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’RESOLUTIOH ON IHE INTERNATIONAL SITUATION

TheIOutcome of the War

The end of the war brought about the collapse of the axis
powers, Germany, Italy and Japan and the empires they established
in the course of the war. This collapse uanderlined the important
fact that thie is not the epoch for the establishment and consoli-
dation ¢f new world empires but rvather the epcch of disintegra—
tion of imperialism. Monopoly capitalism is imperialist zapital-
ism. With the world already divided umong a few imperislist po—
werse and, given the fact that the living epace of capitalism be-~
comes more and more contracted, imperislism takes on a new or,
rather, an aaded form. Each impsrialist power is driven not only
to the domination of the ¢ld cecloniszl world but also to the domie
nation and even the subjugation of mddern and equally imperialist
states. - It is this new phenomenon whioh is orly the logical de-
velopment of monopoly capitalien that enormously accentuates the -
contradictions and instebility of impzrielism itself. Tks at-
tempt to dominate the modern =nd advenccd states and peopie and °
to reduce them to 2 level approaching that of tne old colonial
countries produces a more violent and syetematic and politically
more advanced form ¢of resistance than wac ever shown in the clas—
gical colcnial countries cr by the mere backward peoples. This
_was demonstrated during the seccnd werld war in the nevw phenomena
of popular national revolutionary movements in the mest modern
countries of Europe, that is, in countries which, prior to their
subjugation by Eitlerite imperialism, were themselvees subjuga-
ting and opprescive imperislist powers. .

On the basis of our analyeis of the war, we predicted that .
it would be of long duration and that it would be brought to an
end by a proletarian revolution vefere an imperialist military de-

~cision was reached. This prediction preved inccrrect. It was
baseC primgrily upon an arbitrary aralogy with the first world
war which ended in a series cf proletarian revoluticns, one of
which, the Ruscian, was suscessful. It was bared, furthermore,
upon cur failure tc bring the views we had developed on the na-

. tional guestion in Europe into coincidence with the war itgelf.
Although the war was not, to be sure, a shcrt cne, its duration
was cut down decisively preciscly by "revoluticn'", even though
not by the revcluticn in the traditional form in which it occurre
at the end of the firet world war. It is clear that a simple
duel between axip iriperialism and allied imperialism would have
meant a war of much longer duration. What intcrvened to cut 1t
shcrt was the almcst all-Europeen naticnal revoluticnary movement
directed ageinst the existing imperialist state pcwer, the axis.
Had Hiflerism succecded in consclidating ite Eurcpean empire, in
establishing imperinzlist "order" in Europe, the war would in all
likelihood still be fcught tcday. The revoluticnary movement in
Europe, embracing all the popular masses, made such a cunsclida-
tion end "crder" impeossible. In the first world war, the nation—
al revolutionary element played virtually nc role, and, as ex—
emplified by Serbis, was of no social or politicai importance. In
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the second world war the naticnal revcluticnary mcvements in Eur—
ope, frcm Poland tc France and frum Nerway tc Greece played the
decisive rcle. This ceontrast is ¢f fundamental importance for
the elaboraticn ¢f the strategy and tactics c¢f the revolutionary
Marxists. :

However, the national revcluticnary mivements in Eurcpe, the
mcet widespread and comprehensive in the 20th Century were not
transformed intc a triumphant proletarizm revclution. - Capitalism
wae n>t overthrcwn in a eingle country. This cannot be explained
by the "inherent strength" of European capitalism, for it is wea-
ker today then it has ever been. It can be explained only by the
exceptional weakness of the prcletarian and revoluticnary move-
ments in Eurcpe, corroded, demcralized and disoriented by decades
of the leaderskip of the scecial demccracy and Staliniem. The na—-
ticnal reveluti-nary movementc poseessed a tremendous social
strength, in that they exbraced all the lower classes, including
them to a far greater extent than Lad even been acccmplished by
any - proletarian revoluticnary wevzaent except the Ruesian Bolshe—
viks. However, in the absence cf an authoritative revclutionary
leadership, this social strength proved tc be the pclitical weak-
ness of the nation=l revcluti.nary mcvements. The social demo-
crats, as azgents c¢f bourgecis: demccracy, in the form of Anglo-
Americsn imperialism, and the Btaliniste, as agents of Russian
imperialiem, mcnopolized the leaderchip <f the revolutionary move-
ments and were a brake upcn their political and sccial develop-
ment. The gecti'ns cf the Fourth Internaticnal which follow ite
official leadership, cespite the hercism and sacrifice they mapi~
fested, proved tc be pelitically sterile in face of this situa—
tion. They failed to become the most ardent and consistent cham—
pion of national liberation, of the central aim of these revolu-
tionary democratic movements, and wasted thelr exceptional op-
portunities by sectarian abstentionism (or by inconsistent parti-
cipation) and by inexcusable ultimatiem. ‘

The war brought about the most terrible devastation in all
histoery. Europe is a shambles for the most part. The o0ld world -
and, ccnsequently, the whole world, have been driven many steps
closer to barbarism, thus zpelling out in the horribly graphic
ruins the inescapabie choice before the peoples of the world:
socialism or barbarism. The devastation of Eurore and the bank-
ruptcy of the ruling classee did not, however, produce the pro-—
letarien reveclution. The objective situation is rotten ripe for
the socialiet revecluticn and the sociaslist reconstruction of so-
clety in the sence that capitalism can no longer assure any ser—
ious measure of stability, order and progrees. Any real rise in
the development of the productive forces is confined to a fever-
ieh development cof the f£orces of destruction, which means a fright—
ful economic and human waste which is accompanied by an equally
frightful social and political reacticn.

But the decay of capitaliem has manifested iteelf not only
in the ride of fascism but aleo in the agitation of the social
democracy and the reformist trade uniocne, and in Stalinism. To-
gether, for the past twenty-~five years, they have helped to bat-
ter in the ideological exull of the proletariat and to distort
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and falsify its conscicusness almost completely. It is difficult
to grasp the extent to waich the independent proletarian movement
has been hurled back in Hurope. At the end of the first world war
proletarian soviets appeared almcst everywhere in BEurope, and mass
communist parties developed almost overnight. At the end of the
second world war soviets appeared only as isolated, ephemeral
phenomena; the rcvoluticnary vanguard has not succeesded in break-
ing out of its isolation. '

If the proletariat did not succeed in taking socialist power,
it does nct follow that the ruling classes have succeeded in re—
storing the world to stability, order and progrees, or that they
have overcome any of the basic contradictions of capitalist or-
8talinist society. FKurope is at present still in s state of chaos;
Asia not less so. There hae never been such a destruction of the
productiv. forces, on the ¢one hand, and the development of the
destructive forces on the other. The only important country which
experienced a tremendous develorment of the productive forces was
the United States, the land of the biggest war victor. It was’
preci-ely this development, however, that assured the devastation
. of Europe. ’ : ' : :

The destruction of t he economic machinery of Europe makes it
impossible for the ruling classes to fulfill the elementary eco-
nomic requirements of the masses, namely, work or unemployment
relief end a subsistence level of life. The destruction of the
‘world market makes it imposcsible for the ruling clases of the Uni-
ted States to fulfill the requirements cf its economic machinery
which was at one and the same time vastly ¢ xpanded but undisturbd
by the war. That is the esituation today. loreover, the inabil-
ity of the principal imperialist victors to wcrk out the peace
terms, to divide the gpuils of war in 3 manner satisfactory or at
least tolerzble to the decisive victors, -is equivalent to a fail-
ure to establish the political prerequisites for a minimum of .
economic stability. Whole ccuntries remain unaware of the fate
in store for them (Italy, Balkans, Germeny, France, Spain, etc.).
Economic order is impossible under such circumetances. However,
continuation of this chaos is likewise impossible for it would
signify the immediate extensicn of chaos and cf barbarism to the
rest of the world, including the victors in the war and espec—
ially the strcngest victor, the United States; for it is impossible
to have any substantial measure of order and stability in the im-
portant sectiuns of the woerld if there is chaos in Europe. The
creetion of some scrt of stabilizaticn,-however precarious, is .
dependent in the next period and dependent primarily on the de~
velcpment of the main imperialiet antagonism. -

The Main Imperialist Antagonism in the World

Only two r.2l victors emerged frem the war: United States
and Russia. All talk of a "Big Five" c¢r a "Big Four" or en a
"Big Three" is a fraud. Only tvo pcvers rule today =and all others
are dependent upon one or ansther ¢f them to one degree or an—
other. In any one capitalist ccuntry the inexorable trend of
monopcly is revesled in the rule by fever and fewer cver moTe and
more. This trend doee not halt at nrticnal frontiers. On a worid
- 1672
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scale it is revealed in a similar way, by the recuction of the nu=
ber of independent nations, even of independent ruling imperialist
powers, and by the corresponding increase in the number of dgpen-
dent or gemi-dependent powers, nations and peoples who are ruled
over. This trend has been clearly manifested for a quarter of a
century. It was manifested heavily during the war. It has
reached its peak with the rule of the world by Russia and America.
Japan is a conquered vassal; so are Italy and Germany. Holland
cannot even think of reconqguering her-colonies by herself. France
is now a tenth rate power with very little more than pretensions
to an independent imperialist existence. England, her empire fal-
ling apart, her homeland bankrupt, at the mercies of Russia:r and
the United 8t-tes, her position in Europe shattered, is literally
fighting for her life. She ceznnot hope to play the role of more
than a junior partner of the United States which ie at once her
protector, ally and master. If the Unted States has not at all
times sided with England against Russia, it was primarily for the
purpose of emphasizing to the once proud British imperialiets t'
without the aid of the United States Ingland cannot stand up a-
gainst a power ae important as Russia. The British empire is not
dead, to be sure, but it is in 1ts agony. The main antagonism in
the imperialist world today is between the United States and Rus—~
sla. The stakes of the conflict between these two giant imper-
lalist powers are nothing 1lc¢ss than the domination of the entire
world. It is this antagonism that will give the basic coloration
to the development of world politics in the next period. If the
gocialirt revolution does not intervene, the antagonism cannot
fail to break out into a third world war. Consequently, this an-
tagonism will have an equally profound influence on the course of
the working class movement.

In the struggle between these two imperialist powers, they
are revealed ae different historically, socially, and in their
- methods. Russie is & bureaucratic collectivist state; United
States is a capitalist monopolistic state. Russia was economi-
cally raviehed by the war, not only in war dead but in the devas—
tation uf her agriculture and her economic plant; the United
States was enormously developed both agriculturally and indug-
trially and even from the standpoint of the increase in its work-
ing forces. Russia is a totalitarian etate; the United States is
‘a bourgeois democratic, or democratic iwmperialistic state. Rus- .
si1a has a native mass movement at hLer disposal in every important
country of the world, a mcvement which is automatically synchron-
ized to her evefy poiitical move. The United States has no such
movement at her dieposal except in the form of the undependable
social democracy. Russia destroys or secks to destroy oompletely
the bourzeoisie of the countries she conguers or dominates; the
United Ctates subjects this bourgecisie or reduces it to an agen-
cy or vassal ¢f Amnerican imperialicm. Russia pillages the ma-
chinery of the conguered cdountrics in order to restore her own
dilapidated plant, plunders the food in order to supply herself;
the United Gtates is compelled to feed the peoples of the coun-
trice in her orpit, at least to the extent of preventing starva—
tion and revoluticn, and to invest capitel in the reconstruction
of thelr industry. ' : 107%
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The continuation of the antagonism between American and Rus-
gian imperialism cannot but lead tc Wwar to determine which power
shall dominate and exploit and oppress the entire world. However,

. such a war is a matter of years of preparstion, and cannot break
- out tomorrow except as the result c¢f a combination of unforesec—
able accidents. The Stalinist regime, characteristically Bona—
partist and imperialist, keeps shouting demagogically about an
imminent war threat, firet, in order to silence the growing rest—
lessnese and discontentment at home; second, in order to enlist
the sympathies of the peoples in other countries; and third, in
order to justify or screen the typicslly imperialist atrocities
which it is committing. The selfi-styled Trotskyiste who r epeat
~the cry about the war-danger in the Stalinist sense are unwitting-
‘ly doing the politicsl dirty work of Stalinist imperialism. The
.waTr between the two big imperialist powers is inevitable in the
~end. But for the next pericd, neither the economic nor political
prerequisites for this war exist. Theyv must firset be created and
developed. An indispensable part of this is the eetablishment of
outposts, the conquestis of preliminary pesitions, the ideologi-
‘cal preparaticns for another war petween "demceracy" and "totalie
tarianism", the jockeying for positions, etc., etc. This is at
present and for the next pericd the stage in which the "warr will
develop. ‘ ‘

. In this preparatory period, the strugegle is already on - it
started in the very midst ¢f the second world war itself - for

the division of the world iutc two cemps, that of Russian and that
of American imperieliem. The principal fronts for this etruggle
are Europe and Asia. In the struggle, some cf the differences
betgeen the salient traite of the two imperialisms are already re-
*vealed. o ' ,

8talinist imperialiem, totalitarian by its very nature, and

urgently in need cf raw materials, machinery and labor power,
utilizes its advantageous geographicsl pcsition for -annexing,dir-
ectly or indirectly, all adjzacent territories and peoples pos-
eible. Its principal instruments are the army, the GPU and the
CP's of the annexed lands. By me=ns cf its terroristic regime,
it creates as rapidly as pcssible the conditions without which it
cannct maintsain its imperial rule: crushing and expropriating the.
bourgeoisie, "giving” land to the peasants under bureaucratic
pclice management, wiping cut 211 traces of the labor and revo-
luticnary mcvements, as well as all institutions and rights of
democracy and reducing all workers to the level cf fcrced labor.
There is hardly a measure adogrted by the Fascists in their strug-
gle for power - and their methods were taken over largely from

- Btalinism and uniguely developed — that Staliniem does not em—
ploy in its own behalf. The stripping of the economic plant of
the conquered countries and the drafting cf millions cf slave

- laborers for work in Russia are a peculiar requirement cf Stal-

- inist Bonapartism. ' - v ‘

~ . For a number of economic and pclitical reascns, American im—
perialism cannot or dces nct have tc proceed in the same way.

- Stalinist autarchy is far less dependent upcn the werld market
than American capitslisn, or rather is dependent upon it in a
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radically different way. Ruseia is not a capital-exporting coun-
try; the U.8. ig. The U.S5. does not have the political possibil-
ity of maintaining the amed force in peace-time that totalitar-
ian Russia has; moreover, the speed with which the U.S. can create
& big armed force, out of practically nothing, does not necessi-
tate ite maintedance of the same kind of armed force that Russia
must maintain. Finally, to come to grips with Russia requires that
America have armed forces, and an economio basis for them, in lands
closer to Russia than the United States is itself.

‘ Russia cannot give anything to the conquerecd territories or
the vassal states; given her own poverty, it can only take from
them. Hence her control over these states muet be of a police
character, even more so than was the case with Nazi domination of
other lands.

The United 8tates can give something to the conguered coun-
tries or to vaseal states. Her vast economic power which, for ail

-external guavity, she employs with brutality snd blackmailing cyn—

iciem, is the basis for her pious pacifiem.

To have armies in Europe and - moré important - the economic
basis for such armies, the U.8. is compelled to engage in the re-
construction of Europe. These armies; agsnts of Americsn imper-
ialism at bottom, the ones that are expected to initiate the war
against Russia so that America c¢=n come in toward the .end to
enatch the fruits of victory, must be paid for by the only power
capable of paying —~ Americen imperialism. To get people to fight
for it, the U.8. must feed them. : .

The reconstructionpf Europe is mandatory upon American imper-
1alism for another reason. Unlese there is some economic stabile=
ity established, these countries will fall, one after the other,
into the orbit of Stalinism. Or what is worse from the stand-
point of U.S. imperialism, they will be conguered by the socialist
proletariat. Another reason: After the Xast war, U.8. sought to
put Europe on rations in the world market, i.z., on reduced ra-
tions. The world market today is utterly shattered. There is
starvation everywhere; war debts everywhere; mass unemployment and
wandering everywhere. Previously, America had to try to reduce
the rations of Europe. Today, capitalist society has decayed to

| the point where Americ2 hags to try (in the ccurse of restoring the

world market to some level) to raise the rations ¢f Europe from
the level of "no ratiocne® at all. : '

. The immediate economic requirements of the swollen economic
epparatus c¢f America, and the long-term imperialist requirements
for the domination ¢f the world - coincide at this point, and mani-
fest themselves in the appearance of Aumerica as the»provider of

- food, capital, and "democracy" for Europe and for the reconstruo=

tion of Europe.. The U.S. has neither the pcliticsl possibility
nor the need FOR THE NEXT S8TAGE OF DEVELOFMUENT of establiehing
ite dominaticn cver other lands with the same outwardly brutal m
methods as Nazism or Stalinism. It ie.still wealthy enaigh to -
afford the mask ¢f democracy, even in its dealinge with other coun-
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This is ‘manifest not only in Europe, but also in Asia. There
the U.S5. apoears as the bold heir of the decaying British and
Dutch and French Empires. Partly under pressure of the masses,
but also under the pressure of U.8. imperialiem, Britain finds it—
self compelled to offer additional conceeeions +o India. The -U.8.
holds as firmly as possible to the line of keeping Chine out of
the Russian sphere of influence or domination, with Rusesia fight-
ing just as agreseively to conquer at least the northern section
of China. In Japan, the United Btates takes all the mcasures ne—
cessary to prevent that country from playing sn INDEPENDENT eco—
nomic, military or imperislist role, rbut at the sume time plays
the demagogical game of "democratizing" the country so as ?1) to
impress 211 the Asiatic peoples with its political superiority as
patron of the continent cver totalitarian Russia, (2) so as to
enlist the greatest amount of popular eupport for itself in Japan
for the eventual war with Rusesia, and (3) by depriving Jspan of
war-making power, to take over the war-making functicns for it-
gelf in a future eventuality, and thus have an almost continental
base for attack upon Russia. : '

‘All the post-war institutione initiated by the U.8. come un-
der this heading: UNERRA, World Bank, UNO, etc., etc.. .

Naturally, the export of "democracy" to Europe and Asia must
be paid for by the other countries, if not in cash then in subtler
and more insidious and sinister forms. England is being forced
graduslly into the pociticn of vessal of America, and the British
press is not far wrong in complaining that the relationships ex—
isting between the two lands in the 18th century are now being
reversed. France, for all her attempts to establish a Western
Bloc which she czn dominate as a springboard for the restoration
of her European imperialist glory, must come crawling to Washing-
ton for food, money, and even for permissicn to exploit her "just
share" of the war booty, Western German coal. The price of Ameri-
can support for the reconstructicn of Europe is not the abandcn-
ment of democracy by the Europeail countries. The U.S. is careful
not to make demands which would le=d to further chaos, to civil
war, for even ir the proletaerist cf the Eurcpean countries (es~ -
pecially the Western Europesn countries) is nct ready for.the 80~
cialiet revcluticn, it has given clear ensugh proof that 1t will
fight bitterly against any attempt to eetablish a regime 1n any
way similar to that f the Nazls ageinst which they fought with
such revoluticnary courage. But the U.S5. does make demands which
mean increased restrictions upon demccracy. It preferred Darlan
to de Gaulle; it prefers d¢ Gaulle to Blum-Herriot o;-Blgm-Thorez.
Above all, it pyefers the Cathclic Caurch to the_social democracy
or the petty bourgeois liberals. In the first place, the Church
is much mor> relisble politically than the social democracy, SO
far as unwavering suppcrt of capit=liem is cencerned. In the
second place, it is more reliable than the sccial democracy €0
far as unvavering opoosition to Stalinism is concerned:- In the
third place, the Church is nct inferior to the.SOQlai;democracy
s0 far -as maes support, which tne U.S. eeeks, is concerned. In
the fourth place, the Church has wass support in countries — par—
" ticularly in Eastern and southeastern countries - where the social
demccracy has ncne. Hence, the mutually improved relations be~
tween Washingten and the Vaticen. 1076



Amerioan Imperialism and Socisl Derocracy

Historically, the basis fcr the existence of the modern so-
cial democracy (as distinguigheda {rom the revolutionary social
democracy of the 19th century) is provided by the organic upswing
of capitalist economy, the amassing of super-profits from colonial
exploitation,.and the consequent development of a iabor aristoc—
racy and an equally conservative labor bureaucracy. -

With the decay of capitalism, especially in Eurepe, with the
decay of European imperialist powers, with the disappearance,
apparently of the historic economic basis of the social demov¢~icy,
some Marxists.drew the arbitrary conclusion during the war ti.i~
the social democracy had disappeared. This conclusion, atteusting
an ignorance both of theory and politics, has been sufficliently
refuted by the first post-war period. The European soclal democz
racy has had a significant rebirth, as witress Engiand, Italy,
France, Holland, Belgium and even Germany. The social democracy,
it is true, has degenerated further politicaelly end socially.lte
ranks as well as its leaderchip are increasingly petty bourgeois~-
ie. But in all countries it is still 'a petty bourgeois workers!®
party, and in some countries it £till retains the allegiance of
the bulk of the working clasgs. The idea that because the econom-
ic basis of the sccial democracy in Europe has "dis=ppeared", it
too has disappeared, has been proved to be preposterous. The .
corollary idea that the basis for bourgeois democracy has disap—
peared in Europe and that therefore thiere could be no "democratic
-interlude” between the fall cf Fascism and the establishment of
the proletarian socialist power, has been proved to be equally
preposterous, and, so far as the tactjcs of the rcvolutionary
Marxists are concerned, downright pernicious and disorienting.

‘As analyzed by the Naticnal Resclution of the WP, the fall
of Fascism in Europe wculd in all likelihood be followed by a
period of bourgeois democracy. The analysis pointed wt that
this democracy could not be expectcd to enjoy the same period of
long and organic growth that it knew in the pericd before the
first world war, or even the pericd between the two world wars;
that it would not be even as demceratic as it was in those two
periods; that 1t woculd be heavily overladen with-eazuthoritarian,.
Bonapartist and dictatorial features of all kinde., But it wauld
be a period that wculd be soradically different frem that preva—
lent under Fascism as to be unmistakably gqualifiable as bourgeois
democracy —~ Bcnapertist, distorted, degenerated, restricted, etc.,
that is, the cnly kind cf bourgeois democracy collapsing European
capitalism is capable of yielding. T ’ -

The sourcesvof this dem:oratig interlude are as follows:

The mass¢s, strangied for years under the most rigid totall-
tarianicm, want, in general, "freedom" — the right tc speak, %O
wite, to meet, to crganize, tc strike, to vote, to be democcrati-
~cally representec in a sovereign legislature, etc. The bourge- .
‘oisie, hopelessly compromised end extraordingrily weak, is unable
"at one blow tc suppress the popular movement &nd the democracy
for which it fought under Nazism. The masses resist, in one de~
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‘gree or another, moving directly from one dictatorship to "another"
even if the "other" is the opposite of the Nazi dictatorsnip,
namely, the socislist dictatorship of the proletariat. This is
especially the case when in the eyes of the masses - many of them -
the latter is associated with everything that is represented by
Stalinist totalitarianism. , ’

The masses want an opportunity to examine all pdliticai pro—
grams, which they did not have under the Nazis; they want to see
the unfolding in practice of all political programs.

The masses are vastly fatigued. Théy cen summon up strength
for new assaults but only with difficulty and under exceptional
circumstances. The war and the struggle against the Nazis was a
terrible bloodletting for the peoples. They aim, therefore, to
have representative institutions of f"thelr own" which they werse
depriwved of by Fascism, their traditional organizations (unions
and parties) and the parliament. This is understood by everybody
in Furope (except the ieadexrship of the 4th International). Even
the Stalinists are compelled to present themselves, at least in
words, as the champions of representative.parliaments, constitu-
ent assemblies, etc., etc. -

: The masses want a pesrliament of "their own", one that will -

- regulate the reoonstruction of tne nstion, its economy, in such a
way that there will be work for all and food for all. They are
not interested in the least in preserving private property.or the
rule of the bourgeoisie, g0 badly compromised either by being Fas—
cist in the axie countries or by being Fascists or collaborators
in t he conquered countries. Hence, their support of nationaliza~
tion. : Lo e e

The struggle for the masses therefore revolves around so—
called "constitutional™ or parliamentary questions. In these core— -
. ditions, the social democracy could not only suxvive but even
flourish. . : :

The soonial democracy can flourish for enother reason. The
popular enthusiaem for the Stalinist perties, due to their skill
in participating in the popular n=ticnal revolutionary movements
and to the glory reflected upon them by the spectacular successes
of the Russian regime and its armies, as well as to the general
and vague feeling amcng the masces that supporting the Communist
Parties meant supporting the idea of a revolution in their own
country like that of the Russians in 1917 - this enthusiasm 1is
" now waning. It is waning because of the repelling maneuvers of
the CP's since the "heroic period" cf the national revolutionary
- movemcnts, and above all by what the European peoples are seeing
' with their own eyes about the rcbber role of Stalinist imperial—~

“iem, its looting and ravishing cf ccrquered lands, ite imposition
¢f naticnal oppressicn nc different in the ews of the masses than
that impcsed by the Nazis. This waning <f Stalinist pcpularity
" ig visible in country after country: in the Austrian snd Hungar—

ian elections; in the breaking of the "unity" drive launched by
‘the Stalinists in It=1y for the purpcse of absorbing and wiping
out the SP; in the resistance to thc same kind of "unity" drive
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" in Germany; in the beginnings cf a proletarian shift from the CP
to the SP in France; in the virtual halt brought to the growth of
the CP in England (and in the crisis of the CP in the U.S.A.).

The masses, finlshed with the bourgeols reglue, wanting so-
cialism or steps toward soclalism (as they understand it), do not
‘quit the CP in order to become pollitically indifferent or to join
the outright bourgeois parties,..individuals do, not the masses.
Instead, they rally once more to the social democracy.

Finally, there is another reason, the essentials of which were
1ald bare by Trotsky two decades ago. Left to ltself, to its own
resources, there is hardly a country in Europe that can reconstruct
its economy and, by ¥irtue of that fact, rmake posslble the preser-
vation of bourgeols democracy to any extent, European economy and
the European bourgeolsie are utterly bankrupt on a continental
basis. The social democracy idoes not think in terms of socialliam
extept as a remote and at uresent unrealizable ideal; it does not
think in terms of soclalist power or the soclalist reorganization
of economy. Its own bourgeoisle - in Europs - cannoi, however,
provide it with the basis for lts own existence, which is another
way of saying with the basis flor the existence of bourgeols demo-
cracy and a relatively free labor movement. However, there is a
bourgeoisie left that can provide trat basis, even if narrowed
down and even if obtained on-very high terms. That is the American
bourgeolsic. It 1c upon this bourgenisie that it relies more and
more for salvation, at least "for the present.t It looks to it
not only for food for the people and ceplial for reconstruction =~
but also as 1lts guardian from the encroachments of Stalinism. It
. has no political and social program based upon the independent
class interests and class action of the proletarlat - the only way
in which not only Stalinism but bourgcols chaos and barbarism can
be defeated. It has no confidence in the soclal abllity of the
working class to reorganize society. It has lost 1ts confldence
in i%s nwn bourgeoisie. It can no longer resi upon the economlc
foundations once provided by its own czpitalism - that 1s gone..

It thorefore seeks the substitutc fer these foundatlons which
wealthy and powerful Amerioczn imperialism oan provide.

In one way or another, the social democracy (1,e., the lea-
dership of what remains of the 2nd International in Eurepe), pro-
sents this conception of 1tas role and perspective to the worklng
class that follnws it. To the extent that it corresponds to the
truth, to the bitter rcelity, the masses accept this conception,
even 1f reluctantly and without enthusiasm. The almost boundless
111lusions about Americun or Angle-Am:-r,icon imperlallism = the
"1iverators of Europe" - which were .entertained by the European
masses during and immedlately aftsr the war, have since diminished
and bzen dissipntea. But nany of the 4lliusiond rémeln. As 1s so0
often the ease with the democrstic iliusions of the masses, in
this case too they are based on u "ksinel of truth", namely, the
ided that for its own gond Imperinlist reasons, 1f for no other,
the  United Statcs will find itself oblliged to give some food to’
Europe, sone cavital for European reconstruction. The soclal demo~
cracy, by embellishing the "“kernel of truth", by its culogles of
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of "American dsmocrccy by nresenting American inpcrialism asg a
teneficent frlend, horribly distorts the "kernel of truth" ’
apreads and deepens the lllusions of the people, and conceals
from them the big and impcértant truth thct the genercsity of Un-
cle Sam 1s a step, necessary for him, in the process of rrepar-
ing Europe for @ tighter yoke arouna its neck at a later stage;
1s the neculiarly Anerican-imperiall t way of strengthening re-
action in furope and frustrating the aspirations of the masses;
is the indispensable prerequislite to the eventual mobilizatlon of
at least the Weatern part of the contlnent for service as advance
guard, shock ‘troops, in the Third World War to eliminate the Rus-
sian rival who 3 the only power standing athwart Americals road
to global dominatlon - the onlv power except for the masses them-
selves, : : :

Meanwhile, the social democracy has becowe, and is increas-
ingly, the "State-Department!'s sociallsts or the "Downing Street
socialists." -

Russlan Imperidlism and Stalin*sm

At the very outset of the war, the founders of the Workers
Party, in opposing the war sas 1mper1911 t on both sides, set
forth the position that Russials role in the war was imperiallst
too, and that in two senses: one, that she was participating as
an integral part of the imperinlist war, ond two, that she was
pursuing imperialist alms of ner own. Hence, the slogan of "un-
conditional defense of the Soviet Union" was outlived, had be-
come reactlonary, and could only serve the ends of Stalinist ime-
perialism. If this questlon could be seriously debsted amnng
Marxists in 1936-1940, it is no longer possible to .do so today.
"The position of our party has been confirmed to the very hilt,
The proponents of support of Russia in the war, prompted though
they were by revolutionary proletarian consideratlons, neverthe-
- leas capltulated obJectively to Stalinlst imype rialism and helped

tn cover its deception and enslcvement of other nﬁtions and pco-
ples with radical &rguments. :

Stalinlst Rusviu todsy is a full-grown Ilmperlialist power,
The sway of the roactlonary ruling cluss iIn Russla extends over
a dozen other lands and over tens of milifons of .other peoples.
These peoples have becn deprived of their elnmenturj democratic
right to national independence and self-government snd reduced
to the slavery imposed by buro"uor«+1c-collpc+1vlsm. Along wlth
this right‘have,disappearcd a1l their othur rights, for the first
vietim of the victory of Stalinism is the working closs, its de-
mocrotic organizations and rights (more uccuratecly, the very
first victim of Stalinism is the revolutionary vanguard of the
working class), Revolutionary socialism docs nogerocogn*zc the
right of any nutlion or pcople or class to defh n% dther nutlon,
people or class of these clementary rignts excopt in the higher
intercsts of democraey (a3 in the perlod of the great beurgeols
revolutions) or in the higher intercsts of soclzlism (as ‘in the
perind of the proletarian revolutions). In the cosc of bureau-
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cratle-cotlectivist Russu, the peoples of the Baltlic and the Bal-
kans, of Rumanic and Yugoslavic and Bulguria, of Poland and East
Prussia, of scctions of Asia and the Middle East, hove been thhs
disfranchised in the Interests of Stelinist slavery and of the
consolidation of thc Stalinist burcsucracy. They have been en-
sloved as loot and booty of the stiuggle for the imperialist do-
minztion of the world. The revolutionist losos title to his name
who docs not protest apd fl ht aguinst this enslavement,

The claim that this "expansion" (i.e., imperlalist agression
and annexation) 1s required M"merely" for the "security" of Ryssia
18 a classical imperialist sophism. The defense of the fronticrs
of a natlon (whether by purely defensive measures or by offensive
measuvres 1s actually of no importance) is warranted onlwy if it
1s fighting to accquire or maintnln or extend democracy or soclal-
ism. "Security" by annexation to 2 naticn which is itself ruled
by © reactionary class which trcmples dermocracy and socialism
under foot more ruthlessly than anywhere else in the world, and
enslaves every other people over whom 1t extends its dominion, is
nothing but a euphemlism ard justification of imperinlist oppres-
sion and exploitation., Every natlon has the right to be ruled
by 1ts own people, even if they choose a reactionary regime, with-
out unwarranted interference by another niotion. On the other
hand, every n-tlon hos the right to come to the ald of another
people which is fightlng to overturn its own tyrannical rcglme,
provided this assistunce is not aimed at rcplacing the old tyrcn-
ny with another and thereby strengthening renction as a whole. '
This basic sociulist principle, observed by the revolutiouary
workers! state of Lenin and Trotsky, and proclaimed by it, is
applicable in judging the policy not only of the imperialism of
capitallst states, but as well to-t#e imperialism of the Staline -
ist state, ' . .

- The soclal sources of Stalinist Impericlism have already
been examined scilentifically by the revolutionary Marxists, It
1s necessary to continue this examination with the greatest scl-
entific objectivity, without prejudices, und through to tho very
end, It is not necessary, however, to wait until the last word .
has been uttered on this question iIn the scientific sphere be-
fore arrivirg at a judgment of Stalinist Imperislism as 1t has .
already, and sufficiently, manifested itself, or before adopting
a politicul position toward it. X
. If Hureaucratic collectivism survives In Russia until the
next war, the Stalinlist state will enter the vier on the same ba-
sls as 1ts principal rivel: for the purpose of defending its
Imperialist conquests and its rcactlonary rule at homec, for the
purpose of extending thesc lmpericlist conquests snd this rule,
~for the purpose of winning the struggle for the dominstion of the
globe. Whatever the abstract or historically rcmote possibili-
ties may be, all the prescnt indications, the whole present trend,
show that the Tnird Wnrld War, if it is allowed to come, will be.
a struggle between the two monster imperlalisms for world mastery,
and consefuently,- a struggle that would decide the fate of the '
world for an indefinite period of timec. Under such circumstances,
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it 1s impossible for the revolutionary Marxlsts to speak in any
way of "defense of the Soviet Union", The resolution on the Rus=
sian question adopted by our party in 1941 deliberately "left

the door open" with regard to the possibility of agaln raising
the slogan of defense of Russia (not in the Second Viorld War but
in a conceivable later war.)., The party took the view that in
examining a new soclel phenomenon that was stlll $in the early
process of formation, namely, bureaucratic collectivism, and
without positive foreknowledge of the political face of the world
in the post-wer g riod, it did not have the right as a scienti-
flc Marxlan organization to set forth its position categorically
on a2ll aspects of the question of Stalinism and for all time.
‘Indeed, even now, the perty does not lay claim to a position * .
‘which applies forever and under all conceivable circumstances.
But "all conceivable circumstances" i1s an abstraction which has .
i1ts "rights" on the plane of abstraction, What is before us con-
cretely 1s the development of Stalinist Russia 2s a full-fledged
reactlonary emplre, cppressing and cexploiting not only the Rus-
sian people, but = dozen other peoples and nations - and that in
the most cruel and barbarous way. What is before us concretely
is the overwhelming probabllity of the next world war belng
fought between two reactlonapy imperlalist powers for the preser-
vation and extenslon of their empires. In face of this reality,
the Workers Party declares flatly that all tdalik of defense of Rus-
sian imperiallsm (or of Americcn imperialism) in that war, or
~.1n the perlod of preparation for that war which we are now living
through, 1Is reactlonary talk and signifles an sbandonment of the
principles and interests of the proletariat and of socialism.

, The conoretization of our pertyl's position on the slogan of
"defense of the Soviet Union" must be accompanied by an important
correction in its resolution on Russia., The resolution, which
has otherwise been confirmed so emphatically, contains an error.
It declares thut 1n the ubsence of a proletarian revolution,
Stalinist Russla, after th war, "cannot, in all likelihood, es-
cape integration 1lnto the capitalist system as 2 colony or 2
series of colonies of imperialism." It adds that the stages of
development that will be passed "before burcaucratic collectiv-
ism in Russia 1s deatroyed either by ths proletarian .revolution
or cupitalist counter-revolution, cannot be established categori-
cally in advance.," The end of the war has shown, however, that
although capitalism has not becn destroyed by the proletariat,
buresucratic collectivism In Russia has not only not been inte-
grated into the capitalist system, has not only not becen over-
turncd, but has survived and expanded. This provisional forecast
of the party!'s resolution was in error exuctly to the extent to:
which it reprcsented a hangover of the theory rejected by the
party, namcly, the theory that Russia is a "degcenerated workers!
state” which could not survive the war. Fortunately, this error
was not scriously reflected in the current cnalyses of the party
during the war, nor did it affect the political 1line of the party-
its struggles against the war, against Stalinlsm, and Stalinist
Imperialism, for socialism, or its struggle on the theorctical
and political planes against the theoreticians of the "workerst!
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"~ gtalinist imperlalism $s vnigue 1r that, among other things,

4t has st its disposal a "native" mass movement In all other
countries, the "Communist purtles" and thelr affiliates, If one
ma jor -section of the labor uiovement - the soclal democracy is
more and more an agency of Americaen imnerialist democracy - the
other major section - the Comrmrnlst partles - s outrightly the
agency of Stalinist imperialism. The theory that the Stalinist
parties (like the traditional raformlst organizatlons) are agents
of the capltalist class, that they "capituinte bo the bourgeols-
io", 1s fundsmentclly false. They are the agencles of Russien
bureaucratic collectivism. To the extent that they serve the
bourgeoisie of the capitalist countries, it is only as sgents of
t¥He Kremlin who sre temporarily hired out for service to tie
bourgeoisie of thls or that country but cnly in the glven inter-
ests of the Stalinist state, of Lts diplomatic maneuvers, of its
imperiallst objectives. The oid Commmnist Partles in the days

of the opportunist leadershirp of the Conmintern did tend to con-
ciliate the bourgeolsie und to capitulate to 1t under stress.
The present Stalinist movement has nothing but the name in com-
mon with these old parties. It serves, today, a strong imperial-
1st master. In the interests of this naster, 1t is capable of
the most irreconcilable opposition to its "own" capltallst class
and to its rule, It is imperative to understand this, for other-
wise the whole struggle against Stallnism is falsified or nulli-
fied. If this 1s not understood, Stalinism stands to galn by
being subjected only to atitccis which ere almed at what Stallin-
ism is not, instead of attucks almed at what it is and at those
 points where 1t is really vulnerable, Stalinism is no%, however,
merely the scrvant of Russinn imperizlism. If this were the only
role it rlaved, the tenccity und "durabllity" of the Stallnist
bureaucrzcy in the capitallst countries could not be adcquately
‘explained. This bureaucrzcy 1s not prompted exclusively or
even primurily by suci %iGenlistic" considerztions @s the pre-
servation and consolidstion of the Russian state bureaucracy. It
has a muterial base of its own ond 1ts own soc 1l ambitions in
every country. The Stalinist rarties ore fundamentally differ-
‘ent from all the troditlonal working class ® rtics, not only
from those thnt arc revolutionary soclalist ln char~cter but al-
so from thoss that sre reformlst, centrist or cnarchist. The
Staliniat varties cre the parties of buresucratic collectlvism,
As Trotsly set it forth in his ultimate judgment of the Stalin-
ist burecucracy, it scelis to egtablish in every cupitalist coun=
try in which it functions tac same social and political regime as
prevails in Russia today.

The ruterinl besis of the Sinll
vided by the dceprening disintegritio
The social democratic, *he reformlst » 0old tradec union bur-
ciucracy rese ond doveloped on the :ais of the urcwing of ca=-
pitzlist cconomy. In thnt ncriod, a pro-capitclist labor bur-
onucracy was created. ™iis reiformist scctor of the lahor move-
ment befrne ticd to capitelist dcmocrac. I+ was nurturcd eco-
nomically by the concessions which capitnlisn could still afford
to give, and it recclved a sctisfring politic-l strtus from the
_prosperous~bourgeoisle and its dcmeccracy, liowever, as capitalism
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_ decays and is wracked by agonizlng crises, it can less and less
afford economic or political concesslons to the working claas

in general or to the reformist bureaucracy in particular. The

material basls of reformism 1s narrowed both in the economic and

the politicel spheres. Reformism does not break its tles with

capitalist democracy; but decaying capitalism breaks its tles

with reformlism. : :

As capitalism decays and narrows the basis for exlstence of
reformisin, the bonds llnking whole strata of the population to
the foundations of capitallsm -~ private property - are loosened.
To maintain private property, which means nowadays to preserve
the increasingly centrallzed and concentrated power of monopoly
capitalism, requires the econamic and politicsal disfranchisement,
the economic and political degradation not only of the proletari-
at but also of the middle and intermediate clagses and soclal
strata - peasants, small producers and manufacturers, small
traders, professionals, clvil servants, scientists, labor
bureaugracies, industrial managers and supervisors, etc., etc.
Fascism appeals to all these strata with a socinlly-demagogical
progrom of "anti-capltalism" but with the social aim of maintain-
ing precisely that form of capltclist ownership which 1is dls-
franchising, degrading and declass ing the social strata to which
fascism appeals. Stalinism, on the other hand, while appealing
to the same strata, with a no less demegogical progrom of "so-
cialism®, nevertheless cims at removing from power that class -
the monopoly capitalists - which stands in the way of the ccgul-
sition of social power by-the Stallnlst bureaucracy. In this
sense, too, fascism and Stallinism, while not identlcal, are
"symmetrical phenomena." Stalinism has a grip on the minds of
the working class not only Dby virtue of its usurpation of the.
soclalist troditions of the Bolshevik Revolution., It seeks,
and often galns, support of the working classes because, while
its anti-proletarian and antiesocinlist nature is not immediate-
1y clear, its anti-capitalist nature is apparent. It cannot be
cons idered an accident thot the Stallnist burecaucracy attracts
to its ranks, especially in countries where the decay of capltal-
1sm has reached an advanced stage, many of the former reformist
bureaucrats whom capitalism no longer offers economic or pollitli-
cal sccurity. The expropriation of the bourgeoisie by the
democratlc‘prolotariat’means the beginning of the end of all = .
burciucratism and bureasucretic ppiyilage. But the selzure of all
social power by Stallnism means the legal and police santifica~
tion of bureaucratic privilege and power. It is likewise no
saceidont that Stalinism attracts to itself also such elements as
the declassed worker, the disoriented and deroralizcd petty-
bourgeols intellectuals and profcssionals whom capitalism allows
an ever narrowing base for existence but whom the triumph of
Stalinism offcrs exceptional privileges and soclal status,

The growth and triumph of the Stalinist burcnucracy means
nelther the victory nor an advancement of socinlism and the
proletariat, It mecns the estoblishment of the totslitarian
~ tyranny known as buresucratic collectivism. Such a tyranny is
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pogsible only in the cbsence of a sociallst perspective. Inos-
much o5 the sozilulist perspective dedends, in our period, 2n
the ubility of the revolutionary Marxists to estublish &4 party
able to plice itself at the hezd of the working cluss rnd all
other little people, the tpiumph of Stallnism is possible only
under the condltion of the ~bhsence of such a party. Ccnversely,
1t 1s impossibple in the.presenca.cfisuch a party, since 21l the
other conditions for the victory of the socialist rroletariat
have matured to the highest degree under capltallism. ‘

The questlon of the perspective of Stullnlam cannot, there-
fore, be resolved in 2 purely theoretical way. 4t can be re-
solved only in struggle. Every acdvance of Stclinism is not only
a defeat for democracy but also a defeat for the proletariat
snd for socislism. Unlike reformism, Stolinism does not alm ot
the preservation of bourgeols democracy, let alonc at the con-
quest of proletarian democracy. Stalinism is reither a democrat-~
ic nor o soclanlist movement, but 2 buresucratic tobtalitarian
collectivist movement, which must be resisted by the orgorized
proletariat at every turn. ’ '

) The traditional pollcy,of thec revolutlona vanguard towcrd
the labor-refeormist movements (or burenucrmcle§§ doe¢s not,
thereforec, appiy to the Stalinlst movements. Given its inablli-
ty to lead the proletarint dirsstly and in its own name, the
revolutionary vanguard is prepuroed, os alwsys, to give critical
support to the roformist bureaucracies Llun their conflicts with.
the copitalist class. Trls mokes possivle, at least to same
_extent, the defense of the cconomic and politicel integrity of
the working clzss and its movement, or even the defense of
bourgeois democracy agualnst fusclism, i.e., the dsfcense of the
political conditions that are more favorzble to tho existence
and development of the working cluss. The same policy ccounot

be applied to Stalinism, since it is neither a democratlc nor

o socialist movement and has relther democratic nor socinlist
aims. The revolutionary Marxiats, thercfore, malnt:win tho gener-
al rule of no support of Stalinism of any kind and of irreconcll-
able opposition to any move culculated to strengthen its posi-
tion. B

Whether or not Stalinism con triumph in the capitalist world
caunnot Dbe ‘decided absolutely in advance. To repeat, it is a
gucstion of struggle. Up to new, it is cstablished that Stalin-
1sm was able to triumph by overturning the rulc of the proletari-
- at (Russia). It was able to triumph in the Bultic countries
‘anncxed to Russla, but_only by virtue of the military force of
Russ ian imperinlism. In Foland and Yugoslavia, the Stalinist
Turcaucracy has taken povicr. In clear refutatlon of the analysis:
that it represents @ "capitallst" force, the burcaucracy has not
only disfranchised and eunslaved the proletarist.and peasantry,
but has systematically cxpropriatea the bourgceisle and tho land-
lords snd convorted their pronerty into state property. This:
phensmenon gives the final blow to the theory *thet Russla ls

‘8 "workers! state" becausc property 1is nition~lized. Butit does
not estublish the concluslon that Stalinist collectivism 1s
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guaranteed to replace capitolizm in the world. DBoth in Poland
and YﬁgOslavia, Stalinism ceme to power under exceptioral clre
cumstances, namely, in the absence of avy organized bourgeolsise
to speck of and by menns of the direct and declslive ald of the
armed ferces of Russian imperlallsm. Nowhere has Stulinism
shown its social ability to crush a free working class or, mcre
 tmportant, 1ts abllity to overthrow the rule of the capltalist
class. The countries in which 1t has triumphed are lands wlere
the bourgeolsie was weck to begin wlth and where feudal rem:énts
were thickly intertwined with capitalist relctionships. Nowhere
has Stalinism shown its social ability to overturn the rule of
"the capltalist class in a modern, advanced capltalist country.
Hence, our deniasl and rejection of the theory of the "Stalinist
epoch," our reaffirmation of the theory that Stallnist burenu=-
cratic collectivism represents a mongrel social formation, and
our reaffirmotion of the concept that this 1s the epoch of the
proletarian socialist revolutlon which will sweep away capltal-
{sm and buresucratic collectivism allke. .

| PerspeotivesAdnd Tasks: Germany and Eastern Europe

: - Nowhere dld the pre-war perspectives of the Fourth Interna-
tional stand in sherper contrast to the political reallity produced
by the war than in Germany. If there wans still reason to asslign
to the German proletariat a plvotcl role in the strategy of the
Furopean revolution up to Hitler's triumph In 1933, the success=
ful mobilization of the German nation in 1939 without internal
disturbances, the paralysis of the German proletariat durlng the
Nazi conquest and subjugation of the Continent, and the aobsence

of any repercussions within Germany to the military set-backs
beginning at Stallingrad in the winter of 1942-1943, proved the
need to re-examine the analysis that designated Germany the ‘

"key to the internmatlonal situation." A refusal to do the latter
was only possible on the part of thosc who, as with the leader-
ship of the SVWP, stubbornly denied that the fascist conquest of

 Europe ‘had hurled back the proletariat 1n terms of conscious-

ness and organization. Those who inaisted that fasclsm had
taught the proletariat the lessons of revolutionary polltics
and that, consequently, 1t would emerge from the fascist oppres-
sion at a higher political level than before could not but as~
sign to the German proletariat the vanguerd rcle in the European
revolution. The colossal blunder of continulng to view the

- German proletariat in terms of 1018-1933 was an inscparable
part of the totally false position which rejected the slogan of
national liberation, which led to abstention- from participation

‘4n the resistance movements, whlch foresaw the overthrow of

~ Hitler as the proletarizn revolution and which posed as the
main slogan “"the United Socianlist States of Europe." Basing
themselves upon this completely unrcal analysis, its authors.

momentarily expccted, with amazing credulity and increasing
desperaticn, the outbreak of the proletarian revolution as an
automatic result of Germany's growing military catastrophes in

1944-1945. This gross misrcading of the situntion in Germany re-
vealed that-its perpetrators sadly lacked even &n understanding
of jthe mechanics of the proletarian revolution and concelved of
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- 1t 1n terms of the sheerest automatlsm and spontaneity.

" The defeat in 1933, the twelve-year long rule of Nazi ter-
_ror, the devastation of six years of war, the conquest and oc~
cupation by the victorious powers and the infamous partitionm
of Germany by the four powers for purposes of sclentifically
bleeding 1t of its economic potency and political viability
‘as & nation makes it necessary to begin the task of again
collecting in class organizations the shattered and dispersed
forces of the German proletariat at the most primitive level.
Of all the obstacles this task must overcome, the first and
the greatest is the mllitary occupation of Germany. Until this
condition is ended, the scene will be dominated by the national
struﬁgle for liberation. The main slogan around which the Ger-
arxists must orient the struggle in the coming period 1s
"For a unified and independent Germanyl™ This struggle begins
as a struggle for democratic rights against the military
authorities of the occupying powers and their quisling support-
ers. Freedom of speech, of press, of assembly, of movement,
of organizatlon, of communication and the right to vote ana the
demand for a free national assembly will constitute the issues
~ around which the political sﬁruggles will revolve and the masses
'will rally. Unless the German proletarian organizations take '
upon themselves the lead in this struggle and conduct "It in
the spirit of swocialism and Imternationalism, this task will
fall to the recactioncry nationalists. They will utilize it for
the reconstitution of the Nazi movement, regardless of the
gulse or the name under which 1t will appear. Neither the
Social Democrats nor the Stalinists can give the proletariat
‘'a lead on this struggle. The former plays the role of adjutant
to the Anglo-American. authorities and the latter is the creature
of the Russian oppressors. This struggle requires the speedi-
est organizatlon of a revolutionary Marxist porty and, in turn,
affords our German comrades a clesar issue upon which to struggle
for such a party. ’ » :

. The Marxists of the “victorlous“ ations have the special

- task of defending the democratic rights of the German people,

by helping, in the first place, to free the land of the im-
periclist invaders. The reunification ond liberation eof Ger-
many rcmains the flrst step toward the restoration of the trun-
cated economy of the Continent. In this historical sense, Ger-
many rcmains the key to Europe. The Marxists of Western Europe
must link the struggle agzinst American domination of thelr
own countries with thc struggle against the oppression of Ger-
‘many by.their own ruling classes. Such an intcrnational prole=
tariaon struggle in the defense of the German pecople will be
one of the surest barriers to the reappearance of a Nazi move=-
ment in Geormany. It will restorc to the German proleteriat the
self-confidence and morale which has been its greatest deficlencgy
since 1933, It will pose beforc the Stalinist-led workers of
Viestern. Europe the “"German question™ as a qucstion of interna-
tional proletarian solidﬂrlty and, thereby, pose before them

- the "Russian quéstion" from the point of view of imperinlist
oppression, In this respect the effecct of the struggle by the
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vworkers of the victorlous powers upon the German proleteritt is
only en aspect of the whole mechenism by which the revolutionary
impetus will be given to the Gorren scene, L.e. via the revolu-
tionary struggles of the internntlonal proletariat, above all
those of Western Europe. : :

Tpe conquest of virtually all of Bostern Europe by Stullin-
1st imperialism has, as 1in the case of Hytler's conquests, bur-
dened the masses with a combination of class exploitation and
notional oppression. In these countries especially the slogan
of the "defense of the Soviet Union" can be nothing but a cover
for the rapacity of Stalinist imperialism. The revolutionary
Marxists are no less firmly comnitted to support of the demand

.~ for national liberation from the yoke of Stallnism than fram the

yoke of Hitlerism or any other form of imperialis?t subjugatlon

and vioclation of the right of gelf-determination and self-rule.
The Fourth International must adopt and propugate the slogan of
national liberation for the peoples and nations oppressed by -
Stalinist Russia as an elemeuntaory jnternationalist duty and as

an indispensable part of the f{nternationalist educatlon of the
whole working class. #As in the case of the movements which arose
ageinst German fmperialisn, the VWorkers Party will support cvery

" gocinllst or genuinely popular democratic movement of resistance

against the Imperialist oppressor in Eastern Europe, without glv-
ing any ai d or support to recctlonary landlord or capitallst
fagclst elements who seek to exploit the progressive national
sentiments of the masses. Howevor, we do not take the Stallnists!
word for 1t that all the pertisans and partlsan bands in Poland,
for example, who are fightlng sgainst the invading oppressor or
against the ‘totalitartian “native" regime, are "pagclstas." We

" are only too well aware of the Stalinist practice of labelling

all its opponents as Upascistas . The struggle for national
1iberation is inseparably bound up in these countries with the
fight for all democratic rights and libertles, including the

‘right to free universal suffrage and a free Constltuent Assembly.

To attempt to substitute for this slogan the slogan of tgoviets"
1s false and preposterous. In countries likec Poland, etc.,

thereé 1s no tradition whatsoever of the revolutlonary Soviets
establishcd by thc Bolshevik Revolution. What has cppeared to
thcse peoples in the name of Waovictism" is the Stalinist recae-
tion which they abhor and agalinst which they are already striving
with. ali their force. . Aa 1n the case of Viestern Europc under the
Nazl occupation, our support of the struggle for national frecdom
is not support for the return or restoration to power of the '
ljandlord and capitalists. Our demand for the Constituent Assemb-
1y is closcly linked with the dcmand for the preservetion of
nationalized economy under democratic control, with the demand
for the land to the peasants, but free from the police rule of
the GPU satrapy. ' ' T ' S

The attempts of the Stalinist imperinlists te censolidate

their powcr and control in Exstern Burope cannot but lcad to in-

cressed resistance. of the masses.. This resistance must inevit-
ably take the form 6f strigglc for ousting the invader and es=
tablishing the national sovercignty of the occupled lands. The
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masses of the conquered countries show, =28 they did during the
wvar, both the organic need und orgamic caprncity to oust the in-
vader. VWherever the mzsses have had any opportunity to express
themselves, they have manifested their hostility to the Stalin-
ists: Austrla and Hungarlan elections, mass demonstrztions in
Rumania, semi-civil war in Poland.

Fallure to give staunch support to the movement for nation-

'al freedom from Stalinist rule (both in the newly occupied

countrles as well as in those countries of the "Soviet Union"
long agod usurped by the Kremlin autocracy) can only serve, more-
over, to delay the 1inevitable crisis of Stalinism in Russia it~
self. To preserve ltself, to enhance its power and privilege,

to maintaln 1ts exploitation and oppression of peoples and na-
tions annexed to the Russlan empire, the burecucracy is compelled
to saddle the Russisn masses with an even vaster buremnucratiec
monster, with an even vaster police and spy force, with a huge
standing army, all of which ere directed against the Russian
people as well. The bureaucracy is compelled, like the ruling

~class of the capitalist emplres, to deprive the maosses of homes

and a decent 'standard of living by concentrating upon prepara-
tlon for imperialist war and upon production of the means of
destruction, The returning soldicrs who have seen other lands
under circumstances which puts the Stalinist regime in a truer,
that 1s, a less advantageous light, can only add to the rest-
lessness and dissatisfaction which Stalinlsm generates among
the people. The rise of the most brutal chouvinism in the up-

per ranks of the bureaucracy, especianlly the military bureau-

cracy, must clash with the war-weacriness and yearning for peace
and security of the people. Thc crisis of Stolinism cannot be
too long postponed. It can weather this crisis if the Russian
people feel themselves isolated. Tpeir true allles in the
struggle for emancipation is not the Stalinist bureacucracy but
the peoples.of the oppressed nations who are fighting for nation-
al freedom agalnst thls bureaucracy. The overturn of the Stalin-
i1st ruling class in Russia is now the common direct task of the
Russlan masses and the nations under the Russian heel. :

Perspectives and Taské: ilestern Europe
- As was the case at the end of the fiﬁ;t world war, a revolu-

tlonary situation was created in a number of countries at the end
of the second world war. In none of these countrics, however,

nelther in the Axis countrics nor in the Western European

countrics liberated from the rule of the Axis, did the situation

- develop to the point of a direct proletarian assault upon the

bourgecoisice for the scizure of state power. In 1945, the

worlktlng class did not hcve the solid bestion and inspiration
constituted by Soviet Russia in 1918-1919. It did not have a
rcvolutionary party to lead it in this assault, nor even the
substantinl nuclei of such parties which could be and were trans-
formed into mnss parties almost overnight at the end of the first
world war. Instead, the revolutlonary groups were either ex-
terminated or completely isolated from the masses, not least of
all because of the storile scctarilan or inconsistent coursc they
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pursued toward the national revolutionsry movements and in the
question of Russin and Stalinisn during the war, Above all,
the masses of Europe, the West {ncluded, were more terribly
exhausted by the war than ever before and, under the pressure
of fascist rule, were reimbued with democratic and parliamentary
conceptions and illusions. &8 nointed out in the Workers Party
resolution on the Nationa Question in Europc during the war,
the masses would not be prepured, once fasclsm was defected, to
replacc one dictatorship with another dictatorship, even Lf the
other was the proletarian dictatorship. The political and
economic atroclties of fasclst totalitaricnism couléd only suc~
ceed, under the given circumstoances, in evokling among the masses
the strongest passlon for political democracy, for democratlo
rights oand institutlons. Given the fact that decaying capital-
1sm oan satlsfy this passlon less and less, 1t was necessiry
for the revolutionary Marxists, as the champlions of soclalism,
to become the champion of a1l the democratic yearnings of the
masses, including thelr acsire for netional freedom cnd repro-
sentative govermment, thus demonstrating in prcectice the in-
separable link betyecn the struggle for democrzey and the
struggle for soclalism. This 1s precisely what the leadership
‘of the Fourth Intermational, faced with am excopt toncl historic
opportunity, falled to do. } :

The masscs quite correctly did not identify thelr desire
for democracy with the restorction of the status que ante bellunm,
of the power of the old bourgeoisie, cither thnt 'section of 1t
which fled or that which remained berind ns Nazl collaborators.
There is no democracy 1n the abstract, and democracy was not an
sbstraction in the minds of the masses., They wanted and want
democracy - demoeratic rights, democratic- Anstitutions,
politlcal democracy in general - not for its snke as an abstract-
1decal, but as the only means, in their eyes, of organilzing or
reorganizing the economilc cnd socinl life of the country in the
tntercsts of the masses and for thelr benefit. It is for this
reason that the masses associcte the demand for nationallzatlon -
which means to them the removal of cupitalist contral and owner-
ship of the means of 'production and exchange - with the demand
for abolltion of the monarchy, wherd 1t exists, for the estab-
lishment of a soveriegn representative national nssembly and for
the government in that assembly of Wtheir owm® partics, l.c.,
the Social-ucmocratic or Stalinist parties or both. To onc ex=
tent or another, this is perfectly clesr in such countries as
France, Belgium, Holland, italy, England, Greece and - presently-
‘in Sptine : o :

The instinctive urge of the masscs to revolutionlze the
socinl foundations and life of thelr country, heightened by the
terrible advencement of the decayling tcndencies in caplitalism,
monifested itsclf, in the first post=war revolutionary wave,
primarily in the struggle against the openly fnscist secctlons
of tho bourgeolsie or the collaborators, on the one slde, and in
the struggles for the most democratic and radle:nl parlicmentary
fnstitutions, through which thoy aim to catablish thelir domina-
tion over society, on the other. This is shown by the stupendous
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victory of the Labor Party in England, the mass movements and
struggles agalinst the monarchy in Belgium, Greece and Italy

(and to an extent in Holland), the demand for a popular Constitu-
ent Assembly in France and Italy, by the revival of the old and
formerly so discredited social democracy throughout Europe and
even by the fact that the Stalinists, whose ears are closely
attuned to the masses in this resvect, have become the most
vociferous "champions" of the most radical representative demo~
oracy, in the same way in which they "champloned" the national
revolutionary movements during the war, :

The "parliamentarism" of the masses today cannot, however,
be identified with their parliamentarism followlng the first
world war. The situations are not the same. After the first
war, BEunmope was almost inundated by the revolutionary wave of
proletarian Sovietism. Bourgeols democracy, classically repre~
sented by the Weimar Republic, was the last line of defense of
capitalist society in the maln countrles outside of Soviet
Russia. Following the second war, the struggle for democracy
(bourgeois democracy) is directed not agasinst the non-existent
wove of Sovietism but against all the decaylng and reactlonary
tendenciles of capitallsm, agoinst fascism, totalitarlanlsm,
military ond Bonapartist government, national oppression and
‘humiliation, foreign military occupatlon, etc., etce.

The task of the revolutionists, therefore, is to approach
‘the masses on the political level to which they have been thrust
down since the first world war by the decay of capitalism and
the decay of the workers'! parties, and to raise them once more
to the level of independent class action with an independent
class (socialist) aim, This task cannot be performed by
counterposing the propagaendist abstraction of the "United
Socinlist States of Europe" to the struggle for national libera-
tion, or the propagendist abstraction of Soviets to the struggle
for thoe most radical and most democratic Constituent Assembly,
for the most militant and consistent democratic demands, If
the masses are to be lod to where they should be - in sociallst
power = they must be taken where they are - 1n the field of
parliamentary democracy. Thercin lles the importance of the
insistent stross laid by the Workers Party during the war on
the prognosis that the fascist domination of Europc would be
followed not by a direct struggle for soclallst power but by a
Mdomocratic interlude" of greater or lesser duration in the
course of which the proletariat, at the head of the nation,
could once more be mobilized by mecans of democratic and transle
tional slogans, for the struggle for class powere. Those who

denied the "democratic interiude" or were indifferent to the ques-

tion, were consequently unable to orient themselves or others -
In the actual class strugglee. C - : .

: The masses correctly tle their economlc requirements and de-
mands to political struggle. The political struggle they are
. actually carrying on centers, however, around narlismentary
institutions - not only when they cast thelr ballots but when
they appear in imposing mass demonstrations. Taking this as
) | - : 1091
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their point of departure, the revolutlonary Marxlists must work
out, in every European country, a concrete program of action -
i.c., an adaptation to thelr concrete national situatlon of the
transitional program and not a ritualistic repetition of every
word in it - aimed at deepening the radicallsm of the masses,
raising thelr class consclousness and acquirling in struggle the
leadership of the masses without which all talk of "revolution"
and "seigure of power" 1s dilletantism or adventurism, This
means, in countries where the question of the Constituent Assemb-
ly or Parliament is paramount, a program for the most thorough
and radical democratization of the constitution or parliament.
It means a socisl and economic program of the most far=-reaching
significance, up to and including the natlonalization of the
means of production and exchange under democratic workers! con-
trol, and above all, the most unreserved assurance of all
democratic rights, not only for the people at home but also

for the peoples in the nations ruled by the imperislists (Indla,
Indo-China, Algeria, Congo, Indonesia, etc,). It means a con-
tinuous campaign of mobilizing the masses for independent ac-
tion in demanding of the workers! parties, when they are in of=-
fice, the most thoroughgoing, unhesitating and consistent carry-
ing out of thelr own programs;, thelr own promises. ' It means,

in those countries where a bourgeois~labor coalition exists,

the demend for breaklng the coalition and establishing in 1ts
stead a govermment of the workers! parties (1.e., those that ap-
pear to the masses to be the workers! parties).

o In those countries where it is indicated by the political
situation and the relatiounship of forces, the regolutionary

. Marxists must put forward the slogan of a Soclalist-Communist

. ~ Government (or govérnment ‘of the Socialist Party, the Communist
“. . Party and the trade unions), as part of the work of breaking

the workers away from ldeological and political collaboration
with the bourgeoisie znd 1ts political machines. To reject

this slogan out of hand would mean to deprive the revolutlonary
vanguard, in given crises of bourgeols-labor coalitlon govern-
ments, of the contral political slogan best calculated to ad-
vance the interests and class consclousness of the masses and to
bring them in greater numbers under the leadershlp of the Marx-
ists. To abstain absolutely from this slogan is as sectarian
and unjustified - in practicc as self-sterilizing - as was ab-
stontion from the national revolutionary movements during the
war, :

3 However, it is of the greatest importance to understand

i the limltatlons and dangers of this slogan. In the first place,
it is not ldentical with the slogan put forward by the Bolshevlks
in 1917 for the establisiment of a Menshevik-Social Revolutlion=
ary government. Both these partles were democratic workers
(or peasants) parties. I, the present case, this holds only of
the socinl democracy but by no means of the Stollnlsts, who re-
preaent a totalitarian party whose conquest of power means not
an extcnsion but the extinction of democracy. Therecfore, the

. Marxlsts can put forward this slogan only after the most care~

. ful examination of the actual politlical situation has revealed
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~that the establishment of such a warkers! coalition govermment
would not signify the assumption of political power by the
Stalinist totalitarian machine or be a decisive step in that
direction. By the same token; the Marxists do not in any
country put forward the slogan of a Stalinist (CP) govermment.
If they advance the slogan of a CP-¥ government, 1t is only
under conditions that glve adequate assurances that such a
.government would not be dominated (as in Poland, Yugoslavia,
Eastern Germany, Bulgaria, Rumania, etc.) by the Stalinists,
In the second place, such a slogan could be empty at best and
treacherous at worst if it were put forward as a cure-all, as a
permzanent part of our propaganda and agltation (instead of as
an exceptional slogan), or if presented by 1tself. It can have
progressive meaning and value only if it is coupled with and
subordinated to a practical political program of democratic, .
- transitional demands, without which revolutionists take no
responaibility elther for the slogan or for the government es-
tablished in 1lts name. S :

Finally, in the present European situation, the national
question continues to play a role of capital importance for the
proletariat of the Western European countries, and that in
three respects. First, it 1d the duty of the revolutionists to
make cledr to the working class and the middle classes their
obligation to struggle against the imperialist oppression
that their ruling classes carry on in their own colonies (Asia,
Africu, Latin-America). Second, it is thelr duty to champlon
the right of national unity and independence of the countries ,
their ruling classes and alllies now oppress or occupy.in Europe,
starting with dismembered and occupied Germany. Third, 1t is
their duty to point out that the small or weakened "independent"
countries of Western Europe are themselves being reduced to
~vassal states, to pawns in the rivalry between Anglo-American
and Russian Imperialism, and that even the remalning independence -
of these lands 1s threatened by eventuzl domination by either
one of these reactionary glants. A correct and attive revolu-
“tionary position on the national question in the VWestern Euro-
- pean countries 1s not only mandatory upon the Fourth Interna-
‘tion2l but Is one of the most effective instruments in freeing
the working class from the ideological and organizational con-
trél of the Russlan Stalinists 2nd the Anglo-American social-
democrats. T ‘ SR

Perspectives and Tasks: The Coloninl World

: Viorld War II marks a monumental turning point in the
- struggle of the colonial pcoples for frecedom, above all in the
populous countrics of Asia. The war brought about a decisive
‘weakening of the old colonial powers, including Great Britailn,

-~ the anclent bulwark of the colonlal systems The internal
rottenness and genernl impotency of the Briltish colonial re-
gimes 4n Asin rcvealed by the ensy Japonese conquests, the mili-
tary defeat and occupation of France and the Netherlands, the
utter and obvious dependence of the old coloninl powers upon

o 1093



" 4merlcan military and economic.eid, added up to underscore the
fact that these powers were no longer able to play their old role
in this sphere. The weakening of the old colonizl powers in
terms of economic strength, military power, finances, independ-
ence and prestige was nccompenied by a rising tide of national
consciousness, aggressiveness and self-confidence on the part of
the oppressed peoples, above 2ll in Indonesia, Indla and Indo-
China. The readiness of the colonial powers to offer extensive
concessions to the colonies in terms of "sefl-rule" is an indi-
cation, not only of the severity of their plight, but that the
traditional "democratic" colonial system of imperialist exploita-
tion 1s coming to an end. Its place is being taken by the
"american system" of relliance upon economic domination and the
political manlipulation of formally independent or semi-independ-
ent native political regimes. However, this system is possible
only to a vastly wealthy power, which means, today, the United
States. The displacement of the old colonial system is, there-
fore, simultaneously the displacement of the British Empire and
1ts satellites (French, Dutch, Portuguese, Belglan empire) by
American imperialism as the super=-exploiter of the economically-
backward peoples. The century-old technique of American domina=-
tion of Lotin America 1s belng put to use on a world scale. It
1s the technlque of economic penetration, of corrupting, brib-
ing and subsldizing native bourgeols politiclans, of American
ideologlcal infiltration (schools, missions, periodicals, radio,

ress) and of practical "charities" that pay long-term dividends
roads, hospitals, sanitation, etc.). ,

4n aspect of this "American epproach" is revealed in the
oscupation of Japan. Unhurried by economic pressures which force
less wealthy imperialists powers to an immediate policy of
plunder snd enslavement (Germany, Russia), the United States
sets about the reorganization of Japan with a deliberateness
~ that 2ims to constitute it as the bastion of American power in

Asia, The American policy in Jopean 1s designed to achieve the
‘following ends: ’ .

"(a) To undermine and discredit the old ruling cliques in
order to eliminate them as rallying points of national resistance.

(b) To utilize the extreme political backwardness of the
Japanese mnsses to secure a mass base for American rule (speci-
fically, for the rule of the new strats of quislings which 1t
1s developing) by ldentifying American occupation with democracy
and liberalism. - ' ‘ )

‘ (¢) To appear bcfore the oppressed masses of the rest of
F sl as a libernting force in contrast to the old colonial :
. povwcrs and-therefore secure mass favor for itself as agalnst the

latter. .

(d) To secure a base for itself in Japan and through it in
- Asla from which to oppose the growlng pressure of Russia upon
. the Far East and prepare its strateglcal positions for the
¥~ eventual conflict with Russia. : . 1094
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However,'the_continued'economic'crises, the tremendous and
disruptive political convulsions, and the violent class and na-
tional collislons which will keynote the world scene in the com~

. ing period will not permit Amerlcan imperiaslism the stability
necessary to consolidate its world empire. The imerican late~

~comers in this field face not the prospects of the Britlish Em=
pire of a century ago but of the sorely pressed British Empire
of today. Tnpe prospects for i.sla, with 1ts billion oppressed
people, 1s for a rising tide of national feeling and increasing
struggles for national freedom. The attempts of American lim=- '

}  periallsm-to utilize its favored economic position to secure

support for its Npenevolent" domination of the colonials has
only a short term chance of success. '

During the war, the revolutionists found it impossible to
support any of the bourgeols national movements in the East.
The proletariat was not prepared to lead the national revolu-
tionary movement in 1ts own name and with its own program. The
bourgeolsie of the colonial countries, in accordance with lts
f{nner nature and social-historical position, was unable to lead
L 2 serious struggle for mational independence against imperial-
i ism and could use the slogan of natlonsl independence only for
i the purpose of hiding the fact of their service to one of the
two big imperiallst camps or the other. The anclysls and prog-
nosis.of the Workers Party was confirmed in fact. To give sup-
port to any of the -colonial countries “"fighting {mperialism"
during the war could otly mean glving objective support to one
imperialist coalition against the other, in violation of the
' basic principles of revolutionary internationalism. This has
- now been demonstrated with sufficient clarity and conclusive=-
 ness by the outcome ofthe war in China. The revolutionary
Marxists who supported Clina, even under the Chiang-Kal-Shek
bourgeolslie, against Japan before the world war broke out in
the East, could not support China during the war without becom-
ing in fact supporters of fmerican imperialism; any more than
they could support the Indonesian “bourgeoisie or petty bourgeolsic
" which, for " strategical" reasons, found it "hecessary" to co-
operate with the Japanese impericlists and to take political
responsibilities under the occupation of the Japanese. #At the
end of the war, China finds itself not Independent (except of
- Japanese rulel) but a pswn In the growing conflict between Ameri-
.. can snd Russian imperialism, and, even as a pawn, still deprived
" of the crown colonies of the British Empire in China. ‘

It is our task to help the national revolutionary movements
L. In the-colonleS'understand the recal role of americaon imperial-
1sm; just as it 1s the task of the Fourth I ternational as a

whole to make clear the role of all the 1lmperialist powers in

i the colonies, Stalinist imperialism included. The colonlal

. movements, now that the war is over, are cntirely justified in
secking to play off American imperialism against its rivals

and to maneuver among them in the interests of national libera-
tion. That is why the revolutlonary Marxists, for all their
‘slass criticism, support the nationalist movement in Indonesla
‘and similar movements 1n other colonies. At the samec time we
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must oonstantiy warn these movements against permitting them-
selves to become mere pawns in the hands of the "less harsh" im-
perinlism against a rival imperialism.

. ]

In this sense, the larxists support all genuinely popular
‘natlonal movements in the colonies. This does not hold for such
- struggles as are now taking place in the Chinese “civil war" '

where one slde, while representing the national bourgeolsie, is
now merely the outpost of imerican imperialism, while the other
slde, in spite of 1ts peasant composition, is a tool of Stalin-
~1st Iimperlalism which aims at dismembering China in order to an-
‘nex 1ts wealthiest section, the North, to the Russian Stalinist
- Empire. Tne reactlonary character of modern Stalinism 1s once
~'agaln underscored by 1ts work In converting a genuinely plebeian
democratic national movement into a tool of totalitarian im-
perizllism aimed at the very heart of the democratic and national
Interests of China. Support of this movement today can have no
other effect than to extend the Stalinist emplire and bring under
1ts subjugation a large portion of the land and people of China.

The VWorkers Party and the Fourth International

The Fourth International,was established to bring to an end
the crisis in leadership which alone has stood in the way of the
victory of the socialist proletariat in our epoch. During the
war, the Fourth International ceased to exist as an effective,

" organized, centralized International, A number of objectlive
reasons, Including the greatest difficulties under which the
. revolutionary movement ever hod to operate in all its long his-
tory, may be adduced to.explain this collapse. These are reasons
which were beyond the control of any one or any group in the In-
- ternational. However; insofar as the collapse was due to reasons
‘which were under the control of the Internationzl, the responsi-
bllity for the failure of the Internetional, marked at one and.
~the same time by its silence on the most important political
problems of the time and by its unofficlal. tolerancc or encourage~
- ment of the grossest political mistakes, lies primarily upon
the shoulders of the leadership of the Socialist Workers Party,

- ‘The sections of the International survived the great trial

of the war, even without internztional guidance and leadership.
They did not, like the Stalinists, social-democrats, anarchists,
centrists and syndicalists, capitulate to the wave of chHauvinism

t oand socinl-patriotism, anu in that respect they held up the

j - banner of socialist internationalism in the great tradition of
Marx, Engels, Liebiknecht, Luxemburg, Lonin and Trotsky. They
survived a tefror, above all in Europe, which both the bourgeolsle
and the Stalinists merciless}y directed against them and which -
martyrized the best of. our cadres and our militants,

. Howsver, in the main political analysis and line which dis-
tingulshed the International's official .leadership and mede its
imprint upon the course of virtually all the sections, the most
catastrophic errors were made. For these too the primary re-
sponsibility rests upon the shoulders of the SWP leadership.
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By its insistent repetition of the slogan of "unconditional
defense of the Soviet Union" the Ipternational capitulated ob-
jectively to Stalinlst Imperlalism and contributed its share to
the disorientation of the vanguard of the proletariat. The
reconstruction and future of the International depend upon the
firmest and most clearly-grasped repudiation of this slogan,
They require also the abandonment of the now utterly reactionary
theory that Russia 1s a "workers! state" because property is
st11l nationalized. The Workers Party categorically rejects
this theory. While propagating its own theory throughout the
International and the working class, the theory that Russia
represents & reactionary social order, bureaucratic collectivism,
the Workers Party 1s prepared to cooperate most closely with
those groups and sections of the International which, while not
sharing the full views of the Workers Party, have nevertheless
abandoned the reactionary theory of the "“workers! state and the
equally reactionary slogan of "unconditional defense." There-

- fore, without relinquishing its theoretical position or abandon-

ing the theoretical discussion, the Workers Party will meke a
bloc with such groups as the German Section (IKD § the Minority
in the SWP, and others in the International who now reject the
theory of the "workers" state" and the slogan of unconditional
defense." - o !

"By 1ts position on the natlional revolutionary movements 1in
Burope, which was tantamount to sectarlian abstentionism at ‘
worst.and inconsistency and fallure to understand the revolu-
tionary tasks of the time, the leadsrship of the International
failed to help the European sections selze the exceptlional
opportunity to emerge from their isolation and into the leader-
ship of wide sections of the revolutionary peoples. In
this question, too, which is still at the top of the order of
the day, especially now in Eastern Europe, the Workers Party

. will seck to establish a bloc not only with the German Section,

with which it has cooperated in thc closest political harmony,
but also with those other groups or sections which have adopted
a cormon or similar position with our party and which, in any
case, oppose the political nihilism of the offlclial Fourth In~-
ternational leadership on the national question, as 1is the case
with the Minority of the SWP, the Minority in the French Section,
elements in tho Belgian section, etc.

By its tacit support of and failure to combat the oppor-
tunism and the burcaucratism in the SWP, and by its adoption of
similar burcaucratic practices against minorities in the In-
ternational, thc present leadership has promoted the evil of
monolithism in the movement and placed in danger the entire

;v futurce of the International, It has remained silent in face of

.the irresponsible actions of the SWP leadership which effectlve-~
ly liquidated the International Secretariat durlng the crucial
period of the war. It has failed to intervene firmly, and
fraternally, against the burcaucratic opposition of the SWE
& leadership to the unification of the Fourth International in the
¢ United States, and failed correspondingly to give support to the
. wholly progressive struggle for unity conducted by the SWP
Minority. It has permitted the most disloyal. and ignorant 9
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~campaign to be directed agrinst the. Gerp n, section of the In-
ternational, whose revolutLonaryfﬁﬂ%e%&gﬁgiﬁgfbéyond questlon,
and has now itself climaoxed this campaign by the most bureau-
cratic act 1n the history of the Trotskylst movement, namely,
readlng the German section out of the International because of -
ite theoretical position without previous notificatlion to the
German sectlon, without previous discusslon of its position in
the International, and without affording the German Section the
elementary opportunity to defend itself before its accusers.

Nothing less than a complete reorgonization of the leader-
ship of the International can give the slightest assurance of a
progressive and fruitful future. Nothing less than a loyally
prepared and democratically conducted dlscussion throughout
the International of all the questions in controversy, with full
opportunity for every member to study the documents avsilable,
is required to put the International back on revolut lionary ralls.
Thls means a discussion, in particular, of the theories and
views put forward by the Workers Party, the German Section and
the Minorities in the SWP and the French Party, '

. By 1ts rejection of the Viorkers Party appeal to be recog=
nized as a sympathizing sectipn, the present Ipternational
leadership, under the stimulation of the. SWP, has taken another
step toward that detestable monolithism which the Trotskyist
movement arose to combat in the revolutionary movement. The
Workers Party, nevertheless renews its appeal, jnasmuch ns it
considers today, cs it always has, that it is bound by indis- o
soluble bonds to the basic principles of the Fourth Internation~ -
ale The Party leadershlip 1s instructed to continue unceasingly
l1ts efforts to establish a bloc in the International of all
those groups and sections whieh, without seeling eye to eye on-
every single political and theoretlical question, nevertheless
represent ong baslc political tendency in the International,
with thc aim of having this tendency prevail in the ranks of
the Fourth, before the present prevailing tendency, which is a

= combination of-opportunism, sectarianism and bureaucratism,

succeeds in squandering the great political capital accumulated
by the Fourth and reducing it to an impotent sect,

o



RESOLUTiON ON THE INTERNATIONAL SITUATION
THE FOURTH INTERNATIONAL AND THE VORLD SOCIALIST REVOLUTION

I, Introduction

The crisis of humanity is the crisis of tke proletsrian lea-
dership. Such was the opening sentence and the theme of the theslis
whiech eatablished the political positicn of the Founding Conference
of the Pcurth Ipternational. Todey capitalism faces the masses
with accomplishing the greatest historical tasks in order to satis-
fy thelr simplest demands, .

The conflict between the develorment & the procductive forces
and the soclal relatlons now threatens the destructlion cf civiliza-
tion itself. MModern sccialism is nothing but the reflex in thought
of this actual conflict, 1ts 1deal reflection in the minds first
of the class which is directly suffering under it, the working
class." (Engels) In Lecndon, Paris and Rome, the cry rises from the
masses for an end tc the barbarism, and the exploitation of the
monopolists of capital; in Java, Korea, the Fhilippines, India,
China and Africa, the vanguard of the colonlal masses link thelr
desire for natlonal freedom with the destruction of capitalist im=-
e rialism as an econnuaic aystem. In such a world situation, the
Fourth International as the only revolutionary Marxist organization
in the world faces the decizsive perlcd of ita existence, '

I.

1., The War and the Declinejbf the Bourgéoisie
Class Relations in 1939

In 1939 the bourgeoisie ®s a whole had reached a stage of de-
generation where 1ts represent. tives were rotting on their feet.
Conversely, the proletariat had a’'deep, organic, insurmountable
urge to tear itself free from the bloody capitalist chaos, The
Hurepean proletariat had leost its democratic and pacifist 1llusions
and had repeatedly taken the road of revolution. Even in the Uni-
ted States 1t had shown its inatinctive striving to raise itself

to the level of the tasks imposed upon it by history. Byt the lea-

ders of the Second and Third Internaticnals, and the trade unlon
tureaucrats in the U.S, tied to the existing forces of class rule,
stifled and betrayed and crushed the revolutlonary attempts and
revelutionary pressure of the masses. Such was the analysis and
such irdeed the very phrases of the Fourth International as express-
¢ ed in the person of its founder, Trotsky. The history cf the pro-

l  letariat is not a history of revisionism, but of repeated attempts
i, to break away from it.

?roduction and'World Vier IT

- Never before did bourgeois production accomplish such marvels

f a3 durlng the war, but it was precisely the inearaecity to use these
i miracles except for capitalistic purposes that has accomplished its
- ruin., The war of 1914-1918 had used the technological developments
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of .the 19th sentury totransport great masses of men to the battle~
field. By 1939 Nazism used the great develormenta of the 20th cene
tury, the Diesel englne and the radio, to transfer the mobility of
men and fire-power to the battlefield itself. The air above and
all enemy terrltory became one vast battlefleld. Net to construct,
tut merely to keep 5,000 first line planes in action required in
all a personnel of a milllon and a half men. The transformation of
all the instruments of labor into instruments only usable in common,
the economizing of all mezns of labor into combined socialized la-
bor reached hejghts which carried to the last stages of .antagonism
the class contradicetions hidden under the fiction of national unity.
Not only the socclal and politieal relations but the devclepment of
the productive forces for total war showed that the length of the
war could rot be calculated in terms of the military power of the
orposing imperlalists but only in terms of.its effects upcn soclety
1tself, The defeat of France and the air assault on Britain showed
how impossible it was for the war to continue for ten or fifteen
years. To this baslc consideration had to be addzd the soclal im-
possibility of Hitler's subjugating the advanced populations of
Europe to his will, o

The Defes%.d Imperialisms

With natlons thus economicsally and sociallyorganized, military
defeat was synonymous with social ruin. Tpat is the history of the
war., .The volume of the German blow against Poland destroyed not
only the Polish state but_the Polish bourgeoisie., A similar stroke

'against France broke the Frenci: state and reduced the French bourge-
~olsle to beggary. The hmerican victory over southern Italy shat-
tered the Itallan state and the Italinn bourgeolsie. The combined
strokes of Russian and Anglo-American imperialism destroyed not
only the military apparatus of the German state but the German

= bourgeolsies The atomic bomb merely &ramétized the crowning blow

~which destroyed the Jypanese state, and reduced to ruin the Japan-
ese bourgeoisle, ' '

Kot @ single existing Eurcpean goverrment could have been re-
stored without the mllitary, economiec and diplematic aszsistance of
the Anglo-Americen-Russian imperlalisma, .Tpe ruling classes of
Europe in particular are Incapable of the rmost elementary duty of
any ruling class = that of feeding, clothing and housing the people.
France, for example, 1s reduced to sending a former Prime Minister
abroad to beg for food. Such reorganiz ation of Eyrove as the vic-
torlous imperlalisms undertake is carried out without even the for-
mality of representation by a single one of the Europen powers,

The Europemn structure as a whole is shattered from top to tottom
and from .end to end. The eccnomiec structure of Western Europe is
a ccllection of military zones which ration calories and starvation.

In Japan, Korea, Indo-China, the East Indles, Malaya, Singa-
pore, Burma, and the Philippines wherever ‘war passeqa, the former
ruling classes are in a more or less simlilar pesition, . Bither dai-
rectly or indirectly Anglo-Americ.n or Russtan imperialism hold to-
gether the old social order by arms and suprlles and the corruption
of the revolution by Stalinism, ~

loo



The Victorlous'Imperiﬂlisma

_ The victorious powers are dominated by and do not dominate the
common catastrophe. Britlsh imperialism, without American ald,
would be unable to prevent ltaelf sinking into a third class power,
Little newa emerges from totalitarlen Russia, but the strain and
-the devastation of war are not overcome elther by propaganda or

by the looting of defeated countries, If, anlcne among the imper-
falist nations, the United Stutes has developed a tremendous eco-
‘nomic power, it has thereby developed to an unprecedented degree,
its own Internal-contradictions. Pefore it can exploit, 1t faces
the. impossible task of restoring some elements of crder to half the
world, It is in lrreconcllable conflict with a Ryssia strategl-
cally placed in Europe and Asia and alded by the far-flung Comin-
‘tern, :

If the Fourth Internatlional, despite 1ts small numbers, enter-
ed iInto the war with its banners flying, today it faces its task
not with any subjective optimlism, but with an unszhakable cconfldence
in its own destiny, born of the cruelty, the btarbarism, and the
helplessness of the bourgeoisle, victim of its own contendlng pas-
siona,

2, The War and the Rise of the Proletarlat

If the war carried to an extreme the ruin and confusion of the
- bourgeolsie, it unloosed also a tremendous .revolutionary upsurge .
among the masses. Far from belng hurlcd back to scme indefinite
period in its past, the proletarict has displayed in the last few
years 1ts tremendous reservolrs of class energy in the sreedy or-

- ganiz-tlon of the reslstance movements and irmedintely after the

- defeat of Hitler, 6f 1ts trade unlons and political parties, BRI
While Fascismfgh ¢he | 1‘httﬁ§.i@§,§ﬁccess sriashed the workers! or- .
ganizations/}"—nbz ed%er - e aentfﬁl"b.s&ﬁ?a’lity of Fascism In defeat
heightened "the consclousness and activity of the working class. In
few lnstances has the instlnctlive power of the proletariat been so
displayed as in the organizstion of the movement in Poland and
Northern Italy even under the German occupation. It was the very
attempt of bourgeois society to thrust the workers back into con- -
~ditions of degradation and barbarism which provided the powerful
Impetus to its bold end courageous revolutlonary actlons when the
chalns of Fasecism were loosened. :

: The attack of Hytlrlsm against Ruasla was the signal for a -
revival of the proletariszt and its revolutlonary struggle agalnst
the hated oapitalist soclety. This took the form of resistance
movements, by which the proletariat drew after it the veasants and
the urbzn petty-bourgeoisie. With the landing of the American.
troops In North Africa and the resounding defent of the Nazl ar-
 mles Iln front of Stalingrad, the masses reallzed that the defeat of
; Fasclsm was at hand, . . : _ _

The Italisn proletariat, suppressed for over twenty years,
reasserted itself In the crisis which produced the fall of Musso-
linl, The workers themselves helpcd to drive out the Germans in
the larger citles, and wore ounly prevented from seizing them by the
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counter-revolutionary Anglo-American armies and thelr Stalinist
tools, Tpe Warsaw proletarict, with a program fcr the revolutioen-
ary soclalist reconstruction of Polish soclety, armed i1tself a=~
galnst its own bourgeoisie and against both Stalinism and Anglc-
Russian imperlaliam.. For that very reason 1t was betrayed to the
German army by Russia with the approval of the British goverrnment.
In France the forces of the resistance movements seized the power
- on a program which promised nationalization of the means of @ oduc-
- tlon, punishment of eollaborators (two-thirds of the French bourge-
‘oisie) and a purge and reorganization of .the bureaucratic appara-
tus of govermment, Including the army. This to the armed mosses
-meant soelslism. No lesser program could have retained the leader-
ship of the movement. At the moment of the defect of Germany, the
de Gaulle regime was saved from destruction by the armed masses .
only by the direct intervention of the Stalinists, In Belgium, ad .
te 2 lesser degree Holland, violent clashes resulted in the paral
ysils of govermment, and once more only the combined efforts of the
- Britlsh armles and the Stalinists saved open civil war, _

The greztest achlevement of the Eurepean proletariat occurred
in Northern Italy. AS soon as the German armies began to crash,
workers! committees and partlsan bands selzed the factories and
saved the territory from Nazi vandalism. They carried out a dras-
tic purge of fascists and althqugh, through lack of leadershlp,
they were compelled to yield to the power of the Anglo-American
~armies, they held the factories for months and ran them through
‘joint committees of workers and technielans, Thelr real desires
were exempliflied by the slogan for a Workers Republic raised by
thousands of the rcvolutlonaries in the last critical days, -

.. These are the fneta, irrefutable, and not for one moment to
be challenged. Yet actual proletarian power was nowhere won even
for a perlod. The fundamental cause of this must be established
not only for historical reasons but as an indispensable gulde for
the present perspectives, - ' '

: The Third International in its summation of the revolutionary
~events after World War I placed the responslblility for the fallure
to establlish the soviet power in Europe upon the counter-revolu-
tionary Second Ipternational which had the confldence of the mas-
ses. Today the Fourth International can sum up the eventa which
followed World War II as follows: Far more than in 19I8-1920 the

failure to achleve Soviet power over large areas in Europe is due
to the fact that in thelr readiness to overthrow bourgeois soclety

the masses placed thelr confidence in what they considered to be

a revolutionary par ty, which betriyed them and for the time belng
saved the bourgeois regime which otherwise would have been and '
8t1ll would be helpless, ' ‘

;. 3. ‘The German Tpoletaring

- As the wnr develcped and the collapse of Hitler became a cer-
t talnty, the perspectives and policy for Germany, and therefore for
i natlonal liberation in Europe, assumed two clear conflicting lines,
i~ Efther the counter-revolutionary perspective that the final blow .

I - 2ag1inst erumbling Germany would be delivered by the imperlalist
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armles or the revolutionary Marxist perspective that the final blow
would be delivered by the revolutionary proletariat of Germany.

~ Particularly in France, Poland and Italy, many revolutionsr y ele~-
ments, not only Pourth Internationalists, realized that Germany was. -
‘the key to the European situation, They strove desperately to en-
- courage the German revolution and restore the solidarity of a pro-
letarian Eurnpe against the. rival imperialisms, Conversely, the
Stalinists, both in Moscow and in the world as a whole, unloosed

an agitation aimed at "preventing a repetition of 1918." Caught

~ In the tremendous grip of the German totalitarian machine with ar-
- mles advanclng on four sides, the German proletarint unlike the
Itallsn, proved unable to strike down the crumbling Nazl regime =
before the entry of the victorious armies, This is the great de-~

~ feat which prevented the rest of the proletarist in Europe:.from ad-
minlstering still more complete blows to the European bourgecislie,

_ Particularly in Egstern Eufope, the failure of the revolution
 1n Germany and the defeat of the revolutionary elements in Warsaw
+ left the revolutlonary activity of the masses at the mercy .of the

i' invading Russlan armies and 1ts Stallnist tools,

The Proletarist and the Péasantry OQutside of Europe

~In the Far East, the liddle East and the Near Fast the colom
. 1al masses showed thelr hatred' of the exlsting soclal order. In

f ~the Levant, In Egypt, in Burma, in Java, in Indo-China, in the

F Philippines, in India @nd in China, they organfzed for revolutlon~
i ‘ary actlon and in various areas came out boldly for the destruc~
tlon of the power of the landlords and the capitalists.

. In the Unlted States the certainty of victory which gripped
the whole world as a-result of the German defeat at Stalingrad, un-
locsed a movement among the masses which seriously disturbed the
Roosevelt government. The strikes of the miners, and the readi-
ness to follow them ¢f the steel and rubber workers, faced the ad-
ministration with the possibllity of a general strike, But the
I labor lieutenants of capital were able to. push the rebecllious wor-
~ kers back into the factories, The war was no sooner over than the
- American proletariat challenged the bourgeoisle as never before in -

‘1ts hiastory. The Japanese proletariat and veasantry almost at a
stroke, emerged from the domination of decades with trade unions
i and worklng class partles, occupylng factories and organlzing pea-
L “sant councils., Today, without any experience of class polities
;. comparable to that of the European proletariat, the Japanese pro-

i letarlat has clearly eXpreased 1ts instinctive desire to reorganize

‘soclety on communict beginnings by posing sharply, both in words
and 1in actions the question of workers control of productlion. This

¢ has confounded the Japanese bourgeoisle which has to devend on

- vﬂ" ‘.
. .

Ameridan bayonets for support, Despite all appecrances to the con=
trary, the actions of American ilmperialism have not encouraged

but rather In reality have restrained and -limited the movements of
‘the Japanese working class, -

In the breakdown of the sncial order and the urge of the mass~
es to tear themselves from it are the prerequisites of profcundly
revolutionary sltuations in large parts of Europe and-Agia, The
solution of the crlsis is the solution of the question of leader-~

o3
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II. The Sfatifidation.of Produbtioﬁ

, The future perspectives of humanity are governed by the devel-
oping stage of economic and soclal relations, comprised under the

term "statification of production." | ,

, In‘19196 the Manifesto. of the Communist International stated
that it was "impossihle to return not only to free ompetition,
but even to- the domination of trusts, syndicates anhd other economic
octopuses, Today the one and only 1ssue 1s: Who!shall henceforth
be the bearer of statizediproductionﬂ the Imperialist state or the
state of the victorious proletari:t?i"After 1919 the Imperiallist
countries were able partlally to reverse this economic movement,
Today, pe-ce no less than war poses the necessity of nationaliza-
tion or the statiflcatlon of production. It accompllishes itself
by war, economlc breakdown (Fpance, Germany and Yugoslavia), or
economic development (United States), by revolution and counter-re-
volutlon, by parliamentary means, with all the frequent contradlc-
tionary manifestations of the actunl historical process, It has
not reached the same degree of development in all the countries o
the world, - But as a world-wide phenomenon, it has already reached
the stage where it exerciees bhe dominant influence in all social
and political relations. The political evolutlon of the 84c1al-
Democracy in Britaln and France, of the Stalinists in Eastern and
~Western Europe and the Far East, .the whole course of econemic and
political develepment In the Unlted Sgates can be analyzed basi-
cally only in relation to this movement, - :

 The Contradictions of Statificution and Stalinist Ryssia

. It is In Stallnist Russia that for historical reasons the
statiflcution of production has achieved 1ts most complete and fin=-
ished form.  The example of Stalinist Ryssia shows that this la-
test stage of economic organizastion solves not ore.slngle basie
eccnomioc contradiction of capitalism. The existence of the world
market imposes upon all such formations the payment of the worker
at his value, To do otherwise would ralse the value of the commo-
dity and thus ruiln the economy in its competition on the world
market, elther in the traditional form of exchange or in the pre=-
sent form of struggle for world mastery by force, or a combination
of both, The largo masses of .the population, free of legal re-
straint unlike the aslave, the serf, or the guilde-artisan, and free
of property unlike the peasant, are thereby condemned to be wage-

- 3laves and creators of surplus value., It 13 from this that all the
 basic contradictions of capitnliat production flow,

, The experience of Stalinist Russia since 1936 has exploded the
i1dea that planning by any class other than the rroletariat, can
ever reverse the laws of motlon of capitalist production. Plann~
ing becomes merely the statiflied instead of the apontaneous sub=-
mission to these lawa, Regulation by the capitallist state cone
slsta only in the power to exploit value productlion more ruthlesa-
ly than ever and auppress the most obvioua manifestations of the
old-fashioned cormercial crises by means of terrer and the degrada-
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- tion of the masses. 8talinist Ruesia, driven by the internal con-
tradictions of value,production, i.e. capitalist production has de-
feated Germany only to embark upon the same imperialist program,
reproducing in peace the. economic and political methods of German
imperialism, direct annexation, looting of men and material, forma-
tion of chains of companies in which the conquering imperiaiism
holds the largest share. 8uch aleo was the economic movement of
Japan in the Far East. The United States in modified form, follows
the same essential course. ' S ' '

The backward countries, far from being able to escape this
movement, more than ever are compelled to seck to overcome their
economic weakness by statifivation of the meams of production. All
classes in India and China clearly recognize that the economie fu-
ture of these countries is bound up with an advanced development
of statification (combined dévelopment). The very ruin of the
economy of Germany imposes upon the occupying imperialist states
the need for statificstion. :

The Social Btructure of Statification

The economic movement brings with it social and political con-
sequences which form the objective arena of contemporary society,
confusing the bourgeoisie and objectively drivin% the masses to
the world socialist revolution. Whereas before fthe war, the bourge-
oisie was symbolized in the 60 families and the 300 families, etc.
the diminishing number of magnates, as in Fascist Germany, now
tend to hide themselves behind the state and the needs of "the na-
tion" as a.whole; where the Bocial-Democracy rules as in .Britain,
the uselessness of the bourgecisie as a class is demonstrated to
the workers. Thereby, is reinforced the concept of production and
‘property as gocial and not as private relations. = '

The bourgeoisie of the subordinate countries, caught between
the two dominant imperialist states (Russia and the United States)

- and the revolting masses, become increasingly and obviously an

anti-naticnal cless (the bourgeoisie in Eastern Europe). Thus sta-
tificstion of prcducticn increasingly pcees national independenee
-openly in terms of the procletariast leading the masses c¢f the people

ag2inst the exploiting classes, native and foreigm.

Statificaticn of producticn increases the proletarianization
of the middle classes. Through subsidies to agriculture (e.g. U.S8.)
or as hired functionaries statificsti:n ties the petty-bourgeoigi e
closely to the pelitical fluctuaticns of the regime. The middle
- classes as a whole begin to lose their sense cf separate identity
and tend mcre snd more to see themselves either as adjuncts to -the
bureaucracy of the rulers of statified producticn or as part cf
the strugegle «f the prolet=riat against capitalist oppressicn and
for the control cf the stste power (Grest Britain and France).

But it.is the proletnriat.thatfexperiences mcre than any other
class the revolutionizing effects cf statification of production.

$~‘ Far more than Lenin n>ted in World War I, ststific-tiocn dnifies

the economic and sccial crganizetien and conscicusness cf the world
proletariat and tends to leesen the distincticn between the workers
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of advanced .and backward countries. It socializes 1abor on . a vast
scale and assumes the direct social responsibility for the indus-
trial reserve army of labor. 4 A :

Under statific=ation production relstions develo. to a stage
of unbearable antagonism. In the totszlitarian countries, the la-
“bor front (Germany) or the completely totalitarianized trade unions
(Russia) become state organizations. But even in the countries
which still retain the forms of parliamentary democracy, production
becomes impossible without the direct intervention and control by
the labor bureaucracy(Bevin in England during the war) on behalf
of the state, or even in peascetime through collaboration with the
government or the employers, as 1s seen most clearly in the United

tates. : ’

In France -and Britain any movement of the masses brings them
immedistely into direct conflict with their own leaders as rulers
or direct representatives of the government. The simplest of im—
mediate demands concerning the high cost of living or the right to
strike become questions of state policy and continually pose before
the workers the fundamental question of state power. Thus, the
social structure of state power in statified production places the
workers in a situation where any determined struggle compels them
to face the problem of creating their own organizstion in order t®
bring pressure upon, and if necessary, to break the power of the
labor leadership as virtual functionaries of the existing govern—
. mento *

Statification and Bourgeois Democracy

Upon the basis of the production relations of statification
the functions of government even in a democracy are carried out {o
an increasing extent by the executive, with the help of the labor
lieutenants. Parliamentary bodies, (most conspicuously in the U.8.)
become more and more mere talking shops. The state, even in its
most democratic form, is compelled increasingly to assume the char—
acteristics of Bonapartism. Every crisis of production, whether
‘resulting in increace or decrease of wages, becomes merely an oOp—
portunity of the bourgeois state, behind constitutional forms, to
limit and circumscribe the most elementary rights, right to strike,
etc. of the masses. Thus, the struggle for democracy, particular—
ly in the advanced countries, is no longer the struggle for the
extension of popular rights. Liberalism is now the advocate, -in-
stcad of the cnemy, of the rights of the state. (Wallace) Today
therefore, the struggle for democracy becomes a struggle against
the encroachment of the Bonapartist state, aided by its agents,
the trade union and labor bureaucracy. Thus, in the statified pro-
duction, the consistent strugzle for democratic rights becomes the
struggle for militant independent mase organizations by which the
workers can mobilize themselves to bring pressure upon, control,
renew and ultimately overthrow the trade union bureaucracy and the-
labor leadership on the road to the proletarian revolution. This
is the strategic basis for the tactical orientation towards the
struggle for democratic demands in this period.
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Statification of Production - The Ideolozical Struggle

Today, when the proletariat says democracy, it means above all,
not bourgeois democracy. The bourgeoisie, having arrived at sta-
tification with totalitarianism (Fascism) the proletariat now de-
sires no return to any previous condition of private enterprise
but statification with democracy.  Its social concepts are domina—
ted by the idea that thecatastrophes of modern society are caused
by the private ownership of the means of production. The necessity
~that these be taken away from the monopolists and be returned to
the nation to be planned for the good of all has now achieved the

"fixity of a popular prejudice." This is one of the greatest advan—
ces ever made by human consciousness both in its implicit rejection
of the concept of class distinctions and in the scores of millions
who hold it. : o : :

That this is the fundamental ideological problem of modern so-—
ciety is proved by the unanimity with which the bourgeoisie con-—
centrates its propaganda on this issue. This high stage of devel-

. opment is least advanced in the United States. 7Tt is therefore of

- . great symbolical iiportance that more than anywhere else it is in
the United States that the bourgeoisie with unerring instinct and
understanding preaches incessantly that (a) free institutions are
inseparable from free enterprise and (b) that no kind of planned-
economy (which it calls socialism) is possible without totalitar-.
ianism. : ~

. The tourgeocisie, recognizing what is 2t stake, misses no op-
portunity to confuse the masses c¢n this issue. 8o powerful 1is the
trend to statification that even bourgeois parties pay at least
lip servioce to it. (M.R.P. in France) o

Party because of fear of the masses, partly because of the
necessities of the economy, the bourgeoisie is compelled to take
steps toward the nationalization of production but it fills this
nationalization with as much bourgeois counter-revolutionary con-.
tent as poscible. In the Balkan countries that section of the na-

- tive bourgeoisie, which is excluded by the Stalinists from, the po-
. Wer raises the slogan of free elections, stimul=ted by Britain and
the United States. Thus it confuses the mas:tes who are torn be-

tween the nationalization and land-distribution programs of the

- Stalinists (directed against the native ruling class) and the Stal-
inist social and political tyranny. The Stalinists add to .the.con-
fusicn by calling their combination of economic reform and totali-
tarianism an anti-fascist democracy of a new type. In defeated
Germany and Japan, the imperialist powers masquerade with the form
of bourgeois-democracy in order th more surely to stifle the re- .
voluticnary aspirstions of the masses. Whereas in France, the mas-
ses look to the Constituent Assembly to solve for them the contra-
diction between statificaticn of producticn and the hated totali-~
tarianism, the Social Democracy and the Btalinist manipulate the
slogan so as to put a new fig leaf on the disgraced and bankrupt
parliamentary regime. . ‘

Being unéble to'mobiiize the petty-bourgeoisie-bn‘the pre-war
| | | o7
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- basis of Fascism, the bourgeoisie now uses the ideology and phil-
osphy of Christianity, the rights of the individual and the family,
as 2 weapon against the proletarian movement to socialism. 1In al-
most every country of Western and Central Europe, the reorganiza-
tion of the Catholic Church and the growth of reiigious parties is
today the mass basis of the Europemn counter-revolution, particular-
ly in France. That in the fifth decade of the twentieth century - -
this should be the last ideological stronghold of the European
bourgeoisie is but another proof of the desperation to which it has

. been reduced in every sphere. Thus, both objectively and subjec-

tively it is the most dangerous and pernicious of falsehoods to
say that the mass struggles today are for the restoraticn of bourge-

" ois democracy. The very cpposite is the truth. The dialectic of

historical progrese¢ and the defeat of Fascism have initiated a per-
iod in which the manipulation of the concepts of bourgeois democra—
cy pecome the last feeble weapon of bourgeois reaction against the
developing sociali:t consciousness of the masses.

III

The Fourth Internationel snd the Self-Mobilizaticn of the Masses

The combination of statification and democracy can be achieved
- only by the Soviet Power. Both the objective and the subjective
results of statificaticn and the desperate attemgts of the bourge-
oisie to confuse the masses places as the main task of the day the
exposure of the difference between bourgeois democracy and prole-

- tarian democracy. = - R L _ ' _

The Fourth Internstional, therefore, particularly in Europe
snd Asia, undertaskes a many-sided and powerful propagsnda on the
history, theory, successes :nd failures of the dictatorship of the
proletsriat with special reference to the first workers state. But
- in harmony with the objective relations posed by statification of
production and by the violent conflicts in production, politics
and ideology between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat, it bases
its agitation upon the adaptation of the program of transitional
demands to the concrete circumstances of the day.

The task of the transitional program consists in systematic
mobiliation of the masses for the proletarian revolution. In large
- areas of Furope and Asia today, the situation imperatively demands
that the Fourth Internaticnal today seek by agitation"to stimulate
the maszes to create in all possible instances independent mili-

- tant organizations corresponding more closely to the problems of
mass struggle in bourgeois society; not stopping, if neoessary, e-
ven in the face of a direct break with the conservative apparatus
of the trade unicns." (Founding Conference). In bankrupt Europe
and Asia the factory committees, the workers defense guards, con-
suniers cormittees, soldiers committees, etc. become now the forms
which the revolutionaries must hold before the masses as most suit-
- able in the strugile for their immediste demands against the domi-
nating state power, in the struggle against Bonapartism and agaimst
the encroachment of the bourgeois demccratic state on its dewocra-
~tic rights. "Trade unicn buresucrats (and all the agents of the
bourgeoisie) in accordance with their general conduct, will resist
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the creaticn of factory committees as they resist every bold step .
taken along the road of mobilizing the masses. However, the wider
the sweep of the movement, the easier it will be to break this re-
sistance...The prime significsnce of the committee, however, lies
in the fact that it becomes the militant staff for such working
class layers as the .trade unicn is usually incapable of moving to
acticn. It is from these more oppressed layers that the most eself-~
sacrificing battalions of the revoluticn wili come..." (Founding
Gonference? ' ' »

_ In this respect the part now played by the black market in the
European economy offers exceptional oprorturity to the Fourth In-
ternatiznal to teach the masses the necessity ¢f their cwn direct
interventicn for the soluticn of their problems. Where governments

‘themselves crganize cr sancticn black markets and where black mar—

‘keting activities are insured (France), the alert revclutionary
party will find oprortunity especially on a local or regitnal scale
to stimulate the wrath and indignazti-n of the masses tc the point
where they rrganize themselves snd take drastic actisn against the
individua: and ciricial fatteners cn the festering bourgeois re-

- gime. It is ¢n the basis cf revoluti.nery acti:ns on concrete

events, explosiuns, partial risings, with successes and defests,

that :n the basis ¢f the general siturticn in West:rn Eurcpe tcday
and the genersl revcluticnary propaganda <f the Fourth Internaticn-
~al, the proletarizt graduaily will reccgnize its cwn strength, re-
cegnize the Fcurth Intern~ti:nal as its leader and nerve itcelf
for greater and mere shattering assaulte up:in the shaky fabric of

- bcurgeocis scciety. o : -

R In many areas :<f Europe and Asia tcday, olass relati-ns have
re~ch:o a pitch where the Frurth Int:rnsti-nal can carry on a
serizus propagsnda for scviets in crder nct tc be caught unawares
by the feverish explcsicns of the revcluti.nary masses and the whip
of the ccunter-revcluticn. While it bases itself unequivocally u-
- pon the seli-mcbilizaticn c¢f the massec in the manner przpssed by
the Trsnsiti-nal Progr~m, the Fcurth Internaticral dces not itself
~attempt to focrm any of thesc mass crgenizati-ne; it dies nct call
anarchistically for direct acticon eor the seizure ~f povrer nor does
it neglect to-use to the utmost pcesipble degr-e all baurgeois forms
or cmstituticnal and psarliamentary forms and procedure. In the
explosive situsti-ns which exist in may part <f the world, there
will arise c:njunctures in which, in acccrdance With the high stage
cf ccntemporary cl=ss struggle, it will be pr-ssible for the prcle-
tariat tc link ccnstitutional meth:ds with its ~wn self-activity.
. The elsssic example fcr cur epoch is the gledticn of Blum tc the
- g-vernent and the seizure cf the factories sinultanecusly by the
self-mcbilized masses. Ferticularly in ccuntries where the Stal-
inists =nd the Sccial-Demccracy are duping the masses by the re-
furbishing ¢f parliamentariem with socirlist trimsings, the Fourth
Intcernati-nal poses befire the masses this combinatirn :f ccnsti-
tuticnal preccedure and revoluti-nsry =acti:n as the road tc the ex-
poeure - f the 1-por leadership and the mcbiizaticn <f the mas:es
~for proletsrian revcluticn. ' ' B
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; -Sogiglism_aﬁd the:Continents'

The Soclalist Reconstruction of Eurog_

'The rebuilding of Europe and the reorganizaticn of world eco-
. nomy must be carried out either by the bourgeoisie or the prole-

- tariat, by the capital-labor relation or by socialist relations of
productfon.

For thls reason the Fourth International does not merely pose
the struggle for immediste demands in terms of the actual interven-
~ tion of the masses (factory committees, consumers' committees,etc.)

It must ceaselessly propagandize to the masces the genuinely
transitional character of the relationship between factory commit-
- tees, etc., the social revolution and gocialist relations of pro-
duction. To the masses, who, lacking leadershlp are bewildered by
the magnitude of the problems which face them, the Fourth Interna-
tional must place the organized rule of society by the workers as
the only way topull Europe and Asia out of the chaos end ruin in
which capitslict society has placed them. It must categorically
say to the masses there is not hope for a reconstruction of society
except by means of the producﬁ1v1ty of labor and social reorganiza-—
‘ticn which only eocialist relstions of productisn can initiate.
Basing itself on the necessity -of -thecec new relations, the Fourth 3
- Internaticnal poses also “the abolition of the bourgeois bureau- i
cracy, the abolition of the bourgeois standing army and their re- - .
placement by the armed people and their. elected representatives.It ‘
does this in the confidence th=t the bourgeoisie is unable to pre- 5
- sent tc the masses any serious. plan to overcome the existing bar-
~ barism and in any serlous manner allev1ate the eanperatlon of the
. masses. ‘

Gontrary to the belief of the timid petty—bourge01s radicals
and. the Mensheviks, it is precisely where the ruin and degradation
of .society are most obvious that the Fourth International makes
‘the closest rel=tion between the intervention of the masses in the
struggle for immediate demands, and the struggle for the social
revolutlon and the soczallst reconstructlon of society.

-The Fourth Internat1onal must at the same time pose to the
workers in broad cutline a plan for the reconstruction of Europe
on a continental scale. Thus, in Europe, it poses the socializa-
tion of croduction on a naticnal scale. But it responds to the
~concrete situatiom by linking this demand to the industrializa-
tion ef Germany and its incorporation into a European economy as
the indispensable basis not for some distant sot¢ialist well-being
but for the satisfaction of the elementary needs of the masses and
for the salvation of European civilization.

" The I hgerialiSt Reorganigaticn of Europe

In no othe; ay ¢sn the Fourth Internati:inal meet the combined
attempts of Anplo-American and Russian imperial ism and their agents
to enslave Europe ard Asia. IThe Anglo-Amcrlcan bourgeoisie and
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the second International seek to bribe the proletariat to accept
the overlordship of American imperialism in return for bourgeois
democratic forme_of government and American economic aid.

Russian imperislism and its Stalinist sdellites seek to tyran-
and then to bribe the proletariat to accept the virtual over-
ship of Russisn imperialism under the puise of the unity of

nize

lord

the European continent in a new social order. 8o strong is the

. objective necessity for unificaticn of the continent that even the
bourgeoisie (for its own purposes) proposes internationalization

of the Ruhr and the waterways of Europe; while Stalinism plays upon

the obvious chaos and the deeply felt need for a unified Europe,

now an organic part of the psychology of the European people.

Nowhere is this imperialist struggle so sharp and so crucial
as in Germany, the hesrt of Euro;e where it appears as a battle be-
‘tween the unity of the working class movement (Staliniem) or the
independence of the S8ocial-Democracy (Anglo-American imperialism).

'The Socialist United §tate§_gg_gurope

: Under these circumstences it is a matter of life and death .
for the Fourth Internaticnal to oppose bcth these ruinous roads, -
and it c=n do so only by linking the struggle for nstional economic
rehabilitation to the struggle for the Bocialist United States of
Europe. ' o / S

A Socialist France in a Socciatist United States of Europe
A Socialist Poland in a Gocialist United ctates of Europe
A Socialist Germany in a Socialist United States of Europe

The Fourth Int:rnstional bases its pclicy unequivocally on
the following: during the war it was necessary to hold before the
proletariet the proletarian struggle for the overthrow of Hitler- -
ite Germany soc as to fortify the vanguard against subordination
to the armed forces of Anglo-Americesn imperialism. 8o today in
the continuing crisis of capitalism, the Fourth International must
" pose the proletarian solution to the grcat social questions placed
concretely before the masses. It is by this me=ns that the orole-
tariat in Europe and Eastern Aeia can recognize in the propaganda
of the Fourth Internaticnal the subjective answer to its objective
desires and revoluticnary instincts for n=ticnal freedom and a
new gocial order. It is by this means that it can repise the in-
sidiousness of Americen and the brutality of Russian attempts to

:reduce'EurOpe to an appendszge of imperialism. :

In Eastern Europe the proletsrist faces the colossal task of
overthrowing not the deleg=ted but the direct military power of
the Russien state. In ite rear, it has the armed forces of Russia
occupying Germany. Under these circumstances, the movement against
Russian domination in the separate countries must therefore orient
towards the unification c¢f proletarian struggle in the directly
oppressed states, including Gernany. A mass revoluticnary move-
ment with a ‘common program and an advanced socisl goal has the
best possibility of shaking the discipline ¢f the Russian armies
. and re-awakening in them the trzditicns cf the October Revolution.
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With this perspective, the proletariat is assisted in the carrying
out of the daily struggles =2gainst the oppressing imperialist po-
wer. Without a perspective of international struggle, the advanced
workers will be less fortified against S8talinist propagsnda or the

- defeatism which will await intervention on the part of another im—.
perialist power as the only means of ridding itself of the Russian
domination, exploitation and plunder.

A similar situation in Eastern Asia, (Korea, Manchuria, etc.)
poses similar tasks for the Fourth International.

)
World Socialism

The'Class_goneecuences of Atomic Energz

Side by side with the objective movement toward the organiza-
tion of production on a continental scale, the unlocsing of atomic
energy and the enormous social and politic2l explosions that are
concentrated in it, have turned the minds of the masses of the
people in every country towasrds world government not as an ideal
but as an imperative necessity for the salvation of hupanity from
total destructicn or barbarism. Atomic energy snd the pcrspective
it unfolds has given a violent shock to natiocnal aspirations,-
chauvinism and patriotism. World :socislism and the struggle for
it cezn no longer remain in the archives of the Fourth International
‘but must become an integral psrt of its propagsndistic approach to
the masses. , :

Even before the launching of the first atomic bomb the bourge-
oisie h:d recognized the accumulated hostility of the masses to
the deceptions snd bsrbarism of the war and their distrust of
bourgeois society. It was only after World War I that the bourge-
oisie orgenized the Lesgue of N-tions, carefully aveiding giving
to the League any economic function. Long before the end of World
War II, however, the bourgeoisie organized conferences at Atlantic
City, Bretton Woods, Dumbsrton Osks, all aimed st giving the impres—
sion to the workers thrt a new economic structure was to be organ-
~.ized which would correct the ilis of the old. More than that, the
‘bourgeoisie organized at San Francisco the United N=tions Confer-
ence designed .once more to assure the masses of a world organiza-
tion to prevent the possibility of a third world war and recompense
humanity for its present sursferings. But thc insolubility of the
imperialist conflicts and -the scepticism of the mas‘es, both as-
pects of the desth agony of capitalism, have turned a1l these ef-
forts into propagsznda not for the strengthening but for the weak-
ening of capitalist society. Wheress after World Wer I it was pos=—
Bible to deceive the masses for a perti od, today their scepticism
is reinforced by the incepacity of the imperialist bourgeoisie e-
ven to come to any reasonable agreem:nt on the vital issues of the
day. The bourgeoisie is being driven more and more to make the
‘most extrovagant st=tements even to the degree that it is necessary
to hazve a world assembly directly elected by the people of the
vzrious nations(Bevin). In the period of the extreme sharpening.
of antegonisms and the decsy of capitalism, thesc and similar state-
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mente only stimulate the politic=l distrust of the masses withou
leaving eny sedative effect. , | R

The entire planet is now driven to see itself objectively and
subjectively as one unit. For the bourgeoisie this can mean only
the intensified struggle for world domination under one single im-
perialism. For the proletesrian vanguard the only answer can be
the most vigorous propaganda for world socialism. :

The Fourth International znd the Propsgsnda for World Rocialisa

" The Fourth International recognizes that the drive to wav by
the bourgeoisie and the fezr of war end devastation by the masses
are today orgsnic parts of contemporary society far more than af-
ter World War I. It recognizes thst the explosive cherzcter of
the world situation brings a World War far neazrer than the previous
twenty-five years intervel. It therefcrec poses before the messes
the only solution. To the world government of the petiy-beurgeoie
radicals 2nd the dishonest proposals of Bevin, it holds beicre the
masses the idea of a world socklist federetion. To the immediate
continuing struggle of the imper ialists for worid power which now
fills the mind of the masses everywhere, it poses the conception
of the world wide struggle of the masses for social revolution.
Only by recognizing the degreé to which capitalism itself poses the
most fundamental cucstions to the masces, cen the Fourth Interna=.
tional seize the opportunities presented to it and show itself to
the masses not only as valient fighters for immedi=te demands but
as heralds of a new soCial order. - :

The rush of bourgeois society to an unmitigated barbarism,
the helplessness of the bourgeoisie, the unexamgled awareness,
fear and disgust of the masees in every part of the world, these
signs of the death of an old order and the birth of & new demand
from the Fourth Internaticnal on a world scele the iron determina-—
tion, will to conguer and belief in victory which have always dis—
tinguished our great predecessors. It demands that todsy, ‘inex-

- tricably linked to the mastes in their day to day struggles, we
counter the bourgeois helplessness by the boldest, the most vigor-
ous, the most uncompromising posing of the socialist revolution in
'its greatest sweep and in its most far reaching remifications as
the only solution to the ills of society. Above 2ll in Europe and
Asia the very chaos of society ensbles us to pose the trsnsitional
demands in terms of the self-activity of the masses, as the most.
immedi-te, the most practical, the most realistic alternative to
the burdens by which capitalism is crushing human society. ‘

Vi
Questions at Issue |

The Fourth Int:rnstional imoresSes upon all its section and
sympathizers the necessity of following the movements of the mas-
ses in every concrete situaticn-with the greatest attention to0 na-
tional peculiarities and the specific stages of the clas® struggle
at a given time. But in the grea2t tradition of Bolshevism it de-
‘clares thsat today more than ever it is only in the light of the
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general character of our epoch that concrete situations can be
~examined, analyzed and acted upon-

o The failure of the Fourth Internaticnal to grow, the unspeak-
" able treachery of the Stalinists and the Mensheviks who refuse to
lead the proletariat towsrds the new social order which it so pas-
sionately desires, have created in our movement retrogressive cur-
‘rents which have brought confusion over fundamental strategy and
tactics long accepted by revolutionary Marxists. While it is im-
possible snd indeed it would be ridiculous to attempt to lay down
a program of action for individual countries, it is necessary here
to restate some of these principles of the Fourth International
and to give examples of their concrete application.

Democratic Demands and Social Revolution

The Fourth Internaticnal, like the revolutionary movement at
all times, raises the slogsns of right 'of free press, right to
organige, free elcctions, Wherever these democratic liberties are
‘denied or are in danger. In the Balkan countries and in Poland,
where the totalitarian states are not firmly established and the
whole situation is in flux, the Fourth International raises these
" slogans in terms of their relization by the independent mass ac-—
tions of the workers. It would be an iliusicn to raise the slogan
of free elections to be organized by the would-be totalitarian re-
gime of Tito or to be supervised by the regime of British imperial-
ism in Greece. The Fourth Internaticnal does not exclude mass re-
jection of participation in elections where the elections are noto-
riougly totalitarian plebescites even when the next immediate step
may not be the seizure of power. BSuch rejection of fraudulent
elections can become a valuable means of protest and mobilization
of the masses. These slogans are tied always, whether in defen-
sive or offensive actions, to the rejection of the existing govem-
ments and the call for a Constituent Assembly.

The Fourth International must at all costs avoid posing the
questicn of democratic demands in such a way as to lead the masses
to eXpect thet parliamentary legelity will be any guarantee of its
rights or any protection against reaction. To do so, particular-
1y in criticasl periods as at present in Europe and Agia, flies in
the face of the whole experience of the working classmovement and
of the most fundamental tenets of Bolshevism. The bourgeoisie,
tre Stelinicts and the Social-Democrats by encouraging illusions
about parliamentarism snd legality, aim as always, at suppressing
the instinctive tendency of the masses to tzke matters into their
own hands. The Fourth International must recognize that for the
masses in genersl and in its own defence (against the bourgeoisie,
. the Steliniets, and Social-Democrats) it must, 2bove all in this
period expose the frsud, the hypocrisy and trezchery of confidence
in bourgeois parliam¢ntarism and the neceesity of the proletariat
and the revoluticn=ry orgsnizstions defending themselves by mass
organizaticn and class strength. '

The Constituent Assembly and the Social Revolution

The Fourth International can call at any periocd for a Consti-
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tuent Assembly, recognising that in the shattered countries, the
slogan becomes in the mind of the mas:es a medium for the construc-
tion of a new social order and not for the reconstruction of bourge-
ois society. The bourgeoisie #nd its agents, however, use the slo-
gan in order to once again gild the chains of the bourgeois par-
liamentary regime. The Fourth International therefore separates
jtself from the counter-revolution by raising the slogan of a Re-
~volutionary Constituent Assembly. It proposes that this assembly
destroy capitalist society by expropriating the bourgeoisie. It
. proposes that the Contituent issembly abolish the bourgeois state,
 the bourgtois bureaucracy eand the bourgeois army and substitute
a workers! militia of the whole people, Workers committees, pea-
sant committees, consumers committees, etc. It proposes that this
» agsembly organize the planning of the economy by qualified repre-
gentatives of political and social organizations, democratically
" elected. It proposes that sll planning be controlled by the wor-
. kers themselves in the process of production. ‘ :

;:. The ggrmangnt Revoluticn in Colonial and Semi-Colonial Countries

- ~ The high stage of capitalist development in the world today
i has already imposed upon the ruling classes of India and China not
E ' only concrete steps but grandipse plans for the statificstion of
production as an indispensable stage in the development of the
~ economy. This universal trend is already expressing itself in the
t - most backward countries. (Korea, Nigeria, West Indies, etc.) To .
' {ts traditional vropaganda and sgitation in the colonial countries
for the permanent revolutiocn (Soviets, agrarian revoluticn and
Constituent Ascembly), the Fourth Internsti nal adds the slogan of
nationalization of the meens of production under the control of
the working class. -

»D_emocratic Republic snd the Qiquidation of Monarchies

Under no circumstances does the Fourth Internaticnal raise the
slogan of any bourgeois constitution, howevet democratic, for coun~-
tries like France, Italy or Belgium. It continues its traditionsal
practice of using these instituticns as s tribunal for the. denun-.
ciation of the hypocrisy, fraud, corruption of bourgeois parlia-
mentarism in any shape or form. It mercilesely attacks any Marx—-
ist tendency which advocates for these countries any constitution
which is nct based upon the Soviet Power. '

' The Fourth Internsticnal is in the vanguard cf any struggle
for the liquidaticn of rescticnary instituticns like the nonarchy,
but it repudiates the concepticn that its struggle against the
monarchy demands its advcecmcy of any democratic republic cr any
kind cf bourgeois constitution. Particularly in Italy and Belgium

1t propeses concrete steps such as the immediate arrest of all ‘
members of the royal f emily and their close supporters, the con-
fiscaticn ¢f all their property, the abrogaticn c¢f all laws, caths
~and constituticnal forme in which the authority of the menarchy
" is cithcr directly or indirectly crganized. ¥hile mainteining its
- own banner of the Workers Republic, it propcses a United Front for
struggle against the mcnarchy vith these prcletarian crganizaticne
which advocate the demccratic republic. It defends the bourgecis
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democratic regime by similar concrete actions against attacks by
monarchial or fascistic groups. But cuch concrete actions are un-—
der no circumstances to be accompanied by advocacy of any democra-
tic republic. '

The Fourth International does not at all exclude in advance
participation in any body called together by the masses for the
consider-tion of the future course of the state, e.g. recsll of
the memoers of a former parliament. However, in such an organiza-
tion, today more than ever, it brings before the masses its own pro-
posals to substitute proletarian forms, organizations, methods and
.actions for the rotting and discredited structure of bourgeois de-
mocracy.

National Liberation, Reunification of Germany, Etgc.

The Fourth International in Germany, like the revolutionary
movement at all tiies in its history, takes the lead in the strug-
gle for the withdrawal of the occupying troops, for freedom of
press, for right to organize and the other concrete demands of the
German peogle. The Fourth International, however, repudiates the
conception that because of the material ruin in Germany, the dis-
organigsti:n of production, the social and political disorganiza-
tion of the proletariat, the domination of foreign imperialism,
and the partition of Germany, that on account of these, Germany
has therefore been hurled back to any stage which places before the
German people the struggle for the bourgeois~democratic states as
an arena for the struggle for socialism. Exactly the opposite is
the case. - o

The course of the war, which has brought these difficulties
upon the German nation, has also destroyed the power of the Ger-
man bourgeoisie. Thus, the German proletariat is forced point-
blask to reorganize itself not to reconstiuct bourgeois democracy
“but to lead the nation. Whereas in the United States, the compara-
tive stability of the traditional bourgeois society does not pose
in all their nakedness the fundamental problems of bourgeois so-
ciety to the American proletariat, precisely the breskdown of
bourgeois society in Germany makes the German proletariat from the
firet moment of its resurgence see all its struggles for its im-
mediate demands in relstion to the fund=amentzl problem of state
power, posed inescapably gr ecisely because of the alien domination
and the ruin of the bourgeoisie. The Fourth International stands
uncompromisingly upon the positicn that the very ruin of Germany
imposes upon the German nation one of two roads, crientation to-
ward the ruling classes c¢f Russian and Anglo-American imperialism,
or crienteticn toward the European and world proletsriat. The
" Fourth Internsticnal pcinte cut that the German bourgeoisie, in
order to regain some pitiful remnants of its fcrmer pcwer, will
strive to crient it in the imperialist direction. ' The Fourth In-
- ternaticnzl, on the cther hand, from the very beginning poses be-
fore the German people the unificaticn <f Germany under the lea-
-dership of the German proletariat in a Socialist United States of
Eurove. This theoretical postulate is amply demonstrated by such
poclitical life as exists in Germany today. The occupying powers
‘battle tc contrcl the proletarisn crganizatirns cf Germany, the
only social base by which they can pretend to rule Germany with
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some preténce of harmony with the people. Marxists will note that
the very ruin of bourgeois Germany has strengthened the relation .
of the German proletariat to all other classes in Germany. It is
this which, among other reasons, necessitates domination of Germany
by foreign imperialism and it is this on which the Fourth Interna-
tional must base all policy including the struggle against alien
domination. ) v

.The Russian Proletariat

The Fourth International does not abandon a revolutionary per—

spective for the Russian proletariat. It is confident that the

contradictions of the productive and social relations in Russia
muet inevitably drive the Russian proletariat to the road of so-
cial revolution. The Fourth International seeks to mobilize the
Pussian proletariat against the bureaucracy, by slogans for the
restoration o f the Soviets, etc. At the presenk time, however, it
devotef itself mainly to determined propag=nda among the Russian
troops abroad. Particularly it stimulates the revolutionary pro-
letariat in the occupied countries to appeal to the Russizn armies
in the name of the social revolution and the traditions of the Oc~
Jdober Revolution.

VI

The Second and the Third Internsationals

The Second International_ end World War II ]

Between 1917 znd 1939 imperialism, by me=ne of super-profits,
was able to maintain the labor aristocracy which formed its main
socisl support. In the view of Lenin, it was by this caste alone
that imperislism was eble to bar the rozd to socialist revolution.
Tod2y the basis of super-profits on which it rested is gone -
never to return. For this reason, whatever incident=l influence
it may have in the course of politics, its role in Europe as the
main bulwark of bourgeois society against the revoluticnary prole-
tariat is finiehed. It has no perspective, except feverish man-
euvering between the bankrupt bourgeoisie on the one hand and the
highly orgenized 8tzliniste, on the other. Like every other non-
revoluticnary political _grouping in the world tod=y, it f inds it-
self compelled to choose between the United States on the one hand
and 8t-linist Russia on the other. In Western Europe, it is ready
to sell out the national interests to the United St=tes for pro-
tection against both the revolutionary proletariat and the coun—
ter-revolutionary bourgeoisie. In Eastern Europe, it wavers be-
tween capitulation to Stalinist imperialism and frantic appeals for -
Anglo-American support for free elections, and democracy. Nowhere
on the continent of Europe c¢sn it play an independent role. In
the soci=l crisis which now grips Britain, it is only owing to the
veakness of the British Stalinists =and of the Fourth International
‘that the British Social Democr~cy maintsains for the moment its

-undisputed hcld on the allegiance of the British proletariat.
The Counter-Revolutionary Role of the Third International

Ir the Second International saved capitalism in the pmiod
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following World War I, it is infinitely more true to say that the
Third International saved capitalism in the period following World
War II. The political weakness of the 8Social Democracy placed upon
gtalinism the role of chief political bulwark of imperialism a—
gainst the socialist revolution. 'In their road from bourgeois so-
ciety to soviet power, the revolutionary proletariat of Europe and
" the great millions of revolting Orientals (in all Eastern Asia,
Burma and the Philippine Islands) have mistaken the reactionary
party of Stalin for the revolutionary party of lLenin and Trotsky.

It is thereforeAa major task of the Fourth International to
examine carefully and define its policy in regard to Stalinism.

The key to Stalinism as a political force is the contradic-
tion in which it finds itself between the counter-revolutionary
ruling class of Russia, on the one hand, and the revolutionary mas-
ses on the other. : : ' :

The ideology of Stalinism is fundamentally bourgeois.

Stalinism, outside of Russia, serves always the interests of
the Russian bourgeoisie, and for that reason also it is the mortal
enemy of the revolutionary magses in their road to soviet power.
Thus it is, always has been and always will be the agent of capital
in the capital-labor relation. It is typically bourgeois in that
it nowhere can dare to submit itself to the creative strength of
the self-mobilized masses. For this reason, whatever power Stal-
inism may hold anywhere, it cannot under eny circumstances solve
one basic contradiction of the capitalist mode of production.

Like all organizations which live in fear of the revolution-
ary power of the proletariat, Stalinism outside of Russia can will-
ingly take drastic economic and political steps towards the consor
idation of power only as long as it is assured of the support of
Stalinist Russia to oppose the revolutionary proletariat and/or
give it protection against rival bourgeas powers. It will colla-
borate with the native bourgeoisie, or sometimes oppose it when
it is a rival to the Russian bourgeoisie. But 1t never opvoses
any bourgeoisie to the extent of initiating »nd preparing prole-
tarian seizure of power (e.g. in Germany during World War II).

stalinism‘and the Revolutionary Masses

In the Western Europcan countries and Asia, the growth of the
Communist Parties in no way expresses the triumph of bureaucratic
collectiviem over capitalism. Such a conception can only disorient
the party and the proletariat as to the nature of the epoch and
the tasks which face it. The turn of the masces to the Stalinists
expresses the extraordinary sharpness of the conflict between the
proletsriat and the bourgeoisie. The basis of revolutionary po-
licy in general and the attitude toward the Stalinists in particu-
lar muct be the reccognition that the proletariat, in turning to
the Stalinists demonstrates its readiness for the most drastic so-
lutions to the chaos and agony Which engluf Europe today.

In an advanced country like Franee or Italy, Stalinism can
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reach the stage of threatening the bourgeoisie only through the -
revolutionary development of the masses. The Stalinists can only
defeat the bourgeoisie by means of the revolutionary proletariat.
The defeat of the bourgeoisie would leave the Stalinists face to
face with the revolutionary proletariat, without any class base of
their own. The Stalinists can defeat the proletariat only with

the assistance of the bourgeoisie and only in a despesrate civil war.

For these reasons, not only historically but concretely, the
apparent strength of Stalinism contains the elements of its great-
est weakness. In these countries today it has the opportunity of
assuming power only under conditions in which it will face its
mortal enemy, the developing power of the masses. Every gerious
step it takes against the bourgeoisie only helps to break the in-
fluence of bourgeois ideology upon the workers and creates the
possibliities of their realizing their own enormous social power.
The presence of Russian imperialist troops, as has been shown in
Eastern Europe, terns the Stalinists into an anti-national party
and mobilizes against them the growing antagonism of the proletar-
iat and the great masses of the people. - z

It is in the clear understanding of this contradiction that
the Fourth Internaticnal has its great opportunity of developing
itself. It bases itcelf upon the revolutionary sentiments of the
masses who must increasingly find themselves in irreconcilable
contradiction with counter-revolutionary Staliniem. But in order
to do this, the Fourth International must base its strategic line
upon the strength of the masses, and not or the strength of Stal-
iniem. The Stalinists do not constitute a social class. They seek
to profit by the strugglec of the fundamental classes of modern 80—
cigy, the bourgeoisie and the proletariat. Exoept vhere the Stal-
iniste hold state power with the help of the Red Army, the 8talin-
ist party is & monolithic, not a totalitarian party. Membership
in the Stalinist party is voluntary. The party holds no power of
life and deatn over ite membership. It cennot prevent secession
and the formztion cf other parties.

‘ To @ll the Stalinists in Western Europe a totalitarian party
ig to sow irretrievable confusion in the minds of the revolution-
ary vanguard end the proletariat. It leads to confusing the fas—-
cist party based on the petty-bourgeoisie with the Stalinist par-
ty with its mass base of the revolutionary proleteriat.

To call the Stalinist party totalitarian ie to capitulate to
the concepticn that the maseses of the warkers in France and Italy
are as nuch subordinated to the Stalinist leadens as are the wor-
kers of Russia to Stalin or the workers of Germany were to Hitler.

To call the Stalinists totalitarien carries the implication
that the workere fcllowing the Stalinist parties in Western Europe
are nct the dynamic creative force of modern socciety, capable of

I learning from their own experience but are the docile tools of

Stzlinist reacticn. To telieve thzt the Stalinist accessicn to
‘complete state power in an advenced cuuntry like France oT Italy
means the totalitarianization of the state is to eXpress in its
crudest form the idea that Staliniem is nct the result of the at-
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tempt tc build sccialism in a single backward country but is an in-
evitable stage fcllowing the develcpment of Capitalism. All these
conceptions lead straight to demoralization and abstentioniem in
the ranks of the revoluticnary party. '

Btalinisem and the United Fron$

With the above being borne in mind, it is necessary for the
Fourth Intern=tional to reaffirm unecuivocally and with the utmost
firmness th#=t o th the Social-Democratic parties and the dtalinigt
parties are working class parties. Neither of them is a working
class party because of the character and aims of the bureaucracies
which control them. They are Working class parties because their
program and practical activity appeal to the working class on the
basis of the class struggle against the capital ist class for the
gocialiet society. Both these parties have shamefully deceived
workers and mercilessly suppressed revoluticnary elements. The
B8talinists, for historical reasons, have been able and forced to
carry these practices to an unexampled height of treachery. But
the revolutionary party has traditionally based its relation to the
masses in the Social-Democratic parties on the contradiction be-
tween the desires of the workers striving to release themselves
from capital ist society and the illusions sown among them by the
social-democracy. Similarly, the revolutionary party must base its
relation to the masses in the'Stalinist party upon their desire to
release themselves from captalist society despite the illusion
sown among them by Stalinism as the direct agents of capital in the
ranks of labor. . , L

- The revoluticnary party,. therefore, basing iteelf on the per-
spective of a struggle for power by the proletariat, exposes the
treacherous character of the Social-Democratic and-Stalinist par-
ties and organizations by calling upon them, wherever they have the
support of the masses of the workers, to break with the bourgeois—
ie, to take the power into their own hands. In following out thas
policy, the Fourth International, in accordance with the practice
and traditions of Bolshevism, exposes with redoubled energy the
theoreticsl falsities and oriminal practices of the 8talinists,
both ineide Stalinist Russia ond in the world at large. '

The proletariat cannot be saved from the dangers of Staliniem
by reliance upon the bankrupt tocial~Democracy, but only by ite
ovn power for revolutionary actions. The Fourth International,
nust, therefore, raise the slogan of the Communist Party to power
even where there is no 8ooial-Democracy (China, Greecc) and the
Stelinists ac the only working class party have the support of the
brosd masses against the bourgeoisie. ' :

In the crisis of society those many-millioned masscs who today
follow the Stalinists will learn through their own experiences of
the treachery of Staliniem. As they become disillusioned with the
Stalinists, they will turn back to the Social-Democracy (or in the
case ol some of the petty-bourgeoisie to Fascism) only to the de-
gree that the Fourth International f ails to link itself to the im—
mediarte demands of the masses while at the same time holding before
them revoluticnary perspectives corresponding to their most pro-
found desires. : » 1120
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It is on the tactical slogen of critical support of or a
Urited Front with the &talinists that the Fourth Internstional all
over the world will demonstrate its understanding of the revolution-—
ary yearnings and power of the proletariat. This question will in
many instances determine whether the forces of the Fourth Interna-
tional will doom themselves to sectarian isolstion f rom the mass
movement or Whether they will be able to use not only the struggles
of the masses out the living conflicts between political parties
to demonstrate their claims for leadership.

Finally the slogan of raising the Stalinists to power can only
be posed in the traditional sense in which Lenin and Trotsky posed
the cuestion of the Mensheviks and Social Revoluticnaries to power,
i.e. as transitional to the dictatorship of the proletariat. Any
political organization which refuses absolutely to raise the 8lo-
gan of the Btalinists to power, or raises the slogan with illusory
safguards (e.g. the Sooial-Democracy in France) against the danger
of thereby facilitating a bureaucratic collectivist social order,
makes it impossible for the party and the vanguard of the proletar-
iat to reap the fruits of this slogan and this cxperience.

VIII

The Fourth International .

The Fourth lnternational Since the Death of Trotsky

The outstanding fact about the Fourth International is that
it has failed to break the hold upon the masses of the 8econd and ]
partiocularly, the Third Internationals. The main reason for this . '
was not its program or platform but the association in the minds
of the masses, of the Third International with revolution, the dy-
namic successes snd apparent solidity of the Russian state and the :
Stslinist work in the resistance movements. Today the Fourth In- _ i
ternational remains essentially what it was at the beginning of
the war, a esmall propaganda sect.

The yesrs of preparation, however, have not been empty of all
results. During the war the Fourth Internstional maintained its
principles of uncompromising resistance to all aspects of the im~
perialist war. The Buropean sections, in particular the French
and Belgian, were in the forefront ol the clses strugele =2gainst
the Nazi regime and the native bourgeoisie. They firmly maintain—
ed poth theoretical and practic=1 solidarity with the German t roops.

The Workers Party in the United States confounded the baseless
and slanderoue predicticns of the Socialist Workers Party that threir
differences which led to the 1940 split Tepresented for the WP the
rcad back to social patriotism and capitulation to the bourgeoisie.
The Yorkers Party was the only political party in the United States
vhich igsued a manifesto against the imperialist war when the
United Stztes entered it in 1941.

tistoricsl Retrogression

. The d efeats of the proletvsriat and the rise of totalitarianism
in Europe have had deep repercussions within the ranks of the
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Fourth International. The defeat of France and the threat of Hi-
lerian dominaticn of Europe produced from the German section (IXD)
the theory of historical retrogression. For the IKD the decay of
bourgeois society is more disastrous for the proletariat than for
the bourgeoisie. To be historically coneistent and to justify
their theories, they have been forced to deny the very existence
of the lsbor movement (e.g. in France 1945) and to introduce an
intolerszble confusion between tne concept of the labor movement and
the concept of the revolutionary vanguard party. They claim that
the prolet:riat has lost "the characteristics of its rise and its
formation", and has been hurled back to the conditions of its birth.
They write away forty years of the most intense revoltionary strug-
gles in human history and stultify the analysis of these years by
Lenin, by the Fourth International and by Trotsky. Not basing them-~
gdlvee upon the opportunities presented to the workers by the
breakdown of bourgeois society, they substitute, for the sociallst
revolution, conceptions of a "democratic-political revolution" for
national freedom, thus confining the ideas and movement o the mas-
ses within the limitations of the bourgeois regime. By substitu-
ting the distinction into means of production and means of desiruc-—
tion for the traditional formulas of Marxism, they have played in-
to the hamds of petty-bourgeois moralists of all sorte and obscur—~
ed the fundamental fact that means of destruction are in real ity
the basic means of production'misused by capitaliem. They have
vilified the activity of the Fourth International during the war,
claiming that its internstionalism did not exist, and have thus
given comfort to our enemies. .

The Fourth International in the United &tates split in 1940
under the impact of the Nazi-Soviet pact upon Trotsky!s indefen-
sible position on Ruesia. But the threat of totalitarian domina~
tion in Burope also brought out retrogressionist ideas in the Wor-
kers Party leadership. Instead of the theoretical dogmatism of
the Germans, the Workers Party leadership maintainsg a vacillating
empiriciem, which is dominated, however by retrogressionist conclu-
sions and retrogressionist polities. It correctly urged partici-
pation in the resistance movements. But instead of posing the
problem of workers power as the task of the proletarian insurrection
aginst Hitlerism, it ;osed as the fundamental task of the day the
revival and reconstruction of the labor movement. For the theore-
tiocal proof of the degeneration of the masses as a result of capi~
tal accumulation (IKD?, the Workers Party majority substitutes the
exhaustion of the masses and their consequent incapacity for revo-
lutionary struggle. By supplementary resolutions, contradictory
articles, long periods of silence and tacit support of the mili-
tant retrogressive theories of the Germans, the Workers Party lea-
dership has been unable to clarify important revolutionary crises
as they presented themselves or even afterwards. It has not been
 able to clarify whether there was a national or a civil war in
Greece or the meaning of the dual power in France or in Northern

Italy. It has vacillated between declaring that the European re-
- volution has begun and that the center of revolutlonary action for
the world revolution has moved from Europe to the United States.

ft‘how'governs'itselr upon the theory that there can be no
revolutionary situation except where there is aotually in ex;stenpe
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a mass revoluticnary carty, a theory which is in contradiction to
~the vhole theory and practice of Bolghevism. Governed by the idea
of the retrogression of the masces, it raises the slogans of the
most democratic constitution f or France and gives tacit support to
the slogan of the democratic republic for advenced countries in
Europe. ' :

The Fourth International andé the World Revolution

Neither the:threat of Nazi nor Stalinist domination of Europe
shook the majority of the sections of the Fourth International
from the correct strategic perspective of proletarian revolution in
Europe.The Internatiocnal, however, led by the 8VP toock an opportun-— -
iet position on the "defense"of Ohina during the imperialist waf.
Far worse however was the sectarian refusal to recognize the signi-
ficeance of the resisiance movemsents. Thus the European parties de-
prived themselves of valuable opportunities for increasing the
strength and the prestige of the Fourth International both at home
and abroad.

- However, in its statement of January 1946 on this question,
the European Executive Committee of the Fourth International has
attacked both the sectarianism of the Cannonites which refused to
enter the naticnal liberation:movement and the opportunism of the
IKD retrogressionists and the majority of the Workers Party which
saw these movemente as devoid of social revoluticnary content be-

- cause the proletariat had been hurled back to the circumstances of
“itg birth. The leaderchip of the Fourth Internaticrnal has adopted
the position that the demand for self-determination of all nations
belongs on the revolutionary internationalists poogrsm but that it
ip inseparable from the strugsle against capitaliem and for the
Socialist United States of Europe. Thereby, it has adopted the po-
sition held consistently by the minority in the Workers Party since
1943. '

Juct as the threat of Hitleri=n cdominaticn of Europe disorien-—~
ted the IKD toward the theory of historical retrogression, so the
threat of Stalinist domination of Euroze produced in the Socialist
Workers Party a minority which, while bitterly opposing the actual
theory of retrogression, has eshown poweriul it endencies to retro-
gressive political oonciusi@ns. This tendency was reinforced by
the sectarian policy of the Fourth Internaticnal in Europe and the
Gocialist Workers Party majority toward the national liberation -
movement. o

Only the minority in the Workers Party both rejected uncompro-
misingly the whole theory of retrogression and recognized the tac-
tical importence of the national liberation movements, without in
any way abandoning or equivocating on the strategic perspective of
proletarian revolution created by the class relations in Europe
and the breakdovwm of the bourgeois regime.

The failure of the German proletariat to revolt, the failure
of the proletariat anyvherc to seize the power, have unloosed a-
mong the retrogressionists of all shades, condemnation of those
who based their policy on the perepective of revolutions which
failed to come. The Fourth International rejects all such criti-
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ciems as they have had to be rgjected repeatedly in the higtory of
our movement: The recognition that revolutionary situations may
fail to produce not only a successful but any revolution at all
has always been clearly understccd by Marxists. But Marxism has al—
ways maintained an irreconcilable antagonism against those who
point to the end results of a specific revoluticnary crisis in or
der to denounce the revolutionary policy advocated before or during
the orisis itself. The Third Internationalunder Lenin and Trotsky
dealt mercilessly with this type of criticiem. And particularly

in the present situation is it to be rejected,for otherwise the
road is left open to treating Trotsky's abetract speculation of a
possible bureaucratic collectiviet social order as ccnorete reality.
From this will flow inevitably currents of thought that the world
revolution has failed to come, of the impotence of the proletariat,
exaggerated conclusions as to the role of the party in relation to
the socialiet conscicusness of the masses and pessimism and defeat—
iem of all kinds. ~

Ihe Fourth International and the Russian Question

Central to the develovment of the Fourth International is the
position of Trotsky on the Russian Question. This position was
held by the majority of the Internatiocnal all through the war. It
resulted in the shocking misleadership of the working class as to
the motives and objective resulte of Stalinist intervention in
Europe. The climax ocame when the Fourth International scwed the
most criminal illusions in the minds of the masses in Fastern Eur—
ope at the approach of the Red Army. This policy flows neither
from the steriiity nor the confusion of the Fourth International
in Europe or in America, but is the direct and inescapable resul%
of the attempt to apply an untenable political line based upon the

theories of Trotsky.

Today, when the imperialist aims of Stslinist Russia are pa-
tent to the whole world, the Fourth International continues to
preach and base policy upon the theory that 3talinist Russia is a
degenerated workers state to be defended by the working class. In
an effort to defend its indefensible stand that the Stalinist bur-
eaucracy could not survive the rigors of war, the Socialist Work-
ers Party has been driven to the ridiculous position that the im—
perialist war is not yet at an end. For the same reasons, it dis-
orients the working olass and confuses its own position with that
of the Stalinists by emphasizing that the expansion of 8oviet Rus-
Bia is due to the necessitibs of self-defense. By this means, it
can do nothin. else but strengthen Stalinism in Russia, weaken the
critical elements in the Stalinist and other working class parties
t handicap itself in its attacks upon 8talinism, grievously disorien%

- the concept of a workers state and associate the Marxist doctrine
with the detfense of totalitarianism. The persistence in this in-
defendible doctrine has undermined and will continue to undermine
the political andcrganizaticnsl strength of the Fourth International.

"By its stand against the defence of Russia in the imperiallst
war, the Workers Party distinguished itself as the only party in
the Fourth International which clearly and consistently warned the
masses well in advance against the dangers of 8taliniem and the

. Red Army. | | | O N4



However, despite the correetness of this position, the Workers
Party has been unable to win adherents in the Fourth International
beocause among other historical reasons, it has had no theoretically
sound basis for its derfeatist position and to tris day is unable :,
~to find one. 1In Octoyer, 1941, it proclaimed Ruesia %o be a bur-
eaucratic collectivigt state, a part of the collectivigt epoch of
human eociety. It left open the possibility of a defengist posi-
tion on Rueeia in the event that Russia was attacked by capitalien.
When Hitler attacked Russia, the Workers Party continued its de-
featist policy on the ground that Russia was a subcrdinate partner
of American and British imperialism. This empiricism was soon lef%
without a-base by the development of events which demonstrated that
Btalinist Russia was playing no subordinate role.

Today, ¥he WorkersParty wavers between the conceptions that
the Russian state is equally reactionary with capitaliem, a slave
state worse than democratic capitalism, and the conception that
Rusesia is a part of the collectivigt epoch of human eociety. It
now experimente with the idea of a bureaucratic collectivist epoch
. for the whole world which expresses itself most clearly in the po-
litical attitude to the &talinist parties in Europe and Asia.

- The minority in the Workers Party has taken the position that
Russia is a capitalist state subjected to the fundamental contra-
dictions of capitalist procduction. It has always based its defea-
tist policy for Russia upon the economic structure of the Russian

k.  state.

l International Conference

In the light of the above, the WP proposes to the Fourth In-
ternaticnal -~ .

4 That an international conference be immediately prepared, whose
? main tasks would be: ' ' :

~a) The unification of all Fourth International groups which
stand on the principles of the Fourth International.

b) A re-examination of the Russian Question.
c) A reaffirmation of the Marrian analysis of our epoch as

a conflict between proletarian power and the degeneratim
of society into barbarism.

J. R. Johnson
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