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 INTROBUCTION

The uocument which follows has been submiiteua by its authors
to the membership of the British section of the Fourth International
as materisl for the precorvention uiscussion gerioz of the “ritish
section. The authors are the leasers of the lrish section of the
fourth International. As many of our comrzuies are sware, it was on
the initietive of Comr-ie Armstrong thalthe Irish section some months
ago -aoptez & firm resoiution in faver of the general position tezken:
by our Perty ena the then minority of the SiP on the question of
unity between the Workere “arty anu the Sociclist “orkers Farty.
Sirce then, it is evident, the lezaing Iri.h comr.ues have devoteu
them zelves to : further stuuy of our theoretical anc political posi-
tions. It is & most gratifyirg anu welcome ucvelopment that they
‘¢re emong the first in the International to come out in support
substentislly of our position.

The aocument is publisheu here for the information of our comra:e
IL is neces -ary to .oint out however, that while we are in agreement
with the 1inz ol cevelopment on the Ruscian question of the Irish
comr-aes, it 1s not po.sible for us to subscribg to everyone of the
formulatione esna ideas that they put forwara. <“or examgcle, in our
opinion, their formulations on the lew of vzlue by virtue of the fact
~that they are loosely apgliedl to the Stslinist state, are much too
rigice The formulations on thea possible transformation of bureaucrati
collect.vism into state cepit:lism are not as precise &s Marxian
theory end Harxian eanalysis of the evaluation of Stalinism require.
The statewent thst the ‘ourth Internaticnal Executive "stanus ‘

territories), is ur.fortunately not true - what iz true is that the
Executive Committee is ambigucus on this score.

However, these are minor oints in comprrision with the importance
ana valiuity of the uocument es ¢ whole. The points of Jiscgreement
that still exist between us anu the Irish corrcues can, we are
confizent, be cleczrea without muci wilf.culiy. The points of agree-
ment which are the im.ortant ones in the udcument, esteblosh the
Irish comrades, in our Jjuagement, on the siue of our tenuency in the
Internationsl :nu in op.osition to the present prevailing tenuency.
Their firm geclaration thet "a war betwesn anglo-USA imperialism
enu Ru.sia wouls inevitebly te a war of plunuer anas conquest on both
¢izes," is entirely in hermony with the vosition taken by our Farty
cni esteblishes a soiidt bese for political so.idarity between us.

" This position en:i &1l its imgijscations are gecisive for the political
course ana tactics that the Irctshyist movement must employ in the
coming pe.ione. . . :

The Briticsh section has sufferei more than any other, except the
S'P itsslf, from the catastrophic theory of the "jorkers “£tate" ana
the even more catzstrophic poiicy of mynconaitional uefense". Through
the 4th International cs & whole the british section can free itself
for the fullest wevelopment ¢s a revolutionary orgznization only by
ri iaing itself of these now utterly reactionary uogmas whose perseis-
tarce in the 4th Internatiornal are a guarecntee of further uezeneratior
‘From this stanugoint the iniative of the Irish comrides is uoubly
welcome. with all the strength at our 3is.os:l we will asscist them
ana all their comrzues in their task of rearming the Trotskyist move
‘ment in Ureat britain so that it may wucel correctly anu effectively
with the political problems thet face them.
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IN EF:NCE OF "REVISTIONSIMY

Since the formation of the Worke.s Party the theories of te
Shechtmenite comrzues have reachea the averaze party member in the
Fourth International only &t secona hana; ana, even then, chiefly T
in the form of excer.ts publishex with the aim of uiscreaiting them. a
The me jority of comr:ues intereste: in questions of theory are i
introdvced to Shechtmen', iijeas through the pages of "in wefence of !
Marxiem"™ or Carnon's book on the Proletarian Party. True, these
contain materiel written by “hachtman anu others (incluuing Burnham),
but no material outlini.z the Jevelopea position of the Workers Party.
from & purely formrl angle no perty leadership is olbiiged to
circul ate the -riti z¢ of the #orkers Party among its membershipe.
Ho ever, the British Party in the recent past set the excellent example
of publishing material submitteu by the 1Ko which, though in flesh ‘
. a part of the International, is nevertheless, in the eyes of the
- comregues, a heretical rev.sioniest influence. '

. ‘Wwe feel th:t the “ritish le: uership shoula circulate the main
grogrammatic iocuments of the "orker c Farty :mong its membershipe.
his 1s especially incumbent u.on them in view of their recent fusion
rcsolu:ion. As is known, Comr: ue Cannon'postponea‘(actually rejected)
e uniteu front azreement with the Workers Party - progoseu as a pre-
1imincry step towzras fusion - on the grounds thal first the ~
thecretiérl points in uispute hau to be sifteu. The British leadership
rej:ctea this stanupoint. Itsoula have been logical if, at this stege:

" the British lecuersh.p heu ;sublishesu the leauing programmatic state-
ments of the viorkers Party wiih a view to showing the membership in
Bri*ain thrt Com/;aze Cannon huu taken a wrong pos:tion; that, in fact,
the theoretical uivergences were not incompatliltle with fusion. :

." Inte:nationsal Catastro -he"

However, in the British fusion resolution there was inserteu a

queer remasrk, contraaicting the sence of the genercl statement;

namely, that it woula be an "international catestrophe" if the views
of the Shachtmznites prevailed in the un tea organisation. Now, if
Trotskyist groupings merge to ©rm a common party it surely means that
there is sufficient soliuarity on programmatic furlamental € to permit
either tenuency to tecome the majority without a fresh split being
thereby precipitated. Yet, sujposing the ~hachtmanites obtained a
clea: &nu steble majority insite the fusiun over & lengthy rna criticel
psriou. How, then, coulu Jomreae Cennon znu his followers react to
this "internation:. catastrophe" otherwise than by spl;tting? - uniess
for & period, they remazineu ird.ae in the manner thet lrotsky

remained within the C.I., hoying for & revereal in the balance of power«

"But if there is & scrious pocsibility of the Shachtmanite tendency
gzining auherents within & uniteu perty, ana if the victory of this
tendeggy woulla lezd to an internatior:cl celamity, then Cannon is right:
It’is/éorrect to weny the Shachtmanites the possibility of expznsion.

Otherwise, your sup.ort for fusion rests on the assumption that
the Shachtmrrnite comrries will inevitably remain the minority within
the uniteu prrty: that the progremma.ic superiority of Comraue
Cannon's tendency will finrally exert ite weight, uisintegrati.g the
followers of “hccutmzn rni-re-eaucating them slong orthouox linec.
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"If this is your case for fusion then you rre employirg the same
tactic which Carnon suspecte Sh chtm:n of employing. Comr:de Carnon
rejects your optimism rnu with justification. For, while the SWP
nus the perspective of auvance through the »inning of fresh adherents,
the W.P., much weaker in influence among the T.U. masses, aims at
growth largely through the winning of WP miiitents. Towarus this
end the cadres of the workers Pasty airm themeselves with a thorough
knowleuge of the SH¥P positions. It can be tuken for granted that the
S¥P membership's knovleuge of the Workers Party position is much morc
frzgmentary. In fact, Comrzue Cannon freely conceaea this point when
he czlleu for & campaign of theoretical clerification. Consequently,
there rre no valia grounas for assuming thet within a common party
‘the iueas of the “hechtmanites woula grwuvhlly wither awaye.

Still bearing in mind the british mejority fusion resolution, it
is acstonsihing to rezu in the resolution of the British CC majority
.~ on the Russian question that the theory of Bureaucratic- Collectivism
_inevitebly leaus to a complete rejection of commurism. Does the
recoru. of te Workers Party over six J4iffkcult years lend any cre.ence
to this surmisz? True, many of the intellectual ueserters - most
notorious emongthem, Burnham - reject the iuea that Russia is a
uegene rate %orkers' State. It is axiomatic that out of false theor-
etic:1 positions can oome the degeneratian of caures. By auo.ting
. the position th-t a stcble burecucra‘ically managed economy is
. possible, anu ever ingvitable, both insiue the USSR &anu internation:clly.
- Burnham decisively sezvereu theorcticel connections with Sazchtman,
. &nu with all tendencies which holu that the next historic stage will
| be th: stage of proletarian uictatorship ushering in the socialist
f system. %hz* leu Burnhem to .gsert? Clearly, & complete loss of
faith in the internatiorcl socizlist rcvolution, However, the onus
ijs on the British CC mejority to show generally in whct way the
Shzchtmenite theory of Burcaucrctic Collectivism leaus to the eband-
onment of o communist persgecctive. Comr:-dic Haston links Shachiman
snw Burnham together s thoygh they holu & common theoretical position
on Russia. But, apart from & use of theterm burecsucratlic collectivism,
what is therc in eommon?

¥rong Lebel For Hecly

; Thus fer, we heve mentioned only the Britsh meijority. However,
the minority comredes ere, if anything more vehemer: in their
aenunciation of Shachtmecnism. According to loarau ealg, revisionist
tensencies among come Britsh comriuss &re wsriveu . from the existing
tension between British Imperizlism anu Russia. Comrude Healy, as
befits ¢ representative of the "linished programme school" of

_theoreticians, cpplics Trotgky's 1940 appraisel 9f Schachtman - a
totzlly false appraisal as Skthachtman' s whole subseqguent record shows
to Eritich comriawes in 19467 The minority leauer does not suspect

hat, among comrcucs of revoiutionary thought anu temperament, it
was most probeably the periou of snglo-Russian collcborution which
supplied the tho ght germ lecuing to a reconcsiueration of the
"Degenerate Workers' Stateg" theory.

Comr: de healy must l'evewithed with mingled inuignation and
astonf hment when he stuaicew Haston's article, which attributed to
" him ¢ common position with Schachiman on the question of the nature
of Russizn uictribution. %e must confess th~t we ui:i csome writh'rg

ourselves. lHowever, vYomrezus *‘ealy ueserves to be made to writhe ;
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for while his theory leads nowhere to Shachtman, it does lead straight
go Burnham's "Managerlal Revoiution".

Dictation of the Law of Value

Since the period of its inception, in 1917, the USSR has exlsted
under the Gictatlon of tiue law of value, In Lenin's day, following
the termination of the extraordinary rcglme of ‘ar Communlsm, control
over the bourgeols mode of dlstribution was ezercised by the workers!
comaltiees and the Soviet Governnente. '

In the perlod leading towards the consolidatlon of the Stalinist
resction the levers of conirol were sltered. Corntrol was slipping iro:
the hends of the tired and tewlldered m.sses, Heavily engaged in an
offensive against the Left Cpposition, preliminary to & showdown with
the Rightists who reflected Kulak capltallst pressure, the bureaucracy
wss still compelled to countenance at least the formal functloningof
working class control over productlon and distribution. £Xs yet the
burcaucracy lacked an indenendent point of suprort. This was the
stage when Trotsky still held reform of the party anu state machine
to be possible. I+ mas the stage - the Degenerate Workers! Stite
stage = best answering the analogy vith a degencrate 7.U, machine:
the stage when, in magnltude and nature, the crimes of Stalin
sorrespondced to the crimes of =whe Woske-Ebert reglue.

I+ required forcible collgctivism to justify before the pro-
letarian masses tho building of a civil armed force of sufficlent clze
and streungth to provide an indcpcndent bass for the burcaucracy. It
required the huge industrial expansion and the organization of the
collecsive farm systen to provide the burcsucracy witn the necessary
dimensions, coheslon, and econoric rower to smash decisively the
remnents of working class control. ,

‘he politicel e:yropriation scconplished during the five year
plans significd at thc same time an ena to all proletarian control
over condltions of work, production pluns, and over the mode of
Gistribution. *he Noscow Trials were the finasl act in Shis droma of
expropriation; and atthe same time, police measures acsignad to stifle
the omergence of a new layer of ~olshevik revolutionarics. Hence- |
forwsrd, the *‘ed Yircctors and the ©talinist Party functionarles held
exclusive comriand overthe economy &nd the state in general; thus
constituting a now ruling clsss. Honceforward the.drive of the
Stalinist rulers to sugmentt.aelr pover, prcstige and revenue was the
sole determiuing human factor involvéd in lnvestmanot pland and
cormodity distritutlion.

Yet, while the Stalinist totali*arienshstablished their rule
over thc boncs of the dicktatorship of the prolstariat therc was me
dictatorahip over which they couvld not triumpiz - the dictatorship
of the law of value, suprcme lev-maker cnd law=br aker in any
exploitive soclety. ~

Ty theories of the "stable, monaged economy" school r:st upon
a lack of - understanding of the law of value. Soclalism permlts
a harmonious expansion of productive forces, and a constant increase
in noterial well-being, precisely because the command of socicty as
a whole overthc cconomy annuls the law of tic minimum wage - the
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- cornorstone of capltalism end burcaucratic collectivism., 4 planned,

nationalized cconomy is one of thc basis attributcs of socialism
but by ro ments thc whole segsentoe It is when cxploitation of nan
by man cnds that soclalism baegins, and tho erisss inhcrent in pre-
vious rounds of cccumulation dlsanpear. In the Workers! State,
transitional to soclalism, woge labour still exists, but the dictator- .
ship of th: prolctzriat withers mway prcciscly as wags-labour withers
awaYy e The nationalized econcmy is a-ayling commodity cconomv,

Plcuning and natioralisation cannot, thcrefore, absglve burcau-
cratic collectivism from crises and soclal revolu:ion. Yhus, the
distinction betweon the Stalinist State and s hroothetlcal state
capltallst. regime reln:cs not to the esscnzec of the aystem but to the
superstructure. “ithin a soclety of statec capitulism the rentiers
would possoas the rigiht to buy cnd sell shares and bonds within the
limitations Imposed by the plenning cormissions. Freecdom from tie
interferenco of investors no doubt cndows the bureaucratic collectiv-
1st administration with a greater resilience than the capltalist
system, in whatever shnpc, possesscs; but it provides neither the
guarantce nor even the posslbilisy of escaping criscs and disintegra-
tione

Thc expansion of Russian industry has taken place within the
framework of a potentially huge, and politically integrated, market,
. The plarned, nationalised economy hes undaoub *“edly cxempted the ,
- ‘Russian statc from the cyclical crises of relative overnroduction which
. were a markcd feature of cxpecnaing capitalism, and which continucd
" to shoke the capitalist system 1n its period of degeneration, Hither-
to, the Russlen economj has experiocnced its own pzcullar trpe of
crises, conacquent ur<a the chronic shortage of producors! goods,
It 1s this differcncc in production levels in relation to their
"~ respectlive markets, which lics at the root of the opposing forwms of
-~ imporialist plunder pursued by Stalinlst Imperialism and filnance-
- capital imperislism. Those wiio consider the main distinction %o be in
- opposing proporty forms overloox, or do not unders+and, that a
chronic crisis of relntive cverproduction is ultimately inescapable
b within any soclal order resting uvon the capitalist law of value,
- Assume, hypothetically, that history grants time enough to the
-~ Stolinist system to exnand the production of producers ' goods to the
' limits imposed on the market by the minimum wage law. ‘/hat will then
" hnapren? “n unsaloable flood of consumers' goods cnd an unemploynble
. surplug of producers' goods wlll appear, forcingfBurecaucratic collcc-
- tivist state into the forms of cxpanslon typlcal today of the finance
' capltal states. Those who, forgetting ebout the law of value,
i Imagine that the managed, nationalised nature of the economy is a
k. guarantce agoinst this sre Burnhamites, or Stallnlsts, but not
. Marxists. ‘

3 Students of Trotsky are familiar with the social controdictions
. which prevented tihc emcrgonce of the old Russizn bourgeolsic as the

t successor of Czarism. & Kulok scizure of state power a% the end of

¢ the 1920t's would undoubiedly h:ve found the new bourgeolsic more

. favorably situated from the standpoint of expunding capitalist pro-
¢ duction, primarily becuusc, thanis to the Revolution, the l-ndlord

f. class had disappecred permanently. Vet the foreigntrade monopoly

f would h:zve been broken, collcetivisation would nover have been undor-
- taken, ond ti¢ level cof proauction would havs remaincd extrercly low,
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Without the planned, naticnalised cconomy no comparablec . expansion
of industry would have taken place. Thls is the main proof '
advanced by most camr-des that Russia 13 a "Degonorate Workers !
State" rasting unon a progressive form of economy. Yet, 1if
tomorrow the Stalinist Red Directors were to arm themselvos with
stocks ~nd bonds a rogime of state capitalism would prevail. The
planned, integrated form of econom: would renmaln, and there scre no
valid economlc grounus for assuming that the cfficicncy of pro-
duction wosuld be groatly lossened., . :

Towards Capitallsn?

- Trotskylcld that the Stalinlst bureaucracy was more than a
dishonest plundering servant, He held it *o be the undisputed
master of Russian soclety. He considered it would be mounstrous
for comrcdss to breck with one another over the concepts class or
caste, Ilc rcjeccted the conceyt of elcss malnly on the grounds that
1t did not corrcspond to the "Marbitrary, shut-in" character of the
bureaucracye. It was agalnst the defeatists who held that the
bureaucracy could dominate over an cpoch that Trotsky polemiciscd
80 bitterly. :

In his article, "The USSR and Var®, Trotsky reviewed in passing
the thooretical possibility of a worla system of bureaucratic :
colleotivism, arising out of a, further prolonged serios of failures
on tho pert of the international working class. Trotsky was
polemicising agalnst a former comrade, Bruno R., who hed grown
convinced of tho coming triumph of the bureaucratic collectivist
system on o world scnle, owing to the congenital incapacity of the
workors to determinc thelr own fote, HMorcover, Bruno R, scemed to
regard the burcaucracy as o viable instrument of history answering
the inncr ncecds of the productive forces.. Such a standpoint contains
} a doublo fallaey (1) a totally false theory relating to thc weak-

- neasea of the workers and their vanguard, (2) the untonable theory
that bureaucratic céollectivism can function gvep an gpoch as a :
stable, workable alternative to5 eithor capitalism or socislism,

4 ~ - However, vhen Comride Shachtman correctlr selzod upon this

.. passage in Trotsky's article to show that Trotsky had thcoretically.
soncoded the possibility of z planncd economy, which was no longer
a Degencrate Woricers!'! State, some witty polernicist made the reply
that such a possibility about equals the possibility of the moon

: turning into grcen cheesc. Thc scnse of humour of this comrade is

. unquestionably superior to his lozic: for, whilc therc 1s nothing

© in the composition of the moon to glve anyone but a madman the

right to advance the hypothesis that it may turn into cheese, 1t is

quite otherwise with planncd, nationalised economy. lodern, large-

i sEale faduciry cont:iins the Inhcrent possibility of providing the

- moterlal basis of various social. formations -"free"monopoly

capitalism, state monopoly capitalism, bureaucratic collectivism,

b tho dictatorship of the proletariat, and socialism., "Freo! ronopoly

L capitalism, state canltalism and burcaucratiz collectlvism are social
- regimes of crisis, ' '

E . T2 predict the poséibility, or even tho probability, of an
i extension of buresucratic collectivism to territorics outslide of
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Ruséia betrays no:greater degrec of pessimism concerning the
eventual triumph of the workers than, for instance, to warn agalinst
. pecurrent fascist menace in the areas of "free" monopoly c.idtalism.
Both would be temporary, although tragiz, developments consequent
upon further unfavourabls turns in the class struggle. Comrade
Haston belicves that Czechoslovakia hes become a state capltalist
regime, whlch means that all major investment is in the hands of the
government end.civil service, If thec new ranks of capitalist
bondholdcrs are exvropriated, Czechoslovakie wlll have exactly the

~ samec soclal system s Stalinist Russia. W1ll it thereby have become
a Degencrate workers' State? To ask is to answer: Mo} And if, id

the interim, Upited States imperialism vanqQuishes its Russian rival,
then the Czechoslovakian state will revert to "free" monopoly capit-

alism.

whether chonges will occur in the soclal superstructurc inside
fussie lecding to a traunsformation into state c-pitalism is, we hold, ¢
- an oz n question, lere, no one can Gogmatise. The new inheritance
laws would seem to point 1n this directlon. Trotsky clted earlier
modifications of the inheritance laws as cvidence of the propriatory
yecarnings of the individual burcaucrat, On the other hand, the
social ambitlons of the bursaucrats do not necessarily fit into the
same psychological pattern as the bourgeolsie, notwithstanding their
common position as cxploliters. ‘And, furthcer, it must be borne in
mind that while the transition from "free" monopoly to state moncpoly
capltalism may be accomplished almost pzi-lessly, owirg to the
impotenso of the .bourgeoisic to resist, the Stelinist bureaucrats,
on the contrary, feel themselves to be a strong, victorious class/
A transitlon towasrds a system based on proprietary rights is,
 therefore, incvitably beset with d~ngers to thc solldarity and
cohesion of the @xploiters. A dirccttransition to "free" monopoly
" would creste unbearable tension samong the burcaucrats, cslde from
4 the fact that the whole tendency of modern industry is -towards
4 state integration. Irn our view, a transformation towards coplitalism
“ would almost certainly ULc In the direction of state capitalism, but
this would be cccomplished slowly 2nd cautlously, lenving open the
possibility of baockslidings ot ecch stage. Vic repeat, however, that
the wholc qucstion of a trensformation remains problematic,

Defencism or vefentism?

Three main arguments are advanced to support the prevailing
1ine of the Fourth I, ternstional on the question of the defence
of Stalinist Russia cgoinst the.e-pltalist povers. (1) The strugsle
of the Red Army serves as an inspiration to the workers of .the world
to intensify the class struggle. (2} The subjugatlon of Stalinist
‘Russia woold lend to the economic sonsclidation of fingnce-capitalism
over a leagthyperlod. (3) The main defence of the USSR 1s the
{nternational class struggle; but the Red Aruy, and the Stalinist
war effort in general, wust be upheld s & major wcapon in the defence
of nationaliscd property. Poinkts 1 and 3 can be discussed separately
only in tho interests of literary convenicnce, since the flghting )
spirit, rclatively progressive mission,-ete. of the Red Army cmanate
from its role as the guardian - -of natlonaliscd property.

(1) As is uynderstood by 2ll of us, war furnishes an impetus to the
revol - tionary struggle; cspeclally when the weaker states begin to go
to the wall. Thus, the disintcgration of the t:aditlonal authoritics
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in Eastorn Eyrope led to the foriiation of the woriing class committoes.

The ‘advance of theKed Army, which the workers regarded as the

' defcnder of viorking class interc.its, provided a further impetus to the

struggle for control. Ve may, in thls connectlon, rcgard the weckness

I of the established forces of cocrclon and ildeologlcal pressure as the
. "causc" of the formation of committees of control, and the Red Army as
L an '!.mpe tus

, In ‘other words, the change in the balance of 2lass pewer within
‘theé country is by far the more basic impetus. In Greece, where the
‘i}class battle reached a higher pitch of intensity than anywhere else,
¥ the support furnished by the Red Ermy was purely platonic. In Italy,
i where it was the Allied capitalist armies which were advancing , the.
‘struggle wes more sdvanced than in any of the territories fought over
. by the Red Army. Ffurther, in the territories scheduled for Kremlin
. occupation the situation was complicated by the presence of the '
.- Stalinist parties, standing resdy to reect to the Red Army "impetus"
- -in whet'ever manner they were ordered.

» "None the 1ess, it remains indisputable that the Red Army advance
did serve to acclerate the socialist class strug:le, whereas the
advance >f the Axis armies only served to darken hope. The partition
of Poland in 1940 provided a laborctory proof of ‘this. Hopes in the
Allied capitalist armies, in turn, were corfined te the belief that
_there would be a restoratxon of! bourgeois liberties, and more food.

“The capitalists live daily and hourly on the backs of the
working clasz. Every worker knows that a foreign, conquering,
capitalist power will preserve the besic relations of exploitation.
On the other‘hsnd ‘Russia is as remote from the orbit of the workers
of the world as is the fcbled land of Tibet. And Russia is accepted
genereally cs the land of socialism. The capitalist§ of carse, harbour
no illusions cencerring "socialism" in Russia. Roosevelt and Churchill
pregerved the allience with Stalin thro:zhout the period of the
- spectacular Red Army advances: because their knowledge of the real
neture of the Russian regime corvinced them that Stalin vould rivet
fresh claims on the Balkan and German workers: that,.in short, he
would effectively destroy an emergirg revolutionary situation, and
later, owing to their ma‘erial preparednegs, they in turn weuld crush
him in a purely military conteste On the other hand, the Balkan and
German capitalists, faced with annihilation by Stalin, depicted the
wretched reality of the Russian regime in thelr propaganda sheets -
the Germans with some effect, but- the Balkan bourgeoisie with more
modest results. The bourgeoisie, reasons the workers,,11e about
every strike. HWoreover, they lied about Lenin's government, g0 why
not about Stalin

, However, what capitalist propaoanda could not accomplish {s
‘accomplished by the occupalion regimes installed by the Kremlin.
Russia i1s now seen to be a predatory oppressive power. The myth of
"socialist" Russia is destroyed. The Kremlin despotism is swift in
. "liquideting every active movement, rizht-wing and left-wing alike,
. except those which may be utilized as bait te trap and crush the
' masses. Social democrate and tr:de unionists, *ho follew the tactic
‘of Zinoviev znd Radek, by diplomatically capitulating to Stalin, will
be soaked dry of 1nf1uence ‘end then sent to a similar fate.
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Non -conformiste among the clascs-cynstious workers mre ¢tamped out
by police messures. Following the footsteps of the Babylonian
rulers - described by Keutsky in the "Foundations of Christianity" -
Stalin roots out not only the active elements of opposition but even
'ghe p:tentially sctive; sending them to rot in the frozen wilds of '
Slberia. ' SR - '

‘Under such circumst:nces it is incredibly naive to cite the
existence of workers! committees as evidence of the relatively
progressive character of Stzlinist rule. 'Wherin lies the relatively
progressive cherccter of the regime when, on the one hand, a balence
is drewn between the division of the lend - frequently &t the expense
of natioriclist minorities - end, on the other, the plundering of
exchequers to pay the hugze war damege indemnifications end costs of

occupation? - between, on the one hend, the stetifica‘ion of industry,
‘fianaged by & privileged leyer of civil serveants - end, on the other,
the wholesele robbery of precious machirery end fixed capital; the
restriction of industrial output to an unbearably low level under the
Potsdam terms; the presc-ganging of skilled labour inte the Ruessian
~{ndustries, and the deporiation of ell potentiel oppositionists to
regions from which escape, or even long survival, is virtually
impossible? _— :
~“ Logen rnd others hrve pointed out th:t whereas forcible ,
eollectivisation, motwithst-nding its treil of brutalities, advanced
the level of production to mewr Leights, the transbrmation of property
- forms in the Occupied countries a:e carried through amidst a
syctematic destruction of vroductive forces. The political policy
pursuad in the overrun territories, howeveéer, follows the precise
pattern of suppression practiced azainst the Soviet masses. Howy then
explain the high "soviet morale" in the war? The limitless cannon-
fodder, the huge expanses, the powerful illies, the huge labour
foree, and the integrated production apparently do not sufficiently
explein the survival of the Stelirist regime. It is necessary to
attribute to thec Soviet so'diers a morale higher than, for instance,
. the German troope passesseds However, accusations against the peoples
of the Crimean Republic are 1ifting the veil on the real level of
morale among seciions of the Soviet people. Eut suppose it is
conceded that the Russien resilience was due nine-tenths to the
reasons we hove enumerzted and one-tenth to the especially high
quality of the moralej The question remains, what sort of morale?
. And the enswer is & nationalist morsle; and among the Red Army soldler
evon .a chauvinist morale; as the wbundant evldence of journalists
and British troops stationed in Austria and elcewhere confirms. Nor
“could it be otherwice emong & people deprived for rears of the -right
to thirnk and act independently.

o General Casado's "Last Days of M:drid" is worthy of study for
the revealing light it sheds upon the politicel state of mind of the
Spenish troops, so recently imbued with a revolutionary morale. When
Casedo wee estimeting how may regiments would join him, and how many
oppose him, in ebandoning the fight against freanco it was sufficient

" for him to think in terms of the probable reaction of the several
‘commanders. "This commander was & communict, and therefore he would
oypese me. Thig other would support me, for he was a follower of
‘Azena." The renk and file soldiers, deprived of all Army democracy,
‘eould be treated as men without either the right, or the power, or
even the inclination, to influence the verdicte. 1430




2

Unquestionably, it is imperative to cement bonds of solidurity
between the Russien troops end the Europezn workers. But towards what
end? Towarde the destruction of world imperizlism, of course, but
more urgently towerds the destruction of the immediate oppreseors
of the occupied peoples end Ruscizn peoplecs themselvese. he Stalirist
regime grew upon the Russien people like a pzinful cancer. On the
other hrnd, Stelinist imperialism jumped upon the backe of the
European workers. There is quite a difference there. An alien yoke
is clweys harder to beer. The occupied territories will become the
first focal points of revolutioncry strugzle against the regime.

The dedlaration of the Fourth International Executive that it
stands unambiguously for . the withdrawal of the Ruseien trodops can
only be welcomed. This can only mean that the main policy of the
Ffourth Internatioral pa-tles in Central and Estern Europe must be
oriented towards shaping un ity between the workers and the troops
of the Russien Army around the programme of the revolutionary over-
throw of the Stalinist regime. 4 defeatist policy in the event of
war follows with inescapable logic from this position. An unambig-
_uous declaration should be added that, in this event, no "shift In
emphasi s" is contemplated.

2) The theory thet the workers of the world should stand for the
defence of coloniel countries egainst imperialism, irrespective of

" the class nature of a native government or resistcnce movement, rests
upon the following mairn propositionsi- o

’(a)- Finance-capitalism statilizes‘the fegime et home by utilising &
part of the super-profits derived from colorial exploitztion to give
concessions to restricted sections of the workers.

(b) Imperislism upholds the most reactionary elements of the native
ruling classes; prevents the emergence of & clear-cut class strugzle
between the workers end the native bourgeoisie; holds the colony in a
state of artificial backwardness by confining the development of the
productive forces to complementary industries; supports feudal ‘
relations in agriculture, etc., etc. :

(c) Imperialist super=profits are derived from super-exploitation.

(d) The rule of imperialiem violates t'e right of nations to self-
determination. ' L »

Comparisons drdwn between the position of Stalinist Russia
end the position of the colornies in relastion to capitalist impe rial
ism overlook the essential difference. that Stalinist Russia, already
" occupying vaster territories and ‘more highly developed economic areas
than Czarist imperialism, is.-a min contender for the conguest of two
continents. Stslinist Russia, owing to ite cohesion, vast rsources,
and the mss mvements it utilises beyond tne confires of ..s state
authority, is a world power of the first magnitude. The couquest of
Aeia and Europe would lead to the consolidation of burcaucratic
collectivism - though not, naturally to consolidation in the
Burnhamite sense! A war between Anglo-USA imperialisrand Russia
would jineviteblLy be a war of plunder and conquest on both sides. ©
victory for Anglo-US imperialism would lecd to the elimination of the
‘nationalised property forms and would throw the production level a
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',lung wey bzcKe Victory for the Stalinist regime would lead to the
enclevement of Europe and Asia, and to the uprooting of productive
forces es & preventive measure aimed et frustating the resurgence

" of the bourgeoisie, or the emergence of a proletarian powecre.

() The defence of the plenned ecornomy is unquestionably the leading
ergumer.t advanced by the defencist mazjority in the ranks of the
Fourth Internatioral. The British majority comradss believes, however,
that Russic ie evolviing more or less rapidly towards state capital~
ism. But a transition to stu-e capitalism would represent, we

repeat, purely a swperstructural shift in property relations. The

- state~centralicsed economy would remaih; and, beyond question, would
have @& hizher efficiency than the exicsting "fr:e" mornopoly capitalist

- forms of organisation. Would our comr des then sta'd in favor of the
defense of state capitalist organised production and commerce? It
cannot be argued that a basic property trensformation would heve toker
‘place, for working-class ownership of the means of production in the
JESR long ago became a merelegal fictione. It is the superiority of
state centrelised production and commerce, and not the fiction of
working-clacse ownership, which provides the defencicsts with their
most serious argument in favour of defending the USSRe In other
words, the defence of the material bases of a future workers' state.

1 , If a military {ront with Stalin is justified on these gZrounds,
i however, then equelly gustificd would be a military asgreement with
Germen nationglists, who, irrespective of their political and social
- ends, were fizhting for the economic and political re-unification of
;. Germany. for todey, under the Potsdam terms, the accumulated skill
- - of the Germen peorle is running to seed, und the heavy industries =
‘material prerequisites for sociclism - erc teing destroyed. - What,
however, would be our attitude towards national 1liberation figzhting
. formations under a chauvinist leadership? 1If substantial sections
of the masses were rallied behind them we would enter these organ-
. isations to wreet the messcs away from them. We would strive for the
formation of proletarian organs of strugzle. Between proletarian
military organications and the bourgeois, chauvinist formations,
purely millitery agreements misht conceivably be concluded without a
-breach of socialist principles.

But supposing the formetior of independent working-class orgsans
~of struggle proved a slow &nd difficult tzsk. Would we then adopt the
standpoint th t eince the victory of the bourgeois nationalists
would lead to ecornomic re-unificc!don -~ socizlicms material pre-req
uisite ~ thercfore, pending the emergence of cocialist organs of
struggle, we cshould =trive to be the best soldiers witlin the
existing formations? Of course we wouldn't. To fight within the’
nationealist military formations, while refreaining from striving to
disintegrate them with revolutionary socialist propaganda, weuld
mean to hold back the emergence of a revolutionzry movement, and would
¢ --kelp make inevitatle an uvltimate renewal of Germen Imperialism's war
+“ of conquest. ' ' - .

@
|
!

» Lenin cdvised $he Bolshevik cadres éntering the Czarist army
b+ to become skilled in the tr-de of WEL §

(1) to prevent victdmisation op the grovnds of alleged inefficiency;

€2) - because military skill is a necessity In the proleterian struggle
Por power. . S : ’ 1432
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But was the Eolshevik the best soldier from the angle of the
eneral w'r € fgrt? Of cours: not. Hie revolutionery proprganda
gpecded tie disintegration of the Czarist Army.

To urge¥bmrades concerinted inte the Ruesian srmy to acquire
proficiency in the military crt is correct. To cou: cel them to
refrain, in wartime, from forms of activity cclculated to speed the
‘Red _Army's disintegration would emount 1o ziving politicel aid to
Stalin. It would emount to turning away from tre Primary tasks of
the reva'ution; for the soldier and worker macses will only besin to

turn towards our prozramme when they are heeding for revolution.

~ Our: kypothetical militery cgreement tetween Germen workers and
Germen chwuvinists cennot te cpplied to the <talinist rzgime. for
wrile the uvnderground chuuvinist forces wouli te powerless to vent
their hostility egainst the working-class units of government, except
in the form of sporadic murders, betrayals, etcs, the Stzlirist
government, on the contrary, wields the atrongest, most hignly
corncentrated apparatus of repression in the world. Proletarian
fizhting units can come into beinz only amidst 2 life and death
struggle with the Stelinist sta’e machine., without proletarian units
of struggle the overthrow of Stalinism ic¢ impossible, Wwithout
pursuing the policy of undermining end disintegratirg the Red Army
by meanws of revolutionary Propagznda no proletzarian units can come
into existence. ' '

Naturally, only a few scattercd adherents will be won to our
programme until deccisive shifts occur in the consciousncss of the
- masscs. The Dolshevik fighting formations will =zrise alongside the
. factory committecs end the soviets, But whether the revolutionary
events ur.fold in pecce or during the war, the policy must be the
. Same: to disintegrate and smash the Stelinist state mechine,
 irrespective of the militcry situation of the USSR.

: Marx =znd Engels supported the Prussien war zgainst France before
it became a war of conquest. The stage of development of Prussian
economy did not mske & war of conquest inevitable. Today in the
struggle wrged between the major powers wars of conguest, followed
by the suppression of productive forces,are_unavoidable. The victory
of either Stzlinist Imperialism or finance~czpital imperialism in a
future wzr would lead to industrizl suppression end political

¢+ -enslavement. Should the proletariczt be too weak to prevent the

outbreak of & third world we. then the tesh of the workers on both
sides of the military frontiers will be the revolttionary overthrow

'of their own immedi~to oppressors.. . : '

Re Armstrong
M. Merrigane.

~ 4th September, 1¢46 4 : Ireland,
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RE:+ORT ON “RENCE PARTY COMVINTION

!

September, 1946

The Thiru Convertion of the Parti Communiste Internationaliste
~Prench Section of the 4th International, was hela from September 7th

40 11the Conciaerable progress was menifeste: since the previous
 convention in Tebrusry. A large majority of the 102 uelegates, however,
| felt thet the progress wouli have been much greater if the leauership

- electea in Februery heu been more cepabtle - organizationally and
~politically. : ' '

The orgecnization report of the oli Lecretary- general, favre-
Bleibtreu, was consiaere: high'y inesuequate. Not only hau it not been
presenteda for pre-convention iiscussion, but it wasn't even presenteu
to the Centrel Committee nor even to the Foliticel Zuro. It was
therefore consiuerea a personel re.ort, or at best a re.ort of the
Freonk tenuzency. It receives omly 28 votes, amiuet some cpnfusion
about voting proceaure, :na a svbstitute re.ort ,resentmﬁﬂﬁpﬁkﬁipeau

~ ana Mercoux was &uogteu. This report &so ¢arries a separate postscript
~a.proving the "Yes" stcni tsken in the lay referenuum.

The prozress of the PCI since February, 1945 was considerable

in severel fiel:c. The party increasexz its membership by between '80 anu

75 percent" (Bleibtreu report). (lote that this grou;'s organizational

incuequicy heu since lonz &go impeacd their giving exact figures.) The
- increcse was by no means localizea at the center, ©0On the contrary, the
fncrease wie notable at the opposite en.s of “rance. %here groups existe

they grew, e.3. tne Eordeaux region .oublea. bLntirely new regions

camec into being where before the.e were one or two co rzaec Or none at
‘¢1l. from Alcsace-Lorraine to Corsica, fromthe Italien to the Eelgien
frontier reg.ons therc are rnow groups of the PCI.

i

The tireless campeaign of the June elections, with over a million
frence riisea, 45,000 votes: rolleu up rni millions reecheu for the
first tim with .-uvr propszganuec, was a resl echievement.

snother big gain was the legelization of "Lz Verite" in which the
gressure of 1eft wing groups :11 over the worl., incluuing sections of
the SP in Pr:nce anu the SWE ana #P in the US, playeu a parte This
as followeu bt the enlergement of the peper from a tabloia size two-
przer into & full size four-psger muclf closer attureu to the life aru
strugzles of the mesces. .
R - ¥
Of grert imgortance wes the role¢ ol the PCI in the uevelopment
of the revolution:ry left wing in the unions ani in the recent strike
~ actiors. The left wing workers grouped arounu the paper "front OQuvrier®
©opleayed & g00o. pert in the recent Teschere'! ani OGT (Labor #eacration)
“conventions &s well ¢s in the  rinters ana Poutal-telegraph-telephone
~strikes. Not only 3i¢"Front Ouvrier", in which our comraucs
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;(pollaborate, increase its strengthj—but the FCI itself male = good nrme
""for itself. Particularly in the FTT strike, where a special issue of
nL.a Verite" was put out cnd well recei ved. There was ¢ valucble dis-~
.cussion of this strike by the delegates.

. The Craipezu-iarcoux motion, after recording these gains, pointed
‘out the need of a leedercship thet would: 1)yive & permanent- political
impulsion to the party, 2) carry out the necessary educational work
(a theoretical revue, csdre schools), 3) Systematicelly organize
propegends rnd agitation znd 4) push the development of a fighting
prrty in which revolut'ionary workers ¢nd peasants can fcel at home.

The second end third days of the convention were ziven over to the
politicel report :nd ites discussion, in which 80 delegates took part.
The following tendencies mznifested themselves: }

-~ 1) The Frenk tendency~ heart of the old majority - centered
around the old Wolinier group which fused with the party during the
ware This group, supporting and supported ty the SWP and the Inter-
national Secretariat, hed ore third of the delezgates. Its position
18 brsed on ite wish th:t we be in a revol-‘ionary aisis (second weve),
2nd therefore calls for what cmounts to orgens 0of dual power, the
greation of e¢n extra-parliamentary CP-SP-CGT government. "The revolu-
tionery crisis engeéndered by World %War 11 is cf a depth and extension
{ar superior to that of the years 1617-1S23," i.e., to thct which pro-
duced the flussian October, & Soviet Hungery :nd Saxony and various
3oviet revolts in Germeny,”inlend, Pulgeric, etc., if one believes the
. Prank resolvtiion. The fact that IF the -Stelirists werer't in existence
 ®r weren't Stelinists and IF the perties of the Fourth were mass parties
PHEN thing: would be different-thet is the sort of bases on which to
vild cestles in the zir or blow bubbles but net on which to achieve
he ©cislist revolution. Not believing that the oTfensive of the
&ourgeoisie #gainst the “ociclist-Communist btloc for the Moy Constitu-
dion with its virtuel ebolition of the reactionary Senate posed cny »
&riouns dan:er of & defeat for the vrorking class, the fruink group cling -
to its opposition to the "Yes" stand tcken by the PCI. Eov.ever, part of
the group, (Frenk) was for a "No" enswer :nd most of it for & blank bal’
' _ 2) The lisrcoux tendency, a half dozen delegates, wos formerly
#ith frank but considers him sectarian. MNarcoux; formér editor of "La
Werite" broke with the “renk group over the referendum, thus giving a
Majority to the "Yes" stend- While teliwving that we ere at the .
beginning of z revolutiinary- crisis and supporting the extra-padia-
mentcry CP-SP-CGT governuent, they disagree with frenk who seces the
$tclinist :nd reformist leaderchip overrun by the workers utevery turne.
) 2) The ifontal-Chollieu tendency 6 délegates - also springs
from the Frank goup. Ite muin difference, outside of the Russizn
© ‘question(see belmw) is its opposition to the slog:n of "SP.cP-CGT zovt,
which it bel .eves furthers mass confidence in the traitor leadership
nd therefore prefers the slog:sn “iorkers znd peasants zovt," They also
‘reprocch Frank for his "zutomatic" notion of the (to both Frenk and
~Montel) risingz revolutionary wave ond for fuilure to csce that the masse
gre weaker than in 1617 czfter £5 yerre of defeats epitomized by Stalini
-~ 4) The Geoffrov-Demrziere-Craipenu :roup, the former
~Winority, had ¢ slight mzjority -t this convznticn, 52 delegntess For
“Mhem the citustion is chirccterized by o reconcolidation of bourgeois
#ule and e getting into motion of cepitclist economy, accompanied by &
* geries of dcfeats of the working class :nd = lowered level of class con
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ncss due to the war, the occupation and those defeats (speedy liquid-
etion of militia, fectory committces and 211 other workers organs
since Avgust 1944, transfer of the struggle to purely parliamentary
forms due to the CP and SP leéad:rs, varliamentary defeats and re-
treats - Constitu %ion) end & corresponding retirth of parliamentary
end democratic i1 “sions. The economic 1ift opens up new perspectives
of lebor struggle although necessarily at a lower level to start with,
- due to those defeats and illusions. The Party can play a decisive role
by epplying its cconomic and democra'ic slozans = as to help sct
the masses in action and to generelize and raeise the level of such
ectione. :

This goup no longer considers the cp-sp-Cul govt, slogan timely,
 for 2 reasons. irstly, beceuse as a concretization of the 3dea of

"oust" the bourgeois (MRP) ministers it no longzer has sc<nse since
the SP znd CP no lonzer hove & majority in parliamert. Secondly,
because considering it as & concretization in immediate agitation of
the slogen "workeres cnd pecscnts govt." means posing the problem of
extraparliemertary power .orgenid, obviously not sensible today. They
therefore replace it in agitation with "Breck the cosclition with the
bourgeois ministers" ond relegate "Workers cnd pezsants govt," to
general propagmndae '

The other groups accused this one of opportunistic formulation

of the question of n:tionclization, forgetting workers control, in
their previous rcesolution, in wrich, after sazying that these nztional-
. i1zations "do not impcir the boses'of capitzlist profit but on the

controary try to recnimate the economy by crecting o fable sector,"
~they went on to sny, "The nctlon:zlizations will be justly demcnded

by the working clees because their realization on ¢ luarge scale would
modily the besis ol socirl relations between tig copital wnd the
‘'working messes in ¢ revolutionsry direction." They did not repeat that
“idea in this convention's resolution zndrecognize the importince of

workers control. : '

5) The Lucien Magneux - R,Cuerin-Derbout group started .s part of, or
blocked with, the old minority in Pebrucry. iore recent cdherents
however, crme from the old m:zjority. They received 3 votes more than
the Montal group in the membership :nd therefor: should 2lso have had
6 delegrtes. However, - mistcrke in crithmetic bty the Nation:.l Office
g-ve them only 5. They gave cne of these to darchesin, o former frank
member of the Ce. trzcl Committee who had come over to them beczuse of
Ytheir fussicn defeatist position. On the politic:nl report vote he went
jpeck to vote for Frank, so thec group's French resolution zot only 4 vot

Their position w:s that rather thsn a revolutionsry wave there
jare heightened parliimentury :nd democratic illusions which they hope
t0 overcome by advincing no democratic slozans but only economic sloz:n
‘They are against CP-SP-CGT zovt. because it provokes illusions cbout
Ahe lcaders end bueczuse in the unlXly cvent, given the present situ-
2tion of such « zovt. coming to power its first zet would b= to supp
iress physicully the revolutionary movement. They clso oppose the "Yes®
stend in Mzy, preferring the blank bclled (although some of them haud

. been for the "Yes".) For them the centrzl slogan of this period is:
Workers Control. They are therefore for-the use of the nationdlizetion
" slogan only with the greatest carce..

The discussion which showed the Geoffroy rewlution fir ahead
©of the 4 others, ludte Ffronk, Marcoux wnd iontal groups(the old
majority) to reunite. But in vecin, for the vote wes 52 for Geoffroy
to 45 for them -nd 4 for Guaerin., 1436
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In the hussian discuzsion, Geoffroy, frank -nd sarcoux held
veriznts of the defensist line, while Montel wnd Suerin presented
defeatist positiors. *he Geoffroy group presented a resolution
written by Leaurent Schwartz which £zid that the bureczucracy hes shown
itself, during the war,"more stable than the Eolchevik-Leninists of the
ertire world thouzht", more stab le "than any clessical Bonupartist
regime". BUT, it has "no historical ctability" between capitelism
and sociclism. The “usesian occupation, "brought cbout for diplomatic
end military ressons, hcs brung z whole series of considerable progreses"®
(nationzlizatior.s, agrarian reform), but h=s glso "discredited
Socializm by its crimes". &4s for the slogan of the retrezt of

Russian &8s well as sanglo=-US-french troops, they're for it ~ in principcal
but not =o feet, - they don't believe it should clways be used in
prectice. In Austriec, where there is ¢ large non-Stclinist labor |
movément, yes, but in Hungary snd Pol-nd (13 no. In fact thet would be
"a triumph for the purties of reaction" and the perty mizht even
denounce such a retreat as ¢ c¢epituldtion! #fcre we see the effcct of
Letlzane's ides of the burocraticygevolution thouzk his position iteelf
wa s not presented and he himeelf” said to have watered down his

extreme pro-~Stalinist position.

: The resolution of the old Frank majority tekes the treditional line
while declaring thet the occupied countries remain cepitulist eand

attacking the Leblenc position, but at the same time they say dhut in

the unlikely c:cse"of the “oviet occupation contiruing for yecars w=nd

brirginz ebout 2 structurzl assimilation (which they say elscwhere is

the tendency), thot would result in a development of the productive

" forces far surpassing all that those countries have known during 20

- years »f cepitalist cvolution". *hcy furth:r say that they oppose the

- Stelinist methods of strug:sle egcinst the leoczl capitalists "not becaus.

. they ere inhuman, but becauss they are inelfzctive, They also

" ptteck "thechtman and now Lucien, €t c." who, in "isolating" Trotsky$s
prophesy (that the wer, von or lost, woyld finish 5telin), show that

. they "didn't understend its meaning.” ne only error was of ", -ilum

k end 1imit and not of zanslysis", they sz¥y, end to say otherwicse one

t must "prove that the direction of Hussian's evolution hos chanzed."

The Marcoux group bases its dz=fensism primcrily on its fear of &
cepitelist victory open ing up new erzcs to expléitation, but continucse
- to cell Russia & workers state.

i ‘he newly for ed Hontal-Gaulieu group is defentist and considers
| Ruesia & burocrctic collectivist state, but opposes the se of the term
} "impericlist" because they suy it legrds toconfusion with cepitelist

- imperialism. ' o

. The Guerin group is defectist and ite resclution holds that

t Russia ie impcrialist but not capiteliest "in the same sense as the

f otherg."s The resolution tzkee no starnd on the prodlcem of Siate
caepitaliem or Eurocratic colluctivism, but Lucien :nd Guerin lersn tower
b the former and Derbout toward the lutte- position.

3 The multitude of rositions convinced everyone that further discuss
“ion is nacessary in the perty end it was declded to open thot

I discussion &fter the convention with & specizl conference on the

b Russian question to be neld in six mornths, i.c. just before the pro-

I Jected world Conference. :
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, The election of the new Central Committee was a heated a-. ffaire.
The new mejority took 13 plecee of the 25. One place each went to
Montal c¢nd Lucien Magneuxe. The remaining 10 were ziven to Marcoux

~&nd Frank, but Frank had the mejority of that grouping he took ¢ of

.~ the 10. “hich the Mercoux people did not like, &nd called Frank some

names on the convention floor. Gabriel of the I.S. intfervened, on

! Frank?s side.

- The new C.C. headed by Ivan Creipesu, generel secretary, end with
- Max Geoffroy :nd Albert Demaziere es the two other members of the
secretariet consists of 10 others of the new majority;two Russien

i_defeatists;ﬂarcoux end nine . Lltee,
3 The trede union'éecretary remains Lambert, one of the Frank people
- who w-s for the "Ye < in May but has apparently returned to the fold.

He is - good man ip the union field.

. The immedim'e post-convention period saw a Paris regional conven-
. tion at which the “rans group broke its united front with iarcoux

- znd the old minority advanced to get a slight plurality. The Marcoux
_group, holding the balence of power, zgot the Pearis secretaryship for
f'{ts ‘Michele, after a hot secssion in which the frank group took to the
b mequis of parliamentary procedure.

Richerd

1438



l

GREFK NOVEMENT

73

INTERYAL HISTORY OF TH

Since 1927-1978 a growing portion of the Greek Trotskyist
movement has come over to a defeatist. position with respect to
Stalinist “ussia. Thiz discuecion w:s cirried. on untilvery
recently in the totalitsrian dirkness of the lictaxas and then
Nazi dictztorchips, isolated {rom the rest of the Fourth Inter-
national. end - ithout knowledze of its discussions, documents and
splits. As r matter of fzcét, it wasn't until the end of 1944
that the Greek comr:zdes found out that the entire International
h<d not, as they imegined, developed towards defeatism s they had
end that the defeatists in the S¥P had been expelled, etce.

Originel’y b:sed on the recessity of overthrowing Stalin,
even in time of war, in order to defend nationalized property,
" etc. egzinst him, the position of the Greek comrades developed
during the war. In 1945 they dopped (that is the defeatist
section 4id) the cornicept of "workers state."

From 1928 to 43 most of the discussion went on in isolzated
feshion, in jeil. w#ith the ltalian coll:pse in 1943 most of the
comrades escaped from Jjail, znd a unification convention wa s held-.

At this convention the defeatist winz led by comrude ST., had
the majority, -nd the defensist or Pouliopoulis wing, led since
his murder by AN and GU., split. This split wae based on two

~.questions.  Defeatism or defensic¢m in Russia. And the attitude
towerds the civil wer in Greece. ' The ST. wing felt and still holds
to this dey,. that the ELAS movement was ¢ auvimictic rather than
progressive (and later that the outbresk of Dec. '44 w:rs & fight
between two sections of the bourgeoicie). The other wing held
that the ELAS struggle was progrescive « Howe-ver, neither group
took any active part becsuse of their small aned disorganized
forces at theut time in the December 44 uprisingg in which the
Athens mascses thems:lves played a role orly for the [irst two or

. three days, :fter wkich they largely quit :nd Qeft the fighting
to the organized maquis troops of ELAT,

A year after the 42 cplit, the Pouliopoul:is group proposed
unificetion. The €T group which was largzer, r-e’used, but a-part
"of the group was very =stronzly forurnity, So styxrongly thut they
soon quit end joineua with the P, group, thus biringing to the
perty cn orgenizational but not a political ma, jority.

In the summer of 45 unity was again pr,;poased_, and again there
was & difference of opinion with ST. himself opposed to ite.
However, this time the partisans of unity stuch it out and finally
un ty discussions bezan ¢nd at last this summemr ths two groups were
reunited. In the new purty the purtisans of deefeatism and of the
"left" line on Grecce have the majority, but thhey have refused
to accept the leadership of the perty at least. until after the
Viorld VYongress to be held next Spring, becauscsoff. the line imposed
'upor: the party convention by the represcntativecs of the IS,

Richard..
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