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SOCIAL DEEPENS
The deepening economic and political crisis in the

U.S., part of the r'vorld capitalist crisis, florvs not flom
snperficial difficr-rlties, wrong policies or mistakes, br-rt
from the fundamental contradictions of the system
itself. The crisis must be analyzed with the tools of
Marxism and confronted rvith a revolutionary program
designed to exploit these contladictions to advance the
struggle against capitalism as a rvhole.

The U.S.-Saigon invasion of Laos and Cambodia points
up the sharpness of the political aspect of the clisis inter-
nationally. U,S. impelialism cannot rvin militarily, and
the basic cadre of the Vietnamese revoltition, despite
r:otten leadership and U.S. pounding, remains unbroken,
but the U,S. administration is equally incapable of ac-
cepting a defeat. Thus they stt'ike or-rt u'ildl5' at Laos
and Cambodia norr, and in the near future ma)/ invade
North Viet Nam or even use nuclear weapons against
Hanoi-Haiphong, as Hanoi and Peking already fear.
Equally desperately, however, the U.S. is searching for
a deal with the Stalinist leaderships in Hanoi, Peking
and Moscow, all of rvhom they know can be bor-rght.
The real question is: can the Stalinist bureaucrats
deliver the Southeast Asian libelation movement to
the imperialists for anything less than u'hat would be
seen a.s a clear U.S. defeat? The U.S. may have bombed
itself into a position of sr-rch hatred by the masses that
it is beyond the bureatrcrats' ability to bail it out, al-
though if thele continues to be no alternative, r'evolu-
tionary leadership in Southeast Asia, the plesent leader'-
ships will eventually be able to sell out again, :rs they
did in 1945 and 1954.

U.S. Hegernony Threatened

In the econcmic sector, the renewal of rivah'ies be-
trveen the major capitalist powels, marked by the re-
surgence of Eutopean and especizllly Japanese capital,
runderlies the crisis and has lecl to a shalp decline from
the U.S.'s previons position of unchallenged dominance
in the world malket, r,r'hich wus the economic fruit of
victory in World War II :rnd the basis of the U.S.'s role
as the policeman of r,vorld caipitalism in the post-rvar
period. Now, as the U.S. spencls billions to send its
armies to Southeast A-qia, Japanesc capitalists follou' in
its u'ake gobbiing up the Asia-Pacific rn:rr'hct. In I!ulopc,
the Gaullist-led attempt of a section of the Eulopean
bor"rrgeoisie to resist thr: insti'usion of U.S. capiiltl,
rvhich lay bchind the monetary cr.isis, was temporarily
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set back b). the May-June 1968 events in France, bttt
the continuing economic strength of West Germany
threatens U.S. capitalist dominance as well a-c French
and Blitish capitalist interests. The reappearance of
tlade barriers and protectionism in the U.S. are an
early u'alning of what is to come. Inter-imperialist rival-
ries will continue to increase, and 'r,r'ith them the threat
of nelv inter-imperialist wars of aggression for a redivi-
sion of the wor:ld market.

Economic Bubble Bursts
The "American Century," the longest continrlous

boom in the reactionary period of capitalism, has come
to an end. This phase u'as based on a permanent Cold
War economy, under which the capitalist class' general
staff could regulate economic nps and downs by carc-
fully measured government transfusions,

The Vietnamese, horvever, had the audacity to start
a real lgar in the outer reaches of the empile, and the
further impudence to force the Pentagon to gc' way
over the normal budget allotment for controlled war
spending, thr-rs distorting this delicately balanced eco-
nomic policy. The war produced a situation of over-fr-rll
employment while at the same time it failed to raise
real u'ages or intensify the basic rate of exploitation.
This contributed to a further falling off of caltital in-
vestments, which were becoming less profitable as the
rate of profit fell. In the post-war period generally, the
rate of exploitation has remained relatively constant,
while the rate of profit has fallen considerablS', duc to
an increase in the organic composition of clrpital, as pl'e-
dicted by Marx. The "full" employmcnt period impi'oved
labor's bargaining position lvhile the inflation, r'osr-rlting
flom the heavy government spending, slashecl ar'r'ay at
real lvages. The capitalists, trapped within the laws of
motion of their own system, have no solr-rtions aside
flom stop-gap measures to attack the '"volking class'
living standards and raise the rate of exploitation. This
has led to a renewal of defensive trade trnion militancy
'lvhich continues unabated. The Nixon govelnment's
calculated creation of massive unemployment as a means
of restoring a labor malket favorable to capital has
tliggerccl the cttrt'ent economic crisis. The clapitalists'
inr:r'easing impatience for new- rvays to shackle the labor
ntovement-such as wage-price ss1l16l5-11'e eagerly
expounded by labor's sr-tpposed "fricnds" the libclal
Democrats and even some of the mole traitorotts union
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bureaucrats, including that arch-be-
trayel Cleorg,'e Nlean1..

PL Interprets I\tarx
Although the U.S. left cannot help

hut be a\\-are of the crisis, there has
been much wi'ong anall'sis. For in-
stance, the September 1970 issue of PZ
llagazine, in "Crises Weakening the
U.S. Economy,!' states that u'e are en-
tering the "typical final phase of the
crisis of over-production." A quote
from llarx is given rvhich describes
exactly the oTt1tosite of PIis conclu-
sions:

"The rcal bat'rier of caytitulist 1'tto-
elttction. is capital itsel.f, It is the fact
that capita.I anrl ,i.ts self-enytansion. a7t-
pear ds lhe stat,tittg crnd closing poinl,,
as the tnotite ancl airn of pro&tct.ion ;
that prodttctiott is merely Ttt"oductiott
.fol capital an.d not rice-.u-ersa . . .
these barri(t's co'tile contimrally itt. col-
Iisiott tuith the met.hocls o.f 1trodttctdon,
tohiclt capital nt,ttst eutpl,oy .f or .its ptn^-
post's, and u:hiclt stccr straight toutat'cl
an. unre-ctrictcd e1ltensiott o1" pt ochtC-
tiott, tou:arrl production fot" i.ts otr;n
se,lf , totrurcl nn. ttnconditiona.l der:elop-
ntettt ol the pt"odttctit,e.forces of so-
ciety." (Capital, I(ei.r Edition, Vol.
III, p. 29:i)
What 1\Iarx was pointing out here rvas
precisely that capital s/oros dorurr pro-
clnction and hatnptrs the growth-of the
productive .forces, not that it over-
produces and gluts the marliet u'ith
unrvanted goods. This occurs because
the capitalists ploduce only lv'hen it is
profitable for. them, r.e, "rnerely pro-
duction fot capital. ," The goo<ls
that ale not being produced coulcl be
bought and used bv the workers if the
boulgeoisie sold at a suitable price,
but the capitalists, in effect, want too
high a price for the goods before they
ale willing to produce. In this \vay, as
determined fundamentally by the fall-
ing rate of profit, capitalism acts as a
brake on the developrlent of the econ-
omy and prevents pi'oduetion fot use
by the mass of producels, the.rvorl<ing
class.

The Learned Empiricists
The end of the post-rvar boom high-

lights othei' errols of anelysis, notably
the contention of Hubelman and Swee-
?.y Lhzt the doniinance of finance cap-
ital, analyzed by Lenin in Inperial-
ism, tlte Highest Stage of Capitalistn,
was ended. Their analysis rvas based
on the observation following World
War II that nrajor rnanufacturing cor-
pol'ations lvere vely cash-heavy, and
thereby appeared able to indefinitely
generate their own flnancing. This
bloated condition lvas caused by the
war'-period recovery from the pre-
ceeding depression-a recovery based
in palt on a great upsurge of govern-

ment spending, True to {orm, these
empirieists v,'ere so concerned to de-
velop "new" theories to explain "new"
realities that they were unable to com-
ptehend the difference between tem-
porary conditions and the undei'lying
reality already analyzed by Marx and
Lenin. The development of the cunent
crisis-in rvhich the debt structures
of major eorporations have expanded
in classicai fashion, to the point that
long-standing and key industrial cor-
porations (Penn Central, Chrysler,
Loekheed and Rolls Royce to name a
ferv) as $'ell as countless smaller com-
panies, are hovering near disaster or
plummeting over the brink into bank-
fuptcy, government receivership. etc.-
shorvs the complete worthlessness of
this method of analysis.

Program of Struggle
The crisis and developing class strug-

gle situation place the question of
'prograrrl ever more in the forefront.
The 's'orliing class, attacked at once by
lay-offs and an uncontrolled inflation
of prices, rents, insurance rates, taxes,
etc., is hamstrung in its ability to fight
by irrational race and sex divisions,
weak and moribund unions run by
qurisling bureaucrats, an increasing
pool of unemployed workers with no
economic power and no ties to the
unionized workers, and the lack of any
organized political force they ean call
their orvn, lVorl<ers in every sector of
industry are in a fishting rnood, but in
stril<e after strike, the union bureau-
brats compromise and betray. The lib-
eral "fliends of labor" condemn wild-
cat sttikes and clamor for more gov-
etnment controls to "curb inflation" by
shackling the class struggle.

How is the left to deal rvith this
crisis? What kind of demands should
be raised and what paths must be
avoided? How, and on rvhat political
basis, can a revolutionary leadership
of the class be built? Unfortunately,
nost of the left fails to grasp even the
ludiments of an approach to this prob-
lem.

The fundamental attitudes of the
lro\! defunct Nerv Left, rvhich con-
demned program out of hand-along
with theory, history, i.e. thought itself

-are, unfortunately, alive and rvell.
Nfost tendencies now pay lip selvice
to the need for program, as they do to

Marxism itself. But underneath they
still believe that theory and historl'
are irrelevant and that program (the
mere mention of rvhich coniures up
images of "sectarians" rushing into con-
{erences rvith heaps of papel resolu-
tions) is fundarnentalll' a diversion
flom action. Thus the "mass charactet"
of the anti-s'ar movement is stiil seen
as more important than its class basis
or political character'. Br-rt oll political
,activity has a prograrn, i.e, a basic
d.irection of activity. Those lvho put
"doing" first and thinking about it only
as an afterthotlght are calrying out a
program all right-one that rviil lead
them up a blind alley into demoraliza-
tion and political irrelevance.

Nationalization ?

It is paramount that u'e plepare for
the struggles posed by the crisis by
consciously applying the tools of class
analysis. An example is the issue of
possible nationalizations of bankr"upt
corporations by a capitalist govern-
ment. The aim of such nationalizations
is, of course, perfectly clear: the boss-
es have gotten themselves over their
heads into debt and the government'
reluctantly, sees it must bail them out
to preserve the stability of the system
as a whole. The fii'st step is sinrply to
nationalize the debts, as the Nixon
Elovernment has done with its Railpax
company, rvhich secures the credits to
allorv the privately-owned railroarls to
continue operating rvith only minimal
government direction. A mole com-
plete step is outright govetnment o\Yn-
ership. In either case, it is the rvorkers
u'ho are made to pay for the capital-
ists' inability to operate profitably even
on the basis of existing levels of ex-
ploitation. Some of the more far-sighted
union buleaucrats, for example those
of the Brotherhood of Railway and Air-
line Clerks, call for nationalizations,
no doubt u'ishing to find themselves a
permanent niche in the new arrange-
ment.

This, then, is the "solution" of the
capitalists, their governrnent and the
refornrist r-rnion leaders to deal rvith the
crisis. Br,rt the worliing class must not
choose among the alternatives of the
oppressors and theil agents, lvhich is
plecisely the situation which allorvs
c:apitalism to continue. The left nrust
iniervene rvith a program rvhich ad-
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vances the struggle on the basis of the
rcarkc)':t' interests, i.e. by lejecting the
capitalist answers.

The cole of the crisis is precisely
that production fol profit rather than
for social use is unworkable. Only
rvolkels' control of production can
solve this, and this means full nation-
alization without compensation and ex-
propriation of the boulgeoisie as a
class. At the same time, however, to
sin-rply reject the "nationalization"
schemes of the bourgeoisie and the ref-
ormists in favor of the call fol social-
ism leaves the workers with no imme-
diate alternative to the lay-olfs posed
for them by capitalism, What is needed
is a transitionol demand-i.e., one that
demonstlates horv the socialist solution
would apply in the specific case, pro-
viding both a focus for the imrnediate
struggle and a genuinely revolutionary
direction fol it. The demand in this
case should be efipro'pricltion under
u)o1'kars' control, without compensa-
tion. Thus we say to the workers, "Of
course nationalization is the only so-
lution, but for whose benefit and under
wbose contlol?"

Transitional Program
The concept of a transitional pro-

gram, which is as old as the corllrnu-
nist movenent ibself and an ,inherent
palt of Marxisrn, flows from the suc-
cesses of Stalinism and social democ-
racy in defeating workers' struggles
and substituting in their place eilher'
depenrlence on lefonlist solutions with-
in the system, or, occasionally, ultla-
left adventurism. Thus the alternatives
of the oppressors and their agents
(especially in the U.S. .vr,'here the
'lvitr:bhunt literally severed all ties be-

tween the socialist movement and the
'r,r'olking class) seem all the more abso-
lute and inviolable to the woLkers,
while those alternatives which I'equire
and lead to the r,vorkers' struggle for
po\\'er, though more than ever called
for by the objective eonditions of im-
pelialism i4 decay, seem all the more
unrealistic and renrote.

The Iabor movement has suffeled
throughout the post-war period as a
l'esult of a large pool of unemployed
workers, many of them racially ex-
cluded from some jobs and unions,
thereby becoming a potential pool of
scab labor. Yet because the only an-
swer to unemployment is a stluggle
which has revolutionary implications

-that is, a shorter wolk week rvith no
loss in pay-no section of the "official"
labor movement has dared to seriously
approach this question. (Meany's call
for a four'-day week, u'hich skilts the
issue of hours worl<ed, possible pay
cuts, etc., is a despicable pretense.)

Similarly, the working class must
laise its own answel to inflation, by
demanding control of plices. 1'el1ts,
etc., not wages, and a sliding scale of
v:ages to keep up rvith the cost of
living. Yet here too the trade unions'
discussions do not break from the trap
of viewing t'mana.qement" as somehotv
legitimate despite it all: if profits are
not protgicted, say the libei'als and la-
bor fakers, the company will go out
of business and then where will your
jobs be? We must be prepaled with a
revolutionary solution. Workers don't
care about the company's welfare, but
they have a right to care about their
own. Without leadership to otganize a
struggle which will literally put the
companies out of business by leplacing
them with something better, \ilorkers
ara dependent on the choices under
capitalism. The left must demand that
the company open its books to the
work€rs, and if it is actually in the red:
explopriation under workers' contlol,
There is no other road.

PL's Schizoid Approach
The middle road of Progressive La-

bor-which is to fight only for things
"which can be won" (i.e. immediate
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and partial victories obtainable under
the systenr) while keeping up a Een-
eral stream of propaganda calling for
"the dictatorship of the proletariat" as
the only solution-is no sepalate I'oad
at all, but an unresolved juxtaposition
of two contr:adictory impulses, refolm-
ism and ultraleftism. It is linked to
what they think the wolkers will ac-
cept, r'ather than to the objective needs
of the class, which is the scientific-
i.e., Marxist-approach. But how is it
possible to fight for something that
"can't be won"? If the struggle is con-
fined to demands that the capitalists
can grant, they will give nothing, or
vely little. The mole that is denranded,
the more political and revolutionary the
stlug'gle, the more they 'vvill grant
concessions, even concessions that hurt

-lgssuss 
they are forced to, for fear'

of losing power, Thus a struggle over
demands which "can't be u'on" will be
more effective even materially than
one kept within reformist channels.
But much more impoltant, PL's ap-
proaih betrays not only its immediate
struggles but its ultimate goal. PL calls
fol socialism, but then refuses to lead
the struggle in that direction; it ac-
cepts the level of struggle that exists,
out of which, no matter irow many
"victories" are obtained, socialism will
not come.

Revolutionary Regroupment

No tendency lvhich fails to under-
stand the chief contradictions of the
epoch of. impelialist decay, and to ex-
ploit them with a tlansitional proglam
which reflects the objective needs of
the worting class in its stluggles, will
remain I'evolutionary for long in the
midst of this crisis; its ir-rtelnal con-
tradictions, brought nrore to the fore
as it attempts to seize upon the oppor-
tunities of the crisis situation, will dlive
it either into sterile ultla-Ieftism or
opportunist betlayal. The continuing
disinteglation of SDS, ancl the spec-
tacular explosion of the tslacft Panther
Palty, shorv what lies in store for all
those r'vho seek to build a rcvolution
on the basis of Maoist and Black Na-
tionalist mirages. We lepeat once
hgain our call fol a revolutionary re-
groupment of all selious forces on the
left rvhich seek to fight around a
lyorking-class program for the key
qu€stions facing the class, t
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BRU55EL5 STATFMFNT
We reprint here the brief statement

v'e distributcd to the United Secretali-
et's "Conference of European llevolu-
tionaries" held,2I-22 November in Brus-
sels, Belgium, 'l'he statement, printed in
lrrench, German, English and Spanish,
rvas produced jointly and signed by the
four Trotskyist groups listed trelorr,

Comrades !

You have come to this congress be-
cause you consider it necessaly that the
international problems of the stmggle
for the socialist revolution also be dis-
cussed ancl tacl<led practicallS' in an in-
telnationel flamel'oll<. What do the or-
p;:rnizers of the congress have to offer: in
ttris lega rc1 ?

In theil unnouncenlent they have de-
clared that it is to be a congress "of
European revolutionaries," i.e., of all
olganizations, groups and comlades who
regard the socialist levolution as the
goal of their political work. They are to
engage here in general discussions and
come to comrnon conclusions regarding
the line their revolutionary activity
should foilow in the future. And the
main slogans of the congress are like-
r,vise kept so general that in them there
is to be founcl not the slightest sugges-
tion as to the course to be follorved,

IJowever', coilrades, the following
must in any case be clear': If even on
the naticrnal level the revolutionar;r
struggle cannot be conducted through
the mele t'ooldination of the activjties
of the nrost tliverse groups; lf Jt is
necessary even on the national level to
constluct the olganization of revolu-
tionai'ies not around the peculiar prac-
tice of the da1' but alound a clear revo-
lutionary progt"anl; If this organization
rrust thelefore be not a loosely confed-
elated association but rather must
closely supervise the individual activ-
ities of its subdivisions and develop a
unified coulse of action; If, then, the
revolutionary struggle even on the
national level can be victorious only
under the leadelship of the bol.she.L)ik
pat"tu of st'tt,r9.1gle;If, finallv, for these
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reasons the first strategic task at tho
plesent time in all countries and the
one that must assume absolute prece-
dcnce is tlne constt'uction. of just such
organizations; then this is doubly and
tripll' 56 on the intet'national level! For
the vely heterogeneity of the conditions
of strugpJe, differences lvhich necessar-
ily assume gleater dimensions in a var-
iety of countries than within a single
state, tenders necessaly an internat.iltn-
el aentralization. of the national strug-
g;les in ortler to direct these in practii:c
tos'ald tire orre goal, the prolctalian
rvolld revolution.

Stluggle for the lvorld revolntion
then nreans: sttuggle fot the crcation
of the rvor'ld part.i, of thc proletatien
revolution. struggle for the ror.str'?r(i-
tiotr of the Fotcth Intartt.at'ionaI, rvhose
program, in its essential features de-
veloped by Trotsky, alone embodies the
lessons drarvn from the failure of the
frr:st three internationals. If an inter'-
national congress such as this is not to
exhaust itself in fine speeches but
rather to lead to practical resr-rlts, then
th.is qu.estion. must be placed i)r thc cctt-
tei' of the di.sctLssiott.,

But ivhf is'this point not explicitly
contained in the program of the con-
gress, although by far the nrajolity of
the sponsor olganizations belong to the
"Fourth International" of the Lrnited
Secretariat or ale directly allietl s'ith
it? Do the sponsors, in so fal as they
belong to this organization rvish to
rraintain silence on this point? We do
not think so. What they wish to avoid
discussing rvitl-r you is horu the Fourth
International is to be cc,nstructed, for'
they claim after all to alreactry bc this
For.uth International themselves (or
else its nucleus, rvhich in pr:actice
amounts to the same thing). Ail thai
they have to ofier is then the demand
to join up rvith them. Br-rt to l'rite /l,at
into the p1'og1'arn of the congrcsq \yas,
however, just a bit too emballassing
fol them.

And rightly so/ For to rvhat extent
does this "Fculth Intelnaticnal" live
up to its claim of having preserved the
contir-ruity of the international left op-
position and the Fourth Inten-retional
flom 1938 up to the present day? Hele
are only a ferv points from the balance
sheet:

1. In the 50's and ea1ly 60's this olgan-
ization supported the concept of entristn
into the staiinist and social democratic
parties, a course that led in practice
to the voluntaly sulrendel of the or-
ganizations affiliated rvith it. This 'en- '
trism' rvas calried out by complete sub-
melsion, the formation of centrist
papers, and the abandonment of an5z

open propaplanda in many cases. This
conception was abancloned without a

rvoi'tl, then, in just the moment rvhen
its colrectness rnight have been con-
1ilmctl, namel5' cluring the gcneral up-
slrlgc of thc mass rnovement a fen'
)'crrs ago. The authors of this entrism
hrve no b, hor'r'ever, criticizcrl it in le-
tlospect bnt lernain still of the opinion
that its emplol'ment in the past lvas
completely justified.

2. Today this organization is carry-
i11o- out a policy ol' contplete tailend'ing
ol tlt.e stttdcnl lnorcmeltt, rvhich it bases
on tlre corrpletelS' utrl\1[alxist "theory"
of the "r.lialectir:s of intetvention-sec-
tols," eccording to rvhich priority of
rvor'l< rlrr thc pr'<.rlctaliirt supposedly does
not follorv flom the petspcctive of the
lt-.r'olutiorri;lirLq' of the pr oletariat. Br-rt
uith this theor-v it citnnot point the rvay
to the proletaliat for'1rou, rvhosc social
position places you for the most part
in all probability amongst the petty-
buLrrE,'ois intelligentsia, but rather can
onli' hindel you in achieving this con-
tact, once you accept this line.

3. In the colonial and semi-colonial
cou.ntries it acivoc ates .q t r e ril ! a'*- ar I o';" e

and defends the concept of the Peopl.e's
TIar. Politically this l.neans a totally
oppolt,-rnistic accommodation nof mere-
ly tc }Iaoisri., and Guevarism but also
to the in terr-rational pett,v-bour:geois stu-
dent movement, rvhich stands undel the
influence of these tendencies. Theoretic-
aily- hor.vever, it signifies the final
rvithcirar.r'al to the Nalodnik line so
strongly opposed by Lenin and Tlotskl',
l'hich later was to find its continuation
in Stalinism, and it signifies the cou-t-
pleted progranrmatic sut'render of thc
t.heot'y of pet'nnnent rcrollttiott,

All these points amount to one: to the
tttrtti.rg au:ay front t.he prolet.arian cluss
Iinc ! An organization, ho'wever, that has
so completely abandoned the leadinq
lole of the proletariat does not deserve
to bear tire name of the Fourth Inter-
national. Do not let dust be cast in yonr
eyes: at the present noment the Fottrtlt
Itttr:tnationctl cloes not erist! It can be
corrstituteii only ir-r a long and painful
plocess of legroupment affecting all the
ols,ra-nizations and groups, rvhich today
make up the Trotskyist l'or1d move-
n-rent. The absolutely indispensable pre-
supposition for a, positive result of this
ah'eady discernible process lies in the
t'cstol'ttt.ion of contytlete 1n'o gt'cnttutatic
cl.ority. That is the task of the day.
FOR T]fE VICTORY OF TTIE PRO-
I,ETARIA\T REVOLUTION ! FOR
THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE
FOURTH INTERNATIONALI

-International 
Communists of

Germany

-Spartacist 
League of the U.S.

-Iievolutionary 
Comrnunist League

of trlngland

-Spartacist [,eagtre of ],Icw Zealand
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tack. Hansen's documents on China pre-
sent a devastating analysis of the
Clhinese Revolution as deformed flom
its inception by thc hegemony of the
Stalinized CCP and the absence of the
Chinese rvorking class as a contend.el
for polr,er in its os'n right. Hansen's
conclusions not only repre-sent the "or-
thodox" position on China, but also by
implication irrevocably destroy the
cherished arguments of the SWP in its
'rvillfr,rl capitulation to Castroism! For
if Hansen admits over China that a
petty-bourgeois formatiotl at the hearl
of a peasant army can, under certain
conditions, break with capitalism trut
calnot go beyond the repetition on new
ten'ain of Stalin's anti-revolutionary,
anti-irrtei'nat,ionelist "socialism in onc
country," then the Cubnn Ilevolution,
l,hich in a Marxist settse was an esselr-
tially identical ptocess, did not open any
"ncrv" path to socialism making tl-re
Trotskyist theorl' of the permanent re-
volution obsolete, and the SWP-U.Sec.
capitulation to nationalist-limited, bu-
reaucratically-deformed and non-pro-
letarian "revolutionary" currents is re-
vealed as just another revisionist aban-
donment of l{arxism.

The European U.Sec. forces, by and
lai'ge, have become disgusted with the
SWP's extreme rightist line and prac-
tice as demonstrated especially by its
merely libelal anti-l,ar policy. The only
weapon which remains to the SWP in
its polemics against the U.Sec. inno-
vatols is an appeal to orthodoxy and
the traditional Tlotskyist positions both
sides claim to share. Thus, the SWP is
norv compelled to defend the political
revolution line on China in the face of
challenges bl' diverse forces rvithin the
U.Sec., some of them l'ishing to be left
apologists for the Mao regime, others
seeking, in contradiction to a1I avaii-
able evidence. to make of the Liu Shao-
chi wing of the Stalinist bureaucracy a
proletarian element deserving of critical
support. Hansen convincingly demon-
strates that both these iinpulses are a
departure flom Tlotskyism, but he can-
not indicate rvhere thel' come from, for
thel' 3r'" plime examples of the Pab-
loist rnethod in rvhich the SWP excels:
having lost all hope in the working class
as the decisive force for: revolution, all
these revisionists are leduced to casting
ai'ound for a "lesser evil" ainong the
petty-boulgeois forces and bureaucratic
strata-like Mao, like Liu, like Castro
and the U.Sec.'s eallier her:o, IJen Bella

-in 
order to give the "Fourth Interna-

tional" some justification for existing
lgithin a world-vie'lv which makes Trot-
skyism irrelevant.

Nelv "Vanguard" Discovery
The Ninth World Congress discussion

on the youih question rvas also a mani-
festation of the Europcan U.Sec.'s turn

to the left s'ithin the confines of revi-
sionism. In the period before the French
general strike, the U.Sec., riding the
crest of the popular anti-nfarxist the-
ories rvhich rvrote off the industrial
1v{rrking class aud the advanced coun-
tries in general, had found a lvilling
autlience fol their vulgar Third World-
ism and capitulation to natir-rnalism. But
I'Iay-June 1968 put them in an acutely
etnbarrassing position. The netv-found
interest in u'orking-class struggles
arnong student radiczrls and the vast
influx of youth into the revolutionary
movement in France-from lvhich the
Ligue Communiste benefited as did
every left-of-CP organization-necessi-
tated at lcast a facade of proletarian
oricntation,

Accordingly the U.Scc. hit upon the
strategy of the "nerv youth vanguard."
Pointing to the restlessness of young
workers everywhere (and indeed yor_rng
l'grkels, like other specially oppressed
seitions of the working class, often
shor'v greatel militancy and potential
fot radicaliz,ation than the class as a
rvhole), the educational expansion
'which means more tvorking-class youth
are spending more time as high school
and sometimes even university students,
and the lack of integration of young
n'orkers into the traditional rl'orkers,
organizations rvith their sellout leader-
ships, the LT.Sec. is right to conclude
that young rvolkers are a fer.tile field
for work by revolutionar.ies. But the
U.Sec, proposes to r.vin these r,volkels
not by work at the point of production
but essentially through campus n'ork
through the time these worl<els spend as
students and thlough some metaphysi-
cal. kinship betrveen the oppressecl
young rvorkers and the restless mid-
dle-class students. The fact is, horv-
ever, that "the youth" is not a class;
student youth and working-class yolrth,
although both in motion, do not act as
a coherent section of society, but are
ladicalized by different exper.iences and
over different issues. Glossing over this
elementary Marxist proposition may
enable the U.Sec. to congratulate itself
on 'lvhat is supposedly a tur.n simul-
taneously to both the working class and
the radical intelligentsia, but it pro-
vides no lvay to accomplish the cen-
tral task of r"-evolutionaries : to r,r'in the
wolking class from its establishetl sell-
out leadelships to ttre levolutionary
cause.

The dilemma facing the U.Sec. is that
it cannot transcend the tu'o opportun-
ist poles of "proletarian" economism
ol "rerrolutionar:yt' petty-bourgeois na-
tionalism. Thus the Europeans' culrent
left face requires an even more reso-
lute turn a\\'ay flom the rvorking c1ass,
exemplified by their renr-rnciation of
the Leninist theory of entrism (i.e.,
lvork by revolr-rtionaries lvithin the
union movement and refonnist work-
ers' palties in ordel to discredit their
class-collabolationist leaders and win

the rvorkers to the revolutionary pro-
grano). In order to better appeal to the
radical students, who are distressed by
the policies of the CPs and the fake-
Trotskyists under the name of en-
trism-i.e., conciliation of left-talking
bureaucrats ancl attempts to plessure
them into someholv leading revolution-
ary stru.qgles themselves-the Euro-
pesn U.Sec., in reflexive reaction
:rgainst its orvn past opportunism, now
denounces entrism in general, thereby
turning its back on the working class
in the name of the uncorrupted "youth
vanguard."

The S\\rP's orvn document on the
youth question came under attack from
the main authors of the Europeans'
new perspectives, the Ligue Commun-
iste. Simply a gloss on YSA practice,
the S\\rP document is too blatant in its
simplc "student poler" orientation, too
smugly reformist in its overall thrust,
The Ligue's fragmentary and rather
incoherent critique is more an objection
to the SWP document's self-satisfied
rightist tone than a refutation of posi-
tion.

U. Sec. Mini-Split
The basic driving force of the U.

Sec.-S\VP fight can be seen neatly in
rnicrocosm in the discussion and sub-
sequent split in the British Internation-
al Marxist Group. This struggle re-
flec bed the cli'r'ided loyalties of the
IMG, its cole of Canadian colonizers-
essentially SWP loyalists, well trained
in its bland of politics-ys. gsfl1sg
identifying mainly rvith the European
groups and responding to the same
stucient radical currents as the contin-
ental U.Sec. The main heat of the IMG
discussion centered on the domestic
anti-s'ar movement, u'ith the right I'ing
pushing'for this work to be the group's
n-rain activity alound a narrou'ly stu-
dcnt-oi'iented, single-issue reformist
progtrarr, rvhile the majoi'ity insisted on
a mo1'e leftrvard face through slogans
like "Victory to the NLF." The right
wing, while being the most vociferous
for a pureh. student orientation in anti-
wal and "youth" work, found itself
compelled, in the context of the larger
"orthodox" vs. "innovatols" fight, to
algue at length for the traditional en-
trist policy as well, at least in theory.

Politicall5', the most significant fac-
tor in the IMG fight is that it lesulted
in a cold split, l'hicl-r may presage more
to come in the U.Sec. and conceivably
even a total breakdown of the unholy
alliance betrveen the SWP and the
Eulopeans. But whatever the conse-
quences for this unprincipled unity of
revisionists, thele can be little doubt
that gloupings and individuals within
the U.Sec. formation, forced by the
fight to re-eramine Tlotskyist theory
and the history of the Fourth Inter-
national, wili burst the theoretical
shacl<les of Pabloism and make their

(Continued Next Page)
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way towards authentic Tlotskyism. The
unwilling isolation into separate na-
tional compartments forced upon the
g'cneral tendency I'epresented in the
U.S. by the Spartacist League by the
deliberate obfuscation of crucial issues
by the rotten blocs masquer:ading as
"internationals" has been shatteredo
and the vital process of clarification
and polarization, splits and fusions, is
proceeding despite the desperate effolts
of the fake-Trotskyists.

The road to the rebirth of the Fourth
International is paved with the cer'pses
of many 'lvho set themselves to the task
but fell by the wayside through an in-
complete undelstanding of the process
of its degeneration. The S1\rP itself,
nnder the Cannon leadership, u'as at
fir'st a inain bulwark of the rvor'ld move-
ment in the struggle against revision-
ism, lrut even as it lesisted the en-
croachment of Pabloism on the Ariteri-
can party, its theoretical sholtcomings
and the erosion of its internationalism
rvere laying the stepping-stones for its
ou'n retreat from Trotskyism. The de-
generation of the SWP followed a dif-
ferent patteln than that of the Eulo-
pean glor-urs, but reached the same
point, and the cullent poliiics o{ thc
SWP now surpassed its international
allies in anti-Trotskyism and outr.ight
betrayal of the class struggle.

The Neu' Revisionism

An essential precondition for. the
conquest of the European Trotskyist
Itlovement by revisionisll rvas a funda-
nental break in continuity of leadership
and cacires as a lesult of Wolicl \Var
IL During the t'ar, thlough Stalinist
terror and in the course of the Nazi
occupations, the Eulopean sections of
the Fourth International in effect
ceased to exist, and wele leconstituted
after 1943 by new cadles thlust to the
fore by the decimation of the rnovement
and the ph)'sical anlihilation of key
leadels, including of coulse Tlotsky
himself, who rvas murdeled by the Stal-
inists in 1940. The nerv leader,ships u'ele
composed of young revolutionists lvho,
iacking the living experience of the
earlier novement, had only learned
theil Tloiskyism from books. The re-
stabilization of post-war capitalism,
combined with the Stalinist expansion
in Eastern Europe which seemed to
contradict the Trotskyist analysis of
Stalinism as an essentially counter'-re-
volutionaly force which opposed the
extension of the October Revolution
beyond the Lrorders of the Russian state,
posed nerv probleurs which a mechani-
cal application of bool<-learned Malxism
was insufficient to handie.

Thus the Eulopean Trotskyist move-
ment rvas a fertile field for the gror,vth
of a revisionist current rvhich appealed
more in consonance with the lealities of
the moment. Exemplifiecl by Michel

Pablo, himself one of the new leaders
thrust to the fore by the break in con-
tinuity, the ner,r' l.evisionism reacted im-
pressionisticall-v to the stabilization of
European capitalism made possible by
the slavish counter-fevolutionarj' con-
duct of the European proletariat's es-
tablished leaderships, and the appar-
ent strength of inter:national Stalinisn,
by postulating a role for the Trotsky-
ists as left "pressuret' gloups on the
Stalinist and social-democratic appara-
tuses. Later this lyas combined with a
turn arvalr florl the industriai working
class as the decisive folce for anti-cap-
italist overturns and a search for a
new "epicenter" of rvolld revolution in
the underdeveloped countries. The
European caclres, having only read
polemics against earlier departures
ftom Marxisln but never having lived
through their exposule in practice, and
lackirg leal I'oots in the worhing-class
movement, had no stlong innei- resist-
ance to the petty-boulgeois revisionism
of Pabloism.

Retreat to Orthodoxy
Aftel the initial pcliod of tbe 1t152-

53 fac:tion fig'ht, the American SWP in
ibs majoritv u'as a mainstay of the anti-
Pabloist faction and an ally of the
European anti-r'e.risionists centeled pri-
marily alound the Bleibtreu-Lambert
faction in tr'r'ance. The degeneration
of the SWP, w-hose revisionism eventu-
ally outstripped that of the Europear-rs,
cannot be explained by any destruction
of its central leadership, but r'vas rather
the result of serious integral u'eak-
nesses, particularly in its international
perspecti.re, which enabled it to pro-
rrressivehr succtrmb to Pabloism, al-
Ithough of course not in a simpl5r linear
way. Trhe SWP's isolation from the
European battleground. which pre-
served it fr"oil the leadership discon-
tinuity which the European groups suf-
fered, r'vas also a cause of its own
downfall.

After the death of Trotskv, the SWP
gr:adually ceased to see itself as a sec-
tion of an inter:national partl'. In this
period it no lonEer undelstood the world
very rvell, and sought to replace its lack
of glasp of l\farxist theoly b]'a sirnple
determination to be orthodox. Lacking
theoretical tools to fight Pablo political-
ly, the SWP invoked orthodoxv lvhile
treating the otganizational questions as
primary. Despite sonre uneasiness, the
SWP refused to align itself rvith the
French anti-revisionists until it faced
Pabloist liquidationism lvithin its own
cadIe.

When Pabloism fir'st rnanifested itself
r.vithin the SWP it-celf in 1953 with the
Cochlan faction fight, Cannon moirilized
the party leadership to fight Cochran
prinrarily on the basis of a conservative
organizational iurpulse. Cannon's main
concern rvas nraintaining a majority of
the American section, not fig'hting in-
side the international movement. He

clenounced the Pablo-dominated inter-
national leadei'ship for "interfering"
in the affairs of national sections-a
fundamentally f cderalist plemise which
denied the crucial need for democratic
centlalism cn the international plane.
Armed only with defensive orthodoxy,
the SWP itself rvas seduced by the re-
visionists' theories after the Cold War's
onseL hacl cut its ties with the rvorking-
class movement, so that it was no long-
er subject to the eorrective of inyolve-
melrt in mass struggles. The lack of
clarification on key poiitical issues,
facilitated by the SWP's preoccupation
rvith organizational matters and its iso-
'lationist conceptions, paved the way fol
the American par:ty's degeneration and
its eventual leunification without dis-
cussion with the European revisionists
of the then International Secretaliat
to folm the United Secretariat in 1963.

Flealy: Inverted Pabloist

Follo'r,'rinij,^ the 1953 split in the world
Tlotskyist mcvement, the main alterna-
tive to the revisionists rvas the Interna-
tional Colnmittee. rvhose r.nain fblces
rvere the SWP under Cannon, a Blitish
gloup under Gerry Healy a.nd the
Bleibtreu-Lambert tendency in France.
Healy functioned simply as Cannon's
agent (in which capacity he earlier'
helped expel the Flench anti-Pabloists,
his current allies). Following the break-
a\,vay of the SWP. Healy's faction be-
came the driving force of the IC, and
'his intelvention r'vas instrumcntal in
forcing the deeply unprincipled rup-
ture of the anti-revisionist forces in-
side the SWP (rvhich gave rise to the
Spartacist gloup and the group cur-
rently calling itself the Worliers Lea-
gue). Healy's hegemony in the IC was
never challenged by the French, al-
though some serious political differ-
ences existed and emerged over the
next period.

The Healy grouping, whose revolu-
tionaly competence was seriously called
into question from the beginning by
Healy's orvn tarnished political his-
toty, represented politically a reflexive
reaciion against Pabloism which never'
blol<e from its essential theoretical
method. The Healy position accepts the
r'evisionist analysis of the implications
of the Cuban Revolution, concluding
that the only way to avoid its abjectly
liquidationist conclusions is to deny that
any anti-capitalist social transforma-
tion took place in Cuba (a political ab-
surdity 'rvhich the U.Sec, constantly in-
vokes to discredit all its opponents on
its left).

Healy's anal5,5i5 of Stalinism follows
the method l'hich is the vely clur of
Pabloism: the choo,qing of one or an-
other funclamentally defective nation-
alist or Stalinist current to "critically
support" on the .glounds of the implicit
rejection as ilrelevant of principlcd
Tlotskyist politics posing an independ-
ent ploletarian line. Thus the Healy-
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ites supported tbe Mao wing of the
Chinese bureaucracy in the "Cultural
Revolution" intra-buleaucratic fig:ht
and purge, enthused over the petty-
bourgeois nationalists of the "Alab
Revolution" and abstained for years
from the unpopular task of denouneing
Ho Chi l'Iinh and the NLF for their
repeated Stalinist sellouts. The French
have hung back from Healy's vulgar
accomodation to Stalinism, and have a
fundamentally counterposed line on ihe
Arab-Islaeli conflict lvhich is perhaps
not sensitive enough to the question of
national oppression, but have thus far
appealed content to defel to llealy.

IC: Rotten Rlock

The IC under Heall"s donrination
has been of consider:able assistance bo

thc now ploblematical stability of the
faction-r'idden United Secletariat. But
the IC is at this point no nore a homo-
geneous political entity than the U.Sec.
For years it has functionecl as a bloc be-
trveen the political bandits of Healy's
Socialist Labour League and the more
left-wing Organization Coilmuniste In-
ternationaliste of Lambelt, emulating
the U.Sec.'s fundamental abandonment
of plinciple in matters of international
ol'ganization. The operation of the IC's
non-aggression pact has talien roughly
this pattern: its trvo major sections, the
Blitish and French, arrive at their
orvn positions and publish them public-
ly, but smaller IC afHliates are under
discipline to uphold the iine detelmined
by one or both of the larser sections.
An1' su.h affiliates, whiie paying lip
service to "the Interr-rational," are the
property of one of the dominant groups:
thus, the U.S. Workers League belongs
to llealy's SLL, the IC Gelman group-
ing to Lambert's OCL (There has been
little competition betrveen the major
partners for these spheres of influence
since Hea)1' deeply believes in the insig-
nificance of any group rvhose native
ianguage is not En.qlish.) In the past
this federalist conception has been suffi-
cient fol political mattels, but not for
organizational ones which 2ls-f61 ssn-
trists-nrore important and thelefore
reorrire a common line. And hcre,
I{ealy's SLL maintained the ti'hip hand.

OCI Acquiesces

Thus the IC declares that it is the
simple organizatior,al continuitlr of the
For-rrth International, althor-rgh the
Lambertistes' pt'iuate position is that
the Fourth International has been de-
stroyed by r:evisionisrn and m'.rst be le-
built. The last international Confelence
of the IC, held in London in Aplil 1966,
was decidedlt' Healy's operation, When
the Spartacist tendency raised its poli-
tical disa.greerlents rvith the IC (pri-
inarily, then, centered alound the ques-
tion of Cuba), it rvas Healy who
iaunched the assault of villification and
distor-tion lvhich cttlminated in our ex-
pulsion, r'hiie the French went pas-

sively along fol the ride. (It tut:necl out
to be quite a ride, rvith Hansen of the
U.Sec. using l{eely's bizalte machina-
tions to discrcrlit the IC for ltis orvn
lrulposcs.) In their orvn lengthy pub-
lished lepolt of the Conference in their
theoletjcal journal, the OCI mentioned
tt.ot one 'rrro'r"d about lhe political fight
and exclusicn of our tendency, al-
thoulrh the attaclis on Spartacist and
the al'rsurd olgatlizational pretext
dreamed up by llealy for oitr expulsion
nonopolized trvo fuli days of a four-day
Confelence !

Heal.y Dclipsecl?

The nerr factol in the IC is not the
existence of scrious prilitical diffelences
bets'een the Blitish and French, rvhich
is nothing r,.,.,', bt-rt a ciei'eloping thleat
to Healy's hegeutonl . The challenge of
the grorvth of the OCI and decline of
the SLL has been qualitatively aug-
mented by the dlari-ing tcu'ard the IO
of a tbird signifieant group-the Boli-
viau Partido Obreto Revolutionalio of
Guiilermo Lora. The POR's policy of
conciliaticn of the left riing of the
boulgeois nationalist IiINR gover:nment
follorving the 1952 tsolivian uprising
places a question marl< over its revolu-
tionary capacity. The POR is roughly
compalable in size to tlie SLL and
OCI. but its considelable in.rplantation
in the Bolivian rvorking class (par-
ticularly the tin miners) makes it of
gleat impoltance. Lora's decision to
affiliate rvith the IC l'as based speci-
fic.ili1' on political syn,pathr'es rvith the
OCI, and in spite of sti'ong re,qerva-
tions about Healy, Although the align-
ment occurr-ed a year ago, the SLL
appears unrvilling to admit or acknorvl-
edge the FOR as an IC section and its
press has rnade viltually no mention
of the POR. This new balance of forces,
combined rvith the Lambertistes' ap-
palent success in developing collabor-
ative relaticns rvith others in Latin

Anielica, appears to tre the ::eason for
llealy's stalling in holding the fourth
IC Conference (originally promised for
late 1967!) for which the OCI has late-
ly been stlonEly plessing.

The instability of the Lanrbert-Ilealy
conucction ma)/ al(o be rvhat is behind

Healy's disgraceful overtttres to the
United Secretariat leadership, as Healy
casts around desperately for leverage
aud possibly even a ne'rv international
alliarrce. The original IC motion author'-
izing the approach to the U,Sec. was so
different in tone and intent from
Heal1"s declarations that it is no sur-
prise that it rvas printecl only in the
Lambertiste pi'ess, l-hile Healy and his
U,S. epigones shamelessll' pursued *-hat
could only be iermed a preliminary unity
overture, thus rehabilitating the U.Sec.
leadership's Trotskyist credentiais at
preeisely the moment when they rvere
beginning to be held accountable for
theil defection by young Tlotsk]'ists
internationally. Healy's anti-revision-
ism has al*'ays had sotnething of the
character of a pelsoual vendetta b;' s
cast-off currently on the outs r'r'ith his
masters. Thr-rs to Healy the S\YP re-
n-rained a "revolutionary party" with
whose leadership Ieft-rving elements
should bloc as its left cover-despite its
Cr"rba capitulation, its Black Nation-
alism, its Kennedy assassination con-
doiences, its unstoppable and accelerat-
ing rightward motion-until after its
1963 breaking of the New Yolk-London
axis. Heall"s l11uch-vaLr.nted "irrethod"
may rvell prodnce another international
flip-flop if given half a chance.

Rebuild the Fourth International!

The deepening frictions tvithin the
various "internationals" provide a re-
nerved opportunity for the Spartacist
League to intervene in the rvorld Trot-
skyist movement u'ith its principled
political outlook and program. Because
despite our forced isolation ft'otn co-
thinl<ers in other countries, 1ve never
abondoned oul interuationalist outlook
and continued to wage a plincipled
struggle against revisionistn, our his-
tor5' ,n,1 politics can serve as a guide-
line for ne'rl,ly emelging currents seek-
ing to reconstluct an authentic Trot-
sl<yisn-r or'.t of the demonstrated banli-
ruptcy of revisionist degetrelation. The
Spartacist League has entered into a
plocess of discussion and political
struggie 'ivith several groups of Trot-
skyists in Gelmany, England, Nerv
Zealand and elservhere, and consum-
mated a single-idsr-re bloc on the ques'
tion of the U.Sec.'s revisionism at the
November 19?0 Brussels U.Sec. gath-
eling. Our aim since our inception as
an oi'ganization in 1964 and otlr break
{rom the IC in 1966 has been the cry-
stallization of a cohesive delnocratic
centralist inlernntional tendency to
stand as the alternative to the political
charlatanisrn and olganizational rotten
blocs of those who falsely clail1l to
Iepresent Trotsliyism. We are confident
that the theoretical battle against re-
visionism, r,r,bich has never been fully
joinecl, will proceed tou'ards the goal
to which rve have dedicated ourselves:
FOR THE REBIRTH OF THE
FOURT]I iNTIIRNATIONAI, !
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WORLD TROTSI(YISM RtrARMS
The international Trotskyist move-

ment stands before its definitive cross-
roads. The revisionist currents rvhich
have dominated world Tlotskyism over
the past period ar:e in crisis. In the
aftermath of recent developments, most
particularly the May-June 1968 explo-
sion of the French working class rvhich
stunningly demonstrated anerv the
bankruptcy of the impressionists $'ho
had abandoned the proletarian interna-
tionalist strategy for: revolution, the re-
visionists find themselves as challenged
bJ'authentic Trotskyism as do the NIao-
ists and other non-Marxist currents.
Even the most ardent revisels of Trot-
skyist theory ale norv finding them-
selves compelled to algue on the ter-
rain of Leninism glou'n rusty and dis-
torted in their minds by years of abuse,
abandonment and betrayal, The con-
glomerations which for years have mas-
queraded as international political ten-
dencies are forced rvilly-nilly into re-
opening the disagreements which had
long laid buried by mutual consent.
Nerv culrents are seeking the ansrvers
to the questions: what 'rvent wrong with
the Fourth International? how can an
authentic Trotsl<yist politics be con-
structed ovel the theoretical ruins of
revisionism? And such currents ale
emerging even within the very heart
of the revisionist "intelnationals"
themselves !

The arch-revisionist United Secre-
tariat (which prefers to be kno'ivn as
"the Fourth International") has al-
ready seen splits from its sections in
Germany, Eng'land, Argentina, Ceylon
and Belgium. But more serious, in its
terms, is the factional war exhibited at
its "Ninth World Congress" in early
1969, primarily between the European
gl'oups, whose n-rajor force is the
French Ligue Communiste, and its U.S.
political associate, the Socialist Work-
ers Party, between the LiEue's aggres-
siye centrism and the SWP's deepening
ref ormist impulse.

Livio: an Ersatz "Che"
The key dispute at that Congress re-

volved around the Europeans' draft
resolution on Latin America, whose
thrust was that the U. Sec. itself should
seek to initiate guerilla warfare in a
selected country in Latin America, This
proposal \ fas only the logical imple-
mentation of the U.Sec.'s long-time polit-
ical and theoretical capitulation to Cas-
troism. The U.Sec. maintained that
Cuba, after breaking rvith capitalism
under the leadership of a petty-bour-
geois ladieal formation, haC established
an essentially undeforn'led workel's state
despite the lack of any conscious inter'-
vention by the Cuban 'll'or'king class as
a class and without the revolutionary
leadership of a .Trotskyist vanguard

party, Cuba r.vas, accolding to the U.
Sec., a dictatorship of the proletariat
lacking only the "forms" of r'vorkels
democracy, and Castlo was t(an uncon-
scious Marxist." The Europeans now
propose to extend this pattern to the
rest o-f the "Third World," and put
folward peasant guerilla rvarfare as
the neu' strategy for the "Fourth In-
ternational." Livio Maitan, the leader
of the Italian section and a main pro-
ponent of this turn. enthused over the
advanthges of the "Fourth Internation-
al" having a state of its ou'n to give it
relevance and prestige. And this is per-
fectly logical, for lvhat relevance can
authentic 'Irotskyism possibly have for
these revisionists who have at bottom
despaired of proletariarz revolution?

Hansen Heads Right Wing
A ryrinoi'ity at the Congress, led by

the SWP's Joseph Hansen, opposed the
proposed turn. Resorting to a rediscov-
ery of "orthodoxy," Hansen maintained
that any form of almed stluggle mnst
be seen as a tactic subordinate to the
buiiding of a Tlotskyist vanguard
party. But the Hansen-SWP initiative
in the U.Sec.'s capitulation to Castro-
ism, and the class-collaborationist and
"Third World" nationalist politics of
the S\4/P domestically, reveal the fun-
danrentally reformist impulse di'iving
the SWP to oppose the guelilla 1r'arfare
line undel the rubric of orthodoxy. Just
as the Communist Palties counter the
confrontationist urgings of impatient
petty-bourgeois radicals rvith quota-
tions from Lenin opposing adventurism,
for the purpose not of upholding Len-
inism but of practicing ::efotmism, so
the SWP norv makes use of its formal
Trotskyist tradition while opposing its
factional antagonists from the right,

The European U,Sec., rvhich competes
with the left llfaoists and raclical syn-
dicalists in the more radical and class-
conscious European milieu, is imples-
sionistically chasing afLet a tr.rore "Ieft"
line. But the S\\rP aims at a different
constituency: a base of middie-class
youth recruited on the basis of the
SWP's "success" in building a reform-
ist, single-issue Popular Front against
the Viet Nam 'lrar. In the long run, the
SWP's conpetitols are not the other
erstlvhile Tlotskyists, nor the Maoist
and semi-l\[aoist conflontationists, but
the i';host of Amelican sor:ial-democracy.
Its Young Socialist Alliance in effect
fills the niche previously occupied by the
YPSL-SP, but is unencumbered bI'the
latter's alid anti-communism lvhich is
now a detriment lather than an aid to
becoming Amelica's mass refolmist
palty. With such a perspective, tnole ol
less consciously r-ecognized by at least
a section of the SWP leadership, what
could be more disastrous than to threat-

en its plecious legality and respectabil-
itlz by the undertaking of anything so
illegal as guerilla walfare?

China Dispute Revisited
The dispute over the Latin Amelican

resolution was not the only evidence of
the s'idening bleach betrveen the S\YP
and the European U.Sec. At least as
much space in the SWP's internal bul-
letins around the time of the Congress
lvas devoted to the question of China.
Although it was the 1965 "Cultural
Revolution" rvhich precipitated the U.
Sec. discussion, the fundamental issue

-the natu::e of the state issuing out of
the 1949 victory of the Chinese Revolu-
tion-had been a carefully suppressed
bone of contention within the LT.Sec.
since its 1963 inception and before. The
SWP was unable to arlive at a posltion
on the Chinese Revolution until 1955,
when it finally characterized China as a
deformed u,torkers sfate run by a lru-
leaucratic caste u'hich nronopolized
politicai power and contlol ovel the
nationalized economy. Only implicit but
unmistakable in the 1955 docurnent u'as
the need flor a politicul reaolutiotz to
oust the Maoist bureauracy and open
the road to socialist development and
proletarian democracl'. When the SWP
"r'eunifiecl" lvith the International Sec-
retariat forces (long led by the ar:ch-
revisionist Xlichel Pablo) to form the
U.Sec., it blurred its earlier stand to
placate its new allies rvho maintained
an agnostic position on China, capitu-
lating to the Pabloist position that Stal-
inized Communist Parties could, under
plcssure, be forced to play an essenti-
all5' rst.1r1'.naly role, thus eliminating
the need for Trotskyist rvoi'king-class
parties to lead socialist revolutions. At
the 1963 "reunification" Congless, both
sides shelved the diffelence-with its
fundamental implications legarding
Stalinisn-r and the entire chalacter of
the colonial revolution-in favor of an
unpi'incipled unity.

But the difference over China refused
to Ue down and play dead. The SWP,
threatened by the current left turn of
the U.Sec. forces and their non-prole-
tar:ian but would-be-revolutionary stra-
tegy plojected for Latin Amelica at
tl-re "Ninth World Congless," found it-
self compelled to fight on the Ohinese
question as well. Directly challenged by
tl-re U.Sec.'s rervriting of the S!VP's
dlaft resolution on the "Cultural Rc-
volution," and perhaps also goaded by
a desire to cut some theoretical ground
out from undel Livio Maitan, a leading
advocate of the ner.v conflontationism
on Latin America and a long-tinre
"soft" on Maoist China. SWP theo-
letician Hansen launched a countel'at-

(Continueil on Page 5)
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