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Introductlon

This pack contains a number of documents unavallable elséwher
relating to the formation of the International Trotskyist 0pp031t10n !
(ITO) within the United Secretariat of the’ Fourth Intematlonal
(USFI). The ITO was founded when the former Faction for- an
Trotskist International of the USFI, led by Franco Grisolia, cam _
together with the Trotskyist Opposition in the British USFI sectio
and }eaders of the expelled French youth sectmn JCR Egaht" -_fIt h

The ITO is combmmg 1ts forma] prOJect a lon i
the next USFI World Congress an “open conference” - with
orientation towards various mtematlonal Trotskyist orgamsatlons
such as MLlLtant the WRP/WIRFI and the Lzalson Commll:tee of

GSI (a split from Lambertism). One orgamsatlon mgmﬁcantly'
excluded from the ITO’s “orientations” is the League for'a Revol
tionary Commiunist International. Desplte requests for: dlscussmns
with the ITO and 1ts constltuent groupmgs the LRCI has rece
reply . s :
The doeuments in thls buIletm o some way to_explammg why, Th
ITO is on course to create yet ano?her faﬂed opposﬁaon w1thm the

feature will be opposition to the LRCI’S programmat1 .
unflinching struggle for revolutlonary regroupment

tional Trotskyxst Committee (ITC) .

We also publish here for the ﬁrst tlme a substantl
LRCT’s founding document, The Trotshyist Mamfesto, by comrad
ND formerly of the Revo]utlonary Internat.]onahst League th ITC’

ago Critique of the Re~elaborated Programme was. never pubhshe
properly agreed by the RIL before the organisation spht"nﬁ. 1992
In November 1992 ND and h]S collaborator GD annour ed

comrades who left when the 1mt1a1 ITC spht occurred:_m' uly 1992,
Recognising that ND himself may have changed his opmlons on h]S
draft critique we wrote to hlm and offered him the chance to revise -
it. He did not reply. It remains a substantlal critique anda reply b
the LRCI is all the more necessary since it has been furtively circu-
lated an “official” ITO documenit to individuals within the USFI

The USF1 is in crisis and ternunal decline. Tts British section is’
wracked by factional struggle over whether to fester in the Labour
Party, launch an open organisation on ar opportunist. platform '
make some form of break with the method of the past: We say to
those within the British Section who want to make that break tha _
only the politics of the LRCT aré ¢apable of gu.udmg it to a:revolution
ary conclusion. This lesson has already beeni drawn by two of the
delegates to the ITO’s founding conference and - we are unas amed b
our attempt to convince others to follow. :

The material in this pack offers but a ghmpse of the cnsxs in'the
USFIL. To read the LRCT’s fall’ cntxque of various developments bef re
and after the XIII World Congress read the articleés in our interna-
tional press, available on request from Workers Power at th ; addres
below. B ; .

Workers Power Maroh 1993 _ . i

Printed and published by Workers Power, BCM 7750, London WC1N axx o
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POLITICS OF THE fTO

R

The existence of an Insernational Trotskyist Opposition
(ITO) within the United Becretariat of the Fourth Interna-
tional (USFI} must appear encouraging to those members
of the USFI who have watched for years as their leaders
steadily abandoned more and more Trotskyist and Leninist

positions. The disorienta’ion and disintegration of the USFI

reveal the need for a struggle to win the best elements to
Trotskyism and away from the adaptation to, or dissolution

tions or petit bourgeois movements. . - S

who want to reverse this: abandonment of Trotskyism? In
11992 the grouping was launched following the coming
together of a number of oppositional tendencies. Some of
these, like the comrades of the Faction for a Trotakyist

International, have been distinct, organised oppositions for
many years, Others, such as the French comrades; had -~

recently moved to the lefl, . o .
Already the ITO has atiracted interest around the world,
a8 the collapse of Stalinism veveals the depth of the bank-

Tuptcy of the USFI leadership. At one level, the laurich of -

the ITO clearly corresponded a felt need amongst the best
militants of the USFY, e -
But the answer provided by the ITO to the crisis of the

USFIis insufficient, both polemically and programatically. -

At its founding conference it adopted a “Declaration of
Principles” which it will use in its tendency struggle within
the USFI, Although the ocument rangas from the historie

necessity of socialism to the need for a world party of the
proletariat it is not, as claimed in the “Draft declaration of

tasks of the ITO" adopted at the same meeting, “a.pro- -

gramme , . , for the political regeneration and organisa:
tl'onal reconstruction of the Fourthl_ntemational”.

From principles to adaptation ‘

The ITO' founding documient is precisely a “Declaration
of Principles”. The differences with the programmatic docy.
ments of Marx, Lenin and Trotsky are striking. The ITO
deliberately advances positions that are vague and empty
of programmatic content. Most, of them are deliberately so

anodyne and abstract that virtually any self-respecting”

“Trotskyist” could agreo with them. After all, who conld
oppose “the aim of the Trotskyist party is to.win hegemony
over the massas in action”, a critieism of “socialism in one
country” or the eall for “unification on the programmatic
bases of Bolshevism of the forces of the vanguard of the
proletariat™? But despite this carefully crafted catalogue of
truisms there are a number of positions which reveal a
systematic streak of opportunism.

The Declaration argues for the building of non-proletar-
ian mass movements of the oppressed and exploited, “mobj-
lising not only the proletariat but also the non-proletarian

‘& wrong ‘method is shown

oppressed and middle layers”, It argues that revolutionar-
ies “must fight against the petty-bourgeois (or sometimes
bourgeois) leaderships of these movements, struggling for
proletarian leadership of the non-proletarian mass move-

_ments.”

. Whilst this is better than the equivalent section in previ-

. ous versions of the document (partly as a result of our
‘polemics) it ia still flawed and mistaken. '
into, various left Stalinict, reformist and Maoist organisa. - -

We agree that oppression of women, lesbians ;lnd gay

' _'iis then, youth etc exists in all classes, and that petit bourgacis
What does the ITO offer to militants within the USFI 4

and even bourgeois elements will be drawn into struggle
dround their oppression, but we do not draw the same
donclusions as the Declaration, The ITO documents says
that “They (non-proletarian mass movements - WP) are
therefore continually brought into conflict with the capital-
ist class and its state.” a o S
" This is an adsptation to petit bourgeois “movementism”,
t0 the idea that such movements - be they the peace
movements of the early 1980s or the women's movement of
the 1970s - are “objectively anti ~capitalist” or have an “anti.
capitalist dynamic”, ' S
{Bourgeois and petit bourgeois women, or other oppressed

- sectors, while facing real oppression under capitalism, do

not have the same interests s proletarian and poor peas-

ant women in emancipation through working class revolu-
tion. Their interests are not solely, nor primarily, deter-

"mined by their oppression, but rather by their relationship

to production, by their class position.
Of course the best oppressed individuals withir the bour-
gevisie and petit bourgeoisie may be ideologically convinced
of the need to struggle for socialism to overcome oppression.
Buit this is not the same as arguing that their struggle
aghinst oppression will automatically bring them into con-
fliét with capitalism in the state, s
That this is not an isolated “poor formulation” but part of
by the section on the “anti.
imperialist united front”, The comrades reject the “revi
siohist” idea that “it is possible to establish anti-imperialist
untied fronts with the nationsa! bourgeoisie of an oppressed
country”, arguing that only petit-bourgeois nationalist par-
ties or organizations can be partners in such a front. The
only kinds of agreement which are permitted with..the
national bourgeoisie are “limited practical agreements”,
But surely, comrades, that is a united front! e
The ITO clearly suggest that something other than “lim.
ited, practical agreements” are possible with “petit-bour-
geois national parties”, in the name of the “anti-imperialist
united front”. This is opportunism masquerading as ortho-
doxy. Call them what you will: the only kinds of agreements
which are possible with forces of other classes are precisely
“limited practical agreements”, Anything else - sitch as an
electoral bloc or a common ‘organisation - will inevitably
lead to a confusion of banners, to an opportynist adaptation
of the revolutionary programme fo that of the alien clags
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- forces, -

As with the séction on oppression, the comrades around
the FTI have changed their formulations over the years in
raaction to our criticisms, But the fundamental methodo-
logical error resists &ll re-drafting, for the simple reason
that this is what the comrades believe. Their cross-class
“movementiem” in the imperialist countries goes hand in
hand with leaving the door open to an unprincipled “united
front” in antiimperialist struggles. i - i

Denunclation is not enough

Oppositionists within the IJSFI will agree with the ITQ
on the need to resclve the political erisis in the Fourth
International, which according to them includes two ele-
ments: “political revisionism and organisational disper-
sion”, To rally people within and outside of the USFI (the
ITO directs its appeal to the whole “world Trotskyist move-
ment”} it is necessary to explain exactly what the errora of
the existing USFI leadership are and have been, how these
can be understood in relationship to the degeneration ofthe
revolutionary tradition of the FI, and what would have been
7+ ‘the correct positions to have fought for in key events of the

*‘¢laas struggle. o S :

+"This approachi s'ifnpoftixint"nat for reasons of “revolution--

' ary pwrity” or in order to insult the USFI leadership, but
because without a clear diagnosis of the errors, the neces-
' “gary prescription for regenerating Trotskyism cannot be
© determined. I S R -
Many oppositionigts within the Fl, and certainly many
" -opposing groups who claim adhérence to Trotskyism, will

" agree that the USFIisindeed marked by political revision.:

~ ism and organisational dispersion, Many will also agree
with the ITO when it states, “The problem is that for

- de¢ades the leadership of the F1, in part for subjective, in -

- ‘part for objective reasons, has not. been able to build the
" -~ International and strengthen it politically and organisa-

~ tionally enough so that it could become a mass Fourth:
" International®, and that there is a need to launch “a strug-

-~ gle against the deepening revisionism of the majority lead-
. ership of the USFI”. = Co e ‘
" But will all the oppositionists - or even all the members of

the ITO - sgree on which particular positions, interventions -

~ or perspectives and on which bit of the Jeadership over the
years were revisionist? Wag it the belief that.the 1979

* Nicaraguan revolution installed some kind of “workers’-

government”? Was it the entry into the British Labour
Party and the attémpted creation of a class struggle left .
- ~wing with left reformist forces? Was it the support for and -
attempted fusion with ex-Communist Party- members:

- ‘around Pierre Juquin in France? Was it the description of ..
Cuba as & workers’ state, not degenerate but merely need- -

" ing some reforms? Or was it the USFI position.on the USSR

' “in the Gorbachevyears which called for a “deeper glasnost™
Or the total adaptation to Solidarnose, including its pro-
imperialist leadership? Or all of the above? :
- Andifthe USFI leadership(s) were wrong over, for exam-
ple Nicaragua, what was the revolutionary position? Could
revolutionaries have given any support to, or even entered
the Sandinista government? Or in Poland how should

revolutionaries have intervened around the mass. move-
ment led by Solidarnosc, and where would we have stood . -

© when Jaruzelski sent the troops in? Where would revolu-
tionary Trotekyists have placed their forees during the
August Coup'in the Sovist Union? C
Our purpose in raising these questions is not to go
‘through the last 30 years of international class struggle and
present the line of the LRCI alongside a critique of the
~USFI, but to point out that there are many different issues
on which the USFI leadership has taken wrong positions,
and also many interpretations of the “revolutionary” posi-
tion, In the process of defeating the ideas and actions of the
‘revisionist leadership of the USFI it is necessary to be
- precise in identifying errors and in providing alternative

- asat

positions, . -

- If all that wak needed wasa denunciation of the revision-

ism of the USFI leadership, then almost the whole of the left
that has any adherence to Trotskyism, including a majority
of the USFI, would join the ITO. Rectifying the errors and
building “a mass Fourth International” on a revolutionary
basis requires a serious accounting with the exrors of the

~‘past,an tnderstanding of the process of degeneration of the

No fcrit_i_cism from the IT0

The “principles” put forward by the ITO contain neither
a rounded critique of the USFI’s leadership or practice, nor
any positions on the key issues that have divided those who
regard themselves as Trotskyists over the past three dec-
ades. Without such clarity the “Declaration of Principles”
remains an ineffectual statement of broad principles which
failsito arm revolutionaries. The IT('s only criticisms of the
USE] leadership are the following: .

“The International majority has for some time been

- progressively abandoning the perspective of the dictator-

ship of the proletariat. Now, in face of the fall of the Stalinist

" -regitmes and under pressure from the reformist leaderships

- for example, the Lula leadership in the Brazilian Workers

+Party (PT) - it is abandoning the ¢oncept of the Leninist

party as the essential political instrument of the proletariat
in the struggle for sccialism. This political break with
Leninism, is reflected organisationally both in'the dissolu-
tion of sections and, in those sections that remain, in an
organigational regime in which the.leaders do as they

- please and the members do as they pleass”. =
. “For a'long time, there has been a teridency in the USFI

to lose sight of the general value of the method (of the
Transitional Prograinme - WP) as a system of intervention
in the class struggle. There is a tendency to consider tran-

- gitiohal demands simply de the ‘most radical’ demands that

can be used wheh it is necessary to have a higher political
profile. There is also a_ tendency to forget the general
methodological importince of using transitional demands
orm of'agitation, where the objective situation and our

 foreés allow it. . . We also have to reject a method that has
‘marked the policy of the USFI in the past, that.is, the

preténsion that we can seize on one ‘anti-capitaljst demand’
that'has a unique and central value for our action in the
clasg struggle.” o
“For fifty years the Trotskyist movement has been under
massive presaire from the Stalinists and reformists; and
sections of it have adapted to the Stalinist conception of the

-united front as a policy 6f mixing banners, and even to the

transformation of the united front into a popular front with
direqtly bourgeois forces. In many cases, the small size of
the Trotskyist organisations has intensified that pressure,
as the organisation’s independent agitation has seemed so
weak ag to be ineffective. Often the ndaptation has taken
the form of turning the united front into an abstract general
prindiple to which the organisation’s independent propa-
gandais sacrificed. ATrotskyist rejection of mixing banners
is then characterised as ‘sectarian’, The Fourth, Interna-
tiondl must make a decisive break from this adaptation and

return to the Leninist policy of the united front as .an

agreement on coricrete practical action, within which the
participants put out their own propaganda and agitation.”
- These timid criticisms of the leadership of the FI are
broadly correct, so far as they go, but they hardly form a
convincing or rounded analysis of decades of vacillation and
misleadership. Ner are any examples of these crimes pre-
sented, as if making specific rather than general eriticisms
would cause offence - or reveal differences. - C
Even more striking is the fact that the “declaration”
contdins whole sections on the working class and perma-
nent:revolution, the need for independent revolutionary
partiesin all countries, the need for a democratic centralist

international, the revolutionary struggle in the trade un-
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_ ions, centrism, the anti-imperialist united front, the work-
ers’ government, oppression, the national gquestion, the
. deformed workers’ states and war, and in each of these
. contains no critiqus of the disastious centrist policies of the

USFI! : ‘ . .

Take the section on oppression, for example. The ITO
mokes a general statement about the necessity for the
proletariat and its party to be a “tribune of the people” and
champion the struggle of all the oppressed and exploited.
Who could disagree? It goes on to argue for mass move-
- ments of the oppressed, including the statement
“(Trotskyists) must fight against the petty-bourgeois (or
sometimes bourgeois) leaderships of these movements,
struggling for proletarian leadership of the nen-proletarian
mass movements”. It also calls for the creation of revolu-
tionary caucuses where movements of the oppressed ave
under opportunis leaderships. There is not a word of
criticism of the USTFI's practice on oppression! i

There is no recognition that the USFI has taken key
positions within tae leadership of cross-class movements
and used their positions to hound Trotskyists not onlyfor
organising “caucuses” but for daring to argue revolution(ia.ry
clags politics within these movements. The USF1 leader-
ship in Britain, for example, adapted to the petit bourgeois
feminists all along on theory, organisation and polities.
They became the hatchet women of the feminists, denoune-
ing revolutionaries for the crime of fighting against the
petit bourgeois lenderships and struggling for proletarian
leadership.

How to fight against “Trotskyist” centrism ‘

Perhaps the ITO consider that the positive principles
they advocate are sufficient, or that they form a clever
“hidden polemic” by arguing abstract positions that the
USFI has clearly rejected in practice. If this is the idea
behind the document’s methed it is an inadequate, even
dishonest, way of building an opposition. To rectify mis-
takes requires that they are identified, understood and the
correct alternative debated out and agreed upon. ,

The USFlis a centrist organisation and hasbeen sincéits
inception in 1963. Composed of a reunification of most of
the elements of the 1953 split in the Fourth International,
the USFI has never broken with the centrism which marked
the F'l from 1951 onwards. It shares this characteristic with
virtually all the various “Irotskyist” organieations which,
through the meny subsequent splits and fusions, have
retained the fundamental centrist errors of this initial
degeneration. We have written on this elsewhere, particu-

larly in our book The Death Agony of the Fourth Interna-

tional and the Tasks of Trotskyists Today (Workers Power &
Irish Workers Group, 1983), Before the errors of the present
and recent FI leadership can be corrected, an understand-
ing and agreement on the origins of this centrism within the
F1is necessary. ‘

To group together a new leadership capable of defeating
the revisionists requires clarity of understanding of the
degeneration of the FI, a sharp critique of the present
leadership and a programme which deals with the neces-

sary strategy and tactics in the class struggle at the mo-
ment. But the Declaration fails on all three counts. It
neither provides a coherent critique of the USFI1eadership,
nor an evaluation of the degeneration of the FI nor, whilst
purporting to be a programme, does it provide a guide to
action in the current class struggle. It does state a number
of “principles” of Trotskyism, but does not give them the-

level of detailed content necessary for the discussion of -

concrete situations.

A bit of history
The driving force behind the ITO is what used to be the
Faction for a Trotskyist International, led by Franco Grisolia

of the Italian section of the USFI. The method used by the
ITOin its founding documents is that used by the comrades
of the FTI to build their organisation over nearly 15 years.
Indeed, not only the method is the same: the very document
adopted by the ITO is an amended version of one firat put
forward in 1980!

At the end of 1979 the Trotskyist International Liaison
Committee (TTLC) was formed. It included within it the
British Workers Socialist League (WSL), led by Alan
Thornett (now in the USF1), the Bolshevik Leninist Group
(GBL, later the LOR) of Italy, plus the RWL of the USA and
the TAF of Denmark. As well as adopting the original
version of the ITO “Declaration of Prineiples”, the TILC
adopted a document called “The Transitional Programme
in today’s class struggle”. It explicitly confined itself to
revolutionary principles without any discussion of their
tactical application. We were observers at the founding
conference of the TILC, and we explained that this was a
method of building an international tendency which would
inevitably cover over real political differences, and would
sooner or later lead to a split. .

Three years later, we were proved right. The TILC’s
founding documents, like those of the ITO, contained a
formally correct position on any war between a ssmi-colony
andimperialism, namely defeatism for the iraperialistcoun-
try and defencism with regard to the semi-colony. But at the
first concrete test, the member organisations took different
positions on the outbreak of war between Argentina and
Britain over the Malvinas.

The sbstract principles failed to help when it was re-
vealed that the British section, having a different under-
standing not of general principles but of the specifics of, in
this case, the “right to self determination” of colonial set-
tlers, decided that this was the decisive feature. The British
section took a defeatist position on both sides, whilst their
comrades in the other sections correctly stood on the cther
side in the conflict and defended Argentina against imperi-
aligt aggression. The TILC split.

The non-Thornett TILC groupings subsequently set up
the International Trotskyist Committee (ITC) with sections
inside and outside of the USFI which in turn split; those
inside the USFI (principally in Italy and Denmark) created
the Faction for a Trotskyist International (FIT) which
gained some more support (e.g. France). The FTI then
helped to set up the ITO,

The ins and outs of all these splits ave largely of interest
anly toarchivists, but what is of fundamental importance is
to understand why this method of regroupment is so wrong.
For those who look to the I'TO as a step forward in the USFI
it is important to recognise how unstable and vltimately
impotent tendencies built on such a basis are.

The problem with the ITO

The ITO is being built on the basis of broad agreement on
principles which serve to cover up real differences of analy-
sis, perspective and programme amongst its members. In
addition, itis not clear inits critique of the USFIleadership.

The section of the document on the crisis of leadership
defines as centrist organisations whose positions vacillate
between reformism and Trotskyism, have not in general
developed overt consistent counter-revolutionary activity,
and with their opportunist policies constitute “a supple-
mentary obstacle to the proletarian revolution”.

That definition fits the USFI very well, even according to
the relatively mild critique in the Declaration. Yet the
comyades stop short of applying the label to the organisa-
tion that they are seeking to reform. Why? This has long
been the method of those within the USFI who seek to
reform it from within. They regard it as having aleadership
making serious errors, but not requiring the name centrist
as this would perhaps frighten off USFI members from
supporting the opposition and may even get them expelled
from the USFIL,
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But regrouping a revolutionary vanguard to rescue revo-
“ lutionary politics from the revisionism of the USFI and the

-other large FI fragments is a serious and urgent task. The

Declaration itself suggests that the crisis of humanity is“in
elemeéntal form the erisiz of the Fourth International”.
Diplomacy, leading to a refusal to label the leadership
: centrist will only serve to confuse, not clarify, The “crisis of
" "humanity” will continue.
"Mandel is not about to read the ITO Declaration, recog-
+-pise his errorg and turn the USFI into a healthy Interna-
" -tional, He needs to be exposed as a misleader, as do all the
" other USF1 leaders, majority and minority, for their role in
miseducating thousands of young militants, and squander-
ing opportunities for the working class and oppressed.
- The reluctance to call the USFI centrist is not just a
- diplomatie nicety. It is based on a wrong understanding of

- revolutionary regroupment as outlined above, butalsoona’

false idea about the fate of the FI and of Trotskyism.
"+ The Declaration explicitly argues that the USFlisonlya
fragment of the F1, and argues *the need to develop the
struggle for the political reggeneration and organisational
- reconstruction of the Fourth International in all the trends
- “of the world Trotskyist, movement”, .
-« 'This “FI” is clearly not the USFI, or it could not exist “in
. all trends of the world Trotskyist movement”, What is it
“then? Is it a programme which all the different fragments
- agree upon? Clearly not, since they all argue vociferously
. -about what is wrong with the others. Is it the tradition of
the revolutionary struggle against Staliniem in the 1930s?
Partly, but to be of any practical use in today’s class strug-
‘gle, the political lessons of 60 years ago need to be applied
clearly and concretely. And that leads us back to the politi-
- cal differences which separafe the myviad tendencies which
! -clgim to be Trotskyist. -
- Ernest Mandel thinks that the FI exists. He also thinks
: 'he leads it. Gerry Healy thought the same thing. Pierre
- Lambert and Nahuel Moreno did too. So too did Anibal
Ramos and Michs] Varga, There has hardly been a shortage
.- over the years of groups claiming to be “the” FI. But no
-~ matter how crazy some of their ideas may have been, at

- . least their versions of “the FI” were rooted in concrete
* . reality: their own groups.

. - The FTVITO idea that the FI exists as a set of ideas,
- . somewhere in the heads of scattered groups of Trotslyists
across the six continents is a nonsensical myth, a meta-

physical comforter for all thase leoking for an excuse not to

- break politically with one of its fragments.

.-~ The world Trotskyist mcvement, referred to at other

" times as “the world family of Trotskyism”, is a similar vague
claim thaf there is something common to those whaose
centrism originates in the degeneration of the FI that
distinguishes them from centrists from reformist or Stalin-
jst traditions. Again this creates illusions in some kind of

“special” form of centrism, and leads to the conclusion that

revolutionary regeneration will necessarily oceur through

some regroupment of these dissident Trotskyist siblings.

Indeed, the ITC/FTI used to peddle this kind of argument to

: explain that the USFIitself wasa particularly healthy form

- of “centrism sut generis” as they called it. :

. We reject this argument. The centrism of groups that
have their origins in the I can be as right wing and
disastrous for the working class as centrists of any origin.
Revolutionaries need to make this clear, not promote the
illusion that the USFI, or she LIT or any other “Fourth
International” are a more progressive kind of centrism. A
decisive break needs to made from both their organisations
and politics to win militants to revolutionary Trotskyism.

Where there are numbers of disaffected members a faction

fight within the USFI is absolutely correct and necessary.
But such a struggle must lead to a break with the existing

+ USFI, recognising this will not be a process of steady reform
but rather one of forcing a split with the inveterate centrist
leaders.

fn or out of the USFI?

What are the ITO’ perspectives? The Opposition’s docu-
ments are deliberately vague. The “organizationa) resclu-
tion” argues that their intervention in the USFI “will
culminate in the struggle around the Fourteenth World
Corigress”. This clearly suggests that their work within the
TUSFI could be over in 2 to 3 years.

But if this is the case - and this accusation has been used
in factional attacks against ITO members, notably those
around the JCR-Egalité in France by the majority of the
USFI - why does the ITO vefuse toclearly characterise itself
as d faction?’ B ' o

In the history of Marxism, Leninism and Trotskyism the
terms faction and tendency have quite distinct meanings. A
faction is a group of oppositionists who have a distinet
platform from the leadership and are trying to replace the
existing leadership. Trotsky's siruggleinside the CPSU and
the Comintern in the late twenties and early thirties wasa
factional one. A tendency on the other hand is organised to
change particular palicies of the organisation, not over-
thréw a bankrupt leadership. Which is it to ba?

The drafy organisational rezolution of the ITO explicitly
gtates that it is a tendency. Its aims are “to conduct a
tendency stiuggle in the USFI against the revisionist and
liquidationist line of the International majority”, Does this
medn that the comrades are agreed that the line ean be
changed without changing the leadership? If this is the
case, it seems strange that one of the founding organisa-
tonis of the ITO, indeed the originator of the call for the ITO,
was the Faction for a Trotskyist International. As an open
faction it was fighting to change the leadership.

It appears as if the members of the FTI have changed
their position and agreed that a factional struggle is not
necessary and a tendency will do. Or perhaps they just
dropped the term factional in order to win broader support.
Thizis no way to defeat revisionism inside the USFL or any
other organisation. Itis a vefusal to take seriously and fight
for the positions you believe in, and instead replace them
with a diplomatic compromise to win wider influence but at
the expense of fighting for your programme against the
established leadership.

A c;}onsciousiy opportunist method '

This is the fundamental method that the ex-TILC, ex-
ITC and now ex-FIT members have been using for nearly 15
years, In addition to compromising over whether they need
a factional or a tendency struggle, they are always keen to
compromise on political positions rather than risk losing
partners in their tendency, The vague statement of princi.
ples will appeal to many people but glosses over many real
differences that exist among those that sign up to join the
tendency,

A new revolutionary leadership, true to the positions of
Lenin, Trotsky, the first four congresses of the Comintern
and’the founding documents of the FI, needs to be forged
through common agreement on the principles, strategy and
tactics of the class struggle. With agreement on programme,
incliading key tacties, a new leadership can be built within
the working class through practical intervention and de-
feating the centrist, reformist and nationalist alternative
leaderships. '

The TILC-ITC-FT1 tradition has alwaysrejected theidea
that revolutionary regroupment needs to be on the basis of

" agréement on tactics as well as strategy and principles,

arguing that tacties are somehow less fundamental. This is
a seridus error leading to the Jind of compromise positions
we see in the declaration.

This is clearest when we look at the key question of the
last fow years: the collapse of Stalinism. Not surprisingly,
the Declaration says very little about the programme of
revolutionaries in this situation. There are of course broad
statements on the transitional nature of the economies and
states, the need to defend social property and the call for a
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political revolution “of a special type”.

But the international workers’ movement hasbeen thrown
into disarray by the wave of polifical revolutionary crises
which have swept Bastern Eurcpe since 1989, The growth
of democratic struggles in these atates, the mass revolu-
tionary uprisings sgainst Stalinist repression in some of
the states, and the ability of pro-imperialist and nationalist
leaderships to come to the head of these movements, lead-
ing them to counter-revolution - all these developments
have been testing the principles, strategies and tactics of all
sectors of the labour movement, including self proclaimed
Trotskyists. This has been the most important development
of recent years, and if revolutionaries fail to analyse it
correctly and develop the correct strategies they will be
unable tobuild the mass international that the ITOclaim to
want.

The August coup in the USSR in 1991 was a key event.
One wing of the bureaucracy staged a coup, and was
resisted by another wing of the bureaucraey. Events like
this in the midst of political and economic turmoil can be the
spark for revoluticns, counter-revolutions and the rapid
development of political forces through struggle. Revolu.-
tionary internationalists must put forward a position on
such events, we cannot throw up our hands and say -it'sa
long way away and we are not sure what to say.

But the “declaration” says nothing. Perhaps they forgot?
No, they did not forget since it was a point for discussion
amongst those coming together to form the tendency. The
reason it is missing ia because the people within the ITO
disagree, On the one hand the Grisolia supporters have a
position of “we would have supported the coup if only the
masses had supported it”, believing that it represented
some kind of defence of the USSR against restorationists.
Others argued for opposition to the coup and defence of the
democratic gaing made in the previous six years.

Staying silent ¢n such an issue does not resolve the
problem. It guarantees that the farce of the TILC's collapse
in the face of the war will be repeated. Were the August coup
to happen tomorrow, the I'TO would be completely split, It
would either be reduced to silence or would see its different
components putting forward positions which would, liter-
ally, put them on opposite sides of the barricades! And they
deliberately chose not to confront this difference! This is
hardly the mark of a serious revolutionary opposition, The
ITO conacicusly sacrificed political clarity in the name of
short-term organisational expediency.

Confrenting such differences in an attempt to reach
common agreentent: on programme can lead to the develop-
ment of positions, to the welding together of a leadership
around a comrmon programme based on living struggles, to
establishing & solid basis for revolutionary regroupment.

Why do we think that key tactics are so important?
Having correct tactics for a strike, a campaign, a demon-
stration, a war, or a revolution will determine not only who
will win, assuming your tactics are adopted, but will also
demonstrate the correctness of revolutionary principles
and strategy to worlers in struggle. Tactics are not divorced
or sacondary issues, they are the focusing of and implemen-
tation of programme, and they are fundamental to winning
leadership within the working class.

The wrong positions of centrist leaderships are often on
tactical questions, but frequently signify an underlying
methodologieal difference on points of strategy. Glossing
over tactical differences will, in reality, alse cover up differ-
ences over strategy This is clearly the case with regard to
the August coup and the ITO,

Conclusion

The development; of an international opposition which
claims to advance a revolutionary critique of the USFI is of
great importance. 'The USFI continues to organise thou-
sands of militants sround the world, many of them subjec-
tive revolutionaries, increasingly revolted by the opportun-

ism of their leaderships. The USFI majority leadership is
aware of this, and at the moment the ITO is the subject of
their factional attentions.

Yet the ITO does not represent a revolutionary alterna-
tive for critical members of the USFI. Over 16 years, the
method employed by its founders has proved theirinability
to forge a new programme and a new organisation. The
potential represented by those who have recently been
attraeted to the banner of the ITO will be wasted if the old
method, which led to the shipwreck of the TILC and the
wasted years of the I'1'C, is repeated.

Building a group around positions which are designed to
cover up real political differences can hardly lead to a
thoroughgoing fight for political clarification against the
USFI leadership. If we can detect the politieal differences
between the various components of the ITO from outside
the USFI, you can be sure that the USFI majority will be
able to do at least as much. The political differences con-
cealed by the ITO will explode to the surface at the firat real
test of the international class struggle. Rather than being
part of the answer to the “crisis of the Fourth Interna-
tional”, the leaders of the ITO are confirming their status as
part of the problem.

We do not simply address a call to the comrades of the
ITO tojoin the LRCL Those of you who consider that we are
right on any or all of these points but who think that your
leaderships ean be won over should raise your eriticisms
within your national seetions and win your comrades away
from their eurrent method. The key task is to apply the
method of Trotsky’s Transitional Programme to today's
class struggle and to fight for international revolutionary
regroupment on a clear programmatic basis, devoid of
diplomatic “no-go” areas and evasive centrist abstractions.
That was Trotsky’s method in the 1930s; it should be our
method today. %






CRITIGUE OF THE REMELQEDHATED FROGRAMME . =27
AUTHOR' & NOTED This document was uv'ulndlly can«e1ved as & critique by the
*EC of thu LRCE! “frntsiylst Manifesta' and’ %UGEtaﬂtldilY wrltﬁu! in the
surmieT of 1930, fcng wmore work was depe’ in abeut Fébruary 19591, Since then,
nothing, The $EC/RER essentially ditched the project for a rumber of
reasons, a&ll of thew bad ones, Rather than fiddle about with it [ have
decided to circulate it in its oviginal, incomplete form as soon as
possible in order to provoke discussion, Cdes are invited 4o comment,
criticise, update or whatever, but I think that soriething should cams out
in some form, even if only semi-public, as a challenge $o the LRCI's
"Rikle" is lang overdue, |

INTRODUCTION: WHAT THE ‘TROTSKEYIST MANIFESTO® IS5, AMD WHY A REJPﬂiS Is
NECESSARY

Launched at the end of 1983 by the League for & Revolutionary Commumist
International (LRCIY amidst soms triumphalism, the 'Trotskyist Manifesto!
(TP purporis o be the "re—elaboration” of Trotsky's Transitional :
Frogramme, but even concerning its stated ain and purpose there is a
definite air of ambiguity and confusicn, Within the ranks of  Wockers!
Fower, the LRCI's British section, some regard it as a bikle to be thumped,
Others, more wodestly and more seriously see it as a summation of the
theoretical progress made by WWW/LRCT since the emergence from the
International Socizlists (I5) in the mid 1970s, This is not a new progratme,
but & fudge which sacrifices clarity, It is, in fact, & very slippery
document, diplomatically written, wmlrh has something for everybody, It has
b deltEd several years and took s long to produce because it hmd o
mest S mdny pressures from dlffEFlﬁg polificsl pusltluns internally and
from other LRCI sections, It has confused and confusing positicone,

sonetines within a few pages of each other, Whatever the clzims made for
the document, coming from a current which claims to take & more serious
appeecach than most to guestions of programmatic clarity and developrent,
and with which we share, at least formally, a number of important
positions, it deserves therough consideration and a sericus reply,

It is no accident that this has not vet been done, The LRCI shares with the
+##C  the position that Trotsky's Fourth Interndtiandl {FI) collapsed into
centrism in 1951, Beoth refute any idea of “continuity”— the “thin red
line" of Trotskyism, Both regard all the currents claiming to be the FI, or
the organising céntre for its reconstruction &s centrist, in cther words,
say that they do not consistently defend the programsme of Trotskyism, yet
neither have they passed, as have socigl-demccracy and Stalinism, into the
camp of counter-revoalution, While it is not inconceivable that one or
other of these centrist curvents might venture & oriticism of the TH,
centrists have never been thE:MHSt cemsistent or exacting critics of
cerbrisn, The job of waking any soft of sericus and abjective dnﬁ1y=1 of
Bhu TH within its nwn turms uf refereré therefnr falls to the ®3C, '

In many vespects the TM is & distillation of the political wethod of the
LRCIZWP, reflecting both the strengths and weaknesses of the tendancy, I
terns of its content, scae of the TH is an ovevdue snd constructive attenpt
to develop the 1935 Transiticnal Programme, beth $o take account of
developments of the last 50 years, and to develop those aspects which by
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“How dags the LRCT Uﬁde?piéﬁd it%

the Troteky's own aduission were incomplete, such as  the stiruggles in the
semi-colonies, However, at the hegavt of the TH is all that is negative
gbaut the LRCI/WP:  scholasticism, primitive economism, and most
importantly, an apparently irredeemable sectariznism on the {fundamental
question of internetional regroupment, manifesting itself as confused
agnosticisn on what are the tasks in the presevt pericd, and on what should
be their programmatic baalﬁ This wezkness eats. away at the guts of  the TH,
progucing the evidant, c&nfu51un on what is the ultinate purpose of the
dﬂ{umwnt -, :

. . ﬁDNFUBIDN O THE PROGRAMME

The intreduction to the TH contzins & general exposition of the LRCI's
conception of the Transitional Programme, with apparently uncontrover=zial
abservations on the tramsitional sethod itself, on the need for = "bridge”
between the minimum and the masinun, stating that while the transitional
rethod predates 19338, the Transitional Prograome  was the

"clearest and most complete expression that bad cccurved in the preceding
40 yvears of Marzism” (p3} and that:

"programmatic declarations of Marwiss were enriched gs capitalist society
developed, In gach case the Marxistis found it necessary to refing and ve-
glaborate the programms in the light of experignce, which in Trotsky's
words, is the suprems oriterion of humen reason"(ibid)

Clearly, Marxists hdve to be continually developing the Marxist proarams
The failure to duVLlup the 1933 programme was part of its abandooment in
practice by post-gar TrntsFV15t=, Where it has besn used, 1ndduqumtwly
“this haﬁ gEmerally wanifestéd a one—dided view of p1nqrﬁmmw gither as

Tabstract propaosnds,” of in oa purely agitational way, This means that when

conditions becods unfavourable for ldPQw—;-ala'amltutlﬁﬁml work,  the
programee 1s seen as redundant,  In both cases,” there is & fundamental
misunderstanding of the method of the Transitional Programme- of the
duality between propagands and agitation, Either the duality is igneoved so
that propaganda and agitation becoms indistinguishable and the Transiticnal
Fragramme is ladled up in huge, indigestible chunks, irrespective of the
nesds and demands of the situaticn, On the other hand, there is the notion
that the programme iz sicply an agitational tool, to il the wheels of the
"apward movement of the working class", When this “onward movement’ judders
to 5 halt, snd it becomes difficult o raise advenced demands in & puvely
agitational way on & large scale, then the whole programne is destsd
ingppropriate— both agitation and propagendx, Both these wrong methods are
characteristic of the crisis of poast-war Trotskyism, and we shall return io
this question later,

The Frogramme's updating and development are inseparable frow the fight for
its method, far consistent Trotskyism, -for interpational regroupment and
regeneration, and against the sectarians and opporiunistis who have made =
profession of the distortion of Trotskyism cver the past forty years, At
least that is how the ITC understiands it
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0n p4 of the TM it s't;qx'iu'c tha _ . ‘
"Oup programme, like the 1938 pragramme,'is g develomient of the previous



progranmes of Marsism, not a break from then, It stands on the shoulders of
the preceding gains of revaluticnary Marsism, It bases itsalf on their

method and incorporates w1l their essential features as well as many of
their demands”

Hewever, the TH does not live up to the extravagent claims mads on its
Behalf, For oz start, for all the talk about the "re-slaboration” of the
Transiticnal Programms, the TH is in fact intended to replace it, The whole
project is based on & profound misconception of what the Transitionsl
Frogramme is, and what it represents, In order to Justasy its con )
existence, the TH presents the Transitional Frograome in a Cowpletely ore—
sided wayf Trroughout the ' Introduction' there ave frgqunnt assertions that
thelTraﬁsitiﬁnal Prbgramme is an Maction programme” end i thxag else, te, g,
il - . T T T T
Levtd1nly sspects of iﬁ have - that character, for éxample the opening:
“Mankind's productive forces ghagnate” ('TP' SLL editioh plod, This was
true at that time, and the TF was written in the eupsciation of imminent
war-revolution and current world orisis, In that setse, it was an action
programme o equip the FL programmatically at & particular conjuncture,
However, that is not fundamentally what  the Transitional Programme is, IEi
Transitional Frogreamme {w‘u_Eiﬁgﬁ"&m:Migﬂﬁihls & the epoch of
Lppevialisdy @R epoch of wars and revolutions, It is & pragramne which,
addresses itself to The crisis of working class lesdership, to Stalinism
and social-demccracy and the nesd to build & werld party of socialist
revolution,

Is & new programme necessary? Has, for examcle, Stalinism become & new mode
of produstion? Have the "Trotskyists" crossed class lines as did the
degenerate Comintern? The answar iz of course Mo, subject to well-known
gateptions in the latter case, S0 what dees all this precccupation with the
progranme mesn for the LRCI? Surely it boils down to the guestion of the
intevnatimnai“a‘hew international, & new proavamms,

For us, the United Secrefariat of the Fourth International (USFD), the
Iitternaticonal wurkers' Lesgles (LITY and uthers are nut counter— _
revolutiohary, - there “*n be & sericis parspective of etruggle around the
Trotskyist progragme, ™ This is based on our understdndzng of these centrist
fnrres ag" nut hnly Lhntiﬁuing tu fHPMdll'.ldEntlf TrutsP‘lsm, But 4o

Eﬁﬁﬂiﬁiﬁ: dibwlt 1ﬂLnnc1wméﬁfIy and 1nddqudtH1y, dﬂd tu drn an & pnlw uf
atiraction to advanced wovrkers, "

he LRCI's pevspective 1g different, It is not one of struapgle, but of
passive and sectarian propagandisw, That is how WP have built many of the
LRCI's sections, that is how they approsched the break-up of the WRP, This
ie how they approach the crises in the USFI, Its concepticom of programme
flows frem this practical method, :

However, in px of the ‘Freface' to the TH we read that the problem iz not
that the Transitional Frogramme is out of date, it is that it has

oy been abqggsﬂed by those who call thémszlves his followsrs', Fight for
the existing pragramme, or drafit & ngw one? This iz just one of the
ramples ofself-contradition and dgEiQUIty that, despite

its triunpha Tt,* run through the whele document,
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THE CLAZS STRUGGELE A THE “"MOTOR OF HISTORYC

On pl of the "Introduction of the TM there appears the statement that
the: i

MMarxist programme asserts thast the class struggle is the molor force of
history",
As & descripticon of Marxzist historical materialism tﬁiﬁ/lgﬁgiggigﬂggggg.
The motor force of history dis not the class struggle), but the develophent
of the productive forces, and the contradiction betwsen this deve lopmeant
and the socisl relations of production,

The class struogle is part of the superstructure, dependent on the economic
ase, of infrastructure, Anxidus to refute accusations of cruds economic
daterminism, and conscious that they way have overstated their case at, ihe
outset, Marx and Engels  frequently qualified this relationship, pointing
cut that the class struggle, as well as law, politics and ideclagy was no
mere passive agent of the esonomic base, but capable of dialectically
interacting with it, and in fact giving many higtorical struggles their
particular form, while remsining, ultimaiely, subordinate, This
qualification is actually expresssd most lucidly by Engels in a letter to
Jaseph Bloch (September 1290

Er
)

"Accarding to the materialist conception of histovy, the vliimste
deternining elenent in history is the preduction and reproducticn of real
life, More than this neither Marx nor myself have ever asserted, Hence if
somebady twists this into saying that the economic element is the oniy
determining one, he transfores the proposition into & wmeaningless, abstract
senselass ptirase, The economic situation is the basis, bBut the various -~
glementz of the superstructure— political foras of the class strungle after
a successtul battle etc,, juridical forms, and even the reflexes of these
actual struggles in the braing of the participants, pelitical, juristic,
Fhilosophical theories, religicous views and their further developeent into
a system of dogmss— alsc exercise their influence in the course of the
Ristorical struggles, and in many cases predominate in determining the

farm, There is an interaction of all thees slements, in whick, amid =11 the
endless hosts of historical accidents. (that is of things and events whose
interconnettitn i3 so remote or so impossible te prove that we can Pegard
it as nonexistent, as negligible), the economic movement. finally asssarts
itéelf as necessary, Utherwise the application of the theary to.to any
period of history would be easier than the sclution of & simpgle eguation of
the firet degree,” ~ ' 7 T T : L

T
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S what, then,  1i¥s behind the LRCI's révigiqn of Mayvwism on this question?
A slip of the pen, or careless drafting, .perhaps? To shed more light on
this we vneed to go back to an exchange between the WRP({Workers' Fress) and
WP sometine during the WRP's "Pragus Spring®, probably 1988, In their
dacument entitled ‘Dialectics and the WRP' WP make this same point thus:
“The motor force of human history is the conflict between ane class which
has & monopoly of the decisive means of production and exploits the labour
of another class " (ps) :

© Just above this, in an apparent atiempt to give it come eort of swthority
is the gquotation from the 'Communist Manifesto':

"Rl Phistery of all societies is the history of class struggle", which is



quite a different proposition altogether tand in any case wWas breavi Ly
gualified by Engels in & footnote to the 1559 English editien to the effect
tﬁaj““all histdry‘“ shiould really ke "all written fristary®, )

Further, when reflecting on Engels' famous speech gt Marx's graveside on

the nature of sooisty, Workers' Power states that: "in short, purposeful
productive labour is the key fo our understanding”, This remark is

meaningless, It starts from a pure abstraction "ourposeful productive
Jabaur®, The labcur process is comaon to all societies, What is important
ig not the process itself but the social forms that it takes in any given
period: the social relations of producticn and the necessity for those
ralations o be averthrown when they come into inseluble contradiction with
the development of the productive forces, ‘

What ave the practical inplications of positions such as thess=7

If the LECI/WE regards the class strugaole as the motor of Riztory, it
becomes sasier to understand where its economisw comes from, and hiow this
can be manifested as strong tendancies towards syndicalism, "workerism"
and trace union rank and filiswm, In practical terwms, thevefore, the end
racult is the sectarianism on the national guestion, A particular specific
mzpect of this is the position on British trade unicns in Ireland i, &, that
it is opposed to demands that these unicns, which which are part of the
sectarian apparatus, withdraw Trom Ireland, Here is trade uniocn rank and
filism at its worst, A second example is the chronic economism guhibited on
the question of special oppression, to which we will return in more detatil
later,

e

OGN YTHE ORJECTIVE BASIS FOR S0CIALIST REVOLUTION®

Muck of the chapter so called is & resume of the principle featurss and
tendancies of the post-war era, the world marked, combined ard uneven
development, the increasing inegualities, the results of imperislist
exploitation in the semi-colonies, the inter—imperialist competition eto,
I+ mcserts that the objective conditions for socialist revolution on an
international scale exist, -as they did when the Transitiopal Frogramme Was
written, that the social relations of production are & fetter on the
further development on the productive forces and that it is the problem of
leaderehip of the working class that is preventing it from fulfilling its
historic mission, In particular it stresses the role played by social-
demooracy end Stalinism in actually rescuing inperialism from apparently
terminal crisis, In the main, so far as it is & commentzry on the main
features of the pogt-war world, there would appear to be little to disagres
with, -

However, in the midst of this is & reference to South Africa having “caught
up® with the imperialist countries, This an gxample of & kind of formaliso,
the point of departure in any kind of analysis being "what castegory can we
put it in?" rather than appreoaching something &s & many—sided phetomenon,
South Africa exhibits characteristics of imperialism in its local eccnomic
and military role in Southern Africs, and the presence of & relatively .
targe and independent industrial bourgecisie, It is an exportar of capital
and has a financial oligarchy, However, the low level of productivity of



its working class, its dependence on the export of primary products to the
imperialist countries and the migrant labour system efc, puts the nature of
South Africa fivmly into perspective, While South ATrica carmot simply be
regarded as a semi-colony, neither can it be sericusly regarded as
imperialist, [t does, however, have characteristics of both,

The same problem manifests itself later on on pE5 where Fortugal is
‘described as "imperialist", Fortugal had colopies, but to describe it as
imperialist only on this basis is extrenely dubious, Throughout the
imperialist era, Partugal has been econamically weak, with a swmxll
industrial base, an even smaller finance capital base, and agriculturally
backward, particularly in the north, As foar its colonies, while it might
have owned the cow, others certainly drank the milk, These colonies wers
virtually run and exploited by British inperizlism which preferred the
pliant Portugese to the French or Germans in Rfrica, wiith the Fortugese
plantaticn-owning colonial bourgecisie taking their cut, The relatively
weak Portugese bourgecisie did not have the resources o develop their
colonies even in the one-sided, distoeted way that the British and Frevch
daveloped theirs, Meither did Portugal gain the same benefite from iis
colonies as the other colonial powers in teres of accumulation, super
profits, the creation of a strong, stable, privileged labowr aristocracy,
Fortugal itself had almost & semi-colonial relationship to British '
imperialism, depending on British markets for its almost entirely
agricultural exports, In 'Imperialism, The, Highest Stage of Capitalism'
Lenir considers this very question in the context of an analysis of
"finance capital and its corresponding foreign policy Cwhich) gives rise to
& number of transiticnal forms of state dependence, , the diverse forms of of
dependent countries which, officially, are politically independent, but in
fact are enmeshed in & net of financial and diplomatic dependence,
"Fartugal” he continues “is an independent sovereign ctate, but actually,

for more than two hundred years,, it has been & British protectorate, Grest
Britain has protected Portugal and her colonies to fortify her own position
in the fight against her rivals, France and Spain, In return, Great Britain
has received commercial privilages, preferential conditions for imperting
goods and especially capital into Portugal and the Portugese colonies, the
right to use the ports and islands of Portugal, ber talegraphs, cables
gtc, " ('Inparialisw' Peking editicon pplOl-1020 Ter describe Portugal as
imperialist on the basis of its coloniss, which in many ways were simply &
left-over from Fortugal's maritime power in the sixteenth century, is
simply inadequats, Describing it &s a country of intermediate capitalist
development may take & little longer, bBut at l=ast i3 recognises the
contradictions which exist, I[f Fortugal is still supposed to be imperialist
after the loss of its colonies, is there are serious comparizon with the
imperialist states, even the weaber ones of West Europe? [f, having lost
its colonies it is ne lemger imperizlist, this doss not say much for the
LRCI's analysis of imperialismt If the LRCI still describe Portugal as
imperinlist then how do they regard Greece, or Ireland, which are '
comparable according to wany of the indices used to measure econdmic
development?
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AMTI-INTERNATTONAL IEM O THE SUESTION OF LEADERZRHIF



tn o pE of the TM we will find the following:

"(The working class) has not yet found or been able to preserve the
leadership capable of completing the task of world revolution, Only
Eriefly, betwesn 1517 and 1923, did the international working class posses
such & leadership in the form of the world centre of the Comintern, The )
buregucratic leadership of the USER and the triumph of Stalinism robbed the
proletariat of this leadership, Bassed on the the lessons learnsd from these
failures, and from its achievements, the proletariat smust return to the
offensive if it is to ke spared further crisis and a potentially’ final
world holocaust, On its success rests the future of humanity®,

All in all, z fairly conclusive
of the human race to the orisis o

T N

tatement of the reducibility of the crisis
T leadership in the working class,

However, on TH 19, the first page of the Chapter entitled “"The Crisis of
Froletarian Leadership” appears the following: - :

"However, today it would be weong te vepeat that all Contemporary Crises
are reduced to the orisis of leadership, The proletariat worldwide does not
yet fac= the stark alternative of taking power or sesing the destruction of
all its past gainz, Nevertheless in many countries and indeed whole
coritinents, the crisis doss reach such a level of acuteness, " .
This is a puzzling and alarming statement, not just because it appears to
bz in flat contradiction to the statement on p2 quoted above, but becauss
it appears to be denying the international character of the crisis of
capitalism in its final and most acute stage: iuperialism, Presumably, and
this has to be a presumption, the LRCI are saving that the irmediate
implications of the crisis of leadership are not as drastic as they ware in
1933, Surely they would not deny that the crisis reaches "such & level of
acuteness” in, for exanple, South Africa, Brazil, Argenting, the USSH,

Ching, Foland and Peru anymore than they would argue that it has reached
that level in Britain or Belgium, but that doss not mean that the crisis of
leadership. is not an international question, to be approached from an
international perspective by revolutionaries, hence the central importance
of the regeneration of the Fourth International, Therefore the crisis of
capitalicm, &s well as that of working class leadership cannct be seen in
gy other than & international contewt because of the sxistence of a
global economic system, the export of capital and inter~imperialist
conflicis,

The crisis of leadership in the 19305 also manifested itself in am uneven
fashion, with ocbviocus differences betwsan Germany and Spain on the one
hand, and the USA on the other, This is not to get into an argument about
which, in & general sense, is the more acute crisis of leadership, 1932 op
1930, only to say that in attempting to distance itself from what it regard
as the "action programme” of the Transitional Programees, the LRCI APQERTE
o be denying the centrality of the crisis of leadership for the
interfiational working class as & whole, despite an earlier statement to the
contrary, ,

What are the practical consequences which flow from this?

Firstly, there are cbvious implications for the struggle for internaticnsl
regraupment, and for the struggle for consistent Trotskyism as a struggle
fowght on an internastional plane, despite the cbvicus disparitics betwsen
&Ny given nation states (for example Austriz and Péru, to name two LRCI
sections), It is of course ohvious that an international tendancy's



development is given tremendous impetus if it has sections in countries
where the class struggle is at itz wost ferocious, and it should orient
itself to that effect, just as it should seek to avoid being confined to
the advanced capitalizt countries if it ig to remain politically heslthy,
But this does not deny the intzrnzational nature of the orisis of leadership
and the struggle for consistent Trotskyism, guite the contrary,

Wrere the crisis of leadership is "less acute' does this fundamentally
effect the taske of revoluticnaries? In Britain, for example, is there to
ke no inmediate perspective of struggle on the guestion of leadership, and
ig the task of revolutionaries simply that of meking revolutionary
propeoands, and building propagandsa groups?

supparters of the LRCI who do have a perspective of internationsl
regroupient shouldd consider very carefully the imglications for their
oraanisation of the confused anti-internatiomalism of this whole chapter,
Anyone can build & sect, Do they want to build a geouinely internationzlist
world party of socialist revolution? ~

THE WORKERS' GOVERMENT: SOME PRUBLEMS

This part of the TM gets cut a series of demeands, some of which are 1ifted
from the Transitional Prograsme and put in the context of the 1990s and
some of which take up questions which were neglectad oy just skimmed over
by the 1933 programme, or which are the product of post-1945 events, Some
of this work is quite valuable and in purely formal terms, there would not
appear to much of a quarrel with i€, The probdem, as ever, lies in the
method,

Fages 28 and 29 take up the relationship in the fransitional method between
ggitation and propagandz, talking about the transitional programme and its
method as & "school® for educating workers, The relationship between
agitation and propaganda is not discusssd in as full & way as it should be,
ar as we understend it in the ITC, The LRCI lacks & real organic
understanding of this relationship and this is shown by the section in this
chapter on the Workers' Government question,



Page 55 of the TM states that:

"The only consistently revoluticnary WHPiLP Pogovernment is that which
exercises the dictatorship of the proletariat” then:

"Mowever, in the transitional pericd crises ariss that that pose the
question of power to the proletarizat, before 11 has been won, in its
majority to the revoelutionary party, In these situations the working class
fias looked to its exicsting leadership to Endit a programme in s interesis
,uhlle in government, *

Surely & correct formulation should be; "won in iis majority to SUPPORT the
revolutionasry party"?

The ™ then considers the slogan of the workers' government as it was
utilised by the Bolsheviks in relation o the Frovisional Goveryment in
1917, et is as & demand that the workers' lezders break with the
bourgeois parties in the govermment, expropriate capitalist holdings, srm
the workers' organisations ete, It also deals with the conceptions of the
workers' .govermwment held by the revolutionary Comintern, and the centrist
distortions of  the gquestion e, g, by the USFI on Nicaragua, The enphasises
that a workers' government is only a real workers’ government when in,veal
struggle ?gainst_thgdbmyrgeqiSig& and, _51gn1f1rantiy, that the dumand
should te used a4 ‘
"mlace demands on workers' lesders, to expose to the rank and file their
leaders refusal o bresk with the bourgecisie (pE73," and that the slogan
isy ‘ ‘
"_lgdbrdlL,..thu actlal fﬁmﬁuﬁltlnﬂ of su«h guvernment cannot be fixed in
advance,
The problem with how the TH treats the workers' government question is that
it is envisaged as a mobilising demand entirely and only as s way of
gxpasing misleaders and splitting the rank and file from them in an
immediately pre-vevoluticnary situation, This is a contradiction and a
negation of the idea of the dual charactsr of the Transitional Frogramme;
its combined sgitational and propagenda aspects, It represents a sliding
back into a method of seeing the .demends as either immediately agitational,
or irrelevant,

There is & need to always be ﬁleﬁtatlﬁg e thw most advanced elements,
howsver small they might be in number, and however much of a wmood of
retreat and caution might prevail in the working class as a whole, with the
propagands and educative aspect to our programme, such dS the warkers!
government gquestion, This does not mean that the workers' govermment is
raised in every agitstional intervention, That would be absuvrd, However, i
is necessary o raise the guestion with sdvanced workers whe are breaking
from their traditionxl leaderships because without it, the wmethod and the
content of the other demands could nét really be fully understood,

An examnple has been the Foll Tax, This is vital to the strategy of the
Govermment and represents o definite stepping up of the atiack on jobs,
living standards and democrratic rights, It is an all-embracing attack on
the working class involving a strengthening of the state forces: the
police, the D55, the courts, and the local state, In cther words, for both
sides, there is a lot viding on -the obtoome of the campasign against the
poall tasx, ]

Let us assume that a fight against the poll tax based on non—payment and



non~implemeritationand involving industrial action had begun to make some
headway and the Goverpment hzd begun to lose the initiative, This would
caxll inte question the Government's right and ability o rule and would
pose & new and possibly decisive stage in the struggle; ='struggle which
wellld B&gathering womentun’ 411 the tite, IM this event, what would
Werkers' Fower have posed as their crawning demznd? A one—day strike
agxinst the Poll Tax, something which many sincere reformist workers have
grown cut of,so to speak, This is & crucially self-~limiting demand,
chopping the head of f their prograsme, Of course, Waorkerg? Power supporters
will say! “the one day strike demand is not the be a&ll and end dll af  our
programme, 1t would just ke a start", The start of what thouwgh?

thoughtful and sericus worker whe has followed all the arguments and
understood the questions raised in the course of the struggle deserves
something better, Presumably, Workers' Power would say that their demands
would change as the siruggle developed, and that in time, they would pose
the workers' government guestion, but that is still not good enocugh, Thers
is & need for the advanced aspects of the programme to be addressed to
advanced workers now,” Anything less is one-sided: it downplays the
subjective factor, the need 40 engages the most advanced workers, albeit a
emall, very small, number of warkers, in a theoretical struggle at the
highest level, The fact that the mocd in the working class wight be & wood
of conservatism, retreat and caution means that such a struggle is &1l the
more necessary, Utherwise, vevolutionariss are guilty of starting from the
existing conscicushess of the working class, not what is necessary,

[t is useful in this context to refer to & part of the preconference
discussion of the Fourth Internaticonal in 1332 entitled 'On the Political
Backwardrness of US Workers' in whrich Trotsky contributes the follawing:

"What can g revoluticnary party do in this situation, It can agive a clear
homest picture of the objective situation, of the historic tasks which
follow from this situation, irrespective of whether today's workers are
Fifig for this, ‘Our taské don't dépénd on the mentality of the wotkers, our
task is to develop the mentality of the workers, That is what the programms
should formulate and present before advanced workers, ,, when we appear with
our programme before the warking class, we camot give any guarantess that
they will accept cur pragramoe, We cannot take responsibility for this, ble
can anly take the responsibility for curselves, We must tell the workers

the truth, then we will win the best elements, Whether these best elemsnts &
‘will be caphle of guiding.the working clasg to power I dont't know, I hope
that they will be able to, I cannot give a guarantee, Naturally, if I clase
wy eyes I canwrite a good rosy prngrdmmp that everyone will accept, But it
will not respond to the situation, and the programme sust respond to thee
situation, I believe this elementary argument 4o be of the uimost
.1mpurtan-e The class consciousness of the prolstariat is backward, but
consciousness is not such a substance as the factory, mine op railroad, It
is more mobile, and under the blows of the objective crisis,, it can change
rapidly, * ¢'The Transitiona 1 Freagramme for Socialist Revalution' Pathfinder
Fress pls7) ‘ '

' PHDBLEH&_?ITH THE ANTI-IMPERIALIST UNITED FRONT
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This i one respect in which the 193% programme is deficient, both in its
treatment of semi-colomial and colonial strugoles &s they stood at the
time, but alse, of course,  because there is noibivg on the post war
developments, Any serious attemnpis to develop the transitiomal prodgranse
taking thess develpoments into account is to be welcomed, This section of
the TH hegins with & fairly pedestrian look &t the historical aspecis, e,4q,
the Chinese EMT, and then at the post-war struggles, often led by the
national-bourgenisie, thrust, despite itself intc a position of physical
confrontation with imperialiewm, Some of the TH's demands in this sectian
are 1ine, taling up the land question and then questions of cash-crops, and
demanding the right for pessants to grow nercotics on a free and legal
kagis,  taking up the question of ecological catasirophe and calling for ihe
voluntary collectivisation of the land, There is also sonething on the
repudiation of the debt, self-determination for national minorities, and
the demand for & constituent assembly with which, on the face of it, i3
would ke difficult to have much-disagresment

[t is on the question of the Anti-imperizlist United Frent that the
problens rexlly siart, Page 23 of the TM states that; (this is & long
quuiﬂflﬂﬁ, but it is lmpnrthu not to appear to be taking things out of
Contex

=l lung as the buUPQHﬁlﬁlH or buurg exise forces have a real mass
influence in the anti-imperialist struggle it is necessary for the workers’
party o use the tactic of the anti-iwperialist united front, This involves
striking tactical agreswents with non-proletarian forces at both teadsrship
and rank and file level, Such agresments might involve formal alliances ov
commitiees, Where this is the case, the fundamental pre—conditions for such
klece gre! that the bourgesisie or pro-bourgesis forces are waging a
struggle agzinst imperialism or its agents, that no limitations are placed
on the political independence of the reveolutionary organisation within this
bloc and that there are no bursaucratic exclusicns of significant forces
struggling against imperialism, It is even possible that this united front
may have to be carried out within the base organs of & mass organisation
with a popular—frontist chavacter within which distinct class parties may
not have emerged, What is vital is that this unity should be aimed at
mobilising the broadest anti-imperialist forces for common ohjectives such
as the introduction of democratic rights and the expulsion of the
imperialists, " '

The problem with this is the specific inclusion of the bourgsoisie in an
anti-imperialist united front, although  this dovelvement is conditional,
as per the later remark that:

MThere is nothing consistently anti-imperizlist or revolutionary sbout
the semi-colonial bourgecisie and no permanent place should be found for it
in the anti-imperialist united front"(pEad

This appears to be in odd contradiction to Workers' Fowers record of
sectarianism to naticnal liberation movesments, but it does make sense in
the comtext of Workers' Power and the LRCI's wnderstanding, op eabker
misunderstanding of thed _,ﬂwaPHﬂi#gamﬂ_llmlhwd and shopd=tero prad ject, A
—wiTTtETY BIAE With the Tertional bourgoisis Egﬁﬁﬁﬁ? ctly pnssxzizmTﬁ“ﬁhe’
event of an attack by imperialism, For example, revolutionarvies in Iraq
would FMave had a de facto military united fremt with Saddam Hussein for the
duration of the Gult War, Another case in peint is & military coup by that




section of the national bourgoisie and military most closely tied to
imperialism te, g, Bolivia in 19712, This is of course the product of an
inmediate and exceptianal set of cirvcumstances, it 15 short term, and it is
not the ssme thing s an anti-imperialist united {ront,

The Anti-Tnperialist United Front is a tactical question, but the method it
embndies is x strategic one for Trotskyists in semi-colonial countries, It=
task is to wnify, on a long-term basis all oppressed, non—peroletarian
forces behind the working class, The Anti-lmperialist United Front can also
Be the vehicle for putting forward a programms of political demands for the
comgquest of powsr by the workimng class,

Although the situation will often be sufficiently fluid for bath these
tasks to be correctly poced, they are nonethsless distinct, and the LRCI's
problem is that it confuses the fwo, or runs them togsther, The yesulis of
this method in prectical terms could be absclutely disastsrous, and worthy
of  the USFI's worst mistakes, It is therefore a matier of extreme geod
fortune that the LRCI has not been in a position to put this position into
prectics in aposition of lesdership, slthousgh & prectical demonstration of
this method was Wovkers' Fower's Iranian defencist postion at the start of
the ITran—-Irag war,

STALINISH: BEHIND AFPARENT ORTHODOXY, CUONFUSION,

The gquestion of Stalinism is broken up into two sections, The first is on
the degeneration of the Comintern in the secticn on the Crisis of '
Leadership, The second is in the chapter called 'For Proletarisn Political
Revolution', The first section wmakes & big point that Trotsky cmiinued to
regard the Comintern as <till buresucrstic centrist from after it lad the
German working class to defeat in 1933 until it adopted the popular front
strategic alliance with the bourgecisie in 1934735, Despite this, Trotsky:

"declared thast the Comintern, having fasiled to vrecognise and covrect iis
mistakes was, while still bureaucratic centrist, irvveformable and. ‘dead for
the purpose of revolution', He therefore demanded the building of & new
party in Germany and hen a new international world-wide, althouch the
Stalinists had not definitively passed over to the camp of the counter-
revolution,

This appears to be the analogy used by the LECI to justify the call for "a
new Leninist-Trotskyist international®, even though the USFI (and others)
have not passed over to counter—-revolution, and to justify the
characterigation of - "inveterate or "fossilised" centrism (sic).of the USFI
and others as comparable to the bureaucratised, though s1ill centrist
Comintern of 1323,

This i just & mass of confusion and non—sequiteurs, While the Comintern
comprised parties with mass working class bases, its centrism was based on
the ebtr and flow of the class struggle which was still powerfully
influenced by the Russian revolution, The defeat of the Gevrman working
class in 1933 and the refusal of the Comintern to discuss, let alone takes
responsibdiity for it was the decisive event which flnlShed of f " the
Comintern and consigned it definitively to coumter—revolution, even if this
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was not actualised until 1334-35, The Trotskyist-centrist groups such as

the WaF1 dﬂd athars are not rushing headlong to adopt counter-revolutionary
pasitions, In fact there are many instances of groups evolving in & left-
wing direction for & greater or lesser parisd, thus opening up the
presibility of & struggle, to fight with sections and factions of these f?
groups to reassert the Trotskyist programms, The Coqrintern was maving to )
the side of the caunter—revolution in 197ms and ruthlessly cut of f ids cwn
left wing, That is, it had driven out not just the Left Opposition but all
Cleft critices of its palicies, The two situstions are just not Cﬁmﬁﬂr able,

In the chapter on the Praletarian Political Revelution (ppiQl-102), it is
o the national question in thw USSR that the LRCT is wearing the asse

BETS)

“Even where a seperatist movement threatens to espouse counter-revalution
we continug to defend the right to state independence while maintaining the
strugele for proletarian power”

The problem with this ie that it fails to stress the necessity for
differentiating state independence fram counter-revelution, be it
threatened or goctual, It leaves the dooy open to liguidation or
_iégiigigj;gn tu the forces of resction when thay dn;Iﬁ;$§”¥Hé unrilng
class, and it has & veal aspect of Stalinophobiz, Sure 1y it would Fave been
“absolutely obligatory for Trotskyists o oppose German reynificaiion on
imperialisw's terms rather than capitulating to it, as Workers' Power did
with the argument that you had o relate to the mass movement, The sane
spportuniet argument is used to stress democratic demands above
transiticnal demands, even going to the point of prefarring the demand for
the right to vote to the demand for workers! councils and. rufu51ng to
cnunterpuse workers' democracy to hourgenis demecracy, s Workers' Power
did iv reply to a question at & Workers' Power public muet1ng This is
presunably what is behind the wobbles on this gquestion by Workers' Power,
For example, on the Soviet military crackdown in Baku in early 1990, the
article appearing in the February issue of ‘Workers' Power' is confused, It
sppears to give critical suppart to the Soviet armed forces providing there
were no attacks on civilians, or attacks on civil rights, such as the
banning of demonstrations or the imposition of a curfew, Why else werse
Sewviet soidiers sent into Baku? Presumably not to help direct the trafficl
It was certainly not to protect the' Arcenians, who had fled the city, ov
to protect the USSR against imperialist invasion, of which there was not
the remotest possiblity at that tise, This position appeared to be based
an & fairly unsophisticated identification of the defence of the Soviet
Unicn with the existing state boundaries and the Zoviet milifary and
bureaucratic apparatus,
How do we sgusre this attitude with the attitude to Lithuania, where the
government has far more of a conscious restorationist project than the
Azeri Popular Fremt, In 'Workers' Power' in May 1990 there is the demand:
l"That the British Government recognices Lithuania and supplies goods
requested by Lithuania without conditions,
This can only be read as & criticism of the British Goveroment's reluctance
ter fund & restorationist rupubllran government in the USER! Is this an '
adaptation to British public ogdinion, which looke more kindly on white
Europesn Lithusnians than on Asiatic Muslim Azeris? No members of the
LRCI/WF have ever provided a convincing explanation for this liberal
tiladd L e-Peadedness, .
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THE ' TROTSEYIST MANIFESTD AND SEECIAL OFFRESSTON
g

I the past, this ie one areas where some progress has been made from the
economism of the Cliffite tradition, but the making of that progress has
gerved to throw up further contradictions, and to underline the fact that
that Workers' Fowsr has not been able to make any fundamentzl break from
ecanomism,
Fage 104 of the TM staris with the proposition that here are !
Mother systematic, econamic, social, legal and political inequaliti=ss which
specifically affect women, youth, different racial and naticnal aroups,
lesbians and gay men, ' '

"These specific forms of social oppression are a fundamentzl festure of
class society,  Their functions are intimatzly and inseparably connected 4o
the process of exploitation, but they create an oppression which is not
cemfined to the working class, Women of &ll classes face discrimination and
disadvantage as @ result of the pariicular role they have in the family and
their class, But it iz working women and likewise working class yauth,
tlackeg, leshbians and gay men who facs the mast intense seciml oppression, !
This secticnt then emphasises that they "working class . is the only olass
with the decisive interest and capacity in averthrowing the system which
meintains sll forwms of social oppressicn, Only under the leadership of the
working class can oppressed sections of the exploited classes be drawn into
the struggles for the proletarian dictatorship which is a precondition for
the ending of all oppression”,

There is a contradiction here, Firstly, the TM recognises that “socizlfsic)
oppression is not confined to the working class" and then it calls for the
"oppressed sections of ihe exploited classes" to be drawn into the struggle
tar the proletarian dictatorship, * There ssewns to be & confusion as o
what the stratégy should actuslly be, For example, in Britain, where there
is no peasantry, the LRCI's formulation would mean include only those
specially oppressed from the working class,

This is anly the start of the confusion, The longer this section of the TH
coritinues, “the morg ircoberent and contradictory it becomes, It is o
increasingly ohvious that the LRCI/ZWE has ns real strategy as far as the
struggles of the specially cppressed are concernsed, The econsmism of the
leadership is cccasionally tempered hy the demands of some of the rerk and
file, and the result is this dogs dinner of a chapter, If members of
Workers' Power regard this as chesp name—calling, then we should esxamine
the chapter further, B

For example, on pl05, there appears to be an attempt to interact the
struggles within the labour movement against special opprassion with thaose
among the specially oppressed far an oriemtation to the labweur rovement,
althiouwgh this is not very well developed,

“the revolutionary vanguard has the task, of combatting prejudices within
the labour movement and putting the mass organisations of the warking class
in the forefront of the struggle against social LpEprEssion, :
“the most class conscicus elements of the oppressed will ke the vanouard
for its own liberation, ,, participation within the averzall class struggle
can ensure that their interests are actively taken up by the working
class", o '

In the same page there is & statement arguing for the right of the
Cppressed "to opganise and caucus (within the working class movement) in



fpder for their demands to be taken up by the whole of the clmss, "
Fage 107 argues firsi fop sunited fronts against oppression®, sc that these
aovenents of the specially oppressed are not left to the Stalinists and
petit bourgecis elaments, Then there sre conditions put on the gz 1al
composition of the movement of the srecially oppressed Dy advozating & y
sproletarian movemnsnt of the cppressed", and them |
"Our aiw is to bulld communist movements of the oppressed" and then back
te the obcessicn with socizl composition
"& proletarian movement for lesbian and gay liberaiion®, (plaz

What is it that the LRCI actually wants 4o build® The T states quits
clearly that it regavds gpecial oppression &s beirg cross—class, so why is
“there an economist obeession with social crigin, expressad &s "groletarian”
movements of the oppressad? Is there Mo sirategy for the specially
oppressed as s whole, other thar & liberal recognition that it exists?

The results of this econcmist confusion can be zeen all too clsarly in
gveryday practice, For gxample, there is Workers' Fowers' scandalous
behaviour at the 1333 ALl-Britain Anti-Foll Tax Fedevation when its
mewebers, including a member of the leadership refused to vote for the
"Epiday" (Black Lesbian and Gayl Group's resclution on the pole of the
specially oppressad  in anti-Pell Tax campaigns, This resolution said quite
clearly that racist or homophebic Geheyioue or the abuse of women should be
incompatible with wewbership, It was the only opposition to the primitive
workerissm of Militant, and was accordingly opposed by its legdership, Many
Militant members were unhappy at not voting for it, and it was suppor ted by
Anarcho—Syndicalists, 'Sociaslist Autlock' znd & number of independents in
what was a clear left-right split in the confarence,

A wmove recent exanple, to show how nothing has been learned, iz the
Februsry 16tk 1991 March against Clause 25, in which Workers' Powey, was &
part of the HOME contingent, Workers' Power wembers refussd to fight far
the contingent to raise the question of the Gulf War in its slogans, and
instead adopted the liberal and classless "equal rights®, They themn
criticisen  R&f member for referring to the war, and calling for Yictory
to Irag in hiz platfors speech, All this is from the group which accuses
the Rk of "popular frontise® oo the leskian and gay question! Presumably,
the Clause 25 demonstiration was not vet peady for "real” politics, just
Literalism, '

As with everything else, Workers' Power has displayed its brand of
sectarianisn and opportunism ot lesbian and gay struggles, When the
epportimity for rapid recruitment had passed, N more work was done, or is
being done, The fact that three lgshian and gay wembers of Workerse' Power i
have now joined the R, and virtually all the athers have lefd tells its w»J /g?%,
own story of the conservative, moralistic homephobia which prevails in the I
organisation '

-

FOR THE FOURTH INTERMATIONALY OR THE FIFTH?

The 'Trotskyist Manifeste' then turns ite atiention o the question of the
Internaticnal and the &ﬁgﬂggllapﬁe of the Fourth International it
certrism in T942-51, U0 the struggle to regenerate Trotsky's Fourth
Imierpatiomal, @nd the struggle fof consistent Trotskyism within those
centrist orosnisations claiming to De Trotskyist, thoss emerging from the




crisice of the FI share;

"The same incapascity to use the method of Lenin and Troteky and guide the
working class to victary" The SAME incapacity? This is simply not true,
Surely supporters of Workers' Power wmust know this, What about the WoL in

CBritain, the USFI group in Angols, for exaunple?

fver the past thirty or forty years there have been numarous sttempis to
rexszert the programme of Teotskyism, These attempts have been variable,

‘with some heing sore successful than others, and on a more advalioed

political basis, Ultimately, they have all been hampered by & ope-sidedness
and an inconsistency borm out of being bassd on one national section, or a
faction within a section of the centrist interpationsl groupings, or their
struggle has only heen partial, and therefor never carried through, Why we
fight for a demccratic~centralist international tendancy, siruggling for
ronsistent Trotskyiem is because we recocgnise that weskness, To say that
these groups all share the Ysame' incapacity to use the method of Lenin and
Tratsky can only be to justify the sectarian project of the LRCT,

Meadless to say, this initial proposition justifies:

"“The LRCI is the instrument for the creation of & new Leninist-Trotzkyist
international,, .
"o oup ebject is therefore the construction of & new world  party of
sorialist revolution, & refounded Leninist-Trotskyist internaticnal, "

This last section captures very well much of what is wrong with the method
of Yorkers' Fowsr/LRCI, On the guestion of the international, &3 on S0 many
mthere, there is a passive, conservative, ssctarian disinclination o
struagle for anyihing cther than the awgeentation by ones and twos of their
sact, Take the assumption that the struggle for consistent Trotskyism took
a long haliday while Workers' Fower weve still ewbedded in the IR, or while
they had & five-year "holding position” of state capitalism, Take the
attitude towards the collapse of the WRP, To those fighting for
regroupment, for a real international development, the LRCI simply says,
"join ug", hence its sectarian smash and grab raids which often net the
post sectarian o demoralised elements with the least inclination to carvy
out any kind of long ters struggle, who are not encouraged to struggle and
whee simply want to "join something”s This is how Workers' Power has
Ettempted to recruit, and this is how the LRCI is busily acquiring its

sec tioms,

The LRCI has absclutely no strategy at all for the struggle against the
cpportunists whe have dominated the international currente which claim to
embrace Trotskyism, In fact, it lets the opportunist USFI lesdership off
the hook by leaving it unchallenged in its own baileywick, The LRCI is
therefore quite happy to draw a line in the sand between itself and the
USFI over which it will not cross, There is only the occasional lecture on
feemtrisn' which Workers' Power understands in the most wooden fashion, The
fact that the centrists in the USFI, for example, are capable st times of
defending asgects of the Trotskyist programeme, albelt inconsistently or
inadenquately, that rank znd file militants might want to struggle against
their opporiunist nisleaders and reassert Trotskyism, the fact that the
"Tpotskyist USFI acte as a pole of attraction for the most sdvanced

Pl

workers seeking to breask from Stalinism, reformism or nationalism is




presusatly not important,

The probles for the LRCD is that it is the vietim of its own opportunist
confusion, It doss not actually call for & Fifth International, which
would at lesst bave logic 'on its eide, Instead, it remains agostic
(Fourth? Fifth? Mew?) and therefore totally abstract on what for
revalutionaries must be a vitally concrete question, that of
internationalism and international regroupment— how this ks to be fought
for, and on what prograematic basis?

CONCLES TN

In the context of generalised thecreticsl confusion on the far left,
Workers' Power has &t times been able to pose as a consistent,
programmatically solid defender of Trotskyist orthodoy, It is becowming
farder and harder to carcy this offi on special oppression, on Stalinism,
on the poll taw, the chickens are coming Hode to roost

1+ is on the united fromt, on rexl practical struggles that the rot has
started to set in, It was forced into the cul de sac of its own opportunist
and sectarian approach to the united frond, On lesbian and gay work, the
oppartunities for fast recruitment had passed, so the Trade Unionists
fgainst Section 22 was wound down, Ivish solidarity work was also visibly
wound down at the start of 1990 (with s few exceptions), and, toowx large
entent, oo as anti-Poll Tax work, Workers' Fower was left with its own
putilic events,

The start of the Gulf crisis provoked a flurry of united front activity,
and in a certain capacity, i,e, in opposition to the oppartunisn of
Socizlist Organiser and Socialist Outlook on CAWIG we were able to do sooe
useful joint work and achisve a weasure of agreement on slogans and
regctical tasks, NMevartheless, Workers' Power was capable of heing
slarmingly disorientated, For example, at the start of the crisis 1t was
calling for Self-Determination for Kuwait (ohjectively pro—imperialist) and
Hands aff Irvag (liberal, and empty of class comtent), When the war actually
etarted, the initial, correct, Victory io Irag was rapidly toned down in
faveur of Defend Iraq, not necessarily the same thing, op even, as in one
cass, the pro—imperialist Cease Firve and Stop the War, Whe knows where
Workers' Power would have ended up if the war had not have ended when it
didl i

This political disorientation is accompanied by an increasingly sectarian
dedeneration, The public slander and intimidation of farmer members who
have left as a result of political disagreements and joined anothey
crganisation is the mark of & cult, not & sericus pelitical organisation,
This ie ceombined with a lurch back towards Cliffite economism, and &
straight-laced moralism preposterously dressed up as "prolstarian
morality”,

Supporters of Workers' Fower who want to build a revoclutionary leadership,
not & sect, should censider very carefully where the organisation is going,
A combination of passive sectarianisw and crags econcmism, the disesse of
the Eritish revolutionary Lett, is taking Workers! Poger away from
comsistent Tratskyism, If they want o work towards a real international
Fevelttionary regroupment, rather than build ancther gsect, (if {they want o
fight economism, if they want to fight for the liberation of the specially
oppressed, is there any future for tham in an up-market version of the SWUPY

LI
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Introduction

Following the recent split in the International Trotskyist
Committes (ITC), its British group, the Revolutionary In-
ternational League (RIL), has suffered a series of defec-
tions. Most of these ex-members are gravitating towards
the British USFI section, They are seeking to join the USF1
ag members of the the International Trotskyist Opposition
(ITO). -

While he was a member of the RIL ND wrote a critique of
the LRCTI’s founding document, The Trotskyist Manifesto
(TM). This eritique was never published but it is currently
being cireulated amangst an audience of USFI supporters
and ex-RI1, members, although the document has never
been submitted to the LRCI. It is a strange method of
polemic if those being eriticised are not allowed to see thé
criticism let alone reply to it! It hardly suggests that our
crities ave full of conf.dence ebout their arguments. Having
read ND's document we understand why. j

The critique is not made from the standpoint of revolu-
‘tionary Marxism but from the point of view of the RIL'
centrist method. The majority of the political positions
argued, reflect in one way or another the politics of the old
1TC and in particular of its Grisolia wing now in the ITO.

We ave therefore teking the apportunity of the circulation
of this document to submit a reply to it. We offered ND, who
‘from recent public documents seems to have moved a long
way from the RILs tactical sectarianism, the opportunity to
vevise his exitique before publication. We received noreply.
Still, no matter how far ND may have moved from his
former opinions they are still being circulated as “an ITO
document” to individuals within the USF1, We hope that
this can elarify our positions on theinternational left taking
forward a discussion process between the LRCI and the
supporters of the International Trotskyist Opposition (ITO)
in the USFL N '

Programme and method

~ According to ND the TM is the key to understanding all
our errors: - - : A

“At the heart of the TM is all that is negative about the
LRCYWP: scholasticism, primitive economism, and most
importantly, an apparently irredeemable sectarianism on
the fundamental question of international regroupment,
manifesting itself as confused agnosticism on what are the

tasks in the present; period, and on what should be their

REPLY TOND

programmatic basis.”

Let us see if any of these charges have a basis in faet,

The critique starts by attacking the TM for lack of
political clarity:

“This is not a new programme but a fudge that sacrifices
clarity. Itis in fact a very slippery document, diplomatically
written, which has something for everybody.”

This is strange given that we are attacked later in the
document precisely for producing . . . a new programme!
This accusation of producing a “fudge” has more to do with
amyth, promoted within the RIL at the time, that the LRCI
was in crisis, riven with differences etc. We are told by ND
that the programme took so long to produce because it had
to “meet so many pressures from different political posi-
tions internally and from other LRCI sections.”

The LRCI, whatever our opponents say, is not a& mono-
lithic organisation, What new international tendency could
be? Developing our programme was a vital and important
stage in welding together, politically, a truly democratic
centralist international tendency. Unlike the organisation
that ND came from, the line of our organisation is nof
decided by transatlantic telephone conversations from a
guru in Ann Arbor. It is decided in thoroughly democratic
Congresses of our tendency after full discussion in all of our
sections. Democratic debate that enabled us to resclve
differences and cement solid programmatic agreement took
time. Butit was time well spent. [t meant thatit was not the
LRCI that went into crisis and flew apart but the ITC.

'ND gives noevidence for his charges of diplomatic formu-
lations, Where he suggests the TM is confused the confu-
gion turns out to be his, not ours. :

_ We ara taken to task for apparently claiming, on the one
hand, that the TM is a re-elaborated programme while,
according to ND, some of our members say “more modestly
and seriously” it is merely a statement of where the LRCI
has got so far. -

ND's document is riddled with accounts of what our

. members are supposed tohave said, what RIL members say

they have said etc. This is a method of polemic the RIL
learnt from the Spartacists and it is regurgitated by ND. No
one should take such “polemics” seriously.

- In this case however ND has got it nearly right. The TM
is both are-elaborated programme and “a summation of the
theoretical progress made by WP/LRCI”, justas ansi-
tional Programme itself was for the Fourth International.
The TM is a programme for world gocialist revolution, but

one based on the admittediy limited experience, both. his: g /f 14

forically and in terms of our implantation in the class
: ERRRETT
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o Struggle on a world scale, of the LRCI to date. There is no™. and tactice posed for revolutionaries? Whan the system of
5 LSuggle on a worid f ; ; ) :
- contradiction. Because we uriderstand the programme as o lonial rule was replaced by one of semi-colonial rule, did
2, living thing, we recognise that new experience will obligeus  not.this necessitate re-focusing and re-elaborating the pro-

T F; to both add and gub%t things from the TM. granime for the semi-colonial revolution?

: e events surrounding the collapse of Stalinism are o NDneSmts hiseyes to all this. Instead he rhetorically asks:
case in point. The concrete experience of applying our | “Is a new programme necessary? Has, for example, Sta-
programme in interventions in the USSR, East Germany [linism become a new mode of production? Have the
ete taught us that the bald formulation “We oppose the “Irotskyists’ crossed class lines as did the degenerate
creation of bourgeois parlinmentary institutions in work- Comintern? The answer is of course na, subject to well
ers’ states” (TM p97) was not an adequate guide to action. known exceptions in the latter case.”

Our leaflots and focused action programmes in Germany i i Here you have dogmatism par excellence. And it has a
and the CIS had to develop voncrete answers to the emer- { purpose. If you turn the programme into a serjes of princi-
gence of bourgeocis democrstic illusions and institutions %ples, disconnected from strategy and tactics, yon destroy it

w3
ri’/vv

beyond what was anticipated in the TM. Comparing our bas a guide to action, as an “action programme”. This is
most developed action programme for the collapsing Stalin- precisely the method of centrist Trotskyism. It allows the
ist states (Action Programma for the CIS Rabochaya Viast -xéntrist to adhere to generally agreed “Marxist principles”
No3/Trotskyist Bulletin 2) with the TM’s section on Stalin- “while having a license-for-apportupism In he Tield of”
ism will show any reader how much more concretely actual strategy and tactics, It allows national sections ‘to adopt
intervention into the class struggle forced us to relate the completely different strategies and tactics while adhering
defence of the working class gains to the task of overthrow- td a common “programme”. It destroys a demqgeratic
ing the bureaucracy, No doukt further and deeper interven- ﬁcali‘jti. The USFT is the supreme example, \/
tions will foree us to improve and refine out present action INSEYHE

of this wrong, slippery and diplomatic approach to pro-
programme. gramme,

However, that does not stop us saying now: “here is what Trotsky, in contrast, developed the Transitional Pro-
we stand for, here is our anaiysis, here is what we fightfor, gramme in opposition to the minimum/maximum pro-
here is what we believe is necessary to take the class gramme of social democracy and the peeudo-revolutionary
struggle forward to a revolutionary conclusion, here is the programme of the Comintern. The epochal character of his
T™”, : achievement, which we recognise and remain fally loyslto,

Trotsky said the same thing about the Transitional Pro- ifi?'ﬁ}i"éfﬁiﬁt;h‘:;:éﬁﬂ"ﬁjﬁ%&mﬁ But thiz oiily con-
gramme (TP). He recognised it was “incomplete”, he ve- f¥ms the nature ofthe 19 programme as a revolutionary

- ferred to it as the summation of “our collective work to action programme, what Trotsky called e”manual of action”™
date”, he also said it was the programme of the Fourth and “a programme of action”,
International (F1), to be advanced in the class struggle as ‘The FI itself called the Transitional Programme “tg
the way forward. There was no contradiction for Trotsky, programme of action for the immediate period in which we
nor is there for us. liye.” It was, Tor Trotsky, a “programms of ‘revolufionary

There is only a contradiction if you are gripped by a  action” as against the degenerate Comintern’s “bare collec-
dogmatic understanding of the Marxist programme. NI} tion of abstract propositions”.
mekes a few nods in the direction of the need to develop the
programme, He says for insiance:

“The Programme’s updating and development are in- :
separable from the fight for its method, for consistent Fighﬁng Centrism -
Trotskyism,” : There is a further reason for the RIL/ITC approach to

Absolutely true. But then he draws back in horror when programme. It is designed to justify the belief that sup-
the LRCI does it! Outraged at the LRCI producing siich a  posed loyalty to the Transitional Programme of 1938 malkes
progremme he declares: you a special kind of centrist. The 1938 prograsmme i

“For all the talk about ‘re-slaboration’ of the Transitional transformed from what it was - a programme for a specific
Programme, the TM is intenided to replace it.” HB%'W‘ :yolutionary gn'gd” - into a talisman. .
This approach goes to the heart of ND's centrist approach 1l you wear this talisman then no matter what centrist
to programme, an approach which also lay at the heart of crimes you eommit, no matter how ‘deeply you have en-
the ITC and its forerunner the Trotskyist International shtineda centrist method into your entire politics, you are
.~ Liaison Committee (TTL.C). The TILC emblazoned on its protected from the ultimate betrayal. Thus the degenerate
o banner “The Transitional Programme: Vali ay”, fragments of Trotskyism, according to ND, “actually con-
This dogmatism towards the TP has & opportunist pur-  tirfue to defend aspects of the Trotskyist programme in
pose clearly revealed in the critique. ND attacks us for practice, albeit inconsistently and inadequately”.
emphasising the “action pregramme” aspect of the TP, By The opposite is the case. The centrist FI has a record
this we mean that the FI's programme was heavily focused  second to none in trampling on the method of the Transi-
towards a particular world conjuncture. While ND cannot  tional Programme “in_practice”. In relation to Tito and
deny this entirely (he admits for example that “certainly Yuposlavia, Bolivia 1952, the LSSP in Sri Lanka, Algeria,
aspects ofit have that character”) he wants to de-emphasise Guerrillaism, Castroand Cuba, the Portuguese Revolution,
it. Thus he says: Iran, the FSLN in Nicaragua, Poland and Solinarnosc, the
“However thatis not fundumentally (our emphasig) what  revolutionary crisis in the USSR (to name but the most
the Transitiona! Programme is. The Transitional Programme obvious examples), the post war FI and USFI showed
is a pggﬁgggnmelgx_miw the epoch of imperialism,an  thémselves again and again as centrist organisations that
. _~"|epoeh of wars and revolution. It is a programme that abandoned Trotsky’s revolutionary programme %w
addresses itself to the crisis of working class leadership, to In Britain we only need to point out the USFPs craves
Stalinism and social democracy and the need to build &  and uneritical tailing of every so called “left” in the Labour
world party of socialist vevolution.” Party such as ‘Tony Benn (and Ken Livingstone before they
ND wants to turn the TP “fundamentally” into a set of  “fell out” with him), and their similar line towards the lefts
timeless prineiples that hold throughout the epoch of impe- in the trade unions such as Arthur Scargill, to realise that
rialiem. Some obvious questions reveal the falseness of this this is an organisation which has broken from Trotskyism,
approach: Was the crisis of working class leadership the not one that defends it,— euen eéwyﬁ&f{y
same after the war, when capitalism had stabilised and Of course all these policies wete carried out while the
entered the “long boom” as i, was in 1938? When Stalinism leaders continued, formally at least, to *adhere”, and occa-
did not collapse under the onslaught of fascism but ex. stonally even espouse (verbally), their commitment to the
panded into the whole of Eustern Europe were new tasks “Transitional Programme”. Such “loyalty” to the revolu-
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tionary programme is typical of centrists. Itis aloyalty that
has no bearing on practice, on the positions taken in the
class struggle, on the programme as applied in life. ND’s
position obliges him ta cover this up, It blunts his purported
8 lo_against centrism, It leads him into excusing cen-

trism by pointing to 118 formal fidelity to the Transitional

Programme. And he calls us scholastic!

Thissoftneas on the centrign 1leads directlyto
ND's eriticism of our approach towards it:

“On the question cf the International, s on so many
others, there is a pasnive, conservative, sectarian disincli-
nation to struggle for anything other than the augmenta-
tion by ones and twuos of their sect . . . The LRCI has
absolutely no strategy at all for the struggle against the
opportunists whoe have dominated the internationsal cur-
rents which claim to embrace Trotskyism. In fact, it lets the
opportunist USFI lendership off the hook by leaving it
unchallenged in its own baileywick.”

What ND really disagrees with us on, apart from our
refusal to be diplomatic about the centrists, is that we do
not have a long term entry tactic exclusively directed to the
USFI.

The entire problem is that for ND this “tactic” is the
beginning and end of all party building. He cannot conceive
of political life beyond the facticnal struggles of the USFL

Bt is it tros That We are “passive, congervative, sectar-
jan” towards oppositions and crises within the centrist
organisations? Absolutely not. The example he gives to
back up this assertion, ourintervention into the crisis of the
WRP-FI(IC) in 1985/86, is a complete distortion of our
approach to these events. We were one of the first groups to
actively intervene. We took up the call for an international
conference of those considering themselves Trotskyist, in:
chuding the USFI as well as the Morenoites, recognising the

_ jmportant international reverberations of the collapse of

3

the FI-1C. We placed no barrierson any groups that claimed
to be Trotskyist participating in such a conference. :

We produced a contribution to the debates around the
WRP implosion, “22 Theses in Defence of Trotskyism”, to
submit to such & conference with the aim of rallying those
forces breaking from centrism towards revolutionary com-
munistm., We estimated that the 22 Theses could be d
principled basis for a “bloc of four” type mﬁr_egrougdn_lg#nt_wmodi

H

Tied on Trotsky's tacsics towards centrist forces in 19 33/34.

trwas the WRD-Workers Press leadership which prevented

any such conference taking place, All the diplomacy and
sophisticated tactics of the ITC did not prevent them being
shut out of the organising committee, Nor did it prevent
them trying to recruit “the ones and twos”. The essential
difference is that we conducted our struggle in the open,
with documents outlining our political positions, through
gystematic debates with the membership and leaders of the
WRP. We fought for our positions, the ITC constantly
manoeuvred in order to avoid such a fight.

ND claims that we are simply interested in “smash and
grabraids” against the centrists, that oppositionists are not
encouraged to struggle in their. organisations but to “join
up” to the LRCL As a result he says we recruit the most
Ugectarian or demeralised elements with the least inclina-
tion to carry out any sort of long term struggle . . . who
gimply want to join something’”

We believe that the fight against centrism needs to be an

" Tiplacabledne, begiming witha preparedness torecignise

that the centrists have broken from Trotskyisi, This' is
Where we part company from NDHe resolutely rejects

that. This means that we pose to those potentiaily revolu-
tionary forces disgusted at the line of their opportunist
leaders a plain truth - their leaders and organisations have
proved resistant to regeneration for over forty years; to
pursue a revolutionary course means an inevitable organi-
sational break with them.

If ND succeeds in obtaining membership of the British
USFK section, for eximple, he will be formally committed to

selling one of the mast rancidly opportunist papers on the .

British left. It might be worth doing so if there were vast

numbers of leftward moving workers and youth inside that
organisation, looking for an political {ead. Recent events
suggest, this i3 not the case. :

ND's co-thinkers in the ITO carry through a practice
which isbased on a perspective of reforming the USFL. They
formed 5 faction inside the USFTonly aftér its recent World
Congress secure in the knowledge that there will not be
another one for a very long time, Then they reduced the
faction back to a “tendency” (which formally does not chal-
lenge for leadership) in order to accomodate teftward mov-
ing elements from the French JCR Egalité and the British
section. They have no perspective whatsoever of breaking
from the USFI.

When NI sneers at those who just want to “join some-
thing” he exposes everything that is rotten about 1TC
methods. in the USPFL It does not occur to ND for one
moment that these might be cadres who want to do some-
thing in the class struggle, who are disgusted at the politics
and tactics of the USFI sections which they have to carry
out every day, whose papers peddle disastrous policies for
the workers, be it in Britain or Algeria. These are cadres
who want to be part of a revolutionary organisation that
intervenes in the class struggle in a revolutionary not &
centrist fashion. - ie- W@ -¢97 _

What is the alternative that ND offers? A long term
struggle in the USFL And around what politics? Around an
“opposition” that far from leading a revolutionary fight
against the USFI leaders vacillates and compromises, that
perpetuates the lie that the USFI leaders “continue to
defend aspects of the Trotskyist programme in practice”.
This is precisely the method of the Grisolia opposition in
Ttaly, a perspective which far from building a revolutionary
opposition attempts to embroil healthy opponents of cen-
trism into a life of cohabitation with the centrist leaders.

Yes, the LRCI has an alternative strategy to combat
centrism and the centrist leaders. We are building arevolu-
tionary international tendency thatintervenes in the inter-
national class struggle; that develops its revolutionary
positions based on this intervention around our programms,
We think this is the best, indeed the only way to address
heslthy oppositions in the centrist organisations.

And unlike the ITC we have had some success! We
intervened actively as an international tendency into the
revolutionay crisis in the DDR in 1989. The USK1 was
virtually invisible, waiting around as usual for an “opposi-
tion” to emerge from Stalinism, coaxing it along by gontle
criticiem and advice. The LRCI in contrast entered the
PDS, fought to build a revolutionary tendency, won ¢om-
rades to our positions. The result: we built a new section,
amall but a start. The USFI's “section” disintegrated and
declined still further.

.In France we intervened in the crisia of the JCR-Egalite
on a clear position: the French youthand proletariat need a
new revolutionary organisation. We argued this not Jjustin
theory, but we showed in practice how a revolutionary
organisation should intervene against the fascist threat,
how we should build a workers’ united front. As & result we
won youth to our banner, maybe only the much maligned
“ones and twos” but again & start,

The RILATC and ND, on the other hand, fought for a
much grander, less sectarian, non-conservative perspec-
five.

Alas this grand perspective has deprived ND of an or-
ganisation. The ITC has split and what is left of the RIL is
a real cult, having lost the only two members who by their
own account identify with the “WSL/Workers Power tradi-

tion” of orientation to the working class. Meanwhile ND

and his co-thinker are left in the political half life of the
Socialist Outlook waiting room.

Fourth or Eifth International?

The difference of method over relating to centrism is
reflected in ND's hostility to The Trotshyist Manifesto’s
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insistence on the need for & new, revolutionary interna-
tional. : : ‘

ND starts off this section with a deliberate distortion of
our position. ND accuses us of saying (p132 of the TM) that
all those emerging from the crisis of the FI have:

“The same incapacity to use the methods of Lenin and

Trotsky to guide the world working class to victory” :
He then quotes the exainplss of the British WS, and the
Angolan USFI section, apparently to disprove this.
Firstly, if ND had used the whole quote rather than a
selective part of it, readers would have known that we were.
referring to the “several intexrnational centrist currents
which claim its (the FI's) heritage®, currents which came
outofthe break up of the FI. That is we were referring tothe
USF], the Morencite LIT, the Lambertist FI(ICR), ete, .
Do we deny the possibility of healthy breaks from cen-

trism emerging within these organisations? Oppositions.

which are moving leftwards towards revolutionary

Trotskyism? We don’t deny it. Any revolutionary current:

has to relate to these oppositions, which is precisely what
the LRCI does. We have to collaborate with these 0pposi-
tions, show that the disagreement with thisor that position
of the USFI, in this or that eountry, should be understood in

terms of the the whole centrist method of the USFI and its

leadership. :

The problem with many of these oppositions is that they
have never generalised from their experience, never drawn
the correct conclusions about the nature of the coll apse of
the Fourth International inta centrism and about the tasks
of Trotskyists today. This was certainly the case with the
WSL/TILC which WP certainly argued with, attempted to
win to a revolutionary perspective through long, patient
and fraternal discussions, but whose leaders finally col-
lapsed into the USFI on an uneritical basis with a small
fraction of their former orgardsation.

ND, in contrast, wants to laud every break from cen-
trism, however partial, as proof that the USFI can repeat-
edly throw up revelutionary oppositions. This is because he,
and his allies in the ITO, are part of the problem not the
solution. They too have only made a partial break from the
politics and method of the USFI, so how can they guide and
develop such oppositions towards genuine Trotekyism?

ND attacks the Trotskyist Manifesto for being:

“. .. avictim of its own oppurtunist confusion. It does not
actually eall for a Fifth International, which at least would
have logic on its side. Insteac it remains agnostic (Fourth,
Fifth, New?) and therefore totally abstract on what for
revolutionaries must be a vitally conerete question, that of
internationalism and international regroupment - how this
is to be fought for and on what basis.”

Itisbecause itis “a concrete question” that the LRCI does
not lay down in advance by what number or title the new
world party of socialist revolution will be known. For us this
is a question that will be resolved in the international clags
struggle, in the struggle against centrism and reformism.

We do not discount the possibility that the new Interna-
tional will be built out of the bulk of the thousands of cadres
that, at the moment, compriss the various centrist “Fourth
Internationals”, Certainly it vrould take mighty class strug-
gles world wide and an intransigent struggle within thesa
currents to achieve this, In which case such an Interna-
tional might well decide it was the refounded Fourth,

Thin is not the only possibility or even the most likely one.
Anew International might come into to being, or have tobe
declared, out of such mighty struggles, drawing in a mass of
cadres with little or no links with the existing “Fls”, a
situation which might leave the banner of the FI in the
hands of the centrists, a besmirched and di scredited banner
before the vanguard. In such circumstances we would not
shrink from the task of declaring a new banner against the
old- the Fifth against & besmirched and centrist Fourth,

This question will be reso.ved in struggle, against the
centrists and in the class struggle. Does this mean we are
“abstract” on what we are fighting for? No. How can we be
clearer than by proclaiming our fight for a Leninist-

Trotskyist International? On regroupment, on programme?
The LRCIis clear and concrete, ND might disagree with it,
but;it is neither “passive” nor “abstract” as we have shown.

ND refersto our tactics towards the cenirist as “wooden”,
Our tactics are flexible, but not in the sense that ND wants
i.6. opportunist and diplomatic towards the USFL It is ND
wheis “wooden” when he foaises all revolutionary possibili-
ties towards developments in the USFI. He declares that:
“the USFIacts as a pole of attraction for the most advanced
workers breaking from Stalinism, reformism or national-
ism®”.. . . o Co o

The USFI is in chronic decline and crisis, its sections
wetikened and riven with perpetual factionalism of the
worst gort. The other wisjor centrist groups claiming to

~ stand in the tradition of the FI are in no better a state,

There is nothing in the logic of the class struggle that saya
that advanced workers wiil automaticaliy turn to the USFL
This is why we refuse to draw the distinction that ND
does between “centrist Trotskyists” and other centrists
with the implication that centrist Trotskyists are qualita-
tively better. In Britain, for example, the two main centrist
organisations, the SWP and Militant both stand in effoct for -
a‘ngw”In ternational, not the revival of the Fourth, In ND'a
schéma this puts them beyond the pale, o

But the fortunes of these two tendencies as compared to-
the fortunes of the British USF] expose the uselesshess of
thisscheina. The fact that the SWP are not formally loyal to -
the Transitional Programme does not make them better or
worse than the supporters of Socialist Outlook or the USFI.
The,fact that the SWP, and to a lesser extent Militant, ave -
considerably more influential in the working clasg than the
dwindling band of USFI supporters makes them far mors
important targets for revolutionaries. Nor is Britain the
only example of this. In many countries across the globea the
centrist Trotskyists are of secondary importance compared
with other centrist forces. With the “centrist Trotskyist”
schéma it is impossible to relate to such forces.

But in all cases we follow Trotsky’s method of calling
centrism by its right name, stigmatising its mistakes and
warhing the working class not to follow it, Warning, not in
& purely literary sense, but by intervening in the class
struggle with the objective of demonstrating in practice
who is right and who is wrong, By refusing to face up to this
necessity NI is bolstering centrism not combatingit. Itisa
sign of his own inadequate break with centrism.

Last but not least ND accuses us of “anti-international-
ism”™ on the question of the crisis of leadership, This is
another piece of dogmatism in the service of opportunism.

Dogmatism because it suggests that the Transitional
Programme’s assertion about the crisis of humanity being
reducible to the crisis of proletarian leadership is applicable
for all time and for all places. This we are told is the
cornerstone of internationalism,

Rubbish. The cornerstone of internationalism is a recog-
nition of the international character of the class struggle
and a determination toact on this by building a world party.

For Trotsky the crisis of leadership had a precise mean-
ing. At that point in human history (on the eve of the world
war) the entire future of humanity was reduced to the crisis
of leadership. Has this situation pertained for avery mo-
ment of histery since 1938. Of course not, becauss the issue
was not, world war or revolution, on a world scale. The
future of humanity was not at stake in the immediate sense
for a long time after the war, nor indeed when we drafted
the programme. The crisis of leadership did not pose the
alternatives of socinlism or barbarism as the immediate
ensuing perpsective on a world scale.

Thereis nothing anti-internationalist in recognising this.
It does not mean that the erisis of leadership ceases to exist,
It mdans that in certain parts of the globe and at certain
times progressively solving the criais of proletarian leader-
ship does hold out the gnly hope for that section of human-
ity: witness Yugoslavij today. It may be that in the deve lop-
i istorie revoluti erjod that has opened up
in the 1990s the crizi# o umanity will be reduce
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Y, even more acutely, to the crisig of leadership: But when the
TM was written this was clearly not-the case, = . .
The TM's ponition on th

mean that we can all take a holiday from struggling tobuild

a new leadership (sornething ND implies is lodged within ~

our position). The lack of the immediacy in terms of the “fate
of humanity” does not mean that it ceases to be a central

question. The crisis of leadership is decisive in every strug-

gle. We say that in the TM: .
“Today the central problem facing humanity remaing:.

wholeads the working class?” (p.19 of the English language .

edition)

We strive to resolve this crisis, But we were not in the’
same situation as Trotsky when we observed that the’

nature of the crisis of leadership had a different character.

But ND's dogmatism is designed to add urgency to the
gectarian schema of reforming the Pourth International,
more specifically the USFI, Thus, ND tells ua that his
determination to stand by Trotsky’s 1938 position is be-
cause of the “central importance of the regeneration of the
Fourth International” This justifies the struggle for
regroupment, which in turn justifies orienting to the USFI,
which in turn justifies liquidationism.

“Brimitive Economism”

The charge of “primitive economism” is the second major
theme of ND's critique. Only one concrete example of this is
given: our abstention on an amendment from RIL support-
arg at an anti-poll tax conference.

We were right. The struggle against the poll tax invelved -

masses of working cless people. In the rarefied atmosphere
of the RIL, grappling with the prejudices of the masses is
simple - expel anyone who is guilty of homophobia, racism
or sexism from the orzanisations of the working class. This
was the substance of the RIL amendment.

In building & mass campaign we take a different ap-
proach. If somebody is guilty of. systernatic racism,
homophobia and sexism then yes, they need to be dealt with
administratively, as the accasion demands. But this wasn’t
what the RIL amendment said. It was designed to excluade
people because of their prejudices in advance of uniting
with such people in struggle against the Tory government.
We have & different approach. Backward ideas can and
must be fought. Drawing workers into struggle creates the
best possible conditions for combating and overcoming the
prejudices they have had stuffed into their heads by bour-
geots society. The RIL on the other hand wants to deal with
such problems by administrative exclusion {Naote 1)

Economism is, as Lenin defined it, the belief that the
economicstruggle within the workplace, in and of itself, will

spontaneously transform itself into a revolutionary strug-.

gle. The task of revolutionaries, according to economism, is
to advocate militant frade unionism, pure and simple, and

_ allow the economic struggle to do the rest. The practical :

consequence of this is the degradation of the revolutionary
. party to the level of a trade union auxili ary organisation, to
~ leave politics out of the class struggle and the class struggle
out of “politics”. o
Further, “primitive” economism, which we are spedifi-
cally charged with, “Jenotes & narrow scope of revolution-
ary work generally, {ailure to understand that a good or-
ganisation of revolutionaries cannot be built on the basis of
such narrow activity, and lastly - and this isthe main thing
. - attempts to justify this narrowness and to elevate it to a
special ‘theory’ .

The scope of dur werk is far from narrow. We are involved

in considerably mors than the trade union struggle. We
build our organisation in a wide range of activities andona
wide range of political issues, considerably wider than the
issues that the RIL preoccupied itself with. Most impor-
tantly we have never tried to theoretically justify “narrow-
negs”. ND is just bandying with words.

He does try to justify his charge with two attacks on the

e crisis of leadership doe not

~TM - one on the Question of the role of the clags struggle in
history and one on our position on social oppression.

- The Motor Force of History.

On the class struggle ND accuses us of revising Marxism.
We say the class struggle is the motor force of history. ND
replies S iy :

- “Ag a description of Marxist historical materialism thisis
simply wrong. The motor force of history is not the class
struggle, but the development of the productive forces, and
the contradiction between this development and the social
relations of production. The class struggle is part of the
superstructure; dependent on the economic base, or infra-
structure.” '

Our mistake makes it “easier to understand where its
[the LRGTs] economism comes from, and how this can be
manifested as strong tendencies towards syndicalism,
‘workerism’ and trade union rank and filism.” Our tactical
position on unions in Ireland and our position on special
oppression prove our guilt.

1tis ND, not the LRCI or the TM, whois guilty of revising
Marxism. Ironically the long quote he gives from Engels
proves this. ND asserts that the development of the produc-
tive forces and the social relations of production are the

rotor force. That is crude economic determinism. Of course
we are the last people to deny the centrality of the aconomie
base as a determining factor in shaping every society. But
determining the shape of a society is not the same as driving
that society forward to a higher level. :

" The contradiction between the productive forces and
social relationscreates the conditions for change but not the
change itself. Modes of production have to be changed by
the intervention of ¢classes that are a legitiniate component
of that mode. of production but have an interest in advanc-
ing to a higher mode. This struggle, the class struggle, is the
motor that brings the contradiction to breaking peint and
makes possible a higher synthesis. Saying anything elase
means that you lapse into the sort of economic determinism
characteristic of the Second International. The collapse of
capitalism is inevitable, therefore we will wait for it to
happen. This is the logical end point of ND's position. It will
go down very well with the USFI for whom the “historical
process” has always stood higher than the class struggle
and the conscious intervention into it by revolutionaries
seeking to direct it towards socialist goals. :

In short, only the class struggle makes possible the
passage from one mode of production to another in modern
class society (and by modern we mean documented class
sacieties from tributary modes of production through to
capitalism - this and this alone being the import of Engels'
correction to the Communist Manifesto that ND attaches
such significance to),

Without the class struggle (the forms of which are part of
the superstructure, but whose content is anintegral part of
the social relations of any class society) society cannot move
forward. It would be Yike a car without a motor. In that
sense our assertion is completely correct, We are astounded
that any Marxist could think otherwise. After all we didn't
invent thisidea. Marx and Engels refer toitin the Commu-
nist Manifesto, In The Class Struggles in France Marx
remarks that; " .

“Ravolutions are the locomotives of history.”

* Against the “objective historians” of his day Marx, in his

1869 Preface to The Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis Napo-

leon, explained that “the class struggle [he emphasised this,
not us] in France created circumstances and conditions
which allowed a mediocre and grotesque individual to play
the hero’s role”, noting in this case how the locomotive could
‘work in reverse (counter-revolution). And in his famous
work ‘on Bonaparte, far from suggesting that bourgeois
society came into being merely as a result of the contradie-
tion between the productive forces and the social relations
of production, Marx cbserved:
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“But unheroic as bourgeois society is, it still required
heroism, self-sacrifice, terror, civil war, andbattlesin which
whole nations were engaged, to bring it into the world.”

In a letter to Weydemeyer Marx insists his “discovery”
was “that class struggle necessarily leads to the dictator-
ship of the proletariat”. For his part Engels, in a letter to
Lavrovin 1875 states that he continues to “regard previous
history aa a series of class stiruggles”, Lenin, writing after
the death of both of the founders of Marxism, repeats that
modern society (by which he reans capitalism) has “shown
even more strikingly (though sometimes in a very one-

sided, ‘peaceful’ and ‘constitulional’ form) the class struggle

as the mainspring of events.” (Karl Marx). -
Wo list these various examples from Marx, Engels and

Lenin to show that we are not saying anything particularly

new when we agsert that the class struggle is the motor
force of history. Indeed, only if you understand the class
struggle in its narrowest economic form, as ND apparently
does, can you suggest that this tenet of historical material-
ism is somehow a root cause of economism. We understand
the three dimensions of the class struggle - the economic,
the political and the theoretizal - as products of the contra-
diction between the productive forces and the social rela-
tions, but special products :n that without them society
would not move forward. Quite simply, history would not
have progressed one step forward without the struggle
botween the contending classes. In that sense the class
gtruggle is the motor force of history.

Social Oppression

Why is this relevant to social oppression - the oppression

of women, of gay men and lesbians, youth and black people?
In the first place you have to understand the social basis of
oppresston. This oppression is rooted in cJass society andis
necessary for the maintenarce of certain key structures in
class society (the family and the nation state). That is why
we refer to social oppression rather than “special oppres-
gion”. The distinetion is that the term social oppression
expresses a phenomenon that can be understood in social,
and class terms. “Special” oppression signifies no such
thing. On the contrary, as a term, and as a concept acted on
by the RIL/ITC, it dislocates the question of oppression
from the class struggle.

Unless you understand the role of the class struggle in
the fight against social oppression you end up with the
grossly opportunist practice of the RILATC. For them, and
clearly ND held to their lire when he wrote his critique,
“special oppression” is separate from the class struggle. He
objects to our central argument that only proletarian lead-
ership can guarantee the liberation of the socially op-
pressed. He declares our commitment to “proletarian move-
ments of the oppressed” as “an economist obsession with
social origin”. He asks:

“Is there no strategy for the specially oppressed as a
whole, other than a liberal recognition that it exists?”

The answer to all of this is simple - without the victory of
the working class, without the socialist revolution, there
will be no liberation for the socially oppressed. That is not
economist. It flows from a central tenet of Marxism. -
namely that the working class is the only consistently
revolutionary classin capitalist society because it alone has
no stake in capitalist society. To deny this, and to suggest
that there is some “special” strategy for the oppressed asa
whole is to abandon Marxiom. '
~ The “specially oppressed” as a whole consists of different
layers and strata, different classes. Sections of the “spe-
cially oppressed” have a substantial stake in capitalist
society. As & result of this their interest in liquidating their
oppression is subordinated to their fundamental class in-
terests - ruling class women, ruling class gay men, black
capitalists in the USA, the youth who attend Eton and
Harrow, to give just a few examples. This is why we reject
- the RIL position of fighting for a “strategic alliance” be-

tween the working class and the specially oppressed. This
canonly mean calling for a cross class movement embracing
our class enemies, because it fails to draw the class line
amongst the socially oppressed. :

Does this mean that we:are saying social origin deter-
mines our entire strategy? Are we being “workerist”? Let's
get things in proportion: being determines consciousnese,
80 social origin is not an insignificant question. Most people
whose social origin lies within the classes who have a
material stake in class society - the bourgeoisie and sections
of the petit bourgeoisie - are unlikely to come over to the
social revolution simply because of their gender, sexuality
or colour, A minority will.

Wil] those who do break with their classbe welcomed into

" the proletarian movement of the oppressed? Yes. The deci-

sive character of a proletarian movement is not whether or
not all the gay men or women in it are workers by social
origin, but whether ornotit ig based on proletarian politics,
on the politics of class struggle. In other words, “proletar-
ian” defines the class interest such a movement serves.
Theré is nothing economistic about that. Nor does that have
any bearing on tactical decisions a party may take about
particular campaigns. That is why NDYs digression into
tactics over Clause 25 is so pointless. (Note 2)

For the RIL/ITC the atruggles of lesbians and gay men,for
example, become decisive - regardless of whe leads them,
regardless of their class content - because these layers are
the real “vanguard”. The entire practice of the 1TC was
based on elevating the centrality of the struggles of the
oppressed. [t was a method that led the US I'TC section, the
Revolutionary Workers League, to hail the Los Angeles
riots s the “beginning of the US revolution”. Because it was
a revolt, primarily of black people, specially oppressed
people, it was spontaneously revolutionary. . ’

This nonsense flows directly from the ITCs refusal to
analyse the socially oppressed and their struggles from a
working class standpoint. The ITC wrote:

“Lesbians and gay men are potentially among the most
militant and committed revolutionary fighters, because
capitialism’s anti-lesbian/gay bigotry means they have less
to loge and more to gain by capitalism’s overthrow.”

What utter rubbish, The class posizion of lesbians and
gay men can be decisive in realising or thwarting such
potential and militancy. Working class lesbians and gay
men:do have little to lose and are potentially militant and
revolutionary.

But this flows from the combination of their class position
and their social oppression. It is not an automatic potential
lodged within all lesbians and gay men regardless of their
social position inside class society. Moreover the RIL/ITC
position glosses over the backwardness than can manifest
itaelf in the communities of the socially oppressed. What
about the misogyny that existsinside the male gay commu-
nity, the sexism of some black men, the backwardness many
wonen suffer from as a result of their social position.

All of these things militate against the “specially op-
prossed” automatically becoming a vanguard. To say thisis
not to deny that from these groups, precisely because of
their oppression, can come important class fighters and a
significant part of the vanguard. Out of struggles against
theit oppression the best elements can and must be won to
revolutionary politics. It demonstrates the centrality for
the revolutionary party of orienting to these struggles, of
winning the socially oppressed to a proletarian, revolution-
ary socialist perspective, If this is economism, then Marx,
Engels, Kollontai, Zetkin, Lenin, Luxemburg and Trotsky
were every bit as guilty of it as the LRCL ,

Other Points

NIP’s main point is to prove that we are a sectarian and
economist group. He does criticise a number of other as-
pects of the TM. Most of these are secondary to the central
thrust of his argument. '
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+ On the anti-imperialist united front, for example, it is
ND whois being scholastic. He believes that a bloc with the
national bourgeoisie in certain circumstances ig permisai-
ble but is not to be called the anti-imperialist united front.
He is welcome to call it by any name he chooses. For us it
involves unity in mction against a common enemy with no
mixing of banners and with the aim of breaking the masses
from their misleaders. That is a the methed of the united
front as spelled out by the healthy Comintern.

The real problem Lie has is that he believes the united
front is a much broader, lenger term tactic, This iz revealed
when he claims that the anti-imperialist united front “can
also be the vehicle for putting forward a programme of
political demands for “he conquest of power by the working
class.” Not true. The 1inited front can never be the substi-
tute for the party - though it has to be said that every united
front the RIL/ITC ever intervened in was considered to be
the vehicle, not for commmon action, but for commeon propa-
ganda with a long list of political demands which properly
speaking is the task of the party.

¢ On Stalinism we are attacked for supporting self
determination even where there is a threat of restoration.
ND tells us that the problem in the TM is that “it fails to
stress the necessity fcr differentiating state independence
from counter revelution, be it threatened or actual”. There
then follows a series of arguments taken from the Workers
International LeagueLeninist Trotskyist Tendency (WIL/
LTT) critique of WP and the LRCI, For comrades who want
to see the detailed replies to the originators of these posi-
tions they should refer to the relevant lssues of Workers
Power.

~ oND declares we should have opposed “German
reunification on imperialism’s terms rather than capitulat-
ing to it, as Workers Power did.” We did oppose imperialist
re-unification; we stood for the “Revolutionary re-unifica-
tion of Germany” i.e. for a workers’ council German Work-
ers Republic (see Thotakyist International No.4).

We also opposed the “imperialist anschluss” as it came
about and raised revoluhonary and democratic demandsin
thess events. ND in fa:t wanted tojoin the bankrupt Green

and “autonomist” left whe were completely marginalised

with their hopeless and liberal cries of “Never Again Ger-

many”, What a strategy!

* This yevolutionary pi ket yepeats the charges of
the WIL/LTT that we were wrong both on the Baltics for
supporting their rights for self-determination and on the
Azeris for opposing it! For good measure he throws in the
inuendo that this difference of position was something to do
the Azeris being Muslims while the Balts were white Chris.
tians.

For the record we opposed the break up of the Soviet
Union, argued against it. When the vast majority of the
workera in the Baltic states, including a high proportion of
the Russian workers there, clearly demonstrated their

support for independsnce we supported it, fought for a

Soviet Lithuania, Hstonia etc., and defended the workers’
- demonstrations against the murderous attacks of the black
berets. FAACT ] C.

Does this fail to du;tmgu.\sh “state independence from
counter-revolution”. Mo, it is a revolutionary method of
fighting counter revolution, the method of Lenin and Trotsky
on the national question, clearly argued for in the ABC of
Communism, the cornmentary on the Bolsheviks' pro-
gramme. Far from handing the leadership of the stroggle
for independence over to the restorationist nationalists, the
counter-revolutionaries, the tactic allows the revolulionar-
ies to fight alongside the workers for independence, but for
an independent Soviet. state.

ND on the other hand would do what? Stand with the
Black Berets, with the Stalinists to crush the movement?
Or abstain, wring his hands and go home? He does nof tetl
us.

One thing is clear. After a very short period of state
independence the ability of nationalist demagogues like
Landsbergis to manipulate the masses’ anti Stalinism to

¥

the ends of his fast track restorationist programme has
diminished, Most commentators report the virtual absence
of the “national” question from the current struggles of the
Lithuanian masses, as they focus on the gocial deprivation
thrown up by the stalled restoration programme, As a
resuit the Lithuanian masses have voted in a state capital-
ist vestorationist President with Stalinist credentials.

Azerbaijan presented a different situation. The ineurrec-
tion led by the Azeri Popular Front took place after bleady
pogroms against the Armenian mincrity in Baku, Its aim
was to seize power to pursue an all out war against the
Armenians in Nagorno Karabakh. This was the clear aim
and slogan of the movement. It had support and arms
coming from Iran. i did not even, at the time, call for the
separation of Azerbaijan from the USSR. It was a move-
mentin defence of the right of Azeri nationalists to carry out
pogroms. Without taking any responsibility for the brutal-
ity with which KGB troops put down the rising (they largely
failed to stop the pogroms and attacked innocent Azeris) we
had to give critical support to the armed forces of the
workers’ state against a pogromist, rehglous obscurantist
uprising.

¢ On the workers’ government ND is again being scholas-
tic about when it can be raised agitationally and when
propegendistically, His implication appears to be that we
are only prepared to raise it agitationally. This is a desper-
ate scraping around for criticisms. He should look at our
election coverage, our propaganda during the miners’ strike
and a host of other occasions to see that we are quite capable
of raising the slogan at a propaganda level as a means of
trying to break advanced workers from reformism. Frankly
we need to be enlightened about ND’s renl eriticism here. If
he can explain to us what he means by our lack of “an
organic understanding” of the relationship between propa-
ganda and agitation we may be able to take the discussion
forward, But we are genumely unclear about what “an
organic” understanding is.

¢ ND attacks out characterisation of South Africa and
makes an interesting point about our characterisation of
Portugal as imperialist. We are in a process of trying to
analyse the exact structure of imperialist expolitation de-
veloping within the EC, and there may be a case for saying
that Portugal has become a semi colony. Certainly Ireland
is & semi colony and our provisional position is that Greece
is one. But the case ND makes from Lenin's comments on
Portugal is hard to sustain. It could be said equally that
Belgium had become a mere tool of Anglo French imperial-
ism at the cutbreak of World War One But it remained a
small imperialist country.

More importantly we reject ND’s solution to the problem
of analysing the character of countries like Portugal: 1abel-
ling them “countries of intermediate capitalist develop-
ment”, It is not 8 question of trying to pigeonhole countries
into two broad categories: “imperialist” and “semicolonial”.
Transitional categories are not excluded from Marxism.
But we have to try to understand the passage from quantity
into quality in the transitions teking place in modern
states. With Ivaq, for example, centrists like the Leninist
group in Britain tried to avoid defending Iraq on the grounds
that it was an intermediate kind of state, in the process of
becoming a minor imperialism. We pointed out that what
was stopping it becoming a minor imperialism was a strue-
ture of economic and military domination held in place by
the major imperialisms - 1ts semi-colonial status.

Despite all this we would be the first to admit that fully
underatanding the changing structure of the imperialist
world economy is an ongoing theoretical task we have by no
means completed.

Conclusion

ND’s eritique is a weak attemnpt to justify the bankrupt
strategy of the RIL/ATC, He has left this organisation, but
he is clinging on to its schema of reforming centrist
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Trotskyism, specifically the 1JSFL .

This explains why his dociiment is being circulated now.
It is an attempt to warn USFI dissidents to stay away from
the LRCL. It is a failed attempt because it is a critique
written from the standpoint of somebody who has no pro-
grammatic mooring, somebndy who believes that agree-
ment on a programme written in 1938 is a sufficient basis
for regroupment in 1883, ‘

It is a centrist critique. Centrism is incapable of develop-
ing & programme for the current period so it denounces the
revelutionaries who eonfront and execute this task for their
arrogance, ‘ o

Centrism is incapable of building revolutionary parties
and a new revolutionary International, so it denounces the
revolutionaries whe actively seek to do this as sectariang
and conservatives. : ' .

Centrism is embarrassed about winning people to its
banner, so it attacks revolutionaries seeking to recruit
people to their organisation as “passive”. .

Centrism, in a nutshell, has nothing to offer dissidents in
the USFI other than more of the same, perhaps with a left
gloss to salve consciences. )

For those who wish to break from centrism ND's critique,
the ITO and the RII/ITC tradition offer nothing. The LRCI,
on the basis of The Thotshyisi Manifesto, offers an opportu-
nity tobegin afresh, to intervene in the class struggle on a
revolutionary basis, to join in the real struggle for a new
world party of socialist revolation. And like every previous
revolutionary party we are not at all ashamed to say to
revolutionaries: join us.x .

Notes

(1) Thia is ND's only example. Of course he adds the fact
that we “slandered” somebody they vecruited from us, one
CB.. CB was and is a thief. Saying sois not slander. The RIL
knew he was a thief, who stcle a computer from one of our
branches, and covered up for him for the brief period he was
one of their members. The proof of this? In a decument he co
authored before leaving the RIL ND reveals the full story:

“The CC of the RIL decidec! that after initial protests and
exposure of the way the WP were using the issue of the
computer and CB, we would. hand back that computer to
WE, as it stood in the way of & serious political intervention
and debate, WHATEVER TIHE RIGHTS AND WRONGS
OF THE DISPUTE ITSELF. CB however sold the compu-
tex, Leland [the leader of the RWL] came over, told him it
was OK and recruited him to the RIL then and there”
(emphasis in original).

(ND and GD Regenerate the Fourth International, Regen-
erafe the ITC an account of the RIL/RWL’s internal life
available to those with strong stomachs from NI) himself.)

(2) We took a decision on this campaign, prompted by our
leshian and gay fraction, tha; WP alone would be unable to
sustain the campaign if it failed to draw in wider forces.
Organisations serious about building parties are frequently
required to take such tactical decisions. To make out thisis
a crowning proof of our economism is nonsense B










