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Preface: letter from Small to Spaftaciat C.0,

Ped,12,1974
Dear comrades, ’ 1197

1 have deen reading the recent diatride of the so-called *Communist

Internatioralist Group® (Benjamin and presumably Cunninghan et al.)
It has taken thie .wretohed group over a year since their departure
from the SL to lssue a pudliec collective statement, as they themselves
notes “Although this represents our first pudblic statement as a group,
the group in fact exleted in loose form eince mid-1972,%(on the basis
of what, one wonders!) Ostensibly a document on "The FPall of Allende
and the Triumph of the Chilean Counterrevolution®, it is sctually s
::agitnt%on of old slanders sgsim against the SL, too numerous to list
all,

One cheap shot which ehould be discarded right off by readers le the
such-eaphasited charge that the SL "did not write a single article or.
deaflet suftutiakzfon Chile) for two yearss nor for that matter was tfers
Any djscumsnjon on this central guestjon,”(emphasis in origlna17_1
The authers note that there was a detalled analysis of the Chilean
pop front in Spartacist #19 (Nov-Dec 1970), three years before the
dedacle in ChIle, and another major forewarning in Warkers Vanguard
of Dec.1972 (®Pop Pront Imperils Chilean Workers®), but obviously they
think that these forewarnings by the SL were not enough and more should
have been written, Tim This prodlem could easily have been corrected
by then, since Cunningham wzsz was editor of Spartacist from 1968 to
8{d-1972, when he resigned, and Benjamin was editor of Workers Vanguard
froa {ssuefl (0ct.1971) until he aleo resigned in 1972, Their document
does not claim theyxth that they wrote any internal discussion documents
on Chile while in the Sl-= because they wrote none! (unless they kept
it to themselves), If they claim that they were somehow muzsled on
the Chilean issue while in the SL (and no such clais 18 made in their
document) then how come, we might ask in response, they had no publie.
;t-t:;;g;. sbout Chile or anything glse from the summer of 1972 to

ov,

At any rate, the zaz reason I°a writing is to attempt to answer one
of the few substantive historical questions in the document, one which

_ hangs on a eingle quote from lanin., The authors are attacking the SL

position, derived from Varxisa-leninisa-Trotskyisms, that we do not
call on the bourgeois state to ocutlaw and disara faecists or other
resationary forces since such a call merely creates illusions about
the bourgeois state (egpecially in the case of pop front governments)
and makes it essier for the bourgeois state to disarm the workersg,

The authors of course argue that one can make such calls, and to
boleter their Menshevik case they quote the following froa lanin, :
written at the time of the Kormilov revolt against the Kerensky regimes

esethe gL%-;ngo;;gng thing now has become the intensification of
our campaign for esome kind of “partial demands® to be presented
to Kerensky: arrest Milyukov,arm the Petrograd workers, summon
the Kronstadt, Vyborg and Helesingfors troops to Petrograd, dass
dissolve the Duma, arrest Rodtyanko, legalise the transfer of
the landed entates to the peasants, introduce workers®’ controd
over grain and factories,etc.,etc. We must present these demands
not only to Kerensky, and potm go much té Kerensky, as to the
workers, soldiers and peasansts who have been carried away
by the course of the struggle against Kornilov,..

‘ ==lenin,"To the Central Committes of the

"RSDLP* (Aug.30,1917)

Does this mean lanin was calling on the dourgeois state-- i,e., the
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bourgeols Araym,police,eto.-- to "arrest Milyukov® ete.? The answer

:l? bo‘ro:gd llnplylb :ooklng at ;hlt the Bolehevike were actually
olng in these orucial daye, as related by Trotsky in his Yistory

$he Russien Revolutions ' Y ¢ o

Tot the Bolshevik leaders of the districte, Kornilov's uprising

had not been in the least unexpected. They had forwseen and forewvarned,

and they were the first to appear at thelir posts. At the joint
session of the Executive Comnittees(of the distires disirict soviets),
on August 27, Sokolnikov announced that the Bolshevik party had
taken all measures available to it in order to infora the psopile
and prepare for defense; the Bolshevikes announced thelir rez2dinress
to co-ordinate their military work with the mxgzmi organs of

the Executive Committes., At a night session of the Kilitary Crganisatiom

sdathee of the Bolshevike, participated in by delegates o2 nuaerous
military detachments, it was declded to demand the arrest o2 all
conapirators, to arm the workers, to supply them with zoldier
Instructors, to guarantee the defense of the capital froa telow,
and at the same time to prepare for the creaation of a revolutionary
government of workers and soldiers.

(vol.1I, p.229,Ann Arbor-- eaphasis added)

Clearly, the Bolsheviks were calling on the inciplent woriers state
of the soviets, then doalnated by the Vanshevike and SRs, to effect
the arrests, pot the dourgeois statel Why then did lenin acddress
himself to Kerensky at all? Most hdm )ikely decause Kersnezv was
formally a members of the presidium of the Petroerad Savint, as

well as head of the coalition government, This contraciction was made
use of by the Bolsheviks to gain a majority in the Petrograd Soviet,
As Troteky descrided the events: .

Ve represented almost half of the membership, and yst there was
not a single Bolshevik in the presidium...nothing tut 2 vote on
the liste of candidates along party lines cculd solve the prodlem
now, 1 asked whether the list of our opponents incluced Kerensity:
formally, he was a memdber of the presidium, at though Re did not
attend the Soviet, and showed his disregard of it in every way,
The question took the presidium by surprise. Keremszy wasm nelither
liked nor respected, but it was impossidlg to disavew cne’s wmime
prime minister. After consulting one another, the rerlers of
the presidium answered: “0Of course, he is included.” We wanted
nath¥ nothing better, Here is an extract from the alnutes:i®¥We were
convinced that Kerensky was no longer in the presidiun (tusultuous
applausé) but we see now that we have been mistaken, The shadow
of Kerenaky is hovering between Chledze and Zavadye. When you are
aka asked to approve the political line-up of the presidiua,
remember that you are asked in this way to appraove ths policies
of Kerensky{tumultuous applausél® This threw over to nur side
another hundred or so of the delegates who had been vacilating,

2 (Trotsky, My Life.p.3:19,Fathfinder)

Thus one could with some formal ligitimacy ecall on Kerensty to maXe use
of the workers power to “"arrest Milyukov®, although lenin®s de=ands

are obviously aimed in content at arming the workers azalinst both
Kornilov and Kerensky,

Allende®s situation was gomewhat different, since he was siaply the
leader of a coalition government and not a titular leaders of a soviet,
(The Chilean SP had nothing like the quasi-governmental authority of
the ‘Petrograd Soviet!) ; '

. v Comradely, /;-;":A
Lc: 8Ass, tih g tark S.



INTRODUCT 10N
i

The readers of the following analysis of the Septeaber
2%12 in Chile oay find the fors of the presentation unnecessars
ily odblique: after all, who on earth needs an extended ori-
tique of sooe irrelevant position of the Spartacist Leagus?
dere this the sole point of the oritique, were our main target
in this poleaisc the SL, we would not have wasted our time write
ing it., Nor are we particularly interested in another descripe
tion of the suctcessful coup and the fallure of the anti-righte-
ist forces to prevent it...most of the "left" press have ‘dealt
with the nore obvious fallures: the lack of a Marxist party
to lead the struggle, the class-collaborationist orientation of
the sass Chilean Socialist and Communist parties, the left's {le
lusions adbout Allende, etc,

VWe:-wrote this plece to answer the question posed by histore
ical pethodology...was there a correct strategy which, if taken,
would have led ‘to a working-class victory in Chile and the estabe
lishment of workers® power? 1If, as we believe, thore were, thon
the failure to prevent the rightist counterrevolution is only a
pesative confirgation of Marxist analysis, not a repudiation of
it, and consequently there are invaluable historical lessons to

. be learned from the experience,

The incapacity of the Chilean working class to assuame power.
in a situation ripe for such a struggle -- and the resultant
counterrevolutionary coup which revenged itself upon the working
class for this failure -- represents an enormous setback for the -
international working-class movement. In the context of re- '
cent history it 1s the greatest catastrophe for the comaunist
povepent since the annihilation of the Indonesian Communist
Party and the physical exteramination of hundreds of thousands
cf 1ts cadres and supporters in 1965, The years of the Popular
Unity government were represented by a climate of social and
econopic chaos in Chile, due to.the hesitation, irresoluteness
and nystical belief of Allende and his followers that a peace~
ful transformation to socialism was possidble there: the junta,
together with the execution of ailitants and the smashing of
the organs of open working-class activity, will undoubtly 1ssue’
in a protracted period of more or less social "stability® and
outward class peace. This upcoaing period 18 one in which the
working class will have to utilize clandestine oeans to -ebuild
its organizations,

If the history of the working class under Eurorean fasoisa
in the J)0's is any indication, the present period 1s certain to
bring with it a restoration of bourgeois democratic aspirations
and 1llusions among the working class, Allende himself was
overthrown; Allendeisa, the belief in the reformist road to
power, has not bsen overthrown,..the social democrats oxnd the
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Alinists internationally will see to that, FEow well this
int is understood by proto-Marxists intemationally as in

ile, how capable they are of adjusting their strategy and tace
o8 accordingly, Will prove an important coaponent in the capagce
y of the working olass to construct the revolutionary party, °

A precondition for the construction of the international
wvolutionary part{ is the destruction of not only the social
'‘mocratio and Stalinist fantasies about peaceful rcads to worke
Ig=class power, but plso the fantastic notions abcut revolutiom
anating from such local outfits as the Spartacist Lecague and
rogressive labor, .

Although this critique takes the form of a polealc against
he 1line of the Spartacist lLeague -- to be precise we should say
ines, for we have isolated at least three separate, contradice
ory lines over three consecutive issuss of their paper -« wa
o0 not want to give the erronlous impression that wc think theip
tter confusion in the face of a situation Such as Chile on the
rink of counterrevolution is in any way unioue; the line taken
y the left-Stalinist Progressive labor Party in the Septecber
3, 197) issue of Challenze and further restated in the i'ovea-
er 1ssue of PL magazine in cany respects has the saze view as
he SL's September 1) Workers Vanguard supplement on Chile. In
any aspects of the SL's line, in fact, they are tvzi=al of the
iretenders to the leadership of the larxist movement, a leadere
thip which for its authority and influence relies ¢n a cassive
(gnorance of thes history of comrunism on the part of .ts followe
inge The central purpose of this article, then, 1s to do what
‘e can to remedy that situation by a discussion of the central
strategy by which larxists can shape and give directicn ard
tlarity to the atruggles of the working class, For us this
strategic method, represented in the Bolshevik strugsle to power
in Russia in 1917, and in Trotsky's writings on Garzan faszisa
and the Spanish revolution in the 30°s, 1s a vital asrect of the
road to power for the working class and how we thin: the lessons
of this history should have been applied in Chille. To contrast
this with the "methods” of the SL, we believe the following crie
tique demonstrates without serious challenge that thasy sufler
from the single most critical failure of understanding a “coa=-
munist” leadership could have -- the total inadility to analyce
a revolutionary situation correctly and devise a r2voiutionary
strategy for it, This is after all the situation evesy cozmune-
ist organization supposedly lives for, and the SL has provea
itself completely unable to coaprehend in a Farxist fashlon even

‘a single aspect of it...even in retrospect! As for the SL°s*

repetition of the central theme of the Transitional Frocras,
that the workers' movement chiefly suffers from opror:unisz,
incomprehension and the orisis of leadership, we dezonstrate --
to the hilt! - that they are part of the problem, not part of

the solution, .

In his introduction to The Permanent Revoluticn, Trotsky
makes the point that the essence of revolutionary strategy and
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tactice 11es in grasping the specific features and peculiarities
of sach nation which are necessarily brought adbout by the law
of uneven development. In general, this is the oversll problea
" of jnsufficient goncretencas, and our own oritique undougtodly

can be faulted for its over-abstractness, for its relianoce on
generalities and srgument by analogy. To some extent, this is
the problem of insufficient datas without the presence on the
gcene of reliable,-competant, trained Marxists it is iampossible
to assemdble enough material (or to trust what you can get) to
make all the evaluations necessary to show what is correct and
what 18 not in a rapidly-shifting complex of events, In the
eritique we argue that in the circumstances that no genuine
Marxist party was in evidence in Chile a policy of eniry into
the Socialist party was the only possidble tactic by which a
scall nucleus of revolutionary Marxists could have constructed
@ csss-baced comzunist party capable of contending with the
sociel democrats and the Stalinists for hegemony over and leader-~
ship of the Chilean working class, and this policy is obviously
correct in terms of Chile after 1970, Eut such a general pole-
icy would not have answered the question of what to do -- 1,0.,
. entry or a separate organization -- before 1970 in Chile, or in
countries where the social democratis or Stalinist formations
do not possess the same features -- a mass working class base,
parity in size and influence between the CP and SP -- as those
in Chile, Similarly with the question of Chlilean fasclsm; we
have had to rely heavily on Spanish, Italian and German models
from the 1930's, Obviously we do not consider the junta “fas-
cist” 1in any scilentific meaning of the term, and in the critique
the analogy between the Chilean junta and the regiae of the
Creek colonels is stressed,

But there appears to be a growing fascist movement in Chile
on which the junta presently leans for .active support. The re-
lation of the bourgeois/militarist reaction to this movement --
whether they reinforce and prepare it for power in the face of
proletarian resistance to the military regime -- will depend
exclusively on the developaoent of the class struggle in the next
period, the features of which at the moment we cannot detersine,
even in outline form, Nevertheless the form of working-class
resistance to this potential wholesale mobilization of the mide
dle class in the service of the bourgeois counterrevolution is
a central question for the Chilean revolution.

We noted above that the SL had three separate, distinct .
lines on the coup shortly before and imzediately following the
September coup in Chile, We deal with these lines, their sutua
exclusiveness and their significance at some length in the arti
cle, and will not repeat our points here. Por the benefit of
anyone who wishes to check our account and our interpretuation
against the original texts, he will find all the material we
used in three articles in the SL pudblic press:
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‘&, The “"semi-manifesto”™ in the August ), 19?7) issus
-of WV, It i¢ one column long, and surrounded with
‘plotures of the amid-summer atteapted coup.
b. The Augusd J1 1seue, which eontains the artiele,
*Do We Call on the Bourgeoisie to Outlaw Fascisz?",
We sudject this production to extended criticisa dee -
low) 1t 18 a repudiation of the central line in ths
August ) sepi-manifesto.
- ¢, The Septeaber 1) “Supplement,” contained in the
September 14 1asue of UV, This contains the new _
..coentral thesis of the present and contimuing SL line,

.The following critique was finished some time defore this -
introduction was written, and in the meantice the SL has pudlishe
ed its Novemdber 2) issue, which includes a polemic azalnst the
Chilean line of the CPUSA, "lame Brains in Turtulent faters,"”
which 2xtends further the SL's own attempt to rewrite the larsnte
able hictory of thelr own approach to the popular frent in Chile,
It 12 an clemental duty of political sanitation to exposs this
historicsl revision for the fraud it 1is,

The title of the SL polemlic is itself a political error:
the sonianmoric cuteness of this title (a high-school-like parody
of a recent autooritique by Cus Hall on the CP's electoral pole-
fcy, "A Lame Dack .in Turbulent Waters®”) carrles the clear ircplie
cation the line of the pro-Hoscow Stalinists on Chile is due to
stupldity - 1like the 1926 Anglo<Russian Coanittee, caybe? ~=

" and 1s in turn only one more incident in a series dezsnstrating
the flat incapacity of the SL to cocprehend or evaluante contexn-

- porary Stalinisa and the "Russian Question.® The author of the
YV plecs berates the CP for following Stalin's prescrintion that
“paper will take anything written on it,” and proceeds iczediate-
ly to deacnstrate how the SL itself uses exactly the ca=me tech-
nique in Lthe creation of the “uniquely correct line.”

In the text of the polemic they follow the by nox standard
pattern of patting themselves on the back while sweering thelr
own history under the rug: "“The Spartacist league, rot afraid
to suim arainst the stream / "not afraid to swin ezainst the
" stream”!_/ wag the only one of all the ostensibly Trotsiyist ore
‘ganizetions / "...only the Workers League...”_/ to tak: a clear
stand against the popular-front UP government froz the tosinmnire.
In fact, of course, the SL only responded to the situation in
Chile aAfter the 1970 elections had placed Allende ani his Popue
lar Unity party in power and that in an article by Sotartson (!)
ootivated almost exolusively by the need to attack the SJ2 and
the Viorke:s League, i.e,, a plece full of rescurdins generalitles
writte:s "for the archives,” to be dusted off and qucted when the
occesion anrose, The SL quotes this article from the !lsresbtere
December 1970 Spartacist to prove they wrote it, quots another

solely descriptive passage froa YV in Decenber 1972, eord bridge
tpe Qwo quotations With this sentence:
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%ng SL repeatedly wamned in ite press that this popu=
ar-front regime was léadipns to a massacre_of the
workers and peasant®,... / enphasis added_/

“Repentedly warned®? Hogwash, Ve were the 3L for the
period froa Decemder 1970 to 1972, most of th&nberlod of tise
coversd by that sentence, and we know the SL wrote exactly pgo-
thing about Chile, warning;s or anything else, in their public
press (or anywhere else), We demonstrate this beyond guestion
on page ) of our rollowing oritique, where wa write, eaphasizing
it in the original as followss *“,,.they did pot write a single
ticle or lenflet for two years) por for that matter was there
any / internal jecusgion on this central question.” Etcetera,:
So far as the self-proclaimed correct program and aethodology
of the SL is concerned, the question of where the “uniquely core
rect line® comes froa, this 1ittle documented incident of ree

writing their own history as a cover-up aptly demonstrates our
conolusion that...it's just made up!

. . 'Y ® . » ) . .

The charge of "cynicisn” .1t quite frequently thrown around
in the pseudo-llarxist moveament; how aptly, is dealt with in part
111 of this introduction. Bug what other than “cynienl™ cnp
fit the person who researched the SL files, discovered the SL
had had pothing at a1} to say for a period of two years on what
Robertson hicself stated represented the “sharpest"” expression
of revolution or counterrevolution in Chile == note that after
the December 1972 plece there was another eight months (1) hiatus
on the subject == and then coolly sat down to lambast in the
most sanctimonious fashion everyone else around and to claia
that in this period of demonstrated unconcern with the issue that
“"the SL repeatedly warned in its press,.,.blah, blah, blah?* If
this isn't cynicism, ve would like to hear of one other word in
the English language which more accurately conveys the exact
seaning of such an approachl ,

[ ] ° L L * ] ® L L

In the light of the above incident, and of the flip-flops
of the SL 1line in the month and a half period around the time
of the September Chilean cocup, we should make our position on
the matter clear., We do_not demand the SL remain consistent and
eternally maintain their passive abstentionism (evidenced in
the August: 31 WV line) in the face of an enormous social orisis
and zasajve defeat, UWe do say that the adventurism the SL sube
stitutes for passivity is no iamprovement, is actually crisinal,
and to the extent the line were carried out in Chile would dose-
troy the posuibility of creating a Marxist vanguard party toe
gether with itas future cadres, But evepn this is overshadowed
by the truly wretched technique by which they make their awitech
in lines, They do pot seize on the opportunity for a serious
evaluation of the origins of the deamonatrated lack of concern
they showed in their response to the existence of the radically
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unstadble popular front govarnment in Chile froa 19701973, o=
the approach which led them to write thelr August 31 line (cf.
the text of the following eritique), por the putschist reversal
of this line in a matter of a few days after August )1, Rathep,
in the Stalinist manner, they change thelr line in the dead of
the night, with no analyeis of their errors, or c¢ven =uch of a
reference to them (the August 31 "clarification® on their August
J line is worse by far than the original), ard then caze out all
diasgustingly selfsrighteous to cover up their inactivity and
lack of concern to pretend they have been zonstant and true in
thelr preachments for the last three years! Vhat EOSSiNle
course of action could anyone, loyally trying to folicw the SL
line, in all its wanderings, do? In books by Lewis Carroll, it
is entirely possible to believe six impossible things before
breakfast; no one has yet demonstrated, or ever will, that a

Marxist organization can be built by means of such unserious
flopping about,

L] [ ] * L [ 2 [ [ [ ] -

Froa what we have written in the critique itself, 1t will
become clear that the approach the SL takes toward the rightist
Junta‘'s seizure of 'power in Chile and the fall of Allende’s
Popular Unity govetnaent represents in crudest icagiradble form
a sharp irreconcilable break from the rudiments of tarxisma and
Marxist strategy itself. Hereafter this outfit stands pudlicly
exposed not merely as some sort of defective or deforzed “revoe
lutionary” organization but only as a poor, opporturistiec joxe,
whose demonstrated lack of concern for the revoluticrary forces
in Chile and their basic, real, present needs is carifest, and
whose “"political” horizons do not extend measureably beyond
their own appetites for followers and the general instincts of
whomever they're “"regrouping” toward -- PL, the French OCI, ete,
-= now or next week,

As a conseguence, we have chosen to quote so hesavily froa
*suthoritative” sources such as Lenin, Trotsky and othars. \e
would have quoted far more than we did) reasons of space alone
prevented us frob copying as an appendix to our worx the whole
section, subtitled “Lessons of the Russiar Experlerce® froa
Trotsky's What Next? (in The Struagle Aasinst Fascisa 1n Cerzany,
pp. 164-189)s gavery word in these six pages 1S a haz=or btlow
against revisionist pretences of the SL stripe and a castexful
statement of a Leninist approach to revolutionary stratezy, Ve
quote thecse passages not out of any desire to play sarces in the
pscudo-Trotskyiat sandbox, or for reasons of point-scoring, or
baiting the SL because they do not recite the rhetorical resa
of Marxist phraseology in the proper order (even the SWp / !_5’
knew that what was missing in Chile was a leninist party), or
for reasons of textual talmudic hairsplitting, or evcn because
we consider authorities like Lenin and Trotsky infallidle, sacroe
sanct or thcir vieus ieopcrvious to challenge, but calelv becnuse

“the SL dishonestly, disloyally juatifies and puts forch thelp
- owp rovisionist repudiation of Marxism ip the pame and under

-
~
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$he gover of “orthodox Lepninisp” and “erthodox Ipotskyjse®, as

the sheer number of self-serving, out-of-gcontext references to

or quotations from lenin and (especially) Trotsky they throw at
the reader would alone indicate,

Shortly after we left the SL we were subjeoted to an intere
nal torrent of vindictive Robertsonian abuse and slander which
alleged that in leaving the SL we had abandoned in theory and
in practice the international party, the transitional prograa,
eto., which add up to the denial of the validity of Marxies ite
self for this epoch, The motive for this campaign of villifi.
cation uas transparents: the construction of a river of sewage
to dlunt the impact of our attackas. We are content to leave the
determsination of the political content of these charges to the
reader, To the SL, we issue a blunt challenge: 1if you do not
believe partial, democratic, “transitional” demands are appli-
cable to the present situation in Chile after the triuaph of the
Junta‘s coup, say so onenly. Or even at the point of the coup?
If 8o, do they then hold that the Transitionsl Program is not
applicable in a situation where the question of dual power s
clearly posed, as they would clearly appeayr to hold? If they
actually dbelieve what they imply, that the Bolshevihs took power
under the banner of “the dictatorship of the proletariat,“ and
tot in the name of the “partial® demandss Bread, land and
Peace, through the counterposed organizational medius of polite
ical power in the hanas of the soviets, let thea say this, too,
tut openly: 1t 1s oclear from everything they have written on
Chile, to go no further here, that the SL operates with a totale
ly different (“unique?”) programmatic conception of the road to
"power than was shared by Lenin and Trotsky (and every other re-
volutionary lMarxist we know of); Trotsky based his transitional
progranm on the 1917 struggle of the Bolsheviks who believed --
and operated on this bdelief ~- that a program consisting of
transitional demands was precisely the proper mechanisam for
revolutionary action. The SL should state their own program and
tnke up their differences with the 1917 experjiensze accordinely,
8180, The samc thing go2s fcr the conception of the vanguard
party as a section of a larxist International: clearly, unques-
tionadly, as we tako pains in the critique to show, the SL holds
(ef. Scptemsber 1) WV Supplement) a revolution in Chile, and pre-
sumadly anywhere else; oan be made in the absence of a Laninist
consbtat party, without an international communist party. They
~ should stnte what amaterial/historical changes have transpired

to render the International obsolete, no longer a critical ne-
cessity (critical in the sense that without it, there will be
ne rovolution); they should go further and state when and undor
what circusstances Harxists should/should not call and work for
such a no-longer-necessary instrument. And so on, all down the
line of their actua) differences, But in no case whatsoever.
have they the right to continue hiding their real views in the
fashion of epigones behind the skirts of Lenin and Trotsky, who

fought all their lives for distinctly different yjewas,
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It 1c.cleecr from the adbove end from the text that folleirs
that the SL's anprtach to lHarvise 18 not that of learning erd
applying Tovolutiohary strategy but the eanipulation of Lenin
and Trotokr a8 oult-figures to pander to the gross ignorance of
thelr membdn:'o0 and sunportere (the "clods,® in Hoderizan's ctolee
phrase), It rcquires only i.1e barcst farmtiliarity uvita lla-=<ist
history to shos# ths scope and ronge of $the differsnces bdbatiiean
*Spartrcica®” ard revolutionary larxisa, For thls rcason uve have
insisted on plecing their quotes into thei: historical centext,
dealins with them in thy conerate cirsuastzmnes to »hich they
refer, Our olaboration of the point in the critiguz wiexc ws
exanine tho meaning of the SL's truncatlion end éilztortica o
Lenin‘'c lettor of August, 1917 to the Central Coraitscec of thrs
Bolohevilk Party (of. pages 14, ff,) in particulsr- Cesonstrates
that vhat Lenin was actually saying 1s directiy co:ntesposed not
only to thé SL's gcneral line (the SL says they r~z~= ¢-)l1 on
the bourgeoisie to outlaw fascismi in an analogzgous csitu~tlon
Lenin called on Kerensky who stood ct the head of a tourgeols
government' to do just that) but also to the rv=~ran% ozanirg of
the fragnents the SL quotes, The fact of the catsc> 1z that
Lenin and Trotsky do not agrees anywhere with what the SL chooses
- 0 present as thelr politics,

How do we acscount for this? To somze ertent, we have eone
c¢luded, because the SL 1s not interested in the revolution in
Chile, or anywhere else, but only in winning over the rore nalve
and impressionidble of American radicals taken in dy fla=doyant
parading and “supersleft” stances. Eut that is only part of the
reason, for this is nothing new for the SL and did nst sprins up
overnight, No., This substitution of rhetoric fo- rolltlcs-1is
amazingly similar to and originates from the sace scurce as the
line of the Comintern after the rise of the post-lealnist triuae
virite to power -- the fact is the SL leadinz dedy, like the
Stalin clique, 18 cynical about, does not foresee, dzcs pot de=-
lieve in the Egsglb;lltx of the proletarien revciuticn. %hat 1s
what stood behind the bureaucratically=-sponsored uzlitra-left tear
in Bulgaria and Estonia 1in 1924-25 after Lonin®c dcath tnleashed
2inoviev, that 18 what happened in the Canton soviet under the
instructions of Stalin, that was what lay behind the theory of
*socialisa in one country,” as every novice around the "Trotsiy-
1st” povement can tell you. What the SL progra= fo= Chile repre-
sents, in short and on a mini-scale, 18 the liguiceation of the
proletarian revolution and the soclalist perspcc-ive e3 the cca-
crete alternative to the slide back to bardtariss,

“Naver have the lines bdetween resvolutionarzy lar-=ien anl op-
portunism bee¢n clearer,” says the SL, “They are drawnu in bdlood, -
the coin in which betraynls are paid.® [Lespite tre 1llitermnte
metaphor of dravn lines paying coins in dlood, thz s2nse of what
1s being said is true. It 1s only necessary to cZd this dlow at
opportunism strikes the SL harder than its prefuned targe:. It
is a truism of the bdody of annlysis created dy lar= that saeter-
lianisa and adventurioa duplicate opportunica, ant cll these CeTi-
ations sprins froam the scne political source, The lins, dDloody
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OF othervise, which separates Marxisa fros revisioniss does not
stea froa an occasional misevaluation of social forces or differe
&nces over tactics, but fundamentally and in the last analysie
over a differing estimate of the capacity of the working olass
to make the communist revolution, The difference between oure
selves and those who set policy in the SL is of this sagnitude,
Bevolutionary situations and the response to thea, as existed
. over aonths if not years in Chile, together with imperialist
vars represent the surest test for revolutionaries, We have
Gone nothing more in this critique to establish this point than
consult the pudlic record of the SL on the question and compare
it with lMarxist strategy in analogous situations. And as we
have shawn, adove and below to the point of exhausting the quese
tion, for the Robertsonites there is no party, there is no intere
national, there 1s no transitional program, there is no strategy
to fight the counterrevolution, there ie no conception of the
self-defense of the working class -- there is instead putschist
Thetoric which escapes the charge of crisinal betrayal only be-
ocsuse of the SI's incapacity to do anything with its views,

Ve had abdsolutely no 1llusions in the SL and its leadership
by the time we walked out, but at the time we thought 1t would
desenerate over an extended period to its basioc core of sectar-
ian abotentioniss in conformity with its political views, a 1lite
tle less openly and consistly opportunist, and considerabdly nute
tier, than the Workers League, It hasn’t; by a process unknown
to us it has somehow accusulated most of the attributes of "Third
Period” Stalinisa, with only a cracked, peeling facade of Trot-
skyisn and a drawerful of quotes and jargon remaining, Perhaps
had no situation of the magnitude of Chile intervened, if no
response had been urgently demanded of the SL leadership to say-
sonpething in thelr paper about the Chilean situation, they could
have plodded along down the same old path for years. But it is
Clear now that the dlametric contradiction butween their verbal
clais to represent some variant of Trotskylsa and their real
politics has been forced by events out into the public view.

Our critique will then present an interesting problem for the SL
leadership; it sust either maintain a stony pudlic silence on
the question, together with an internal hate/ridicule campaign

( the most 1ikely variant), or defend their line, and thus break
wholly with their last pretense to Farxisa (as they have done:

in actuality a long time ago), or they must repudiute their line,
The latter course is the only responsidle one, of course, which
is wvhy they dare not pursue it. Por it 1s clear that the “re-
g12e® was directly involved in the formulation if not the actual
writing of this inoredible line, and the critic inside the SL
e in the very unlikely case one now exists e would be foroed

to ask hiaself,,.what are the roots of this abcess and how can
it de torn out? Do

It makes an interesting question, nlest ce-pag?
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_sselt 18 how being said that it 1e the duty of the vane
: guard_to engage in an Aktion in order "to speed up .

: . the [ooming of tho_? revolution.' Let me read you the
following pasgsage: ‘The most important thing is the 1deoe
logical oonquest of the vanguard, Without it even the
first step toward viotory becomes impossidle, Yet from
there to the final victory is still quite a distance.

One cannot win with only the wvanguard. To engage the
vanguard in decisive struggle before the entirs class...
and the droad masses have taken a position dy which they
oan either support the vanguard directly, o> at least
express their benevolent neutrality...would not de nere-
ly folly, but a crime as well,'

+ The man who wrote this is fortunate that he kas not
yet been labeled a ‘lLevite,® though he still has every
chance to betome oné. He is Lenin.

walevi's defense defore his expulsion in
April 1921 from the Ger—an Co-unist

Party, Was ist das Vertreshen?

The question of Paul Lavis we have quoted extensively from
Paul levi's Cur Course Azainst Putschism in the critique of the
SL's Chile 1ine of abstentionist putschism which follzsws, The
reader may well find this 1ssue obscure. Since fexr conterporary
radicals are aware of Levi, his role in the Cozrunist Interra-
tional in the era of Lenin, the 1921 German "Yarch Actlon,® his
polemic against adventurisam, etc., a brief explenation of the
historical role of the aan and his work is in order here, Ve
will not conoeal from the reader that an exhaustive consider-
ation of the levi case, his fall from power in dcth the Ger=man
Communist Party and the Comintern, and the meaning and 1impli-
cations of this fall, has proven an important cocronent in our
development as Marxists in the past year and a half, ¥ilthout
diverging into further detall at this point, the political quese
tions raised by this historical examination represent a central
dividing line between ourselves and most of the ccateoporary
“left.”

. lavl was a contemporary of Lenin, knew Lenin in exile in
Switzerland during World War I, and was a supporter of the
luxeaburg-Mehring-Liebknecht antiwar revolutionary Spartacuse
bund in the uarzgne German Social Democracy.

With a tackdrop of German defeat in the Vorld YVar and tke
Russian Revolution in the East, a series of organiatioral rupe
tures took place in the German Socialist moverent in 1917 ard
1918; out of some of the remnants of these splits, Luxeadurg
and the Spartacus ruclei founded the German Coz-unist Farty om
the last day of 1918, A few weeks later a largely syontanecus
workers' uprising in Berlin ~- what has gone dewn in history
a8 tho “"Spartacus Putsch” =- was crushed by the social derzo-
cratic government with the aid of protofascist Frelkorps troops,
and in the aftermath of repression the leading cadre of the
KFD were murdered, The leadership of what was left of Cerman
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soamuniss after the uprising -- demoralized, isolated and dis-
.oredited == fell to le¥vi, '

It 18 no exaggeration to say that after the death of Luxeme
turg, lavi, in all prodadility, was the only revolutionist oute
side Russia who understqQqd the rudiaentary politics of Bolshee
viss: the sudsequent history of the Coaintern bears out this
assessaent, It was under Levi's leadership that Cermaniocoamun=-
10a fought against the virus of ultra-leftisa which affeoted
the whole movenment, even into the leadership of the Russian
party and the Comintermn. - It was under his leadership that in
. gerlod of less than two years the KPD grew fros a handful of
ailitants to a party of hundreds of thousands of meabers, His
poleaic from prison agaihst the sectarian leadership of his owm
party on the approach to take to the social democrats at the
tise of the 1920 Xapp putsch, was considered exemplary by Lening
he initiated the tactioc of the united front in western BEurope,
in a eizilar-manner to that outlined by Lenin in “Left-Wing“
gorncynisae An Infantile Disorder. Not accidentally, he sat as
chairman to the Seoond Congress of the Coaintern in 1920,

Morsover the polemic Lavi wrote in response to his party's
adventure in the March Action, Our Course Agzainst Putschisas, 1is
quite closely related to Lenin's "Left-Ving"” Communism in its
conceptual eladoration of the relationship between the Marxist
party and the class, and 1t is this aspect of his work which we
have zade use of in our oritique., In fact these twvo works, to-
goether with Trotsky's The lew Course and The [esso2s of October,
are the fineat and most comprehensive theoretical statements on
the nature of the coamunist party in the period following the
Bolshsvik Rsvolution. (Interestingly enough, all these works
are elffectively ignored by the present-day "Trotskyist" epigones,
olthough for narrow purposes of chronic internal factionalisa
the terdency which calls itself the "International Committee of
the Pourth International® -- more on thea in part 111 of this
lntrgduetion = has partially rehabilitated The Lessons of Octo-

Levi came into conflict with the leading strata of the Come
intern after the Second Congress in two major areas, the contine
uation of the Comintern ultra-left line -- later generalized
spesifically as the "theory of the offensive” -- and over the
tactic of the mechanical application of the "21 Points” of affile
iation to the Comrunist International, to split sections along
presused reformist/revolutionary lines, In the foraer case, ons
would have presumed his political congruence with Lenin, who
wrote "laft.Wine™ Communism specifically for the Second Congress
of the CI, But the political focus resulting froa the discus-
sion of the “21 Points” against reforaism and centriss gave the
Congress a decided "leftist” bias, and lenin‘s work did not get
the attention it deserved for another year, o

Since lanin's and Trotsky's “"leadership® of the Couxntirh
¥a® only nosinal, and since in any oase thoporiticnl practiocal
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day=to==day work was in the hands of the dlowhard G, Zinoviev,
the presidunt of the CI (then on an adventurist tear), and his
private camsarilla of Radek, Bela Kun and assorted incocpetant
Bulgarians and Hungarianes -- known as the "Little Bureau®: in
oconteaporary VYatergate terninology, the “Comintern pluadbers®
== friction between the leadership of the Cl and estadlished
leaders of national parties was a foregone conclusion. Criginate
ing a tactie knowm in the Trotskyist movement today as “"Padlo-
1st” organizational manipulation, Zinoviev engineered a catlod
of work of oreating private factions in national ssctions ‘ther=
ever the leadership would not kowtow to the "Little Sureru,”
Levi in no way objected to the principle of the "21 Points™)
nevertheless, together with the mechanical splitting operation
in reluctant or faction-ridden national parties run dy "Little
Bureau” wildmeh, these methods were guaranteed to ruin the Coa-
munist International in short order,
The particuipr instance which led to the explosion belween
Levi and the CI came at the Livorno conference of the Italian
Socialist Party in late January, 1921, where the split forced
by the Bulgarian Kristo Kabakchiev and the Rungarian Yatres
Rakosi (after World Var Il the notorious Stalinist hatchatzen
. and butcher of the Hungarian workers) destroved the party, trae¥e
ing it right down the middle into a majority refor=ist right
and a sectarian abstentionist minority ultra-left led by A, 292
diga -= but without creating a comnunist nucleus. Lev! object~
edi Rnkosi forced a principled vote of confidence for the Co=ine
tern.lino in the KPD Zentrale (analogous to the Polittoro), <Zhe
Levi-Zetkin “right” lost the vote by a narrow eargin, and resiame
. ed thelir leadership posts, A defacto but riot icz=2dlate onen
split along rlght-fett 1ines in the Cerman party was thucs con-
sunmated, (The best available assessaents of the larch fetlen
and its implications are Helamut Gruber's Interratis-s1 Ccrrvnivg
in the Era of Lanin, YVerner Angress’s Stillborn =2-2iutlonr, a
"masaive and perhaps definitive study of the failurs ¢f Goo=an
coanunisn from {919 through the Gercan Cctober in 192), and o
short studies which appeared in the pages of the )\=srican rcirth
International in 1942-43, Walter Held's "'y the Gorzan Ec7o.ue-
tion Failed” and a reply to Held by tarc loris, -"The Ger-a=n Re.
volution in Lenin's Time.® The Gruber book offers thes btaat 1nzge
mentary treatment together with a running political coz=en’c:y
on the interdependence of the Gerzan and Italian eyents, Cruder
and Angress are bourgeois scholars not sympathetic to coru~ismap
by coincidence, both Held, murdcred with his faclily Sy Ss.1'n
while fleeing froa the Nazi advance, and Loris, vere forzer
secretaries to Trotsky.)

‘The following month after the change in the Gerzan leadere
ship of the party the Harch Action took place, which levl sube
sequently characterized as “the greatest Bakuninis: putsch i=
hiatory.” The KPD at this time was formally led by 3randler,
Thalheiper and Prolich, who were to play such a lacentadle rcle
in the revolutionary year of 192), where the question of cocmme.
ist ravolution in Germany was posed.,.and under their leadership
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wa® lost, The 1921 uprising laasted about a wesk and tan ohiii»
sctericed by reckless firebrand propaganda, the settinz n” the
uneéaployed against the employed workers at factories,.iy LI _
Betting of the communists against the German workimg e€l2rd, vl
sttespts to "galvanize® the workers by means of provonaticny -
and indisoriminate terroriss; the action was brokem hy ‘i
police after a wsek, and the KPD was severely discrediiczil,

.. The open dispute which followed shook the Comimtcin anl .-
pointed a finger of responsibllity at the Zinoviev leansyshiin
and \ts functionaries in Germany, the notorious Bela Kin rari J,
Pogani (Pepper, of later CPUSA fame) among them, Tho 1line .
taken by the Zentrale (and backed by the Comintern lcndzvaiily)
Justified the action., Self-rightecusly it blamed the GaTin
vorkers and mot its own tactics for the defeat, and prenisud %n
do the same thing again as soon as possible, Unable to (e r.
hearing inside the KPD whose leadership was concerned uniy tv
cover up.its own and the CI's dirt, Levi went outsido tho paitys.

. to publish Ouy Course Agajnst Putschism in the bellc? $ha% tl.a.'
future of the German Party and the fate of the Gorman Rsto)-tiny
depended on a complete alring of the March mistakes in ful' vlcw
of the working class., Instead, he was siaply expelled Z7vur L:e -
KPD on grounds of violation of discipline and lack of rcililare:
ity and subjected to a campalgn of intense villificatlon .z -
“renegade” and a traitor by the Action's initiatorn; tha s:oct ¢
fazous (infamous) of these attacks is K, Radek's “*Dar P:)3 iuwi?
reprinted in part in the Gruber book cited above. -

The Levi case was a central feature of the Third Consluse
of the Comintern in June 1921 the March Action wac ths «i’n .
for the repudiation of the "left” course which until *h2 %€ -
doninated the CI. Lenin and Trotsky demonstratively pl.i.s-.l
theaselves “on the right® at this congress, The theoly ¢ tha
offensive was repudiated and replaced with an oricntatinn o
sass work, But in order to head off a split in the Conlatrin -
and salvage the new Cerman leadership, discussion on. &he fctlian
was severely limited, and a “compromise to the left® -. gslu~le
1y an unprincipled and terridly unwise-capitulation to tha inft
ee was negotiated by Lenin and Trotaky, in which Lovi'o 2 pvle
sion fros the KPD was upheld by the CI while his 1ino meu £Co%.
ed nearly in all respects, Naturally, for the Little Mir:c::

:3dh:h01r friends, this was read as their compromisc to iac
gnt, . '

Walter Held, oited above, describes the political nohﬁsk:
. of the coaproaises, and the wcy Trotsky (and presumably I..nin)
Tead their significance, in this manner: '

The ‘coapromise to the left’ on the German questioa wen
epproximately as follows: The ‘Maroch Action’® was an 8-
vance insofar as the German party led large masses ints
the strugsgle) it was nevertheless a grave error incofs.r
a8 the party forsook a defensive line in favor of =i o’.
fensive one; Levi’s criticiss, although generally unxrast,
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signified a breach of discipline and therefore his expule
sion was Jjustified,

That Trotsky was not altogether satisfled with this cor-
promise was olearly evident both in his report ard partice
isation in the debates, Thus he attezpted as far as pose
s1ble to weaken the position that the larch Action was a
step forward, “"When we say that the March Aztion was a
step forvard, we mean <- I, at least do / deld introduces
a parenthetical remark that Trotsky evidently . thought®
it necestary to limit himself_/ - the fact that the Come
sunist Party stands before us as a united indepondent
oolf—unff!elent party which has a possibility of indepen-
dently ehtering the proletarian struggle.” After this
concession to the general rhetoric of the Corngress, the
speaker adopted an ‘altogether diffarent tone when he‘disa
oussed the March adventure more concreteiy. “The March
Action 18 not to be defendod,...The atteadt of the party
to play & leading role in a great mass novezant was not
sucoessful ,..and when we say we‘ll throw Paul Levi out the
window and wWe discuss the Harch Action in confusing phra-
seology as ‘a first attempt®, 'a step forwvard®, we are, .
in a word, with phraseamongering covering up the critique,
but we have not fulfilled our duty.”

hﬁt this comprosise to the left was infact a capltulaticn to-
the ultra-lefts can easily be seen in this conclusion of EBeld®s:

the theses / of the Russian delegation / anathezatised the
oritics of the ultra-leftists, It i1s no wonler, then,
" that the 'leaders of the tarch Action had no =isgivings
-about “"adopting in principle the theses presented by the
Russian delegation® and only expressed objection to “Trote
sky's interpretation of the theses.® L
: eall, Held, "ty the German Pevolution Palled®,

Fourth International, Januery 194), pp. 21-2

Tnis method of dealing with Levi and 1ts irplications and
ocertainlyas a precedent was perhaps the worst sistaike the Coz=une

veolmile thzl treated the putschists with velvet gloves,

. 1st International in the era of Lenin and Trotsky -« the first

four congresses - sver made, An expulsion for the for=al reae
son of. "breaking discipline” when the action undertaken by the
party was an error bordering on a crime against the working
class was outrageous) further, to repudiate a groxes=an for a
counterposed political line while adopting his line is a flat
denial of the Leninist practice of factional decocrancy. It is
{llogical to boot) to expect ultralefts to carry out a ®righte
ist® 1line, which they neither belleve in nor urnderstand, is ade
surd, In all probability the fate of the Cerran l2volutlon two
yoars later was sralcd by this Congress, since clrarly the fallures
of 192) wero predominantly due to the incapacity of the subsere
vient Brandler-Thalheimer leadership which replaced levi. Yhile
it 18 of course an open question as to whether Lerl could have

' .
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164 the GCerman Comaunist Revolution, it is unquestionadle that
" the leadorship which followed him oould not, They, the “lefts"
of 1921 mede cvery single symaetrical rightist error possidle

in aiesing ths ornhortunitics of 19231

In the afte-math of thry fallure of the German October two
years aftcr the Talid Congress, and especially after the left
opponition renaetaély came in confliot with later btureaucratice
allye-sporisorel ccoticns of various kinds (as for example the Cane
ton soviet) Trotaky and what was to become the Pourth Internae
tional shurply rejceted the compromise line of the Third Con-
gress, although Trotsky had been a spokesman for it at the ‘tise
to some degrec -- refusing to call the Action a “putsch.” Heree
after, inctead, sotsky would characterize the period of the
€I up to the.June 1021 Co:gress as one of “"adventuriss"” and
*putschien.® Gonhe from his polemics povw are the conciliating
cover phrrses; instrad, referring to the disgusting Stalin-Zinoe
viev hadit of passing off defeats as victories, subdbstituting
bluster and supor-militant ultra-leftist rant for Marxist ana-
lysis cnd classif:ing opponents as demoralized elements, liguie
dators or rightiocts - all the hallmarks of the German and ECCI
“left® after the failure of the Harch aAction - he singles out
as the top clique's targets all those who "were able to see bete
ter and more clearly the events of yesterday, today and tomorrow,®
This line is taden from Stratesy and Tactics of the Imperislist

o one of Trotsky's most important theorstical works of the

ate 1920's, In another passage froa this work, strangcly.rocafe
niscent of the quote from Levi at the heading of this section,
he wrote: “Had the Llefts of that time triumphed at the Third
World Congress, Lenin would have been classed together with -
Llavi, Clara Zetkin, and others in the right wing on the sase
grounds,” Trote:y retained this evaluation thereafter, and {t
appears, for examnhle, in a thesis presented to a 19)6 Fourth
Internetional prezonference, “The Evolution of the Comintern.*
It 18 only rezrettable that the opportunity and time never aroee
when Trotsky had the opportunity to rethink and aystesatically
reconsidor the 1ins and role he and Lenin played at the Third

Cl Congrcss, for this ie in part where the seeds of the defeat
of the 192) ravolution r~13.sovn, :

It 1s worth hoting hore that the Held piece which we have
quoted adbovo end with vihose thesis we substantially agree devele
ops its hirto.i~2) parcpastive from this later viow of Trotsky,
-1t 48 an excecptional plece; after the death of Trotsky the '
Pourth Inter:=%.n~1"in effect - junked this view and reverted to
the earlier visir !:21d %y Lenin, Trotsky and the “"Russian theses®
et the tize of the Third Congress, The reason for this rever-
aion raises quostions far beyond the ooogc of this note on levi,
The Yarc Loris enaver to 'eld is §n the latter vein, Central
to his thesis 1s the denial that the 1921 Action was a putsch,
and to prove \.s case he quotes volusminously fros various write: 3¢
ings o7 Lenin, Trotsky et. al. in 1921...and carefully forgets

to mention the wey the guestion was handled by his own soveaent
over the 14 yaaxr aftor 19261
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seclavyers without clients, doctors without knowledee or

patients, billiard-playing students, cormercial travellers

and various sore Or less unsavory journalisss of the

gutter press, .

o= Marxz, on the Italian eection of the
Pirst Internatiomal.

The authors of the following analysis of the Chilean
eounterrevolution and some central political issues flowing
fros it == the Communist Internationalist Group =~ is a s2zall
organization composed mainly of former leadinz mezbers of the
Spartacist League. Although this represents our fisst pudlie
statement as a group, the group in fact has existed in loose
form since n81d-1972. Ve walked out of the SL at ta:at time in
the aftermath of a tragi-comic, totally inept attezpt to form
a faction, a tendency, or at least some kind of oppositional
grouping to the sheer politicul insanity and self-serving
brutality of the oclique at the top which ovns the SL. as the
sonthe-long crescendo of denunciations, violations of elesental
communist-soral norms, apartment ransackings, the vituperous
revving up of the internal gossip mills, theft ¢f private cor-
respondence, confessions, psychological pistol-vhippings, ex-
torted or voluntary self-condemnations, and unari=cus votes
rose to a shrieking climax, we concluded that peltter the
*strusgle” we were trying to wage, godavfTully vcor as it was,
por the SL, were worth the effort, and acted accoxdingly. The
SL justifies this rupture, which took out roughly a third eof
its elected leadership, as a by-product of its “‘ransforzation®s
for our part, we "transformed" ourselves from a collection of
desperate, pathetic “SL loyallists® to outside odsesrvers of an
apolitical "political” madhouse in the period of adout a m=onth.

The whole history of the SL == froas before the tice it wvase
even self-advertised as a “league” to the present -- is one
long history of “"clique fights”, of “smoking out® oppositlion-
{sts before they even know they are oppositionisis(!) throuzh
the mechanisa of an internal political police retiors of “lise
tening posts” unknown to the meamdership and_accountadble not to
the organization but only to dodvertson. "Typical of the SL opere

.ation 18 thit our grouping was szashed and wholly fragaented oo

and the whole aemdership of the organization lined up against
us ina series of conmpulsory (and unanismous)ecendezaatory votes
~=before we were able to hold even a single meetinz of the
psople who would have made up our tendency! In fact, such an

interna) mesting poyer took place,

Had we been able to function unmolested as a tendency
(1.e., within the narrowly-restricted bounds of vindictive
harassament afforded dissidents in the Comrunist Farty...or
eyen the SUP) for an outside period of perhaps six months, it
is entirely within the reala of possibility (as Jodertson
hinself has privately confided) a large minority of the
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RCY iteelf and prodably the majority of the then unbroken RCY
leadership could have been won to our ‘opposition’ for the evie
dent reason that their oriticisms of and declared hostility
tovarde the "Robertson regime” paralleled and in some cases’
ovo:hnnteinto: our ovn hesitant nrtigul-tion of thea., It is
vorth noting here that it was g:eg;ae Y from thie section of
H,. Bt the:tise the RCY National Committee, that the most iba
azboyant and self-acousatory mea culpas, repudiations, selfe

- eondemnations, eta,, and =« later, of Course e- grovelling

*negotiated” hosannahs to the forserly contesptible Robertson

" leaderahip smanated. (copies avallable on request)., The hyped-

Up opposition=breatine witchhunt atmosphere served the regise
to this extent, however, that at the time we left the SL we had
not had the opportunity of developing any clear articulated
eritique of the SL phenomenon as a whole, its progras (with
which at the time we believed curselves in general agreesent e
88 in the daily repeated and never evaluated ritual hrase for
internal consumption, “the uniquely correct program”) its his-
tory or organic relation to its organizational and programmatie
progenitors, the American Sooinlist Yorkers Party and the Brite
ish Healyite Socialist labor League, We had no "progras®, in
other words, at that time which went substantially beyond our
feslings of disgust, loathing == including s heavy dose of selfe
loathing for having put up with such a sinkhole of orap for so
long! -- and simple hatred of this savage caricaturc of o cogme
unist organization mouthing many of the words of the ideals to
which wve were comaitted while practicing the direct opposite,

. At the same time, however partial and inarticulate -- for
want of an appropriate analytical model -- were our “raspant

eliquist proclivities” (the overripe prose is the SL's,:.ndt ours)

and 80 forth, what was clearly indicated was a fundameptally

) ﬁggn&gxggggg way of looking at the whole conception of Marxist:
istorical methods and the Leninist conception of the revolutione

ary party snd jts purpose, These of course are only two exaa-

-ples out of many, Yet at least this such is implied in our very

early recognition of the SL internal life as that of a "Byzan-
tine cellar®, whose sorrupted morality was destructive of coa-
mnist consciousness and beneath conteapt, whose “program” was

gt least totally divorced from reality, whose “functioning” (sicl)

was non-existent and whose trade union/working class orientation
was® & cruel hoax and a fraud upon the meabership., A siample
enupsration of our earliest differences with the SL on the ques-
tion of the vanguard party alone is cufficient to indicate
ococunterposed political, theoretical and ethical approaches to
larzist theory and practice, Limitations of space prevent more
than the sketchiest evaluation of these components here, But

it 1o self-evident to any revolutionary that the struggle for

the larxist party is primarily a central theoretical/political

roblea, not an “organizational®/sudbordinate 1ssue (an incredi-

1e anti-larxist, anti-leninist separation whose origins lie in -

Cannon's SUP), a political problam which contains in itself
of the struggle for a consistent, aaterialist, Marxist world
view, PFor curselves in the 8L, despite our own wishes and

*
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attempts, findlly we oould not shut our eyes to the ecpirieal
data of stupid brutality and near-paranoid induced anxlety which
is the nora ol internal life or reconcile it with the professed
8L fight for a communist program, and it was this econtrz=liction
which pushed us into a suicidal confrontation with the SL °ree
gime” in ordet to maintain our ability to see the world srousd
us and salvage at least some .shreds of our llarxist cozsunist

. integrity, . Ve did not draw our conclusions rapidly, o> rush
thea to their programmatic conclusions, for a relatively long
period of several months because we did not knov viethar we were
simply dealing with a freak outfit or whsther tiase cdefora‘ties
had their origins elsewhere., Indeed, we thought a% the tis=e of
the "clique fight" and even for a while aftervaris, that we kad
simply been smoked out and pushed into & fight prezatuyrely (1)
a8 a result of the top clique'’s preemptive strixe asainst us;
indeed, it i3 self-evident, now, that had we been avle to take
off our dlinders earlier and articulate our rea) dirfearonces with
. this plece of 'ossified lunacy® we would have velked out conths
or even.years earlier,

L ] L] L * . ] [ L L

lle consider a short simple rarrative of the internal 1life
of the SL more than sufficient grounds to explaln to anycne com-
versant with Stalinist orgnnizational practices ou= vallkout froa
that organization, ile have little intcrest in ta=s tellirs of
horror stories about SL "regire” lunacies deyond those nezessary
to flesh out ah otherwise abstract statement and to coavay to
the reader a feel for what it is like insid:, /At Th2 sace time
we will attempt to analyze the historienl/pciitical tasis of
gsegdo-?;otskxism trying for the first tioe to our znoirledge to
go .beyond simple hamecalling and retailing of extra-politicial
and psychoanalytical outrages to thsreby render a political
account of the existence of the intermational plctzora of screwe
ball outfits == thu SL, llorkers lLeague, Soclalist lader Lleague,
the Prenoch OCI and Lique Communiste, etc, == which pass thec-
selves off to the general public and thair owm cexhersihips as
"Marxist” and "Trotskyist®,

The SL has made quite a career for itself nudlieldy
washing the dirty laundry of the so.-Clsant "Trotsiyist“covezents
and it is impossible to guess what ir facl the: would r£ill
their panes with if most of these insignificant ocutfits were to
do the working class a favor and go awcy, PEut alter they expose
the atrocities (more or less accurately, no Ze> 2 ¢ cun tell)
of whomever they'te carryinzg a knife for this weel:, thar stop
far short of attemptiny a historical, nroecrac:atic, nzthedolo-
gical explanation of what these groups are, there they caze froa
and -~ even more importantly =- how they get aimy *rith it. This
failure to undertake a anterialist ezplanaticn of tize ®fake left®
is by no means accidental; on the contrary, gilven Joterison'®s
stress on "oontimuity® for self-justification, thare are aa av’al
lot of rocks =« labelled Cannon and Eealy, in the ain == that

he dare pof let hin mesbers Jook updes! So, Waile 1t e ue
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doadbt interestine to leurn Progressive labor is as ‘sorewed-down,
raersd-and=-bound Stalinist inside as they appear to the world '
sutside, that a prominent leader of the Ceylonese "Trotskyiste®
openly flirte with the CIA and is “"protected® (1t1) in this by
the 3P, that the lador Committee becoses more megalomaniao,
BOore eraokpot week Ly week, that Healy's english Socialist
lavor Learue deats up even more interns) dissidents than polie-
tieal ognoncnt! (they underwent thelr transformation some tise
820), that the SYP uses “latersate” tactics against its dissie
donts (1), thut the vYorkers Leaxue's iohlforth is a political
avine who changes his views with the same rezularity that he
ehangos ‘hie sooks,,.while all of these are undoubtedly true and
probadly even underplayed, the hows and whys of these anti-.

zgshéng-g}iag. apti-commynisJt abominations are never oxp nxnedl
and for self-evident reasons. _ '

The internal SL regime has gotten even worse, over the
Jears, as it approaches its projected realyite-Cannonite noras
ee in Marv Treiger's words, "worse than any Stalinist orsaniza-
tion I've ever been in“ (this from a perspective of ten years in
the Staliniet/isoist soveaent!) == while its outside sanctimone
jous hypoorisy and pretense of “"factional deaocracy® has become
:ven more shrill, Ve offer the reader a few descrivotive inci-

ents: )

‘ Jtems The Leninist Paction/Spartscist leacue zneiogn‘
During the early months of 1972 a tendency professing an “antie-

refornist® semi-~Healyite, "left-Trotskyist® prograa beman to
develop ocut of a prior opposition in the SiP, taking the name of
ths "leninist Paction.” The LP was virtually identical prograae
satically to the SL, at least on paper, and organizationally
sore conpetant than any prior 3SWP opposition since 195). Typi- -
eally, the SL 414 not atteapt to develop the group politically
but confronted it orpanizationally, posing the question to thea:
gbortion or gepitylation. To this end, it transforased.its sya-
pathizer, pro-SL co-thinkeras inside the faction into SL agcnts
(wvho repeatedly derjed this to their then co-factionalists),
Imen fusion discuseions amone the leaderships of the two orsanie
z2ations stalled over two questions =~ inviting the politically
8iailnr SL-expelled Vanguard Newsletcer group into the fusion, .
on grounds of prosrammatic agreement and the strong well=founded
reservations of the LP toward the SL “regime” (the skeptical L2
had gotten a taste of Cannonite "Leninist democratic centralisa®
fros the Barnes-ferry regime in the 3UP) =- the SL mde an
attezpt to gut and destroy the faction organizationally by sim-
ultaneously ripping out its azents precipitously without warne:
ing and following siajlar earlier attempts of the vWorkers league,
fingering the remaining “1llegal”, "disloyal” faction to the -

‘SUP lesdership,

This Tsmart® Zinovievist-Stalinist tactic hal two results:
an increased political public oconfusion in the creation of yet

another programmatically siailar but gpponent g;ggnlgifxgn. the -
Class 3truggle leaxue: gnd the developament of a new Sl-sponsored



thedretiocal perversion of the fundamental question of dezocraties
centralisa and the vanguard party in order to justify Cannonite/
Zinoviest organizational conceptions of the falled fusion, a
totally ahistorical, theoretically defective metaphysical sepa~
ration of the historical Lenin into "before® and: "after” cosmparte
ments, This was a oclassioc case of sore blatant than latent
revisionisn, - The LP had written a document, "Cezocratic CenSrale
fien", in whidh they descridbed the leninist foro of intermal
relations as .“freedos of criticiss, unity of actior®, froa
Llenin‘s 1906 article of the same name (Collected _icrks, Vol., X,
pp 442-3), In fact this disembalming of the historical Lenin

was one of the best theoretical contridutions to the jarxist
movement: in a generation, despite its severe limitations, BEut
the tup clique in the SL did not agree; they tock one look at
this arrosant heresy and recolled in horror, for the 1P had eone
80 far as to dontrast Leninist norms of functioninz with those

of the SHP and the SL. It 1s as clear to the rodertson eircle

as to ourselves that to encourace internal criticisa of an7~
thinz in the SL would destroy that organization in short order,
for obvious reasons. Nor was it overjoyed to learn the L2 had
d3ascovered that Leninist democratic centralisa icplieitly tut
clearly condemned the “organizetional methods® which predonirated
in the Fourth International after the death of Trotszy. Thils
difference with the LF over leninist standards was escalated °

- into a "principled question®, .1.6,, & split 1ssue; since the

SL was clearly in the wronz and counterposed to Lenin's clearly
stated views, a "theoretical” cover for the rupture in relatioms
and SL practice became a burning necessity., nAccording to the

* nev 3L schema (we had never heard anything like this in the SL,

but then most of us had never known what Lenin hal written in
1906, either!) the Lenin who had favored party de=zocracy at the
time of the 1905 Revolution was "a revolutionary £o021al deco~
crat but not yet a 3olshevik™ (1)1 this Lenin was contrasted
with the later Lenin (about which, unfortunately tut understande
ably, nothinn.was said or documented in the public press cf the
SL), who presumably held such democratic frills wsre .¢eo -
lHenshevisa! This casuistic hokua 18 undoudbtedly vassed on to
the ranks as the essence of Trotskyisam, wheresas the true fathrer
of this partioular peculiar dichotoay is to be found in the
historical tradlitiun not of Bolshevisa but P.T. Farnua,

(In faot, even on the level we have discussed it, the SL
argunent is unadulterated hogwash, Hobertson and his conceptiom
of the "Bolshevik” party are so far reocoved fro= 3olshevisa and
L2nin that he 18 terridbly embarrassed by Lenin‘’s stratezic ap-
proach and tactics in both Aussian Hevolutions, 1925 and 19171
Por reasons of that “unique” political quality of his which we
are too polite to mention here, however, he dares on2nly == even
if odliquely -- to attack Lenin only in the {cz=er instance,
1905, laplying semi-Henshevisa, "I3ishness”, etc., to hinm,

How they treat his strategy in 1917 deserves the extended'study
in obfuscatory cirocumspsotion we have afforded it in the text of
our oritique of the SL's “"position” on Chile,
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(To return momentarily to the Lenin 1906 forsulation of
democratio oentralisn, and the SL "before” and “after® ayth,
we drav the attention of the Robertsonian "theoreticians” to the

following passage from a poleaic against W, Pivert on the nature
of the Bolshevik party: o

esothe principle of Bolshevik organization is “"descoratie
eentrulisns” assured by .conplete freedoa of criticien
_ an:lby groupings together with a discipline of steel in
action.*” . .
==Trotsky, “*labels® and ‘juabderp’™ Uritin~s 19)5-36
pp ‘l?-‘lﬂ .

Doss the SL also contend that Trotsky never really gave up his
llenshevisa,,,.?) ‘

Jtems Progressive labor and Democratic Centralisms In the
April 1573 issue of <orkers Vanguard, the SL ;E;Z%%lzag-forner
PL drop outs wrote an article, "PL on the Acad to ° Beforaisa®
which piously lectures PL on their Stalinist internal life,
That PL internal life 18 wholly wretched, we have no doubt,
Yhat is particularly interesting about the SL article is its
flat refusal -- beyond reflex-action “Stalinist” label-pasting
== t0 demonstrate the political/programmatic interrelationship
between PL's views and this “"monolithic”® conception of the
party, although one would think such an effort would be second
nature to any liarxist, £ven smore interesting and more g.rmane
here than this elemental methodological failure is the total,
Bind-bloving chutzpah of the SL attacking PL for the SL's most
gharacteristic internal features! «An analogy might help here:
you can only grind your teeth and laugh when an outfit like the
filthy ARealy League (of England) attacks their former bloc parte
ners, the equally filthy OCI (of Prance) for their treatsent of
oppositionalists; to quote the SLL, “"...the OC] leaders have
novw resortgd to exhuming the political past of /the idungarian
Trotskyist/ Vurga to discredit him personally and destroy his
self-confidence -« by cooparing him to the well-known GPU anent’
Soblen,” (The OCI has apparently distinguished itself by slan-
derine Varga as a 1S-year veteran agent of gggn (17) the Cla apd
the 5PUI), (of, "In Defense of Principles,” The Bulletin, No=
veaber 20, 1973) The “"cutch® is that the SLL is erobL_Tnab Y worge
than the OCI, inside; that it i3 a screwball outfit closer in
style, atzosphere and drutality to Roeha’s Brown Shirts, and
vhose ossified lunacy demoralized, broke physically end psycho-
oxically a:id €inally destroyed politically a whole layer of the
inest 3ritish harxist intellectunls ever asseabled together,
foraer CPers who broke with Stalinisa and became Trotskyist
after the 1956 Hungarian devolution,..all gone, ‘

This is only an analogy, but a fitting one. Scaled don
proportionally, it places the SL attack on PL in the proper per-
speotive. A-'point by point refutation of the SL's hypocricy on .
this question is out of order here, but we advise anyone shoocked
by the Y revelation that the PL leadership 1ssued an internal
docurent against Bill Epton "which can only be charactericed
a8 slander and character assassination” == it can in faot de

[4
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be?;e: charadterized as vile and anti-comrunist == to write the
SL national office for copies of the 200-0dd pages of apolle
tical ewill duaped on ps. The SL has been quite circuamspeat
about letting these sasterpieces circulate pudlically, net for
reasons of "principle” dut bdecause they reek with ths true'
futernal atmosphere, (Indeed, the SL 1s 3o aware of their
exposure in these documents that one of the grourds for the
*post mortea” sxpulsion of Dave Cunningham was t:at he khad

"*leaked” /having already resigned from the SL7 “ho =c-’te’s’

pwn documenta_agalnst us to the LP theredby “sabdtaging"‘the-

. tustion!)..

"In the same article on PL there is this raster’ul 1little
seotion:

*pL still [}7 maintains Stalinist noras of “"derocratic-
centralisa”, 1.e,, there 1s no mechanisa dy vhich s ninopre
ity can.organize to fight for its position [i/ or change
the leadership /17,’in contrast to the leninist norc of
factional democracy as the only real guarantee a~ainst
bureauctatic control, subterranean cliques [i/ and a coc-
1le membership,.”

Wad we written this passage, and not the two forzsr Pl’ers, we
would have gone on to stress also the central role of the edu-
cation of the meabership in iarxism and critical thinking, and

- also the critical importance of timely access to 7ital inforca-

tion, the putrpose of which is to inform the pectership and not
to be Bquirrtlled away in locked files, But let us rot cavils
the points in the article are well taken, and so far as they go
we agree, But,.. we would like to find one sinsle zajor “orthoe
dox", "Trotskyist® organization somewhere in the post-azortea
Trotaskyist movement vwhich has made even the pretense of livire
by the "Leninist norms” they all sanctimoniously preach., Fer-

“haps Shachtman's llorkers Party, before it collapsed politically

after about 1948 or so: perhaps Haston's Revolutionary Communist

" Party during the war years, before the Cannon-Fablo-iHealy coa-

bine ohewed it up and wrecked it., For that gatter, e would

.11ke to find one instance where a political strussle -« as

opposed to personal defamation, gutter-gossip-conzering, heresye
hunting, “disloyalty® charges/trials, and the 1lilte <= was the
predominant feature in uny internal fight. 3o {a> as the 5./P
derived-and-inflyenced groups are concerned, it hes bdeen a
thirty-ysar-long wasteland, : .

If there is any “mechanism” by which "a alrority can orzane
ize to fight for its position”™ in the SL, we “:rere unable to
find it. Anyone who thinks the “Robertson regize” canh te aocdle
fied, changed, toned down or removed also believes 1n the tooth
fairy and ‘the Easter Sunny. i/ith the faintest rossible excep~
tion of the tlorkers league, the Nixon administration eor the
SLL (ef, above) we don‘t know of any organizaticn with a worse
record (however cosmetioally presented to the rudlic) of burean~
oratic centrol® than the SL) even the hyper-3talinist/mit-iaolst

. -
[ . . .
. .



xxidd

groupings whioch presently dot the US politiocal landscape are.in.
" general aore desocratioc, less scroewed-doim than the SL under
Roderteon’s white-knuockled ocontrol, 30 far as “dooile”, i,e,,
silent, fearful “seaderships” are concerned, ys thought what we
salled the “silent faction® (the regimm‘c “"Silent i jority®)
was that wvay because they were really mulling over political
fssues, Maydbe they were only thinking ahout "occntinmuity”?

80 far as "sudterranean cliques® are ooncernidi ,,.!

The reader may draw any conclusion that oight ‘spring to

aind froa the sheer cojncidence of tho fast the central regime
attack on us was entitled “Cliques, 2ic%3 and ths Regime® or

froa this deathlens bit of, well,.,.overwroirht proses

®.ssPor 1t 18 indeed the Cunninghanm clique -~ as well as
the lloore clique with which Cunuinzhaa ot, cl, havs for
sone time msaintained a secret personal-political correse
pondence =- which is at the core of the Byrontine Cellar,
pecululie yeretation which grew angd greyw 4\ the dnry unti}
Treiger's coning unstuck and dreeking froa the 8L turned

over the rock apnd exposeq thea pt Jast.

0000800508800 000000NGRS

Subjective, arrogant cliquistz have destroyed the inno~
cence of this organization.*/t/ ‘ '

(*Cl{ous0, Bloos, eto.”, June 1972)

You have to admit that that stuff aboit “pesullar vegeta=
tion", turning over rocks, hidden cppositiunslists being exposed
and “unmasked”, etc,, 18 pretty pood, There 1o 3 history of -
thie kind of writing =« and thinking == in tha rovz2mang, but ¢
1s also the fact that you never find the nancs horz, or lenin,
or Trotsky, signed to it, and it only 1crely cppoared when they
wore alive in a position to do something ahout it. Tihec moveaent
s08t characterized dby this sort of thing hna en ejually famous
individual’s rame attached to it, tu:t Lo dcvolop thiu point here
would bde slightly premature, But 1t 18 no% che covosant that le.
the “orsanic development® of Leninisn, Duc rcthce 1to antithesie,

\mat 1s pot answered in the 200 soame pogead of perbage and
vilification poured out at us 181 ::crc C¢o ocliquos, if that is
what they are; come froa? The reason 1t 1: ot ancirerzd is
siaple =« to do 80 would be to expose a sliquo-1un operation,
Cliques exist only, as the WY attack on i vorrectly suys, when
there is no internal democracy, po Leaininn, in an orsanization)
a clique hunt/clique fight 18 virtually by defirnition a self-
exposure of a dead, worthless organization! In a healthy, demo~
eratio organization there are and will bo po oliques, for the
::od and siaple reason that differencoa, arcuacnto, gripes will

ke other, gpen means of expression, '

Vhat 1s really outregeous about the VY‘'s po:nous atrictuio.
against PL 1s that the whole higtory ol Lhe 30 aw one iong series
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of “discoveries® and “confrontations® with cliques! The 3L
mesbership does not kmow this ‘because they knovw nothing of thelr
own history, but anyone with acocess to a set of Pslitical Pureau
or Resident Editorial.Board sinutes fros 1964 on can find a cone
stant repotition of the theme, (They will fird a covstent repee
tition of the same pattern of confessions, contritions, razige

nations, suspensions or outright expulsions also.) according te’

the regime docuaents themselves, there were at lcast five o
Benjamin-lioore=-Cunninghan-Treiger-Brosius -~ saparate ellques in

‘ operation just before the June 1972 blorrup, and wio mot's how

many others? Por all Robertson knew, or susnzcted, p-oladly
half the elected leadership was doing the initicl :zeriine-ous
work of thinkgn§ about starting an oppositicn, Et231de3, 17 come
piling such a 1list one should not forgest the 2atcriveon perman-
ent faction which owvns the SL -= 1t is, purely znd s'ep'z, a
leadership clique, based on authority, senlority ond rutucle
backscratching self-protection, not at cll »31iltizzl =2nd rot et
all dissisilar to the crowd around Barnez (ia the S2) o> il
forth or Healy, In retrospect, there is no re~sorn for u3s to

"assuse these earlier groupings, clique=beited out o0’ the SL, were

any better or worse, more or less political, =oe or less arti-
culate than we were) nor should cur recosriticr that coce of

these former groups and indivicduals develoved zc=> pratty cerewy
views or went funny places have a debilitatirr effecs, (The SL

. has some pretty screwy views, alino.) lhet e-.r32s 1S thiss a

constant series of supersensitive preemotires c:ri?+s grzinsc any

eriticisa of the leadership, a policy of "s:agkin; opnoslitions
in the egg stage®, etc., ets. In the ten we~r history ef the SL,
in fact, there has been exactly onc politiera) crnositien sianda

ing on ?nx kind of dogcument, the Turner E£llens opposition of

1968, (ile discount our own Bay Arca oppositlon of Suacer °72

a8 a bad, morbid, and altogather poo> joks.,) Thz Turnss-='lens
aroup was, indeed, "smoked out” prematucely, bdbul dus to the
massive sloth of the leadership and &£llen's excellent under-
qround work, it was not destroyad in cndbrvo. T2 only opposi-
tionalists that:stand a chance to goth2a> ercuzh vertineal !nfore
mation to develop sufficlent consclousness in th: 3L to.wvant te

- do something, anything (i.e., get .lobertson) vofore ther ars

gotten are leadership/apparatus brealavays, botit t2 and the
1968 .opposition vere of thia variety, The 103 eppositlon cot
nine . supporters, two amnjor docuaents, tio nontiis ol exlziince
and the normal round of “"rotten bdloe®™ chergasd !Is= Cauzsrices

"if an opposition survives lone ennuch &n urile 2 siatezen® (t's

a rotten bloc; if 1t's crushed in the egg it's an “unsnsied®,
subjective, paranoid clique), petty harassnencs, discislirary
charges, suspensions, walkouts, and post-~o=*c2 exzulcicns. In
all fairness, it wvas not a very good oppositicn in serz3 of its
politics, but it was certainly unique == the {1rst ard last of
its kind! (Por the record here we have an | :l!ration %0 state
that on the one and only decisive question > thr 1080 fIizht ea.
the "organizational®™ question, the nature of thz laserm2l resg'se
and the organization itself -- for wilch e, ar>; ochice 1eglime
supporters, 80 liberally and intoleradbly cbucgel tins onposiiion,
we, not they were dead wrong.,) But even with 1M g reco Parging
around its neok, the SL does not flinel: vhoa 25 tells P2 tial
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without “leninist norms of factional demooracy® its orsthxintlpu
will get ocliques,,.. e

Items wp liatergater The title of an article in
the SepcoubeghgaﬁT?l&eﬁof UV reads "SWP Uses \isterzate Tactios
Against Trotskyists”, and we laughed ourselves sick when we read
these accusations! The SWP has used these kinds of tacotics with
the connivance of the leadership against its oppositions since
as: the initial stages of the Goldman-horrow opposition in

194), and it 1s possible to wonder if this isn't something Cannon
learned as the “Bolshevizer®/Zinoviev agent of the CPU3A in
192be5, The SL Bulletins issued against us are full of purloined
and "intercepted”® correspondence, private notes fished out of
wvastebaskets, and the like. The preemptive strike dropped on us
was, in 2ost features at least, the end result of a scenario
which took weeks, perhaps months, to construct in secret and pull
together, Reasons of space alone prevent us fros publishing a
relevant section of Robertson‘’s widely-circulated January 197)
ictt:r to the British Aevolutionary Communist League, in which

e alternately denies and justifies the ransacking of oppositione
alists’ apartzents, Aobertson will undoudtedly not be asused to'
find some future oppositionalist using that passage as a justi-
fication to break into hig apartment....

* \le have some questions for the SL'ers here: what on earth
have such tactics, such “"methods” to do with communisa? .here
in Bolshevik practice, with all the unfortunate emigre demoralie
gation, squabddlineg, bdackbiting, blistering hostility, under nervee
flaying conditions ten times worse than you ever heard of, can

you find anything 1ike this? There's a reasop you can't find it,
It didn't exist.... :

Items The \lorkers Leagye apd its “pin) deformed workers
g;g*g' zeq;mgeg The SL makes thie charge against the VUL, appar-
ently seriously through crocodile tears and roaring laughter, in
the Noveasber 9, 1973 issue of MV (cf, "Life in vWohlforth's ilor-
kers League”), They thereby admit, albeit in a sideways manner,
that the conduct of the internal 1life of an organization clais-
ing to be "Trotskyist®™ is a politjcal question, ‘/hat they peap
by their cute phrase "aini deformed workers state” regise, in
plain Mglish, is that liochlforth runs hies organization like a
Stalinist police state, True enough, All that needs to be added
fe that this 1s precisely the way Aobertson runs his, The sare
thing goes for Healy, Lambert, darnes, Sam harcy and all the rest
of these types: the only difference between theam 18 how often an
opposition can actually surface, and how long 1t laste after it
does, if it can, Everyone around the pseudo-Trotskyist movement
knows the bureaucracy in the SWP is worse, pore bureaucratie,
than the most ossified craft trade union you can name; they also
know, or ought to, that both iobertson and Wohlforth run their
orzanizations in a manner fit to make the Barnes-ferry regiase in
the 34P look 1ike flaming liberals, that both the SL and V/L place
& high preajua on “saoking out® factions, or proto-factions (oce
casionally to the point of bragging about it pudlically!) and
that in praotice it 1s far easier to dumsp Barnes or impeach Nixon,
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- than to remove Roberteson or Wohlforth from their respective
posts, The ¥Y article quotes an internal YL resolution on a
-ourrent factional dispute, We assuse that point #) of this
resolution which pretends to give a soclal/political tasis for
the existence of a faction fight at this particuler tice, wvas
accurately copled froa an authentic VL internal dccu=zent (and
not acoidentally copled down from one of Robertson's diatrides
agairst us last year). If so, the point refers to the WL's
“transformation” (!) into a mass organization (1i) and the pree
::-i?':?abillty of ‘the skeptical ainority to Feep up with

It 18 interesting the SL did not choose to co==ant on the
political meaning of this lIL resolution, and a self-exposure
that they did not. . The meaning of the language 1s guite clear:s
in 1line with his gut impulse derived from the degeneration of
the PI, lYohlforth is laying the groundwork for a cdenozogic admse
of the minority for “desertion” from the WL, the Feurth Intere
national, and the Marx-Engels-Lenin-Trotsky-"Firs: Tcur Cone
gresses of the Comintern"-Cannon-Healy “continuity" upen which
his puny authority rests, and in so many viords accuses thea of
breaking under the pressure of the "transforration® of the 'L,
capitulation to the increased pressure of the class cneay, sharpe
enins sonstrously with the approaching finnl crisis ¢f capitale
iss, etc,, ete, The YL sinority, whoever, vhatever tlhey are,
are getting a close-up taste of tha S!F/?I-derived panchant for
. denouncing anyone who disagrees with i: (or it- “histecrieally
chosen cadre”/leadership) as "rencgades”, capituletors $9 isapere
1alism, class enemies of the proletariat, end eny othes slander
they can suck out of their thumbs <« or a wire tettle <« ot the
monent, This.stuff was all lifted, of course, stralsht out eof
the how=to text books of the Stalin faction in the postelenin
" fussian Communist Party, and similar co-thinkers in the post=
Trotsky Fourth International. Under the circurstancas, our
hilarity at the SL's exposure of this outrage is tinzad with
oynicisa; presusably in this case the norcal sequeans of events
is reversed, and Wohlforth is follovins Robertson’s grounde-
breaking attemptasl (Brief meao to the editor of Th: Bulletin:s
"Porsake base envy, and salute a worthy peer®!) .

In 1948<49 when the Tito-Soviet split reached its hottest
point amid threats of war and invasion, Stalin denounecd Tito
for running a *"Turkish” regime, ‘hile tho charge *as undoudte
edly true ?doeplto the Fourth Intemational’s pzinting up Tite
as the defender of leninism!) the charge lost sozething, cocine
as it d1d froa particular source, But for the pseudo-coze
sunists of the SL, anger at Byzantiun can only bde levalled
against. Stalin; Mao and the Healyites; so far as we are ecne
.cerned, for the 8L to chide Johlforth for outlawirg factions
and his “sneering comptempt of workers /i] desscsacy® is on a
level of cynical sanctimonious hypocrisy equivaleat to Stalin’s
rage at Tito, or G, Healy's faked concern for the slanders of
the OCI against ftheir oppositionalists!

N *
" " '..
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- Inough, We cssume our reader i1s as little interested as
%o in the internal workings, ecostructure of syadbiotic mutual-
recriainations of 1little pseudo-Marxist dingdbat oludbe whose
virtuslly whole social impaot is limited to the nuisances and
torsents they perpetrate upon their meaberships, We want to
stress that we dwell ‘on this material only for the purpose of
saXing our points concrete and the magnitude of the question
evident, It has two central premises, Pirst, simply to demone

strate the basic concevtua]l and practica)l sisilarity of all

these groups, despite what they say of theaselves or oriticize
in others, despite whatever banner -- "workers desocracy®, for
exasple =« they parade under in publie, It is clear that to the
1inited extent they are known at all they discredit the Marxist
sovesent -« and, inevitadly, larxisa itself -- in the eyes of
everyone capadle of non-cultist critical thought, 3econd, to
desonstrate that however such or for what reasons these groups
occasionally "expose® each other by listing their various polie
tical/organizational atrocities and general crimes against
civilization «=- we do not challenge the agcuracy of these expo-
ses: all in all, they are undoubtedly true == they nowhers postue
late a historical/theoretical explanation of the origins and
sources of these anti-socialist abominations, or explain the
apparently inexplicable...that 1s, how it happens' that pure 100£
out-and-out Stalinist morality and methods of operation ali of

a sudden, or even gradually, show up in the “Trotskyist® sovement,

Por example, the SL on occasion attacks the lorkers League
as "political bandits."™ Undoubtedly true, But if this is

. meant a8 a political characterization and not siaply as a swear

word, then it is necessary to ask: what does this mean? where
do these techniques come from? In the case of the WL their
origins are obvious insofar as the UL s only the American oute
post of the British Socialist labor League., The jammediate source
obviously lies in the SLL proprietorship of G, Healy. But where
in tuin does he come from? Along with J. P. Cannon in the U3
and h, Padlo on the Puropean continent he was the center piece

of the "Big Three® postewar Fourth International leaders., How
did he rise to such high position? Obviously, again, because

- he was Cannon's agent/factionalist in the British war-tise

Revolutionary Communist Party, and in that role along with the
other Cannon factionalist Pablo was responsidble more than any
other factor for the destruction of the RCP after the war, Did

use those sort of tactics, then? Unquestionadbly, as the -
nternal ACP docuaents of theperiod indicate, Then it is fair
to say, is it not, that the finger points in a fairly linear

. fashion to the international extension of the post-mortea

“Trotekyist® leadershipeolique in the wartiae SVP? Unquestione
Ibl’ooot T

Robertson, of course, knows this as well as we do, But
bocause his clais to “consistency”, or "orthodoxy,” or “"contine
uity® 1ies in his identification with the Cannon clique and its
sethods == the ynljidity of this identity, this “"continuity”® 1s
another question, the answer to which lies far beyond the scope
of $£hig ocritique =- he cannot allovw his verbal attacks on the
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VL leadership and its pethods to pcnetrate bayond word-slinging
into an historical evaluation beg %12 pugn o) axsajpnation ¥
destroy him and his pretences us woll pa ggslforqh. cather

than take this chance, the recouves to persoaci/prycholosical
projections substitutes for calteiialist asxilenatiors: Z3ecaly is
a bad man and a “"political gangster®, “O:ist Healvi®™ Feriod. It
goes without saying that the practitionsrs ol iiese Fiorentine
arts, along with those who “expose” clercents of thair conse-
quences, undoubtedly pretend this sort oi *hing ccnsiitutes
“leninisa” (clearly, it is not only ths cold-usv iceolorues of
American isperialism and anticonmzinlicrs rio Lelizve that Staline
iss represents the organic continult> of leninis=). <That they
are able to convince their foliovers in this abonir-dic zis-
evaluation of Leninise/Trotskylsn depend3s totally upon the calne
tenance of blissful, sheeplike ignorancs eronsg the ranks through
the medium of Pavlovian-conditionsd renk-and-Jile hostllity to
“theory®, history and any form of cri%ical %houszi:it., Trotsiy's
side comments on this phenomecnen in the *39-30 faction fight

in the SVP are gxactly relevant and always ignored,

Stalinisk is not the con%imity of Leninisa, -~z we have
noted above, but its aptithoule; it cerrec to frultlon throush
the mediun of a counterrecvolui'en in theor) as wcil as prectice,
inside the Russian party and he Corsunist Irtcrmationcl as well
as the Russian atate, A sialiar thing occurred within the
*Trotskyist®” movement; after tihe d2ath of Tretsi:y the “contine
uity" of Trotskyism vas creeted, ac the icrnin cult zeplaced
Lenin after 1923, GSinsllarly, this "eentinnity” -as mapidly
transforaed into a fetish beczuzn the Lhacretlcal enpzcity of
the Cannonite leadership of %he S\P and “rc Ffourth Internatiomal
proved -« to put it in the aoth charitehll aanner possibdle ==
far too inadequate, The anclngy with tha Pclan>rik Party and
the Comintern after the physiccl incopoecitaiion znd death of
Lenin == or for that matter, the Bebel/trutsky=ie? Social Dezno=
cracy after the death of Zngels -- 138 anslistaliedle,

‘Yle have .terded this transtorrilon of She SUF .- which for
particular histotical eircumstauses of 'os:dd Uar II =eant the
Fourth International -- pseuda-Trotskyism. for *xzich we have
adduced a spacific politieal ani: pe*hoicrarien cantent,
Shachtman and the llorkers Purty o the 1940°3 ra2: an attespt
in this direction but thlo cacllor eveluaticn was Jar tco Supere
ficial and solely degeripiive, wic ileivs paVenl & historleal
grounding nor a rounded theorntieal senprehenaicn; their sralye
sis died in the late U40°s toscthor with t..e YP a= a serious
revolutionary contender, Froa the deuvn U4 ‘lroissy on, and on
occasion even befors (as in the ¢oce of tha 'J%«:4] faction
fight) the 1n;*xn31 eonflicts v the S'P over stratagy and polle
tical perspectives, the flenh und bdlcod of ary Tewalutiosnry
party, found resolution not in argucant or detat: tut by the
wielding of orgahizational outragcs, mishine preacsare, a strive
ing toward internal “"peacc arnd Moucgeneiby”, 1..¢., aonolitaisa,
filthy gossip and insinuaticns, tl:e threazs of =ra:lsloas and
all the other "dirty tricks®™ 20 ccatimators :0 nZcire and
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emulate, In the subsequent political struggles in the SHP/PI
over the next ten years or so, outside against the WP and ipside
first against the Goldman-van Hel jenoort-horrow opposition, then’
the Jonnsonites == who referred to the post-war SUP internal
atposphere as a °“political gas chamber” =« and finally the 195)

" CochruneClarke-Bartell tendency, the very langause and sense of
Trotsky's ideas were even further debased and "Trotskyisa®, like
the Stalinists® "Leninisa”, became a quotational gradbbag in ore
der after the fact to justify any given SUP 1line at any given
soaent, By this process the revolutionary doctrine of Trotsky-

ism was sterilized, and the organization which was to carry out
thie sterilized analysis was killed,

The political destruction of the SUP followed apace with
its organizational corruption. HWithin a year at the latest
after the death of Trotsky the S!P repudianted his analysis of
Stalinisam, labeling the Stalinist aray "Trotsky‘'s iled Army* and
giving to the counter-revolutionary Stalinist expansion an obe
Jectively progressive/revolutionary historical role (almost
exactly the very words of its later arch-enemy and officiallye
approved devil-figure Pablo!l), Ferfectly at home 1n the pro-
Soviet liberal/radical milieu of Franklin Roosevelt's wartige
- America, the SUP glorified in pseudo-militarist rhetoric for
- the Jim Crow Arny (the “Proletartan lillitary Policy®), trimmed
thelir politics in the llinncapolis trials, cheered on the ded
Army and boosted Soviet patriotism (reserving their curses for
the "Stalin clique®), buried every fora of revolutionary work in
the trade unions for the duration (under the aezis of “preserve
ing the cadres”), explained to the government their cannon-fodder
" Blacks would fight better and more efficiently if they would only
reverse their policy of raclal segregation (i), assigned to
* Clilang in China and Candhi's Indian Congress Party a prosressive
role in flat contradiction to the thecory of the permunaint revoe
luticn, denied the contradiction between the expansion of the
Stalinist counterrevolution into Eastern Europe and its confliot
with a nascent revolutionury upsurge, made a liberal hash of
lenin‘'s conception of the right of nations to self-determination,
instructed their Fourth International adherents in “estern fure-
ope in the consuls of Bordiga-liite sectarian abstentionism froa
the mes8s national resistance moveaents, and aore, A =

The S!P and VL know all this, and still agree with the
wartiss S'IPl The SL 1s more circumapect, or at least its lead-
ership is (the ranks neither know nor care; they are “Carnnonites”
and proud of iti); they attempt in the maaner of medineval noa-
inalists to break down the unified picture above and assess it
a8 a welter of unrelated “"positions®, They agree with us on
some, prudently keep their mouths shut on all the rest (what
can they possibly say?) and whisper to anyone who will listen
that we are uensheviks, ISers, or anti-communists, 3dut the fuot
remaing that the politicul description of the wnrtime S'/P above
is not one of a revolutionary party but a dcad =- pot reforaist,

net centrist, Just dead, jprrelevant -- SLP-like organization of
no earthly u;o to anyon;.‘ﬂot alone the working class, and it




is froa this pblitical corpse that all the contemporary “contine
uity® springs, whether the claimant is naced Dobds or lames,
Healy or Pabld, lambert or Aobertson or Vohlforth., In not gll
these cases 18 the claim to continuity irrelevant -- indeed,
many of thea may justly pretend to the mantle of Cannonisa, The
problea for them is that they theredby maintain the coantinuity
not with Trotskyisa, but with its antithesis, the post-lanin
decay of the coamunist aoveaent,

Novenaber, 1973
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IHE DOLIHEVIK PABTX AND THE TBANIITIONAL METHOD

®sses It 18 entirely sufficient for an anasuhist olub if the
will of the leader comsands and the courage of the bellevers

in the face of death obeys, It 1s, however, not sufficient

for a mass party, which does not only want to set masses into
sotion but which is itself a mass, It is proper to expect of
communists that they quickly detect and vigorously utilize
svery situation conducive to struggle and that they always
point to the final aim beyond the aim of the immediate strug-
gle. But no communist is obliged or qualified, for that mat-

- ter, to detect--as a result of his adamission into the Coasunist
party and his carrying of a mepbership card--a fighting eitua-
tion where there is pone, and where nothing but the will of the
gentrale decides on the existence of such a situation in a
secret meeting and for other reasons than those obvious to the
proletarist. The Zentrale thus did not even display the simple
sk1ll of the Indian chieftain who in a demonstration of his .
oanipotence stepped outside his tent every morning and said:
'‘Sun, follow the path which I show you.,' l!ith that he pointed
with his hand in the direction froa east to west, The Zentrale,

snizated by the same feeling of oamnipotence, pointed accidentally

in the direction from west to east. It violated in this aman-
ner the basic principle which alone will activate a mass party)
only the will, insight, and resolution of the masses theaselves
will put it into motion, and on the basis of these prerequisites
s good lesdership is enabled to lead, But the Zentrale has also
not recognized those conditions which alone can activate a mass
party, a sass among masses which is everywhere connected to the
proletarians in a personal or professional relationship in the
" factories and the trade unions, sudbjected to the strenghtening
and invigorating influence of sympathy or the paralyzing in-
fluence of antipcthy or enmity., and this again raises the
question: what should be the relationship of the communists to
the masses during an action? dn action vhich merely expresses
the political needs of the Coamunist party and not the subjece
tive needs of the proletarian mass is bound to fail, It 18
ispossible for the communists, especially as long as they remain
such a minority asong the proletariat, to engage in an action
in place of the proletariat, or without the proletariat, or in
the end even grainst the proletariat, They can do no sore than
creal® by dint of the above mentioned p»alitical means sjtuations
vhich wil) make plain to the proletariat the need to fight and °
will actually involve it in the fight, The communists are then
in a position to lead the proletariat in this struggle by vire
tue of their slogans.® :

-=Paul Levi, Oyr Course asainst Putsohisp
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It inn't often that the Spartacist league, which codestly pre-
6laims itoelf “the unique ombodiment of Trotskyisa in the United
Statea” lorkerg Vanpuard, September 14, 197)/ enters the arena of
International working-class politiecs, Dut when they do, they dise
tinguish themselves notadbly, as in all their "activity®, as the
petty-bourgeois "revolutionary” phrase-rongers they are, In its
latest venture into this field -- its approach to the curreat all-out
assault by the Chilean bourgeoisie on the proletariat /77 Suvole-
ment, 3cptmeher.1), 19727 -~ the SL, utterly unadblec %o posz a revoe
Jutionary solution to the concrete situation irn which ths Chilean
proletariat finds itself, resorts to covering its pol!2ical bank-
ruptcy with a “tevolutionary”™ phrase -- "Por woskers revolutlion inm
Chilel® == a crackpot crll on the proletariat to prcduce a revolu-~
tion as the only road out of the present crisis,

A proletarian :2volution! No wore, no less,

To begin With, there 13 o problea with this "call®, The worke-
ing class does not, cannot, simply seize power "on call®:; an en%ice
transitional period is necessary durlng vhich the class pregares ite
self for this task. The fundamental characterictic of this transie-
tional stage 18 that the prolctariat, lcadinz all the oppresse? strae
ta of society, establishes centers of poliiical/ar=zed power (soviess)
and through political struggle within thess organs tests, expcses
and discards its treacherous leadershin. Only then is the class in
a position to take power, But this ind!socnsible vrocess is izras-
sible without a Leninist partv., And this party, er2etel throusz the
unity of revolutionary llarxist intellectuals with the Yighktirg van-
guard of the proletariat, must becone a mass party Yr winuing larze
sections of the workirg class to its tanner on the tasls of its cara-
city to lead mass struggles, all this i3 a2ces=2-7 {0 estadlish ke
foundation froa which ithe party can conqucT politicel hegenony wii:e
in the organizations of the laboring masses such ac sovisis ard then
fregnre the insurroction. And therc is no other wey, idistory has

ong demonstrated <~ positiwcly 1in th2 cnso of the wictorious

Russian October Revolution ana peantivoly in £ll the lost revolutione
ary opportunities == that thers is no road to soclalisa other than
through the medium of soviets or like orszanizations led by a revolu-
tionary party. Uithout this revolutionary »arty there can de no
proletarian revolution. For every felf-proclajced "Trotskyist® we
had thought this such at least was A3C, in ccreconial or Jactiomal’
application if.not in understamling or practice.

 But not for the Robertsonites! Eaving froz the dezinning syse
tematically distorted the teachings of lanin end Trotsiy and torm
then from all eonnectilon with political practice, the Rodertson per-
panent faction which owns the SL has abandoned even the AS3'e ard
the ritual it once used to cover the abscnce of interest in and knowe
ledge of revolutiomary polition: c<ven its deads ne's lie gcattered
and broken in.perfeot acoord with the utter ecynicisca of %he priest,
Nowhere, powhete in the !/V Syople=zant do they even contion the party,
let alone indiocate hoit 1t could ba construoted in the present situa-
tion, .
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Moreover, this opportunist liquidation of the party principle
was in no sense an isolated misformulation on the part of an othere
wise healthy revolutionary organization, What this line really repe
. resents i{s simply the crowning touch to the SL's entire non-revolu-

tiomary approach to the Chilean struggle,

Three years ago, in Spartacist /19 (Nov, « Dec, 1970) the SL
declared that the situation in Chile posed "Jpn sharpest fors the
{ssye of revolution or counter-revojution.* /emphasis added/ The SL
response to the issue-of revolution or counter-revolution followed
“sharply® enough: they did not writs a sinzla article or Jeaflet fop
tvwo years: por for thaot motter was there any discusslon on this cene
tra) question, When the regime finally worked itsclf up to produce
louetafﬁi resendling an snalysis of the tlass struggle in Chile (the
erticle “Pop Pront Imperils Chilean \lorkers®, WV, Decnaober *72) they
did not so much as mention the rolo of the assorted *‘Trotekylst® fore
mations there for the simple reason tho lendership responsidle for
the SL's ‘international work'! (sicl!) -- otherwise the reliquary of
authentic Trotskyist tradition, continuity and the “uniquely correct
1ine” <= d41dn’'t consider it important enough to bother to find out.
So such for the SL's role in "reconstructing the Fourth International®
secoutside Robertson’s living room ct any rate, . .

Ras the SL learned anything, if slowly, in three years? Does
it even dig up and intone the ABC's? anything, even a formal ncd in
the direction of constructing a Leninist vanguard in Chile? \Nothing,
.?or the next eight months following the Dccember 72 iscue YV carried
countless articles on their rcal orientation =- on Progresaive labdbor,
the Workers League, the 1S, VNL/CSL... == but nothing, nothinz at all
on Chile, vhere according to them the question of revolution or counte
er-revolution was posed “in sharpest fora®. Then, after the atteampte
eod coup thie June, the August ) 1ssue of WV carried a one-coluan-long
artiele, half news story, half pseudo-"manifesto”, with pictures ---
and though groping half-blindly in the direction of a correct position
regarding the military defense of the Popular Unity governaent, still
had nothing to say to the Chilean workers or to the “left® on how to
resolve the orisis cf revolutionary leadership., Such.is the serioub-
ness with which the 3L discharges itc international tasks,

By liquidating in practice the struggle for the Fourth Interna-
tional and the vanguard party the SL “call* for revolution ir. Chile
{e totally divorced froas an international revolutionary perspective
and virtually by definition is nationnlly limited. lioreover, as we
have shown, it is devoid of all concreten3ss and aeaning with respect
_to Chile itself 1 thus this “call” 1s cornletely unserious, a hoax,

And this is not accidental, for the exclucive moti-ation behind this
call for “"workers revolution!” stands Robertson's tactic of posturing
as the most "left” of all the petty-bourgeois/lumpen “hMarxist® sects
so the SL can "distinguish itself from £ll other tendencies” in its
spparently never-ending struggle for “revolutionary” regroupaent,

Needless to say, such a call has nothing in coamon with revolutionary
- politios,
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, In the above section of our oritique of the SL's "position® on
the party we are not accusing them of simple ignorance or the failure
to maintain a well-stooked drawerful of “authoritative® quotatiors
for use upon each and every occasion, On the contrary! we are limtte
ing ourselves to demonstrating the meaning and the sources of the
‘revolutioniea’ the article so well descrides, Cf course, the SL
Eeard of the concept of the Leninist party; at tices, irdeed, they

ve even referred specifically to the need for such a party in Shlle.
to fight against the popular front government. It 1s ptecisely this
former view of theirs which so vehemently ocondecns the line we are

disoussing., late last year, attacking the popular front, the Castro=-
-itonfot the liIR, eto,, they wrote:

The road to victory will dbe arduoua,. The absesrce of a revolue~
tionary vanguard party is todey the fundamental prodlea facing
.. the Chilean workers., This vanzuard must be forsed in sharp '
. struggle for a class prograa, against the popular front ard
~ the UP reforamists who are doing thelr best to strangle the
-~ revolution, As Trotsky wiote of Spain: “P0R & SUCCZSSFUL
" SOLUTION OP ALL THESE TASKS, THREE CONDITIONS ARE REQUIRED
" A PAATY 1 ONCE HORE A PARTY: AND AGAIM A PaRTY."

== \IV, Ceczeter, 1§72

An excellent Trotsky quote, The SL must have thouzht so, for the
sentence is copled into their paper in capital letters, And vhat
does it medn? It means that, without a revolutiorary party, there
will be no revolution, In fact, it is what everyone — JL, CSL, SYP
ces88y8) 1t 18 One of the elementary conceptions of tarxisa. The SL
tells anyone who might be listening in Chile that to fizht the popu-
.lar front government, a Leninist party is required, That is what
they said last year, But now, after the Popular Unity govern=ert has
been smashed, and not by a working-class offensive but a rightist
military thrust; now, after the working class 1s in retceat; now,
they call for the proletarian revolution, tut zake no =ention even of
the party. There is not even a formal nod in that direction,

haybe the vanguard party 1& there, willing and abdle to take
power? liaybe this vanguard party, non-existent in Zeceader, 1972,
somehow created itself during the nine months tetweer the Decemder
article and the September coup? - If so, on vhat prosraa? Under what
leadership? )

This party we never head of, deither did the SL. By thelr

"own eriteria, by their own chosen Trotsky quote, not only the lack .of
pention (or more isportantly, lack of concevotion)of this party in
thelr September pronouncement, a direct appcal froa i'ew Yors to the
Chilean working class for revolution now in the adsence of the pazt
is fantastic, unreal, surraalistic, nightmarish., =a2a: did thelr
quote froa Trotsky say? \lithout a party, no revolution., What else
but utter oynicism, and the opportunity to parade arournd as soze kind
of super-revolutionaries (who else called for a proletarian revolu-
tion to fight the generals?) can account for this 1t0-degree adoute-
face and the discarding of the complete teachings of lenin and Trotsky

. ’ vooe .
L L] *
.
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The dbandonment of the struggle to construot the revolutionary

~internmational and the Leninist party reduces the !/Y Sypplemsnt to the

level of all the SL°s other “"theoreticanl” material, i,e., t0 a pas-

sive coaaentary on eyents at best prjecting an "objective®” unfolding
of the workers' revolution. ' :

On top of this, whran they finally did-atteapt to provide the
Chilean working class with a strategical and tactical line prior to
the Septesber 11 coup, the SL committed every conceivable ultra le
eTror on the question of defending the popular front government
against the ailitary ocounter-revolution., aAs a result, they made a
pockery of the transitional prograam, the Leninist united front tactio
and Trotsky's analysis of bourgeois state foras in the epoch of capie
talist decay, All this led them to liquidate in practjce the poli.
$icel strucple to break the workins class from jts reformist a

| §1glln1g;“}ﬁade:snlgs.

At the end of the December '72 UV article the SL laid out a
series of ‘transitional’ demandes they envisioned as the program for
the Chilean revolution, Undoudbtedly the SL thought, in the manner of
all the ‘orthodox' Trotskyist scrides, that these demands -- lifted
vodily out of the 1938 Program adopted by the Founding Conference of
the Pourth International =« would prove quite sufficient for the
revolutionary prograa for the Chilean proletariat, No need, of course,
to analyze the active role of the various °‘Trotskyist' tendencies in
Chile, or to industriously seek out liarxist revolutionaries there in
order to lay the groundwork of a revolutionary party ... no need!
411 that s necessary for the satisfaction of the world-view {8 to
goaft mechanically the demands in the ‘)8 program to each and every
situation that comes along and there you have it ,., the uniquely
correct, the perfect programl The rosary-like recitation of the
Transitional Programs, to the proper saints in the proper order =-- of
this, and only this, consists the SL's “"exemplary® propsganda work,

But this sterile orthodoxy is aprarently reserved for zore
peaceful periods, because in the rapidly-changing situation a week
prior to the coup the SL dropped all their former lip service to .
transitional demands, veered sharply to the left and hysterically
directed the following “call” toward the Chilean workers:

Rather than presuring Allende,..we must indeed call on the
workers to break sharply _with the bourgeois popular front and
the government parties [;hong which were the Socialist and
Communist Partiesi!]/ to fight for a workers and peasants gove
ernaent based on a revolutionary progras 2F expropriation of
the agrarian gnd industrial bourgeoisie. /leaflet quoted in

vy enent

Posed in such a fashion this “call” was guaranteed to fall on deaf
ears, It 1s clear that the Chilean working class, although before
the ocoup steadily moving left to the point where ites ailitancy cole
11ded sore and aore with its leadership, still retained profound .
1llusions in the social democratic and Stalinist parties and for this
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reason was incapable at that time of breaking out of the politiecal
framework ismposed upon it by the popular front and moving into irde-
pendent opposition against it. Por this reason the approach of rev-
olutionary communists in Chile should have pointed tovard the resclne
tion of this fupdamental guestions with what tactics zust the vane
guard intervene in order to expose the bankruptcy of the reformists
and Stalinistes, destroy the proletariats® 1llusions ir this false
leadership and in the process construct a revolutionary lsadership?

.~ This could have been achlieved only by demonstrating that in a
revolutionary situation, when the issue of popular defense acainst
the counter-revolution was posed point-blanik, that the vorikers®’ par-
tics participating in the popular front governcent -« the social
democrats and the Stalinists -- play a counter-revolutionary role in
that they prevent the self-defensive araing of the worZing class,

In this situation it was necessary to go beyond prorazanda and fird
the means to demonstrate this fact to the working class in such a

way that they would theredby learn through thelr own experiences that
only the communists provided a solution to the desperate crisis,
Consequently it was necessary for the communists to raise to the
reformist leadership those demands for self-defense :hich when i=rle-
mented would organize the working cless against the risttist counter-
revolution and at the same time propel it toward the seizure of stace
power -- i,e,, to pose transitional demands as they arise out of the
concrete struggle., \llere the pressure of the class strucgle end the
instinct of self-preservation to force the reforanists to implezen:
some or all of these demands 1t would benefit the co=—unists, since
even these partial victories could not help but strensthen coesurnist
influence within the working class., And when the reforsists refuse
to carry out these demands to their necessary conclusion, precisely
bocause of the inherent contradictions in their social and political
roles, the working class would see that its o0ld leadership was co=-
pletely unwilling and unable to pursue the class struzzle and would
turn toward ‘the communists as the rlghclnglalteinatlve.l It was gre-
clsely this method of approach: to the proletarian revolution by
which the Bolsheviks came to power, as we shall dezcastrate in a
later section -- a method Trotsky quite aptly sum=ed up in the

lransjtional Proagrams

From April to Septeaber_1917, the Bolsheviks dczanded that the
Social Revolutionaries/ and Hensheviks break with the liberal
ourgeoisie and take power into thelr own hanis. Urnder this

provision the Bolshevik Party promiscd the ienshevizs anc the

35,H,8 as the petty-bourgeolis representatives of the worzers

and peasants, its revolutionary aid against the bSourgeolisles

_categorically refusing, however, either to enter into the
government of the liensheviks and S.3.8 or to caIry political
_responsibility for it, If the lensheviks and the S.R.s had

‘actually broken with the Cadets (liberals) arc with foréien

imperialiss, then the "workers' and pcasants' zoverncent®

created by them could only have hastened and facilitated the
establishment of the dictatorship of the proletariat. But 1t
was exactly because of thio that the leadership of petty-
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bourgeois desooracy resisted with all possible strength the
egtadblishment of it own government. The experience of Ruseia
deaonstrated, and the experience of Spain and Franoce once more
confiras, that even under favorable conditions the parties of
petty-bourgeois democracy (S.R.s, Social Desocrats, Stalinists,
Ararchists) are incapable of creating a government of workers

nng peasants that is, a governaent independent of the bourg~-
eoisie, _

Nevertheless, the demand of the Bolsheviks, addressed to the
iensheviks and the S.R.st “"Break with the bourgeoisie, take
the power into your own hands!® had for the masses treamendous
educational significance, The obstinate unwillingness of the
Yensheviks and the S.R.s to take power, so dramatically exposed
during the July Days, definitely doomed thea before mass opii-
ion and prepared the victory of the Bolsheviks, '

The central task of the Pourth International consist3s in free-
ing thre proletariat from the old leadership, whose oconserva-
tisn 15 in complete contradication to the catastrophic eruption
of disintegrating capitalisa and represents the chief obstacle
to historical progress, The chief accusation which the Fourth
International advarces against the traditional organizations of
the proletariat is the fact that they do not wish to tear thea-
selves away from the political semi-corpse of the bourgeoisis,
Under these conditions the demand, systematically addressed to
the old leadership: “Break with the bourgerolale, take the
power!® is an extremely iamportant weapon for exposing the trea-
cherous character of the parties and organizations of the
Second, Third and Aasterdas Internationsls... '

Of all partics and’. organizations which base themselves on the
wvorkers and peasants and speak in their nane we demand' that
they dreak politically from the bourgeoisie and enter upon the
road for the workers® and faraers' government. On this road
we proaise thea full support against capitalist resotion..

= *The Transitional Prograa", Documents of the Fourth
Interpational, pp. 201-) ,

Thus in the period after the attempted coup in June, when the right
was testing its strength and the likelilhood of a future coup was
clearly on the agenda, it was incusbent on Marxists in Chile to direct
the following central demand towards Allende, who was at the time
sizultaneously the head of state and the eabodiment of the SP/CP gov-
ernzontal coalition: disara all the counter-revolutionary forces, the
aray, the police and the fascist bands! Within this mass agitational
dezand is concretized the general transjtional demand for the breake
up of the Popular Pront (To the CP/SP == Breuk with the bourgeolsie
parties and the generals!), for any motion in this direction on Allen~
de's part would have meant, ipso facto its dissolution and the farther
resolution of the class forces into two clearly delineated, aricé campa,
at the sané time, the .arxists would huve hrd to direct the followine
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demands toward Allende, the social democratic and Tialinist partiess
Prepare the defense against arsed reaction! ara the workers! Organ-
1ze a peoples' militial Organize cities-wide Cefense cozajttees open
to all organizatione who speak in the name of the working class!
Prepare for a goneral strike against the reaction! The question of
which class has the capacity and the will to lead society ¥!1) ther

be posed concretely and in front of the working class azd Its allles,
not totally abstractly in the SL manner.

However, 1t 13 far from adequete just to maintain a correcs
prosras, strategy ahd orlentation such as the above; it 1s likewise
necessary to know how to find a rocd to the casses. N> proeras ca=

" be confined to paper and abstracted from the strunsle to iaplexzent

ity if this happens it ceases to Le a program. In a situation such
as Chile it was imperative harxists properly essess the conditicns
necessary to deteraine where the greatest potential for the bullding
of a revolutionary pa;ty.l-y.

By the time of the Scpteaber coup a revolutionary crisis had
been maturinz in Chile over a period of three years. dhile 1ir tals
period the workers, the peasants and the poor were the recivients of

‘a number of deep-going soclal reforns, this otheswise beneficient

situation was fundamentally marred by two central featurss: the .
workine class was consistently held back froo strugsle aczains% arn in-
creasingly enraged ruling class and its iaperialist allles by the -
anti-revolutionary, reformist politics of its leading parties; 2his
situation was further reinforced by the complete absernce of ary or-
ganized communist nucleus, It 1s self-evident, then, that at least
from the time the Popular Pront came to power. in 1970 co==unists .
could play a revolutionary role in the class strucgles only by fight-
ing to contruct Trotskyist factions inside one or anotier of the

ma jor working-class parties, the CP and the SP, Sirce an open strug-
gle for a revolutionary program would have been 1ap2ssidbie lnside the
Stalinist CP, and moreover since Allepde’'s soglal c¢ascciatic paiSy
stood to the ‘left of the Stalinists, a general oriertetion of revola-
tionar;'QS;E inside the SP was absolutely necessarr. It vas thils
practical orientation to the social deaocracy that Trotsiy advised
his followers in Spain to take in 1936. It was this crilentatlon
which proved so vitally necessary in Chile.

"By exposing the treacherous policy of the top leadership of the
CP/SP bloc to the fighting cadre of these parties co==unists would’
have prepared these cadres for the lmpending ailitary assault of the

‘bourgeoisie and fros that vantage could heve becoze the central plvot

for the crystallization of a revolutionary wing: Such a develorzent
would then establish the basis for th2 founding of o Leninist-Trot-
skyist party. (Let us note here that the periocd of revolutlorary

work for Trotekyists inside the Chilean SP is by no ccans at en end;
the experiences of the ailitery junta will not destror 1llustions {n
the Allende heritage or in the SP, and on th? con= . i, increase its
appeal in the coming period. In fact, it 1s precisely pow that the
most fruitful work in the creation of a left wing can be done there.)

' )
& Kl s
.
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Only with this oversll approach would it have been possible
then to win the working class awvay from its olass scolladborationist

- leadership, oreate a revolutionary party and open up the road to
soolalist revolution, |

The 8L, however, instead of utilizing the method of the transie
tional progras, simply atood outside the struggle and ultisatistiocally
called on the working class to break froa both the popular front
governsent qnd ites major political parties and "fight for a workers'
and peasants governaent based on a revolutionary program,” Stripped
of {te pasudoerevolutionary verdbiage this call ssant: Vorkers! Abape
don your leadership and fight for state bower! How such a "fight™.
eould have taken place is buyoni human coaprehension. In a situation
where there was no revolutionary leadership, no largist tendency (let
alens a party) with any significant influence among the proletariat,
vhen the majority of workers supported the populur front and when the
tendency within the class to construct soviets existed ip embryo and
not in concrete fact,...Such a "call®, aside and apart froa abandoning
the political struggle against the reformists, was sisply crisipa)

igvegtuzagg: or would be if anyone were 30 rash as to atteapt to
apleaent it,

The wise SL “"theoretician” who authored this line should have
at least taken the time to study the approach Trotsky thought revolue
tionaries should take in fighting the illusions of the proletariat'‘'in
popular fronts and other such cross-class dlocs of labor bureaucrats
and capitslists, (Ve doudt though that any conceivable amount of
study would help this genius.) Ve apologize to the reader for the.
length of this quotation; nevertheless we think that here Trotsky
pakes all the essential pointe on what constitutes revolutionary
tactics, In response to the question: “"HWhat should our attitude be
towvard Peace Councils?” put to.-him by the British Trotskyist, Collins,
‘Trotsky answered:

The question of the Peace Council bears a certain resemblance
to that of the People’s Pront. Por example, in France, we tell
the workers that we lmow that the People's Pront is all wrong.
While the workers support it, we say to thes that we are per-
fectly willing to collaborate loyally with the working class
organizations, the C.P. and the 3.P., but we refuse under any
circunstances to have anything to do with the bourgeoil partie
cipants in the People's Pront. \!le do pot shoutss ‘Down with -
the Peqple's Front!*' at present because we have pothing to re-
piace it as yet, In the same manner, we cannot turn our backs
on the Peace Councils and say ‘Down with the Peace Councils!’
because as yet there is no revolutionary party to give a clear
lead on the question of war and peace, In the analogy, however,
there i1s this fundagcental difference, One 18 a question of
state power in a revolutionary situation, The other 1s a quese
tion of utilizing existing comaittees as long as they are sup-
ported by aass workers' organizations., Therefore, it is neces-
sary to get representatives wherever possible on the Peace
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- Councile and 8o diresct our attnocke in the beginning sgainst

- certain of the bourgeois participants (who these will bde de~
pends on the reaction of the workers to our propagandia). It 1is
understood, of course, that the very first tasx of revoluticne
aries in any sass organization is to demand that 1t de demo-
eratioally controlled by the workers. That azitation will glve

- us our first opportunity of attacking the pritate invitasions
given out by the S.P. bureaucrats to so-called prosressive

- bourgeois figures, By attacking the leading bourg=ols pacle
fists and subsequently the participation of all dourzeols ele-
aents, we will inevitably run counter to the class-.collatore
ationist polioies of the L.P.~C.P., bureaucrats. ‘e can then
say to the wotrkers: “le have our differences rith Cocsades

 Morrison, Pollitt and lansbury, but we are perfectly willing to
work loyally with them. They, however, wish to expel us be-
cause we rafuse to work with open class enecles.” This will
have the effect of making the L.P.=C.P., bureaucrats bear the
responsiblity of open class collaboration defore the worxers,
This situation correctly used will discredit no: only the nr-
eaucrats but also the entire idea of Peace Councils, Rug it is
first pecessary to get on to thea. |

. .+ = Trotsky, "Interview by Collins"™, Jritinss 1016-3%;
ppe 77-8, (Emphasis added)

One would think this statement leaves no possidle rooam for
ambiguity on the liarxist approach to fighting reformis:t and bour-
geols lideral illusions within the working class. ioreover, for the
enlightenment of those who substitute stuffing the real world into
little pigeon holes called “principles® for sarxisa it is worth pelrt-
ing out the context: The above tactle, erunciete? > Iroiszy, as “.-
hov revolutionists should approach the working-class parties in the
Trenéh popular front government uas exrressed in the tuzsar ef 10345,
The dute Je si~hificant, It d1d not represcnt ar, 01%lc2’2 or a npesied
during which the proletariat only slowly accurulated forces f._- its
futyre revolutionary leap; on the contrary, many other writings of
the time beyond the Collins interview indicate he »ut forth this
perspective at exactly the time he considered sigralled the beginning
of the Prench proletarian revolution!

‘But if the previous SL nonsense weren’t enough to demonstrate
the coaplete bankruptcy of their claim to represent a Trotksyist
political tendency, Jjust wait! There is even more idiocy. The sa=e2
ultra-left ‘logic’ the SL applied conterning the question of a worke
ers governaent was oarried over directly when they called for a urnited
proletarian front. And this was their anproach: sp2iine as cl:wly
as one can through a xouthful of. water,. they called Ifors

_eeel united front of all workers organizations to rcrash.She

fightist-pilitarist offensive in Chile, ¥hile contimuinz to
"atrugg%e for the overthrow of the populer rra=: zovernsent of

‘"socia *s;a' and generals by proletarjap revolutjon. (eaphasis

An origimul)
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A united front of all workers organizations! !hich ones?? - if we:
say ask this rather non-trivial quostion? Certainly there was no
roos in this SL united front for the CP and the SP -« gertainly notl
== for how could the CP and SP posesibly be in a united front which
~oontinued to struggle "for the overthrow of the popular front governe
ment of ‘socialists’ and genersls”? ‘Thon, what workers' organiza-
tione did the SL mean? This, not accidently, they did not say. Ve
are forced to guess now in order to penotrate this rhetorical bdlize
zard, but maydbe they mean the HIR plus soae “"Trotskyist® sect affile
iated to the United Secretariat? Plus?,..plus the trade union rank
and file (which in the main are under tho lecadership of the CP and

SP buresucrats)? loglcally, this had to be the goncrete meaning of
their call, .

Thus the SL's conception of what constitutes a "united front*,
taken together with their mad call to tha Chilean working class to
adandon its leading parties (in waich the wvorkers still, today, ssine
tain fllusions!) and make a direst fight for power (1) all logically
reduce themselves to claossic exaaples of the 'Third Period® Staline
ists® line of the “united front frca delow”, an approach which in ‘
practice liguidates the Leninist united front tactic. <This approach -
wvas exposed for all time in Germanys in coapletely circumventing
the leadership of the reformist working-class organizations, and in-
stead appealing directly and excluaively to the meadbership of the -
social democracy to dbreak with its leedership and join the increas-
ingly spastic struggle against fascisa under the banner of the Coamu-
nist Party, the Stalinists hal absolutely no effect whatsoever on the
socialist workers, precluded any pogcible joint KPD/SPD defensive .
actions against Hitler and...faciliteted the Nazi viotory. But éven '
the Stalinists during their °‘Third Period’ were still one up on the
Rodbertsonites: theyast )lrost had gsomethink the workers oould join, -

The 5L had gbsolytely pothina. .
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HOW THE SPARTACIST LEAGUE TRANSPOAMS
LENIN INTO AN OPPORTUNIST AND
TROTSKY INTO AN ANTI-RLVOLUTIONARY PEDANT

Now, insurrection is an art quite as rich as war or any
other, and subject to certain rules of proceedinz, which,
when neglected, will produce the ruiln of tre rarty neg-
lecting thea. Those rules, logical deducticns froa the

. nature of the parties and the circumstarces cne has to

. deal with i{n such a case, are 80 plain ard siz=ple that
the short experience of 1848 has rade the Ger-ans rretty

. well acquainted with thea. 'Pirstly, rever zlav with ine
gurrection unless you are fully prerared :o 'o*e tae
conseguences of your play. 1/ Insurrecticn is a cale
culus with very indefinite magnitudes, the tTalue of walch
pay change every day: the forces opposed t92 ysu have all
the advantage of organization, discipline ani haditual
authority: unless you bring strong odds acainst thea,
you are defeated and ruined, Secondly, the insurrectione
ary carser once entered upon, act with the greassst
deteraination, and on the offénsivc. The dof.zzi™: 1s the
denth of evory armed pisine; it §s lost bsfore it ceae
sures Jt=]f with Its cnemles.... / ecphasis addsd_/

) --F. Engels, fevoluticn and ccuntep=
revolutjon in Gere-nvy

* As we have shown, the SL supplement renders the entlre
politics of the Chilecan_workers' struggles incozprehensible,
The SL claims, “Today / Scptember 14_/ Marxists zist strurzle
to smash the junta by a workers® uprising.” Ecw thls uprise-
ing is to be led, organized, coordinated, they don't say: nor
do they indicate just who thesc "harxists® are, tut thly ap-
pear to bc as unsubstantial, as ethereal , as the party that
ign't there, Moreover, thcy add, "To call for support to the
/ Popular Unity government_/ 1s to reaffira a polzcy vhose
suicidal nature is dbeing dcmonstrated at this very alnutel®
this 1s the “political® equivalcent of sayinzg o ccrpsc is dead
because it ish't alive. This mastcrful nonsense 1s wrappeéd
up with a quote froa Lenin which says that under cartain cone
ditions Marxists offer military support to bourscols governe.
aents agninst fascist or rightist ailitary uprisir ss, vhile .
refusing polltical support to or corfidence in this governzeaat,
Perfeotly truc. Then they gangle the lenin quotc %o “prove® '
this, then say “of coursc / of coursectlil in th: Callean
situation it would be manifcstly absurd te eall for cven mtle.
itary aupport to the U.P. governmcnt, which has already bdecn
sanshed,” To stuff so much boloney into one overheated parae-
graph 18 indeed n feat, and serves mostly to confira our
bélief that the Stnlinization (“"transforaation”) of the SL
is continuing apace,

@
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One might have thought tho SL would have quit while
they 7.2 nhead, or at leadt before the{ were go hopelessly
far bLehind, Tako, for c¢cxanple, the quoto they cite in which
Lenin mnkes a distinction betwoen military and political supe
port to a bourgeois, “Kerensky“-like governamcnt, At first
glance this point would scem to be irrelevant: Why bother to
aake such a distinction, quoting “authority®” and all, to deal
with the corpse of the UP? Llenin‘s distinction betwcen milie
tary and political support in any casc refors to the Marxist
attitude towvards living, functioning governmente, not doad and
disporscd ones. Did the writer just have an unused Lenin quote
1ying around from a much more important polemic against the 18,
and dcecido to throw it in here to make an undigestible stew a
l1ittle more palatnble? 1Is it, perhaps, part of a concealed
poleamic agninst internnl critics who dialy recall an SL cri-
tique two years ago agninst Wohlforth's "Third Period® advene
ture-songering at the tiamc of the Bolivian betrayal in 1971,
and vho remember the SL opposcd this samc kind of loudemouthed
*propaganda® ranting, then? Or is our initinl guess right, .
that this s simply “"educated,” quotcmongering flinflam, designe
ed to imprcss (“regroup”) sone other ignorant naifs?

Perhops, all of thea., No matter, All this gobbledegook .
cooes in hnndy to conceal the fact that three separate situa-
tiony exizted in a short period of time == rcflecting a rapide
ly changing balance of forces -- annd that different tactics
were called for in cach case to mcet the situation and clarify
the political nccessitics, For this situation it is necessary
to think out the problems beyond the vague platitiudes and

. truisms cornon to the movement and saturating the SL pages,

1solato the stages and the process, nnd doternine the possibile
ities and th. i p»acitics .of the cnntundinz ancinl frrces in’
cach stoge,

In the period before the coup was organized it was the
duty of the left wing of the labor noveczent to.call ‘for the
silitary support to the Allende govern:ent, simultaneously orge
anizing such support among the working nasses while at thc sane
tice taking care to destroy illusions in the governnent, pointg
ing out its vacillations and hesitations, denonstrating where
ever possible the utter confusion and incapacity of the governe
pent (unable evon to dcterminge who its cnemies werel) and thus
unable to enrry out tho basic nccessity even of defending it-
self, We have gone into the arguncnts and slogans which would
have facilitcted organizing this defense above, and we will not
repeat then horo, The point of the wholg Lenin passage == not -
the truncated version that appears in YV -- is to indicate .
both the nature of the support to the government and the kind
of transitional dc¢nands that nocd to be ruiscd simultancously
to that governcent in order to cxpose it and educate the claas
to its roal, anti-popular naturo. P

At this point in our critique we want to subjcct the
entire “Rus~jon” nnnlogy, and especinlly the letter of Lenin
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to the Bolshevik Central Connittee to n oloser scrutiny, for

in this letter 18 contained not only the strategy that welded
together tho revolutionary defonse of the Lerensky rcgirces 1t
proved in fact aleo the central strntegy by which the cadres

of tho revolutionary forces wore initially arced and froe which
position the Bolsheviks reganincd tho support and ccafidence of
the working mnsses in sulficient numders to facllicate the
swift tranfer of power to the Bolshevik-led soviets possidle
and inescapable, The relevancoe of the contents c¢f this letter,
written at the time of the Kornilov uprising against Kerensky,
to tho situntion in Chile just before the fall cf Allende,
ought to bde obvious to the recaders . .

- .Evenl pow we must not support Kerensky‘'s gcvern-
nent... ¥¢ shall fight, we are fighting against Xornilov,
just ns Kercnsky's troops do, but we do n=t support
Kerensky, On the contrary, we cxpose his weakness., There
is the differonce. It is rnther a subtle Cifference
but it 1s highly’cssential and it pust™nst be farzotten.
(enphasis in original)

‘The "subtle difference” referred to in thelpaédsaze freo=
Lenin is the differcnce betwecn pllitary suopsrt for a popular
front governnent while rcfusing it any politiczl confidenze,
and political support. Tho.revolutidnary fereces d.fended the.

' goveranent fron the arms of the counterrevoluticn, while. si-ule

taneously planning its revolutionary replacecent. This cen-
tml Leninist stratecgy for the proper orientatlen t= Popular
Pront governnents was the historical basis for the sinllar

-atrategies and orientntion of the Trotskylsts in Spain and

Geronny in the 1930°s,

At this point the SL cuts short the quote and drops the
{ssue, snying in passing that, of coursc, this 1s nc longer
relevant (then, why quote any of it in the first place?) since
Allende's Popular Unity government has alrendy bzen srashed.

- Of course, the letter fron Lenin to the Central Ciazittee
is not irrelevant to anyone interested in cooprehending the
methods by which revolutionaries orient theaselves in the
fight against the counterrevolution, and conscquantly, of
course, there.is a vital rcason why this passaze is 30 severee
ly truncated in the pages of Yorkers Vanguard. The ountral
section of the letter which the SL chooses to disaprear specife
ically and clearly locates the context in which 1% is writtanm
and the po)itical coptent of the “change of tactics® fcr the
coning struggle. So far as the context is ccrccrned, the
polcnic is double-cdgeds Lenin 1s argulng asatnst tsth that

" tendency in the Bolshevik party and the class which cisht utle

112¢ the proper nilitury defcnce of the Kercnsiy gz=vernnent inm
order to: slide over into political support (this tendency is
the ostcnsible target of the lctter) ard nls)y thasc sceticas
of the revolutionary forces who night either irncline to
prenaturc insurrection or refuse outright any kind of dcfcnse
of the Keronsky regine.
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So far as tho pnliticnl coptent of tho “change of taoe
tics”® presonted in tho lutter to thoe Central Connittee 18 cone
cerned, Lonin not only takes tho call for revolution off ‘the
dockot and out of tho party‘'s propaganda for tho tine deing

= a fairly sudbstantial tanctical change) he cloarly and pre-

¢isely enuneratcs a serius of partial, apccific denands fitted
to the nev situation, which not only stop far short of rovo-
%gglgn (*We shnll not overthrow Kercnsky right now.*) but also,
owever radical and far-rcaching, do not even nention the call,
or anything like it, in the forn of the slogan of the workers'
governncnt! What this aneans, of ocourse, is that the tactics
by which the Bolsheviks prepared the ground for the October
revolution run exnctly counter to cach and every “principle”
in which cvery Sler is inundatcd, up to .the ears and over:
that nany tactic, any progrinantic statencnt that docs not econe

_taln the ongic worda “rreloturinn revoluticn® or “"workcrs'’

governncnt® is exenplary of the rankest ,.. opportunisns

Put another way, we night say what notfivates the Roberte

" son leadership to conceal these terridly embarrassing parae-

graphs i3 the charitable act of .“protecting® the rightist, the .
grossly opportunist lLenin froan the rock~hard, "high-Trotskyist®
educated revolutionists of the SL ranks, who would undoubtedly"

be outraged if only they were to find out the horridble truth
adout their nentor, Lenint

Sarcasn aside, thcre i{s even a greater reason why the
8L does not want to attract unduo attention to this passage,
Ve reprint the critical section of this letter here, as it de-
serves close consideration! :

What, then, constitutes our change of tactics after
the Kornilov recvolt? C

Ve are changing the forn of our struggle against
Kerensky, Without in thc least relaxing our hostility
townrds hin, without taking back a single word said
ogainst hin, withnut rcenouncing the task of overthrow-
ing hin, we say that we rust take into account the proe
scnt situation, We shall not overthrow Kerensky right -
now, V¢ shall approach the task of fighting against
hia in a differcnt way, nanely, we shall polnt out to
the people (who nro fighting azainst Kornilov) Kercnsky's
weakness nnd vacillation. That has beon donc in the
past as well., Now, however.'lt has be:oaehthe alle
inpcrtant thing and this constitutes the change,

The chnnze? further, is that the nll-inportant
thing now has becono the intcnsification of our caae
paign for sonme kind of “"partianl denands” to be pre-
sentcd to Kcrensky: arrest Milyukov, arm the Petro-
grad werkers, sumoon the Kronstadt, Vyborg and Helaing-
fors troops to Petrograd, dissolve the Duma, arrest
Rodzyanko, legalise the transfer of tho landed cstates
to thc peasants, introduco workcrs' control over srain
and factorios, eto,., otec, Wo must proscnt thesc dumands
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. not only to Koronsky, nnd pot 82 puch to Kerensky, as
, to tho workers, soldiors and pcasants who have been
. . enrricd npway by tho ocourso of the strugsle ~3alnst
"~ Kornilov, 50 rust kecep up their ¢pthusins=, cresurage
thea to deal with tho generals and officers whd have
dceclarcd for Kornilov, urge thcn to demsand the iz=ediate
transfer of land to tho pcasnnts, suzzest to :t%o=
that it is necessary to arrest Rodzyanko an2 :ilruksw,
dissolve the Dunn, close dovn Rech and othar “turgeols
papers, and institute investisaticns agalinst thea,
The "Left” S.R.8 nust be especinlly urged on in this
direction,
It would be wrong to think that we have n:ved fare
ther awny fron the tnsk of the proletarias winning power,
- No, Ve have conme very close to 1it, pot dir:iz:lv, but
froan the side., At the nooent we nust caspali:n net s2
much directly against Kerensky, as irdircctlv =2;ainst
hin, mrely, by deannding a nore and nore acsive,
truly revolutionary war against Kornilav. Tha devel-
opaent Of this war alone can lead us to power, but
we rust spcnk of this as little as possible in cur proe-
pnganda (reocnbering very well that even tczsrroaw
events may put power into our hands, ond then wa shall
not relinquish it)....
. --%;21?. *To the Cenjrnl Czcoittee
of the RSD Aug. 30, 1917) Ccllasted
Wo ks. Vol. 25. PP. 285-89

It 1s laportant to note here the canncr ir whizh, as Lenin

-argues at length, these partinl deaands and slogans sheuld bde
rniscd, They are not “characteristic,” Bolshovriy slozans °
alone: Lenin argues thesc slogans should cerrespond o and
bocome the elencntal deonnds of the casses theas2lves. Thus,
they aroe intended as "action guldes® to cducate the “"fighting
peoplo.,® 1In order to further this ain, the tasz cf the 2ol-
shoeviks is to notivate these denands in such a zamner as to
tncourage the struggling rasses, and espcelally =zaoters of
other working-clnss and peasant-based political crszanlzatices,
to noke these denands their own. Por the reecesd, nodxdy, and
certainly Lenin, would deny that Kerensky's was a ::urz3ois
governncnt) it is therefore clear that Lenin rsfececce (U
indeed ho ever heard of such a far-fetched thirg; argunents
such as those ranised by the SL that,

.eot0 €all on the bourgeois state (cven with a popular

front governrient such as Allende's) tc cutlaw ani Als-

arn fascists 1s to awaken illusicns in the cnsses.
=WV, August 31, 197]

Lenin did not call on Kerensky to outlaw {notzists in
the oclassic secnse of that tern, priaarily becaus2 tnsfe weren't
anys the SL objiccts in an nll-cnconpassing carner, however,
asserting hither and yon that thoy pever call 2a a bourgeols

governnent to supprcss another wing of the bourgccisic. Por

\ .
L ] [}
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ourselves, we will deal with the inplications of this argunent

in the oontext of Allende’s Chile presently; nore inportant here
fs that Lenin’s arguiients for the course he chose were based upon
the undeniadle and historically verified observation that the nege
stive, hostile response of the lerensky regine to these reason~
adble and necessary denands would denonstrate before the rasses
the extent of its colladboration with and dependence upon Xornie
lov-types and expose the lirited, anti-popular character of the
coalition governnent. This ie the only way in such a situation
that iarxists can possibly dbreak the consciousness of the nasses
froas their long-estadblished, conservative, anti-revolutionary
blinders and ‘parliamentary’ illusions, In a poleaic in a siaie
lar situation, fighting ‘Third-Period® idiocies on the part of
the German Stalinists some fifteen years later, Trotsky referred
to the above incident, several times, and always in the sanme.
sanners at that time, he characterized the ‘changed tactioc® of

Lenin as one of "sioultaneocusly carrying on a flank attack® on
Kerensky. :

There {8 a very good reason vhy the series of partial demands

Lenin raises in the above letter are not opportunist errors (of
a kxind to be hidden away from the flercer SL revolutionists who
aight otherwise reject the master along with his political methe
ods). The SL is opposed to calling on the popular front govern~
pents tO arrest its fascist, counter=-revolutionary enemies on the
grounds they are both bourgeois, and we will take up this nonsense
later, Lenin, of course, never heard of any such absurd princie
plest1 in calling upon the ferens vernment to arrest the
presumed collaborators of Ge rag Aornilqv, the Cadet Miljukov
and the Octobrist Rodzyanko (i) who were not only pot fascists

But respectively a liberal famperialist-and a roactionary
tourgeois, he in fact was calling, in a concrete manner, for the
dissolution of the coalition government, in the same manner as
the earlier Bolshevik demand, "Down with the Ten Capitalist.
Kinisters!® With that slogan, along with the later demand to
arrest the representatives of the bourgeols partics, the Bolshes’
viks in effeot were calling for a henshevik-Social Revolutionary
government, This tactic, this incident, represents in concrete,
denonstrable form the actual application and use of the transi-
tional sethod, which, the SL to the contrary notwi thstanding, 1is .
not a rosary of never-changirg slogans but the road to power, We
had kidded ourselves, heretofore, that the SL knew this, as we
thought every self-styled “Trotskyist® did: in fact we thought it
was anong the most iaportant of the lessons of October,

Vhat we 3aid above about hiding the contradiction between
their own line and Lenin®s under analogous circumstances =- 1.6,
considerations of purely bureaucratic self-protection == repree
sents some of the impetus behind the SL decision to bury the
eriticul section of the Letter of Lenin to the Bolshevik Cen-
tral Committee, BEut there is even more, and what follows raises
not only the question of sacred bureaucratic prestige but also
the SL's hopeless theoretical/political floundering in a situae
tion wvhere the international class struggle reaches its sost
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inte;se heat, As we noted above, in the dugust I iV the SL
recponded to the attempted coup with a pseudo-zanifesto to the
workers and peadants of Chile (the formal title is “"Rightlist
Coup Pails in CHile™) which, incidentally and azcng a lot of
phrusa-mongering, called for "the outlawing and disarzing of all
fasciat orgonizdtions®, Obviously, we agree with suth a calls;
as we have demonstrated, such a slogan, together with the clarle
fying fight to implement it, embodles the central lLarvist ssra-
temic axis of tearinmg apart the pooular front Aalons £lass limes,
tha nilicury defenso of the Allende governzent 23ainst tie Soir-
geois counter-revolution and the ailitary preparztion for worke
ing-tlass power, and was in fact historically the 3Solshevik strae
tegy cgainst both Kornilov and Kerensky.

- Bat 1t turns out other "lorces®™, nanely the 2Dokertson eclique
in the SL, know better. Mot realizing or not caring (who can
tell?) that the unchallenged maintenance of arcs in the hands of
the riphtist speachced were knives pressed to the threczt of the
. working class, fn the very next issue of .V (Auzuss 31) they
published a corrrction of their forcer line ("o We Call oa the
Bourgeoisie to Cutlaw Fascism?”): this exercise n ultizatistie
tomfnolery categorically and in no uncertain terzs paversed
theis formor course cnd line and answered LC! to thelr c:m hyro-
thetical cuestion., It is entirely fitting that they rever aszed
theasclves “that this would rean in Chilej it is farther typleal
that they did not atteapt to explain how and vhy they =ade sugh
a ‘rdisentary’ error in the first place, what 1ts palitical
sourcn was...although such an evaluation trould te instinstusl to
any revolutionist!: Instead, the SL sudbstituted rnestoric etcut
how treacherous the bourgeoisie is and caze up ¥with a nevw theory,
whick we characterize with restraint as the policicai fcuniatices
for the resurrection in °*Trotskyist® clothes, of °*third pecicd’
conceptions of 'social fascisa'. The orinciple ol this thacry,
stated as ‘we nevar call on the popular front tc outlav fassisa®
1s based on a simplic~iiec reading of the line “only the weorisirnz
clazs can smash fasciso...”. This 1s of cource the PL line..
Apari from clashing with basic common sense, and wTri%ting out ef
the history books the .Allled Coalition of dezocratlc icperialisa
and Stzlinism which in fact did »oot out fascisz curing ilorld
War II (1), the SL retreats to general/historiccl txuis=s. It
is true thet in the fina) historical analysis cnly the triuzth.
of the ncrking clmes 220 foreve> destroy tne threat cf fascsisa,
but this is the same as saying that the future for the worzinz
cluss crnd all humanity lies in either soclalis=s ez Yssh-risa,
As history has cl.otn, this truth nowhere reters o or arslies 1=
particular historical !rcidents or even world wars, Insteal,
it ruprasents a clasaic exaople in which abstracztly true pre-
scriptions in the general become concrete lies in the particu=-
lar, and the basic truths of sclentific larxisa are transforz=ed
1?to dengerous sand to be thrown in the eyes of the worzing
class,

‘9 are not particularly interested in polez=iciz=ing witk such
noacernss agd the TL proumotes here on its "merits” tecause 1t

hasn't nny, as a few sinutes reflection on the state of the
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. world since about 19)6 would clearly demonstrate; the SL's
"theorizing is sisply a bdblowhard exercise in shabby political
1diocy and a total aloofness from reality., As ‘proof' of their
new theory they make great play, of courss, with a couple of
quotations froam Trotsky, The difficulty 1e that the politics
the SL claias are those of Trotsky, if taken in the context of
the ripening revolutionary asituation of Chile in the weeks before
the fall of Allende, would have played a wholly passive, abstene
tionist, anti-revolutionary role! A closer look at the context
of this fraudulent, ostensidly.-Trotsky-derived, ‘theoretiocal
erounding’ of the SL line will clearly demonstrate how the SL

deforas and disembowels-the' Trotskyist analysis of bonaparticu;
popular fronts and fasciss,

To give some credence to thelr otherwise wholly absu=\ und
seaningless line, the SL quotes two passages from Troteky's 1934
writings. One 1s an incidental side comment from the pamphlet
“Yar and the Fourth International® whose major focus 1s on lapere
1alist war not popular fronts; the burden of the SL-quoted section
is that for revolutionaries to call on the capitalist state (any
capitalist state?) to suppress the fascists sows 1llusions about
bourgeois democracy, lulls the vigilance of the workers and de-
aoralizes thea, The other quotation is more subdbstantive and
gives the SL game away, and we quote it here! '

Cartainly, the Radicals declared themselves for the disarm-
acent of everyone -- workers' organizations included, Cere
tainly, in the hands of a Bonapartist state /1, such a
measure would dbe directed especially against the workers,
Certainly, the °‘disarmed' rfascists would receive on the
morrow doudble their arms, not without the aid of the police,

-~ Trotsky, "Wither France?*, November 1934,

Does anyor.e seriously think that this description fits the
state of affairs in Allende’s Chile, which everyone not running
about holding an enormous rug in front of thelr faces knows has
been the most ‘left wing' of any popular front government in hiee
tory, and the most dedicated to carrying out its own, reforaist
-progran? The SL's implied comparison between the two situations
is simply incrsdible! ‘/hat really gives this ideological fast
shuffle away 1s that particular phrase "in the hands of a Bona-

... partist state”; in “Uhither Prance?" Trotsky was discussing the

situation in Prance in 1934, a France governed not by a popular
front regime but a rirht-wipg, semi-Fascist bonapartlst goverp-
ment! To use a more accurate analogy, to call on a Jranco to
disarm the fascists is adbsurd; to call on the ilepublican govern-
ment of largo Caballero in Spain in 19)6 to impleaent the mea-
sures necessary to break Pranco's mobilization of the counter-
revolution is pot absurd, and constitutes in fact but one of the
means by which the anti-fascist/anti-capitalist fight 1s waged.
Undoudbtedly, the SL can't tell the difference bBetween Caballero/
Kerensky/Allende and a rightist Bonapartisa; undoubtedly, the
rational rest of the world can. So far as ‘sowing illusions’,
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1ulling the workers to sleep and all the rest of the poirts

made in the paragraph from "Har and the Pourth Intermaticnal®
are concerned, Trotsky clearly was pot, as the SL would havs 1t,.
setting down some esternal metaphysical “principle”, but as the
context of the °*J4 writings indicate was instead dlrectirg a -
polenic against the Stalinists and social decocrats who wers
preaching exclusive reliance on the bonapartist state apraratus
to disarm the fascists, and counterposed this rellarze to the
independent araing of the working class., Vere Trossiy really
atteapting to go beyond that context, we would have %0 ask cure
selves what this “principle” means in the context ¢’ Leain's
call to bloc with Kerensky, for ferensky to carry c:% a revolu=
tionary war against Xornilov(!l) and to arrest the collatorators
and bourgeois ministers in his governsment., Is Tro%siy carryirg
- out a not so subtle polealc against Lenin's concepsicn of the
road to power hére? 1s that what the SL thinks xzen it corzeals
the operative section of the Lenin letter? Isn’t i: clear that
the context of the reforalst porular front govern==n: oa the ozne
hand and the context of a rightist bonapartist rezize on the
other, are wholly dissimilar, and that consequently the tactlcs
by which the working class is mobilized in the one case are rade
ically different ftom the other?

" To push the absurdity further, another passazes in the SL
article from which we are quoting, "Do Ve Call on %he Bourgeole
sle to Outlaw Fascism?”, attacks the SJP/Ligue Cczm:niste for
~ the slogan "jall the fascists, not the Ligue.” Very good. 2ut

«esthe context of the article and the correction recarding thre
line on Chile implicitly identifies the regicme of the icreriale
ist Caullist Pompidou with that of the social decocrat Allendet
. That this passes for Trotskyism in so>me circles dces not nsan
it has anything in common with Karxisam. The whole zoint of the
SL discussion is postulated on the question, whethe= cr not to
call on Allende’s government to suppress the spearheald ol the
anti-working class forces, a popular front regice virtually iden-~
tical with Kerensky's.

If we were to atteampt to draw any conclusions froa the Sl°s
performance to date on their theorizing about the Allende govern-
ment and their refusal to place the derand on this rarticular
governaent to disarm the counter-revolution at a tize when this
was the pressing need of the working class, we woull have to
conclude that for the SL a capitalist government s a capltalist
government, Period. Froam the way the 3L poses the guestion,

*Do Ve Call on the Bourgeoisie to Outlaw Fascisa?” and pat “Oo

we call on populay front governments to outlaw fascisx, and if
not, why?" == that 1s, the lumping together of all fc==s of bdcur-
geols rule into "one reactionary mass® == they otliterate all the
precise, critical distinctions Trotsky cade in his fisht agailnst’
fascisa between bourgeois totalitarianism, military-richtist
bonapartism, “normal® democratic capitalisa, populer front gove
erhments and the like:; the SL clearly iamplies in wrat they have
said regarding Chile that all these distinctions are irrelevant
ard, that therefore the same strategiles, the sace ¢actics, the
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same °‘prinoiples' apply in each and every case, What a travesty
of Farxisal Are the governsents of the Greek colonels or Cuba
under Batista, on the one hand, and kerensky/Allende, on the
other -« that is, the owners of police states and the cuter-
post limits of democratio ocapitalism =« the same thing? Yes?
No? Mo can tell? .'

But if the Robertsonites do hold these are the same thing,
fundanentally siailar, then how do they account for lLenin's cone
trary strotegy in August, 19177 Clearly, Lenin never heard of
this fyndamental p;inc%gle of Leninisa, 1Isn't this why the Cen-

tral gonnlttze letter froa Lenin was diseamboweled in the SL -
press ;

If, on the other hand, we are accusing the SL falsely, and
it turns out they do not think all bourgeois governments are one
resctionary mass and that different strategies do apply to
ferensky/Allende type governments in the same manner as lenin,
then what on earth is the point of basing their approach to
Allende on a quote froa Trotsky in 1934 in Whither France? in
which the question of strategy under an Allende-type governaent

. ¥a8 pot, could not be posed for the good and sufficlent reason

that the government under discussion was specifically described
by Trotsky only a few paragraphs beyond the SL-selected section
as & rightwing Bonapartist-capitalist regime resting on and
“inconceivable without the existence of the fascist gangs.” '
Trotsky said, a hundred times, that the truth is always concrets,
Vhere 13 the analogy between France in 1934 and Chile in nugust,
19737 Does the SL think the Allcnde government rested on the
fasclst gangs, and for that reason wouldn't disaram and arrest
then? If not, what's the point of the quote? VYas Trotsky
preaching an ‘eternal truth® here? For that matter, if Trotsky
thought anything like the SL holds he did, what woula have been

the point to make distinctions like ‘popular front' governments
anyway?

The truth of the matter regarding the disappearing passages
froa Lenin and the appearance on the scene of ‘replacement’ pase
sages from Trotsky which appear on the surface to be completely
counterposed to the Bolshevik strategy in 1917, 18 that the authe
or of the SL's August ) manifesto attempted to base himself,
however ineptly, on Lenin'’s strategy and tactics during the per-
fod of preparation for the October Aevolution. This attempt was
superceded by the top clique, which has finally discarded the
little rags and patches of “Trotskyisa" to which it formerly
clung in favor of some ultra=left, abstentionist appeal to PL, or
Venceremos, or whoasver they think thoy can impress; towards this
end, they found some Trotsky quotations which, cut up right and
not looked at too closely, sppeared to have some superficial
resesdlance to Chile, The SL was strangled by the contradic-
tions between their permanent tallending of PL-type adventurisa
in the rane of regroupment and the concrete needs of the Chilean
workers: for revolutionary situations, whatever their aftersath,
have a terrible hadit of throwinz a political searchlight on
opportunists and abstentionists of all stripes, -
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.jTho trouble with the Troteky quotations the 3L dirs up to
preach abstentionisa in Chile is that they do not deal wvith a

. period of the swift transfer of power typical of a revclutionary

situation, Since the situation during the last days of Allenie
was 80 inexorably similar to the Kerensky/Bolshevik =adel 1in 16917,
and wholly irrelevant to the situation in Pranch in 12)&, ar2
since this contradiction was bdlowing up in thelr fece in tae'r
ovn words, it was necessary for the SL to concesl thelr ecuntere
position of Lenin to Trotsky (1), which is vhat ali tals fas:e
smiffling of quotations would otherwise mean, T7ereflore, she S
chose the path of hinting it was following Lenin (the part o’ the
quotation they actually printed) while in reality Cise=bzwellitwmcs
the central Bolshevik strategy by which the revolutilcn as rcade,
Specifically, what the SL had managed to do was ccunseorgose the
line of Lenin and the line of Trotsky on the central guesticn c¢2

the road to povwer and socialist revolution! ‘hat %o do? Easy.

Not throw out Hobertson, dissolve the 3L and learn zozsthing adout
larxism, as political seriousness would dictate, cf zcurse, Mo,
they just,,.cut the Lenin quote, d1d everything pccsibis to draw
attention away from the Bolshevik program in the pericd of dsfezse
of rerensky in the period of the lornilov uprising, tacew dus:

in the eyes of the readers by some adventuristic renzing abous
proletarian revolution now, when such a call was tath nop2less

and suicidal, and hoped their political opponents wz:ld proze as
uninformed about basic llarxism as the clods they have tmained

their membership to admire and to becone,

If it were only a question of exrposing the SL farce in the
way they cut and paste quotations froa Lerin arnd Tretsiy 1ia
order to make them ossified sectarians arnd adbsientlonlsts, we
would not have wasted our tinme on the issue, ‘'Mhat s i-portant
in the whole morass above 1s the political cethod by vhich they
transform Trotsky into a formalist pedant an a polltlcal oo~
nent of the revolutionary needs of the Chilean workinj class, to
whom the issue of the disarming of the counter-revo.uticn ::as
not a matter of flimflamming quotations but phrsical s:zri721,
This method, which {s characteristic in one forc or anstzer of
a1l the pseudo-Trotskylst groups who trace thelr lirease to the
S\P after the death of Trotsky ~- that is, to the Yeoursh Inter-
national of Cannon-Healy-Pablo -~ gust be cut out of tihe 'Trotsky-
is' moveaent if a revolutionary larxist international party is
to come into existence, N

The SL, like all its 11k, deals with forcnl céategories
rather than concrete reality. Had they approached the issiue in
the manner of iarxists and not a petty-bourgeols hczx, that 1s,
had they asked themselves what political fora of the tourseols
state in France Trotsky was analyzing, and under what specific
historical conditions, they amight not have fallen in%o such a
formnlist approach to the Chilean popular front governzant, ‘Mat
Trotsky analyzed in Whither '‘rance?, from which he cdrew the con-
oclusion that it was pointless and fatally dangerous to de=and of
this government the outlawing and suppression of the {ascist
organizations, was not a bourgeois state as such, tut a particular
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bourgeois state in a particular historical period. Those, like
the SL and the other ‘continuators’ of pseudo-Trotskyies, who
reduce lrarxist thought to the scholastic level of the manipula-
tion of forzal categories are forever lost when it comes to

cocprehending and acting upon the concrete questions of revolu=-
tion and counter-revolution.

This incapacity on the part of the SL to make the proper
distinction bdetween the various foras of bdbourgeois rule pre-
cludes thes froa formulating a policy which ¢ould move the masses
around the question of defence of the Popular Unity government,
By identifving, as they do, a bourgeols Lonapartist dictatorship
baced directly upon the very suamits of the bourgeoisie, the
military and police apparatus, and the organized fascist gangs
(tliis is the form Of state Trotsky said existed in Prance in
193541) with Allende’s Popular Unity government, the SL says in -
effect there 13 no essential difference between a close friend
of fascisz and a cortal eneay. Hiding behind the generic cate-
gory “bourgeoisie” the SL is in the position of identifying a
regias which would voluntarily cede power to fascism (Hindenburg
in Gerzany) with a bourgeois regime fascism had to physically
glini=ete in order to cooe to power (e.g., the Spanish Popular
Front). The blood line drawn between fasoisa and the Popular
Pront 1s totally insignificant for these pseudo-Trotskylsts,

By refusing ‘in principle’ to call upon the popular front Popu-
lar Unity governzent to disband fascists on the grounds that it
represents nothing but the dictatorship of the bourzeolsie; that
fascisn 18 a necessary weapon of the bourgeois regime; and that,
therefore, to call on this bourgeols state to liquidate its own
weapons serves only to sow 1llusions within the working class ==
the SL has succunmbed wholly to the Third Period Stalinists'
theory that the reforaists are objectively in alliance with
fascisa! Together with the conception and practice of the
‘united front from below', the SL has eabraced fully the theory
of social fascisa, ’

The fact 1s that everyone in the world, not only in Chile,
new that some sort of nilitary action was not only inevitable
bus izoinent. During the period of the coup itself, which ap-

. pears to have lasted well over 24 hours, the situation deamanded

that the iarxists, were any there, building on the authority and
influerce they had attracted by the application of their pllttary
defz=::2i9t tactics beforehand, call on the working class organiza-
tions, trade unions, parties, etc.,, to escalate their military
defense of the Allende government to the level of a nation-wide
general strike against the military counter-revolution and the
entire bourgeois offensive, In this situation the tactio would
become that of defonding all institutions of the working class
with aroed nmilitias. Such an overall strategy would not pply
confront the military plotters with a denial of their social

base and capacity to rule; implicitly, it would create a total
political vacuum, a perjod of armed dual power, strip the popu-
lation of any 1llusions of the strength and capacity of either .
tha Allende government or the junta, desoralize the military
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tanks and pose directly the question of what class could there-
after rule, Through this procéss, the organization of such
general action of the class would, in the fleld, create thése

- orgdnizAtiohal struotdres;, strike committess“znl the like, vhich
‘Wwould-hold state power inmediately-upon' the..orushirg -of -the *
' genersls’ gpsutreotion, ) ‘ '

But this did not happen, at least on a sufficiently wide
basis: the opposition was local and easily isolated cornce the
governaent fell, finally petering out into indivilual, local
military confrontations with bands of the Jjunta‘'s trocps. After
Allende was crushed, with no effective oppositicn, the working
class had become demoralized and dispersed, and the revoluticrnary
upsurgé was dissipated and rolled back, the SL "intervensd® with
a call for workers insurrection. Under such condizicns a call

- oaWes

for ‘proletarian revolution’(!) is in the test cass a call Zor

‘putschism, a mad adventure -- a deliberate, cricinally rezkless

irresponsibility. Unfortunately, the people vho =222 sizh zad
proposals are rarely the ones who suffer the consejuenzes as
justice would demand., The present SL ‘policy’ is =z s=alyy,
¢ynical playing with the lives of the Chllean woriers, political
vultures trying to pick some meat off the bones of the past ard
future victims of the counter-revolutionary tragedy., Tas real
revolutionary needs of the Chilean working class s:anl in starx
contrast to the infantile Robersonite phrase-ponzering and -
pseudo-left posturing: the power of the Jjunta cus: be bdbrozen,
and a resrouping of the class together with the ressteratlon of
its institutions must be undertaken. ile can test fcr=ulate
these tasks bty asking the question:s under what slozans, what
political understanding, novw, can the working class rscoup its
losses und find the road to power?

A series of democratic and transitional desaris tec be
addressed to the worlling class prizarily and wnlcn azsly to the
present situation would include the followings: rasticse the con-
stitution; legalize all political parties; for a constituert
assenbly) remove and disperse the troops; incealdiate release of
all prisoners and hostapges. The struggle to cersy oul these
demands would set the vast majority of the populece azainst the
juntas the successful accomplishment of these cdezands would
break the junta and destroy its capacity to zalntaln itself dy
challenging the new order on which it rests, 2y °*at rractical
means can the workers struggle for their decands azalnst the
power of the junta? The present conditions reguirs the forna-
tion of underground, illegal committees of action, coxrosed of
workers and peasants and speaking in the nace of a uzited front
of all working-class organizations. These actlcn coz=ittees

would have the tagk of preparing for an ertended =2l3:!ta) cene
erb]l strike to secure its demands and to tear tias sradustive

base from the new balance of social forces, The cizeessful
saintenance of such a strike would continuocusly pzss directly

the 'question of a transition to power. Idiot sneers atout
“democrats® ahd SL-type indifference to the suprsr2ssion of ‘tour-
geois’' and any other civil liberties by the junta are extirely

out of the question.
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The situation in Chile is similar in many respects to the
state of the Geraman working class following the fascist victory
in Jamary, 1933, although with this not at all insignificant
difference:r in Gerzany in the J0s, fasciso coapletely destroyed
r.ot only the political parties of the proletariat but all their
orsanizusions including_the trade unions and replaced these
unions with fascist lador fronts, These “orgenized” the Gercan
werzers into one colossal cozpany union, by this peans fascisa
accezpiished virtually the complete rolitical and orcanizational
atosizaticn of the proletariat. In Chile today the bonapartist
cilizacy dietatorship has not at all deconstrated the strength,
nor yet, for that catter, the desire to carry through such a
transfercations  If, however, the junta 18 unable to stabilize
the situation and restore orcder, if it 1s unadle to effectively
Folice the working class, then it will undoudbtedly attempt to
cele power to a native fascisoi under these conditions, tho
Chilean revelution will be rendered viriually impossible for an
entire periosd, unless this time by icpetus froa abdbroad (either
diyectiv, say bty an Argentinian workers' revolution, or indirecte
iy == and this applies of ccurse to the entire South American.
centinent -~ fros the spread of victorious proletarian 1evolu-
€191 in the advanzed capitalist ccuntries.) Thus, so loag as
fascisa in Chile has not taken power in its ovn name the victory
of the proletariat is still possidble! There is still tiz: and
opporzurity for the class to regroup and this tige unler the
tenner of a Tretskylst party. But for this one must have a cor-
relt strategy and progran.

e L [ ] L ] L J « L] L L
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"OPPORTUNISN AND ADVENTURISMs NOT ANTIPODSS BUT IWZIN

eosAnd the Zentrale? It met in Berlin and "accelernted the
action” / after the uprising was already lost_/. Iurinmga
scssion of the Zentrale, convened days before the taraira-

tion of the action, of the me=abers present five vTsi2d a-
_gainst three for the ternination cf the actisn, Pit here as
elscwhere they became victims as well ef thelsr cwn snmares

of "slackness,” “"opportunisa” / 1_/ and “"inezsiTity* la‘e

for others: In the face of the three votes, pressirg for
sticking it out, the other five did rnot cdarc <o for-se

- through their own position for feay of beinr susrszteld ef

~1nsufficlent revolutliorary drive / 1 _/, Three Tasue "re-
ports” froa three districts indlcating "scz=e c25ion,” that
the farmhands of East Prussia were "on the za72” were s:f-
ficlent., Accordingly, new oessengers were ciszatckeld in
order to “accelerate the action.”™ And what ireve the resa-
sons given by those three diehards? Ue do nss oy whsther
all three shared it, but pne of them offerc? c= a reassn
that the action had to be driven on, ncw thas Lt hed teen
lost, to forestall possible attaclts fron the "lefe®, reces~
pitating o defense only against the "right” [/ Z.=., tze

Levi “right” in the KPDt_/,

¥hat could one possibly anawer to thet? Evern the behavior
‘of Lucerlorfs ralen by conmparison, Ee, at lenst, censclois
of certein defeat, hed enenies of his cwn class zz2et thelr
death, The others, hovever, had theiy cvm ZZech and bicsd
perish in a cnuse vhich thev thcaselves ka2 £.T21%7 resss-
nized sas lost, sicoly to save the nesgiticn 27 o2 zanttmce,
ke do not wish a penance on the cozraces wns 412 tnls, and
with whoa we ourselves lived through cany gfcld end tad
. tieces, [ut may thoy burden themselves, for trhelr cwn Ttke
and for that of the party in whose intecest thay zZay have
_ balieved to have acted, with just one castimationt T2
. pever arain show thelr faces to the Gersan utr“eTS.e..
:%enphasis added)
‘== Paul levi, Our Course Awalince Dutschiea

" The really frantic fear of the SL that sozecne, Scxewhere,
ight call then “opportunist” has proven in this case ani severmal
thers recently to have pushed them into the sozevi2t odd siance
f adventuristic passivity, deranding that Califernia farziiscizers
r Chilean worlters, or someone else, carry ocut one cr ansther
matic advciiture. Yet the history of lkarxisa has dezcnatraced
nvincingly that putschiem and adventurisa, lize sesclerlianisa

all Kkinds, Arc only the product of ornportuni=ss,
anding in fear of itself., That is the sicrifize

ysages from Levi's polemic against the “larch .2
irs2 Arninst Putschinsm, printed above, lhen th2

-

.e

-
)

one speaking in the nace of "Trotskylsa®™ ccul wzter s

- e

1
bich and recalize¢ that th2 point of all this rnctcris ia

cd to inLra2ss the hicll out of PL and whenover 2
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“regrouping” toward these days, It ought to be odbvious that if
the Chilean workers were still unable, due to their illusions
and lack of inforred larxist leadership to push beyond the pupe-
ular front toward revolution before the coup, then it stands to -
reasdn, if that word doesn't offend the pseudo-Trotskyists
over=uch, then in a period of sharp downturn and bloody repres-
sion they are ewven less adble at the present tice to nmake an
asseult toward state power. It 1s not only a question of organe
t2ational structure but also of the decay of the subjective face
tor, consclousness, The military smashing of the class under
fasciss or rightist reaction does not destroy the illusions of
the class in their reformist or Stalinist leadership (as seeas
to be the cpinion of the author of the SL prescription) but,

en the ‘contrary, preserves and strergthens these illusions, de-
roralizes ths class, cakes the worksrs rore responsive to halfe-
hearted and "cozprozise” solutions, undercuts their faith in
their capscity to -ule, etc., etc. This in turn chanzes the
actual r-elationship of clags forces, What 18 the point of
studying the history of Trotsky's struggles against fascisam and
his zasaive analysis of the subject and its ramifications 1if

ore hus not learned even that cuch? The tryth is that the ravoe
luticn is obtectively impossible in Chile at the present tirs,
until tne baiancs of forces i1s radically altered (and the con=
structizn ¢f a leninist party is the most decisive faztor in

the recrsacent of the proletariat), and one ought to say tlat
zuch cutrights For ourselves, we think it important to remind
the reeler of Lenin and Trotsky's fresquent and savage rexarks
adout the “revolutionists of the phrase® and their advice to
drive sSuch »cseors out of the movement, and we characterize

the SL's clowning #ith a paper knife clenched in its teeth as
Just that, Zor, i Robertson's Chilean policy has not proven

a totallv crimina: one in actual fact, it 1s not due to him or
his poilecy but solely due to the fact no one in Chile could

take 1t ith sufficient seriousness to try to implement it --

if indeed, any Chillean every hears of 1t, since it 1s written
not as advice of any xind to the Chilean workers, but to appeal
to tre unfortunates in the U.S. idiot left. :

It & part of the.historical record in which the rovez.iit
olaizing iLenin®s revolutionary rantle was tranaformed into its
ooposite, that =uch plans werz actually put into practi-: adbout
which the Rodertsonites only fantasize. Ve have already guoted
at lons lenpth twice from the denunciation the earlicr hend of
the Ger=an Comnmuniat Party, Faul Lavi, wrote agninat his party
imnedlately upon the deaise of the infamoua "karch action” in
19211 he cnlled it "tha prengtent fnkonipist putach in hiatovy®,
At the time 1t was go) afterwarda, acvernl other ‘nctiona’,
buresucratically ¢éevised and iamplcmented, overtook nud curp.uied
the ‘larch action’. There had been the threat of one in :usaia
in 1617, several sonths before ths time became ripe for tho
aztual s=2izure of power by the soviets;y these incldents were
dealt with by both lLenin and Trotcky in some of their most '
icportant writings, and we arc left with the choice of deter-
£ining whether the leading figures of the SL are ignorant of
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:t:eae basic vorkn. or whether they eynicnlly “forgot® adcut
t 0.0

_ Hére -18 Lenin, writing after the above-mentioned “ormie
lovite oonntor-revolutionnry revolt and on the very eve ¢2
power:

"seedf the Bolahevlks did not even set out to start an
insurrection on July ) or 4, If not a sinele Zolsheviy.
body /as opposed to indlvldunl mecters ard suzpesters/
even raised such a question, the reason fcr 1t lies”
beyond the scope of our controversy with lcwTava Zatzy
For we are arguing about the lessons of ‘civil waz*,
i.e., Of insurrection, and not abcut the roln: Lthat
obvious lack of a majority to support it rassiceins the
revolutionary party from thinking of insurrestle=n,

2000080008000 0
"If the revolutionary party has no cajority in the ai-
vanted contingents of the, revolutionary classss ard in
the country, insurrection is cut of the q'e=:LCﬁ 172:7
loreover, insurrection requires: (1) grewsz <2 tae
revolution on a country-wide scale; (2) the cs=piste
moral and politcial ban¥%ruptcy of the old g2T2om=ent,
for exarple, the ‘coalition’® govern=ent; exirz=s vaclle
lation in the caomp of all middle grours, L.2., shose vho
do not fully support the governzent, althcuch they <did
fully support it yesterday,

~= [Lenin, "Can the Bolsheviks Retain S%ate Fowepr?®
(October 1, 1917) Collected Works, Yol. L2,

In Our Course Acainst Putschism Levi quoted part of this
paasage to demonstrate the absurdity of attex»>ti=ng & revolue-
tionary “galvanizing® of the working class thrcuzn the zad
"theory of the offensive® when none of these nresss: isice

_ conditions noted by Lenin existed in Cerepany in .£r3h ijél.

Our task is even easier. Insofar as the SL stratesr of ca’-
ling for insurrection in Chile 18 concerned, rnet only diz tre
revolutionary party not have the required authssisy, inlluence
and majorities in the e "advanced contingents of tho "v~1":1cﬁ-
ary clas3sca and in the country”, not only d4id *“n worzinsg
class still maintain its illusions in the couli::e- gIveme-
ment of Allende and the reforaist and Stalinist :zr::e:. tut
a3 we and everyone elae have pointed out; th~rs 113 no ravoe
lutionnry pnrty at nllt Agains the fundacsnlail qu-‘.lo~ in
Chile i3 conutrucalnw such a party, not idio% preracals %o

do thoae very thinga which without the prior exirsenze of e
revolutionnry, leninist party are imnozaitlal

Trokaky alao attacked manifestations of ultra-lef%isa
in the period prececding the conditions for the Cctoder revoe
lution, Iz referrecd conatantly to the 1917 cven:z an? polle
tical atrugrles within the Boléhevlk party threusiical his
strupgles years later acainst the ultra-leftisz ¢ thes Cantem

sovict and the 'Third Perlod' Stalinist line !n Garznny. Ia

! 4 “‘ l.
- ' .
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one of his major works on the dynamios of proletarian revolu;
tion he fought against this pseudo-putschist Robertsonian line

as it was pushed by the appointed leadership of the iPD at
that tige:

“The party came to the Octodber uprising, however, through
a series of stages; At the time of the April 191? demon-
stration, a section of the Bolsheviks bdbrought out the ‘
slogant "Down with the provisional governaent!® The .
Central Coxnmittee inmzediately straightened out the ultrae
leftists, Of course, we should popularize the necessity
of overthrowing the provisional government; but to call
the workers into the streets under that slogan--this we
gennos do, fox we ourselves are a minority in the worke
irg class, If we overthrow the provisional government
unierthese conditions, we will not be able to toke 1ts
place, and ccasecuently we will help the counterrcvolu-
‘$ion. Ve must patiently explain to the masses the antie
popular character of this governaent, before the hour

for 1ts overthrow has struck. Such as the position of
the party,” (Emphasis added)

-« Trotsky, "Against National Communisa*®,
in The Strugrle Against Fascism in
Gercanv, p. 97,

A prepature atteapt at insurrection without the prior -
winning of authority, influence and the necessary nmajorities
of the working masses, functions as an active aid to tae
counter-revolution becsuse it isolates the vanguard elcaents
froa the cass, sets them uo for annihilation and thus beheads -
the leacdership of the revolution. This in turn renders the
revolution iapossibles the commeasurate bloody defeats atom-
izes end lowers the consciousness of the masses, demoralizes
them and their willingness to struggle for a long time to
cooe. Froa this we can deternoine the real anatoay of ultrae
leftisz, that 1t chooses to go into battle prematurrly, before
cocplesing the tasks (or deriding their significance) of the
central work of the party in winning the confidence and alle-
glance of the advanced sectors of the broad masses., It may -
te an expression of theoretical and practical inexperience in-
the party ranks, and of revolutionary impatience: it 1s also
the preferved “left” policy of a bureaucracy which, cyrnically
atusinz the trust of the inexperienced, believes it can turn
revolution on and off like a faucet as its factional needs -
éerand (e.g., Comintern policy in Germany and China), Unfor=
tunately for bureaucratically-inspired putschisa, the working
nasses 0 not always do just anything, no matter how foolish,
suicidal or anti-larxist, at burenucratic dbehest., “Commu-
nists®, of course, will and do, and this earned theam the
reputation aa, azong other thinmn, hopelesa bunrlers among
wide sections of the GCerunnn workers, who conacquently vcre
seinforend in tholr rupport for the annerencceming locirl
Denocrucy, Anyore who rends nnd underiatands the central
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works of liarxiss on revolutionary strategy and tactics knows
it was precisely this adventurist phenomenon (tozether with
the Bordigists and the Dutch sectarian abstractisnists)
against which lenin fought in “Left-Uing® Coz=:n’sas An
Infantile -Disorder, and it was this disease w:ish w=s excor-
lated, although unfortunately incompletely, a: the Third
Congress of the Comrmnist International in 192:.

But there are premature insurrections arld precature
insurrections., There are the classically prezeasure insur-
rections, such as the larch action and the inzidents in th
Bolshevik party in 1917 we have discussed atove, wnen the
frustration and rage of eleaents of the vang:iard a% soclel
democratic and reformist treachery push tezonl “hs toundaries
of the objectively possible situation, but which express, in
a distorted and even suicidal way, the risirs tide 02 revcluie
tion, For the sake of clarity we should distinziisn detweexn
these phenoaena and those which take place in tae altarzach
of defeut, when the situation has for one reasson or ansothkar
. or another been missed or has been aborted defore reazhlng
fruition. These uprisings, or putsches,teze rince vhen the
revolutionary tide is in rapid edd, and the instituslons of
the working class dre falling under the haz=er “lows of the
armed bourgeoisie, These are socething othe> tzan si=nle,
classic ultra-leftism, and it 1s this far core 22243y dilsease
that i1s airrored in the SL's call for insurrectlon in Chile.
It 18 necessary here to maintain the proper prezortion; if the
pore deadly Jisease we are about to descride s trazis detrayal,
the SL's call i3 metely a farcical one,

Trotsky devotes a major section of his "Critizue ol th
Draft Program of the Coaintern”, in The Thlrd :-=tefnstienal
After Lenin, to the Stalinist policy in China during the
revolutionary period 1925-27. 'le are here. interested prizarilly
in his rewarks regarding the infaaous ‘Canton Scviet’, anl we
refer any supporter of the SL's policies in Chile to the=, fer
the ahimlogy 18 obvious and the consequences fcr the Callean
working class, had they attenpted to carry out cuich a £ad line
are graphically depicted there., lhat happered thare was thas,
after years of carrying out the Comintern-inszirsi oproriunist
course of conciliating Chiang anéd painting up his ucalintang
in bright revolutionary colors, the CZP fell into Chiarz's trap
gnd the massacre of literally thousands of thz Chinese varnzuiaxd
followed, After the situation was lost, Stelin did an adout
face for reasons of factional prestige and orderesd the ICJP to
steer a direct course for proletarian revolution, The insvi-
table happened: the reaction vireaked its venjence upon the
Communist moveament with such fury that the £C2 z2ased to exiss
as A party with a base in the working class end never agalcn,
over decndes, reoovered that base, Here 18 hoit Trotsyy cdes-
cribed that period:

“3eekipsr to insure themaelves apainst theolr past /oppors
Lunlﬂ£7 uinog, tho lecaderohip monstrously forcel tne

ceurng of ovento at tho end of laat year and btrouzht
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adout the Canton miscarriage. However, even a miscarriage
can teach us a great deal concerning the organism of the
pother and the process of gestation. The tremendous and,.
from the standpoint of theory, truly decisive simnificance
of the Canton events for the fundamental problems of the
Chinese revolution is conditioned precisely upon the fact
that we have here a phenomenon rare in history and poli-
tics, a"virtucl laboratorv experiment on a collossal
scale, We nave paid for it dearly, but this obliges us
all the more to assinmilate its lcssons,
00060 080000000 ¢0000 000000000000 00000000 00000000000

Of course it is not all a question of calling the Coa-
gunist Party of China to an immediate insurrection for

. the seizurc of power. The pace depends entirely upon
the circuostonces. The consequences of defeat cannot
be recoved merely by revising the tactic. The revolution
1s now subsiding. The half-concealina resolution of the
ECCI, the bombast about imainent revolutionary onslaughts,
¥hile countless people are being executed and a terrific
copnercial and industrial crisis rages in China, are
crizainal lightmindedness and nothing else. / 1_/ After
three major defeats an economic crisis does not arouse
but, on the contrary, depresses the proletariat uvhich,
as it is, has already been bled white, while the execu-
tions only destroy the politically weakened party. He"
are entering in China into a period of reflux, and con-
sequently into a period in which the party deepens 1its
theoretical roots, educates itself critically, creates
and strenghtens firms organizational 1inks in all spheres
of the worxing-class movement, orgenizes rural nucled,
leads and unites partial, at first defensive end later
offensive, tattles of the vworkers and peasant poor.

==Trotsky, Ihird International After
Lenin, pp. 161: 196-5 y

The end of this passage outlines preciscly the type of pare
tianl, transitional demands by which thc party can refora itself
and rcbuild 1ts influence and ties within the vworking class and.
the peasantry, while the earlier passage castigating the reso-
lution and bombast of the Coaintern as “criminal lightaminded-
nees® are fittingconrentarics on the similar proposals of the
SL today. The dynarmlcs of the two situations, the crushing
of the revolutionary senticents and amovement in China in the
late ‘20s and Chile today, are entirely similar even though the
magnitude 1s qualitatively different. 2Bu: the need to regroup
the class and build a party is the smain task of klarxista in
Chile now, anéd Trotsky's suggested tactics cnumerated abdbove
are based on a siailar prornosis and stratezy., One central dife
ference between the two situations nceds mention here; the lack '
of even the nucleus of a Leninist vanguard, and the continued
nchercnce of the working class to the mass reformist and Sta-
linist partica. The regrouping of the working class would
posit the burnine necessity in Chile at thic timc for a defene
8ivo united front to maintuin the organizatjons of cthe working
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elass, And while a proletarian revolution there is now off the
docket for the foreseeadle future, and the eoncrete features of
the future offensive of the Chilean working class are presertly
unforeseeable, the prospect for the necessary fulare reeroup=sars.
of the class under the hegemony of a leninist party 1s not

nearly so dark as was the situation in China when T=otsiy wrote -
his work. :

We can summarize our views on the general sudject of putsche
ism, inoluding the above distinction of precature and post-
sortem adventures, and the SL's policy for Chile, rrecisely.in
this way: “premature” putschism represents ir itsz2lf a tre=zen-
dous setback for the workine class and is itself ceapatle of
destroying great mass parties, as was the case with Geszan coz-
munism, but a policy of a putsch carried bdehiné the bazx ¢Z the
working class after a great defeat of the class, tatrayed ty
social democratic and Stalinist treachery ... that -encesents
the liquidation of the revolutionarv persSoective 1tsel?,

-= Novemter, 1673



