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EDITORIAL

Sack Callaghan
to defeat the

Tories

Prime Minister Callaghan intends to stomp the country
from now until the General Election campaigning for a
faurth phase of rigid wage control—with increases no mare
than 5% —followed by permanent pay limits. This was made
abundantly clear in his arrogant, provocative speech to
burcaucrats of the Confederation of Shipbuilding and
Engineering Unions conference at the end of June.
Callaghan declared not only that there wauld be a Phase a,
but also that he had no intention of seaking prior agree-
ment with the TUC on his proposed figure. In other words
as with the Phase 3 10% limit, the government has decided
simply to throw down the gauntlet to the TUC bureaucracy
knowing full well that these union leaders are so 2ager to
assist the employers to pull through their crisis and so
scared of the strength of their own members that they will
do nothing to challenge a pay ceiling.

True to form, the Confed. leaders did nothing to
challenge this high-handed display by Callaghan. The press
next day described official union reaction as “guardedly
favourable®’,

There can be no doubt that if Callaghan is allowad to
carry out this policy it can only bring fresh setbacks 1o the
workers” movement,

Callaghan’s latest plan for further wage control,
combined with the whale treacherous record of Labour in
government which in four years has thrown 1% million out
of work and inflicted historic cuts in working class living

standards, may well be sufficient 1o alienate further
warking class Labour voters and bring the return of the
Tories under Thatcher's right wing leadership,

But even if Labour were to scrape a majority in a
General Election, the Callaghan cabinet would regard this
victary as a mandate to crack down with renewed vicious-
ness an any section ol workers that defied the pay policy
and fought to defend their living standards. The Lib-Lah
coalition may be about 1o expire but its central policy—
wage control—is far from dead,

The decision in May by Liberal leader David Stoel to
break the anti-socialist Lib-Lab pact stems from his belief
that an Dctober General Election is all but certain, and his
anxiety to salvage what remains of the Liberal Party's
electoral support prior to that date. Far the second string
capitalists in the Liberal Party and the reactionary leaders
af the Labour Party the 14.month coalition arrangement
has already fulfilled its purpose:

It propped up the minaority Labour government
through a periad when strike action threatened to over-
throw Phase 2 of wage control.

*It provided Healey with solid suppor drawn from
outside the labour maovement in laving down his Phase 3
ultimatum to the TUC traitors.

*It gave the Callaghan government the confidence to
carry through a military scabbing operation unprecedented
since the 1926 General Strike to crush the Firemen's strike,
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*It has pressured even the most talkative Labour ‘lefis’
into abandoning even the pretence that the governmant
stands for a socialist programme.

Thare is avery indication that, with the beginnings of
an upturn in inflation, working class pressure on wages after
the expiry of Phase 3 will unleash further mass struggles
and further acts of treachery from Callaghan and the
coalition cohinet. The guestion now posed starkly hefare
every Labour Party member and trade unionist is how they
must act to prevent Callaghan's planned sabotage. Mathing
could be more dangerous than to stand back passively and
allow the Labour right wing and their allies in the TUC
bureaucracy to ride roughshod over the interests of the
working class,

Those ‘left” Labour MPs who have consistently taken
thiz position, and tamely gone along with avery reaction-
ary government policy have created the opening for this
latest move by Callaghan.

Headed by Cabinet ‘left’” Wedgewood Benn, the
Tribune Group of MPs have trooped time and again like
sheep into the government lohby to register support for
mass unemployment, social service cuts, pay laws and
attacks on democratic rights—each time arguing that the
‘anly alternative’ was the return of a Tory government,

Thaose Labourites wha follow Callaghan and Healey are
guite wrang to interpret the recent renewed electoral
suppart far Labour as a vote for their palicies of wage cuts,
mass unemployment and destruction of the social services.
Workers have been turning out to vote Labour because they
have come to feel that a Tary government would be even
worse, It would mean a Turther intensification of racialist
propaganda and legisdlation, a new battery of laws against
the unions, still more spending cuts to benefit big business
and hundreds of thousands of jobs last in a new round of
speed-up and rationalisation in industry.

But now Callaghan has informed them that a rencwed
Labour government would mean permanent wage contrals!

Workers have voted Labour because they recognise that
Tory attacks would destray jobs, rights and living standards
won in decades of struggle. But the very fact that
Callaghan-Healey intend to campaign in the election on
their record as wage-cutters and job-slashers makes it clear

The last issue of Tromskpmm Today carried
a lengthy analysis entitled “Aspacts af the His
tary of the Fourth International”. Our Ediorial
draw attentian o the 40th Anmversary of the
foundation of the Fourth baternational in 1938
and  stressed the oeed 1o stimulaie the wicest
discussion o its reconstruction, We oflered
o use the pages of this journal as a larum Tar
such discussion,

This offer memains oper. To lurther press
the nead far more thorough discussion of the
Historeal problems ol the FI, this issue carries
ther document weitian by the WSL in response
ta an invitation Tram the International bMarsist
Graup and the ‘United" Secretarial ol the
Fowrth Interosstional bar ws  — as nomamemibe s
of tha USFI — 1 submit material for discussion

— Our columns are open! ——

that it is hy no means enough 1o sit back until Oetober and
vote Lahour,

The Labour leaders themselves pose a major threat to
living standards and basic rghts. Acting in defence of
British capitalism thay have opened the door to the return
of the Tories.

The way to fight and defeat the Tories is to advance
the indapendent struggles of the working class. And this can
only take place if a clear stand is taken at each point against
the reactionary policies of the Labour leaders. The ‘lefts’
have demonstrated their refusal 1o take such a stand at any
aoint—and in doing 5o they have contributed to demoralis-
ation amd cynicism among Labour supporters who want to
fight the capitalist offensive. Callaghan and the right wing
feed off such weakness,

They are counting on the traditionally low level of
Labour Party aetivity during the summer period and the
likely cancellation of this yvear's Party conference, in order
to force through a tharoughly reactionary manifesto with
rank and file members baing denied even the pretence of a
democratic voice, This strategy for betrayal must be fought
thraughout the warkers” movement.

Every trade union branch, Labour Party ward and
GMC must discuss these latest developments and pass
resolutions demanding a full Labour Party conference be
called prior to the General Election, al which delegates will
have the opportunity to throw out Callaghan®s proposed
manifesta and the entire Lib-Lab cabinet. Local MPs must
bz forced to state their positions, and Callaghan's
supporters removed from lists of candidates. 1t is on this
issup and the fight in practice for a socialist programme
based on abolition of wage contrals, restoration of spanding
cuts, a programme of public works to create new jobs and
natianalisation of the banks and major industries without
compensation under workers® management that the Labaur
lefts” can be put to the test, and the illusions of a Parliam-
entary road to socialism which they peddle can be stamped
out within the warkars’ movement,

As the lefts’ are proved unable to challange the right
wing, the best layers of workers will recognise the necessity
for a break from social democracy and the construction of
a ravalutionary leadership to take the working class 1o
power.

July 3, 1978,

within the LISF] orior 1o its Xlth Waorld Oon
rass nexi year

This docarment, ‘The Poisoned Weall', att-
empls 10 showe the necessity far a Astorical
grasp of the problems of the post-war Inter-
natioral if the current reglignments and chanoss
weithin the USFEIL and the confusion of ather
selbstyled Trotskyist’ groupirgs internatiana by
are o be carrectly understood,

It has been circolared 1o many of the left
aroups in Writain and aneernatianally thar claim
thur title Trotkyist” Inoesch coase we have invit
ed the group concernsd to submil replies (o us
for publication. We reafficm this invitation, and
particularly urge the USF%s British section, the
Intermational  Marxist  Growp,  to declare
publicly its position on this document and The
probiems of progrsmme, grinciple and method
thak it raises,
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Two Essays
i' on Post-war

Stalinism

The essay The Theory
af Structural Assimilation
by Tim Wohlfarth — uniil
now virtually unehtainable
— pow rapublished with a
commentary by Adam
Westoby entitled adn
Wohfforth'’s  Theory of
Structural Assimilation”,

‘Cogmurists” Against Revolution addresses itself 1o the most important aspects of the
devalopment of Stalinism since 1945, How have the post-war workers” states been formed in
Eastern Europe, China, Indo-china and Cuba? What is the political and social character of
the modern Communist Parties 7 What lies bahind the break-up of the Stalinist ‘'monolith’?

The position argued stands as a challenge to the ‘theories’ generally accepted by the
various tendencies that have emerged within the post-war Trotskyist movement,

In shart, this book stands as a major step to reassert and develop the analytical method
and programmatic principles of Trotskyism. It is essential reading.

166 pages, including extensive footnotes and & comprehensive crossrefernce index
PAPERRBACK, E1.75 plus 20p p&p

Folrose Books

31, Dartmouth Park Hill, London NW5 1HR.
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In defence of
working class
political
independenece

The following document, drafted in November 1977 and endorsed by the majority of the WSL
Mational Committea early last December, was adopted as the British Perspectives document by the
Second Annual Conference of the Workers Socialist League in February 1978,

The Crisiz

Withowt aven denting the total of unemployed in the
capitalist and colonial countries, the much-vaunted ‘boom’
that bourgzois economists thought had begun in 1976 has
already run out of steam. A pointer to this s the way
figures show a pull-back from long-term investment in the
key US econamy.

The dollar is weak on the international money
markets; unemployment in the US remains at around the 7
percent mark; orders Tor new plant and machinery have not
significantly increased; and the steel industry, ravaged by
both international market anarchy and domestic crisis is
imposing a whole series of layv-offs and plant closures to
tackle the problem of unused capacily, The steel hosses,
backed by the AFL-CIO wnion chizfs are among those
leading the clamour in the LS for protective measuras
against imports. This gives a clear indication that prablems
in the US economy must mzan problems ahead glso for
Europe and Japan.

Indeed capitalism internationally is inflicting a news ags
af mass unemployment an the working class, The EEC has
announced  that the number of workers roegistered as
unemployed thooghout the EEC has reached 6 million,
Even this vast figure is an underestimate, There are further
millions af jobless in the rest of capitalist Europe, including
probably 2 million in Spain’ and Portugal, Countless
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millions of others in capitalist countries throughout the
world are without a joh.

The latest economic nows makes it clear that there is
no prospect of the problam of mass unemployment being
solved by the capitalist system. The Qrganisation for Econ-
omic Cooperation and Development held a conference in
Paris at which its ‘experts” produced figures 1o show that
the rate of growth of capitalist economies was everywhers
lagging far behind the predictions of a Tew months ago. And
they showed an equally bleak prospsct for the future, As
the Financial Times said: “Failing any new expansionary
measures, the OECD secretariat has painted a gloomy
pictura for 1978, invalving lower groeeth of industrial
production, a stagnation of investments, rising unemploy-
ment and a sharp decline in world trade which could lead ta
much greater protectionism'”,

“Pratectionism”™ is the polite word for the trade war
which is already raging between the major capitalist coun-
tries, desparately searching for a bigger share of the warld s
diminishing mass of profit. Although in general the fright-
encd econamic authorities of the capitalist world have
stoppad this trade war from taking the form of an increase
in taritf and cistom duties on trada, it is still there in the
farm of the increasing number of ‘voluntary”’ restrictions an
exports which the US in particular is trying 1o impose an a
qrowing number of countries.



The textile industry in Latin Armerica has already been
stunted by these arm-twisting methaods. And the British
government, which has rejected the overl import controls
demanded by Labour ‘lefts’ and Stalinists, has instead
wrested ‘voluntary’ limilations fram Hong Kong and Japan
on such products as TVs and cars. Meanwhile the capitalist
states are increasingly throwing around accusations against
#ach other of ‘dumping’ (selling goods below the cost of
praduction).

Committees of the US Congress are at presant invest-
igating accusations of dumping and demands for protection
based on that and an ather grounds against goods which
account for two thirds of the exports from the EEC to the
USL The chranic US payments deficit and the weakness of
the dollar add to the pressure for increased protectionism,

This trade war has been highlighted by two recent
events, The first was the announcement of the half-yearly
financial figures for the British Steel Corporation. The loss
far & months amaunted 1o over £200 million, A1 the same
time the Bethlehern Steel Company in the US, which is
similar in scale of production to BSC, announced lossas
which were double this figure. But both British and US
producers blamed the situation on cheap ‘durmped’ imparts
fram Japan, and are threatening to step up protection
against Japanese steel. The capitzlists’ answer 1o the crisis
of this industry, which is simply reflecting the general crisis
of the capitalist system, is to bargain with each other as to
whether Japanese, American or British workers should be
forced to shoulder the costs,

But as the trade war becomes more aggressive and
sections of capitalists become more desporate we must
remember that only a narrow dividing line separates trade
war from physical war between capitalist states The bour-
geoisie is not in complete control of the situation. The
result is international instability with the ever-present
threat of war,

The complicity of the ‘left' reformists in this inter-
national bartering of jobs is an indication of the complete
bankrupey of a nationalist approach to the crisis of capi-
talism. The working class, as an international class must he
offered zn independent programme to defend bath against
its ‘own’ national bourgeoisiz and against imperialism,
Attempts to enlist the working class in efforts to press for
measures protecting their ‘own’ employers against “foreign’
competition must weaken and confuse the working class as
well @5 dividing it along national lines. 1t is no coincidence
that the same ‘left' refarmists who have thrown in their lot
with the class collaborationist Lib-Lab coalition in Britain
are alsa the ones calling loudest for import centrols.

At the same time reformists both ‘left’ and right as well
as the Stalinists have rallied to support the bourgeaisie in
every capitalist country in its efforts to stem the fall in the
rate of profit in domestic industry—the amount of profit in
relation ta capital invested,

Almaost every capitalist government is now impasing or
drawing up packages of ‘austerity’ measures designed to
slash workars’ living standards, cut government spanding o
social services that represent a drain on surplus value, and
torce through a new round of rationalisation in industry,
Fociaiist Fress has outlined such packagss in Italy, France,
Portugal and Spain, as well as the Social Contract in Britain.

The key in every instance to the implementation of
these policies is the role played by the mass refarmist and
Stalinist leaderships in checking the resistance of a powerful
and undefeated workers' movement. Hence the drive
towards Popular Front and coalition forms of rule designed
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ta Lind the working class to the reguirements of capitalism
in decline. Reformist and Stalinist leaders see twa alter-
natives pased starkly before them: either they must colla-
borate to the full with the bourgeoisie and assist its efforts
to extract additional surplus value from the working-class;
or they must faca the political consequences of a struggle
against  the bourgeaisie  under conditions where  the
weakness of capitalism and the strength of the working
class could immediately place the guestion of pawer on the
agenda, jeopardizsing the whole balance of class forces upan
which they rest as bureaucrats, In overy instance these
leaders hava, predictably, each in their own way, rejected
the second course and sought cut ever closer working
relations with their ‘own' ruling class. This has brought a
revival, under complately different objective conditions, of
the treacherous strategy of the ‘Popular Front” developed in
the 1930s. In Britain the form taken by this class colla-
boration is the Lili-Lab coalition,

Economie Crisis in Britain

The erisis in Britain—with record numbers of unem-
Ployed, no prospect of an upturn, and inflation cantinuing
in double figures, generally matches the world pattern, And
even while bumper profit figures have been recorded in
certain industries—particularly in the public sector —the rate
of profit still lags behind the kind of figure demanded by
the capitalist class,

In Britain, as internationally, it is around this kay
imsue—the exploitation of workers for profit—that the main
collision between the classes has been centred. The struggle
by employers to impose rationalisation and speed-up and to
increase the rate of exploitation cn the shap-floor in a
desperate bid to step up the rate of profit is now being
carried through on all fronts simultaneously,

With the level of production still balow that during the
three day week of 1974, "surplus™ factaries have bean shut
down; public spending on social services has bean slashed ;
and the labour force in existing factories and enterprises has
in many cases been cut back by sackings ar by “natural
wastage'” coupled to speed-up of those remaining. Such
policies create unemployment and thus doubly assist the
employers® drive to step up the productivity of labour by
also weakening the arganised strength of the working class,
Additionally public spending cuts avoid the need to impose
added tax burdens on the profits of private enterprise. On
tap of this battery of attacks, the enforcement of two
wears” af wage contral has inflicted unprecedanted Wage
cuts upon the working class. None of these policies could
have been carried through withaut major pitched battles if
the employers had not been able to count upon the
absolute collusion of reformist political and trade unjon
lezclers, ably assistedd by their allies in the Communist

With the backing of these leaders, a massive pool of
unemployrment now gives employers and government added
confidence in their drive for further speed-up and cuts in
manning levels. They still rely howover on the polica role of
the TUC |eaders to avoid the praspect of a decisive con-
frantation.

Tha decision of the Ford motor company to build a
brand new car complex in Wales indicates that, thanks to
union officials and their errand boys at corvenor level, the
price ot labour-power 1o emplavers in Britain has been
reduced to one of the lowest lavels in Evrope,

The loudhy-hailed emergence of regular supplies of
Morth Sea oil can only have a superficial effect on the



pattern of the crisis in Britain, By strengthening the balance
of payments (cutting oil imports) the oil has helped to stem
the fall of the pound in the foreign exchange’ markets. The
balance of payments is in any case favourably distorted by
the chronic low level of production which has minimised
the level of imparted raw materials, While a strengthened
pound would of course be a limited asset to the government
in that it cuts the imparted aspect of inflation, the perils of
large inflows of speculative “hot money ™ have been illus-
trated in the recent forced floating of the pound. This
reached the point where the pound’s increased value threa-
tenad to make sluggish exports even harder to sell ina
depressed world market,

The oil revenue has of course enabled the government
to make some cuts in taxation, and provides resources for
additional hand-outs to employers facing difficulties. Cuts
in income tax of course benefit largely management and
director grades, while for shopfloor workers they are
intended as a means to stall off substantial wage claims.

But the oil is not a permanant asset, 1t will run out.
And it is not cheap—it sells at world market prices, |t doas
not give British capitalism any particular competitive
advantage, And although the high profits on the oil itsalf
will tand ta raise the average rate of profit, the oil as such
will do nothing to improve the prafitability of industry as a
whaole, The long-lerm effact of Morth Sea cil on the rate of
profit depends, as statemant after statement from Callaghan
and Tory leaders makes clear, upon the way the govern-
ment uses the revenue directly to assist the capitalists in
carrying through rationalization and investment in new
plant designed to increase the rate of exploitation of the
warking class.

The Lib-Lab Cealition and Wage Control

From the wvery oulset we have analysed the Lib-Lah
deal as an undeclared eoalition in which the Labour
traitors, unable to sustain their policies purely through thair
alliance with the TUC hureaucracy, reached out to seek a
base of support outside the organised labour movement to
assist their antiawarking class policias,

While the fundamentals of the Labour leaders® reac-
tionary bourgeois  programme have not  changed—wage
contrals, public  spending  cuts, unemployment and
handouts ta industry remain central—what has changed
fundamentally is the class basis of the government. The
bourgeais Liberal lzaders have more control over the pali-
cies and actions af the government and the whole Parlia-
mantary Labour Party than the LP conference ar the TUC,
This government owes its very existence to an undertaking
jointly with the Libzrals to enforce a third phase of wage
cantrols and to refrain from the least hint of socialist pali-
cies. For this reason it cannot be ‘pressured’ ta change its
line by organisations of the labour movement. To open the
door for a fight for socialist policies, the Lib-Lab coalition
must first be froken. The refusal of almost every other
tendency in the labour movement to spell out this fact 1o
workers is an indication of their political bankrupey and
oppartunism. This is epitomised by the tame ‘lefts’ of the
Tribune Group and the pest ‘Marxists’ of the ‘Militant’
group, both of which oppaose any fight to break the coali-
tion,

The determination of this coalition to carry through a
baurgeais programme and 1o hold the line against workers’
struggles to imprave living standards is undoubted, But the
odds they must contend with are both class Torces and the
eoonamic crises. A powerful working class, bitterly resen-
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ful at the savage cuts in living standards inflicted over the
last 2 years is maving inta struggls aver wages.

It weas this resistance that first brought the defansive
pro-capitalist political alignment of the Lib-Lab deal in
March 1977, The main purpose of that coalition was to
impose a rigid stage three of wage contral on the warking
class. Despite every effort by a servile union bureaucracy
they have failed to do so formally, though the TUC is exer-
ting its whole energy to forcing it in by the back door.
Union conferance after union conference was forced during
the summer to take a stamd against a Phaze 3, howevar
vaguely woorded and devious the motions brought by union
lzaders, Finally the TUC was forced to scramble for the 12
month rule as a means ol isalating pay disputes in the
coming year. Yel events since the beginning of tha fire-
men's strike show that the TUC has now turned from a
defensive stand on that rule ta full-blooded support far the
10% policy. Proposals Trom MUM, Boilermakers, GMWU
and MUPE leaders go further, and suggest nevl bargaining
structures that would shackle millions of workers to
centralised negotiations and clear the decks for Healey's
publicly declared plans for persanent wage control,

Despite the fact that, in the private sector, Healey's
pay ullimatum has been changed and even ignored by
certain employers, wage contrel remains 1o be broken, Mo
soction of workers in the public sector has yet achievad a
sattlement of owver 10%—and every manosuvre by TUC
leaders—particularly the NUM and MUPE leadership—is now
focussed on ensuring that the firemen are isolated and the
pay limit protected.

This is why wa should avoid any tendency to overstrass
the political consciousness of workers or their spontaneous
leaderships thrown up in current and coming pay battles.
While we know from the experience of the miners’ sirikes
of 1972 and 1974, and fram the Leyland toolroom dispute
this year, {1977 that certain pay disputss even under a
completely retormist leadership can have the power to

shake and remove governments, our responsibility remains
the preparation of conscious leadership adeguate to today's
situation, We are not facing a repetition of the 1974 fight
with the Taries. The breaking of the Lib-Lab coalition
requires a more advanced political leadership, capable of
fighting bath government and the TUC bureaucracy. This
iz why we have put foarward the call for more advanoed
organs of struggle, such as Councils of Action, to take this
struggle forweard, i

Liberal leader Steel has remained silent on the wide-
spread breaches in the pay policy in the private sector, The
praspect of annihilation of the Liberal Party in a polarised
General Election, plus the spectacle of the Callaghan reqime
using troops to break the firemen's strike clearly holds
Steel to Callaghan at this point, just as a dedication to
resolving the problems of capitalism holds Gallaghan to
Steel.

But should the TUC palicemen lose their grip on the
mass movement, and a massive wave of pay strikes break
out, it is clear that Steel would come under immense
bourgeois pressure to withdraw from the coalition, The
Tories maoved aganst Callaghan in March bacause they pre-
ferred to see the Labour government defeated ostensibly
in Parliament and themselves take the reigns of power than
to zee it defeated openly over its pay palicy in which
workers would learn tremendous political lessons, 1t s
almost certain that such considerations wauldd not be lost
an the Liberal Party it industry were paralysed by
escalating pay strikes in the coming period,

The March coalition, as we have analysed, represontad
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the outcome ot both the strength and the political wealk -
nz:s of e working clazs. The strength refleciad in the
roolroom strike--toaok the form of growing national strike
action outside the immediate contrel ol the officiz] union
burcaucracy. The weakness lay e the lack af an alterngt e
leadership able 1o direet that strength and put an indepen-
dent programme of action for the wolmakers, or o
challenge  the  existing  leadership  within the  laboos
moavement. The Lahourites seeking a base of support
mrside of and agawist the working class reachoed aul o
embrace the Liberals,

Thiz coalition noaw  determines every action of the
Callaghan goverament, Mol a sindgle measure to bhenefis the
working class is even envisaged in the programme for the
present session of Partiament, Every policy 15 4 concession
1o the deal with Britain's junor capitahist party, Even the
boasted mowes ta legalise strikes by postal workers are to e
subject to the agreement of the amployer and of the Liberal
Party, Meamyhias, wncler Liberal prompting, the bulk of
pariiamentary tirme is o e given awver o ightening up the
Common Market straitiackel ancd aidl 10 small businesses,

In the event of direct elections 1o the EEC beinng hald,
our pasition would be oce of bayoolt, The ineaming NG
must prepare g concret2 pohoy arcund which o implement
this position, and a general statement of our attitude 1o the
EEC. This should spall ool our oriestation towarcs calling
on the European workers” movemant 10 2l to dismantle
the EEC, and the need o fight for the Socialist United
States of Europe.

The only salvation for the coalition is thraugh the con-
tiresd  slavich  support  they  receive  from the  cnion
bureaveracy. The lesson from Grunwick, Desoutters and
the hostel strikes s clear s so cesperate are officals 1o stifle
witlespread action by warkers and to hold the line on wages
that they are vnable 1o win 2ven the most simple demand
al all—the right to unicn recogaition, And the harsh lesson
from recent netrayals s that oven workers with the most
devastaeting  industrial  strength are still subject 1o the
influgnce of wmon bureavcrats (BOCY, This orisis
working  class leadership s decsive 0 proserving the
Lib-Laly coalition.

et the strength of working class resistance s also
nciicated by the fact that  as Fords mananer Terry Beckett
pomted our at the CBI conterence —the samerical strength
al the unions s increasing, despile the betrayals over wages
and recogrition struggles,

The fact thay ewery serious dispule over pay  now
threatens the very existence of the Lib-Lab goveroment
sharpens still further the contradiction betaeen Bitter shop-
flopr resentment  against wage contrels and the  undom
Luraaucracy s defence of the 10% Limart,

Vith this in view, the WSL has put lorward the call fog
Councils of Action. The task ol such Councils of Action is
1o spread anc strecgthan pay dispotes, fight the witch-hunts
anid bring out other sections ol workers an ther own pay
demands alongside those already in strugole.

Within such cauncils of actiaon the job of the WSL as
the conscious eloment wolld be to fight to establish them
as an alternative pole of Jeadership capable of challenging
the betrayals of the bureaucrats and  confronting  the
coatition government. Devaloped in the course of struggle,
such councils of action woold provide the embryonic
organs of dual pover inoan all-out confrontation between
the classes,

The conditions surroundhing the Tiremen's dispute have
oftered the clearsst case so Far Tor this call wo Be taken up n

pach tonam as @ counter o organised army strikebreaking
and to the attempts By public sector union bureaucrals o
izolate the Hremen by holding back their mambers” claims.

[r the pulilic sector the policing of the 10% pay limit
through cash limits is combined with the imposition of
spending cuts. This means that molicit in every  pay
negotiation  in the  public sector is the  threat  of
unemployment.,

Public sector union leaders who bave meekly scoepted
vyory installment of cuts Cunder  protest’  have newver
intendetd to challenge on wages. But now the tea issues
marge  inseparably, WOh or  withoir wage  increases,
thousareds af public sector workers are being forced out of
work, andd jobs ahalished through wastage, by cash limits
way below the ncrease in costs brought by inflation, And
the emargenoe of pay struggle shy firemen, power workars,
airport engineers, NUM and stoelwarkers shows that public
sagtor warkers are determined o fight for wages,

Again it is the avareness of the potential for mass
struggle on this teant that has brought the union leaders to
the lowel of desperation: oo national action against eithar
the cuts or cash limits has been called for a pear since the
massive 50,000 demonstration last Movermber 17, Hospital
closures, statf cuts, service cuts and speed-up have escalated
while union featlers confined  themselves 1o occesional
Ilustar ard arm-waving.

In conlranting these hetrayals in the public sacton
urions w2 miust see the way that the cuts issue and the
wales issue are related, and the part that both policies have
i the strateoy for raising tha rate of profit.

['he capitalist class however finds tself caught in &
difficult situation. While it enthusiastically approves of
wane cutting, it recogmizes that there is little prospect of
maintaining praduction if a prolonged series of stoppages
dizrupt tha floww of components, transport ete, Snd it
recognises also that certain employers could find themselves
sandviched between a voluntary” government/TUC policy
and its implementation  through financial and  other
sanctions. Hence an ambivalent attitude to the 10% palicy
and the atternpts by numbers ol employers (o dodge con-
froniation with the TUC by paving in excess of tha 105,

Tory Party.

This ambuguity in the employers’ position Tinds ts
retlection in the sonfusion within the Tory leadarship on
wanes policy, the closmd shop etc,

While thereis little doubt that the extreme right within
the Tory Party s gathering streagth - Heselting, Boyson,
doseph, Thatwcher—it is still necessary for the Taries to
paracde their ‘moderate’ spokesmen, Prior etc,, in case they
are unexpactadly foroed mto o premature confrontation
with the wnians,

The Tory right has increasingly moved into the all-
out union-busting business, with Backing for Grumwicks and
THF arganised through MAFE. This strategy is now rallying
substantial business backing and is the strategy underlying
the Westminstar Press closed shop dispute and other anti-
urnicn struggles,

But while such a position can be developed with a
Blired eys turnaed by union bureaucrats under the wing af 2
Labour government, it could only be susto vwad under a
Tory government  if employers were willing 1o face
damaging confrontations, The betrayals carried aut by
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Jackson elc. in retreating before the courts centred heavily
on the fraudulent prospect of the government legislating
the “right™ for UPW membars to strike, chh a pasition
would be untenable under a Tory government—especially
it that government was returned under conditions of mass
strugale that had overturned a Labour-fronted cozslition,

A main plank of Thatcher's election strategy is there-
fore to avoid being tied to a particular line of policy on key
issues—and to arrive al a position only when the circum-
slances become clear,

Mationalism.

The drive towards protectionism by the national
bourgeaisies under conditions of slump and the falling rate
of profit makes itself felt also in the nationalist positions
taken up within certain layers of the petty hourgecisie and
within the labour and Stalinist bureaucracy.

Ferhaps most embarrassingly caught in this situation is
international Stalinism. The CPs are caught fast in the con-
tradiction between their notional 'defance of the Soviet
Union® and their practical alliance with their “own’
capitalist class. The stresses and strains this has created has
led to the emergence of open splits on policy betwean the
so-called “"Eurn”™ Stalinists and Moscovwe-line CPs. Both sides
are ot course agread on the necessity to combal the
political indepentence of the working class and to preserve
capitalism as part of peacelul coexistence. But the "Eurp™
Stalinists have gone much further along the road to
pernmanent  collaboration  with  their  “own®™  national
bourgeoisie, 1o the extent where their willingness to defend
the USSR against imperialism in case of war is now called
into guestion,

The tensions within  international  Stalinism  have
erupted in a split in the British CP—a split in which it s
hard! to detect any practical policy difference belween the
two siles. Neither CP offers the slightest way forward for
warkers against wage control or the Lib-Lab coalition, And
bath sections of the CP, along with the Tribunites, have
igined hands with right wing bureauerats, MPs and certain
sections of employers in the call for import controls,

This alliance sums up the class collaboration that is
implicit i the demand to shore up one section of capitalists
in competition with another sectiaon,

But while we have always struggled against the call for
import  cantrols, the WSL  has  always clearly  also
distinguished  between this reactionary policy and  the
necessary fight for the hlacking amd boyeott of all trade
with dictatorial regimes such as the South African govern-
ment and the military juntas of Latin America, wherewer
the fighting arganisations of the oppressed have called Tor
such assistance in their struggles,

It is conspicuous that the strangest advocates af import
controls have been the most silemt on the fight for
solidarity action in the wretched betrayal by the TUC
af the ‘week of zction’ against South Adrica this surmmer,
The ‘week ol action’, itself a pathetically puny protest at
the barbarity of the Vorster regime, was sabotaged by the
refusal of the TUC protectionists 1o challange British
bourgeois legality, And the link between their abandaon.
rent ol internaticnal class abligations and class betraval at
home was clearly shown when Jackson®s acceplance of the
cowrt ruling on the South Afccan blacking led 1o
acceptance of the ruling against blacking Gruneick mail,
and aceeptance by these hureaucrats that postal workers oo
not have the right to strike.
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But if the call for import controls in the warkars’
mavement is ong sice ol the rise of natianalism, then the
emergence of the Scottish nationalism has also worked ta
confuse and divide the working class. In the abisence of any
oflicial labour movement programme 1o defend and create
jichs ad improve living standards, layers of workers in
Scotland  have been drawn  towards the utopian and
demagogic line put by bourgeois and petty bourgoois
rationalists. The formerly guiescent Scoltish nationalist
forces have sprung to life at this point, stimulated by the
scent of North Sea Oil revenues and quick prafits. Only the
utter bankruptcy of the established labour movement
leadership—reformist and Stalinist—in Scotland has allowecd
these reactionaries the leeway to reach sections of warkers,
And anly the struggle for a revolutionary leaderzhip can
pase a serious challenge to this political current fed as it is
on liezs and confusion, While we recognise that Scotland is a
nation and that as such it has the right to s2cede should a
majoerity of its people so desire, we must stress at all paints
that marhing is ta be gained by Scottish workers from such
a secession, nor by the fake bourgeois “assemblies” and
“elections” mooted under  the Lib-Lab  government's
Devolution Bill. If Scottish workers genuinely want 1o see
their independent interests represented, they should fight
through union branches, stewards’ commitices and workers’
political organisations for local Cowncils of Action 1o lead
and direct their struggles, not seek a new bourgeois parlia-
ment, And we must continue to insist on united action by
Scattish and English workers arcund a programme of
transitional demands to defend jobs and living standards,
break the 10% limit and restore social spending,

MNational Frant

While nationalism finds its reflection in the labour
bureaucracy and sections of pelty bourgeois, it finds its
most pernicious lorm in the emergence of outright racialist
and fascist groupings such as the National Frant, The
emergence of the NF s the most devastating answer to
defenders of the reactionary policies of the Callaghan
government. 1t is the cuts, unemployment and wage cuts
that create a climate for racialist and fascist propaganda,

While the Tories feel able 1o allow the Litb-Lab govern-
ment to continue its work lor a further period, the NF
reflects the feelings ol the most desperate, anti-union
sections of the baurgeoisie and increasingly bankrupt petty
bourgenisic. 115 strategy is clearly 1o huild its forces i this
period by shattering the ‘peaceful coexistence’ between the
leaders of the workers” movement and tha employers, and
by expressing in the most violent manner the frustration of
the middle class at the power of the organised labaur move-
ment, as well as the national chauvinism of tha petty
bawrgecisie and lumpen layers ol workers.,

This is the approach that underlies the NF's provoe
cative acts against the labour movement, its violent attacks
an immrant commuonities and s attempl 1o mohilise the
valatility of youth facing prolonged onemployiment.

The strateoy would be still-born if the MNational Frant
woere confronted at each point by @ working elass move-
rment mobilised o deive o frome the streets, The erirminal
rale of the Labiour bureaucracy in the fight against racism is
precisely ats refusal at soy point to allow the independaent
mobilisation of the waorking class on wages or  hasic
demands, creating the frustration exploited by tascism,

I this sense our struggle muost start oot from this
crisiz of leadership, and direet towards these palitical
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questions as well as towards mass mobilisation of WOTKCrS
against fascism, workers® dafence squads, and the enforce-
ment by the fabour movement of ‘no platform for fas-
cists'. No confidence whatever must be placed in the ability
or desire of the capitalist state machine to stop or restrict
the actions of tha Tascists.

Break the Lib-Lab coalitian !

Every aspect of the propaganda and practical work of
the Workers Socialist League since March 1977 has centred
on the palitical necessity for a break in the Lib-Lab coali-
tion and ta assert the political independence of the warking
class, We have taken this line into our wark in the unions,
inta day-ta-day struggles against wage controls, against the
cuts and into the work of Socialist Press supporters in the
Labaur Party,

But the fact that the working class remains confused
on the issues involved has meant that the fight has had to
be carried an at all levels in the labour movernent,

We have in our press exposed the way in which the
Callaghan government is tied hand and foot to the bour-
geoisie and its parties, and the ways in which the wishes
of the labour movement are subordinated to those of the
Liberal Party. We have fought at the same time to develop
Councils of Action—maost tangihly in the Firemen's strike—
as the organisational basis for the pew, independent
waorking class leadership. Socialist Press supporters inside
the Labour Party have fought to raise resolutions and to
focus discussion on the need to break the caalition, and the
camplicity of the ‘lefts’ in their tacit acceptance of the Lih-
Laby deal.

But at the same time, whenever thase ‘lefts® have baan
faced in Parliament with the question of whather or not to
vote in favaur of the coalition and its policies we have
spelled out the necessity for them Lo vate against it, and for
them to launch struggles against it throughout the labour
and trade union movement. And whenever, predictably,
these Clefts’ have trooped like sheep into the coalition
labbies we have drawn out the implications of their actions
50 @s to ram home the paint for those warkers who might
expect them to fight,

We have pursued alf of these avenues of wark seriously,
since we understand that workers will not spontanecusly
develop ta 2 paolitical understanding of their leaders or af
thair own accord jump over decades of parliamentary illu-
sions. Our movement has always stressed that workers learn
political lessons like this nat solely from books, thearetical
magazines or even from leaflets,

Workers learn in the course of practical struggles in
which their establishad leaders are put ta the test, We have
aimed at proving ta warkers Jn practice that the ‘lefts’, in
valing confidence in this bourgeois coalition, are commit-
ting a class betrayal. And we have combined this agitation
with propaganda for our pragramme and the neasd for a
revolutionary leadership. Howewver, it is necessary to Turther
develop aur demarel for the breaking of the coalitian in the
light of the present situation.

Fage 5

The government, fearing working class resistance, is
maving increasingly to reliance on the repressive machinery
of the state to control the labour movement—using tronps
against strikes, riot police against pickets, courts against
unions, ete. But as it does so, the 1efts’ who prior ta March
wauld utter a protest here aor there at government ‘excesses’
have with one or two exceptions fallen stony silent. Last
year's Labour Party Conferénce confirmad the complete
absence of any “left” challenge to the coalition,

Of the parliamentary ‘lefts’, only Denis Skinner is on
recard as publicly declaring his willingness to vote against
the Lib-Lab deal—and he has done nothing to follow up
these words, We can expect this silence to be transformed
into a blather of words under pressure of the mass maove-
ment, with the ‘lefts' moving 1o head off any prospect of
working class independence {as with the firermen’s strike),
but we must reckon with the pasitions actually adopted by
the ‘lefts’ whose role complements that of the TUC,

Any leader that refuses to challenge the coalition
gavernment must now be sucked in to defence of the 10%
pay limit. We must ensure that those demands we place
upon the “‘lefts® are directed towards drawing from them a
clear statement of position an this in front of the working
class,

Indeed for all the bankruptey of the Labour ‘lafts’, we
are not yet at a stage where we can pose any credibla afrer-
aative form of government and political organisation to
workers. Qur pragramme, in so far as it is adopted and
fought for by workers, obviously leads towards the far-
mation of independent working class bodiss open the
books committees, workers defence squads and councils of
action. But we must recagnise that the fight for such bodies
is only at an embryonic stage.,

Ta demand al this point that workers turn from their
official leaders ‘left’ and right alike and build such bodies;
and ta assert that this is a “governmental slogan® could at
best be termed a vain gesture and at worst an ultra-left
adventure. The technique of cowarerposing "highar®’,
“more revalutionary’ bodies wiiich do not ver exist, to the
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actual trade unions and mass parties built 0 centurics of
strugqle by the working class is a hallmark of petty
bourgeois “revolutionism®™ and a rejection of the method of
the Transitional Programme.

The WSL must fight to raise the working class from
today's canditions and today’s consciousness to the under-
standing of the need to overthrow capilalism and establish
the dictatorship of the proletariat. And, &5 the Transitional
Programme spells out, this involves the exposure ol the
existing reformist leacers;

“The gentral task of the Fourth International consists
in freeing the proletariat from the old leadership, whose
conservalism is in complete comtradiction to the catas-
trophic eruptions of disintegrating capitalism and represents
the chief abstacle to historical progress, The chiet accusa-
tion which the Fourth International advances against the
traditional organisations of the proletariat is the fact that
they do not wish to tear thamselves away fram the political
semi-corpte of the bourgeoisie, Under these conditions the
demand, systematically addressed to the old leadership,
“Break with the bourgeoisie, take the power!” is an
extremely important weapon far exposing the treacherous
character of the parties and organisations of the Second,
Third, and Amsterdam Internationals. The slogan “workers
and farmers government” is thus acceptable to us only in
the sanse that it had in 1917 with the Bolsheviks, i.e. as an
anti-capitalist and anti-bourgeois slogan, but in no case in
that ‘demacratic’ senze which later the cpigones gae it,
transforming it from a bridge to the socialist revolution inta
the chief harrier upan its path®,

Of course in today's conlexl the anti-capitalist slogan
“hreak from the bourgeoisie, take the power™ must mean
much more than simply calling on the Labour |eaders ta
terminate the Lib-Lab caalition and take the power in their
ovn name, This would amount 1o asking for no more than
a return to the situation befora March this year,
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The complexity of the political situation demands a
precize aystem of slogans and tactics which can lead
workers ta an understanding af the need for a government
politically independent of the bourgeoisie. As communists
wi stress abowve all the need for the mobilisation of the
warking class.

Mot one important guestion can be solvad while the
masses trust their fate to the antics of reformist parligmen-
tarians and trade union bureaucrats,

The W5L must pose the need, at each stage of the
strimggle, tor  transitional and  partial demands, for the
proletariat to contral its leaders and drive oot those who
betray, For the coming period the slogan ‘Build Councils of
Action” stands ot the eentre of our propaganda and
agitation, as we have said, not anly as the best means of
immediately co-ordinating the struooles of the working
class, bot of preparing the apparatus through which the
proletariat will he able to assert s power over  the
hourgeoisie.

The waorking class has the task of preventing the return
of an unprecedentedly vicious Tory regime. The first stap
must be to Break the undeclared coalition between Labour
and the Libarzgls. The WSL pours scorn an the reformists’
pitiful excuzes for their anti-sociglist ‘Pact’. Labour could
be assured of power if it owas willing to mobilise the
strength of the working class zoainst tha bourgaoisie—bul
instead the reformists prefer to cite thair lack of a parlia-
mentary majority, to manoeuvre with Stesl, and to pave the
way for Thatcher,

Ihus, alongside our call for Councils ol Action wa say
“Keep out the Tories! Break the Lib-Lab coalition!™ But
such & Tight is unthinkable under the lzadership of Lebour's
coalitionist traitars. Whilst canstantly exposing the ‘laft’
talkers of Labour's MEC and the Tribiune group, the WSL
specifically calls for the removal of Callaghan, Healey,
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Fees, WMason ano the gang of cabinet coalitionists, The
mobilisation of the labour movement to dove ol thesa
lackeys is at the same time the best means of COMMCTS 10
the Take “lefts’ by exposing their refusal 1o break with the
aght. wina. The spectacle of the fieeman, marching in
Lomcon at the beginming of their strke, chanting 'Rees
Cut!” even while on their way to a rally addressed by
T iles Wise and Allaun is something fram which we
must dhrawe the correct fessons, Such situations indicate the
impartance, in the Tight 1o end coalitionizm, of the demand
“Make the ‘lefts” Hight"—in conjunction with the demand
“Iick out the Callaghan-Healey leadership!”,

Whenewer ‘left” MPs ar trade union leaders bleat abou
the eviis of the right wing or make ‘left’ gastures by
supporting stri<es or dermanstratians the Workers Sogialist

cague demands action, not words.

“Break with the Liberals! Break with the right wing!
Vote and campaign against the Coalition and its supparters!
Declare yourselves mandated by the labour movement and
not by the Parliamentary Labour Party! Wea will critically
support every action along those lines. But il you do nol
acl, vou are nothing but left fakers™,

YWe can critically support the “lefts’ only insafar as they
oreak with the right wing. Whilst they do no more than
lenc: ‘et credentials 1o the Lib-Lab coalition, our task is o
expoge thenr prostration o the waorkers who retzis illusions
i them, and 1o demand thel removal as we would with
any other Coalitionist,

We must avoid any tendency to tie the fight against the
coalition and for a Labowr government ta represent the
wrenking class o the whims and manoeuvies of the ‘lefis’ in
Parfigrment o in the umons, We most concentrate on
forcing the ‘lefis’ o take an apen stacd an the coalition
issie. Too thase who show the slightest sign of fight we
extend Doth eritical suppart and the demand 1hey press an
further im the tight,

In this way we can demanstrate that they are incagable
of sericusly challenging the cight wing reformist lesders.
Careful use af demands on the ‘lefts’ can reveal 1o workers
their complete lack ot any perspective for the varking
class. While the mass of warkers still adhere to the Labouw
Party we continue to call Tor a Labiour government .

Fo adlvancs the idea, in whatever form, that there s
no difference between Tory and Labour [even  Labowr
under Callaghan] s sectarian infantifism which serves only
to assist the reformists, who would quite  likaly  be
strengthensd by a period of Thatchar in power, The WSL
lollowes the method of the Transitional Programme in find-
ing concrel? wavs ol expressing the need for a workers
government, qiven the palitical balance of farces in the
worrking class as 1t 15, noi sioply as we would like it 1o be,

“Of all the parties and organisations which bass them-
selves on the workers and peasants and speak in their name
we demand that they break paolitically from the bourgeoisic
and enter upon the road of struggle for the workers' and
farmets’ gavernment. On this road we promise them full
support against capitalist reaction. And at the same time,
we indefatigably develop agitation around those transitional
demands which should in our apinion form the Arogramimne
of the “workers” and farmers' government’”,

[ Transitional Pragranyne)

While the warkers support Labour e will help them ta
put it i office independantly ol the openly capilalist
parties. At the same lime we encourmge workers 1o demand
and force measures on Labour in detence of thei Interests

and to break the resistance of the capitalists.

While the specific demands we place upon Labour will
vary in particular elass battles, the shbogan ‘Torce Labour to
implement a socialist programme’ sums up our gienersl
orientation in the present situatian,

In owr genszral explanation of this pasition the 'WSL
warns the working class qdod to trust s leaders: cxpains
that a socialist programme cannot be implementad Gy
parlamentary edict, and shows that ihe task posed js for
the working class 1o impose ite rule aver the bourgeonisie,
smash the existing state apparatus, and institute o planned
l.‘!':l'.*l'l[.ll”",.".

In no sense does the fight to force Labour 1o imple
ment  a  socialist programme Usow  illusions’’, as  the
sectarians would have it. On the contrary, it is the best
means thrawgh which. the werking class can fesf oot its
leadess and organisation and develop a new, revolutionary
leadher st for the task of seizing pover. |t is bocause we
neect 1o expose o the wnings of the mass reformis DErTY
inua to call Tor a Labaur wvote in e -zlectinns,
while at the same time Tighting tor the adoption of ant
coalition candidates arel the remaoval aof coalitinnists, We
rmust struggle ta bring umion branches into this fight far the
bwaakang of the coalition.

It is not suflicient 1o convinee oursefves that the Lil-
Lay coalition must be broken; we must convinoe  the
waorking class. In doing so a correct tactical orientation
toweards the Labour Party remains impartant. We must be
clear that there is no barrict i princiole 1o us continuing
la qive critical electaral support to Labour candidates so
long as the Labour Party continues too stand in its ownen
name in olections. The question 5 a tacticsd one 1o he
decided in the context of the Tight to break workers from
reformism. Trotsky spelled cut his attitude 1o voling for &
workers party inoalliance with a bourgeos grouzing whan
he discussed the Labaur Party question in the USA 11 then
seemnaed [ikely that the Labour's Mon-Partisan League would
atdopt  an agreement with the bourgeois politician La
Guardia. Trotsky declared that if he were in the LNPL he
would  get himsell mandated 10 opoose suppoit  for
nourgenis paliticians

“If you send me as yaur represantative, 1 will fight for
this programme in the LNPL, in the Labour Party, When
the LMPL makes a decision to vote for La Guardia, | either
resign with protest or protest and remain: I can't vate for
La Guardia. | have my mandate”. We get large new
passibilities for propaganda®’.

{ Fransitional Frogramme for Sacialict Revolution, @, 123)

I ather words, Trotsky  centres bis position  on
refusiong tovote for bauneois paliticizos. For him it is then
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a tactical question whether or not to resign. And he daes
not say he would refuse 1o vote for the LNPL's cwn
candidates,

We o nar vote Labour through any agreement with its
programme, Aar doowe do so simply because workers
traditionally vote for this party, We extend critical support
to it in elections in arder to expase its refusal to break from
the policies—and now even the political parties—of the
bourgaoisie.

We dao so because the Labour Parly reprosents @ cartain
stage in the develppment of the consclousness of tha
working class and its struggle for political independence. 11
has histarical roots in the trade wnions. Ta break thess
raots, the Labour Party, ‘left” and right wings alike, must be
exposed in action to workers in struggle. In this way those
who begin 1o break from reformism can be directed not
towards syndicalism but towards the censtruction of 2
revalutionary party capshle of leading the working class.

Fighting for the Programme

There is a direct relationship between our understan
ing of the political crisis and fighting in practice for the
transitional programima,

In the rarefied atmosphere of sectarian discussion
circles, the WSL is termed “workerist™, This is hecause un-
like thermn we have never seen the central question as abstra-
ctly “educating” the class, but as developing workers'
consciousness in the course of action inowhich our own
consciousness is also transformed. Inothis way we actreely
combat spontaneity and trade union consciousness within
the wicer labour movement and within our own ranks,

In their eagerness o avoid oppartunism, seclarians
find themselves scared ta get into the water of the class
struggle. At most they throw in an exploratory stone or
ar two while sitting on the bank,

The WSL howsver has fought for its principled posit-
ions within the mass workers” arganisations, And, though
pur successes have tended 1o be confined (o one or two
areas, we have developad our programme and perspective
in this way,

For instance, during the period of Phases | and (1 of
the Social Contract, the WSL was tho onfy tendency that
analysed correctly the processes taking place beneath the
spparent quiescence of the class strogole. Cur own Bx-
perignce, bath in the Oxford trade union work and in the
strugqle against Trades Council Bule 14, made it clear that
the waorking class was coming up against the barrier ol the
hurcauecracy. We saw in practice the link betveeen the fight
for workers’ democracy and the Tight for our programme,

This strengthensd our conviction that workers had not
accepted the Social Contract, but had i imposzed upon
them by union officials.

We analysed that @ wege explosion was developing,
In the material for the second GOLM Conterence, we refer-
red to the events of France in 1968 and the need for Coun:
cils of Action., Our analysis of workars® rejection of the
Soeial Contract was the  inability of the TUC to force
thraugh a formal Phase 1L

From this understamding, and particularly after the
vote at the TGWU conference, we developed the shogan
“Hegain and Detend Living Standards™, which was taken
into the mass movemant al Cowley. This received an
immediate response, passing through a number of union
bodies and section meetings, Warkers rasponded to the call
10 recoup what had been taken fram them and defend 0
against inflation.

Sociaist Press has outlined 1he role al the 12-manth

TROTSK YIS TODAY, JULY 1878,

rule, of incentives schemes, of bureawcratic manoeuvees and
of corporate bargainimg in Leyland, in holding back pay
strimpyles,

But our demands and perspectives must be upheld and
tlevetoped further in the light of these gvants.

The practical work of the WSL nationally has taken a
gualitative step forward aver the past year, with comrades
playing key roles inoa number ol disputes of national
importanoe,

At the farefront of these struggles has, of course, been
the fight to hreak the social contract and for the sliding
scale of wages, on which the WSL has established a consis-
tent record in avery union 0 which we have members,

This struggle drewe added strength from the WSL's
recard in fighting for support to those sections of workers
who took action against Phase 2 pay limils — starting with
the Seamen and leading up to the major confrantations at
Heathrowr and Port Talbol, And of course, while the Loy
land Toolmom leadership continuowsly claimed that their
struggle was not against the social contract, Sockalist Press
vigorously campaigned Tor suppoct for this steike procisely
hacause the toalmakers were objectively i conflict with
Phase 11,

The significance of our role in these dispuies was not,
at course, the scale of resources we were able 1o swing beh
ingd these pay disputes. 1t was far more the ability ol the
WESL to draw out the national political implications af these
struggles, to the necessity for workers 1o supoort them.
And agzinst those that doubted then political importance,
the impact of the right-wing led toolroom strike n felling
the Labour government and creating the conditions that
compelled the establishment of the Lib-Lab coalition vas @
heavy blow. [ndead had the toalrocm leaders not collapsed
under pressure the strike could have defeated the Lib-Lab
deal itself.

Az TUC leaders attempted ta patch together the hasis
af a Phase 1 during the summer months, Socalist Press
was ahle continuously o expose the double-talk and to
direet 1owards the necessity of the shiding scale demaned.
Angd when AUEW President Scanlon in desparation broke
the mandate of the union’s national conference and annou-
nced he woald vote for the 12-maonth rale, it was 2 WSL
member in Shefiicld who was abilz 10 come foreand o the
centre of the fight against this batrayal by local shap stow-
arcis.

At each point WSL intervention has begun from the
understanding that warkers in stroggle face sahotage Trom
ditferent layers af the local and national union bureaucracy
as well as government — each of which nazeds 1o b fought
i its D way .

The cansistent struggle for the sliding scele of wages
has tormed a solid basis tor renewed efforts around this
demand in the coming maenths, We must move now towards
the establishment of at least one examplacy price comm-
ittee, We reject the ‘stages’ concept of building price comm-
ittees anly after the demand for the sliding scale of wages
has been accepied as @ policy of the workers ina particular
area. By directing warkers towards actwon through ehich
they can begin 10 see that “he sliding scale of wages is the
anly realistic demand in the Tace of Talling living standards,
these commitiees wauold strenathen cur arguments for this
policy.

With at least ong committes in existence our comrades
in areas where we donaol have the necessary base to build
price commitiees would be in a much stronger position,
They would point to the edemplary commeties a5 a
concrats example of what we are fighling for,
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WWe have outlined the importance of the car industry on
many  occasions, Our base in that industry, however
remains in the Oxford area. As a matter of prionty we nead
ta finned wrays of showing workers in ather parts of the coun-
by that our policies are the answer ta their problems and o
convines them of the need 1o join our fight,

We should astablish & national cars fraction COnSIting
of all car worker comrades and ropresentatives of all
branches where car factories exist, This fraction must draw
up-an analysis of the problems facing the emplavers and the
likely solutions they will try o impose. We need to have a
detailed picture of the diffarent plants, the strupples taking
Blace ancl the peditical farces at wark, This vl enable us 1o
intervene more shanply to defend the interests af the
warkers i that industey,

The Traction will be responsible for the production ol
reqular national leaflets and by the next WSL Mational
Conference should have produced a substantial pamphilet
on British Leyland

Perfaps the most varied forms of strugle against the
assorted obstacles to working class struggle have been in the
WSL'Ss wark in support of unionisalion struggles—in the
hotel strikes, al Desoutters and al Grupwick, as well as the
Darlington closed shop dispute, Ineach of these struggles i
has been necessary not simply to light for an awarenass of
the rational importance of the disputes and thai implica-
tions lor other scctions of workers, but also ta mabilize
strikers and supporters inosuccessive lobhbies of cistrict,
regianal and national committees and oflicials in the Fight
to expose the role of the bureaweracy and 1o Tarce them 1o
give suppart 1o the strikes o the hotel strikes, Jack Jonoes®
office was invaded by workers who sat in avernight fo aveait
his arvival in order 1o demand support, And at Desoutters
the fight reached ils peak when the Stalinst-led MNorh
London District Cormiltee was lobliied repeatedly with
demands for a district levy and black ing actian,

At the same time our struggle 0 the Gramnwick clispunts
to keep the issue of Blacking to the forelront as the anly
way the stoke couid be won bas meant that we have been
the only movernent that has consistently corfronted the
mam  political gquestion posed by the  strike. Jackson,
Chapple and the other national burcaucrats have refused
thraughout to challenges the raling of the courts on hlacking
or strike action, and i this way surrendered the right ot
their members 1o take sction in suppart of Grunwick ar
even on thei own demands,

They do so, af course, al & time when they are Orasping
lar any pretext 1o dampen down militancy on wages, An
this connection has been anotber consistent strand in the
WELSs work in support of the Gronwick strugele.

1 05 net enough Tor us to approach disputes as single
IR5LIESS, LT ITLESE i alleanpt iinllli'.- 1o irngaose upon them
ou won external impressions and schemas, Only through
intervening i these struggles with our perspectives, and
Fiahting adongsioe these layers of workers in arder 1o expose
thierr leadership can the richness and complexities of such
battles be undersiood and draven owt for the benctit of 1he
class as a whale,

While many af the hotel strakes inowhich we have been
invalved have been defeated these struggles have provided
us with vich experience in the fight against 1the bureaucracy,
Moreover, they have shown thae our analysis af 1he -
tance of these unianisation struggles has been absolulely
corract,

In similar fashion our intervention in struggles acains
the health and education cuts have drawn on the political

gxperience of the movement as a whole, The WSL played
a key role in the fight to launch the EGA wark-in, and
confirmed that health workers are no exception to the rule
that principled leadership can transform a situation and a
clear perspective can build a solid base of support,

With this in mind, WSL members have been at the fore
front of the fight 1o establish the Committee for London
Arva Stewards in the Haalth Service (CLASH), which is
bazed an demands almaost identical 1o thase advocatad by
the WSL. CLASH is now at the centre of the struggle to
stop the cuts o0 the London health service—and organised
the wave af aneday strikes sgainst the sacking of the
Hoonslow Hospital,

The same method of approach has been applied in the
fight anainst culbacks in teaching stalf in Oxlordshire,
where our members fought for the adoption of a policy of
all-out strika action to stop the cuts, and meat with consid-
erable success inowinning support for this policy—despite
the seilout of the moverment by the NUT burrraucracy in
exchange for a fow ‘concessions’,

Our pohicy of highting beth for immediate local action
and for nationsd strike action by all public service unions 1o
stop the cuts and demand a sliding scale of social serviee
spending has been the tool o expose every ‘left’ talking
Berzavcrat. Acd our Light 1o connact the cals 5t each paint
wilh the existence of the coalition government provides a
means of exposing the hollow rhetorie of the Jeft’ s,
who verbally appose the cuts while supporting the OVERT]-
ment that is impasing {hem.

Fhe cuts and their impact on the Tight for free abartion
on demami have also been teken up in aur fight on the
aquastion of wamen's rights. While avery ather left Oroup
separates ofl women's rights as a single issug, the WSL has
lought 1o demonsirate that on MVENY  5EUe wWomen's
strugghes are linked 1o those of the class as a whoie, Equal
pay s a part of the fight against lawe pay and wage contral
and equal apportunity can only be achieved in the fight to
gndl unemployment aced oo sstablish adeguate child care
facilities.

We bave fought to brirg women into the labour foree
aof the Cowley factories, so that in the practice of the
struggle against the emploer the divisions betwaen men
and women are brakea down, A we have playied aleading
rale 0 developing campaigns arcund  the demand  for
nursery lacilities 1o be provided by focal authorities in
prier to break the bond shackling women to the home.

In owr waork among youth we have in the last year
moduced o campaign booklet on unemployment, and have
in seweral arcas fought to establish Socizlist Youth Leaques,
A WSL comrade has been elected on to the Matianal
Committee of the NUSS, and tram there has bean able ta
fight Tor cur policies on the cuts and, most recently, 1o
mahilise school youth against fascist propaganda campaigns
aimed at schools, We have also been active 33 a movemeant
oppasing police harassment af youth -in particular the
Ishington 18 and Lewisham #1 cases,

But while some gains have bean made in this wark we
hawve been restricted by the amount of resources devoted to
it 1 is important that every branch discuss the guestion of
consistent work among youth amd draw up local proposals
to clevelop it

The struggles in which we have inovvencd have
provided a number of important recruits 1o e movement
arud strengthenerl ao relationship with an increased -
phery of workers, helping to lay the basis onowhich we were
alrla 1o launch the weekly paper

Weaknuesses undoubitedly remain in the practical waork
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of the League in fighting for our programme. These weak-
nesses miust be tackled as they arise. But the aoverall |mtt'l:m
of development of cur movemant in the class struggle s one
of qualitative strengthening in almost every arca, amd the
consalidation of a Trotskyist cadre capahle of undeor-
standing, explaining, exposing and fighting the reformist
and Stalinist bureadcracy at every step,

The steps taken towards the construction ol a prin-
cipledd grouping in the unions through the Campaign foo
Demperacy in the Labour Mowement has heen an important
development for the WSL, This was especially clear in the
campawn Tor the TGWU General Secretary election, and in
fighting for suppart and extension of the Port Talbot pay
strike,

Cur intervention in COLM campaigns and conferences
has provided a vseful metical means of furthecing the fight
for ow programme among a muech wider periphery of
workers than we wauld otherwise have reached, The prog-
ramme adopted by the COLM-—-atter a sharp, bitter and
successful political battle aganst the |MG—embodies the
central points on which the WSL has been campaigning
within the unions—the slicling scale of wages; wark sharing
an full pay; open the bocks: naticnalisation; the Tight for
woman’s rights; opposition o immigration controls and the
light for workers® defence against racism; the call to break
the Lih-Lab coalition; for councils of action; and the need
foor nawr leadership in the labour movement

But despite the considerable political  gains —part-
icularly in the London area—and the recruitment that have
flowed from the COLM work undertaken by tha WSL, this
has remained for us a tackical onentation, subordinate o
our main onentaton towards the fight for our programme
i the trade unions, and supplementary tooit,

It 5 in this light that we must assess our future orien-
tation ta the COLM, It is clearly not practicable at present
viably ta launch the COLM as a ‘rank and file' organisation
based on  individual membership,

Suczh an orentalion, in the abzence of
a poriphery of workers, weolthd navitalily result inorumgp
eo MM ittees’ (0 areas consisting simply of our members 2nd
the revisianisis.

Yot as oa tactical means of approaching palitical dis-
cussion with advanced layers of workers the CO LM vetains
its walue, 11 35 a body which—thanks 1o the dominance of
the W5L —has a principled record of intervention into key
strugoles—particularly  those on wage control—during the
last two years. By calling confereances the COLA can still
provice the arena within which the \WSL can fioht 1o
convince non-party workers ol the neoessity Tor aur prowg
FEMIme,

We shanld therefore continue 10 intervene tactacally
through the COLM, while recognisineg thar the necd o
detend and explain our full programme 0 the course of
COLM campaigns means that eaci Sranch of the WSL maost
play its rote—both in mohilising solid foroes (o support our
positions against the Pabloites, and also m intervening in
conferences and meetings to spell out the positicns of the
WSL and attack our oppanenis,

While i1 would be wrong o pose every aspect of our
programme as the preconditcn Ior oo militaat supporiing
the COLM or attencling 015 conferenoes, we must carefully
draft a progrmme for the next CDLW conforence based on
our peerspectives an the main tasks o the unions,

FTROTSE YISM TOOAY JULY 1978

We must ansure that this ecludes an exphicit statement
al  proletarian amtercationalism,  oppasition o import
cortrols, dmd a commibment  oooactive saldarity with
workers inother countries, In particula the guestion of the
imperiabist army i lreland and the stroggles of workers in
Southern Africa against racist regimes most be actively
taken upoan the unions,

The meoming MG will appoim a permangnl com-
miission o the oucpose of planoing in detal our ek i
the CODLM as a part of our overall trade unico work

The WSL s fight to Reconstruct the International

VWhile substantial progress has been made i our work
in Britain and in the work of the Turkish comrades
(detziled o thenr own docurment]  the most stubliorn
probdem af all for the movement remains the dese lopoment
aof auwr ntornational work, Insufficient progress has been
made 10 our efforts to establish an international ~centralised
tendency  araund  our  Interpational Theses  docoment
adapted at our last conference, This i despite repeated
attermpis 1o clanfy outstanching probfems and  develop
waorking relationships.

While the visit of the US comrades to our sumimer
school was a welcome step foreeard , it was also a way af
revezling somea of the ditficulties and differences of method
that have not yet boen salistactorily tackled.

Similarly the work of our movement on lreland bBas
heen extremely slow and fraught with delays and 3 lack of
urgency that mins as a sharp contrast to our work in many
other Tields, The result s that our movemeant—though v
have mairtaimed a principled stand for the withdraweal of
British mmperialist troops and for the nght of the lrish
prople 1o self <etermination—has not developed the kind of
concrele programme on freland that smould be consistent
with our intervention in the British [sbowe movement.

It isin spite of these weaknesses that the Torkish wark
drawing on the strengths and experiences ol the WSL, has
recordecd impoartant gains,

The inlernaticnal work of the WSL is of tundamental
imoortance and must be developed and transtormed. The
incoming MC must meke all necessary arrampements, incl-
vching thee establishment of an intermational sub-commit fee
able o meast at least ance between MO meetings and Lo
feallows through e detail all work with other political groups
artl individual contacts internationally. On'y ine this way
can we seriously prepare for the coming year to be one of
progress  in the fight 1o reconstruct  the nternational,

A conscious wrn owards international work must be
linked to a decision that theoretical work within the
movement needs 1o be developed. To assist this the new MC
should form study groups o oo research and fresh theo-
retical work o particular on the internaticnal economic
crisis; on Stalimism; on the history of present day Trot
skyism and an Popular Fronts,

It @5 necessary for us o develop and decpen ouw
analysis of a numoor of other countries, giming al agreeing
clements of grogeamme for these countries bayand the
vautine critques of Stalinism and seformism and calls for
working class indepentence,

Following an our rolz as an element in the  olding of
aworld rovalutionany perty owe muost be abile o show con
crefedy  howve such a party muost be built o other oo 5.
Cinly in that way can we establish phe oranisational and
individdual contacts on which the reconstruction of the FI
will dhepend, Only an this way will we be ssen as a fore, o
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oe reckoned witn by amy clements in thossz countries who
dre tighting for the same chject ive,

I practical terms this must invalve the setting up of
commissions of comrades 1o do the necessary preparatary
work for & numbar of <ey areas. This is alecady being done
tai breland, Turkey and 5. Africa. The same should alen he
dane for et least) Spain and Portugal, Latin America,
South Asia (lndia, Pakistan, Sri Lanka, Bangla Desh)
France and ltaly, the USA, Grasce. snd the workers' slalies.

These grousings are suggestad either because of ©heir
Imporkance o because we have contacts or some recoctd af
work o0 this before, o because they are places where we
should be able 10 make contacts. These commissions must
be answeerable 1o the NC's international subeommittce,

The develapment of a mare concrete programime far
such countries will also assist ancther part of our work—
mnterventions into the various “solidarity ™ MaVEMECnts, ¢to.
The paolitics of such movements {eg. Anti-Arpartheid,
Zimbabwe Solidarity, CARL  Chile solidarity oo} s
usuaily somewhere between the Tribune Group and the
SWP—typically “Stalino-Pablaite”. We are ooposed to attili-
ating) 1o such movements as an argamsation for that reason,
But it may be useful in some cases to intervens in such
movemants, That woukld mean fighting to direct the soli.
darity struggle away from moral pressure and towards inde.
pendent action by the fshour movement to implement
demands for blacking of srms cargoes, export orders ele,

By intervening on a pragramme which relates demands
far the countrizs concerned 1o demands for concrete soli-
clarily actions by the British labaor movement we can alsa
pxpect too attract serious members of the “solidaripy”
campaign: 1o Trotskyism,  including  those  from the
countries concerned,

Qne tactic through which such interventions can be
cartied out is by supparting the affiliation of TU branches,
student unions ete, to the campaigns. This is mot a general
policy hawever , and should be juclged case by casa,

In any swant ow  intervention  on international
nuestions must N ne way  be dependent upon such
solifarity movemnents, We should fight 1o laring concrete
demands on international questions inte all our trade unien
and Labour Party work

Development of the WSL

The last year has seen two major advances for 1he
mavement: the successtul launching of the weskly Soviadis
Progs, and the emergence of the first magazine edition of
Frotskpism Today.

These are indications of the inereased political strength
ol the movwment over the last period. Howeser  the
problams in ceaniitarively developing the WSL through
recruitment of new forees ramains a basic stumbling black .,

The tendency to allow the (reall dil ficulties of wirnming
warkers o @ lseipline:d revolutionary  mavement  to
dominate the work of the branches takes different foarms,
One form is io descend 1o a programme ol routing act ivism.
The other main form is a relapse into discussion Qrop
pelitics. o bath cases 15 the failuee 1o conbront the
central task posed 1o the movement—the training of a
Trokskyist cadre capable of fighting in every sector of the
warkoers” mavement —which Lizs at the roat of the retreat

The drive to estalilish Socialist Press as a weekly paper
wias designed 1o ass i hghting these tendencies, The
weekby paper Iovces Branches 1o organse on a more warl ke
faoting, it draves cur members into @ much closer and more
courestiont pobfcal aondd cenansationgl  oelanensingy beeh

weth the sestie and witleeon fcts, B eastmoally Beangs the

sharpmess of the political situation into the moverment, And
it indicatas the seriousness of the WSL in its fight far a
principled leadesship in the waorking olass,

But the weekly paper does not of itself solve the pros-
lerm, 1t neads to be vsed aggressiviey ancd creatively as a tool
in the fight for adaeper intervention nto the warking class,
It necsds to be wsed by every branch as a means of reflecting
our policies as fought Tor in workers” struagles locally and
nationally, It reeds ta rellect the lite within the WS and
the battles and arguments we have with our readars and
canlacts.

And af course the paper necds 1o be backed up by &
qrowing arganisation. The failure to achizve the recruitment
wiz have aimed for owver the past year has reflected isell in 3
continuing linencial problem for the mavement, and a
resultant  heavy burden an our full-time workers, Oue
central resources are  stretchad —olten heyond  breaking
poant,

A sales drive with the weekly paper coupled o a turn
to recruitment can help to tackls this problem of develop-
ment. By breaking the sterile routine in many branches,
racruitment of fresh farces has an impact on the movemen
Far more wide-reaching than simple numerical orawth, The
fight to develop new members can highlight the veesknessos
ol methad i branches-enaliling them @ be fought
out--and can draw forward new forces into leadership in
each area,

Whilz an impartant part ol our work lies in waning a
struggle against the various revisionist groups that inhabit
the British 'lzlt’ and such a struggle can bring impaortani
recruits 1o the movement, o is crucial to guard against any
tandency to centre our wark an this milize or to place a
higher priority on such work than on owr own campaigns in
the working class. The strength of aur own mavement ta
which the best of these forces will respond is aur deter mi-
nation o taks the Transitionzl Programime and its method
beyond discussion groups and out into the fight for revoly-
tionary lezdership in the working class. This must remain
the main focus of ocur branch work, with education
programmeas developed inander to provide essential training
for new members.

The important sucoess of our 1977 summer school
marks a significant if belated develapment for the move-
ment, and the NC must ensure thet education, with further
summer schools and weekend schools, is developed 1o
lurthar steal the movement that has such a serious task to
tulfil in the fight for the reconstruction of the Fourth nter-
national,




The
Poisoned

Well

post war crisis within the Fourth International.

This discussion document, as amended and endorsed by the Second Annual Conference of the
Workers Socialist League, was drafted as a response 1o the invitation from the United Secretanat ol
the Fourth International for the WSL — as a non-member of the USFI — to submit material as part of
the discussion prior to the USFI X1th World Congress, now schaduled for 1979,

It examines the merger of the two main political tendencies within the USFI — the current n sol-
idarity with the US Socialist Workers Party, and the majority current grouped around the Eurapean
secretarial, headed by Ernest Mandel, And it examines the motives for this change in the light of the

WHAT COLOUR IS THE WATER TODAY !

“The history of a revolutionary organisation must be
an active history. Lessons from the past must be absorbed
far use in the future, otherwise each generation has to drink
from a poisaned well™.

Jack Barnes, feferoas o faternad Discassion Sathetn,
Vol X1V Mo Bpdl.

Ewien while he made this generally corcect statement
about histary, Socialist Workers Party Mational Scecretany
Barnes was launching within the SWP g new palicy swhich
can anly be designed to lead an the opposite direction —
avery fram a sericus study of historical prablems, avay
fean thie lessons they boled for s today and aveay from the
newe prablems that such o weckoning would being 1o the
ladarship of each faction within the Uneed Secrotacat of
the Fourth International o partcular and the worled
Tromskyist movemaent in geoeral

S mionths later the 2000 Annual Convention ol the
SWP upanimousiy  passed a2 resol calling  tar he

thssodving af the two main lactons etian the LSEL - thy
International Magority Tendenoy and the Leninast Trotsky
isl Faction {whose line manly folloceed that of the SWHE
though  the SWEP tsell o prewented Dy reactioeny us
begislation from intersational affilaton]

Al the end of that conventicn a meel
lisawfiers volee By a large maj

of LTF
[ancztecom,

jority to chissoive the

What has been the source of this dramatic aniernal
change waithon the SWP camp of the LUSFI7 11 = apendy
stated that the ampates lor the changz came Tom o Self

Criticim” document By the 1T eadecs cchich oo the view
af both L0 and IR leaders largely heals the poliacal
thivisions that have marked the bie of the USED sinoe the
'Minth Warld Congress” i 1969, But a closs examination
of that dacument and of the repby oo by Barnes showes a
ance that the most anporlant quesiions are. w na Wiy
tackled by eathies Laction : mcieeo they ara not ewen rased
Hevweewer the discussion on thie Self Croouosm” s

dowss D an impartant poasitivie role w the Tight for claily
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cothie the Trotskyist movament it enabiles the gquestions of
methad o historical problems of the movemon ta ke
ralsed anct 1o Tind a response since these issues o alfect
PVEEY ik the USFL arernationally. This was
certainly sot the oojective of the documan s authors or of
the SWWIT Disder s, but its impoartance re :

It s leam this standpoint that we wish o develop the
tiscussion and to dravw oul the points which we waud
consider vital in @y seoious reassessment of T959. lndeed
tewday's IMT clearly regand i as impossiiale o atlempt to
wiew the wrang positions adopred by the majanty in 1969
e solabion. Their document mcludes reforences back 1o the
Cubran revalution some ten years beforehand, In aur view it
15 neressary 1o twen bt hostory —thoogh the IMT daes soin
an anachageate and large 'y nvoluntary veay, aril does not go
far enough back e 1 We wouldd see the false method
embodicd in the THEY yesclunion on Latin Amenics tracing
e ronts back 1o e il unrasohved pohticsl probloms thar
tormer] the basis of che solit in the Founh Intarnational in
1923, Al we anll argow that arty when (hess problems
have Deen grasped and contronmed can o perdme Foht 1o
[revent repatiicnn the 1968 eroors
thrauglh .

Iri this respect we see the hasty 1o, by the SWP G
hpuedate the LTF (whoeh veas oatenstbaly pt L tor fight the
false mizthod of the AT leadershiplh 35 an attempt to aveod
teemg these assues, We will show that 1 oue view this s
because o sumilar muethold of analyss is shared by thie SWIP,
and the SWP tor varions unclear reasans has a stronguer
relucltance 1o EaeRamine i1s cwn Mistonsye and that of the
postanar Trotsivst mowement a5 a whole than peen the
AT,

A painter te thas can Be lound inosame of 1he [JLERT e
that Jack Barmes conspiuously fails 1o rziae i his TSNS L
te the AT Sell Criticiam’. He describes the documoent
ttaell as:

Y. .. aprogressive and even historical document, whose
publication  serves  the  interests of  the Fourth
International ",

of

ol v carsseo

any

The reservat oo thar Barnes sets aganst 10is ilaing
Fecommendation are all Lot ansiomilicant: the SAP leaders
are hurt el effended hy some hacsh descriptions of them
bee the IMT and scome mgecursle polemical points rase:d
afanst Thisn, there are niggling doulits in the SWE 55 1o the
latest IMT conceprion of t v nass wanguard 0 and
Barres urges the [MT 1 go the whole b aned coseind thee
disastrously Tanl eantesseciy) weroen eesolution: on Latin
Ametica. In exchange for thes be oflis (o call e the
weinling up of the LTF

But the muost clamentary Guesians ame nol dsked. For
wistance the Sell Cooicism inoats very fist paranraph says in
affhand Fashior that @ carrection of (he hne “has long leen
neeessary . Barnes himsell says later that the USEL has had
the wrang Hine “for ten years’, But he dors not ask the 1M1
Mo Sy thimy have insisted on mai g a line they
krew was werann, How many vears haee LUSE] et Ents
Latioe Ao ica sl a torally
eliscredited policy, while Facnional cansiderat ones within the
USE prevented the leaciership fsom correcting 112

Is the Trotskyist movement 0 being (o prowide
waolibwade debating sociery fer s Heachiog memln s ar e

chiewhere labhoaree gncer

e programme and perspective 1o thie werkmg class in ity
daity andl deatlly soncus stooggles withe the bouraeoigne o
cach contry?

What
bw i the ol

Iz
i shuge? Barces-with gool eason, as we
el shovar later —lails 1o ask those elomsnsary ruest g,

leinct o prship prlaces 12 factional infered)s
I
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And he also avoids asking the related Guestion: sy
did the IMT suddenly decide aowe that a Self Criticism
should ba produced? Why did they nat do sa three VEGTE
aqo, or in three years’ time? What events or oxperiences
have shaped ther decision? 15 o clue i the Self
Criticisan itselt. Buil Barnes dodges the ssue, becaose it
raises the problam that most haunt the SWE leadership: if
tactional considerations prompted the IMT te remain silent
an ils errors for @ “long”™ time, could their ritual breast
beating  about  them  today not zlso be a factional
MR L e 7

More seriously, Barnes lails 1o ask another question of
rrare lasting impartance. What reason have we to belicwe
that the IMT leaders will not repest the blunders of 19689 or
exacthy similar errars at any point in the future? The Self
Criticism catalogues and categorises the ‘mistakes’ that led
adopt the guerillaist line af 1989, But it fails 1o
account for why those mistakes were made, |ndesd the
whale atfair iz alarmingly aseribed to 2 series of unfortunats
graarrirratuve. ernars, and the dashing of subjective “hoges ™.
Mowhere s there even a hint that this ser s of gpoarcntly
isodated errors bear any relationshio 1o one anather, ar 1o
anything else. And certamly there s no hint that there
magit have been any qualitative hreak from the Marxist
method. The list of evasions on this is revealing:

b

"We exaggerated the degree of instabilitg™ _ _ _ “lacked
a complete and correct view' . . “we did not adequately
cambat  the idea”™ “we o overestimated” | | | “we
thought” . . | “our hopes were very much exaggerated’” | | |
“led to an evalution oppasite to the ane we hoped for'” | |
“our estimation was false'" “whose importance we had
already under-estimated” . |, . “another error of analysis,
this time in regard to the real state of aur forces in Latin
America” . _ . "presupposed as solved a number of problems
that had not been salved and were eevan far from solwed™
... errors of appreciation of reality®

In ow view this depressing list amounts @ mecemesl
atbmission that in 1959 the 1M1 leaclership was completely
dizarented. 1o the extent of nod knawing the state of ther
oo farees in Latin Armerica, basing perspectives on ‘i pes
ard nowe the astounding confession af “errors al AP
fion ol reality ™, These are nog sngle errors, & reethod of
avalysis is involved, which the IMT document does nol
even beging 1o confront, 1t is a methad alien 1o Marsism:
angd it s a method qot challenged by Barnes in his reply,
Unless this is recoonised, and the alien methocd Fought, then
the USee ol remain in the grip of leaders whao wvetll i the
future regard it as sulficien: onee a policy Bas proven itself
empuically 1o be  an urimitigated  dizaster, simply 1o
anologise and o st a series of instances in which the Talse
mmethod manifested itself, while o scarding the embarassing
okl policy,

I oir wiew such attempis—ahich she Sell Criticism is
the latest i a line going hack throogh Argenting 1o the
Ceylon  debacle—wo rewrospectively  patch over the
symptoms of the disease while the disease isalf s Ieft to
Hesurish carsies with 0 grave camgers, aned stancls as the
aumber ane obstacle to a fight to reconstruct a united
Fourth Internatonal. Learning fram history daes nat mean
simply and  belaedly  throesing aside  policies lern g
proven bankrupt 11 means taking steps o walbyse the
sowce of these false pohcies: the class cuntent aof the
e o that prodoces tham - the unsclved problems arounc
winieh they ravales and the reasons such policies werp ol
towght acdeaguarely ar the time they firs emergec . And il
reeossirucied. Foucth International oot
A reve deaddershi Dot also with the Marxis

e

MEans arm =3 3

ianby werth



method of dhalectical mateaalism,

We have olten been told that toe LSec s ooposed 1o
ary nation of deciding o history by Seoting”. Yet in the
Sold Crticism and i the SWE reply we sec instead an
attempd toodeal with histary by oa muotual loding of sins—
an agread silence on the fundamenta' guestion, We are
convinced that now s tha time 19 drawe the lessons: of the
past as a oesis for oa reafficmation of the merhod and
principles of Trotskys Transitional Progeamme—poth in
theory and in practice—which s for us the andy principled
bhasis Tor the reconstructan of e weorld Trotskys1 move
merl as o oemocratic centralist Indemnat anal,

THE POISON OF PABLDISM

Since 10y a term commonby abaesect and wiitully ons-
Interpreted, we should begin cur analysis of the problem of
mathoo within today’s Trotskyist movement by outlineng
in geeral terms our understanding ot the teom Pabdoism?
—its content and sts matarial basis a5 an aben hoguidationst
method that emerged writhin the Trotskyist movement.

Fusthy wae must stress that o owr yizwee Pabloism
cannot be understocd as either a hxed set of ideas, ar asa
ceveloppe “theary’. MNar was it the invention of Pablo as
such, Rather we should see s orugns a5 analogoos 10 the
material  arigins of Stalic's “theory™ of spcalism 0 one
countsy —wwhich al fst was far from 2 theary but rather g
reflection af the material sstuation n the jsalated backward
weorkers” state in which a parasiiic buresacracy was i the
process of consabidating an anstable base of suppoct cehle
restivig on the most conservative and nationabst clements of
the population, amd theeeing oo the international defeats
inflicted on the working class,

I the case of Pablogsm see would assess it az a methorl
whoch has alsp had ancobpective matenal saurce, It ceflects
the aleglogical appoach of the petty howrgeosie, Pabloism
in s inital stages deew 15 s1ength from the materal and
political weakness of leadership o the post vear Faurth
[nternatonat talter the deatruet ve impsct of Kas, Stalimist
and  pourgeois  ceaessond anck the solaton of e
Trotskyist forces Trom the mass orgamiations and  daily
struggles af the worling class. [t was under these conel bons
that  wokil 195183 Pablo®s  method  was  almos
uriguestiomingly  adapted By the majonny of the posiwa
wachership of the Fourthe International . The danger o such
a nethod emerging remaing aoute whorever {for wehatiom
reasons) Trotskyizm becomes dependert for s axistencs
apen  rmaddle  class aned npellectial forces wah hile
eeperience and (e haks 1o the working ciass— foroed 1o

contzmplate the class strogols froon vhae aeerseche, arad o
than zyer depandent upan an

vais wehich Beds o e Tecult
1o penetrate oeneath the surface of ewents,

And white the empircal  edsws, concepts  andd
rationalisatons that  poparchise the progeamemie pray e
cevased i the Fast oestance by petty bourgBons  ofebler

twials, as they are takan up o tha movemient they o
corrasponding . echoes n very dillerent gquanters, Wk -
sopkong a0 ppportumist eetrest oo the bght for priccipée
m the unions amd @ shortoo: arcapud the molatoe - ob
Trotskyist foer
Stabmist o eeformist boveaueracy, o0 o the sopeerfiial

Loran vasly soccumbe boopressure Brom T

plansability al e empicieal schemas created elspwlpr
This ook place amoso cecfaim wncke cadess withon How
S aeed later o the Ceylanese LSSS But fhe Tact vemeain
that the Tramsitional Progeamerae’s demamls anel peecanlos
haee anly esr theowen asicle fiy thosse elpmmets that bovse

alregchy for oon reason ar actatber Pedun 1o stand . alood

broany the Bight Tor sawalutminary ieaciessbop satbep the aday

for chasy steacgies of 1he yeor leing olass
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From this veakoess Hows 10 nbdecive passibinlicy of

- appor tmst pull-back from shecentral pohtcal theost of
the Transitanal Poogramume —the fight o the compeeis:
podticel mddependence of the workion class tnroogn the
baileling of awiepandient revolutonary oerties basec on an
active proovanume af pmereention into daiy stoaggles o
conflht swath exstineg mass leaderships. Only when an
isolated Trotskyst agmup be
respact aloo® from the day-toaday political probloms and
shrugeles of the working class can (ese guestons Do seenas

% e stand i A4 sez Lt

anything other than faondamenial and the wey s1arng
pamt of any pohicy acoptao

Even if objectyue Fgtoss such as the degcimatios ol
Trotskysl dorces o Warld War U sclate Trotskyrsts fronm
this working class, 1 s essentia! that the leadiscshigs of o
natwnal secticon orentate the forees avalable continuousty
intg tha workinog class of the movements, stengths and
wedkness of that class 15 (o oo praperly undsstoord, s a
correct estimation made of the pveall Dalence of class
farces, 11 this s nod done then adod tanal traps apen, and
the way is cleared for the emesgence of emybrical arid
impe s orist mathods of @nalysns,

“Dinee of the psychologcal sources of oppartunism 15
superficial impatience, the lack of confidence, o the
gradual growih of the party’'s mfluence, the desire to win
the masses with the aid of an orpansational manoeuvre o
persanal diplomacy., Qut of this springs the pabcy of com
hinations behind the scenes, the policy of silence, of
hushing ugs, of seif renunciation, of adaptation (o the weas
and slogans af others: and finally the complete passage (o
the positions of opportumsm.” (Trotsky s Muarw e e the
Track: mons, “Communsoe and Syochicabism®” sy Pk,
1022, p4)

Impanicnoe at the small,  maddeguate toecos of
Trovskoyisme conteaster woth thee soalie ol the 2asks posed can
spur on porbiculaely middbe class clements o @ redooess o
abaralon long-held ard bacd<detended poncples ova fantic
cparch for appacentiy readymade Smass ™ Teadesships spon.

taneoushy pmerging. Wethout the ammediate test of g
wnee o struggles wethon the woskiong class I clurre sach
moteoms, (e ety sweoeat and o most chilertanie oats of the
petty hourneoesie well geeedyr Tall eoan ane cane seeing th
micenemas e one Cirecties te .5II1ZII!'.I'F wilh st
vaprichity

Avother side ol the same coon s shosso B2y those wiho
fram the sdelnes deace pessanestic conclosieps as o the
revovitionary strengthe of the workang class, aod owhe laok

s teeacy Tor Bagreancalag ar il ket l'-|)|!-p|l.'_'l|r'1.'.'l ann Teowces thal
ser Boe offer o “evolutmnar g™ subiute Toe the sedmien-

LATEESEE T [}

Iy urevineabie working elass, Eoaher vy thie ok
threct evern further  away from thie avecessary (eaanesig o of
caciees i the weorkian class, and 1o osolate the mowiment
stitl Fartbey Tromothe mass mavemenst, This i (e can
ooly result oot beachershap Beoooming sl oo e ce e

lent v son e ampressons &5 P Dases for smalyss

£

macet ol e Toanstonsl Sraoramems oo e oeelhan

A e same [emn ¢omust soress that the sbraocon

erabecied o the transisonal o mands coes o pecessar ly
take place an anvcpenly ot peng dieect an —thoagh 1his
i thes pnst commns appraact of the Paliboates, oS ogqeeatly
apsable b F s fare apgins ances secm et a Ferighien
mg of The stvognle—for the pransitsnal phenacdds oo bie

freggrndodd i st wmnrse ol i ERIrEss O SHe st de FF fuen
el g senTarat Slanclpeant —in bty the souatimm 15 sren g

Pairees acsae Begomd®t o tha A osgebehed tee Toosksy e dhe

FPage 18



Transitional Programme and in which only  maximom
measures  maximum demands or armed struggle) have any
relovance. And in either case the wrong conclusions draw
strength by being separated from any thorough going
and scientifically analysed work in the working class,
Meither the *left” nor the 'right” variants of Pabloism {which
can of course ba combined in 8 single movement or impras-
sionist leader) offer any possibility ol training serious foroes
in the working class or even of maintaining a principled
political line in situations of rapid change, The impact of
this method on the practice of those that succumb (o it is
in effect to liquidate the political independence and
pragramme of the Trotskyist vanguard into the latest spon-
taneausly-amerging “revolutionary current”™ from the petiy
bourgeaisie or the bureaucracy. |t attacks the principled
foundations and threatens the vary arganisational existence
of Trotskyist forces, and abandons the central concept of
the Transitional Programme that "the world  politcal
situation is chiefly characterised by a historical crisis of the
leaclershipy  of the proletzriat™, The forces that have
ospoused such a method af amalysis have therefore acted
continuously as a liguidationist current within the warld
Trotskyist mavement, and remain 50 ta this day,

In all these respects Pabloiso a: a method can he seen
as the ideological reflection of material problems and
pressures upon post-war Trotskyism, We do nol forget that
not only were Trotskyist forces broken up in the war
period, but also that the very contradictory and lang draswn
aut process af the postavar expansion of Stalinism into
Eastern Eurppe and the apparent strength conferred an
Stalinism during this period —contributed o the problems
faced by an inexperienced F I leadership.,

In our view Pabloism can only be fought by those who
combing @ continuous fight to orientate the Trotskyist
movement towards intervention and the fight ta give leader-
ship in the actual daily strugeles of the working class with a
seriouws, open and  honest  struggle to grasp both
thearetically and in practice the context in which that
fight takes place bath internationally and pationally. This
mzans & fight to probe 1o the roots of the complex
process al chamge within which Trotskyists are torced 10
fight for programme. The method of Marxism is a sciennific
method, and has to be fowght for in confiict with
spontaneity  and  surface impressions. As soon as  this
combined strumgle sfackens, it is inevitable that forms of
bourgeois ideslogy and bourgecis method of analysis must
begin to appear within the mowemant,

Philosophically, Pabloism is a form of empiricism. 1ts
abrupt and complate lurches from one tack to another are
based on the apparent changss which take place on the
surface-—not on the deeper-going processes which produce
these changes. As an empirical method, Pabloism deals with
phenomena at random. In general, a Pabloite views events
singly and a-historically; he splits up processes that must be
viewed as a whole; but at the same time he lumps together
aspects of reality that nead to be distinguished as opposites,
The refuzal of Pabloites to analyse their own history
honeztly and their continuous attempts to shape the facts
o fit their pre-formulated theories are both clear symptoms
indicating that here is a completaly idealist method which
founders as soon as it is brought into contact with material
reality. The Pabloites examplify all of the weakneszes of
empiricism spelled oul by Engels:

“In the contemplation of individual things it forgets
the connection hetween them; in the contemplation of
their existence it forgets the beginning and end of that

existenca; of their repose, it forgets their motion. It cannot
see the wood for the trees”. (Engals, Socialism Utogéan amd
Serentific, Pathfinder, pA1).

Lanin, in dealing with departures from the dialectical
meathad, alsa anticipated the methodological mutations of
the Pabloites when he described the relationship of idealism
to the development of the objective world itself:

“"Human knowledge i not {or doss not follaw) a
straight line, but a curve, which endlessly approximates a
sarias of circles, a spiral. Any fragment, segment, section of
this curve can be transformed (transformed ane-sidedly)
into an independant, complete, straight line, which then {if
ane doss not see the wood for the trees) leads into the
guagmire, into clerical obscurantism (where it is anchored
by the class interests of the ruling classes).” (CW, Vol, 38,
1.363.)

It is in this respect—the latching on to one aspect of a
contradictory whole—that Pabloism shows most clearly that
it is the twin brother of that aother perversion of Marxism
which haz besat the postwar Trotskyist movement, state
capitalism. Neither the state-capitalist nor the Pabloite is
able to grapple with living contradiction. While the state
capitalist latches as a result onto the reactionary, bourgeois
aspects af the bureaucracy in the Kremlin and in Eastern
Eurppe, and chrislens it one-sidedly a *ruling class”, the
Pabloite on the other hand seizes on the ‘left” cosmetic
appearance of statements by this ar that wing of the
Stalinist bureaucracy or even petty bourgecis nationalists,
seeing  only  their apparent strength, and holding out
deluded hopas for the salf-reform of the bureaucracy or far
the spontanecus emergence of political revolution or a
Marxist leadership. As a result neither Pabloism nor state
capitalism offers any means of understanding Stalinism
and in practice both find themselves unable Lo fight it

In the course of examining the emergence of the
Pablaoite method within the FI and the farms it takes today,
wie are not attempting in any way 1o divert attention Iram
the fundamental political and theoretical problems for
which Pabloizsm claimed (falsaly] to have found the answer.
In particular, while we will show how Pable devised a
completely false schema to explain the post-war overturn of
capitalism under Stalinist leadership in Yugoslavia, wea will
not in this document elgborate in full an alternative
andlysis. This task remains one to ba undertaken in the
course of the fight to reconstruct the Fl, But it seoms
unlikely that any serious prograss towards it can be
achieved while the various groupings today professing
adherance to Trotskyism at the same time cling avidby and
with factional motives to inadequate and superficial notions
a5 to the processes involved in the post-war evolution of
Stalinism. The WSL, for its part, has published a series of
articles examining the post-war development of Stalinism,
and will shortly be publishing the Theary af Strictrual
Assimifation with a critical introduction, as the basis of
further detailed work,

In our view the poisonous method of Pabloism has
spread widely throughout the warld Trotskyist movement,
In purging it we must ensure that we do not seize meraly
upon its  individoal  advacates or the symptoms it has
producad. |1 s nol encugh 1o seek an organisatinnal ‘break’
with Pabloisim, And in prescribing the antidote we st
saak a reaftirmation above all in the praztice of the partios
adhering to a reconstructed Flaf the analytical method and
the palitical principles of the Transitional Prograrmme,
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HOW THE WE LL WAS POISONED

Oy November 16, 1953 the US Socialist Workears Party
suddenly  published the Open Letter” which split the
Fourth International into public factions. Dne week later,
representatives of Trotskyist groups in Britain, France, Mew
Fealard and Switzerland signed @ resolution forming the
Ieternational Caommittee {IC) in solidarity with the line of
the SWP's appeal.

In 1954 the remaining sections under the leadership of
Michel Pablo and Ernest Germain held what they termed
the ‘Fourth Waorld Congress’, which excluded the 1C faction
and effectively expellad it Iram the International,

The political basis far this split lay implicitly in the
ravisionist political line that had from carly 1950 through
to mid 1953 been commonly accepted by the FI leadership,
and which had been endorsed at the 1951 Third World
Congress.

The political line was Tirst formuolated by Pabla at the
end of 1949, when he began to draw @ number of
conclusions based on the surface appesrances of evants in
Yugoslavia since the Stalin-Tito split of 1948, Where Pablo
found real events inadequate to support his ling on the
‘menirist® evolution of the Yugoslay CP, he did not hesitate
to qo back and rewerite the F s version of these events, The
result was a theory that Stalinist parties like the ¥ CF could
be foroed hy ‘mass pressure’ in ‘exceptional circumstances’
1o play a revolutionary role, And as the notion gatherad
strength, so the events in China were also rewritten to
provide a further instance of this ‘process”,

The Fl's analysiz of the complex and contradictary
transformation process taking place in Eastern Europe
certainby left much to he desired, The general consensus to
begin with was that the Buffer Zone was undergoing a state
capitalist stage of development. But Pablo had to rice
roughshad over such theoretical work as had been done,
using the abwious inconsistencies and inadeguacies of the
state capitalist analysis as further justification for his own
line, In particular Pablo had 1o discard the careful analysis
mads of Russia and the Bufter Zone in 1947 by Germain,
Garmain pointed aut that in Yugoslavia;

*. . . the relations of forces are such that the baurgeois-
ie finds itself for the moment at the mercy of an actian by
the proletariat. !t i anly the Duregucracy s fear both of the
profetariat and af imperialisin wich restrains it from deal-
g the native capitalists a death Bow™

Pablo zlso had to jettison the April 1949 (EC
resolution which stated that there was “zn undeniable
axistence of a polica regime in Yugoslavia®,

That this was a conscious change was shown most
clearly in the 1957 Third Wearld Congress resolution which
explicitly rewrcte the previously adopted positions of the
F I starting from the appearance af events after 1958:

"It is the duty of the Fl to critically re-examine iz rhe
fight of events which have occurred since 1948, its past
analysiz of the Yugoslav revolution and the dynamics of
this revolution which events have placed in a new fight”,

Ferhagps most impoartant of all, Pahlo had 1o get araund
the fact that at the height of the mass movement in
Yugosiavia and at the point where the native capitalist class
was in full-scale retreat, Tito's Stalinist-led partizan forces
had set out 2ot to consolidate workers' power, but ta sel
up a coalition with imparted remnants of a terrified and
pro-Mazi national bourgeoisie. This was the 19445 Tite-
Subasich agreement. In this, as in every respect up to the
point of the 1948 split with Stalin, Stalinist palicy in
Tugoslavia was identical in content, though  slightly
differant in tempo, with the policy throughout the Buolfer

TROTSK YIS TQDAY, JULY 1978,

states, Indeed the first priority of Stalinist parties inter-
natianally in the postwar period wes the suppression of
passihle upsurges—-mast natably in France oo ltaly, where
Stalinist parties had also entered bourgesis coalition govern-
ments while the armed masses looked to strugghe for power,
As ‘evidence® for ignoring this development in Yugoslawvia,
Pablo accepted and used the contemptible arguments of the
Titoites themsalhes!

“They [the Titoites] insist that none of the political
and social conguests of their struggle was endangered by
the coalition for the simple reason that reaction had nao real
base among the masses and that the coalition was reached
at the top belween representatives of the masses and the
impatent shadows of the bourgeoisie”.

Pablo claimed that the masses were ‘continuously
active” from 1941 to 1948, and that ‘s revolution of a
special development had actually taken place” leading ‘up
to @ seicure of poweer, 1ooa radical wransformation of
capitalist property relations and to the destruction of the
old capitalist state and the reconstruction of a new state
apparatus’. “The transformation af property relations™ and
the “construction of a rew state apparatus’’ were bath in
fact already taking place throwghout the whale of the
Buffer Zone in anything but a revolutionary way in the
years 1044-50, under the watchful eyes and quns of the
Soviet Hed Army, What attracted Pablo’s attention in
Yugoslavia was Tito's demagogic ‘lefi’ speechss and bureau-
cratic establishment of ‘workers’ councils” 2s part of his hid
to solidify a popular base of support while carrying through
his interbureaucratic dispute with Stalin. Pabla saw the
whale process of transformation {largely complate by
1948} as condensed into a shart period, which then became
confused with the Titailes” own propaganda and ‘mass
maokilisation’ manoouvres, Under  these conditions Pablo
undertook the revision of the Trotskyist programme,

Tiwo's leadership, correctly chardcterised by the Flin
1847 as a bureaucracy afraid of both working class and
imperialism, and in 1948 as running a ‘police regime’, was
suddanly described by Pahlo as ‘partly bureaucratic® while
he claimed that the Yugoslay revolution “raises itself (o
new  heights, becomes constantly more democratic, etc.,
el and fram the very outsel these ilusions in Yugoslavia
wiere linked 1o a general revision of the Trotskyist stand an
Stalinism:

"Certain. Commumnist  Parties in a favourahle
conjuncture, when they are linked to the real revalutionary
movement of the masses, can detach themselves from the
yoka of the Kremlin and begin to act on their awn®™,

This concept of coursa challenges the very foundation
of the Fl—the counter-revolutionary role of Stalinism and
the imposzibility of reforming Stalinist parties. Whils Pahlao
began ta do this by way of ‘exceptional” cases, the method
involved left the door wide open to further similar
oluacers,

These lines ol 1950 were developed much further in
the pre-conference material for the Third World Congress.
Fablo, with the [ull backing of Cannon and Healy led the
wizy with his notorious document “Where Are We Going?™

In this document Pablo complately excludad fram his
analysis any conception of the political independence aof
the working class in its struggles against imnperializm or the
Stalinist  bureaucracies. This, taken together with the
surface appearances of the Cold War poriad, combined (o
create the basis tor the Pabloite concept ot a Third Warld
War between the 'two camps™'imperialism’ and “Stalinism’
wrhich would, he claimed, amount toa “War-Rewalution™,
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This provided a glabal ‘exceptional circumstance’
which Fahlo claimed would have the effect of Torcing the
Stalinist bureaucracies o drop their counter-revalutianary
role and to mobilise the warking class ina revolutionary
wiy. In other wards, here, il was claimed, was a period so
new  that the most basic fenets of the Transitional
Programme could no longer be applied, and all the evidence
of the tharouohly counter-revolutionary behaviour of the
Stalinist parties, before, during and after the war, cauld be
abandoned,

“The Communist Parties retain the possibility in
certain circumstances of roughly outlining a revolutionary
orientation, that is to say of finding themselves compelied
to engage in a struggle for power ™.

The Yugoslaw events had thus been transtormed from
an ‘exception” inta a general mle, And at the same tme
Pablo drew a generalisation which extended to the bureau-
cratised,  monolithic, powsr-wielding CP% of Eastern
Europe, claiming that there was:

Y. . . the possibility, and in the long run the inavit-
ahility of an opposition arising to the Soviet bureaucracy to
the degree that these CP's have a mass base ol their awn
which has cnabled them to conquer power by and large
thraugh their own means”,

Pablo was mad here brilliantly anticipating the current
splits in Stalinism, but clearly looking for a section of the
bureaucracy to break fram Stalinism and move deffwarche!

I the event, the Third Woeld Congress adopted a docue-
ment on Orfendation and Perspectives which included a
numbiezr of distortions of the Transitional Programme:

“It would be anti-Marxist . . . to affirm that the weight
of the bureaucratic apparatus will prove more decisive
under all conditions than the pressure of the movement of
the maszes™.

In this way the lormulation of the Transitional
Pragramme on the ‘laws afl history” which will bring the
masses to recognise that the crisis of leadership “can be
rasolved only by the Fourth International® is stripped of its
political content—the struggle Tor independent revolution-
ary leadership, The result of amitting any reference to the
Trotskyist movemnent in this half-quote is @ complete
capitulation 1o spontancity, leaving it 1o the masses o
resalve their crisis of leadership and brings, inevitably,
& simultancous capitulation to the bureaucracy,

The document went on to spell oul even more clearly
the abandonment of the very starting paint of the struggles
ot Lenin and Trotsky—the paramount importance of revol-
uticnary eadersftip, the sebjective factor;

“In the lang run, objective conditions determine the
character and dypamics of the movement of the masses
which, raised to a certain level, can overcome @l subfective
obstacias ovr the rogd to revolution |, It is not excluded
that certain Communist Parties with the bulk of their farces
can be pushed out of the strict orbit of the Soviet burcau-
cracy and can peoject @ revolutionany ocfeniation .. The
developments in Yugoslavia and China are only a prefigur-
ation af the events to come”™.

Here was nothing mare than a recipe for winding up
the struggle Tor independent Trotskyist parties. Indeed in
Eastern Europe Trotskyist forces were actually called upon
2 do o, and 1o

Y.L o ey to integrate themselves into the CP': and
remain there, in order to take advantage of the revalution-
ary possibilities which will develop™.

For all we Know, they may still ba there, still waiting.

fwo distingt resolutions on Eastern Europe wers
passed—one an Yugoslavia and one on the Buffer Zone
excluding Yugoslavia.

The cpposition to Pablo was muted and confused;
Germain in a document entitled Ter Thases took issue with
some of Pablo's positions, but left inlact the central
assertion that the Yugoslav and Chinese CP%s had broken
from Stalinism, Mandel actually samed the Evropean CP's
ha thought bkely to break from Stalinism under mass
Pressure:

“In the coming revolutionary upsurge in Western
Europe during the period of preparation and unleashing of
war, the growing prassure of the maszes is liable to farce the
French and ltalian CP's to modify their pacifist course of
‘mneutralising” the bourgeoisie. These parties could then . . .
project a revolulionary orientation and see themselves
forced to undertake a struggle for power . ..

Germain in othar words attempted to straddle an
imaginary fence  between Corthodox” Trotskyism  and
Fabila’s revisionism, In reality he came down firmly on the
sicle of Pablao.

Cannon and Healy also were firmly behind Pablo
during and after the Third World Congress, and both lent
their support—(Healy being actively involved) to Pabla's
moves 1o expel the majority of the French section who in
1952 refused o carry out Pablo’s directive that entry work
in the French CP can be made the main axis of their work,
with indepandent work subcrdinate to it

But even the French leadership that did fight Pablo
failed 1o challenge his views on Yugoslavia and China. The
wall of Trotskyism  had been thoroughly  poisoned by
Pabloite revisionism,

It is of course sasy for us and for even the Pabloites of
1977 1o reject the revisionist policie: of 1951, We can see
auite easily from axperience that they were based on false
premises and that they proved wrong in almaost every
respact, In just the same way it is easy for the IMT and LTF
Io agree today that the 1969 policies were wrang, What is
harder howover is to analyse wiy they ware wrong and to
draw from those errars lessons that can strengthen our
analysis today,

In doing %0 it s important to see what formed the
driving force behind the 1953 split, 1t was in lact a sharpen-
ing of the class struggle internationally, which produced a
crisis for Stalinism and led to a rapid and thomugh
exposure of the impotence of Pabla®s palicies in fighting
Stalinism,

In March 1963, the death of Stalin created an
immdiate problem for the Kremlin bureavcracy. In the
manoeuvres to decide Stalin's successor, various minimal
concessions were made 10 head off any possible Torward
moavement of the Soviet working class, while the bureau-
cracy was careful 1o hold on to all the reins of real political
ok,

In Junz of 19563, the workers of East Berlin roze in
revolt against increased production targets and demanding
democratic rights in the first onset of political revolution
in Eastern Europe. The Pabloites who had looked simply to
the bureaucratised Eastern European CP's 1o throw up
leftward-moving leaders” for such uprisings were left with
no independent policy, and abhandoned the 1947 call of the
FI for the withdrawal of the Rad Army which was savagely
reprassing the rising,

In September 1953 a general strike biroke out in France
only 1o be derailed and betrayved by the Com-unist Party
precisely that Stalinist party which was supoosedly about
to ‘project a revolutionary orientation” according te Pablo
and Germain.

Under these canditions Pablo®s line became increasing-
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ly hard to defend. At the same time experiences of cacdre-
building in the warking class prompted Healy in particular
to highlight the fact that the Pabloites always ignored the
questian of building Trotskyist parties:

“*Take this talk about Stalinism. Impatient comrades,
thinking in terms of China, East Europe and now even the
USSR, see the impact of the post-war revolutionary forces
upon these countries, but fail to recognise one vital thing,
that, as 1ar as we know, we have not one single organised
cadre group in those areas™.

But it was when Pablo-sponsored factions began to
work away within the parties existing in the USA and
Britain that the abrupt turn took place. Between May and
Septemnber 1953, Healy swung from sympathetic defence of
Pabilo to bitter hostility and in the same short space of time
the SWP leaders switched from virtual indifference to the
paint of publishing the Open Letter,

The Waorkers Socialist League has always defended the
actions of the signatories of the Open Letter, while pointing
out the inadequacies of the political Fight they carried out
against Pabloism. The very histary of the IC has proved that
it is nat sufficient to present a farmal defence of the Trans-
itional Programme if there is no carresponding development
of a method throwgh which that Programme can be
translated into the practice of Trotskyist parties in the
rapidly-changing class struggle both in their awn countries
and internationally. The danger of adaptation under
pressure of events must remain, and can only be combatted
by a living, dialectical method of analysis and a rigoraus
development and testing of the programme in the practice
of the fight against reformist and Stalinist bureaucracies.

There was a need to bresk from Pablo’s line—but it
took place only an an empirical level and without political
clarity. They recognised that their party-building work was
palitically threatened by FPablo’s line, But even as thoy
carried through the break from Pablo, hoth Healy and
Cannon cluing tenaciously 1o the false positions adapted al
the Third World Congress, The Open  Letter  tself
conspicuously anly challenges Pablo in issues that had
arisen after the 1951 Congrass: !

[1) Pablo’s failure to call for political revolution and

his concessions to the ‘liberafisation” measures in the

USSR after Stalin's death,

{2} A similar failure 1o present independent programme

in East Germany.

(3} The failure to appose the Stalinist sell-out of the

French general strike,

(4] ‘Stalinist’” organisational methods  and  the

promotion of secret factions to enforce Pablo's line.

All of these charges were well-founded, But none
penetrated to the essence of the probifem ar atltempted to
correct the FI analysis of the evolution ol post-war
Stalinizm. As a resull we find that the 1954 so-called
‘Fourth World Congress' held by the Pabloite faction felt
able to trace {correctly) a clear continuity of line back Lo
the commaon decisions of the Third World Congress—just
as Mandel to this very day traces the ancestry of his latest
Warld Perspectives document back ta that same Third
VWorld Congress,

The IC grouping, however, was an uneasy ooalition
which did not press for clarity on these questions—as the
WRP itself admits taday:

"The ecoalition of groups oppasing Pablo was not
politically and doetrinally homogeneous. They were united
by a common desire to prevent the bureaucratic strangula-
tion of the FI by the creation of a Byzantine cult of
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infallibility around Pable and—most importantiy—io
prevent the liguidation of the FI imo a Stalinist milieu.
Behind this conditional and transitary unity there remained
a disparateness of method , . ™

Indeed it was not until 1957 that very much in the way
of clarification on the question of the Third World Congress
took place. In that year the SWP began to show signs of
moving back towards an accommedation with Pabloism,
and were challenged by the leadership of the British group.

The SWP had expressed some agreement with the
dacument at the Pabloite “Fifth World Congress’, Entitled
‘The Decline and Fall of Stalinism®, the document clung an
to all the old eulagies aof the Yugoslay CP [which had since
reunited with the Kremlin and backed the Hungarian
invasion} and gave a favourable view of the ‘left” leadership
of the Polish CP [which had been restored to office by
Moscow in exchange far their tacit support for the crushing
of the Hungarian warkers), The document drew no serious
political lessons fram the Hungarian events and issued no
call anywhere for the buillding of Trotskyist parties in
Eastern Ewrope it political revolution was to be carried
through,

However the SWP response to this appalling document
was summed up by Cannon;

“Tha political pronouncements of the two sides (IC
and 18] appear to come closer together than was the case in
the period prior to the farmal split . . . If the thinking of
the twa sides should continue to evalve in the same way,
then they would both have to consider the guestion of
unity .. ."

In this statement by Cannon in 1957 we can see the
ancestral link to the latest stampede by the SWP some 20
years later to wind up any fight against the 0T,

From 1957 onwards, the SWP leadership began
increasingly to draw political conclusions close to those of

J | R
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the Pabloite International Secretariat. The upheaval of the
Cuban revolution, combined with the unresalved problem
of method in the SWP leadership to produce impressionist
confusion every bit as bad as that of the Pabloites—whila
Iram the ‘orthodox’ Socialist Labour Lesgue in Britain
came a stubborn refusal to grapple with the real events
taking place in Cuba itself,

1969: THE USFI TAKES A FRESH DRINK

There are distinct political and methodological simil-
arities hatween the 1989 guerrilla line and the line of Pablo
fram 1950 on, We will examine them in order 1o show why
in our view the method in each case involves a definite
Ereak fram Marxism and from the principles of the Trans.
itional Programme,

The 1968 “turn™ by the Pabloite forces was demon-
strably a turn awey from the central question of the build-
ing of revolutionary parties based an the praletariat in each
cauntry. In the wake of the momentous class battles of the
10 million strong General Strike of May-June 1968 in
France, the 1968-69 battles in ltaly and the escalation of
workers' struggles in Mexico, the Pabloite “'Minth World
Congress” adopted a resolution on Latin America which
drew heavily on the appearances of events in Cuba. While
Pablo had taken his impressions from the apparent ‘centrist”
evolution of the Yugoslay CP and based on spontanesously
outlining @ “revolutionary orientation”, the USFI majority
in 1969 started instead from their impressions of events in
Cuba, expecting & natural evolution of the Castroite forces
towards  ‘revolutionary  Marxism'. The USFI majority
nurtured the highest of hopes for the future political devel-
opment of the petty bourgeois and peasant-based guerrilla
movements then active in Latin America in the wake of the
Cuban struggles, Tito’s place as the hoped-far centre of a
new, mass, spontanecusly emerging ‘revalutionary inter-
national® was taken by the Stalinist-backed petty bourgeais
Fidel Castro,

It is important to nole that both in 1953 and 1969 it
was a non-praletarian even anti-proletarian farce that was
seen as leading future sacial revolutions,

Tha IMT now admits that their document of 1963 was
wrong to characterise the situation in every Latin American
country from the overall continental assessment that:

** .. nat anly in a historical sense but in a mare direct
and immediate one, Latin America has entered a period of
revolutionary explosions and conflicts of armed struggle on
different levels against the native ruling classes and imperial-
ism and of prolonged civil war on a continental scale®’.

Such a view of course excludes from the very oulsat
the approach of the Transitional Programme, which starts
from the contradiction between the undoubted ripeness of
the objective conditions for revolution and the crisis of
warking class leadership:

"The strategic task af the mexr period—a pre-revolu-
tionary period of agitation, propaganda and arganisation—
cansists in owvercaming the contradiction belween the
maturity of the objoctive revalutionary conditions and the
immaturity of the proletariat and its vanguard . . "' (p.B)

Trotsky's  characterisalion of the period as “pre-
revalutionary™ is oot tied purely to the specific period of
1938, As is the case consistently in his writings, Trotsky is
characterising the period from a pafitecal standpoint, The
“preaovalutionary’” period is one in which the essential
prerequisite for revolution—a revoluticnary  leadership—is
absent:

“The chief obstacle in the path of transforming the

pre-revolutionary into a revolutionary state is the oppartu-
nist character of proletarian leadership . . ."" (p.G).

The Transitional Pragramme goes on to deal with the
application of this analysis to a wide range of situations of
struggle—un to and inclucinmg armed struggle and the fight
for soviets. Each of these situations, if there is not a
broadly-based revolutionary leadership (Trotskyist Party)
developed, remains in Trotsky's assessment pre-revolution-
ary.

The USFI majority by adopting the Lalin Smerican
document threw this once maore out of the window in
1269, Pabla had been the first to do so, claiming that an
impending Third Warld War® meant that there was a world-
wide revolutionary situation in which Stalinist parties
could become revolutionary and nonae of the Tundamentals
of the Transitional Programme would apply. The USFI
devised a new and global “exceptional circumstance’” based
on their assessment that the situation throughout the whaole
of Latin America was one of immediate civil war, in which
petty  bourgeais guerrilla forces could be regarded as
revolutionary  and the central tenets of the Transitional
Programme were irrelevant:

**, . . it is necessary to reject the schematic and paralys-
ing conception according to which everything hinges on
the preliminary existence of a genuine party with all its
traditional structures (and the Cuban experience has un-
questionably shown that under certain conditions it is
possible far the palitical organisation to develop and rein-
force itsalf as the armed struggle unfolds). . "

The transitional demands are referred to solely as a
davice to mobilise the working class in 3 few decoy actions
dasigned to divert the armed lorces and the state apparatus
away from the areas of guerrilla struggle. In this way they
advocate the use of;

¥, . . transitional demand: able to mobilise and raise
the political consciousness of the worker, petty bourgacuis
and plebeian masses as well as the student masses and thus
create grovwing tensions threatening the systemi (this would
also make it more difficult for the governmant 1o concen-
trate their repressive forces exclusively in the zone: of
armed struggle).”’

In the main the document is pessimistic as 1o the po-
tential of the working class, the broadest layers of which
are described as “'still immobilised or neutralised, and sub-
ject o momentary  prostration’’. The petty bourgeoisie,
however, is seen as offering a rapid means of substituting
tor the working class, since they are “not tied by any um-
bilical cord to the traditions of the workers’ movement or
thee traditional national-revolutionary . movement™. The
document spefls out the majority’s reliance on the petty
bourgenisie:

“In fact, in most of the countries the most probable
variant is that for a rather long period the peasants will have
to bear the main weight of the struggle and the revolution
ary petty bourgeaisie in cansiderable measure will provide
the cadres of the movement™.

In 1950 Pablo had begun to advocate a turn towards
‘left” currents in Stalinist parties and splits in the Eastern
European Stalinist bureaucracies as the source of future
revolutionary  developments. The independent work  of
Tratskyist parties was subordinated to entry work in mass
CPs. The 1962 USF | document spelled aut a turn insteacl
inta the Castroite forces and the “integration™ of USF|
cadres into the Castroite ranks;

“Integration into the historic revolutionary current
represented by the Cuban revolution and the OLAS, which
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involves, regardless of the Torms, working as an integral part
of OLAS."

Because the 1989 document saw only  a subordinate
rale Tor the proletariat in Latin American struggles, it could
see anly a subordinate role for the party whose lask it is to
fight for the political independence of that class, This
notion was not restricted to Latin America, It was taken up
and applied energetically in Europe and elsewhera, where
tha petty bourgeocisic, and students in particular, were seen
as the new “vanguard™, and the USFI warked away at adap-
ting thamselves completely to those middle class forces that
responded to the Cuban revolution. The result could only
be to deepen the isolation of the already largely petty
bourgeois ranks of the USFI from the aomanised working
clazs. As this increased, so did the rationalisations for their
isolation. Theories were elaboratzd spefling oul exactly why
the working class was apparently no mare than an inert
mass in contrast with the vigorows ‘revalutionary” zeal of
the student vanguard,

And of course just 25 in 1923 the line of Fablo had
crippled the Fl sections by denying them a political stand
independent of Stalinism, so the 1969 guerrilla line of the
USFI liguidated the independent voice of their sections in
Latinn &rnerica which began or completed wholesale adapta-
tion to the Castraite forces,

A contrast emerges however between the kind of fight
waged by the |C forces against Pablo in 1953 and the argu-
ment against guerrillaism by the Pabloite Minority in 1969,
For all the weaknesses and inadequacics and despite the
fact that all the signatories of the Open Letter had been
compromised by the decisions of the Third World Congrass,
a significantt fight pad taken place in 195632 in defence ol
the central core of the Transitional Programme against
Palilo’s liguidationism, The SWP had not hasitated 10 carry
this fight through to an open split—even thaugh that split
can be seen in retrospect Lo have been ill-preparcd.

But in 1969 when Handen spoke an behalf of the SWP
in denouncing the guerrilla strategy —of which the SWP had
been amang the keenest advocates in 1963 —he did so with
no intention ot taking the fight to a principled conclusion.
While the arguments Hansen advanced were in most cases
“orthodox™  points  melaled  to party-building,  they
concealed the Tact that the SWP had reversed course in the
USA itself and turned from adaptation to guerrillaism ta-
wards an equally Pabloite adaptation to pacifist anti-war
and civil rights movements, Because ol this so many topics
bacame untouchable that Hansen's ‘palemic’ was reduced
to the most superficial level, criticising a policy that he
knew fall well Howed directly from the reunification
platform jointly agreed in 1963,

In this sense neither side in the 1969 polemic could be
right, And neither side was prepared to take the polemic
sufficiently seriously to probe into its historical context,
Diplomacy ruled even at the most apparently heated points
of the debate, an nobody raised the guestion of method
with any enthusiasm,

Jack Barnes today must know how ludicrous it is for
him ta compare the partial and largely dishanest ‘debate’
on the Latin American daocoment 1o the stroggle against the
Burnham-Shachtman  opposition  in 193240, In  that
strugole  Trotsky took wp the struggle for  dialectical
materialism on the side of the SWP majority, and set out
canstantly to deepan  the discussion precisely on the
guestion of method so studiously avaided by the SWP from
1969 to today.
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In contrast let us ook ot Barnes' response to the
current IMT Sell Criticism, He accepts the critique almost
entirely at face value. As we have shown be fails to ask the
most obvious guestions which the Szif Criticism fails 1o
answar,

This cannot be because the questions have not
accurred to Barnes, or bacause he believes them answered,
On the contrary, Bames and the SWP leadership are worried
that the discussion might actually get starfed, and having
started might go too far, In doing so it might disturb the
skeleton of 1263 jammed in a now dusty cupboard. Should
the IMT actually pursue their Self Criticism Turther, and
seek to re-examine the analysis of the Cubzn revolution
that brought the SWP hack into the fold, then this could
make lite very uncomfortahle for the SWP leaders,

“Once you begin revising a correct theory, then you
have to revise an accurate account of events, because
correspondence with reality is demanded of theory™. . |
] sat here yesterday and the Fourth International has
apparently revised, in their own minds, the common pro-
grammatic understanding of the Cuban revolution that
constituted part of the principled basis on which the
Fourth International was reunited in 1963"",

Thus, Barmes in his conclusion warns the [MT 1o
approach  history  cautiously, slowly—il  at  all, This
mathod is the wery apposite of Tratsky's searching, prab-
ing, testing method of polemic against Burnham  and
Shachtman in frr afance of Marxism.

We need to look 2t the 1962 deal in order to see wiy
this is the casa,

AN OLD FAMILIAR TASTE

The 1963 ‘Reunification” and its political documents
farmed the bridge between 19532 and the 1969 guerrilla
furr, In the resolution Dwnarics of World Revalution
Taday can be found elements of both the original Pablo
revisions of 1950-63 (in particular the failure to call for the
building of Trotskyist parties in Eastern Eurape} and the
"new’ Pabloite revisions an the post-Cuba era {mest notably
the failure to call for a Trotskyist party to be built in
Cuba). But it would be wrong to blame the Pabloites for
all of these points.

Indeed the first plank in the bridoge was laid by the
SWP in its March 1963 resclution "For Early Reunification’
in which the SWP propossd 1o exciuwds any discussion of
the ‘secondary’ matters involved in the 1253-54 split, This
of course stands apposed (o the verbal line edopted now by
Barnes on the need Tor the history of revelutionary organi-
sations to be a living history, The SWP in 1963 recognised
that histary was still very much alive—and attempted o
seal it aff from the movement. Hansen spelled out the
thinking behind this in 19G8:

£= . at the Reunification Congress we reached an
agreement 1o leave the assessment of the differences of
1953 to a time in the future when we could discuss them in
an educational way without any heat . . . we thought it
best to leave that discussion to a period when it could be
viewed in the proper, historic perspective. . . All of us
agreed on that.™

Hoping that in a few years the issues wold be dead
beyond racall, the SWP proposad to set them aside. Unfor-
tunately Tor them the issues were far from dead. They
sprang back to life most forcibly in 1969, How many of the
Latin American comrades whe had o implement the disas-
trows lurn of 19689 can now agree with Hansen that it is
pasy to discuss these guestions of method—a method that
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can actually mean life or death—"withoul any heat'?
Hansen's position reeks of a completely sectarian and
cynical disregard far the living problems of the waorkers’
maevermnent—which can only be tackled if there is a continu-
aus struggle for the Marxist methad and an honast appraisal
al the experiences and lessans of the past.

At the same time as shelving the most important issues
far discussion the SWP went enthusiastically along with the
1963 phase of the eternal Pabloite search for a non-prole-
tarian “newly emerging vanguard®, This concept has been
redefined from time to time and from country to country,
Today it has been re-christened the “new mass vanguard ™
a concept with which the SWP now profess o disagres. In
18963 however the theory was that the “newly emerging
varguard ™ was in fact the forces lalmost exclusively petty
bourgeois in compaosition) thrown Torward spontaneously
in various countries in response to the Cuban revalution,”

It was also the old ‘anti-Pabloites” of the SWP who
proposed the formulation that Castro®s July 26 Movement
in Cuba “set a patlern that now stands as an example for a
number of other countries”—deceptively claiming that the
Cuban revelution was carried oul under a leadership com-
pletaly independent from the sehaol of Stalinism®”. Whereas
the Castroites certainly did nol emerge on the scenc as
Stalinists, it is dishonest 1o simply characterise them as
progressive on that count alone—espacially when their
petty bourgeois and burcaucratic opposition to Trotskyism
wis by 1963 becoming clearly exposed,

Yet the reunification resolution goas owen further and
approvingly quotes “an astute American radical journalist”™
who apparently “observed®” that the Cuban leacer ship wers
“unconscious” Trotskyists, The resalution did nol attempt
to elaborate an 1he advantages the USFI saw in an uncans:
cious leadership, But at the same time an explicit parallel
wias drawen between Castro and Lenin and Tratsky in a
mannar echoing Fablo's praizes for Tito:

"The attack Fidel Castra launched against the Annibal
Escalantes of Cuba sounded like a repetition of Leninist
and Trotskyist speeches heard in the Soviet Union almost
farty years ago”",

In a particularly clear parallel with Pablo’s crientation
towardds Stalinism in 1950-53 and a clear anticipation of the
1968 document, the resolution sees Trotskyism as a
pressure grouping subordinate 1o the Castroite guerrillas:

“The infusion of Trotskyist concepts |1} in this new
Castroite current will alzo influence the development of a
conscious revolutionary  leadership, particularly in the
waorkers” states, will help prevent Titoist” deviations and
better assure the evalution of mass pressure and direct
actian into the cleansing force of political revolution.”™

And in the clearest anticipation of 1969, we should
riote that it was the SWP%s call for reunification which pro-
posed the incorporation of the policy of armed guerrilla
wirfare into the strareqy of building revalutionary parties
in colonial countries. The section of the document on
‘Palitical Revolution” significantly failed 1o call for the
building of Trotskyist parties to lead such a revalution, but
instead looked for leftward moving splits in the bureaucrat-
isetl East European CPs, describing:

“, .. the possibility of real mass opposition tendenciaes
developing within some of these parties, the increased
possibility of mergers batween 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-
sacond Congresses,”

Fablo's world schema af 1953 had divided up the class
struggle into the ‘imperialist” and ‘Stalinist” camps withaut
regard to the independent role of the working elass. The
1963 document divided it into rfiree component parts—
the Colonial Revolution, the Paolitical Revolution and the
struggle in the Imperialist Countries, A pessimistic view was
taken in 1963 of the prospact of the working class maving
inte action. Rather USFI déclared that the "mast probable
variant™ was:

“the colonial revalution will continue, involving new

" countries and deepening its social character as more

workers states appear (1. 1t will not lead directly 1o the
averthrow of capitalism in the imperialist centres but it will
play a powerful role in building a new warld revelutionary
leadership as is alreody clear from the emergence of
Castroite  currents. The pressure of the masses in the
workers” states will continue with a tendency towards
increasing mass action and the possible beginning of politi-
cal revolution in several workers” states. Both these develop-
ments will favourably influence the resurgence of mass
militancy among the proletariat in the imperialist coun-
tries. . "

This spells out the way in which the Reunification
resalution saw the organised proletariat as a largely passive
force, requiring to be mabilised extarmaliy by national wars
of independence and spontanecusly emerging  political
revolutions, Under these conditions it was inevitable that
the USFI saw anly & secondary importance in the fight
for independent political leadership in the warking class,

But the 1963 deal went one step further than Pablo
had been prepared to go openly by implicitly stating the
view that it is better to be opportunist than sectarian:

“&A revolutionist isolated by circumstances over which
he has no control can fall into sectarianism guite uncons-
ciously. It is therefare a more insidious danger far a small
organisation than opportunism, which s generally ecasior
to recognise.”

Following this  extraordinary  political  line, the
Ceylonese section of the USFI plumped for this “losser
avil™ of apportunism only a year later when it signed up
fo the Bandaranaike coalition government. Only belatedly
did the ‘United” secretariat step in to expel those respons-
ible and in this way set an ad hoc limit beyond which
apporliunism was not to be tolerated,

So when for instance today's IMT Self Criticism refers
to the political errors made by the Majority in 1969 in
making a complete compromise an pragramme in an effort
to keep the Argentinian PRT in membership of the USFI,
they are doing no more than detailing the way that the
1963 deal lived on in 1969, The IMT and SWP are both
tactfully silent however about the opportunist practice of
the much bigger Argentinian PST, which made wholesale
adlaptations to ‘left” Peronist forces in Argentina prior to
the Videla coup, The IMT remain silent hoping that the
Balshevik tendency led by the PST will swing in their
support, while the SWP lzaders are anly too pleased ta stay
silent on the revisionist positions adopted by the party that
urtil recently was the biggest single supporter af the LTF,
The rotten “non-aggression pact’” embodied in the reunifi-
cation thus continues to act as a varrier to the slightest
palitical clarification within the USFI, And while Barnes
and the SWP hastily accept the SzHf Criticism as good coin
while at the same time pursuing the SWP minimum
programme of democratic and reformist demands in the
USA they indicate that they too have implementad this
aspect of the 1963 policy and that opportunism is far trom
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the monopoly of the IMT.

It is hardly surprising that various shades of opportu-
nism have been the only offspring of a “United Secretariat”™
which itself was born out of a compramise with the ampiri-
cal waverings of Pabloism and nurtured on an agreement
that neither side would discuss the past. As a palitical
methad which directs Tratskyists to discard principles and
programme and adapt, "“fus2" and “integrate” themselves
into the latest prevailing form of “newly emerging
vanguard ", it must be said that Pabloism must inevitably
drive its followers willy-nilly into the arms of opportunism,

But the flip side of oppartunism is of course sectarian-
ism. The method of Pabloism also ensures thal a promis-
cucus longing for fusion with each and every spontaneaus
movement and acceptance af every ‘left’ posture by
bureaucrats and petty bourgecis demagogues is combined
with a sectarian disregard for the prablems of the arganised
ranks of the working class itself —the workers that actually
face the need to fighs the bureaucrats: the workers who
need to assert political independence from the petty
bourgeais nationalists, and who need palitical leadership,
Abandoning the fight for the Transitional Programme
means abandaning those workers o existing  political
leadearships.

Perhaps the most cynical expression of such a sectarian
abstention from the struggles of the working class over
documented appears in Jack Barnes' response to the Salf
Criticism. Astonishingly he roveals that the SWP leadership
sae the resolving of their factional squabbile with the IMT as
more  important and  pressing than the problems of
revolutionary programme in Spain:

"It seems to me that we need a little time in Spain, |
hope that a crisis is not precipitated right away as the
Francoist regime comes apart, that would deny the Fourth
International time to sort out these political questions,”

The sight of Barnes holding up his hand to delay the
revolutionary process in Spain 5o that a backstairs deal can
be struck with Mandel and the IMT must be a revolting one
for the reparted thousands af USFE] militants even now
engaged in struggles against the Francoist regime. And the
request comes from the very same leadership that refised
to carry out a political discussicn at the time of the reunifi-
cation in 1863, This in our view amply sums up the rotten
nature of the compromises on which the whole edifice of
the USFI has been so flimsily constructed, If any real
strides forward are to be taken as a result of the Solf
Criticism discussion then the first step must ba to reject
Barnes’ respanse aut of hand, and 1o reapprosch the central
cpueestions of method which must ariso,

WHOQ ELSE HAS BEEN POISONED 2

While we have detailed the sontinuity of the Pablaite
method through the post:1953 International Secratariat,
the 1963 reunification and the 1969 guerrilla turn, up to
the present, this does not mean to say that it has an argani-
sational rather than a political continuity.

On the contrary, experience shows that it has alten
been those that have most vehemently denounced and
organmisationally ‘broken’ with Pabloism who have come 1o
be its most crass expaonents.

Cannan in Speeches to the Party in 1953 for instance
correctly defined the way in which Pabloism strikes a1 the
very heart of the revelutionary movement—at the Leninist
concept of the pary:

“That is written into the Transitional Pragramme, that
Leninist concept of the decisive mole of the revalutionary
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party. And it is what the Pabloites are throwing overboard
in favour of the conception that the ideas will somehow
filter into the treacherous bureaucracy, the Stalinists ar
reformists, and in some way or another “In the Day of the
Comet” the socialist revolution will be realised and carried
to conclusion without a revolutionary Marxist, that is, a
Leninist-Trotskyist party. That is the essence of Pabloism.
Fahloism is the substitution of a cult and a revelation for a
party and a pragramme.” {p.182)

Yat from 1957 onwards it was Cannon wha gave
approval to the SWP drilt back to Pablaism after the
Hurgary events, it was Canacn who in 1962 led the pack in
justifying not only Castro and the Castroites, but also even
the actions of the Kremlin in the Cuban missiles crisis.

“What else could he {Kruschev] have done under the
given circumstances? . . . In our opinian Kruschev sensibly
backed away from such a showdown, thus saving the warld
from war and the Cuban revolution from attack by over-
whelming forces for a time. . . The retreat was unavoidable
... “{Letter ta Dabhs, Oct, 1962)
and it was Cannon who backed the unprincipled ‘reunifica-
tion” af which the Pabloites were alraady boasting that:

“Starting from the XXth Congress of the CPSU, tome
organisations affiliated with the International Committee or
in sympathy with its political views as in the case of the
SWP, corrected this evaluation of the warld situation and of
the avolution within the Soviet Union, and arrived at an
ostimation of events very close to that of the Faurth
International. From that time on, reunification became not
anly desirable but possible.” {Declaration of Reunification,
23rd plenum ol 1EC).
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The Faet that Healy and the British SLL, along writh
Lambert znd the OCH refused to go o along with such an
opportunist ‘reuniticaton” did oot mean that they ook
completely conect positions. While stiaining to destroy
the notion that the Castroites were “natural Marxists” and
1oy insist upon the comtinued need for independent revoluo-
Lionary parties, neither SLL nor O001 themselres waent gany
Tuether than suelface cvents,

There was no real difference in overall mathoct ol ana-
Iysis of the Coban gueston. The SWE and the Pabloites
seiznct upon those aspects of surface events that ‘provec’
the spontaneows emaergance of a revolutionary leadership
and the undeformed nature ol Coba as a new workers
state—antl discarced ar ignared any other evidence,

The SLL amd the French on the ather hand sifted
through s face  appescances for arguments o ‘prove’
that Cuba was still a caoialise state, and that Castro
was na mare than a Cleft’ peity bourgeoss nationalist—
wehile igraring 2l contrary evidence,

Meither side penetrated to the processes (hat were
taking place i Cuba—because neither sicde had grasped
the real importance of the differences ol 1953 or re-exam-
etk the method of analysis of the F 1 prior to that splig,

But it must ba sand that i 1963, by dalending, hoves
eyer  madeguately, the Lanimist concept of the  party
against the spontaneist concepts of the Pabloites and the
SWE, and in mamtaining an orentation inte the main
forces of the orgamized proletanat, the SLL o particular
played  an impartant  rode a0 the preservation of  the
Marxist  method  and  the central  feature of  the
Transitiocnal Programne

The pasitive role plaved by Healy ancd Lambert o
1263, like that of the 1O jorces in 1923 was largely
etlexive and antermingled with damagindg weeaknesses. The
fallure of the remaming 10 forces alter 1863 to proba the
real theorehical oroblems posed by Cuba, the rescrl mstead
1o ncreasingly abstract “philoscophical” analysis, the failure
cither to gress new amtiateees for interralional discusson o
to attempl amy serous eorgqamisaton of the International
Committes along the hines ol democratic centralizm, meant
that the way was open in 1966 for the |nternational
Commttes sl o allemgn permanently to shelve the
fuestions of the past by retit ling itself the 1C of the FI1 and
g actopting an Cagres o disagree” lonmula on whether o
ot Paltboism had destroved the FLin 1953,

The nuestion of method, howover would oot lie down
In 1967 mapor dil ferances arpoted agam between Healy arad
Lambert aver caonflicting analysis of the Middle Eas: War
only 1o be opporiunistically lefe oasde,  Meanwhile in
Britain B, Banda stirred @ hornets nest by publishing a
lengthy vt culogising Mao and the Vietnam Stalinist
lzaddes ship.

Also i Brtain the SLL was becoming increasingly
i luenced by surface degvessions of the developing sit-
uatmn and in particalar by the conviction that workers had
fully grasped  the treachery ol the Wilson government.
This was  combimed with  consicerabile  coganisational
sucersses for the SLLE alself —substantal  anterventwons
veen e Dl behicd the hanngr of Lambeth Trades Council
in the fight against Wilson®s fiest pay laws, and by 1969 an
SLL mmitigted sirike against anti-union laws on May Day
kil ised Q00000 workers,  Uncer 1hese conditions and in
this weakie of the French ceents of Mav-June 1988 the Healy
ladership began to hope that atter years of solation and
proapaganda weork the hour Bac struck for the SLL e step
inta the feadership of the British working class. Tha

agitational  demands of the Transitionzl  Praogramme
veereincreazingly set asids o favouwr i a maximuom
programme and “the need to build the SLLY, By October
969 a major PC statement by the SLL was issued contain-
ing o demands whatever ather than the call to join the
SLL

The impressions from the spomanazous sirike wave of
last 1969 became the focus Tor an abstract call far Yevery
worker™ 1o join the SLL.  Acd when working class hos
tility to Wiison brought mass sbstentions and the election
of & Tory government, the SLL'S maximum progranime:
though coupled o the correct slogan af 'Bring down the
Tary Gowvernment” — temained, not to be put to the test
until the re-election of the Labouwr government in February
1974, By this poinl the leadership's  inability 1o
analyse the objective situation had reached crisis point.

An ounderstanding af the SLL turn away from the
Tramsiviongl Progeamme n this period 15 thus insaparabls
fram an assesamant of its orowing inability (oo assess the
fundamental process of politcal developrment in the British
working elass in the very late 1960% and early E7FQ%S,
The Talze method vunderlying this also served (o exacerbate
Healy's Anglocentric notion af wtarnationalism, and vas
tharetore reflected in the relations with the French COI.

This  developing  inablity  correctly o assess and
connect the maovemant ta develooments within the working
class was not g canstant factor, but overall 1t meant that
though the WRP continued to expamnd numerically after
1571, s leadershup never succesded in developing  new
wiorkers  into national leaclership. The anly new forces
brought it leadership were fram the petty bourgeoisie—
vrganisationally and technically capable people. but with-
ot the ability to onentata the movement within the waork-
ing class. Precious worker cadres were lost and the mave-

went began to lose ity bearings baecnming increasingly
depondent opon fixed  schemas and  surface impressions
ey it as crude as those taken by the Pablaite Torces,

This progess of degemmration —armich browght about
thee szt fronme wheeh the WSL traces ils raots— has noay
reached e extent of the delence of lagrantly Pabiloite
aoaiticns by Healy an pacticalar the WEP's  uncritical
oo es of the Mietnamess Stalimst Party, Gaddafi’s reac-
ticmary - banapartsst hetatorship o Ligera, ard the PLO
lraddee shiap Troe most hystevical anbi-Pabloate” ol vesteryaan
cam o become perhaps the most tenacious Pablaite of all,

Bleanwhele the OGS international grouging, claiming
o represent an tternatonabst alternative 1o Healy, has
awling 1o pohncal and oo gamsational oaadation into sooal
vlEmacracy,

The V2 arself even wehile proclaamong vencmons home
truathis about Pablossm has attempreo o the bast fow years
a sonwes of backstage manoouvres ammed ot unorincgabed
sevribication war the USEY avending fundarmental discus-
sicn o0 the central problans of the ssarld movement, Ao
this LISEL the baggest anteroational groasing claiming the
rrarndy TTrotsk il remains, as we have shown, in the gap of
a centaest eadsship whose method and Srogrameme ars not
thaose  of  Trotskyism but that  postawer perverson of
Trotsk vistn thae wee have analysed as Pablomsm, As b result
thee LSEL as 0 stamds todlay—toe all s pretonsicns-
repmaseids i oo i neither the pal teal nor 1he arga
misgtisal  continuity ol Trotskyism, Rather,  through
s obstruchion of any sences international thscussion on
the hestovcal pooblems of the Fowrth Interng aal, n
stammls 25 a Dlocsk to the reconstruchion ot the B

Iee oo wese (e T Bas coome to take abjectve stock
of the current state of the Totsksysl movement aterna-
vanally sonl b cenfooet the pralilems that muse be resolvel
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if the FI is to be reconstructed an & basis of principles,

Mo tendency internationally can claim to reprasent an
organisational or political continuity of Trotsky's methard
and principles. Every tendency bas to begin from the
standlpoint that tundamental issues long aga dismissed ar
explaingd away must be re-examined ; the evolution of past-
AT Sl’ﬂl'niﬁr“l [hﬂ r{,‘-lE D‘:: rJEIr'Y'!:'UU'!_Il'UiS IDI'EEE_' st |'_|‘-“,.
method of arientating Trotskyist forces to build cadres root
rocted in the working class all stand 25 questions o e
answered in g discussion which must extend beyvand state
merds 1o include a tharowgh examination of the practice ol
each national grouping i the class struggle of its own coun-
Ty,

Such a discusson in our views must include nol simpty
awr international temdency anel the USE] and its sections
butr must begin by bringing svey possinle pressure to bean
an the QCRFE and the 1T 1o participate.,

THE ANTIDOTE

In cur view it is essential that the Trotssyist movemen
be reconstructad by a praciicad andd a theoretical realfir-
mation of the basic terets on which the moveman was
founded. They can in awr view be summarised in the follo.
eight points:

1. Daily confirmation that this is the epoch of imoerialist
decay @2 0 be found in the profousd  palitical and
peanomic orises convulsing the capitalist states, the colan izl
and ex-colonial requmes, and the degenerate workers' slates
of Ewope and Asia. In this pericd the betrayal of both
Stalinist and Sacial Democratic parties intersationally —
each finding new depths of class colleboration in the face
al the growing movement of workers and peasants against
inperialism--highlights the wital necessity for the recons-
truction ol the Fourth Internstonal as the organising
centre of the world party of the socizlist revolution.

2. Founded n 1938 an the mseparabie principles of pool-
etarian  mternationalism and the defence of the political
independence of the working class from the bourgeoisie and
all its agencies within the workers' movemen, the task af
the Fourth International was and remains that of BILEHE RS
the hurman, material and political resources MECELRArY 10
resalve the ensis of proletarian leadership in the interne:
tiznal strogale Tor socialisim,

gut the Intercatonal was trom the beginning Taced by
huge  objective and internal difficultios, The Fiotsk wist
movement toray confronts a crisis i which its whole pos: -
wear history must he re-examined o arder to prohe the pol
tecal reasons behind s prolonged disocentation Cinly troam
such a basis can a prneipled way forwar be found far s
reconsiruction.

3. Trotskyism, the present day cotmaity ol rpealuteg-
Aary Mareism, stands alone a0 oseeing the ooed for he
working class 1o take the lead o the stroggle foo soaial
revalution. Far this reasan i1 is only Tratskyists vebe riree
il princgsie pobticel blocs ar partnershios with ihet
classes in which the revolutanary strength of thie v ki
class in subordingted to the lerests of 1he PREESANTCY | el Ty
bourgecisie, ‘progressive’ military untas, of secelinns of 1he
bureaumcracy  parzsitic upon the workers meovemen! s

Because of the Tuntdamerial importance of this
ciphe, i g PCessary (o revxamow those episcdes a0 (e
post-wear histary of Trotskyism o0 which thal posioon s
abandoned 0 practice, anel the methiod on wehich ot ey
s LNroven into guestion

I i ticular, 0L s mecessary 1o analyse anes and Boeqk
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trom the method involved in the onenation of the move-
ment towvards Stalinisme uncer the feadership of Michel
Fablo—both prior 1o and alter the 1953 spabit. It is essential
to link this to an exarmiation of the arientation of Tro:-
skyist tendences towards the Castroite leade ship o Cuba
and 1o petty bourgeods nationalist forces in Latin Aamerica
andl Algeria an the wears following 1958 and to an aralysis
of present attitwdes (o the fatest changes i postwar Stali-
msm--sn called ‘EuroCommunizm® i ihe capitalis) slales,
ancd the ~ature of the Vietnamess CF

A such an analysis must alsa ineolve searching
examination of the attitude of the various tendencies of the
world Trotskyist movement (o ‘progressive’ malitary juncas
such as the post 1974 ATM regime in Portugal, asl prremr s
sive’ bonapartist requenes such zs that of Gaddat [ ibvpa:

Abwave all we nust establish the basis 1o JIosIT iy
reaffirm hoth o our corent grogranme and 01 jpractice
of each sechion, as well as by drawang the lessons of the
mast, the Desic starting point of pe utiorany Marxisme tha
the proletzniat, the arape by less class exploited by the Baw
geoisie as the livien ostrament of capitalist prodoct on g
the souce of value, i the ovily consistentiy revalutionary
clazs in society,

4. Yel in camtabst or colomal countows whare peasants
andl small farmers represent a sicesble section of The o -
lation—oven its majority—it s necessary for 1he wock aes 1o
b equipped with a programme arcund which an alliaoee
can be made with those oppressed small property-hobkders
aganst the boumeoisie and big landewners, Such 3 prang-
rarmie, basing itsell oo the thooneticsl gams embcdied in
Tiotsky s theory of permanen CEvOlULC, musl cantain a
systern ol fransdfonad dewands im0 combination  wherns
appropeate withe demacratic demands, capatve of mobil-
sing the Broadest layers of mass suopor in struonle aganst
feeuclal relations, national oporession, Bonapartist o fascist
dictatorship and lcading over 1o the struggle for the
overthrowr of capitabism, Such o programme is the indis-
peasibile basis for common struggle, and the lrrichge bietweoen
the democratic and the socialist revolution, ensy ng that
the reactionary seoaration of these struggles, advocatud by
the Mansheviks and now adopted by a2l sections of S
mists, is opposed and defeated inpractice,

5. In the strugole 1o mobilise the working class itsalf, the
key is hkewise a programme af transitional demands which
can form a bridge betwesn the daily spontaneous and trade
union struggle carried on by the working class, and the
necessary conseious strungle far the socialist revalulion and
the dictatorship of the proletariat. The fight o meactice lar
such g programme to form the basis of the actions of the
warking class is the materal way in which Marcists must
today undertake the task described by Lenin in Whar fs To
Be Donad

Y. .. o cambat spantancily, to divert the working class
mavement from this spontaneous, trade unionist striving to
come under the wing of the bourgeaisie, and ta bring it
under the wing of revolutionary Social Democracy . ., aff
worship of the spontaneity of hte working class mavement,
all belittling of the role of the Social Democracy, means,
qurte nclependently of wihether ke wihio belitties that role
desires it or not, a strengthening of the influence of baue-
qeois ideclogy upon the workers*'.

For this reascn, alse, therefors, any abstention Trom
this light for leadership within the warking class movement
15 aretreat from the task of Marxists taday, 1 is a matter of
pornele therefore for Trotskyists to undertake systematin
anc serious wonk, propagandising and  agitating for 1he
themands of the wansitional programme, within the labow
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movament @nd the mass organisations of the working class
a5 @ whole, Without taking the fight into this arena the
programime becomes simply wards,

G, In the ideclogical arming of the working class and the
intervantion of Marxists into the labour movement s
enshrined  also the need for parties and a reconstructed
international construeted on the Bolshevik pattern, based
on the political and organisational principle of demooratic
corifralism -complete democracy within the movement in
arviving at degisions, combined with strict adherence by 2l
membars ta centralised  discipline in carrying out the
decisions af the majority,

The fight for this internal requme brings 1o @ high paint
the tight against the petty hourgenis tendencies ta individ-
ualism, propagandizm, opportunism and careerism which
heset the bankrupt ranks znd laad achelons aof the
reformist, Stalinist and centrist movements, Al the same
time it challenoes syndicalist positions hrought nto the
movement By trade umicn comrades,

And by bringing the practice of the movement  into
apen discussion enabling the theoratically established per
spectivas and the daily deweloping practice of the party to
be browght inta sharp conflict, democratic centralism
plays a crucial role in the fight against schematism and
dogrmatism, together with all Torms of dealist retreat from
the Marxist method of dialectical matarialism,

Similarly on an mternational level democratic central
iz must be uphald as the essential organisational principle
ot tha reconstructed Fourth International. The Workers
Socialist League will not be & party 10 any repatition of the
“moratoria”  and unspoken “non-aggression pacts’t that
have characterised the apportunist organisational relation
ships within the 15, the LSF], the 1C and the QCREL

We are fundamentally opposed 1o the concept of an
“international™ in which the discipline is so loose and the
programmatic agreement o weak that public warfare can
take place between its factions in different  countries
ground the world, We insist on the fullest  internal
thscussion and axamination of the practice of the sactions,
combined with g strict adherence by aff sections to the line
of the majority,

7. The Trotskyist Fourth International tracas its ind
dent origing and  its reason for existence fram o the
pronouncement by Trotsky and the Left Opposition in
1933 that the Comintern, totally dominated by the
Stalinist bursaucracy, was dead for the parpases of pevol
ution and & thoroughly coounter-revelutionarne foree within
the international workers” movement. Al the same Hme
Stalinism was seen as a fundamentally unstaldle, honagpartist
form of rule, balancing between the nationalised property
relations established in the October Rewolution and the
international pressures of mpecialism, Trotsky established a
clzar position of uncanditional delence of the Soviet Union
a5 a workers® state aqainst amperialism, coupled ta the fight
to prepare padtticad evadutiorr Tor the conscious overthrow
of the bursaucracy and restoration of soviel power,

I'hizs analysizs still has to be defendsd bath against
tendencies that have attempted 1o see the Stalinist bureau-
CRACY d5 a ot il 2! ainel FELLLT e T o force i the workers”
movement (preayas centrists, and Pablo in the posi-war
period) o a5 a permanent, reactionary force a new ruling
clagy m the Sowviet Union  (Schachtmanites and  state
sbalists foday).

In defending the Trotskyist perspective, the most
impartant starting point i the question of the golitical

-

mdependence of the working class from the  Stalinist
bureaueracy in the strugole for state power, It is this, along
with an analysis of the counter-revolutionary wworf! strategy
af Stelinism in the postawar period which most clearly
refutas the Pabloite notion of a ‘laft centrist’ evolution al
Stalinism in the Eastern Eurcpeaan buffer zone or in Asiz,
angd weiich shows most clearly the reactionary ssture al
‘BEurpcammunist’  criticism of the ragimes in Eastern
Europe, It is this position also that confirms the need tos
the building of Trotskyist parties for political revolution in
" Cuba, Vietnam, China and Yugoslavia as well as the LS5R
angd Eastern Eurape,

It is necessary for the world Trotskyist movement to
re-examine these issues bearing on the post-war role of
Stalinism in order to clarify and correct the wrong positions
that hawe been adopted, For this purpose the USEL, the 1C
andd QCRFI leadership  and sections for all their false
positions—cannat be regarded in advance as having placed
themiselves cutside the world Trotskyist movement,

g, [t is impossible 1o reconstruct the Fourth International
without a conscious break from the method of impression-
ism anc empiricism to take up a struggle for the dialectical
method as fought for by Trotsky in fo Defence of Marxism.
Such a bregk maans also 2 break from atiempts 1o substi
tute petty bourgeois propaganda groupings for serious
Marxist cadres developed in the mass organisations of the
wiorking class, Only when such a changs is made can the
fight for the transitional programme on an international
seale take on real meaning and life at the centre of the
reconstruction of the Fourth International.

9. Should agreement e reached on these general political
principies, the way would be opened up far steps 1o organ-
isationally reconstruct the Fourth International,

The WSL, as part af an mternagtional tendency, is
flexitle  in regard w0 the oeganisaiioal aspects of
ehistussicns towards this reconstruction. We insist only that
these must inyolve parity arrangements acceptable tooall
parties, and that fath the histary of the movament as a
whaole, and the presart practice of each part of 0 must be
apen to examination,
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The Spartacist

School of
Invention

By Adam Westohy and Bob Suteliffe

*. . . all the causes, human and divine, that influence
and disturh the counzels of a theological faction, intro-
duced among the sectaries a spirit of discord and inconstan-
oy, which in the course of & few years erected eighteen
different models of religion, and avenged the violated

dignity of the Church,”

{Gibhon, Secline and Falll

The main purpose of this note s to correcl 3
distartion, and to underling, thereby, the importance af an
honest and  objective approach 1o the history of the
Frotskyist maovement., A secondary purpose, in so doing, is
ta skatch some of the important tactical electoral exper-
ence gained by Trotskyists in the struggle against ‘Papular
Front'aype blocs,

A tundamental principle, underlying the tactics of
revolutionary palitics, is the need to draw a clear political
division hatwean the interasts ot the working class and the
bureaucrats within the labour movement whae trample on
those interests, For long periods the burezucrats hold
considerable  sway  within the labour  movement,  and
succend 0 Iying @ grest many workers within the mass
organisations with the politics of class compromise, Az
Marx put it, the ruling eas in society are largely ideas of
the ruling class. Thus the struggle ta draw palitical dinsions
which can show clearly, to masses af workers, the indapen
dant interests of their class is a difficull, somplex, uphill
andd material task. Faced with is difliculities, there is a
strong and parsistont temptation W laok for a shor cul
to avoid them, The main pressure this exerts on revalution-
aries 15 towards centrsm—that s, vacillanion which adapis
to the politics of the bureaucrats and the roling class,
Insofar as centrism becomes & berdened  tendancy i
strangles indeprodent revolutionary palitics 2wl rendaers
s practitioners part —a “left’ pa o of the political net with

which the bureaucracy Lries to control workors,

Eut the pressure to look for short cuts can lead in
another direction. There is also @ temptation, espacially for
argenisations struggling on the periphery of the working
class, o seek salutions mersly in forms of wards, Devising
simple, ‘principled” farmulae, of universal application, It is
possible 1o solve the problems of independent class palitics
on paper  while  (eaving the bureaocrats, in reality,
unseathed. Often such formulag assume a very ‘lelt’ form,
as thowgh to compensate for their content which s, of
course, just the opposite,

Such formulae are not infreguently thought up by
sectarian groups - that is, thase for whom theoary exists naot
a5 a guide to action in the mass moverncnt bul simply to
prove, on paper, the exemplary revolutionary” intransi-
gance ol one particular clique. For such groups, the mare
untenable such @ formula is, the better. The loss support
they can gather ‘oo i, the wide: their scope for issuing
Principled’ excommunications of those who disagree with
thern,

This article is nol concerned with the general principle
of independent working-class  politics, but  asly  with
electoral aspects af 11, and with aoe stiempt to redace it o
a  simplified  tormola’—the  position taken by the
International  Spartacist Tendency (ISt} on voting  in
elections. |t s alwaps unprincipled, the (St say, 1o vole Ior
waorkers parties who contest elections 0 a Popular Frant!
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or similar coalition bloc with boumgeoars parties, eorkers”
Yaniiard pronounces:

“The funcdamental line of Marxist palitics = the
struggle for  waorking-class  independence  fram  the
bourgeaisie. When the revolutionary forces are small, they
can s2ak to gain a hearing from the workers who follow the
mass reformist parties by giving critical support to the
latters candidates running in opposition to the capitalist
partios. Butl when the bourgeois warkers parties are part
and parcel of & popular front, such as the Union of the
Left, the class contradicition within them is suppressed ; the
relormists’ socialist pretenzions and claims to represent the
working class are nullified by allying with a section of the
hourgeoisie, . . Under such circumstances it is unprineipled
to call for votes to the bourgeois popular front, even to
those candidates whao are members of reformist or centrist
workers” parties, The same is true in the case of informal
or disguised “corridor coalitions” when the reformists prop
up bourgenis governments in parliament without formally
heing @ member of a coalition.” {Lead article on French
municipal elections, Maorkars Vangoeard, 11 Barch 1977,

Tz ‘principle” clearly requires revalutionaries to call
far no vate (o the mass partics in af such situations—for
example, in France in the recent elections, in 1945-46 and
in the 1935 Fopular Front; in laly n 1976, when the CF
wedl themselves to the Chrstian Democratic government;
gnct an Britgin's presant cozhtion. And on the basis of this
‘principle” the t has not hesitated—at least as far as
presenlay policies are concerned —1o issue the appropriate
ERCOMInUnical ions,

The paragraph we have qooted contains as  many
misconceplions as il does senences, We shall return 1o it
simee il states o "principle’ wehach the 150 bas repeatedby
insisted upon, But two points must be made here:

Firsthy, it hangs everything on the formal, overt side in
claiming that the key quastion is @ coaliton electoral pact,
The fact 15 that, electoral coalition or not, all the mass
Stalinist and reformist parties are walking coalivions, whose
leaderships are thick with purely capitalist politicians, A
coalition deal meraly gives this fact a particular, axplicit
and dangarous expression, They do not have 1o change thar
class characteristics to enter a coaliton, 11 s mol frue that
with the sipnature of an electoral pact "the class contradic:
tion within them is suppressed’, any more than it i when
they hawe Prentice, Mavhew and their ilk in ther |
ships. The pasition that everything turms on electaral deals
15 a sort of mwerted ‘parliamentary crefinism’, consanant
with the 15t view that @ the moment the working class’s
pohlitical horieons are virtoally limited 1o parliamentary
anes,

Secondby, in retusiogg 1o allowe 2 vote under any circume-
stances this position cuts revolutionanes of f from political
fights against coalitions, The reformists and Stalinists often
give, @5 one of the main justifications far coalition, that
withowt the suppart of some boorgeois partliamentarians,
they couldn’t bave suflicent strengeh. Thisy thereby seek
ta tie the masses 1ooclass collaboration throwgh parliamen-
tarism andl arithmetic, Under these circumstances, ravolu:
tionaries can, o ten, poveerfully cominne ther demand that
the hureauecrats fight to release the strength of the working
class and break from the bourgeoi oartiesis, with electoral
tactics airmed at precisely this - by calling on workers 1o
vote for the reloarmist candicates, bt to dely ther mstroec-
tins to vole for bourgeais politicians, and thos o drive o
widge nto their electoral plans.

Such g policy was, in fact, adopted by Trotskyists from
the wory first days of the 1935 Popular Front. The French
section—in whose work Trotsky was then closely involved —
faced just such a situation, and had just such a policy. They
had similar tactics in the clections of 1945 and 194G, when
the Communist Party was in {rather than just supporting)
the government,

The St however is obligad to pass over the facts about
the French section, together with the electoral experience
they gained, since they cennot ha made 10 conform 1o the
thesis af their nowvote ‘principle’. What i more serious i
that the 5t do this not through gnorance, but as a delibe-
rate  concealment of the history of  the Trotskyist
rmovement. [Uis necessary to put the record straight,

Let us look st the French Popular Front which weas
formed in 1935, To a lamge axtent it was here the Trotsloy-
ists first hammerad out tactics towards Stalinist parties
standing as part of an electoral pact with the bourgaoisie,
I French electoral lave in 1930 the {mala) woters of each
constituency elected one members, by two rounds of voting
a woek apart, On the first round, candidate:s were anly
alected it they had an absolute majority of afll veles cast,
Otren, , however, the resualt was decided on the sceond
roound . whan the candidate with mast voles was elected,
Candidates  could  stand  in the second  round  without
stanting in the firsl, Obwviously such a system encouraged a
farge number of candidates, and of minor parties, especially
at the first round, &lsa i bred many agreaments, local and
national, hetween candicdates and parties, to withdraw in
ane another s favour at the second round,

In its purely electoral aspect, the 1936 Popular Fromt
was  just  such  an aoreement -betwesn  the  Socialists,
Communists and Radicals, Each party was free o stand
candhidates in the first round, but for the second round
only the candidate with the highest vote in the first round
stood, and the others directed (heir supporters Lo vote for
fim. The electoral agresment (the ‘cartel’} in fact preceedacl
A commmon progoamme—il came into Tull operation with the
municipal elactions (which were run an essentially the same
orinciples) in May 1935, while the cammen programme was
andy hinalisec in July,

Cne of the main purposas of the Popular Front, frovm
the paoint ol wiew of the French bourgeoisie amd  the
Stalinists, was 1o tie the working class to parliameantary —
not rewolutionary - policies. And this was the main danger
at which the French Trotskyistes amed their fire—aven
though, during most of 1935, they wera acting as a faction
within the Socialist Party and its youth organisation. Their
propaganca was continuously directed at the inadeguacy of
parliamentary means and the need for revolutionary mobili
sation, especially in the light against fascism, Through the
Socalist yvouth, for exampla, the Trotskyists gave a lead in
farming and training workers” defance bodies.

They did not, however, turn thair backs on elections.
On the contrary, they had definite tactics. As a general
rule they called an workers 1o vote for the Communist or
Socialist candidates on both the tirst and {if one of them
ctood] the second round, Dot (o refuse to wate for a radical
an the second round | ween wrhere he was in U ¢ lead and the
Socialist and  Comemunist withoeewe in hie tavour. This
qgeneral ling was, of course, consistent with the Trotskyists
runming their own propaganda candidates incertain con-

slituencies
The elecional tactics of the French Trotskyists are weall
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documented (1), There is no doubt that Trotsky Tollowed
tham and agreed with their essentials [2). The tactics were
first used o the municipal election:s of May 1935, In the
Aprii-May 1936 general election, which  brought  the
Popular Front gowvernment to office, they ran soweral of
their own candidatas on the first round, cspecially in the
‘red belt” around Paris, But in ather constituencies and in
the second round they called for votes o the CF or SP
whoere thesy stooad,

They regarced these policios as an obvious element in
their strugale to break the maszes from their leaders, Such
tactics fowad directly from those of the Comintern i its
edrly wyears, which gave electoral support to social domo-
cratic parties, whether ar not headed for coalition, whera
that wauld help win the rank-and-file from the leaders. One
ol the Trotskyist candidates, Fred Zeller, recalls it as a
mattar of course in the constituency where he stand: '0n
the sacond round, naturally, we gave our votes to Grenier,
candidate of the CP* (3.

The iS5t however prefar to bory such facts, From the
paint of view of their ‘principle’ of no wote, ever, for mass
parties in an elactorsl pact, thay arme highly inconvenient.
Faor they mean that, in terms of such a ‘principle’, bath the
entire French Trotskyist movement in 1935-1936G, plus
Trotsky, must be judged thorouohly “unprinciplacd?. It an
unavzidable implication of the i15t's ‘pnnciple’ that the
Fourth International, at it foundation, bad boill into s
basis a racord of parsistent apportunism on “the fundamen
tal line of Marxist politics',

What s more, the iS50 appear to have concealed, for
almost wo years, & formal protest made to them aon pre-
cisely this paint, In June 197G the then Italian ‘Balshevik-
Leninist Group' (GB L) wrote to the 15t, protestung at their
attocks on the GBL's line of vating for the ltalian CP, anc
painting oot the 15t's ‘principla” is Datly inconsistent with
the caondouc: of Trotsky and the French Trotskyists i the
1930:, The GEL cited varous items of evidence, including
a passage Trom Revoluiion, the Trotskyist paper based on
the forces wan Troon the Socialist Party youth arganisations
winch Trotsky ragarded as the most hopeful and focthrght

TROTSEYISM TODAY, JUM ¥ 1978,
current within the French mowement (44, The passage
comes from Bevoduton ol Febroary 28th, 1936, two
months bafore the elections which brought Blum to office.
The Trotskyists, it explains:

", . . summon their constituents to divert thair votes
ta SFIO {Sccialist Party) and SFIC [Communist Party)
candidates, . . excluding any vote far radical, republican or
ather candidates participating in the PE_While calling Tor a
vole for SFI0 and SFIC candidates, we shall explain that
workers themselves will experience the treachery  and
wavering of such candidates™ (51,

The GB LS letter concluded (reasonably enowgh, as we
shiall see) that the Spartacists” “position is clearly opposed
to Trotsky's, Indeed, according to your statements on this
prablem, Trotsky himself would have been excluded from

Tratsky

1. On their alectoral tactics in the May 1935 mumicipal elec-
tions (hald just as Soviet diplomacy was raapaing tha first
fruits of the popular front by negotiating a pact with
France] see thae Trotskyists” paper La Verie of 15th aned
Ssi May 1935, plus cdiscussiaon belowv, On ther Hoe in
the 1926 genzral elections, see Crapeaux, Yvan Le
orvernent Trotskyiste an France (Paris, 1971) p, 1587,
Fellar, Frad Frois Points cest Towr., . . (Paris 1976,
ppl 38 et seq., pius discussion amnd additional sources
bl |F there b5 any difficulty in finding direct 1esti-
miony  that the Trotskyists supported votes for the
Socialists and Cormmunists in the Populgr Front, the
reason lies in the fact that they all took the position so
much for granted that they seldom spalt ot oot

2. 5ee chsoussion balow,

3. See Zeller, op ot po 1390 Jeller later became a leading
freemason.

4. See, for example, his Critcal Bemarks on Revolution
(9th Dec. 1935} in The Crises af the French Section
(1835-36), (NY, 1977, pp. 110:113., The French
rmavement was split in this pericd, In December 1935 the

centrist group raund Molinier broke away and published
La Comunene. The main forces which Trotsky sought 1o
doevelap as the basis of the French section wore in the
Bolshewik-Lenmist Group [GBLYamd o1 the Revclution-
ary Socialist Youth [J5T), a distinct organisation basecd
on the farces won by the GEL, mainly from wark in the
Seine  federation of the (Social Democratic] Youm
Socialists. The GBL amd JSA together ran candidates in
the April-ay 1936 general elections: the Molinierists
alsa ran candiclates, In late May 1936 the GBL and JSR
formally fused, then {with the international leadership's
support ) reunitzd with the Molicic: group o form the
Imernationalist Workers” Party (PO, Molinier himself,
though, was expelled in Jaly 1936 for iying o exert
Fmanecial pressure on the party, and his followers went
weith him.
coe letter from GEL 1w 5t of 29 June 1976, published in
Socadigt Apapeal (USA), Jan, 1978, We have not been
able to consult the issue of Sevodurian quoted and have
therelore not been able (o check the passage or s trans-
lation, The expression ‘summon their constituents to
divect their votes’ clearly refers to second round woting
where the Trotskyists ran candicates in the first.

o
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the iS5t (G)

It ddowes not appear that The iS50 published this letter or
tank account of the elementary points of fact contained in
it. O the contrary they eppear to have made atternpts
amateurish and inconsistent —to circumvent the evidenco,
andd 1o continue todeny the fact that The actual conduct of
the Trotskyists in the 19305 drove a cosch-and-horses
throwgh their “principle’.

For example, in October 1977 they wrote attacking
groups in France {the Ligue Communiste Revolutionaire,
section al the USFL, and the Organisation Communiste
[ntermationaliste (QC1) for Tavouring general election votes
to the Communist and Socialist Parties: *. . . in hoth cases
what we have i5 a veiled call for the election of a popular
front government. This is hardly a new polilical orientation
in France. For a brief period in the mid-1930s it was taken
up by the French Trotskyists under the slogan of a
“Fighting Popular Frant™, later abandoned under Trotsky's
sharp eriticisms, (/)

The Waorkers” Vanguand article offers po details of
when, haw, or in favour of what the Trotskyists abandaned
their electoral policies. Mor does it say where Trotsky s
sharp criticism®, which causad them to do so, may be
foured, Behind the air of historical omniscience, all is left
canvenjently vague.

The explanation of this vagueness was inadvertently
provided by a more recent issue of Workers” Vanguard, one
of whase articles attacked USFI leacder Ernest Mandel on
precisely this issue: “Mandel then said the USec called only
for votes Tor warkers’ parties in popular fronts which, he
said, was Trotsky's policy, a claim frequently made by the
USec and other ex-Trotskyist revisionists but never substan-
tiated.” (8)

The iSt, we have noticed, is not given to relicence n
polemic. I Waorkers' Venguard actually  possessed  any
evidence of ‘sharp citicism’ of these positions by Trotsky,
thay would, we feel sure, have produced it against Mandel
with gustc, rather than contenting themselves with the
much muore modest rebuke that bos claim is 'not substantia-
ted’. The ressonable inference is that they possess mo evi
dence of such ‘sharp criticisms’, and are simply bluffing.

I Fect it is easy 1o ‘substantiate’ beyond any reason.
able doubt that Trotsky bath knew af and agreed with the

French Trotskyists” line of votes for the warkers' parties,
Throughout 1935 and 193G he followed both national
French palitics amd the waork of the French Trotskyists,
producing a considerabla volume of wiiting on hoth topics
(9}, During the first half of 1935, he was in France. His
Leiaey i Exile of May 1935 shows him analysing the signifi-
cance af the municipal elections for the ‘left’ Badicals and
their bloo with the CP and 5F [10), The international
Ieadership issued a special press release on these elections,
asking the SF and CP leaders, "What will you do with these
victories? Howr will you atilise this great force which has
fallen into vour lapin the form of so power ful a netwaork of
murticipalities?*" (11)

During 1936, the Trotskyist press in America, for
axample, carried maore regular reports on French politics
and the waork of the French ssction than on any other
country 112)

It is thus inconceivable that Trotsky and the inter-
national leadership were not Tamiliar with the electoral
tactics in France bram their first adaption, And we have
found no  indication  whatsoever  [in either  materials
published at the time or thase that were then internal) that
they criticised the line of votes for the workers® parties,

When Trotsky ofd comment on electaral tactics in
France, he did so in terms that clearly assume agrasment
with such votes, Commenting on the May 1936 general
elections he criticises the failure to run more candidates
ageinst the Radicals on the second round, in constituencies
whare the Communists and Socialists have withdrawn, Such
a eriticism would be meaningless {and such & tactic incon
ceivabile) axcopt an the basis of electoral support for the
Communists and Socialists where they oidd stand (13}

The claim that Trotsky made ‘sharp eriticisms’ af these
tactics therefore [lies in the Tace of the available evidence,
and the iS5t must st this stage be ssked o produce s
evidence—or, alternativaly, to withdraw the claim and 1o
apologise  for  bolstering  its Cprinciple’  with  baseless
asserlions,

I fact the French Trotskyists did run into sharp criti-
cisms’ of their tactics—but fram the Stalinists, who qgreatly
teared it might disrupt their contral over their supporters,
O the ewe of the second round af the May 1935 municipal
elections, the Trotskyist paper La Verite spelt oul, as its
first ‘immediate objective’, its kay efectoral difference with
the Stalinists: “On the electoral terrain itself, to oppose any

(o }]

. Letter cited aliowe,

Y. Lead article on French Popular Front, Workers”
Vanguard, Tith Octoaber 1977,

B 'Mandel Weasels an Popular Front’, i Forkees
Vanguard, 12 May 1973, p. 10,

0. On France in general, see Trotsky: Wotings, 193538, Le
Mouvernment Commurste en France, 18718-18235 (Pans,
1967, ad. Broue) and Fékither France? [London, 1974);
on the Frenoh Trowskyists: The Cross of dhe French
seerion {1935-30) (New Yark, 1977).

10, Diary in Exile [ed, van Heijenoon, 1976}, p 100 e1 eq,
17 May 1935,

11, International Communist League press release, 11 May
1936, printed in Mew Mrbitaar {Mew York), 1st June
1935,

12 See most ssues of the fweakly) Newe Mirtant (MY

13, "Had revelutionary working class candidates been run
an the second ballot in all the electoral districts in which
the Socialists and the Communists withdrew in favour of
the Radicals, they wauld, no doubt, have obtained a
very considerable pumber of votes. It is unfortunate that
not a single arganisation was to be found capable of such
initigtive.” (Wiicher France?, p.126) (French electoral
lave then made i1 easy to mount candidacies even on the
second round only. The Malinier group, which reumified
in June 1936, with Trotsky™s cautious approval, with the
Franch section, had ran second round campaigns against
bourgeois candidates, olilainng a modest success [soe
Craipeans, opeit. p 167 and Le Temps. 26 April and
Zred Masy 1936)).
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CF feader Fhorez .,
withdrawal in favour of a Radical. . . “ (14). The CP_at that
time chary of getting nto public debate  with  the
Trotskyists, was nonethaless stung into o swill reaction—a
front page article in (Hoemariie by no less a figure than
dacgues Duclas (15), La Verie replied immediately 1o
Duclos, in a front-page lead which rammead home the poin
that he mlied an &l “the arguments of an old-style
democrat, for whom everything is decided by & hallot-
paper™ (16] .

In the 1936 general elections, too, the CF ware worried
that the line of refusing to vote for the Radicals would find
a big echo in the working class and might disrupt the
Popular Front, The day alter the Tirst round results, which
showed a huge increase in the GF vote, SMHumaodte's front-
page banner-slogan was “Discipline (e, Communist waters
miust wate Socialist or Radical) on the second round for the
victary af the Popular Front! " {17}, That message was the
main line of CP propaganda right through the waok,

A decade later, during and after the war, the French
Trotskyists were faced with similar situations, with the
difference that CP ministers were now in the government,
In the three national elections held during 1945 and 1946,
tha  Trotskyists  {reorganised  in 1944 a5 the  Parti
Communista Intermaticnaliste [PC1, Tarerunner of the OCIH)
stoodd their awn candidates. But, where they were not
standing, thay called on workers to wote CPoor 5P,
demanding that their kaders break with the bourmgeois
politicians (18) . In this poriod the PC1 developed a fiem
and expantding basis of support, ravealed in the votes for
their candidates, which rose to 60,000 i 1946, 11 was
strikes led by Trotskyist car oworkers, starting in the

TROTSK YIS FTODAY, MM Y 1978
Renault plants, that finally Tforeced the CP leacers (o braak
stepy with Ramadier’s government, and led to their ousting
from the cabinet, oo the spring on 1947,

During 19451947, the French CF nad ewen mere
reaclionary policies than in the 1930s, including production
drives, speed-ups and government stose brogking, and the
armed resioration of the French empire. But the PCE, deter-
mined o axploit the hopes which the masses placed in
Thorez arcd the CP leadership, combined slectoral support
with trenchant, zctive apposition to thei policies. Ther
record s clearly documentsd,

It is tharefare dishonest of the 157 10 represent maters
las they have dong duning 1977, in articles (12 attacking
the OCI's present policies) as though it was oudy alror 1956
that the French Trotskyists sbandoned the ‘principle’ of no
vate for the CPin any elzctoral pact with bourgeois parties,
Their clamm, that standing on this ‘princple’, the Spartacists
in 1973 “like the PCLin the 19505, . . represent the pra
grammatic continuity of Leninand Tragsky™ (20015 wholly
false. It misrepresents the tactical character of tha PCls
electoral positions and conceals the fact that, during a long
time before that, the Trotskyists and Trotsky never recog-
nisad any such ‘principle’, This distortion on the part of the
15t s, of course, a natural corollary of their line that the
crocial  political  degeneration of  the International
Committae of the Fourth Intermational taok place only in
the mid-1960s i@, at the time when the 51 cama into
separate existonce,

It gozz [or should ga) without sying that none of the
paints we have made abowe about the polomics of the 51
on behalf of their ‘principle’ should be interpreted as a
defence of the groups attacked by them.

That 15 a tifferent matter, The essential paint s that it
is not passible ta light centrism by distorting the history of
the Trotskyist movement or by inventing ‘principlas’ which
have no basis inits ecord or experience, Real principlas
must, i@y case, be mora than simple reles of thumb,
Delineating the independent interests of the working class,
apposing these, 0 practice, to the class collaboration af the
hureaucracy, = a scientific task, I regaires a real stidy of
the mass movement and af the tentackes: deological and
organsaticnal with which the bureaucrats seek to Lie il Lo
capitalisi, 1ois not possible to draese ong sumple, universal
line—and still less a purely electoral one—which will neatly
divide the working class from the bureavcracy. They are
opposites: far this reason, they interpenetrate, Policies are
neaded which can emgane with the dayto-day struggles
of workers and, in these struggles, act a5 8 ‘catalyst” in the
organic feactions through which the class can gather behind
its own, new lezdership. That iz what the Transitional
Programme i abaut,

‘I ois a schoolmasterish delusion to imagine—as do the
iGt—that because the buresucratic leaders of mass parties

T4, 10th Meay 1936,

15, ‘Deux Tactiques” in PHomannte, 215t May 1935 Mote
that Duclos attacks them anly for refusing to support a
vote for Radicals, Had they been at all eguivocal on
vating for the CF and SP, ot iz inconceivable that Duclos
would not have attacked tham on this rather than on the
Radicals,

1G. "Tout lg powearr gux travailleurs par le revolution! !’
{sic—the 15t may at least draw some consolation from
thair punctuation!) an La Verire, 31 May 1935,

17. 27 Agnil 1936,

18, For details of the PCl's elactoral pohaies in 1945 and

1946 see the relevamt issues of The Wilitant (SWR, New
Woark), whose accounts are manly based on La Verie.
On the Movember 1946 election, the position put by La
Verire was: “In thowe sections where the PCI does nal
present its own candidates it calls upon the workers to
vole far the workers” parties” (Ouoted in The Wikitant,
Stk Mow. 1946). At the same time, the Trotskyists had
similar tactics in Bebgiurm §Nhe MWrekivasr . 23 Now, 19461,

1B See Lo Gofshewis May 1977, and supplement 1o Le
Solrews 16 Mow, 1977
20, Le Bofshawd supplement, 16 Moy, 1977,
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sign electoral pacts “the class contradiction within them is
suppressed, the refarmists’ socialist pretensions and claims
ta represent the working class are nullified by sllying with a
section of the bourgeoisie” (21]. Would it were sol In
reality it is only because their ‘claims and pretensions” are
aat nullified, because millions of workers cantinue to look
1o them, that the bourgeoisie consents to ally with them al
all. Only one whose sight is seriowsly impaired by chalk-
dust could think otherwise. And only those who prafer to
preach than to practice could devise a ‘principle’ that causes
them 1o turn their backs on the problems of creating
tactics to sxplade the ‘claims and pretensions’ that still act
3z a ball-and-<chain on the warking class.

This is not 1o say, af course, that the opposite principls
holds, either; that it is afways correct to vote for the
bureaucratisedd mass parties. Such a position would tia
Trotskyists to the coattails of the bureaucrats. But it is
worth recalling that the founding cadres of the Fourth
International broke from  the Comintern over  the
disastrously sectarian ‘third period’, which brought Hitler
to power and fractured the back of the European warking
class. And one of the splitting policies for which the
Trotskyists most vehemently altacked the Stalinists was
their refusal to give electoral support to social democrals
even though the reformists were in a pact with capitalist
politicians (221, In electoral tactics, as in ather mattars,
Trotskyism stands for objectively revolutionary policies
which are not necessarily the same as pasitions thal appear
o be furthest to the left,

So far we have spoken of the past clectoral policies of
the Trolskyist movement in an abstract fashion. To put
flesh an these boanes, tlake the French  elections of
Mowvernber 1945, when the CP was in government. The PCI
both ran its own candidates in selected constituencies and
called for warkers ta vote GP elsewhere, One aof the PCI
candidates was a comrada Filiatre, His life, sketchad in the
SWP's The Aiiitant [23) is instructive:

“fn electrical worker, he has had long experience in
the class struggle. Joined the Young Socialists in 1913, Asa
socialist he supported the Zimmerwald conference, Partici-
pated in the founding of the Communist Party in 1920,
Jopined the Trotskyists in 1933, A prisoner of warin 19840,
he escaped in 1942 to join the underground work against
the Nazis. Helped Hiec and Widelin carry on revelutionary
propaganda among the ranks of the German army. Arrested
in 1243, he was tortured by the Gestapo for 17 days and
then sent to Buchenwald concentration camp,”™

Possibly it is ‘guilty workerism’, as the iS1 wauld have
it, to admire such @ comrade. 1T so we must plead guilty. I
is, of course, passibile to think he was wrong in the 1845
elactions {though we do not), 1 is even permissible 1o argue
that ha suddenly succumbet 1o opportunist pressures, But
what is not permissible is blandly to pess over his record
and the pasitions he [ought for, The simple fact is that, six
manths after leaving Buchenwald, comrade Filiatre, with a
recared  that contzined in one person the revolutionary
traditions of three internationals, was busy uming a vote Tor

the ©F in a popular front, |1 the Spartacists think this was
unpringipled politics, they have a duty to say why,

Most soctarians, cutting themselves of [ from the prob-
lems af the workers” movement, have samething of the
Jesuit about them, The absolute “prineiple’ proclaimesd by
the Spartacists has no basis in the experience or record of
the Trotskyist maovement, But it does serve ohvious
factional purposes. Since it does not exist, they have found
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The Workers
Socialist League

The Workers Socialist League is a Trotskyist
organisation fighting lo construct a principled
revolutionary leadership in the working class in
Britain and internationally and for the recon-
struction of the Trotskyist Fourth Internation-
al on the basis of the Transitional Programme.

The WSL fights at every step against the
existing leaders of the trade unions and the
Labonr Party now firmly harnessed to the
bourgenis politicians of the Liberal Party in an
mspoken coalition arcangement.

Against thewr pohcies ot class collaboration
we put forward instead a programme which
points to the independeni class inferests of the
working class, its need to organise indepen-
dently to overthrow capitalism, destroy ils
repressive  state  machinery and  establish a
socialist planned economy.

Only in this way can workers resolve today’s
problems of tumbling living standards, mass
unemployment, slashed social services, racial,
national and sexual oppression.

For more details on the WSL and its work,
fill in the form below.
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Warkers Socialist League.

TURKEY:

The background
to today’s
erisis

The following written repart — which formed the preface to a report of the work carried out by
our comrades in the class strugale in Turkey — was endorsed by the 2nd Annual Caonference of the

The Economic and Palitical Crisis in Turkey

The modearn state of Turkey was set up in 1923 on the
ruins of an enormous imperialist power whoss influence
had stratched throughout Nerth Africa, the Balkans and the
Arab world, Traditions af imperialist exploitation are cont-
inued taday Kurdistan and Cyprus and can be seen in the
degenerate racialisim of the fascist Mational Action Party,
The national bourgeoisie under the leadership of Kemel
Ataturk, which established this new state on the ruins of
the old, was able for a tima even to come inta alliance with
the new Soviet Union, and inspired genorations of bour-
genis revolutionaries up to and including Nasser,

Today this tradition is represented in Turkey by Bulant
Ecevit's Republican People's Party, but it is no longer
capable of playing tha progressive role of the past. It expr-
gsses the desires of tha native bourgeoisie and petty-baur-
gaoisie. But they cannot operate independently without
imperialism, without the forces of repression or without the
increasing exploitation of the working class.

Capitalism in Turkey developed from owtside by
imperialist intervention and has bad a combined character
of development. Its economic depandence has brought
political dependence upon imperialism, After the Second
World War, increasing dependence on US imperialism,
through Marshall Aid, held Turkey as an important member
af the Saoutharn wing of NATQ, And imperialism rather
than native capitalism bas played the chief role in the
recent political and econamic life of the country,

The national bourgeoizie has continuously  sought
support fram the waorking class in its hid o step up the rate
ol exploitation, But because Turkey remains a neglecied

economy chained to the west the national bourgeoisie has
been driven more and more to seek allionces with imper-
ialism, 115 one-time progressive rale (continuously referred
to by the Stalinists as their pretext for subordinating
working class interests to the national hourgeaisie) is aver,
Bourgeois democracy  has never fully functioned in this
economically backward environment, The first 23 years of
the B4-year old Turkish republic were under a Bonapartist
one-party regime, and since then there have been twa mili-
tary regimes (May 1980-March 1971)

This background is important tor an analysis of the
prosent political and economic crisis in Turkey, Today the
interrelationship between the imperialist powers, the warld
capitalist crisis and the IMF with the Turkish national
bourgecisie is central to that crisis,

Imperialism exploits the world prolelariat on an inter-
national level. For this reason the fall in the rate of profit
and the desperate attempts by imperialist nations ta raise
profitability makes ftsell felt on two fronts, Firstly the
imperialist nations increase the exploitation of their own
working class—slashing living standards, And secondly, since
the colonial and semi-colonial countries are the source of
ravy materials and surplus value Tor imperialism, the expl
oitation in these countries is also intansilisd,

The general economic and palitical crisis of world capi-
talism 05 reflected with particular intensity in the semi
colonial and colonial countries today, with capitalism
needing 1o impose parlicualarly sharp forms of epression
including Bonapartist rule in conflict with workers and
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peasants moving to Torms of action which will not stop
shart at insurrection. Such developments have bezen seen
within the last two or three years not only in Turkey, but
alsas in Pakistan, Thailand, Egypt, Partugal and Spain.

Tha rising prices of commodities imported from the
imperialist countries severaly disrupts the economy of back-
ward states, prompting balence of payments deficits,
foreign currency crises and an attendant destruction of
native industry. These countries have no aption but to beg
the IMF for loans to get through the erisis.

The main conditions laid down by the IMF are a redue-
tion in the rate of growth, a cut in domestic investment
programmes, price increases, currency devaluation and
further attacks on the working classes of these countries.

Since the main imports 1o these countries are manu-
factured goods and investrent materials, the destruction of
local industries is ane way the IMF proposes ta reduce the
balance of payments deficits, In other words, the economic
crisis means more and more dependance upon the West.
The Turkish ecanamic crisis is deepened by the added costs
of the war in Cyprus, followed by the cconomic and arms
embargo by the USA which has cut 30% of the Turkish
budget.

The latest figures tell the story. The Financia! Times on
December Bth revealed ;

*The central bank of Turkey is now over $3.2 billion
behind in transfer for imports. With 97% of Turkish
imports being of semi-manufactures and investment goods,
the problems with imports affects the whole ecanamy. . .
These also create further problems in unemployment which
now totals 2.4 million—16% of the labour force.”

The balance of payments deficit is around $3.2 hillion
for 10 months of 1977, The average rate of inflation is
30%.

The Mational Front coalition government until its fall
was negotiating with the IMF for a 31 billion loan to tackle
thea crisis. The IMF demanded a 31% devaluation af the lira;
more price jncreases; abandonment of the entire heavy
industry programme and a halving of the rate of growth;
and a waga Treeze,

Already the MF coalition has imposed a 15% devalua-
tion and increased the price of state-produced goods by
140%. These measures produced a mere 35 million credit
by the IMF. The rest of the conditions were scheduled to
be implemented after the 11th December local elections.

Economic bankrupey reflects itselt also in the political
arena. The coalilion government prior to its fall was split
from within, The ultra-lslamic right wing Mational Salvation
Party of Erkaban was opposed to devaluation and to the
dropping of the heavy industry programme [or which they
had campaigned. They slso apposad any concessiaons on
Cyprus as a precondition for the lifting of the US arms
embarga,

But far more than any internal divisions, the Turkish
bourgecis parties are cancerned at the prospect of a poss-
ile massive aoffensive by the working class against further
attacks of living standards already at starvation lewel,

Before we analyse the present development of the class
struggle and the crisis of revolutionary leadership, we
should look back briefly at the history of class struggle in
Turkey,

Class Struggle in the 1960s and 1970s

The international offensive of the working class and
the dovelopment of national liberation struggles found their
reflection in Turkey in the 19605, The growing strength of

the working class could be traced back to the period of the
May 1960 military intervention against the US-backed
Menderes government, which ended after 3 leaders of tha
Democratic Party (the predecessor of Demirel’s Justice
Party] were hanged. Massive demonstrations took place and
there was a rapid growth in trade unionism after the coup.
Growing militancy inside the trade unions and the need
to develop this fight politically led to the formation of the
Turkizh Labour Party by trade unionists. The TLP faund an
immediate response in the working class and won 300,000
vates in the 1965 elections, with 15 MPs elected. In 1967
this was followed by a split in the Turk-1S [the yellow trade
union confederation set up under the Marshall Plan's
recrganisation of trade unions). The Revolutionary Workers
Confederation, DISK, was formed in this split.

The bourgeaisie replied to this growing strength by
changing the legislation on trade unions and strikes,
Warkers provided a sharp answer, In June 1970 thousands
aof workers joined an uprising which also attracted petty-
bourgenis layers from the student movement and the
peasantry, A pre-revolutionary  situation developed as
factories were occupied and waorkers engaged in armed
battles with paolice. But the Stalinist and reformist leaders
were the main enemy of these struggles. The TCP, TLP and
DISK all acted to hold back the struggles by democratic
demagogy. This betrayal was followed sharply by a military
crackdown with cyrfews—first of all in the industrial cities,
and then, in March 1971, complete military rule. Political
parties and all demacratic rights including the right 1o strike
were suppressed, Hundreds were arrested by the bonapartist
military dictatorship.

After the balance of class forces had been shifted in
favour of the bourgeoisie the military regime voluntarily
left office and elections took place in 1973, The TLP had
been outlawed. The old leader of the RPP, lnonu, was
replaced by Ecevit, whose new ‘democratic left’ policies got
a big response from the workers. During the ensuing APP-
Mational Salvation coalition the military courts remained in
operation in 11 gities—controlling disputes and strikes.

The betrayals by Stalinist and reformist leaders
continued during the next elections, with those lzaders
backing Ecavit’s RPP and supporting the extension of the
curfew and the 1974 Cyprus inwasion, They voluntarily
banned all strikes andd raised funds from the working class
to back the war etfort,

The escalating international economic crisis and the
cost of the arms bill atter the US embargo again lorced the
pace. Waorkers moved into struggle to improve living
standards slashed by the 1871-75 wage freese, In 1975 the
RPP-MNSF coalition collapsed &5 a result of divisions on the
Cyprus guestion. The WNational Front coalition, which
included the fascist party, took office.

Repression against the workers” movemnenl increased,
along with fascist attacks. The government attempted to
introduce laws to continue the state security courts, only to
be confronted by a 400,000strang General Strike organised
by DISK, which lasted for six days. The Stalinists set out
from the beginning to contine this action to a ‘democratic’
protest gesture to back up parliamentary manceuvras—but
despite their efforts 1o block the action it succeeded in
preventing the legislation passing throwoh parliament. The
MNF government however remained in ofnice and thausands
of strikers were victimised after the return to work,

The big bourgenisic had taken this lesson and that of
1970 very seriously. They began to rely more and maorg on
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the development of fascist Torces and terror to smash the
emergence of mass struggles. In two years of the first NF
eoalition more than 300 workers, students and laft wingers
waere killed, and thousands were woundasd amd arrested.
Thouzands of teachars, civil servants and students were
victimised as the fascists moved in o control the state
apparatus, the universities and the factories. Strikes and
factory occupations were smashed by fascist thugs, and
whale sections of warkers forced to join the fascist ‘trade
urion' confederation (MISK) as a precondition for kecping
their jobs. Behind this fascist civilian army ol the big
employers stood the state military and police forces,

But both political and economic orises of the MF
coalition were deepening, splitting it Tram within, while the
class struggle reached virtually the point of civil war. The
Stalinists, dhid nothing against the developing fascist tarror,
bt simply callzd upon the President and parliament to act
in defence of damocracy’ while advising workers not ta He
pravokad. Their policy was to bring down the NF coalition
iy democratic means’ and  the establishment of a
progressive demacratic regime’. This meant effectively a
coalition of BPP and TCP, with the Stalinists subordinating
the working class 1o the RPFP as the main foree of ‘demo-
cracy’, Even after the May Day massacre of 1077 where 40
vearkers were killed, the Stalinists insisted that ‘we are not
going ta call demonstrations befare Ecevit's RPP cames
into office’.

Such Popular Frontist policies have of coursz done
nothing to stap the fascists bul on the contrary are res-
pansible for their growth. With the working class held
physically paralysed the fascsists have extended their base
in the petty bourgeoisie. And as the bourgeoisie sensed its
weakness it has shilted resources behind the fascists, Mean-
while Ecevit, backed by the wnion leaders, struck a deal
with the NF agreeing an early election in June 1977,

DISK, along with the TGP and other arganisations
decided to support the RPP in the election, They were
joined in this decision by Turkish USF1 supporters, who
from a different starting paint alsa anded up abandoning
the fight for working class political independence. The
plection results brought a major gain for the fascists who
tock more than one million votes, Tha BPF wvole also
increased—a  measure of the mass hostility to the NF
coalition, which had been denied an independent cxpres-
sion. The TLP, reluctantly participating in its own name
after failing 1o reach a deal with Ecevit wan anly 30,000
wotes,

After the election  EBoevit’s mmunorily  government
shiowed its true colours as his gavarnment progeamime wis
shown to exclude even the mosl elementary democratic
rights. Instead, assured of reformist and Stalinist backing,
he sel cut to win the support of the big bourgecisic, Even
his anti-communist propaganda did oot bring the oppor-
tunigt leaders ol the workers’ movement (o withdraw
sUpport,

The fact that Ecovit last the vote of confidence moved
by the right wing indicated the uncertainty of the big
capitalists in his ability to control the working class. They
wantad more repression rather than collaboration, And that
reguired another MF caalition, The second MF coalition
imtensified the attacks an waorking class living standards and
demacratic rights. As Turkish capitalism lurched furthe
inta extreme crisis so the regime has stepped up repressian,
The big bourgeoisie is consciously preparing the fascist card
for such a situation. The defeat of Demirel’s coslition in the

TROTSKYISM TODAY JULY 1978,
period atter the municipal elections has solved nothing. The
bourgecisie do not want @an BPP-JP coalition, nor do thay
wanl a government based anowarking class support, There is
no capitatist solution to the Turkish economic crisis
without smashing the arganised strength of the working
class in the dipee for profit, This critical weakness aof the
Turkish bourgeaisie coupled with the treachery of working
class leadership is the reason for the growth ol the Tascists,

Meamwhile the determination of workers 1o Tight s
demanstratad by  the marathon eight month strike by
40,000 metal workers, ‘But workers conlmont a complete
bankruptey of leadarship.

The call by the TCP and partics of Stalinist arigin for
the building of a ‘Mational Democratic Front® agaimst
fascism is 8 continuation of the class collaboration of the
Popular Fromt, The first policy put forwand by this Front is
that the RPP shoulkd join it. But the REP as a hourgeois
party in power reguires maore right wing policies and Ecevit
must  persuace the hig bowrgaoisie that he can suppress
workers” struggles. This requires not bloe politics but a
sharp move to the right, So once he had rejected the NDF
appeal, Ecevit launched an attack on TGP supporters in
DISK —prompting the expulsion of nine full-time officials,
and taking an RPP majority on both ECoamd General
Council st the special congress, This is @ blow not simply
angainst the Stalindsts hut at the working class independence
of the unions.

‘Democratic Frant” policies are counter-revolutionary
inn three crucial respects:

1) They subordinate the working class to the ‘democratic’
b rgecisie.

2} They deny the lzading role of the working class in
allianca with the petty-hourgeoisie.

3} They promote pacifist, ‘democratic’ politics, leaving
workers disarmed in the tace of fascist attack, and offering
ne direction o radicalised petty-bourgeois and  peasant
forces,

The Stalinists of cowrse argue that in order to have an
alliance with the petty-bourgenoisie il is necessary 10 have an
alliance with the party they support—the RPP. Such anti-
Marxist logic leaves out an analysis of the patty-hourgeoisie,
as o force wavering beteeen the twa  fundamentally
apposed sacial classes - bourgeoisie 2 proletariat.

History has shown that only the independent revol
utionary mohilisation of the working class can offar a clear
lead wrbich can outweigh the petty bourgeais’ conservative
attachment 1o the big capitalists. For this reason it is
essential that the fight is taken up inside the Turkish trade
unicn contederations to demonstrate to workers in struggle
on iobs and wages that ther demands can only be met
through @ clear political break from Ecevit and  the
baurgeais APP govermment, The essential demand for the
arming aof workers' militiathe only geruine defence
against fascist attacks on the organised labour movement
will be opposed as muoch by Ecavit as by any ather
capitalist government,

This means that tha fight for wage increases linked toa
sliding scale of wages and for work sharing on full pay and
for a crash programme ol public works are inseparable from
the fight to break the trade unions from their bloc with the
RPP, and the demand that the workers” parties themselves
break [from Ecevit and form a workers' and peasants’
QOVETTTENT.

This demand, because of the present scale of the
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workers® parties hegins largely as a propaganda slogan, But
as tha Ecevit government is driven by the force of the crisis
to vicious new attacks on the working class and workers
look to their organisations for a lead such an orientation
could rapidly win mass support.

This same political line must be the central thrust of
the fight for local united frant bodies from workers’ parties
and the trade unions to form the first elements of workers
militia and to coordinate and spread strikes on wages and
in defence of jobs, And while such a direction is developed
for the working class in the cities, the programme must be
extendedd to draw in and mohilise the poor peasantry
alongside the workers against capitalist reaction.

Such a programme in Turkey would of course include
the expropriation of the big landowners, and measunes o
pravide cheap credit, improved transport and guaranteed
prices to peasant farmers through the establishment of

yarkers contrel through joint committegs of workers,
peasants, and agricultural warkers,

The plight of those thousands of farm workers
exploited as casual labour at harvast time and unemployed
for ther rest of the year must be challenged through the
tight for the guaranteed employment and a minimurm wage
for farm workars. This dermand leads into the demand for
the creation of new jobs through a programme ol public
warks, Peasant delegates must be drawn  into united
struggles with workers in the fight to open the books of the
big monopolies, the banks and import-export sgancies to
enable the drawing up of a waorkers' plan of production,
and to demonstrate the necessity for the expropriation of
Turkish and foreign capital,

Every one of these demands leads worker and peasant
alike to the necessity for their arganisations to break with
the bourgeois republicanism of Ecevit, to establish their
awn independent united arganisations, and o forge the
workers parties to take power in their hands, In such a
struggle workers and peasants would come inte conflict
with the canscious Popular Frontism of the TCP and union
bureaucrats, and the best elements would come to recognise
the need for a qualitatively new, revolutionary leadership,

Only in this way can our comrades’ propaganca and
agitational work in Turkey be directed in a living way along
the lines laid down in the Transitional Programme and the
way opened up for a workers' government which could
only represent, in the words of the Transitional Programme
‘a shart episode on the toad to the actual dictatorship af
the proletariat’,

MNational Question- -Kurdistan,

The Kurdish national liberation struggle is a major issue
far the class struggle in Turkey. A majority of Kurds—soma
10 million in number—live in Turkey, and the Kurds have
a history of struggle far their independence. Although the
main hattles have taken place in lran and frag the Kurds of
Turkey played an important role in these struggles.

The guestion cannot be discussed in datail in this
document—a separale document should be prepared on it
But because of immediate tasks we must briefly outline the
ey political questions.

The mamn all-Turkish parties active anc having some
influance in Turkey-Kurdistan are the TCP and the RPP.

The RPP buys off the petty bourgeonis layers of the
Kurdish people and  assimilates them inta the state
apparatus while the Stalinists oppose independent mohbilis-
ation for national independence. The chauvinist and oppor-
tunist policies of the TCP propose a fight for a ‘progressive
demoeratic regime® in Turkey as a solution to the Kurdish
question!

The constitution of the Turkish parliament institution-
alises the national appression of the Kurds—so the Popular
Frontist policies of the TCP recognise and tacitly support
the direct oppression of Kurdistan,

The prablem of the Kurdish likeration struggle is thus
mainly the political problem of leadership, Bourgeois
nationalist leaders such as Barzania Talabani of the
Kurdistan Democratic Party are incapable of conducting
consistent armed struggle to achieve independence, In 1975
Barzani and the KDP sold out the struggle to American
imperialism and established alliances with lran, The conse-
quences of this betrayal was a great defeat, which has
brought some changes in the ranks of tha KDP,

But this is only the most recent batrayal in a series that
includes Stalin's decision to cut off aid to the already estab-
lished first Kurdish Republic {Mehabat Kurdish Republic)
in 1946 as part of the Yalta and Potsdam agreements,

The political task of Trotskyists in Kurdistan must
consist of the fight for an independent party and tight ta
gain and preserve working class political independence from
the bourgeois nationalists, But so long as the bourgeois
leaders continue to wage armed struggle against imperialist
cccupation we must give them material support while
putting fonaard a socialist programme,

Such a programme will focus on demoeratic demands
{naticnal independence, a constituent assembly, the right
to speak Kurdish, ete] but must also point out the
permanent character of the revolution, The future of the
Kurdish labouring masses will ba in the future united soviet
republics of the Middle East,

Far this reason the sharpest struggle must be wagad
against the Stalinist concept of ‘organizational unity’ of
Kurds with lranian, Turkish, Iragi and Syrian ‘progres-
sive’ forces, As a nation which is already divided into four
by the imperialist policies of these countries, the burning
issue for the Kurds is to unify in a single organisation
independent of the bourgeaisie in the strugale for national
liberation.

The ‘unity’ af the working masses of the accupying
countries with the Kurds must be on the basis of active
struggle  against their own  bourgeocisie. Organisational
unity must mean unity in an international revolutionary
arganisation—the recaonstructed Fourth Inter natiopal.

Asg Trotsky pointed out:

“For the backward colonial and semi-colanial countries
the struggle for democracy, including the struggle for
mational independence, represents a necessary and progres-
sive stage of historical development. It is for this reason
that we deem it not only the right but also the duty af
workers in these countries actively to participate in the
‘defence of the fatherland” against imperializm, on
condition, to be sure, that they preserve the complete
independence of their class organizations and conduct a
ruthless struggle against the paison of chauvinism®',

{Trotsky, Writings 1938-8, p.64}

And again in Perspactives and Tasks i tha East:

*Tha struggle for the independence of !ndia is a
prafoundly progressive mavement; but you and | know at
the same time that this struggle is confined to national-
bourgeois tasks. The struggle for the liberation of China,
the ideology of Sun Yat-sen, is a democratic struggle and a
progressive  ideology, but bourgeois. ‘We stand for
communists supparting the Kuomintang in C.nina by driving
it forward”. {(p.B).
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Left in the
Limelight

Iin this regular feature in ‘Trotskyism Today” we aim to bring
together material from a wide range of sources on the left inter-
nationally, to make available to our readers information and
views they may well otherwise miss, or which we feel should be
savoured anew. We invite readers to submit suggested material
for this feature — with ar without their own comments.

State caps expose
Spartacist
chauvinism

The individual arrogance and political
philistinisan of the interrational Spartacist
endency is well known (o anyane who
has encountered thewr interventions into
laft wing public meetings.

Impervious to  facts or 10 reacson,
unmoved by the class strugale, amd unin-
terested in practical actian, the iS5t has
fargely " distinguished  itsell by its
pra-[mperialist positions in relation (o the
natianal struggle n leeland and in Pales-
ting, and by its Healyite insistence wpan
a full maximum programme in place of
agitation araund transitional demands,

Buat anather side of the Spartacists’ sec-
tarianism is their delence of immigration
covrtrofs  under  capitalism, a5 prowdly
proclaimed in the second issue of Spart-
it Britarn,

They recail in horrar from maginary
‘large scale immigration  flows®, which,
they fear, could “'wipe out the national
identity of recipient cauntries™. The echo
of Thatcher is not lessened by the fact
that the "small’ couniries that concernm the
i%1 tho most are imparialist Holland and
imperialist Belgium!

But, as showin in the following exiract
frorn an article in last Spring’s Socialfst
Voice — journal al the stolg capitalist®
US League for a Rewolutionary Parly —
the Spertacists’ position éxtends to out-

right racialism,

We obvipusly disagree with the LRP's
political anakysis of Eastern Ewrope and
the Sowviet Union: but, despite ther stane
capitalist theories, their assessment af the
iSt hits some correct and same interasting
points.

The Spartacist League (SL) is one
of several centrist groups that claim
to represent the continuity of the
Fourth International. The 51 hoasts
that it {unlike the other Pahlaite
movements] s building & ganuinely
principled  international  tendency,
James Robertson, the Spartacists’
tounder and a member of its Central
Committee, recently returned from
an international tour and reported on
his findings at & public meeting held
in Mew York Cry on January 25 of
this year. It is this farum to which
we draw the reader’s attention, I
axpladed  the Spartacist  League's
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phoney  claim o interpationalism,
Unfortunately, the performance was
of such a character that it added a
new; ugly, and damaging stain on the
reputalion  of  Trotskyism  which
Robartson  falsely  identifies  with
himzelf,

Robertzon  spoke  for  ninety
minuzes, giving what was heraldad as
an analysis of the warkd conjunctural
situation. It was somewhat incredible
that the leader of a group which
characterizes Russia, China and
similar societies as “workers” states”
had nething st all to say about most
of them-—with one exception, But
that palitical awversight guickly paled
inte insignificance. In the course of
hiz meandering travelogue, Robert-
son delivered a series of chauvinist
epithets that insulted the revodution-
ary capacities of the working classes
everywhere  and danigrated  almaost
every non-white, non-American and
non-English speaking people that got
in his way. His theme was ta blame
the working masses for the weak
state of the revolulionary movement.

Robertson warmed up with the
sneering comment  that  the Wiet-
namesa viclary over imperialism was
a “big deal™ and was “not really as
important  as the defeat aof the
workers in |ndonesia™ because “not
many people live in Indachina™.
After this cavelier dismissal of 56
millivn  Indochinese people and a
struggle which has had cnormous
consequences for imperialism, he
really got going.

The Greek population exists by
selling its children ar selling Swiss
watches to ong another™,

Albania, the only “workers state™
Raobertson saw fiL o mentiaon, was a
nation of “goat-Tuckars™,

“Morthern  Ewropa  is  dripping
with fat,” so the workers of this
region can be “bought off with slight
adjustments”, Similarly, the loreign
wearkers in these countries can also
be hought off and when deported
would  "only end up  supporting
popular fromts'’,

Canada was not worth considering
{although the Spartacist tendency
has a group in that country} hecause
it iz only the “fringe on the surray
extending fifty miles narth of the US
horder™, Non-English speaking MNarth
America [Mexico and Ouebec, with
the most advanced class struggles on
the continent) was  specifically
ignoredd i this  talk, which was
supposed 1o deal with the waorld
revalutionary setting,

A for the US, the one country
where  Robertzon  believes  that



Trotskyisim  hag  an “unbroken
tradition”, it too  Mis a jaded
country'”  which, like Maorthern
Europe, “drips with fat if you
oxclude the Megro [sic) from the
statistics’. But Hobertsan zaved his
vilast splean for the American blacks:
“The black population burnad down
the ghettoes and it's now waiting for
the Jews to come back and open up
the drug stores’’, High prices charged
by storckeepers in the ghetto were
attributed to the fact that “black
kids rip them off”, And that was his
entire analysis on this subject, from
beginning 1o end,

Robertson’s remarks would have
been disgusting from anyone, bt
coming in a public presentation Trom
the leader of a “revolutionary”
arganisation  based in the world's
foremost  imperialist country, they
were nothing shorl of a scandal, Even
mora scandalous was the Spartacists’
justification of Robertson’s wicious
eynicism—in the name of Marx and
Lenin!

Lenin was absolutely unequivocal
an the guestion:

“That is why internationalism on
the part of appressors or ‘great’
nations, as they are called {though
they are great only in their violence,
only great as bullies), must consist
not only in the observance of the
formal equality of nations but even
in an inequality of the oppressar
nation, the great nation, that must
make up for the inequality which
obtains in actual practice. Anybody
who does not understand this has not
grazpad the real proletarian attitude
to the national guestion, he is still
essentially  petty  bourgeois  in his
point of view and is, therefore, sure
to descend 1o the bourgeois point of
view"',

Robertson’s comments were put
forward  serlously. They were nol
even meant as remarkalily bad jokes,
and the SL in its cynical defence
nevar claimed them to be. Even had
that been the case, such insensitivity
would have been impossible for a
revolutionary  leader, for #s Lenin
wenl on 10 say!

", .. Nothing holds up the devel-
apment and strengthening of prolet-
arian  class  solidarity so much as
national injustice; ‘otfended’
nationals are not sensitive ta any-
thing s0 much as to the feeling of
equality and the violence of this
equality, if only through negligence
or jest—to the violation of that

equality by their
comrades”,

[0 the Question aof MNational-
ities o ‘Autonomisation”,”
December 31, 1922; in National
Liberation, Socialism amd fmperizi-
imm, International Publishers, pp,168-
a9

There 15, as Lenin's warning
suggests, @ political explanation for
Robertson’s behaviour, Tha
Spartacist League is Fabloite: that is,
it holds that the dozen countries
whera state powar was conguerad by
Communist Parties since World War
I are (“dofarmed ) warkers” states
which means that the socialist revol-
ution was made undar the leadership
ol  patty-bourgeais  Stalinists  or
nationalists, Such a notion abandons
the Marxist understanding that the
profetariat s the anly revolutionary
class in this epoch.

Pabloism by its nature is a capit-
ulation to the petty bourgeoisia in
theory and practice. It leads its
followers 10 a  petiy-bourgeois
outlook rather than to champion the
historical interests of the working
class. Given the variety of layers of
the petty bourgeoisie, pulverised by
capitalism  into  an  asteroid  bell
hetween the bourgeoisie and  the
proletariat, the different branches of
Pabloism lend of centrism gensraliy]
make their capitulations in different
veays. Same, like the United Sacretar-
it majority led by Ernest Mandel
and Pierre Frank, defer primarily to
the petty-hourgenis  leaderships of
the nationalist and  “third world”
struggles, Others, like the American
SWEF, make their foremost obaisance
to the labor bureaucracy, the petty-
bourgeois lzadership of the working
clasz  in the Imperialist countries.
[The SWP has become the cheer-
leaders and torch bearars for the
mild-left  bureaucrats, the most
recent of which is BEd Sadlowski of
the United Steelworkers),  Most
centrists: manage to submit to both
of these petty bourgeois tendancies
at once,

proletarian

The unigueness of the Spartacist
League, what many lettists mistak-
enly regard as its “sectarianism®™, is
that it does nol capitulate to the
nationalism of the oppressed nations
-because it directly  reflects  the
attitudes of the privileged sections of
the American working class. The 5L
provides a left cover for the labor
aristocracy s contempt for and fear
of the oppressed warkers,
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The Spartacists appear wvery left
only because thera does not exist a
real lefl current in the union bureau-
cracy of the United States. A rising
class struggle in the fufure will
undoubtadly cast up, as in the past,
such @ left burcaucratic centrizm
presenting itselt as a battling revol-
utionary force, . . . This is what the
Spartacists are a foretaste of, what
they arz laying the propaganda basis
for now: a real militant reformism
with, as they sy, at lszasl one
demand from the Transitional Pro-
gramme. Therefore they don’t buy
the milquetoast Sadlowskis, One
ook at the British left Labourites
toclay o racism, or the left bureau-
cracy in the American past, will show
that national chauvinism s just as
wirulent a disease on the “left™ as
amang  the right reformists.  And
Robartson presents it to us now.

The singlemindedness of the SL
points to a specific political concep-
tion  within  the general ling af
Fabloism, Pablo’s abandonment of
Trotskyism in  favour of petty-
bourgecis capitulation was predated
by the Shachtmanites” break from
the Fourth International in 1940, In
giving up an the revolutionary gains
macke by the workers through the
Bolshevik Revolution, Shachtman
was originally a feft centrist reflec-
tion of the cynical retreat of the left
refarmist  labor  bureavcracy  and
intelligentsia.  Shachtman’s  “Third
Camp" was not eguivalent to the
later “third world™ politics. While it
subsequently stood for the support
of pro-Western  ex-colonial  leader-
ships, it placed its ariginal and long-
term faith in the left sections of the
trade union leaderships of the demo-
cratic [imperialist) countrigs; these
ware the “advanced' sectors to be
won to the “socialist™ cause.

Shachtmanism differed from the
broader development of Pabloism
only in the direction of its capit-
ulation. The Pabloites of wvarious
lands wused their pro-Stalinism to
reflect adaptations made to other
poetty-bourgeois Currents. The
historic links between Pabloite and
Shachtmanite groupings were not
accickental; the method was the same,

The Spartacist League is a Pabla-
ite-Shachtrmanite hybrid, 11 cloaks its
cuite  direct  acceptance  ab  the
outlook of the labar aristocracy in
the so-called advanced cullures with
the wareer of Trotskyist orthodoxy
on the “workers® states™, In fact, as



we showed in the article "Permanant
Revolution in  Southerm  Africa®’
(Socialist Voice Mo. 1), it was only
the Spartacists’ support of Rustian
imperialism that parmitted them to
come to the delayed support of the
anti-US  imperialism  struggle  in
Anpala.

The unigqueness of the SL also lies
in its clarity. Other Pabloites waver
over exactly what class forces created
the “deformed warkers states™. Mot
so the Spartacists, who boldly state
that the petty-bourgeoisie (in
“exceptional circumstances,” but the
exception has been the inevitable
rute) can make the socialist
revolution, Similarly, very few if any
athar Pabloites {or Shachtmanites)
would express their chauvinism o
baldly as does Robertsan, In fact,
they wauld recoil in anger—to their
credit.

Rohertson is cerlainly not a racist
in the Hitlerian sense; it is not at all a
question of genetic inheritance. Nor
do the Stalinists in the USSR wish to
physically exterminate the Jews;
they merely want to eliminate them
as a@n idantifiable cultural entity
different from the Great Russians.
Such is the SL%s view, Let the Alban-
jans and the Greeks learn civilised
behaviour. Let the blacks give up
their unproductive rage ("nothing
much happened after the ghetto
riots,” said Robertson), Let them all
act like his image of good socialistic
white American trade unionists who
are the offspring of advanced tech-
nologieal culture and Robertson will
welcome them all into the fald.

If the S5L's preference for the
lahor aristocracy had not been made
sufficiently clear by Robertson's
presentation, his {and  other
Spartacists’] defence of his perform.
ance and of the S5L% long-standing
positions  during the discussion
period proved the point. The Sparta-
cists’ first defence against attacks
from the League for the Hevolution-
ary Party {and also from the Com-
munist Cadre arpanisation} was that
we were “moralists” for objecting to
Robertsan s invective,

SL spzakers, Robertson in the
lead, denouncad the “"lumpsn rage’”
af the black ghettoes—as if anger
against oppression is reprehensible
and eondined only 1o the lumpean-
proletariat, We are far fram moralists
however, in identifying with the rage
af hlack woarkers. The SL's effart to
lump autraged masses with the
lumpen, and to separate them from

more salidly employed blacks, s
precisely  the  present  political
strateqy of the left liberals, The
unemployed and marginally
employed  warkers  for  whom
capitalism can no  longer  provide
jobs are tossed on the scrap-heap,
and their fury is equated with that of
the criminal elements.

Similarly, the 5L continued to
defend its oppasition to free immi-
gration from the oppressed countries
into the imperialist heartlands on the
grounds that it weuld threaten the
“mational identity of the recipient
countries” (Workers Vanguard, 18
January, 1974). This position js a
sophisticated  left cover for the
favourite remedy of the labour
bureaucracy for  unemployment,
crirme and tha other ills of capitalism:
blame them an foreign warkers, The
SL  does not  support  the
bureaucracy's present course, but
again it serves notice of its future
coursa in a more left setting.

LAP speakers charged that the SL
had reneged on the revolutionary
obligation to give military tactical
support  in the  anti-imperialist
struggle  in Angola and  in the
Palestinian fight in Lebanon when
they were under attack by the US-
backed right wirg and the Syrian
army. The SL replied that Lebanon
was a “'tribal puzzle” whase pieces,
apparently, have no relation to waorld
imperialism. Warming to the subject
of the Middle East, the SL repeatad
the familiar Zionist slogan that the
Arzbs really wanted to “drive the
Jews inta the sea’’.

As  for Africa, the Spartacists
again stressed the importance of the
South African whites for the anti-
aparthzid strugale because ol thejr
“orivileged access to culture and
technology'’ (Workers Vanguard, 14
January, 1977}); the blacks wauld be
“wiped oul” without whites on their
side_ In perhaps the mast outrageous
rernark of the evening, Robertson
affirmed the SL% support for the
“right of the Boers to selt-detarmin.
ation’ —against a black republic, not
the British Empire of 19001 This was
a direct appeal to the bourgeoisie’s
most corrupted allies in the working
class.

Responding ta  angry  eriticism
fram the audience, the Spartacists
alleged that they, like Lenin and the
Balsheviks, supported the right of
self-determination for “all™ nations.
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What a travesty! It would never have
pecurred to Lenin, nor to any other
leftist until the Spartacists, that the
“great”™ imperialist oppressor nations
were in nead of self<determination.
The right of self-determination
means the right to secede from an
oppressor, The South African whites
already have their independence, and
use it to enslave the blacks, To guar-
antae such rights to an oppressar can
only mean equating the rights of
oppressor and  oppressed —and  that
always comes down to denying the
rights of the oppressad. 11 the South
African whites demand “self-deter-
mination'’ on the verge of a black
victory in that country, whase side
will the South African Spartacists
be on?

The equation of the rights to
national self-determination of the
oppressor and  the oppressed 5 a
constant theme of the Spartacists,
not anly in South Africa bul in
Palestine and Morthern lreland as
well, The equal right of the rich and
poor to sleep in the oold s a
notorious watchword of the bour-
geois democrats, not of prolelarian
revalutionists who recognise  such
“agual rights” as a cynical defence
of capitalist inequality.

The Spartacists’ other repeated
defences against our attacks were 1)
that we were wrong to oriticise
Robertson’s words rather than tha
SL programme, and 2} that Karl
Marx was also famous for using
strong language in describing various
naticnalities. The LAP, in fact, said a
good deal about the SL' programme
in our intervention, Mot surprisingly
however, Robertson and the Slers
who followed his lead choss not Lo
answer our politics but instead tried
ta cover up the impact of Roberl-
son's “great nation” bullying. The
Spartacists overlook the fact that
programme s not just & list ol
positions—it is everything a party
stands for, In this case Robertson’s
words spoke louder than his purpaor-
ted  political message. One who
claims to be an internationalist yet
breathes conternpt for every peaple
but his oam, is no internationalist,

As Tor Marx's language, an LRP
speaker pointed owt that Marx lived
before the epoch of imperialism,
before the holocaust of Mazism had
painted in bloody colours the depths
to which decaying capitalism can
descend. Marx raged at those groups
who  had  come 1o personify



capitalism and its oppressian, as well
as at the petty nationalisms of his
epoch which were stalking horses for
Czarist Russian reaction, the main
threat against the oppressed and the
progressive forces of his day. Robert-
son, in contrast, aimed his barbs
against  the nationalism of the
pppressed  and thereby proved that,
in Lenin’s wards, he “has not grasped
the real proletarian attitude 1o the
national  guestion, he 5 sl
eszentially  petty  hourgeois in his
point of wiew', To be a Leninist is to
be an anti-nationalist, but one cannot
be a Leninist without distinguishing
between  the nationalisms of  the
oppressed and the oppressors,

We note the fact that the Spar-
tacists® own account of the forum in
the Fabruary 4 Faorkers Vangeeand
didd not guote any of the reprehen-
sible comments  which  we  had
attacked, although it summarized the
speech at great length. Mar did it
deal hanestly with the S5L% oppo-
nents; the article reterred to our enit
icismis only as a “glorification of
lumpan rage,” The citations from
Robertson's speech, howover, ane
proof that cur outrage was based on
quite dif ferent considerations,

The emarks thal we cite here
were taken down by Soclalist Voice
reporters at the torum, After the
forum, a Spartacist official agread
that wee couold listen 1o their tape
recording of the talk in order to
wverify our notes. Seweral days later,
however we were tald that “the tapes
will not be made availzble exter-
nally.”" As we replied to the Spar-
tacist League in & letter challenging
their refusal:

“Comrade Robertson's talk was
public, and it would seem that you
would, undar normal circumstances,
want to have the contents of such a
talk widely disseminated. However,
we can well understand why you
hava decided to suppress such a frank
admission of your chauvinist politics,
Your cowardly account in Workers
Vamgoard No, 143 testifies to your
intent to disguise the content of
Robertzon’s remarks and the real
nature of the attack made upon it
by the L.R.P."

We again repeated our challenge
to the 5L to maks the tapes of this
pubilic talk availabla 1o the left public
and the warkers” movernmant,

Sinee our quotations come from
notes taken by several comrades and

were checked with those of non-
mambers of our arganization who
were present, we believe them to be
reasonably  accurate, If the Spar-
tacists wish ta challenge the accuracy
al the guoted matarial, it they wish
to argue that Robertson did not
make such  chauvinist  and  racist
remarks, there is 3 simple recourse.
Make the tapes available, If access to
the tapes is oivan to us {and to others
like the Communist Cadre who have
recuestedt it} owe weill publish  any
necessary  corrections. We  frankly
doubt that the SL will vield the tapes
il anly because they contain even
mare insults and outrages than those
listed hore,

The GSpartacists” international
tendency will die aborning. ts impl-
icit orientation to the labor aristo-

cracy spells its doom, For the most
oppressed sectors of the workers are
where the revolutionary parties must
sink their roots, Thesa fayers have no
stake  in maintaining the capitalist
systam and will inevitably make up
disproportionate. numbers of the
leading cadras of the reconstructed
Fourth Intermational. The struggle Lo
forge the International will have to
sweep aside the chauvinist concap-
tions of the Spartacist League, for
internationalism abhors the slightest
concession to the idealogy of imper-
iglism, It will rejact capitulation to
capitalism  in any  form-—statified,
monopalized, or paity—and thereby
learn the necessary lessons from the
tragic degeneration of the Fourth
International.

WRP turns to

Thie Workers Revolagionary Farsy, e
by Gerry Healy, has Tor years baen nolar
ious lor s foflure 1o take ap even the
slighuest strugole lar women s rights.

The WRF bas stocd implacably on the
sidelines wirth folded arms while cempaigns
an abnoeian noghes and  equal pay . hove
comne aned gane, The daily Alswghine ees
Tir b reeest ooy womaen 'y nghts ordy as part
ol s geasral wituperation aguinst revis-
omish growups, and its columng are non in-
Frecuernly graced sath backegord pilees a1
the parmer’s and gay moviments.

The WEP nowadays however clearly
valuns il opporiunizl links with the Aid-
dip East despotisms of Linya and  lrog
more than s newteal stanc an the soman
opueslian,

Imagginge the delight of Aewshine editor
Alex Mitchell, therefore when pressnied
wilhan article by an anomy maowas  inker -
vierver ehich managed o cosmbine hath
positions  under the hesding “New Hole
for Wamen in Trag™ (March 22]:

Last week the editor ot lrag’s
biggest women's magazine, YWoman®,
was in London to give a lecture at
the [ragi Cultural Centre abaut the
position of wamen in Iradg.

Amal al-Shargi explained, in an
interviess  wilh Mews Line,  hoee
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women  in frag enjoy a freedom
almost unigue in the Araly world.

“We entered the modern era in
Iran wary late, you know, not until
the baginning of this century, 1t was
an agricultural society, very back-
ward, with no kind of state organ-
isation.

And of course in a peasant agri-
culture the woman is very important

-85 & matter of fact in the Arab
world they do more work than tha
man! The men are rasponsible for tha
irrigation, and alse the ploughing is
done by men. But the wamen da all
the sowing, tending of crops and
harvesting. These all deparnd an
WIHTIE,

S0 in that way our society was
guite: used to the idea of women
woarking, When we began 1o have a
state as vou know it, with govarn-
ment offices, with departments, with
the prople building toawnships, then
in the 19205, womaen started to work
and become educated.

But which women? Only  the
women who  came from  richer
families, in the towns—or © 3t all the
rural population, who wire 75% of
the peaple’”,

Mrs Al-Shargi explained that in
Iraq middleclass women who are
educated, go to work when they have



finished their studies, This is still
unusual, In many Arab countries,
the wealthy still send their daughters
to study, and then whan they have
completed theair studies they marry,
and never usa what they have
learned. Ameal Al-Shargi went on:

“When the first women went to
university in 1937, they went to
study  law  and  medicine, These
women, before they went, wore the
ahaya’ {head-dress).

But when they went to university
they started to wear the weil also,
They wanted paople to think they
were ewven more strict than  the
athars, They were not, you know,
but they wanted others to know they
were thare to learn, and they were
not ‘easy’.

The first women to enter the
professions were journalists, The first
editor of a womens magazine which
camae out in the 1920: was one of
these women . . .

Anyway, trom that lime
onwards, in the towns, there was not
a zeparate role for women. But |
would remind  you that all the
progress of women up until the revol-
ution was on an individual basis, if a
worman wanted to get on in a partic-
ular tield, she could do it, but
nobody welcomed her or encouraged
her.

But since the revolution the fArab
Ba‘ath Socialist Party has taken it as
its responsibility to change the status
of women. Mot for the good of
woamen only, you understand, but
for the good of society, You cannot
develop a country when half the
population do work

The idea of importing immigrant
labour, as many of the other Arab
regimes do, was rejected, and instaad
wormen were encouraged to wark,
she explained, And this has trans-
formed the lives of all womean, in all
classes,

“The woamen who now work in
the factories, have some education.
They are encouraged to go out and
find work. This 15 the real radical
changz, You see, for a wealthy
woman, not warking does naot make
that much difference. She can sull
read, travel. But by having women
working, that is how we will change
the attitude ta the rale aof womern.

These women would never have
had the chance of an education or
the chance to devalop themselves.

Onee they are at work , they have the
opportunity 1o develop themsehwes,
things are open to them. They can go
put, have financial independence,
have & respected position in their
families.

Mow wa hawve a law that primary
education is compulsory for women,
This is a great aclvance.,

Waomen at wark take a hig part in
their trade unions; some of tha exec-
utives ol the unions for the different
trades have women membears. That
proves they are active on tha shop
floor, since their colleagues would
nt have elected them otherwise.

And the law in lrag demands
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that firms who employ women must
provide creches. There are nursery
schools, although not enough as yet,
and kindergartens for the four and
five-year olds,

Wamen are active too, in politics,
but so is everyone, Every person in
Iraq is interested in politics, I affects
everything so closely, It you can't
find a house, whao is Lo blame? There
are no property developers.,

IT the thing you want is not in the
shops, whe is to blame? If something
is good, il creches are provided for
wour children who has done that?
It is politics, it is the revolution®”,

Spanish groups

call for
General
Strike

Wi reprint below the text al o leaflet
pubdished jaintly by the Ligd Comunista
of Spain — a group which claims adber-
ence 10 the USFI, hul which refused to
grgage in a lusion with the ollicial section,
the LCRA — and the Praletarian Faction
a group which splil from the PORE, a sec-
tarn Vargaite grouping based in Barcel
ona.

While the leaflet omits the important
viemand for the opening of the books of
the employers @ parl of g call for nation -
alisatian, it newertheless  provicdes a
generally  carrect political  line o the
siruggles against the collaborationist Mon-
cloa Pacr.

O Thursclay 18 May the trade
unicen  federations (UGT and  the
Waorkers Commissions) are calling oul
the workers in engineering, construc-
tion, textiles and hatels on a 24-hour
strike to  put  pressure on the
employers o negotiate their various
agreements.

The employers, in spite of the
strong mobilisation i engineering,
on May 9, after the partial stoppages
in construction, attar the state wide
general strike in textiles on April 12,
conlinue wilh their hard and intrans-
igent  position  in relation to the
workers demands.

Thz bosses are relying on the
agreements signed under the Moncloa
Pact by the Communist Party and
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the PSOE which control the leader-
ships ot the Workers Commissions
and the UGT. They are relying on
the support which thesa parties are
qiving in practice to the Suarez
government and to the monarchy,
with their participation in  the
continuist Corles,

What is more, they know that if
they give in on the agreements in
Catalonia, extremely important
because of the number of workers
affected, it is going to be wvery
cifficult for them to impose rolten
agreements in the rest of the state,

Even more when their intentions
far from conceding anything are to
dranyy up plans for restructuring and
crisis measures in engineering and
textiles while construction and the
hotels and restaurants are sectors
deeply atfected by the crisis.

All of this implies an increase in
unemployment, The employers want
to continue their profitable neqo-
tiations  at  the axpenze of the
workers!l

Against  this unanimous attitude
of the bosses, the workers move-
ment has o be equally unanimows,

A general strike of all warkers
must be organised against the bosses
and their state!

It s not enouch to have many
sirikes at the same time, [t is nal
enough 1o have mobilisations  or
work  stoppages in the  factory
without any preparation,

A united and centralised mobil-
isation of all sectors must be organ-
ized,

The May 18 strike should be the



beginning of this necessary mabilis-
ation, It is necessary for the engin-
EEring sector, construction, textiles
and the hotals;

"To arganise massive joint pickets
at the lavel of each zone and area 1o
paralyse all the factories and work.
shops.

*To go to the factories of other
sectors, (chemicals, the hanks) to
propose the united strike as was donea
in Polinya on 9 April.

*To call demonstrations in the
zones and arcas of all the strikers.
To organise there joint mass meaet-
ings to decide how to carry the strike
forward. To elect delegates from
evary sector in strugole, recallable at
any time by ths mass meelings,
which  would  coandinate  among
themselves and with the trade union
confederations the sotting up of a
central strike committes of
Catalonia.

*To put forward a united plat-
form of demands, common w all
sectars. Forging unity s nol anly
concernsd with common action and
organization, but  with ocomman
objectives which can be  actively
fought for in the hig factories, among
the unemployed, and in all other
sectors,

~Withdrawval of threats, sanctions
and redundancies,

—Minimum wage for all industries
ot 33,000 pesetas a month after fax
(E226). Mo discrimination  against
waomen and youth,

—Across the beard increase of
B 500 pesetas for all workers (EGE),

—Ma to unemployment, A job for
all, Division of the hours of work
among those available 1o work,

—Mao to the crisis measures in the
factories, Nationalization of factories
in crisis under workers cantrol,

Full trade union rights.

—All the demands which  are
penching.

—Down with the Moncloa Pactl
Resignation  of  workers  deputies
from the Cortes! Toe the General
Strikel A CP-PSOE government.

"In reply ta the possible inter-
vention  of  the repressive  forces
{armed police, civil guard, special
police] pickets must be  omanised
to protect our achions,

The central strike committes has
to be the organising and ocoordin-
ating centre of all the actions and
mass  meetings,  The  necessavy
measures must be put farward far
the incorporation into the sirjke of
those sactors still not 0 struggle;
chemical, wood industries, weaching,

the banks, printing.

The cantral strike committes must
take on the tasks of negotiating the
agreements, submitting themselves to
the decisions of the mass meetings.

This organisation of us all has
nothing to do with the so-called
‘delegates assemblies” which exist in
the angineering industry.

The leadership of the Workers
Commissions  in accordance  with
their “trade union of a new type’
and with the ‘tacit’ support of the
UGT, which has said nothing on the
question, uss these assemblies, which
only meet at times when selected
delegates can atlend, to put forward
the view that they are not decision-
making meetings but  informative
ones.

Thus the members of these assem-
blies are made to play the role of the
ald workers' representatives in the
Francoist ‘unions’ of holding back
the right of workers to  make
decisions in their own mass meetings.

Ve Trotskyists believe that if the
hosses are to be forced to concede
then the strikers—through their own
mass  meelings—must  take the
management af affairs into their own
hands.

Their delegates must not submit
to any decree from abowve, They are
spokesmen of the mass meatings,
the only decision-making organs.

The trade unions have to BDe at
the head of this mabilisation :

—It is necassary for the federal
cammittees of the various sectors
an strike to act in coardination with
each other since their struggle is the
same, The same applies to trade
union sections at the level of each
zone and district,

The remaining committees and
sections of the ather zectors must
organise mass meetings amd strikes in
their ssctors in order to jain up
with the strugole, It s the only
torm for acting as authentic fighting
arganisations,

However the latest  asgreements
and struggles show that the leaders
of these wunions, linked to  the
Moncloa Pact, are maore disposed 1o
make agresments with the bosses an
our hacks las in printing] than to
push farward the struggle to gain the
demancs,

It is as part of this line of agres-
ment with the bosses that they put
forward intermittent stoppages, short
term strikes inside the factories etc.,
refusing to organise mass meetings,
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The members must take control
and demand of the leaderships that
they act in accordance with the
decisions of the membership as a
whole and not on their own account,
That, along with the other union fed-
erations, they take forward the effec-
tive organization of the General
Strike not only in Catalonia but at
the leval of the whole state, forming
a state-wide Waorkers Alliance Com-
mittee, and one in every nation,
region, etec,, putting an end to the
Moncloa Pact, to this Cortes, to the
Suarez government, finishing with
this regime and setting up a waorkers
government capable of taking the
appropriate measures {expropriation,
nationalisation, etc)  which  will
permit the needs of the warking class
and the oppressed people to be met,
This government must be formed by
the CF and PSOE as majority parties,
based on the trade unions and
elected warkers delegates, supported
by mass mobilisations,

For this it is necessary that the
workers' |eaders withdraw their
signatures from the Moncloa Pact
and that the workers® leaders resign
trom the Cortes, supporting instead
the Workers Alliance,

Barcelona, May 16, 1978
Mational Committes of the
Communist League

Fourth International.

¥ oung Communist League.
Proletarian Factian in
Defence of the Fourth
International,
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