and political forc-i
es; a struggle between the forces of the revolution and of the counter-ravol-
ution, As if, in an "international civil war", the Kremlin bureaudracy and
its international apparatus would not fight on the side of counter-revolutian,

if they were not destroyed.

"Neutralising" the Kremlin is a first step. The second step is to enroll it
under the banner of the "revolution in all its forms", The péwer of the "ob-
joctively revolutionary situation" sufficed in itself, From then on the con-.
struction of raevolutionary parties and of the International had no meaning..
It remained for Trbtskyistmmahitants and organisations only "to integrate

themselves deeply into -the mass movement", with this mass movement and that



of the parasitic blireaucracies finally being identified...

In June 195) the leadership of the SWP elaboraied a rather light-weight
"contribution to the discussion of international perspectives”, Very timid«
ly, this contribution demanded that certain points about Stalinism should be
strengthened, and about the necaessity for re-affirming that "the crisis of
humanity is the crisis of revolutionary leadership”. Unfortunately,

Clarke - at that time the representative of the SWP in Europe - far from de-
fending the contribution of the SWP before the International Executive Com-
mittee, and then at the IIIrd World Congress, burnt it. It was not the cus-
tom of the SWP that such matters should remain there. None the laess, it
appears that there was no follow-up until 1953, an indication of the diffic-
ulties with which the leadership of the SWP was confronted. At the IIIxd.
World Congress, the amendments which the French section presented were not
evan submitted to the full session. And the few other amendments which
were put into the documents of this Congresa/¥31¥nforced their "confused and
contradictory" character. What is more, in a letter to a militant of the
SWP, Sam Gordon, who was living in London and had openly criticised the am-
biguities of the documents of the IIIrd World Congress, James P, Cannon

wrote aven on June 4, 1953:

"] was surprised and disappointed at your impulsive action in regard to
the Third Wold Congress Documents. Wo accepted_them as_they werw writt-
en, When thay try to tell us now that we don't understand them, we do
not reply by saying that we reject the resolutions, We say, rather,
that we reject any spaecial interpretation of them that is not clsarly

stated in the written language,"

None the less, a serious analysis of the documents of the IIIrd World Con-
gress, the reading of "Where Are We Going?", of "The Coming War" and innum-
erable publications of the International Secretariat suffice to illuminate
these documents. And especially, betwean the II1Ird World Congress and 1953
the liquidatory revisionism of the Fourth International had made terrifying
progress, which fully justified the characterisation by the PCI of the docu-
ments of the Third World Congress. In February 1952, it was the report of
Pablo, at the Xth Plenum of the International Exacutive Committee, which ex-
tolled "entrism sul generis™ and clarified the "ambiguities™ in the documents
of the IIIrd World Congress, About the attempt to destroy the PCI Cannon



wrote to Gordon, in the same letter, in the following terums:

"We wera flabbergasted at the tactics used in the recent Franch conflict
and split, and the 1nconéeivable organisational préa¥edent established
there. That is why I delayed mu answer to Renard so long. I wanted to
help the IS politically, but I didn't see how I could conscientiously
sanction the organisational steps taken against the majority of an elect-
ad leadership, I finally resolved the problem by just ignoring that
part of Renard's letter. But I am not very proud of the fact that such
an evasive course seemed to be imposed by circumstances,” (See "Trotsky-

ism v, Revisionism", New Park, Vol. 1, pp. 120 - 1)

The leadership of the SWP was to characterise the methods of the International

Secretariat thereafter as "Comintern-ist”.

In 1953 the positions which thae International Secretariat ef the Fourth Inter-
national took in relation to the revolutionary movement of the prollstariat of
East Germany and the Geperal Strike in France in the August, demonstrated that
a qualitative transformation had taken place, as the undertaking to liquidate
the SWP, the British section and the Bolivian section had already shown, com-
ing shortly after the attempt to liquidate the French section. From being

a revisionist centre, the International Secretariat had become the centre for
liquidating the Fourth International. It intervened as a flank-guarﬁ for the

Kremlin bureaucracy.

The great events in the world class struggle are the tests which enable us

to decide whether a qualitative modification of the place and role of this or
that workers' organisation in the class struggle has taken place. The tend-
encies to reformism, to adaptation to the bourgeoisie, to the defence of the
bourgeois state, existed within the parties which made up the Second Internate-
ional from the time that they were founded. It was only in August 1914 that
what had only been mors or Iessvdaveloped tandencies appeared as having become
the dominant characteristics of the Second International, each social-democrat
in party taking the side of its own bourgeoisie in tho first world imperialist

war. The Second International was bankrupt.

From 1923 onwards the parties of the Third International, the Communist Part-

ies, were more and more closely subjactad to the Kramlin buresaucracy. Mors
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and more the Third International and the Communist Parties became the in-
gtruments of the counter-revolutionary international policy of‘the Kremlin.
None the less, it was only several months after the capitulation without a
struggle of the Communist Party of Germany befors the rise to power of
Hitler - and because there was no reaction in the Communist Parties tompos-
ing the Communist International, which without exception approved the policy
of the Comintern which had led to Ris capitulation - that Trotsky concluded
that there had been a qualitative transformation, that the Communist Inter-
national had definitively passed over to the side of the maintenance of the
bourgeois order on the international scale and that it was necessary to con-

struct the Fourth International.

An event of the highest importance from the viewpoint of the world claas

struggle took place in 1953. The first chapter was written in the politic-
al revolutions against the parasitic buraaucracies. It was verified in the
European class struggle that the social revolution and the political revolut

ion are two imdissoluble componaents of the proletarian revolution.

The programme of the ‘Fourth International, the necaessity for the Fourth
International, and therafore the justification for its foundation, received
a startling justification. If thia Fourth International had fulfilled 1its
historic mission, it would without doubt have opened a very wide road to the
masses, baecause its programme alone corrasponded to their _ ;immediatae
needs, because only the banner of the most intransigeant struggle against
imperialism and the parasitic bureaucracies, essentially the buresaucracy

of the Kremlin, the hanner of the Fourth International, could point out to
them the road to victory.

But the "leadaership™ of the Fourth International took up the position of
flank-guards of the Kremlin bureaucracg. It had already put in hand the
destruction of the strpngest sactions of the International. Consequently
the Fourth Internmational and its sections did not keep their rsndegvous
with history. What is done is done. None the less, we can and we should
understand what an impact the Fourth International could have had, weak to
be surae, insufficiently rooted, but ‘united and rising to the level ‘o1 its

historic mission in such a situation. Instead of which, the nleadarship®

of the Fourth International aligned itself behind counter-revolutionary forc

es: it supported them and provided them with a "left" cover.



The/53§cussions of this state of things cannot be completely measursd, but
they were considerable, both during the course of the class struggle in
general and during that of the construction of the revolutionary parties
and of the International which is indispensable to the victory of the pro-
letariat. They make themselves falt still today. Let us remember that
the crisis of human civilisation is rediced to the crisis of the revolution-
ary leadership, that in the last analysis its solution depends on the sub-
jective factor. The "leadership" of the Fourth International obstructed
the road which it should have openaed, the road which the masses could not
take spontaneously, the road which leads to the construction of revolution-
ary parties and the International, How can anyone fail to understand that
this treachary has been a major source of confusion and, ultimately, of dis-
array for thousands and thousands of militants who wers ready to form the
vanguard of the proletariat, as much in the capitalist countries as ™ In
those which suffer the oppression of the parasitic and countar-revogutionary
bursaucracies, including that of the Kremlin, to whom only the Fourth Inter-
national could provide a programme and a banner?

The Characterisaﬁion of the Document: "The Rige and Daecline of Stalinism™

The founding declaration of the International Committee (November 23, 1953)
laid down:

"We consider as having forfeited its power the International Secratariat
of the Pabloist usurpers, which is devoting its activity to the revis-
ionism of Trotskyism, the liquidation of the International and the de-~

struction of its cadres,”
Good., It still was necessary to spell out what was meant by that,

The imperturbable "International Secrstariat" convened a pseudo-"World Con-
grass™, which was hel? in July 1954, The Congress voted for the document
"The Rise and Decline of Sﬂalinism" and ratified the Pablo-itaipositions.

A document of the Socialist Workers' Party adoptaed in November 1953 on the
occasion of the 25th anniversary of the party pointed very precisely at the
revisionist and liquidationist centre of the document "Rise and-Dacline of

Stalinism":

"The regolution revises the fundamental concept of Trotsky about $oviet

Thermidor, which saw in the Soviet bureaucracy the first afa«e of the



bourgois restoration. The privileged caste, bonaidorod from a qualitative
poiht of view in the structure of Soviaet society, is a petty bourgeois
formation, confined at this stage in the superstructure of the conquésts of
the ravolution of 1917 which still exist, the nationalisation and plannidg
of the aeconomy. By its position inSSoviet society, the bureaucracy as
such has anti-sovietism as an inherent tendency, has restorationism. This
orthodox Trotskyist conception has been abandoned by the authors of the
"Rise and Yaecline of Stalinism”. The concept of the counter-resvolutionary
stage of the Soviet Thermidor has been liquidated and survives only as a
trace in the phrase: 'a 'reduced' number of militants, products of pre-
1917' (para. 11). In the place of the fundamental sociological concept of
Trotsky, they give us an impressionistic description of the psychology of
the "tops of the bureaucracy”, which, they assure us, no longer reprasents
in its majority a young and greedy social layer, fighting to conquer privi-
loges in tho domain of consumption in a situation of generalised po;erty;
for the most part they are men of migdle age or age-ing, who try to presarve

the best possible conditions of 1life". (Par., 11)

With this same superficial conception, the doc ment sees "reactions of capi-
tulation and desertion into the camp of the bourgeoisie (under the impact
of "signs of a revival of the proletariat"), which touch only "very limited

layers of the bursaucracy”.

In abandoning the orthodox Trotskyist conception of a caste which, in its
essence, represents the tendency to capitalist restoration, the development
of which can be followed in a multitude of forms in soviet life,rthe Pablo-
ites open the way to an entirely revisionist conception, according to which
the bureaucracy can regenerate itself. This is not explicitly affirmed,
but certain conclusions in the resolution flow from this revisionist pre-
mise. For example, in place of "reinforcmment of the restorationist tenden
cies within the peasants and the bureaucracy", it is the opposite tendency
which is the most probable" (Chapter 15). The document reinforce%the new
revisionist position (and also the confusion in 1t):
"The decisive battle which announces itself in the Soviet Union will not
bo wagod between rnstorationist forcs aiming at rastoring ,private pro-
perty and the forces which defend the conquasts of October. It will

on the contrary, take place batween the forcss which will defend the
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privleges and domination of the bureaucracy and the revolutionary work-
ing class fighting to restores soviat democracy at a higher level."

(Chapter 15)

In opposition to this position, which opens the road to capitulation
to the bureaucracy, we re-affirm the orthodox Trotskyist position:
'The coming struggle in the Soviet Union will be waged between the re-
storationist tendencies in the country, reprasented by the Stalinist
bureaucracy as such, and tha regeneratory tendency representad by the
forces of the revolutiordary working class. On the one side, we shall
sea the majority of the bureaucracy defending 1its privileges and its
police power and, thereby, the tendency to the restoration of private
property; on the other hand, the proletarian vanguard will lead a polit-
ical revolution which will sweaep away the‘usurpatory bureaucracy, re-
store soviet democracy at a higher level and in that way ralate the

soviet regime once again to the world socialist revolution.,' &

To consider that a very small fraction of the bureaucracy will line up
on the side of the masses against its own material interests does not
mean that the bureaucracy will not experience deep cleavages under the
impact of the revolutionary wave. Such disorganisation, disintegration
and demoralisation have been visible in Bast Germany. But the role of
revolutionary politics 1is to mobilise and help in the leadership of the
masses in their struggles, not to wait and still laess to base itself on

this or that split in the bureaucracy.

In the manner in which the resolution deals with the whole period of the
events after the death of Stalin and the new policy of the Malenkov re-
gime, the resolution lays the foundations of new political premises

for a new appraciation of the naturs of the bureaucracy and of the kind
of action which the workers ought to undertake in order to overthrow it.
But even if these revisions were not written in black and white in the
resolution, the door was opened for others to do so, as we shall see

. later,"”

Protacted by the so-called "Fourth Congress of the Fourth International®,
the Pablo-ite "I.S."™ batrayed the Fourth International and its programme in
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the name of the Fourth International. But neither the Fourth Intaernational
nor its programme were bankrupt. The prograﬁme had received a striking
confirmation. The reaction against the treachery and the liquidationist
activity of the Fourth International sprang up from the Fourth International
itself, from its strongest sections. The continuity of the Fourth Inter-
national, through the International Committee of the Fourth International,
wag assured. From that point of view, there could be no comparison with

the Second and Third Internationals.

In 1914, apart from the Bolshevik Party, all of the constituent parties of
the Second International lined up each behind 1ts own bourgeoisie. In
1933 every one of the parties of the Third International protected the pol-
icy of Stalin, the practical content of which wass "rather Hitler than the
German revolution"”, There were social reasons for the bankruptcy of the
Second and the Third Intermationals. The bureaucracy of the parties of
the Second Interhbational, resting on a narrow workers' aristocracy,hhad
established a symbiosis with the bourgeoisie and its State apparatus. It
fed itself on the crumbs of imperialism and joined the ranks of bourgeois
politicians. The bureaucracies of the Communist Parties had becomse pro-
jections of the apparatus of the bureaucracy of a powerful workers® state,
the bureaucracy of the Kremlin, Materially and politically the apparatuses
of the Communist Parties depended and depend always on that of the Kremlin,

if not in a police sense.

But there was nothing like that in the Fourth International. There was no
social basis for a bureaucracy which intaegrated itself dirsctly or indireét-
ly in bourgeois society or in dependence on a degenerated workers' state.
The betrayal by the "International Secretariat®™, to be sure, was the product
of the anormous social pressureas which bore down on the Fourth Intermational
and on its organisations, all the more so because they rsmained feebly im-

planted within the working class.

But the social pressures are not enough to explain the treachery of the
"leadership" of the Fourth International. On the contrary, we need to ex-
plain this treachery from the fact thaf this "leadership"™ showed itself to
be too weak to resist these pressures, because of tha theorstical and polit-
ical inaddquacy of the leaders of the International and of its sections at

the time. Remaining at the centre »f what was and still is the crisis of
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the Fourth International is the problem of the selection and formation of

national leaderships and of the international leadership.

It is enough to appreciate the theoretical and political armament which
Trotsky bequeathed to the Fourth International, and to sogh@;'ugga leadars
of the Fourth International and itse sections made of it, to understand
this. For example, Trotsky used this armament to write the Manifesto,
Imperialist War and the Prolatarian World Revolution™ in May 1940. This
was not a collection of prophecies, which history merely had to prove cor-
rect, aven to apply. It was an analysis, a perspective, an orientation
which would permit the Fourth Intermational, in the course of the Second
World War, to orient itself and to struggle for the revolution and for its
own construction, Without going into the enormous mistakes which the sact-
ions made in the coursa of the war, it is enough to contrast the Manifesto
of 1940 with the theoretical and political productions of the leading bodies
of the Fourth International, Tuoma European Conference of February, 1944

to the first post-war international Conference in April 1946 and the IInd,
World Congress of April 1948, to see the degree of theoretical and political
confusion and disarmament of the leaders of the Fourth International and of
its sections, a disarmament which had its repercussions at all levels, It
is not a matter of "Don't shoot the pianist: He is doing his best". It is
a matter of stating the facts, The strangth of the principles and the pro-
gramme of the Fourth International imposed itself despite this. None thse

less, ths consequence could only be disarray and confusion at all levels,

The most effective oxample i8 certainly that of the IIIrd World Congress, -
From 1950 onwards, a majority of the leaders were aware that Pablo was de-
veloping revisionist positionsm within the International Secretariat itself,
In reaction against this and in order to oppose it, Germain-Mandel wrote
his "Ten Theses". But Mandel and the other members of the Intermational
Secretariat capitulated before Pablo. To what can this be attributed, ex-
cept to theoretical and political weakness, to.tha disarray of the members
of the "International Secretariat"? The attitude of the leaderships of
the SWP and of the other sections cannot bs explained in any other way, as
much in respect to the confused and contradictory documents of the IIIrd
World Congress as in raspect to their attitude to the French section, All

alike they were unable to answer the problems which the class struggle was

10.
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posing on the world scale, as well ;5 yp their own countries, to the pro-

blems of the construction of the Fourth International and of its segé}ons.

In these conditions, the reaction of the French section, that of the SWP and
of the British saction,(aﬁd then the formation of the International Committe«
prove the strength of the principles, the programme and the tradition embod-
ied in the Fourth Interhational, None the less, the formation of the Inter-
national Committee did not provide in and of itself a solution to the pro-

found causes which had permitted the development of revisionism in the lead-
arship of the Fourth International and the change in the "International v

Secretariat™ from being a centre of revisionism to being a centre of liquid-

ationism,

The Weakness gt the Leadership of the SWP

The documents which were at the origin of the formation of the Intermational
Committee, or which resulted from it, are marked by the same theoretical and
political weaknesses. What strikes the reader is, in the first place,
their inability to take account of the processes of the class struggle

on the world scale since the revolutionary wave which arosa from the war, as
wall as the class reslations which resulted from it. It is obvious that
these documents did not appreciate in their full depth the crisis of the
world imperialist system, the delicacy of the equilibrium which had been
achieved on the international scale, and ths powe%nggﬁyggig?alof the class
struggle of the world proletariat in its divarsity. The documentﬂof the

SWP, which we have already quoted, declared:

"The international revolution has without doubt experienced a consider-
able rise since 1943. The Second World War has engendered a revolut=-
ionary wave of a size, an extent and a duraftion much greater than the
First World War, The Soviet victory over MNazism, the victories of the
revolution in Jugoslavia and in China, the extension of nationalised

~property into the buffer states by bureaucratic-military methods, the
spread of the colonial revolution, have each inflicted heavy blows of

the capitalist world and greatly strengthened the anti-capitalist camp.

None the less, this tendency in the world situation is combined with and
intersects with another. The immense revolutionary movement which has

brought about these changes in Eastern Europe, in Central EBurope and in

11,
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Asia, failed in Western Europe during this same period. The Soviet
bureaucracy was the principal cause of this turning back and betrayal

of the European revolution.

This has producsd a series of contradictory effects in tho development
of the world revolution. The proletarian offensive has been broken.
the working class has been weakened, Western European capitalism hus
bean roscued and relatively stabilised for a few years. This is what
has permitted the imperialist counter-revolution, led by USA, to take
hold of these countries and to use them as bases and spring-boards for
its war praoparations and for the attacks which it is planning against

the non-capitalist countries and the revolutionary forces.

In this way, the revolutionary process, since the Second World War, has
been subjected to an unequal and contradictory development. While the
raevolution was going forward in a number of under-developed countries
and triumphed in Jugos}avia and China, it was forced to retreat in a
certain number of advanced capitalist countries. The victories of the
revolution represent a gain for the working class and oppressed peoplas,
But they must be considered in relation to the falling back.of the re-
volution in Western Europe, and to its effects, in order to arrive at a

more balanced and exact appreciation of the progress of the revolution.

I1f the revolution had resulted in one or several advanced industrial
countries such as Germany or Italy, this, added to the victories in
certain backward countries, would have sealed the fate of capitalism in

Europe and in Asia and have forced the Soviet bureaucracy back into a

The Xremlin is perfectly aware of the threat which the European revol-
ution implies for its rule. This is what has motivated its efforts to
block abd wips out the developments of it which are taking place today

(the French General Strike).

To prevent the rise of an independent socialist workers' power in West-
arn Europe is an indispensable condition for maintaining the rule of the
Soviet bureaucracy. The Kremlin can tolerate up to a certain point

the revolutions in tha colonies and the backward countiries and manoeuvrae

in relation to them. But it fears theo extension of the ravolution in

12.



Westarn Burope because this means its death sentencs.

Making a general review and drawing a balance sheet of what the advance
of th%?%SEETE{?ESIhas won between 1943 and 1953 leads to this conclus-
ion. Despite is considerable achievements and its still more consider-
able possibilities, the fact that the revolution has not been able to
conquer in any of the principal industrial countries has, up until now,
preventad the revolutionary forces of the working class from becoming
strong enough to overthrow the Kremlin oligarchy and to give an irres-
istible impulsion to the disintegration of Stalinism. This qualitative
modification in the world relations between the class forces has not yet

taken placa.

Up to the present, the counter-revolutionary intervention of the bursau-
cracy in world politics has held back the objective conditions for its
raalisation. It has led to the ratreat of the revolution in Western
Burope, has weakened the working class in the face of the class ;nemy
and aencouraged the mobilisation of world counter-revolution. The
struggle between the ravolutionary and the counter-revolutionary forces
has not yet ended, far from it. And pracisely this uncertain situat-
ion which the Kremlin does its best to maintain today works in its

favour."

This kind of accountant's balance of the development of the world revolut-
ion is deeply anti-dialectical and cannot give an account of it in a living,
that is, a real way. It is true that the proletarian revolution was con-
tained in the advancad capitalist powers of Europe. The state apparatuses
ware reconstructed. Capitalist production was got going again. A new
division of labour was instituted. A world market was reconstituted.

With the political halp of the bursaucracy of the Kremlin, the economic,
military and political power of USA permittad the imperialist system- to be

restructured.

But, we must repeat, USA did this at the price of accapting the burden of
all the contradictions of the system, of incorporating them within iis own
contradictions, of a gigantic parasitism which undermined the foundations
of the capitalist system in USA itself, Particularly, if US imperialism
succaeded in imposing a certain unity on the world imperialist system, it

did not succeed in changing the relation of forces between the classes, as

13.



these resulted from the revolutionary wave at the end of the war. The
balance of the system as a whole and in particular in Europe remained
particularly unstable and fragile, though fluctuating. To be sura,."the
ravolution had not conquerad in ona or more of the most developed industrial
countries, such as Germany or Italy, in parallel with its victories in
caertain bakward countries, which would have settled accounts with the capit-
alist regime in Europe and Asia and overthrown the bureaucracy of the Krem-
1in", but, far from "becoming weaker", from being weakened in relation to
its class enemies, the proletariat became considerably stronger, socially
and politically, without decisive class battles being joined. The analys-
is in the document of the SWP shows a failure to understand the unity of
all the world relations = without their ceasing to be diversified - follow-
ing the Second World War and the revolutionary wave which 1f raised.

The revolutionary wave of the end of the war was contained, but it strongly
re-inforced the world proletariat and brought together class relations very
closely in Europe and the world. The unquestionable crisis qi}the bursau-
cracy of the “remlin and of its international apparatus, which wag already
revealing itself so clearly in the years 1950 & 53, had no origin other

than this. US imperialism strained both the relations between classes in
the capitalist countries and the social antagonisms in USSR and Eastern

Burope, when it undertook the cold war, starting from class relations that

were unstable and favourable to the working class.

While this ‘reselution:did re-affirm the bourgeois character of the

Kremlin bureaucracy, it wrote:

"It is true that world conditions militate against the conclusion of
any enduring agreemsent of the Kremlin bureaucracy with imperialism or

of its puppets with the national bourgeoisie.”

In reality, the Kremlin bureaucracy and i1ts international apparatus had to
AEI;;;I;—;nd tighteﬁ their links with imperialism, and especially with US
imperialism, in consideration of the relations between the classes on the
world scale. Countar-revolutionary co-operation with imperialism became
more and more the dominant feature of the entire national and internatiomal
policy of the Kramlin, of its international apparatus and the satellite
bureaucracies. Not only did the possibility of manoeuvre between two

rival imperialisms, as before the Second World War, no longaer exist, but

14.
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that of utilising the movement of the masses under strict control to exert
pressure on imperialism and to make it relax its grip were likewise bscoming
more and more exhaustad. Furthermore, the Kremlin bureaucracy and the

satellite bureaucracies were under the obligation of pleading with imperial-

ism for the means to relax the gwoiwahg social and political ccntradigtions in USSR

and the countries of Eastern Europe.

The political power of the Kremlin bureaucracy reached its genith at the end of the
Second World Yar, and pemmitted it to negotiate the division of the world into zones
of influence, dealing with US imperialism on a basis of equality. This political
power wes declining. The parasitic bureaucracies were more and more openly coming
up against-the -masses of USSR and of the countries of the East. The bureaucracy of
the Kremlin was deeply divided. Its international apparatus was shaken. The
antagonisms between the bureaucracies were sharpening.

The International Committee was Incapable of Arming the International Theoretically
and Politically

In what respect was the aﬁalysis of '"Rise and Decline of Stalinism" revisionist and
mystificatory? The document of the SWP, as we have seenlsubatantially answered

this question, by pointing out that it believed that the social nature of the Kremlin
bureaucracy and its place in the world class struggle had changed, under the pretaxw‘
that the power of the working class was growing. In’ that document, the Kremlin '
byreaucracy became, like the Communist Parties, a factor, and, in the last analysis,
the principal factor, in the struggle against and victory over imperialism.  -The
dielectic of the class struggle gave place to vulgar evolutionism. '

On the contrary, the closer and closer unity of the world class struggle led to.§
"purification® of relations between the classes on a world scale. The character of
the Kremlin bureaucracy, of its international apparatus and of its satellite bureau-
cracies, as an agency of the bourgeois counter-revolution, on the international ggeié
including the USSR and the countries of the East, became clearer. This was a result
of the urgent and unchanging need for the proletarian revodution in the West and in
the Bast alike. At the same time as the growing force of the proletariat, socialry
and politically, in the countries which remained within the framework of the capftal-
ist mode of production, made more and more difficult the destruction of the relations
of production whiéh were born from the Octobef revolution and have been spread to tHe
Eastern Europe, like the production relations derived from the Chinese Revolution.
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But the dialectic of the class struggle, far from preventing the conclusion of any
lasting agreement between imperialism and the Kremlin bureaucracy, on the contrary,
exerted a pressure towards lasting counter-revolutionary collaboration between imper-
ialism and the bourgeoisie (whether national bourgeoisies!or not), the Kremlin bureau
cracy, its international apparatus and the satellite bureaucracies. The political
weakeniing of the Kremlin bureaucracy obliged 1 t to subordinate itself more closely
to imperislism, while it was less and less in a position to overthrow the production
relations derived from the October revelutionm. This has led to a situation of per-
manent and insoluble crisis. But the crisis does not means that the problem dis-
appears. Cn the contrary, the criszis of the parasitic bureaucracies compels them

to fight all the harder against the proletariat and the threatening revolution, sup-
porting imperialism and supporting itself on imperialism.

The weakness of the analyses of the International Committee lay in that this unity
of the world proletarian revolution, which is not only hietorig but immediate, and
which dominated all world relations and the élignment of sociel forces, was~dissolved
and replaced by an analysis besed on sectors, on statements of fact and a balance of

gains and losses.

In reality, even though the text of the SWP which we have just quoted defends the
principled and programmatic positions of the Fourth International, the enormous
pressure of US imperialism on the American masses, the enormous difficulties of the
SWP and its retreat to the ground of the national "reality” are manifested in the
text. It is obvious that the meaning and importance of the revolutionary movement i
in East Germany and of the General Strike of August 1953 in France had not been
understood, a few months after these events, from the viewpoint of the
unity of the proletarian revolution in Furope and in the world. And we have to say
that at that time it was the SWP which set the tone within the International Committ-
ee of the Fourth International. While the International Committee fought for the
defence of the principles and the programme,{it was none the less unable to amm the
Internationnl and its sections politically, any more than the International Secret-
ariat had been able to do so before the Third World Congress. In other words, the
International Committee was unable to undertake the role of leadership.

The International Committee was to reveal its extreme political weakness on another,
still more decisive level. As we have seen, it had announced that "the Internation-

al Secretariat of the Pablo-ite usurpers had forfeited its power". It announced
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that it represented the vast majority of the Trotskyist forces of the International.

T+ summoned all the leaderships of the sections of the Fourth International to make
contact with it, as the representative of the Trotskyist programme. In a certain sense,
the International Committee was announcing jtself as a new leadership of the Fourth

International. And what then?

In fact, matters remained where they were. No initiative was taken to organise, for
example, a world congress of the Fourth International, open to all sections of the
Fourth International, with the crisis of the Fourth International and Pablo-ite revis-
ionism on the agenda, proceeding to an analysis of the world situation, opening a new
perspective and forming a new organisational framework within which the Fourth Inter-
national could function. No political or organisational offensive was undertaken
against the "deposed International Secretariat of the Pablo-ite usurpers". During
this time, the latter took advantage of the formal legality of the Fourth International
and convened in peace the pseudo-'"Fourth World Congress of the Fourth International®.

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMITTEE AND THE PREPARATION OF THE PABLO-ITE CONGRESS

Thus, on January 26, 1954, Leslie Goonawardene wrote to J.P.Cannon, in the name of the

Central Committee of the Lanka Sama Samaja Party (Ceylon):

"Our opinion is that the calling of a world congress of the Fourth International by

a provisional committee formed by a majority consisting of the American, British

and Swiss sectioms, would be a catastrophe for the whole of our movement. We under-
stand the documents of the provisional committee as meaning that they are preparing
a separate and rival world congress (to that of the I1S). If that happened, the‘
consequences could be incalculable. It could decisively render the forces of

Trotskyism impotent, in a decisive period of world history."
J. P. Cannon replied in a letter dated February 235, 1954:

"Por ocur theory and practice, organisational measures, important as they may be, in
and by themselves, flow from and are subordinate to political principles and aims.
Without agreement on the latter, it is usually completely useless to count on real
co—operation in the former. Political disagreements, of course, do not exclude

such organisational compromises as are necessary to ensure the normal
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‘functioning of the movement while disputed questions are under discussion, prior
to a decision with the informed participation of the membership. As past exper-
ience shows, however, the efficacy and even the possibility of such organisation-
al compromises are usually determined both by the extent of the differences and
the good will of both sides. '

Do the necessary conditions for such a compromise now prevail in the Fourth
International? Or if, as we are convinced, they do not prevail, can they be
imposed by the intervention of responsible organisations, such as yours, which
have not yet taken a definitive position on of either of the contending
factions? We are open to conviction on this point, and ready to consider any

proposals put forward in good faith.

I feel obliged to state at the outset, however, that in my opinion the prospects
for the success of your endeavour, in the given state of affairs, are not very
gocd. At any rate, there should be no illusions of a quick solution by-a single
action. Renlism must compel us to . ) that, as the result of a long chain
of circumstances, the Fourth Interhational stands on the brink of a definitive
split. The most thet could be realistically hoped for now is that a counter-
process might be set in motion. Manoeuvres along this line will do no good;

but honest proposals, which conform to the realities of the situation, can count

on our co—=operation.

Our willingness to encourage any sincere effort in this direction even at this
late hour must also be taken together with the distinct understanding that our
political position cannot be compromised; and that the necessary discussion, now
just at its begimming, cannot he summarily shut off or stifled by any admininstr-
ative decisions on the part of anybody. Fventual decisions by a Congress must

come after the decision, not before it.”
Leter on, he wrote:

"The hour is late; but in my opinion the present drift toward a definitive inter-
national split, signalised by the holding of separate Congresses, can possibly be
arrested, and the definitive split prevented or delayed, on certain conditions.”

Ismter again, he wrote:

"... the orthodox Trotskyist fraction (has not) yet projected an international
congress; and I believe that it will refrain from doing so until the discussion
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is completed and all the sections = not merely the leading committees btut the
organisations as a whole - have had adequate time and opportunity to study and

discuss the questions in dispute and make their decisions.

The Pablo-ite IEC, on the contrary, has simultanecusly announced the exclusion of
all its opponents, including ten of the elected members of the IEC; and set a date
for the holding of the "Fourth Congress". These cannot be recognised as anything
but deliberate actions, designed, first, to split the movement and then to formal-
ise the split by a so—called Congress. In order to prevent or, at least, delay,
the definitive split, your first demand, therefore, should be for the postponement
of this ennounced Congress of the Pablo-ite faction. The SWP, on its part, has
already suggested to the International Committee of the Fourth International that
it defer action on a formal Congress, and will repeat the suggestion once again."

P, ‘Cannon developed a whole series a seriss of pertinent considerations:

*T must tell you frankly that I think the LSSP entered on a dangerous path when
it adopted its resolution condemning the publication of our Open Letter, in ad-
vance of taking a position on the political questions in dispute. Unless the
LSSP radically changes the political line expounded in its press, it will be com-
pelled to recognise - and that in the very near future - thaf its line is con-
trary to the line of the Pablo-ites and very near to, if not identical with, the
line of the SWP. Meanwhile, your action gave objective political support to the
Pablo-ites and more in their favour than all the stereotyped resolutions of the
Pablo-ite hand-raisers.

I have the definite impression that your action was motivated by the conception .
that the formal unity of the international movement is the most important conaid-
eration at the moment, and by your sincere desire to maintain this unity. I

my impression is correct, your action contained a double error. Formal unity

is not our first, nor even our second, principle; it is not the most important
question in the present situation; and your action did not serve the cause of

unity anyway.

The first concern of the "old Trotskyists"has always beem, and should be now, the
defence of our doctrine. Tha% is the first principle. . The second principle,
giving 1ife to.the first, is the protection of the historically-created cadres

against aay atlempt to disrupt or disperse them. At the best, formal unity
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stands third in the order of importance.

The cadres of the "old Trotskyists" represent the accumulated capital of the long
struggle. They are the carriers of the doctrine; the sole human instruments now
available tovbring our doctrine - the element of socialist consciousness - into
the mass movement. The Pablo camarilla set out deliberately to disrupt these ..
cadres, one by one, in one country after another. And we set out, no less delib~-
erately - after too long a delay - to defend the cadres against this perfidious
attack. Our sense of responsibility to the international movement imperatively
required us to do so. Revolutionary cadres are not indestructible. The tragic
experience of the Comintern taught us that.” ("Protsikyism versus Revisionism®,
Vol. 2, pp.94ff.) ’

«

The Central Committee of the Lanka Sama Samaje Party was to adopt, later om, a de- '
claration about the text "Rise and Decline of Stalinism". It made proposals aboﬁt
th8°2288%%“8¥tthe Pablo~ite Congress and the preparation of a common Congress. In
the course of the meeting of the Intsernational Committee on May 11, 1954, the Com-
mittee voted for the following resolution on these points:

""he International Committee notes with satisfaction the political declaration of
the LSSP on the Pablo-ite IS document: 'The Rise and Fall of Stalindsm', which
was adopted unanimously by its CC on April 24, 1954, and characterised as 'lead~-
ing to a fundamental revision of the positions of Trotskyism in relation to
Stalinism but also denies to the Trotskyist movement all Justification for its

own independent existence.'

The International Committee records its fundamental agreement with this resolut-
ion of the CC of the LSSP, and considers it an essentisl step forward towards
the realisetion of the vpolitical regrouping of the irmense mejority of the
International on the basis of the Trotskyist Programme."

J. P. Cannon wrote in another letter to Leslie Goonawardene, dated May 12:

"ie note that your proposel for a Congress postponement was rejected, and an-
nouncerent is made of the decision to proceed with the previously scheduled
Congress of the Pablo-ites. As stated in my letter of February 23, such a Gon-
gress can only be a congress of a faction. Its results can only be to formalise
the international split, and put an end to the possibility of setting in motion

a process which might lead to the formal re-unification of the movement. The



(9]

Trotskyist forces organised in the Internatiénal Committee have no intention of
attending or recognising this so-called congress, organised and arranged without
cheir participation.”

Cannon explained, in a letter to Farrell Dobbs dated June 5:

4
"T think it will be better to ignore the Pablo-ifs gathering and give it no
publicity whatever in our press...

Qur refercnce to the 'Pablo-ite faction', which we have used up till now, and
which is also used in Murry's article this week, has been correct for the whole
period from our ovember Plemm up until the present time. But if the schedul-
ed gathering of the Pablo-ites declares itself to be the Fourth Congress, fur-
ther references to them as 'a fection of the Fourth International®’ would be in=-
appropriate. Thereafter they should be designated simply as secessionists, but
not as a faction of the Fourth International; and in no case as the Congress,
IEC or IS of the Fourth International. %

After the Pablo-ite Congress, it will be time for the Trotskyist groups to begin
an international discussion of new documents of their own on the world situation.
1t would be a good idea for those concerned to consider the questicns to be
deslt with in the resolutions and assign the writing of drafts. Once accept-
able drafts are approximately agreed upon, they could be published in the Inter-
pational Bulletin and in our Internal Bulletin and a discussion opened preparat-
ary to a real Congress to reconstitute the bone fide Trotskyist Fourth Inter-
national,”

The Responsibilities of the Leadership of the SWP

On July 14, 1954, Farrell Dobbs informed J. P. Cannon:

"ie have defeated the Pablo-ites in the political struggle since publication of
the Open Letter. As a result a three way division was manifested at the rump
congress: the Pablo-ite liquidators, the Germainist conciliators who have made
political concessions to Pablo, and the Ceylonese to whom Pablo has made polit-

ical concessions.

The rump congress made contradictory decisions. In proclaiming itself as the
"Fourth Congress”, it moved in the direction of a split. The political con-

cezssions to the Ceylonese, on the other hand, implied mo¥egn in the direction of

of unity. These decisions of an opposite character were intended to bind -
together
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the contradictory forces at the rump congress in order to hold them together.
The Ceylonese could not be induced to go along with Pablo without political con-
cessions. The Cochranites on the other hand would probably have split if the
rump congress had not been proclaimed the 'Fourth Congress’. -

We now face the question: shall we insist that the act of proclaiming the
"Fourth Congress" consummates a definitive split, or shall we accept the Ceylon-
ese proposai to form a parity commission for the organisation of a joint discuss-

ion and preparation of a joint conference?"

In fact, the Pablo-ite Congress proclaimed itself to be the "Fourth World Congress
of the Fourth International® and ratified the document "Rise and Decline of Stalin-
ism", seasoned with a few amendments, and the document, "Our integration in the real

movement of the masses", which developed the

the Trotskyist organisations, as well as the following resolution: "On the Unity

of the International Trotskyist Movement":

"The Fourth World Congress declare that it believes the re-establishment of the
unity of the Trotskyist movement possible and desirable.

With this object, it .decides:

1. To address all the groups which were members of the Fourth Internaticnal at
the time of the IIIrd World Congress and which have not subsequently taken
part in the IVth YWorld Congress, to invite them to re-establish the unity
of the international Trotskyist movement, within the framework of'the
centralised world party which is the International:

2. hen unity has been re-established, a plenum of the IEC will be called, to
give them proportional representation in all the leading bodies of the
International. This plemm will then decide to convene an international

Conference and to open a new international discussion:

3, In the event that these groups decide that unity cannot be re-established
until after a preceding conference and discussion have taken place, a com=
mission of the new IEC will be ready to examine with them the forms of com-
mon organisation of such a discussion and such a conference, nine months \
at least after the closure of the IVth World Congresa:

4., A commission of the new IEC will contact these groups immediately after the
World Congress has been held, to explain and to defend the present resolut-



ion".

J. P. Cannon restrained somewhat the enthusissm of Dobbs, when he replied on July
16, 1954:

f; "It is not quite correct to say that we have defeated the Pablo-ites in the polit-
‘ ical struggle since the publication of the Open Letter, but we have certainly
made headway."

But he replied to the questions which Dobbs posed, in the following way:

S "] agree, of course, with your position that if the Pablo-ites want to negotiate
" ghout unity, or any steps possibly leading towards it, they will have to deal

directly with the International Committee, and give up their round-about approach
€8eae

6. An agreement with the Pablo-ites to form a parity commission with representat-
jves of the International Committee, to jointly arrange a discussion in prepar-
ation for a prospective joint congress, would in itself be a big gain far the
Trotskyists, regardless of whether such a parity commission eventually arrived
at a joint congress. The discussion will decide that, and there will be plenty
of time. If we are able, through a jointly-edited Bulletin to reach some of the
undecided and misinformed people, who have been deliberately kept in ignorance
of the issues, we will be bound to gain something in any case.

7. If such a parity commission is agreed upon, it will not be necessary for us to
present any ultimatistic formulations at its first meeting. The fact of the
agreement for a parity commission would speak for itself. A 1ittle later, if it
appears that there is a prospect of the Pablo-ites agreeing to a formal parity
commission, I would suggest some formulations which the International Commission
representatives can use to let the Pablo-ites save a little face without yielding
enything essential to them"

Tactical questions are of great importance. None the less, the reader may ask himQ
self: is this reallyfhe way to carry on a struggle against a revisionist centre?
All the evidence shows that the LSSP was playing a double gahe. It did not even
hold the balance equally between the International Committee and the "International
Secretariat® = which ©'¢Mlthen would not have been acceptable. To be sure, they
condemmed revisionism "in principle®”. To be sure, they were for postponing the
Pablo-ite World Congress. To be sure, they were for a “parity commission" to pre-
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pare a common congress. But they took part in the Pablo-ite Congress, vhich they re-
garded as the "Fourth World Congress of the Fourth International™. They accepted the
documents which were proposed. They fudged up with Pablo the proposal for a "parity

commission™ in the conditions defined by the resolution quoted above, which committed

Pablo to nothing whatever. FHow cnn we fail to draw the conclusion that they covered

Pablo, tnat they were "His Majesty's Opposition"?

How could Cannon and the leadership of the SWP, who bore down with all their weilght on
the International Committee of the Fourth International, have shown themselves to be 80
innocent?

The crisis of the Tourth International, which took form in 1950 was first and above all
the crisis of the leadership of the Fourth International. It was to make the Inter-
national Secretariat into the liquidationist centre which the International Committee
8o justly denounced. But, if it took form, if it developed, if the International Sec—-
retariat became the liguidationist centre, the remson is that the other leaders showed
themselves to be incapable of shouldering the tasks which history 1laid upon theﬁ: This
is true, in particular, for the leadership of the SWP, the responsibllity of whom was
also a particular one, because of the particular place which the SWP occupies in the
history of the Fourth International. Its leadership abdicated its international re-
sponsibilities, up t9 the moment when in 1953 the SWP itself was directly involved.
After the formation of the International Committee, it equally failed to undertake the
new responsibilities which fell to its lot.

Let us agree that the proposals of the LSSP had to be taken into consideration from a
tactical point of view. Let us agree that a Congress organised by the International
Committee would have been premature and inadequate. Was it not all the more necessary
to organise and to open the political discussion inside as well as outside the Inter-
national Committee, and to draw the critical balance-sheet of the first fifteen yeafs of
the existence of the Fourth International. They should not have restricted themselves
to establishing the fact that the International Secretariat had become the centre for
liquidating the Fourth International. They should have analysed the causes and laid
down a line of consiruction or reconstruction of the Fourth International, at the same
time as they esnalysed the world relationships and opened a perspective of politically
re-arming the sections of the International Committee. None of this was done. The
International Committee restricted itself to re-stating its principled positiona. This
was indispensable, but it in no way sufficed to struggle against and to overcome the
liquidationist centre or to construct or re—construct the Fourth International.
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The "perity commission™ of the pseudo-"Fourth World Congress® had no reality. The
1SSP continued to belong to the Pablo-ite"International Secretariat", which, in return,
permitted i to conduct a deeply opportunist policy in Ceylon without the slightest
interference. The "International Secretariat” carried forward its policy of liguidat-
ing Trotskyist organisations throughcut the world. For example, it tried to destroy
the POR in Bolivia and liquidated the great possibilities of constructing powerful sect-
jons of the Fourth International vhich existed in latin America. It continued to pro-—
stitute Trotskyism and the name of the Fourth International. 1t grew stronger as an

obstacle to the construction of the Fourth International and its sections.

From time to time, the International Cormittee published tdeclarations" about this or
that important event. There was no Congress. There was not even a real conference
until 1963. The International Committee confined itself to playing the role of a
liaison committee between the Trotskyist organisations which denounced Pablo-ism. Dur-
ing this time, the *International Secretariat" continued to function as if it were the
Fourth International, holding "International Executive Committees" several timeg a year
and, at regular dates, "forld Congressesﬁ with all the ritual. ’ /

Passive as the International Committee may have been, its existence none the less pre—
sented a number of problems to the Pablo-ite "International Secretariat". It particul-
arly forced upon the nTnternational Secretariat™ the use of a certain language and
certain formulae of "Trotskyism". On the other hand, the development of the world
class struggle and cf world relations, which did not obey the schemas of the IIIrd and
IVth Congresses, These had necessarily to be modified, and certain of the themes of

Pablo-ism had to be reworked in fomrm.



