INTERNATIONAL
INFORMATION BULLETIR

% May, 1964 == 1

Contents

DOCUMENTS ON THE DISPUTE IN THE WORLD MOVEMENT

(Published as a fraternal
courtesy to the United
Secretariat,)

$1.00

Published by the

SOCIALIST WORKERS PARTY
116 University Place  New York 3, N. Y.




INTRODUCTION

The material in the bulletin deals with a crisis which has
arisen in the world movement between the mgjority chosen by the
World Congress and the mlnorlty headed by Comrade Pablo. This
crisis developed.durlng sessions of the United Secretariat, begi:-
ning shortly after the World Congress,

These documents have been brought together to permit all of
the comrades to become acquainted with the political and organize-
tional problems involved in the differences,
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THE SINO-SOVIET CONFLICT = IT IS TIME TO_-SEE CLEARLY

By Michel Pablo

As the Sino=Soviet conflict is prolonged and the documents, the accuw
sations and denunciations have accumulated on the part of one or the other,
the true intentions and motives of the Soviet and Chlnese bureaucracies are
clarified.,

It-i8 becoming more and more clear that the "ideological' aspect of
the conflict is only the deformed expression of the struggle engaged in
between two bonapartist apparatuses finding themselves at the head of two
immense countries, and subjected to different and divergent social forces
and interests, .

The Khrushchevlan bdnapaftlst leadérshlphféllows an 1nternal‘and[

external policy greatly influenced by the global dynamic of the new Soviet '

society of the Sixties, and which moves further and further Ifrom ‘that-of
the, Stallnlst era,.

The Chinese bureauoracy, on the contrary, is passing through 1ts
Stalinist-type crisis of growth, subjected more to the influence Qf“econo~

mié“and cultural backwardness of the country and the pressure of its inter- .

natlonal 1solatlon. , o e

‘The Khrushohev1an bureaucracy must reconclle in its 1nternal and .
external policy the aspirations, which are becoming 1rrepr6351ble, of the
new Soviet generations for materlal well=being and for democracy, with the
maintenance of the privileged p031tlon of the. bureaucracy, this bureaucracy
coristituting a vast social layer in the USSR; and in the intermational
context characterised by the constant advance, under diverse forms, of the
world revolution and the dangers of atomic war.

While multlplylng and accelerating reforms internally, the pollcy of

the Khrushchevian leadership of the Soviet bureaucracy combines externally

resolution and flexibility with regard to Imperialism, and attempts to
regolve each grave international crisis, inherent in the fundamental‘revo-
1utionary process of our epoch without the launching of atomic war, -

‘ . The Soviet bufeaucracy sots 1nternally startlng from a p031t10n of
incteased weakness in relation to the masses and the new ascendlng revolu-
tionary forces of Soviet 5001ety. . o \

Externally, on-the contrarV, it acts without complexes, starting from
a p051t10n of strength, the USSR having attalnea a very hlgh degree of
~m111tary, materlal ‘and moral wer.wwj‘: c e

This retreat internally which is manifested by therprocess of "de-
stalinisation" and which lias by no means stopped but by and large advances,
is ‘a source of great moral force for its external policy-econserning-the
defence of the world reVOlutlon and its more resolute attltude towards
Impéilalism. , _ -

e

““Thus judged as a whole, "destalinisation" i§yﬁo£ ai§3gﬁff§ﬁ’and
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- the world revolution and Imperilsl ism,

-5z .

tr&visionist! course as the Chinese bureaucracy affirms, but a course
essentially revolutionary and to the left, o o IR AL

_ . Certainly the Khrushchevian leadership af the Soviet bureaucracy is
strongly limited in pursuing this course by its own bureaucratic nature,
and will never achieve "destalinisation," _ SRR

But its limitations do not prevent it from expressing in a deformed
way the fundamental revolutionary process which is taking place at present
in the USSR, and which expresses itself precisely in "destalinisation."

Before long it will become clear to the growing number of more fare
seeing revolutionary elements -- and not "ultra-left" fossils petrified in
a reactionary anti~-Sovietism -~ that since the death of Stdl in immense
changes have occurred in reality, in the attitude of the political leader«
ship of the Soviet bureaucracy, both inside the USSR as well as towards.

These changes reflect the objective changes occurring in the USSR and
in the world, : : , C e

There remains the constant dialogue which the Khrushchevian lesader-
ship keeps up with Imperialism, American Imperialism in particular, con-
cerning "peaceful co-existence," and the anxiety to prevent atomic war.

This dialogue is inevitable and néoéﬂSéry.
This anxiety to prevent atomic war we share equally and completely,

In the present Wdrld a qualitativefcha@ge has intervened.fbr,some time
now, whatever the Chinese leaders may irresponsibly say about it. -

The destructive power. of atomic arms aocumuiated;by'both sides is
such that a world atomic war would mean the veritable suicide of humanity.

" In this situation one must not become panic-~stricken and pursue a
line -of constantly capitulating before Imperialism; rather there is the
urgént necessity of raising the level of .understanding and imagination of
ﬁgnkind to a real comprehension of the possibilities of destruction in éur

ime, ' v R - ' ‘

: When the Chinese leaders continue to argue that it is men who always
decide and not weapons, that atomic weapons are "a paper tiger," and do ~
hot introduce any “quaiitative" change in the situation, and that in the
event of the worst only half of humanity will be destroyed.(sicl) (not
counting the unknown effects of the immense "fall-out" for those who éscape
this holocaust), one dces not know what to admire: +the want of principle
or the monstrosity of the reasoning, . :

ngclear war destroying half humanity and jeopardising posterity is to be.
~resolutely rejected, : . o= AT SRR

A strategy for world revolution which accepts the eventuality.of;a j

For the world revolution and socialism will be cOmpromisedfby'suCﬁ:é
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perspectlve, which, though theoretlcally p0331ble, would 'spell the hlstoric~
defeat of Humanlty.

The sole strategy to be elaborated in the present new conditions is
one which attempts to combine the progress of the world revolution with the
maneyvers and tactical compromiseées seeking to prevent the outbreak of
atomic war,

The continued progress of the world revolutlon devolves upon the
workers movement of the advanced capitalist countries, and the revolutlon~
ary movement in the colonlal and semlnoolonlal countrles.,,_, e

The tactlcal maneuvers and compromlses to prevent the outbreak of -
atomlé war, which become clear during each internatiomal ‘crisis,: consti="
tute the main weapon of the USSR and the other Workers States, whichshould

¢ combine resolution with flex1b111ty, as.in- the example of the Caribbean
crisis 1n l962 } . v .

\‘For some years now, it-has not been true that the polltlcal leader—
ship of the Soviet bureaucracy sacrifices everywhere the interests of the
world revolution on the altar of "peaceful co-existence" and of compromise

with"Tmperialism, In a number of very ‘exposed positions of the world A
revolution as East Germany, Egypt, Irag, Cuba, Indonesia, this leadership
has not hesitated to resort to the threat of-intervention of its military
ior@es, }ggludlng atomlc, to prevent the direct. 1ntervent10n of Imper1al~

sm, S

-

The Cuban Revolution, the most exposed of all the p031tions of the
World Revolution, has. developed t111 now thanks to the.constant ecoriomic
and milltary aid from the USSR, ald unthinkable in the - time of Stalin. (1)

This same aid ‘was promlsed by Castro on his, return: from the USSR to
all the Latin-American countries, 1nvited 301ntly -by Khrushdhev and Castro
to follow the "Cuban road,"(2) i

r R

The compromise concluded with American’ and Brltlsh imperlallsm.on the . S
subject of atomic tests, does not prevent the USSR from promising its- 'LQ_'
economic ‘aid to British Guiana, er of aeoordlngz.t to Algeria, engaged on‘’
the road of the Socialist Revolution. N

These are some facts Whlch contrast clearly with the prev1ously i o
capitulationist and traitorous attitude of the USSR in the time of Stalin, e
a period on which the Chinese leaders do not utter one word at present,
striving on the contrary to embellish this period as an example of a
"revolutlonary“ attitude,

e

When we say that the Chinese political leadership is at present going
through 1%s Stalinist-type crisis of grewth, we mean that no bureaucratic .
apparatus calﬁraise itself above the level of the material historic condi-
tions of the natlonal oontext in which it governs, :

w
.,
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~presented as an example of "Marxist-Leninist leadership";

‘I:f""?'" .

(&1

Nothlng in “the global comportment of the- Chlnese leaders is a fortu1—

-tous, or. 1solated or secondary fact:

not thelr sbvious underestimation of tne character of atomlc war, and
of the prollferatlon of atomic arms; , L

nor their n01sy alliance with-the bloody Stalinist- ellque of . Tlrana,

nor their recent “theoretical tirades fully apologetic for Stalin

 and his regime, which the Chinese leaders identify with the "dictatorship

of the proletariat," in some way healthy, neormal non-revisionist;

nor their call to Stalinist elements ‘in the USSR to overthrow Khrush-
chev; : :

nor thelr gross, inadmissible denunciations of the Yugoslav regime
as; "restored capltallsm" and "aedvanced detachment of Imperiallsmﬂ'
- 1ér their profound aversion for the. Self-Management and Workers
Councils, recently pralsed by Khrushchev, which act the Chinese leaders
construe as an effort to “denlgrate“ the Soviet economy;(3)

nor their outrageously slanderous way of attacking the Khrushchevian
leadership, accu31ng 1t of betraylng the USSR, China, East Germany, etces

nor their sectarlan attltude towards “the “Treaty of Moscow “u’ supposed-
ly direoted against China;

nor thelr resurrectlon of the Theory of Soclallsm in One Country, ete.

‘We haVe 1isted the essentlal components of the’ polltlcal ph351ognomy
of the Chinese current which attempts at present a sort of reconstruction
of the 1deology and comportment of Stalin, placed in a national context of
an economic and cultural backwardness as well as an international isolation

‘which resembles in somé way the conditions which ocoa31oned the birth of

Stalinlsm in the USSR.~-

The "leftism" of the Chinese leaders in relation to the "peaseful
roads" and the importance attached to the revolutionary movements of the
"Third World" is not free of an opportunism as fundamental as the Khrush-
chevian opportunism towards the governments, parties, classes, considered
as being or becoming favorable to China.

'The Chinese leaders consider the documents of the two Conferences of
1957 and 1960 as defining the "Marxist-Leninist" line on which they demand

\ the reconclliatlon of the international communlst movement

But these two documents which Khrushchev also 81gned, .contain both
the thesis on the "peaceful road or not," according to the circumstances,
from Cgpitalism™to Socialism, as well as all the opportunist ambiguity
towards the key question for the colonial and semi~colonial countries of
the "natlonal bourgeoisie,"
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The Chinese leaders do not hide their friendship-and approbation for
the line of the Indonesian Communist Party, which advocates the United
“-Pront with Sukarno, under his aegis, and the completion of the "democratic
bourgeois revolution™ distinct from the Socialist Revolution,(4) :

“However, if there is a 31tuatlon ripe for the Socialist Revolution in
the Par East and a Communist Party capable of realising it, it is the very _
case of Indon681a.

Thls same opportunist policy is extended to Asia and Afrlca in which
Peking attempts to dethrone Moscow in the good graces of the different
{negtrallst“ gOVernments and the alllances w1th the "natlonal bourge0151e n

With their characteristic faclllty for "theoretical" enoemlties, the
Chinese leaders do not content themselves with extending the “anti-imper-
1allst" front to the "national bourgeoisie™ but, generously, include

patrlotlc kings, princes and nobles™}(5)

" Their criticism of the aid accorded to Indig by ‘the USSR does not
prevent them from themselves giving economic and military aid to the
feudal Pakistanl regime, from recognising without hesitation the bloody
regime of Aref in Iraqg, taking sides against the Kurds, pampéring ‘Nasser,
and not raising in all’ these areas the nece351ty for. the “nonﬁpeaceful
road" to Socialism,

e %

*

: According to recent statements of the Chlnese thelr opp031tlon to
the leadership of the USSR dates from the 20th Congress of the CPSU.

'This admission fits and is 31gn1f1cant

: For in reality it demonstrates that thls opp031tlon concerns essentl—
ally "destdlinisation"; since the theory and method of the transition from
Capitalism to Socialism, including the "peaceful road," are ‘the 1nventlon
of Stalin hlmself “and not of Khrushchev,

It is the extent to which “destallnlsatlon" has raised again the whole -
question of the conceptions and practices of Stalinism on the "Dictatorship
of “tHé Proletariat™ and the construction of Socialism that the Chinese
leaders are so relentlessly opposed to the Sov1ets and Yugoslavs,

For here are raised questions . touching Chinese 1nternal pollcy, the
structures, the funetioning and the ideology of “the reglme entangled in
”Stallnlst practlce and conceptlons.

One may- well ask why the Chlnese leaders for some years now haVek
unleashed a vicious attack against Yugoslavia,

For a whole. perlod the eXplanation was that they saw througn the Yugo-
;slavs, Khrushehev himself .

But why in that c¢ase choose the Yugoslavs. as the screen?
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Because Yugoslavia is by far the most "destalinised" of the WOrkers
States, whose example provokes to some degree the "destalinisation" in the
USSR and therefore in the other Workers States.

When the Chinese leaders affirm that "Khrushchev considers Tito as his
ideological tutor" and that he is engaged in reforming the Soviet economic
structures which are becoming, in his own words, too "bureaucratic," by
utilising as well the "positive®" experierice of the Yugoslav Workers Coun-
cils, they touch there an essential aspect of the aquestion,

, .It is to the degree that the Yugoslav experience in the matter of the
economic and political construction of Socidl ism, runs almost directly
counter to Chinese practice and conceptions, that the Chinese leaders are
opposed to this "revisionist" example whose incontestable success renders
~1ts force of .contagion even more dangerous,

Workers Councils, Self-Management on the plane of enterprises, Self-~
Management on the plane of Communes, flexibility in planification, in col=-
lect1v1satlon, the socialisation and not state~ownership of property, the
progressive. dying away of the role of the State, measures working towards
the ‘extension of the struggle against bureaucratlsatlon, etc,; all these
progressive acqulsltlons of the Yugoslav experience, which enrich Marxism,
and which are theoretically codified in the Program elaborated by the Flfth
Congress of the League of Yugoslav Communists and then in the new Consti-
tution, are interpreted by the Chinese leaders as "revisionism," and fully
supported by their "scientific! demonstrations, “facts and flgures,‘ to o
sustaln thelr the31s that capltallsm has been f"J:'es‘x:cn:'ed in Yuvoslav1a.

A1l this gives not only a measure of the typlcally Stal inist manner
of fighting on an ideological plane, but of much graver things == the
enormous ideologieal retardation of the .Chinese leaders, a heritage of
thelr Stal inist formatlon,“on vital questions concerning the constructlon
of ‘'s8cialism and the future of the Workers States.

That reasons other than “destalinsation" have tonded to accentuate,ﬁﬁe
opposition of the Chinese leaders to the political leadership of the Soviet
bnreauoracy, can no more be doubted.

These reasons flow principally from the antagonism between two powers-
having a different perspective regarding safeguarding their national inter-
ests, and the means to be employed to serve their external policy and to
ensure their hegemony over the international workers movement._

Let us enumerate the most important among these reasons: N
v dlsagreements on the extent and conditions of economic aid accorded
by--the USSR to China; - :

disagreements on the economic aid wnlch the USSR accords to countries

such as India, Indonesia, Egypt, to ‘prevent the total seizure by Imperial-

gsm oi thgse countrles and whleh China considers as injuring its part of~.
ov1e aid; . o g -

dlsagreements on the way to treat the endemic crisis in the Formosa
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Straits, the USSR not sharing the Chinese v1eWp01nt underestlmatlng the
danger of atomic war .in the. present- perlod and the power and reactlons of*
~ American Imperlallsm,

: disagreements on the usefulness of disseminating atomic arms among all
~ the Workers States, China first of all, which would inevitably lead to the’
" Americans grantlng atomic arms to the Germans and Japanese, both capable

of producing these from the start on a scale 1mmeasurably greater than

disagreements on frontier lines, if not terrltorlal clalms 1nd1rectly
ralsed by China; :

disagreements on the "Great Leap Forward" and "Peoples Communes“‘in
which the Chinese leaders naively identify with the beginning of a kind of
“short cut" to Communism;

eto.

Here are all the reasons which have .led to the ripening of- the con-
flict and carrled it to the point of the present tension,

Od

LK L

-3

The Sino~Soviet conflict has passed from an open ideological rupture
to graver accusations and :denunciations between the Governments of the
USSR and China, and threatens to be transformed into a pure and srmple
rupture between these States, : . .

This is a development whleh was foreseeable for a long time, yet for
all that, has not failed to be speetacular and fraught w1th very serlous
‘consequenees.

After the Ru331an-YUgoslav conflict in 1948, and after the Russian-
Albanian conflict, the Sino-Seoyiet conflict confirms that the era of the
construction of the world socialist system will also kmow its-own: ‘antagon-
isms,.

- .Ceértainly, the hlstory of tha workers 1nternatlonal mOVement has been
- marked by deep 1deologlcal crlses ~which haVe left lastlng organlsatlonal
divisions,: : : ; .

Such was, for example the split in the ranks of the 2nd International
even before the Firat World War, between the revisionists of the period
- such as Bernstel n, and the revoiutionary wing led by Lenin, Rosa-Luxembourg,
and L, PFrotsky, - : '

Such was, likewise, the division which occurred next Wlthln the 3rd
.Internatlonal between Stalin and’ Trotsky. . , :

S - What dlstlngulshes the present erisis from 2ll those of the past, is
above all the fact that it breaks out between Workers Partles Wﬂlch haVe

.j‘:'\"T» =0
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held power for some time and of whom certain lead great countries of world
importance, with all the consequences which such a situation entails.,

Equally important is the fact that the crisis is taking place in a
world profoundly revolutionary, whose evolution has acqulred the speed of
- a space-ship and the complexity of the transformations of the power~charged
microcosm of the atom.

This does not fail to raise new questions every day, leaving far
behind many theoretical schemas, and poses with extreme sharpness the
necessity for the constant development of theoretical elaboration, so as
to follow, in however little satisfying a manner, the extreme rlchness and
complex1tJ of the process of life, of contemporary reality.

“All the past crises which have marked the history of the international
workers movement have been definitely positive, for they have permitted a
deepening of the theory and therefore of revolutlonary practice, We have
no doubt that the present crisis will be equally positively surmounted, and
that the discussion which it has engendered already constltutes by fa; the
most progressive aspect of the present situation, '

The official international workers movement has for a long time lived
within the framework of an ideological "monolithism,™ with bureaucratic
commands, which has inpressed on it a,con31derable retardatlon 1n relaulon
to the evolutlon of reality. .

This sterlllslng conformism has now been broken forever.

The re-establlshment of ideological unity in the ranks of the inter-
national workers movement from now on passes through the reconstruetion of
~a.new type of demqcratic international, whose program must correspond to
the new realities of our eAtraordlnary century, and within which shall be
admitted the rlgnts of free dlscu551on and of 1deolcgloal tenden01es.

, iny very hlbh kavel of 1deologlcal educatlon and soclallst educa—
tLon could permit the rediscovery of the ‘erganic unity of the "international
workers movement, at present broken under the baton blows of the revolu- -

tlonary reality of eur times, -

It can be sald that the present crisis w111 prove to be hlstorlcally
that which will prepare definitively the co=existence of all the currents
of the international communist movement inside a single Communist Party in
a country, with a democratic regime, recognising the right of tendencies.

For, in reallty, the progress of the world revolution characteristioc
of our times, in which it is necessary %o include the present new revolu-
tionary deVeiopment of the USSR, expressed globally in "destalinisation,"
tends towards a rapprochement of points ef view on essential problems, and
in posing the necessity for free discussion at a very high level, %o reply
effectively to new questions for the whole international communlst mnove-
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-.ment, posed by the reelities_eﬁfthefrevolutionary world in which we live,

It is important at the present stage to prevent the Chinese current
crystallyzing itself for a long time on Stalinist positions and practices.,

For such an eventuality could aggravate the difficult internal posi- o
tion of China, lead to external adventures, and lead, on the plane of the P
international communist movement, not to the formation of genuine left e
currents, but to a selection of new-stallnlst elements setting themselves
above all’ agalnst "destallnlsatlon," and comblning ultra—leftlsm and’ oppor-
tunlsm. : . -

To prevent such an eventuallty, it is necessary to flght with all
‘means to give fraternal aid to China, to break its blockade, to take up
its defence resolutely in all the confllcts which oppose it to Imperialism,
and unceasingly to seek to limit divergences and to glVe them all the cons
oessions and indulgence possible. S

It is in the way the Khrushchevian USSR treats the Chinese that it
will give supplementary proofs of the degree of maturity attained by
, "destallnlsatlon," that is, the renovatlng revolutlonary process of the
first Workere Stabe. - :

. 27th September,~1965.

(1) Estimated at one million dollars a day, agalnst 250 OOO dollars a day
which the USA grants the reglme of South Vletnam.

(2) See in this regard the 301nt Sov1et-0uban communlqué and the many e
declarations by Castro since his return from the USSR -in which he underlines :
- thé aid which "the USSR and the other Workers States! are ready to-grant T
to any. Latln-Amerlcan revolution which takes the same road as Cuba,
(3) See the Ghlnese commentaries 1n “Peklng Informatlon"'No. 14, |

(4) See the account of the pollcy of the Indone31an ‘CE by its Secretary
Aldlt in "Peking Information"™ No, 15.

(5) Included in the "“25 Points" of the Chinese.




’tp031t10ns taken by each side,
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. A REPLY TO COMRADE PABLO!'S ARTICLE ON THE SINO-SOVIET CONFLICT

44?;}*““f57347 . By the Unlted Seeretarlat SN

To judge a problem’ as vast and complex as the SlﬂO-SOVlet confllot
it is obviously necessary to seek a view of the whole and take into accounv
all the elements, at least the most Tmportant, Comrade Peblo himself says.
this, As he puts it, "Nothing in the global comportment of the Chlnese
1eaders is a fortultous or 1solated or secondary fact.

Yet, in analyzing the confllct he chooses certain facts in an arbi-
trary way,'lsolqtlng them from the over-all context, and passing by in
silence other facts without demonstLatlng in-the least that the former are
more important than the latter, - - : o

.. . He points to the Indonesian Communist party; and says not a word .
about the Khrushchevist majority of the Indian CP, which has formed a

......

"sacred union" with its own bourgeoisie in an armed conflict in which the

latter is opposed by a workers: stﬂte ; a.crime worse than that of the
social patrlots of August 1914 , and co“ﬁequently not an 1n51gn1flcant
detail in estimating the two camps. e e

- He-tedds us about the Chinese leaders! "noisy alliance with the
bloody Stalinist dlique of Tquna,‘ and says nothing about the no less
"noisy" alliance of Khrushchev with the ultra-rightist and ultra~opportun-
ist leaderships of the French and Italian GP's, who bear responsibility
for the setback to the proletarian revolution in western Europe following
the second world war, not to mention the American CP which is trying des-
perately to keep the American proletariat and Negroes tied to Kennedy!s

imperialist party even while Kennedy continues the witch~-hunt against
»“Communlsm. ,

"He offers us an entrancing picture of the proore331ve acqulsltlons
Oof the Yugoslav experience, which enrich Marxism" in the field of "the

“economic and political constructlon of Socialism," while passing by in -

complete silence the less enbtrancingaspect of the foreign pollcy of Yugo~
slavia, its compromises with imperialism in the question of Korea and the
question of Cuba, and its more than revisionist theories which strongly
advocate the nost "multiple" roads to socialism,

' He does not speak of the Twentieth Congress of the CPSU except from
the angle of de-Stalinization, passing by in silence its systematic codifi-
cation of the most rlghtlst theories of Stalinism on "peaceful roads,"

Winally, Comrade Pablo does not offer a single Word on the different

~lines which the "Chinese" and "Khrushchevists" advocate in most of the
“colonial and semicolonial countries =~ a fact that is rot without import-

ance in bullding new revolutionary leaderships in these counbrles.

The least that can be said about such a method is that 1t,scarcely
permits us to reach a rounded view of the causes of the conflict.and. the

But sometnlng graver is involved. ' - e e
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Gomrade Pablo seeks the origins of the Sino-~Soviet conflict in the
disagreements between the Chinese and Soviet leaders. But can one auto-
matically identify political disagreements and an open conflict between
workers states? Is the transition from one to the other "automatic,"”
inevitable? We have never held this; we have always said the contrary. ke
What should interest us above all is why the disagreements =~ in themselves
absolutely inevitable within the framework of the international workers
movement == degenerated into a conflict between states which has already
brought grave injury to the anticapitalist forces in the world as a wnole, -
and wnlch threatens to bring them Stlll graver injuries, :

; On this subject Comrade Pablo does not speak and his 311ence 1s all
_the more significant because he spoke vehemently . and not a little when the
“previous conflict between workers states -- the one between the USSR and
Yugoslav1a ~~ broke out., ,

Can it be seriously doubted ‘that the disagreements between the Soviet
and Chinese leaderships began to degenerate into a conflict between. states
from the time the Soviet bureaucracy began to apply 1@permlssible economic,
political and military pressure on the Chinese workers state, in order to:
compel its leadership to recognize and apply the line of the Kremlin?

Comrade Pablo says nothing about these typically Stalinist measures
each of which constituted a unilateral rupture of the Sino-Soviet agree— -
ment' the violation of the promise to provide atomic secrets to Chlna; :
‘the underhanded support given Nehru since 1959 in his conflict with the =
Peoplet!s Republic of China; the abrupt halt of Soviet economic aid and the
organization of a veritable economic blockade against China which was then

sufferlno great domestic economic dlfflcultles.

Dld we condemn such methods, employed by Stalin against Yugoslavia, -
only because we believed that Stalin was wrong politically and Tito.right?
Even if Khrushchev were right and Mao wrong is it permissible to employ -
such methods between workers states? The fact that a buresaucracy also - - -
exists in China (as in Yugoslavia too) cannot in the least justify or pro- E
vide an alibi . for these metnods of the Khrushchevist bureaucracy which =
threaten to pull apart and break-up the camp of the workers states, and
which could be employed tomorrow against other workers states or other
countries engaged in making their: revolutlon, including Cuba or Algeria,
without mentioning the case where revolutlonary Marxists are at the head
of the state. :

Does this involve a "minor" question or an essential aspect of the
conflict? Can we remain indifferent about this, or stay "above the cons~
fliet," remaining "neutral," when it is a question of judging such methods?
The whole principled character of our movement, above all its principles - -
in regard to.the organization of the workefs mOVement and relations between
woTkers states would be placed in jeopardy by such an attltude.'

T4 b

We_Are Not Neutral . T T

We turn to other questlons of pr1n01ple, which some people could maln*T
tain are M™minor," but to which Comrade Pablo attached great importance in
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the past - notably in relatlon to the Yugoslav . questlon.

We are not neutral when 1t is a questlon of determlnlnw whether .or
not ‘the line of thd Kremlin must automabically become the 11ne of the wnole
“soolallst oamp" and ‘of all the Communlst partles; :

, “VWe  are not neuural when it is a question of determining whether it
is a crime or, 'on the contrary, perfectly normal for a Communist party- llke
the Chinese CP -~ :and, certainly, any Communist party, any revolutlonary
party and any workers tendency =~ to freely distribute its literature in
the Soviet Union and in all the workers states, even if the line of. thls
llterature is "false" (who is to be the sovereWgn judge of that?) ,

We—are not neutral when it is a question of determining whether it is
permissible, under pretext that the Chinese hold an attitude underestima- .
ting the” danger of nuclear arms, to grossly slander them as "belligerent®
as does-the Khrushchevist press,. ih the USSR and elsewhere, and of present-
ing. them as “obJectlve allies of de Gaulle, the French tultras! and
reactionaries" in accordance w1th‘the well-known StdLln+St teohnlque of”

* the amalgam, e

On all these questlons, Comrade Pabld says nothlng. Wopse he does
not even take them into account in his so~called "over-all® rev1ew of all
aspeots of the conflict. That is why his partial analysis ean only end
up in partial and subjective conclusions that correspond neither to the
objective reality nor to the.intemests of the international workers move=
ment with whlch our own movement 1s completely 1dent1f1ed

Onlz_a Conflict Between Two Bureauoraoles?

. Comrade Pablo wishes to "correct" a position held by tne overwnelmlng
majority at the Seventh World Congress, the Reunification Congress and
the international leadership they elected Comrade .Pablo insists strongly
on the fact that the Sino-Soviet conflict is not- egsentially. ideological -
but involves at bottom a conflict between two bureaucracies of workers.
states., We are not in disagreement with this way of looking at ‘it since
for* us, as for every Marxist, any- 1deologlcal conflict that assumes the
sdope of a social phenemenon reflects in the final analysis, of coursey -a
conflict between social layers, In the same way, it could be said -= ‘and
various sectarian and- ultra~left tendencles did not fail-to say it == that
the Stalin~Tito conflict was Tikewsse—in the final analysis a conflict-
_between two bureaucracies of.workers states..  But. such a definition,. flrst
-+18 net oomplete and, second, assumes &a quite dlfferent meaning according
to whether it is utilized 31mp1y as a scientific criterion in: investigation
or as a sectarian pretext for concluding that "we do not haVe to take a
p031t¢on in a confllct between two bureaucracaes.“ I

- e s e s e -
— . sm

“We say that it is not enough to say that the Sino-Soviet conflict is
a ‘conflict between two bureaucracies (any more than it was enolgh to say.:
it in the case of the conflict between the USSR and Yugoslav1a3.- Because
“’it is evident that this conflict combines with the conflict between. the .
“Soviet bureaucracy and. the Chinese workers state, the Chinese revolutlon
-~ (and in a certain measure, the whole colonial and world revolution as sueh),
Exactly, it should be added, as was the case in the Stalin=Tito confllot.
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Khrushchev does -not content himgelf solelywith.discussing, Hs

strikes, And whén he strikes, it is not only the Chinese “bureaucraoy

- that is affected, but the whole Chinese revolution, and through it, the
whole colonial revolution., When the Kremlin decrees a blockade of’ China,
it is not only the Chinese bureaucrats (it would. be better to say that it

~is not at all the bureaugrats) who suffer from it, but the whole Chinese
people. When he supports Nehru against Mao, and- makes the support felt
through Dange, it is not only the Chinese bureaucracy but the whole Chinesse
revolution and the whole Indian revolution that recelve harsh and bloody
blows, - ) .

For this reason, if for no other, our over-all p031t10n in regard to-
the Sino=Soviet conflict would be Justlfled already, Just as was our over-
all position in regard to the Stalin-Tito conflict.

) It is true that the Chinese are badly mistaken on the questlon of -
Stalin that they are badly mistaken on the question of the de~Staliniza-
“%ion of the USSR and other workers states of Europe; that they are badly
mistaken on the class character.of the Yugoslav state; that they are badly
mistaken in their analysis of the domestic policies of Yugoslavia,-which we,
however, are far from approving ene hundred per cent, We have said this
many times and we have stressed the fact that the Chinese undoubtedly
underestimate the disastrous effect of a nuclear. world war, although they
appear to be changing their views on this, .
" When the Chinese published the scandalous artlcle "Oon the Questlon

of ‘Stal in," we were the first to submit this article to an implacable and
detailed criticism, And we have never hidden our view that proletarian
democracy does not exactly reign in China, either on the political.level .
or among the communes and other bodies,

Te understand concretelx where the dlfference between Comrade Pablo
and the majorlty of e International lies, we must bring into considera-
tion == in addition to questlons where our critlclsms prlmarlly involve
‘the Chinese -~ those questions in which it is necessary to attack the s
Khrushchevist: tendency° the Sino-Indian conflict; methods utilized to re-
establish monolithism in the "socialist camp"; the general line proposed
to most of the Communist CP!'s in the colonial and semicolonial countries
as well as the imperialist countries, It is in relation to all- these
questiohs that we conclude that independently of our appreciation of the
Soviet and Chinese bureaucracies, the line of.the "Chinese" merits our
critical support, above all in relatlon to how it objectively affects the
progress of the world revolutlon within the workers 1nternatlonal movement ,

A “Stallnlst~Type Cr;sis of Growth"

Comrade Pablots p031t10n is obscure. "When we say that the Chinese
political leadership is at present going through its Stalinist-type crisls
of ‘growth," he says, "wé mean that no bureaueratic apparatus cm raise O
itself above the level of the material higtoric conditions of the national
context in which it governs," To this he -adds an "international®™ consider=
ation: - "We have listed the essential gomponents of the political physioge=. -
nomy,pf the . Chlnese -eurrent’ which attempts at present a sort of reconstrucu;

b

*
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tion of the 1deolovy and 001portment of Stalin, placed in a ‘national -con= -
text of an economic and cultural backwardness. as well as an international
isolation which resembles in some way the conditions which occasioned the
blrth of Stallnlsm in the USSR.™ (Our empha31s )

This appears to reflect a meehanlstle,theorv relatlng the degree of ;
"Stalinism" of a bureaucratic group in.power to the degree of development -
of the productive forces in the country., In accordance with this, the
Khrushchevist leadershlp is moving farther and farther awgy from Stallnism
because the economy is attaining a higher and higher level of development;
the Chinese leadership, on the contrary, is pas31ng through a grave crisis
of growth of “Stallplst type" because the country is culturally and
economlcally backward, ,

Trotsky's explanatibn for Stal inism is somewhat different. .The Soviet
Union did not begln with a Stalinism from which it might eventually free
itself by a rise in the productive level which would Ilnd an automatic .
reflection in culture, including politics. The bureaucracy, inevitable
at the beginning in all workers states, according to Trotsky, became con=-
verted into a hardened caste which eventually assumed an authorltarlan
politlcal character, This was possible not only because of Russiatls-
economic -and cultural backwardness but because of defeats.of the world .

revolution which left the first workers state isolated in a hostile
capitalist world, .

Do these conditions hold in the c ase of China? We can grant that the -
Chinese workers state, unlike the Soviet Union, began with a Stalinist
herltage manifested above all in the mentality, training, outlook and prac-—
tices of the Chinese Communist party leadership., We can add that the
Chinese workers state also started with an extensive bureaucracy which
is not lacking in rapacity or fear of proletarian democracy and which is
nurtured by China's poverty and backwardness, One could label these :
characteristics as "Stalinist,"™ But it would be a grave error to identify
this with Stalinism as it existed in the Soviet Un;on, partlcularly in .the -
worst epoch, v _ -

First of all, however far the bureaucraéy in China may have developed,
it has not consolidated its. position by a counterrevolution, The bureaus ;;
cracy remains -- even though through indirect means -- more responsive to .
popular pressures than the Soviet bureaucracy. The Chinese Revolution,
which is much more recent than the Russian October, burns more brlghtly
in the consciousness -of the ‘people,

, Secondly -- and this is decisive from the Trotskyist point of view ==. =
China exists in a completely different world context from that which made
possible the victory, consolidation and deep entrenchment of Stalinism in-
the ‘Soviet Union, ' It exists in the context of rising world revolution,
ThlS excludes a repetltlon of what ‘happened in the Soviet Union. . :

: Here Comrade Pablo!s reference to the "1nternatlona1 isolation® of
China is nochlng less than extraordlnary. In isolation from what? The
World revolutlon?v o ' RSt

- -

It is our frank impression that the first workers state under Lenin
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and Trotsky never had such contact with reﬁélution abrdad; mountiﬁg:5n o
world scale, as China 1s experiencing today. - S TEEARSSEE

The isolation of China from == imperiglism? Is that a facbor contri-
buting to the rise of "Stalinism"? The role of imperialism, at least
American imperialism, has been to-drive the leaders of the Chinese Commun-
ist party in the direction of revélution whether they wished it or not.

The theory that Stalinism stands in direct ratio to_the poverty. and
hackwardness of a country, independently of the development of the world
revolution, therefore constituting-an inevitable stage in a workera state
in any part of the world outside of an imperialist center puts in question
the whole Trotskyist concept of the permanent revolution, The theory
substitutes for the Trotskyist concept, a perspective of inevitable repe-
titions of the "Stalinist-type crisis of growth.® But in China, however ‘_
bad -the bureaucratic practices, have we seen a fatalistic imitation of the
NEP, forced collectivization, the massive deportation of "kwlaks," etc,?

.- We do not, need to flsunder for an answer., Comrade Pablo himself has .
provided one, In April 1960, that is, after the worst crisis of the .. -..
"communes," he concluded that Mao's domestic policy was fundamentally. .
different from that of Stalin, constituting "a third model" for th

‘struction of socialism:

. o
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MAfter ten years of groping in the general framework of the Soviet o
example," he wrote, "China has taken a really new. !road to socialism! by
means.:of a network of basic organizations that are both economic and :
administrative in nature, the Communes, submitted to the contrcl of ths
central organs of the state." (Quatridme Internationale, May 1960, p. 18,)

- Nothing that has happened since May 1960 calls for "rectification" of .
this judgment and the announcement of the rebirth of Stalinism in China,
Clearly, -the backward conditions of China give birth and rebirth constantly
to bureaucracy (as, it must be added, in Yugoslavia and even in Cuba), and
the particular conceptions of the Chinese CP even encourage these tenden-
cies in many fields, But we have always distinguished between the bureszu-
cratic tendencles, and the extreme form of bureaucratic degeneration in-
carnated by Stdl inism in the Soviet Union, Comrade Pablo now seems to
forget this distinotion in relation o China. ’ : e

One of:the most characteristic traits of Stalinism, which Trotsky
many times used as synonomous with Stalinism was the complete subordina-
tion of the interests of the international proletariat and the interna-
tional revolution to the interests:of the Soviet bureaucracy as expressed
in the theory of socialism in one country., The Chinese have now broken
openly,- clearly and expressly with this theory (in the article "Apologists
for Neocolonialism," in the People's Daily, October 22, 1963%), . This is a
‘most important-fact, permitting us to juige;the relativity of their "Staline
ism." That they do this while grotesquely affirming that Stalin also com-
batted the theory of socialism in-one country =- while the whole world
knows that:on the contrary he was its principal author —- hardly "diminishes
tpg relevancy of this ideological evolution to our attitude toward the two
sides, - ' '
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There remain finally the campaign for the "rehabilitation of Stalin"
and the polemic against de=Stal inization. We condemn these two campaigns
as reactionary, we are fighting them and will continue to fight them, and
we are certain that in doing this we will establish an alliance with all
the young, viable forces, the Communist tendencies of the "pro-Chinese"
left. But this said, can we seriously make our position hinge on the fact
that the Chinese defend Stalin as a person? This would be unwortny of the
objective Marxist method which we must apply in studying all the phenomena

- of social life, including the phenomena of the workers movement. The
essence of Stalinism, as understood by.the revolutionary Marxists, was
never the defense of Stalin as g person or the conception that "his posi-

tive sides were more important than his faults,™

To accept such a "defin-

. ition of Stalinism," is at bottom to capitulate to the absurd Khrushche~

" vist conception of the "personalibty cult,™

. Let us not forget that after their rupture with the Soviet bureau~ .
cracy, the Yugoslavs also continued to sing the praises of Stalin for a
wnile, At the Fifth Congress of the Yugoslav CP, at the end of Tito!'s
political report, which was full of admiration for Stel in, and which
affirmed that the' Yugoslav Communists had conquered power because they
had applied the teachings of Stalin, the party delegates rose to chant,
"Stalin~Tito" =~ not Tito-Stalin, but Std in-Tito., During this same con-
gress, the reporter on the orga izational question, Rankovie, boasted of
having hunted and eliminated, even physically eliminated, "the Trotskyists,"
That did not prevent us from giving critical support to the Yugoslavs at
the time. For years the ultra lefts made fun of us because we were giving
critical support to those who had "the unfortunate habit of praising Stalin
and shooting Trotskyists," They made fun of us hecause we "supported a
‘bureaucracy that had the illusion of constructing socialism in a country
even more backward than the USSR." It is sad to find arguments of the same
caliber used today by Pablo, who so firmly c ombatted them at the time.

An Alternative Explanation

In regard to Yugoslavia, Comrade Pablo‘advances, moreover, a theory
for which he offers no proof; namely, the explanation for the attack

"unleashed" by the Chinese against the Yugoslavs

other Workers States,"

is that "Yugoslavia is by

far the most 'de-Stalinigzed! of the workers states, whose example provokes
to some degree the tde-Stalinization! in the USSR and therefore in the

& Why does he exclude another possible explanation; namely, that the

Chinese violently attack Yugoslavia above all because of its fneutralist!

foreign policy, its extreme rightist opportunism, which did not hesitate

'Xpa%s before the Peking-Moscow rupture from grossly slandering the inter-
national Chinese policy and adding grist to the imperialist mill by talking
constantly about the "belligerency" and the "aggressiveness of the Chinese,m

(See the attacks by Kardelj against the Chinese and the Trotskyists in his

"Communism and War," written when he was not yet

suspect, )

-~ This possible explanation should come as no
inasmuch as he himself was so indignant over the
‘Communists at the time of the Korean War -- at a

surprise to‘Gomrade‘Pablé
attitude of the Yugoslav.
time when they had, how-



ever, already instituted self-management and pushed "3e-Stdl inization" far
" == that he expressed the opinion that it was preferable for a workers state
to disappear rather than systematlcally betray the principles of proletar-
ian internationalism, Since then, Yugoslav foreign policy has evolved
toward the right and not toward the left, Is Comrade Pablo aware of soma
of the absolutely scandalous positions of the Yugoslavs with regard to” the g
Cuban Revolution of Fidel Castro?(l) Is he aware of Tito's scandalous S
declaration, while visiting Bolivia, in which he joined with Paz Estenssoro :
to “note with satisfaction that the governments of ‘Yugoslavia and Bolivia
are inspired by analogous [1] objectives of liberty and of social justice.
Attempting to translate these objectives into reality [!], each of them
has carried out profound transformations of structure which correspond to
the.oconditions and to the historic circumstances of their countries,"
What must the Bolivian revolutionaries and proletariat think of this pat
on the back given by Tito to the bourg901s government of the MNR, after
the big miners! strike, at a time when the financial reform carried out
under the pressure of imperialism is draining the initial conquests of the
revolutlon of a big part of their content? -

In stating that tne Chlnese afflrm that their dlfferenoes with Khrush—
chev date from the Twentieth Congress, Comrade Pablo reduces the Twentieth o
Congress to de-Stalinization, . Has he forgotten that the Twentieth Congress = -
was marked by two fundamental tralts, de=-Stalinization on the domestic level
and "codificatIon" of an ‘extreme-right, ultra-ogportunist course on the
level of the international Communist movement ("peaceful roads towards
socialism," etc.)? 1Is it excluded that the Chinese might be revolted by -
the latter course above all ~~ since. they at first saluted and approved -
tde-Stalinization® ~- and that in view of what followed they arbitrarily .
identified the rightist course with de-Stal inization, extending to the
latter the initial criticism of the former ~- just as they arbitrarily
extended to domestic Yugoslav policy the criticism-initially-developed -
against the ultra-opportunist foreign policy of Tito? In any ocase, this
hypothesis appears just as. reasonable as the bne advanced by Comrade Pablo.

Flnally, and above all, ‘there is tne context of the World sltuatlon
today which makes absolutely impossible a renaissance of "Stalinism®
whether on the international or Chinese scale, Stalinism was a product of.
twenty uninterrupted years of defeats of the world revolution, In a c¢li-
mate of permanent revolution, on a world scale as well as in China itself,
there is no place for a. deepiy entrenched Stalinist bureaucracy in China,
nor.for. the ereation of a world Communist organization that would subor-
dinate the interests of the revalution 'n each country to the 1nterests of ,
- bhe’ Chinese bureaucracy. S T T

: There was a_ tlme when Comrade Pablo was hardly unaware of this, since
he wrote -in -Aprilt -1960:--"But one tnlng is certain: the rise of the New -
China acts likewise -in this- f1eld, -motv -a&s & stabilizing factor, but rather
as-a disintegrator of the Soviet bureaucracj. In the--final analysis, such
a process threatens to turn against the whole bureaucracy of the workers
states, including Ghlna, the economic and cultural progress of these states, -
these proving to be more rapid and more decisive than the rule of a bureau-'
cracy enmeshed, among other things, in the antagonlams of its different
factions on the international and national level," Qpatrlbme Inter-
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nationale, May 1960, p. 18). There is no reason today4to change one's
opinion on that. - ' : . . . _ :

Is Knrushchevism Relatively More Progresgive?

Comrade Pablo begins his document by saying that we. £ind ourselves -

;facing»a "struggle engaged in.between two bonapartist apparatuses;" - This

can gseem to imply that we must not take a position for either one or the
otnher of these two apparatuses, This was, it must be added, also the offi-
cial position defended by the tendency of Comrade Pablo at the Seventh
World Congress, in a brief resolution submitted for a vote at the last
minute, after this same tendency had first submitted for international dis-
cussion documents taking a position more fully in favor of the Khrushchev-
ist tendency ("On Four Major Problems of Our Times," "Draft Resolution on
the New International Situation™), '

If Comrade Pablo does not openly defend this position of critical
support (and even not so critical) to the Khrushchevists in his latest
document, he suggests it nevertheless by the manifest partiality he dis-
plays toward the Kremlin in depicting the differences,

Thus, when it comes to making an over=-all judgnent. of the antagonists,

he depicts the Khrushchev faction in the following way:

"While multiplying and accelerating reforms internd ly, the policy of
the Khrushchevian ‘leadership of the Soviet bureaucracy combines externally
resolution and flexibility lsic] with regard to Imperialism, . .

"This retreat internally [in relation to the masses] which is manifes-
tad by the process of tdestalinisation' and which has by no .means stopped
but by and large advances, is a.source of great moral force for its external
policy concerning the defense [sie] of the world revolution and its more
resolute attitude towards Imperial ism, '

N L]

"?hus judged as a whole, !'destalinisation! is not a rightist and
'revisionist! course as the Chinese bureaucracy affirms, but a course
essentially revolutionary and to the -left."

- From this quotation the conclusion flows inevitably that it i1s neces-
sary to-give critical suppert to Khrushchev. Because if he represents not
only de~Stalinization in the USSR but also a left, revolutionary course on
the intérnational level, implying even the "defense of the world revolu~
tion," it is hard to see for what principled reasons he must be refused
critical support against the Chinese -- adversaries of de-Stalinization,
who,-.on the international level, support princes, nobles and kings in an
ultra-opportunist way., . . - -~ '

~ Comrade Pablo, it must be added, two years ago had already specified
that "in case i1t [the Khrushchevist tendency] should maintain its new com-
bativity toward imperialism, and the most positive support for the Colonisal
Revolution, while the Chinese bureaucracy -- for domestic reasons above
all ~v*falls_into,g;dogmaticVStaliniSt attitude, the Khrushchevist tendency
cowld show itsedf ‘as ~- taken as a whole ~-- the more progressive of the
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_ bureaucracies." ("Extracts from a Political Report." Internal Bulletin
of the IS, November 1961,) It is clear that for Comrade Pablo these con- -
ditions have today been fulfilled, making the Khrushchevist tendency the
most progressive tendency in the Sino-Soviet conflict,

Need much be said to demonstrate that this way of depicting the course
of the Khrushchevist bureaucracy is in absolute contradiction to the '
- reality? ' '

Nfﬁttitﬁde toward Colonial Revolution

- Comrade Pablo confounds the aid which the Soviet bureaueracy is led
.to grant a state resulting from the victory of the colonial revolution in
" 'a country, with its general attitude in regard to the colonial and world
revolution, wherever it is developing and where it has not yet ended in
victory, '

- He makes much of the aid granted by Khrushchev to the Cuban Revolue.
tion. He forgets that Karushchev did not grant this aid to Fidel Castro
until after- the latter!s victory, just as, it should be added, he did not
really ald the Algerian Revolution until independence was on the.very eve
of being won., : ’ o o :

"7 77" 0On the contrary, the orientation of the Khrushchevist bureaucracy
with respect to the colonial revolution in all the countries where it is
still developing is such that Comrade Pablo himself still qualified it at
the end of 1960 as ultra-opportunist and rightist.(2) How can one thus
take for good coin, as Comrade Pablo does in his latest article ("the
Latin-American countries, invited jointly by Khrushchev and Castro to folw
low the !Cuban road!"), a purely verbal concession which Khrushchev made
to Fidel Castro in the final communiqué of the Soviet-Cuban conversations -
in the USSR, while the daily practice in all .the Latin-American countries
“{with the exception of Venezuela, where the CP has been won by the Fidel-
ista .current) puts the Khrushchevist line in opposition to the Fidelista
line, supported by the Chinese? L o : :

If the Khrushchevist Nouvells Revue Internationale attacks Hugo Blanco i
as a provocateur in the service of imperialism, 1% is not exactly to sup- -
port "the Cuban road," but rather to prove that the line of the Khrush- =
chevist CP's in Latin America remains oriented on the "peaceful and parlia- :
mentary road" toward "national liberation,™ led by the "national bour- *

geoisie" & . la Paz Estenssoro, Goulart and Belaunde.

If Luis Carlos. Prestes, the most authoritative mouthpiece of Khrushe
chevism in Latin America, proclaims that in that continent now is not the
time for movements of the Castro type but only essentidl ly peaceful action,
we are not aware of any denials in La Nouvelle Revue Internationale, in ‘
Kommunist or in any representative organ whatever of the GP's directed by
Moscow, And we will wait forever for a denial Ifrom Khrushchev.

E-JlIf_ths Communist party of‘Pafaguayﬂattadks those who are slow in -~
signing the Moscow Treaty (evidently the“ﬂubans), and if Pravda complacent-
ly reproduces these attacks, this does not .constitute a proof either that
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Khrushchev agrees with . the Fidelista line in Latin America., And if +7 7
Ernesto "Che®™ Guevara publishes a long article on the philosophy of guer-
rille tactics, in which he reaffirms the "Second Declaration of Havanal;
namely, that this line is applicable to all countries of Latin America,
he is. consciously and deliberately opposing the Khrushchevist line, and
this after the return of Fidel from the Soviet Union and after the famous:

' Khrushchev-Fidel Castro communiqué which no one.outside of Comrade Pablo

seems to have taken seriously, :

The interpretation of the Karushchevist line as a line of "defense
of the world revolution" is possible only if one abstracts from the daily
reality of the revolutionary struggle in all the countries where the revo-
lution has not yet triumphed and if one abandons in this regard the whole
tradition of our movement, ‘ ‘ '

The éamé»femark applies to the tendentious, not tb'séy scaﬁdalous,
way in-which Comrade Pablo characterizes the other differences between -
Peking'and Moscow, .

“Attitude on War and Economic Aid.

In regard to-the -question of war, the Chinese have clearly specified
that it is slanderous to say that they want war; that they do not believe
at all in the inevitability of nuclear war; that they believe that nuclear
war can be prevented, and that their difference with Khrushchev béars on
the question of how it can be prevented and not if it must be, - They hold
the position that The only means of preventing world nuclear war from
breaking out is to support the movement for national liberation -and the
revolutionary movement of the peoples of all countries ("Commeritary on the-
Declaration of the Soviet Government of August 21, 1963")., And when they
say that in the event imperialism does unleash war despite everything, it

will be destroyed, they are only repeating what Khrushchev has likewise

said, The "Open Letter to the CC of the CPSU" of July 14, 1963, states:
"It is well established that -if the imperialist madmen unleash war,
the peoples will overthrow capitalism and bury it." ‘

It could be held that this position taken by Khrushchev, like that
of Mao, underestimates the devastating effects of a world nuclear war, But
does one have the right to conclude that the Chinese have elaborated a - '
strategy of world revolution that "takes into consideration the eventuality
of an atomic war destroying half of humanity" when the Chinese clearly

state that'their strategy proposes to prevent this war?

) Comrade PgbIO'has all the less reason for'slandering-the Chinese iﬁ
t@ls senseh(whlle remaining silent on the analogous theses of Khrushchevl),
since he himself wrote not so long ago the following:

) “"For us (as for that matter the Chinese) it is not a matter of wishing
19r war as a midwife of the Revolution, It is a matter of affirming that
Pne_ex1stence of imperialism entails the preparation of war, and war
itself; it is a matter of not minimizing the weight and the power that
imperialism still containsj; it is a matter of affirming that outside of
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an efficacious revolutvonary struggle for extendlng the Revolution, no -
other means exist (technical or otherwise) to avoid the threat of war., "

ThlS position seems to us broadly correct, It is the posltlon whlch
the Chinese still hold today. The least one can demand of Comrade Pablo
is that before criticizing the Chinese on this question, he should make a

serious self-criticism and.explain to us how he came to adopt such a posie- .

tion some years after the creation of stockplles of nuclear arms capable
of destroying the whole human race,

In regard to attitudes toward colonial bourgeoisie in power, Comrade
Pablo depicts the disagreements between Moscow and Peking in the follow1ng
way.

"Digagreements on the economic aid which the USSR accords to countries
such as India, Indonesia, Egypt, to prevent the total [1] seizure by
Imperialism of thess countrles and which China considers as injuring its
part of Soviet aid,"

The formulatlon is truly incredible coming from the pen. of a Trotsky—
What would Comrade Pablo say if the USSR sent massive aid to iorocco at
the moment of its armed conflict with Algerie, under pretext of "prevent-
ing the total seizure by imperialism of this country"? What then is the .
difference between the Sino-Indian conflict on the one hand and the
Algerian~Moroccan conflict on the other, unless it is that Comrade Pablo
himself has not yet defined the Algerlan state as a workers state and he

has likewise not placed in question the nature of the Chinese state as a
workers state?

Aid to a government of the colonial bourgeoisie not only prevents
“the total seizure by imperialism of the country"™; it also risks reinforce
ing this government against the worker and peasant messes of the country.
And when it is affirmed that Moscow does not "dispose of sufficient meanst

to aid a workers state threatened by famine, while at the same time dispos-~

- ing of sufficient means to aid a Kassem or a Nasser, when the prisons of
these two gentlemen are filled with Communists, the Chinese Communists have
a rlgnt to find the argumentatlon at least specious,

On Atomlc Arms

Comrade Pablo speaks next of “dlsagreenents on the usefulness [!] of
disseminating atomic arms among all [!] the Workers States, China first of
2ll, which would inevitably lead [!] to the Americans grantlng atomic arms
to the Germans and Japanese, both capable of producing these Trom ‘the
- start on a scale 1mmeasurably greater than China."

It is necessary to say that on this question the p031tvon of Comrade
Pablo has changed a lot in a short time, Khrushchev in 1959 broke the
treaty by which he was committed to furnish atomic secrets to China (and
not to "all the workers states," an absurd position that no one maintains).
In October 1962 Comrade Pablo wrote (in "On Four Major Political Problems:
of Our Times™): : : - ' '




"The existence alone of China, effectively linerated from 1mper1allsm,
anc. soon to be ecuipped with a powerful atomic armament, alsrupts to a
point still insufficiently grasped, the whole strategy oL imperialism. To-
the extent that China progresses, is reinforced and becomes a military
power, including atomic, the effort of 1mper1a11sm, concentrated up to now
pr1n01pally against the USSR, 1s checked,

In the same artlcle C@mrade Pablo wrote that the "dissemination in
progress of the fabrlcatlon of atomic arms [has-become a] now irreversible

Erocess.. But in September 1963 Comrade Peblo justified a posteriorl

Khrushchev!s decision of 1959 to not give atomic secrets to China, affirm~

ing.that this would be the !present® that would lead to the dlssemﬂnatlon
of atomic arms in the imperialist camp. As if imperialism had not already

decided on this dlsseq1natlon, notably in granting nuclear arms to Canada

LecLast :
immediately after signing the loscow Treaty! As if imperialism had not

already decided a long time ago to grant nuclear, arms to the Germany of
Bonn, under cover of a tyultilateral NATO striking force.!

To crown the confu31on, in October 1962 Comrade Pablo judged that the
nuclear armament of China would be a factor for nuclear peace in the sense.
that it would oblige imperialism to. disperse its forces more and thus--
render more hazardous their utilization; a year later he judged to the con-
trary that this same armament had suddenly become a factor of nuclear warw,
Mfacilitating® the dissemination of nuclear arms among other imperialist
powers,

In fact it is ev1dently the 1962 tne51s that is correct. ‘The absence .
of nuclear armament in China constitutes a veritable "invitation" to
American imperialism to utilize tactical nuclear arms; for examplé, in
south east Asia, without the USSR being able to reply otnerw1se than by
unleashing a world nuclear war and the self-destructlon of umanlty, Whlch
it was seeking to avoid, ., . D

To conelude this point, Comrade Pablo asks us to publish at the same
time what he wrote in 1962 and what he wrote in 1963, which should cer-
Tainly convince the readers of our press of the perfect confusion of his

line, o

The Frontler Dispute and the Communes

Again, Comrade Pablo speaks of the Slno~Sov1et dlsaﬂreements on the
“multlple t!] frontier frictions, if not territorial ola;ms indirectly
raised by China,® Why the strange c;rcumspectlon of such a formula? The
"frontier frictions® between China and Burma, Pakistan, etc., were re-
solved peacefully by drawing up treaties. Theye remains the only known.

- "frontier friction,” the one with India, on which Comrade Pablo in the

past-had a particularly clear-cuk Oplnlon. If he has now changed, forget~v

-ting completely the class nature of the camps involved, he should at least

call things by their right name, and tell us that he £inds it a normal
fact =~ a partlcular manlfestat;on of the support granted by Khrushchev to
the "world revolution" -~ that the Soviet government supports; first under-
handedly and then more and more openlty, including supplying arms (without
doubt to "prevent” Nehru from buying his arms solelv from the imperlalist



countries), the Indian bourgeois state against the Chinese workers ;
State. e @ - ’-e

Finally, Comrade Pablo mentions the "disagreements on the 'Great Leap
Forward! and !Peoples Communes,!'? a disagreement which he now reduces to
the sole question of whether or not it involves a "tshort cut! to Commun-
1sm,“ when the disagreement involves in reality, as he himself explained
in the past, different models of cons»ructing socialism, Comrade Pablo.
does not explaln at all whether it is preferable for colonial countries
“to-remain Tor a long period on the basis of puwely private agriculture or
_to proceed to forced collect1v1zat10n (the two Stalinist variants), or if

the "popular communes," purged of their bureaucratic formations ané ' '
excesses (which the Chlnese leaders themselves have acknowledged), does
‘npot constitute a valuable contribution (like the Yugoslav contrlbutwon) to
solving the agrarian problem in a backward country engaged on the road to
constructing socialism, Here again, Comrade Pablo should make a serious
self=criticism if he suddenly revises the thesis he maintained in this
regard in 1958-60,

\

Is a Wealthier Bureaucracy More Progressive?

L Let us swmarize, Comrade Pablo's thesis is in fact a thesis of
T M"eritical support® to the Khrushchevist tendency on the argument that the
USSR being a more advanced country than China, this tendency is under
greater pressure from the Soviet proletariat. It comes to this: between
two bureaucracies, the one ol the more advanced country will be the more -
progr6831ve.“. Or worse still: . between btwo bureaucracies, it is neces-
sary to. support'theEwealthier'against the poorer! It goesfwithout saying
that the International, which clearly stated in its documents at the
Reunification Congress that it was not a matter of supporting any wing of
the bureaucracy against the other, will never accept a position so mechane
istic and so liberal as thatl All the more so, since the International
has understood for a long time that if Khrushchev is actually under the
pressure.-of the proletarlat of the workers states, the Chinese leaders are
more- sensitive to the pressure of the masses of the colonial countries, a
Laot whlch Comrade Pablo does not take into account at all,

The International rejected thls thesis of Comrade Pablo by an over-
whelming ma jority at. the Seventh World Congress. The Reunification Con-
gress registered a still bigger magorlty for the thesis wiich, withoub
gfantlnv support to a bureaucracy; granted critical support to one of the -
tendencies in the international Communist movement, because it leld that g
the objective results of the Sino-Soviet conflict woula operate to regroup :
around this tendency in the capitalist countries the most valuable elements
for constructing a new rpvolutlonary‘leadershlp to the degree that the
Fourth Internatlonal succeeds in 1nf1uen01nv them and bringing them pro- N
gre381vely to its ownm p031t10ns.

Comrade Pablo cannot cite any new fact that would warrant reconsider-
‘ation of this position, All the facts on which he stands (except the ;
Moscow Treaty, which he mentions, it must be said, only in passing) were R
kriowhn ‘to the déiegates at the World Congress who took a position with full :
knowledge of what is involved., Comrade Pablols attempt to reopen the
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discussion on the subject of the Sino-Soviet conflict is simply an attempt
to place in question the decisions of the World Reunification Congress
barely a few months after it was held., This we cannot accept. v

November 10, 1963

{1) The Yugoslav organ Revue de la Politique Internationale (No. 526).

thus has just taken a strictly "neutral™ position in the Algerian-
Moroccan confllct not specifying in any way any difference whateVer 1n
the social nature of the two governments 1nvolved .

(2)~dere is what Comrade Pablo wrote in his letter sent to the Slxth World
Congress, under date of December 4, 1960: -

®It is quite naturally the Chinese bureaucracy, the closest to its
own revolution and to the colonial revolution in particular, which has
taken the lead in re31st1ng the rrghtlst course of (hrushcnev‘s foreign
policy. « . T

"The rupture between the. wing prqgerly called ‘opportunist and right-

: 1st of the bureaucracy and the wing ol centrlst Inelination, 1s brofound

and durable, . .

"What is now- in question in the interbureaucratic strueele "is not
whether it is necessary to be for or against war, but the fundamental
problems of revolutlonhry politics in our epoch’ the nature of imperial-
ism, relation of fdrces, attitude toward the colonial bourgeoisie and the
colonial revolution, passage from capitalism to socialism, socialist recon-
struction of society, etec., . . . :

"Our golden rule in face of these two varlents [Yugoslav and Chinese]

will be as in the past to follow critically but with objectivity, sympathy

and proficiency their evolutlon, to encourage all the steps forward and
try to link ourselves with the most advanced elements of these two cur-
rents," (Our emphasis,) o

Comrade Pablo appears to have abandoned his "golden rule",of'yester

'YeaI‘. s e



LETTER FROM COMRADE PABLO

To the Internatlonal Executive Commlttee,
To the United Secretariat,
To the Leaderships of Seotlons.

Comrades, , -

I have -just learned of the reply.madeqhy the magorlty of the
United Secretariat to my repeated requests to publish all the documents
‘of “the minority presented for vote at the Seventh World Congress, as
well as to cease acting like the leadership of a faction, instead of

~.. -the. International as a whole, which considers it scarcely necessary. to

“donsult the minority members of the U.S. on the important polltloal
questlons involving the whole International, .

That does not amount to a reply.
This is the least one can say.A.

Publlcatlon of the documents of the mlnorltz

The cleverness of the edltor of the reply consisted in mixing - .
financial reasons with reasons concerning a so=-called "right" of the
majorlty to éﬁlect what mlnorlty documents should be published}

, - The, magorlty found the financilal means to publlsh an issue of
"Quatridme Internationale"™ in which 1t took 67 pages mut of a total
of 72 pages devotlng in all 5 pages to the mlnorlty.

What generosity!

They hope in thls way to attain thelr factional aim of presentlng
the minority which raised the essential guestions of the debate in the
International and whith provoked the replles of the maacrlty, as ideo
logically poverty-stricken.

If financial questions preVented the magorlty from dlsplaylng its
generosity through some additional pages in our theoretical organs
devoted to the documents of the mlnorlty, why do they still refuse %o

publish these documents in the current number of these same publica~
tions?

In reality, the reply rests on the other "argument" of the major-
ity setting up the natural "right" of the majority to select fer itself .
the documents of the minority that are to be published,

This is a factional conception of democratic centralism that wasg
never part of the traditions and practices of our International.

Let this majority name a single example where the International,
confronted by the explicit request of any minority tendency whatso-
ever, has refused publication of the documents of such a tendency,

Not to mention the fact that at no time in the history of the
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International has a minority of such extent and importance as the
present minority existed within it,

The majority wants to keep up the myth of an opp031tionlformed
only by Comrade Pablo, “1solated" within the International, -

They carefully av01d letting the Internatlonal lmow that the
revolutionary Marxist tendency of the Fourth International which we
represent, includes a large number of organizations and leadlng cadres
of the International which 1s growing more and more., :

The revolutionary Marxist tendency of the Fourth Internatioﬁal
was oreated on the basgis of a politiecal platform.of declsiVe 1mpor-
tance for the future of the Fourth Internatlonal -

T,

That the majority finds the means to show gener051ty toward all

- kinds of currents going from the "Chinese," -the- MKhrushchevists," the

"Castroists," ete,, clear to Healy, .opening the columns of the organs
of the Internatlonal which 1t controls (as is the case most especlally
with Wdrld Outlook) ‘to the prose of these currents or to "ideological
discussions" with these currents, but that it strictly refuses to pre=
sent the positions of the minority of. the International, this is the
singular conception of "democratic centralism" which says a lot about
the mentality of the leaders of this tendency and what can happen to
the unity of the Internatlonal
[}

Never w1ll the revolutlonary Marx1st tendency of the Fourth Inter-

national accept continuation of such'a state of things. .

Consultatlon w1th all the members of the U.S.

" M1t is not p0331ble for the Seoretarlat 4o make all the positions
it takes dependent on prior reception of the opinion of nonresident

. members of the Secretariat," ‘declares. the reply of the United Seore-

tariat, 1ett1ng it be understood that we formulated such a demand, -

But our request dealt and deals with the necessity of consulting
the members of the U.,S, as a whole, particularly its minority for "all
Important texts" involving the policy of the Fourth International on

"questions as crucial for exagmple as the Sino~Soviet Conflict,

All the communiqués of the U,S., issued since the Congress of the
International, on reunification, on the Sino-Soviet confliet, on the
atomic treaty, on Algeria, were publlshed without the texts belng
communlcated beforehand.

Thé same procedure for the edltorlals of the “Quatrleme Inter-

nationale" and for its principal articles.

The minority is practically excluded from all consultation on
political questions as well as on the organizational llfe ol ~the
International,

In traveling and meeting, the members of the magority utllize for
themselves alone all the flnanCLal resources at the dlsp051tlon of the
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~ International without consulting the members &f the minority and
without helping them in traveling. so .that they could attend the
meetings of the U.S.

Making a pretext of the lack of financial resources, the major~'
ity places the members of the minority under necessity of covering
all their own expenses of travel to the places of U,3S., meetings,
chosen at the most distant points: 1n relation to the bases of the
minority,.

- .But to think of traveling, if only for once to A., for example,
the center of a revolution and one of the very important concentration
points of cadres of the International.becomes impossible,

-To justify this factlonal manner of leading the International,
without effective politicaI and organizational collaboration with the
minority, without even effective consultation, the majority takes
cover under the "argument" that we have just come out of a World Con=
gress, "democratically" prepared, which decided on all the questiens
and whlch permits it to now act as it pleases.

But the truth is qulte otherwise on . all these aspects of the
“argument u

: T leave aside the fact that several ef the documents of the.
minority were never even discussed in a large number of sections and
were not even known, as for example the English. translatlon of: the

text: “On Four Major Problems of Our Time," -

But let us take for example, the. questlon of the Sino=~Soviet .
conflict. What was the long "democratic® discussion on this questlon9
In reality, there was no discussion on this question, very limited,
moreover, even at the World Congress, due to the fuct that the maJority
chose precisely this question to carry on 1ts prlncipal polltlcal :
battle against the minority, - -

- No one expected that this grave questlon, scarcely disoussed in
-the International, was .to become the principal basis of delimitation -
between maJorlty and minorlty at the time of the Seventh World Congress.

The maJorlty belleved it had found for its tactic of domlnating
the Congress, the golden subject it was seeking in order to divert
the discussion and delimitation on the colonial revolution, on entry-.
ism, on the war, on de-~Stalinization, on the new composition, the-
functioning and location of the International leadership, cardinal - -
questions of the platform of the mlnority, and to center them en the
Sino~Soviet conflict, .

Beocause it had banked on the attractlon that bthe "leftlst u
"anti-Khrushchevist" positions of the Chinese could exercize on the
Trotskyist milieu,. favorable in principle to such an opening on-the -
part of the Chinese, Incapable of grasping the profound nature of -
the Chinese tendency of the bureaucracy, the outcome of its over-all
positions, the majority thought it possible to restore its fortunes
‘as a: tendency»that is at bobbtom rightist, routinist and practically
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cut off from the two essential revolubtionary sources of the present
- 'stage in-whioh the immediate fubture of the Fourth International rests;
namely, the Colonial Revolution and de-Stalinization; by declaring
thelr'ﬁorltloal support? of the Chinese tendency of the bureaucracy, -

so-called renovator of revolutionary Marxism and generator of genuine ...

left currents.

" But, scarcely'hav1ng formulated this "profound" and soriforting . .
analysls, events were precipitated that plaoed our majority, triumphe-
antly emerging from the World Congress, in the saddest embarrassment,

The Chinese tendency of the bureaucracy openly unmasked itself ,
as resolutely set against de-~Stalinization and profoundly imbued with’
Stalinist conceptions and practices (also within the domain of the
colonial revolution and the struggle against the bourgeoisie in the
advanced capitalist countries),

- To-such a point that- the theoreticians of the majority, over-
whelmed and panicked by the incredible Stalinist tirades of the Chin-
ese, ended up with the conclusions =~ in the articles which they were
obliged to devote to them =~ that on this line (Stalinist) of the
Chinese, any creation of a left current 1n common with the Chinese
had become practically impossible,

Moreover, the Chinese Who glorlfled the struggle conducted by.
Stalin “agalnst the Trotskyists and other agents of the Bourgeoi31e
did not give them any time to breathe within these "currents."

They took the initiative everywhere of expelling the few’ Trot-
skyists wandering among their "left currents."

To say under these conditions that the discussion on the Sino=-
Soviet-conflict is ®closed" for the moment caps everything., The .
truth is that the discussion on the Sino-~Soviet conflict never took.-
place in the International, that this discussion through a tactlcal
ruse and surprise became the ma jor political question at the time of
the World Congress and that following it events of crushing weight
occurred,  placing everything under a completely different light from
that whloh the majority sought to show things at the World Congress.

When Germaln Livio and ‘other authors see themselves forced to

- reopen the debate with the Chinese on the Stalinist p051tlons of the
latter, why haven'!t those who warned the International in time on the
lneV1tab111ty of such a development of the Chlnese tendency -of the
bureauoracy the rlght to intervene? . ;

To permlt the majority to reduce its "support" of the Chinese A
more and more to the "eritical" part and thus get out of the impasse
- in which they placed themselves?

We will never accept such an attitude, all the more so-since the

Sino~Soviet conflict raises a series of capital questions for the
1nternatlonal workers movement demanding a new thoughtuout reply,.

A new discussion in the International has become inev;table,asix
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months after a World Congress it is even in oomplete accordance w1th
the statutes.

It"is in addition demanded by a very. con31derable part of the
International whieh includes a series of sections, of important min-
orities and cadres of the International, . '

This discussion Wlll prove to be the most important 1n the his~
tory of the Fourth Internatlonal

Because it will bear on the essential questlons of our time and
allow completlon of the ideological rearmament by the revolutionary
Marxist tendency of the Internatlonal to whom the future of the 1atter

»gelongs.
With my Communist‘greetings,
| | M. PABLO

20/11/1963

IETTER FROM MINORITY
14/12/63

To the C.E.I.
To the“U.S.

Comrades,

We have just learned of thewdecisiOn‘of.therU.S. to not permit
the opening of the discussion in the International on the Sino=Soviet

-conflict, and of»malntalning the ban imposed on the documents of our
tendenoy«

Mouatridme Internatlonale“ has again appeared without publishing
the document of our tendency presented for vote at the 7th W.C, "On-
Four Major Problems of Our Time," and without publishing the article
on the Slno-SOV1et conflict by Comrade Pablo "It Is Time to See
Clearly," ,

We leave aside the fact that anether document by Comrade Pablo,
which has nothing to do with the present discussion in tho Internatlon-
al, of purecly theoretical character, dealing with Freudism, and sent

almost a year ago for publication, stlll remains in the drawers of the
edltors of this organ of the I,E.C,

Another recent document of the African Commission, issued at the
time of the Alger1an~Moroccan conflict, transmitted immediately to the
Algerian Government, in which the engagement was made by the methbers
of the African Comm1331on to be considered as mobilized in  the s ame
way as-the Algerlan combatants for any task in defense of the Algerian
Revolution, did not have the honor of publloatlon in either "World
Outlook™- nor~1n "Quatridme Internationale."
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Thus 1s confirmed the ostracism of which our tendency has been
mads vietim by the present factional majority of the International,

The article "It Is Time to See Clearly,™ designed for outside
publication, has just been published, accompanied by a reply from
the "U,S,.," in a kind of internal mlmeographed publication, for mem-
bers of the 'I.E.C, only, not having even the form or title of an
1nternal bulletin of the U,S.

The factional majority of this body, which includes moreover four
members of the minority (two full members and two alternates) arro-
gates to itself the right to monopolize the name of the U,S. and to
prevent for example the documents of a member of the I,E.C., of the
U,3., and of the leadership of a whole tendency of the International
becoming known to even the leaderships of the sections!

But this same factional majority does not scruple at all to pube
lish in "World Outlook" an interview of Comrade Ross Dowson, likewise
a member of the I.,E.C., taking a position in favor of the Mosocow
Atomic Treaty, which he moreover considers to be consistent with the
line advocated for a long time in this matter by the USSR (and not at
all as an essentially ant1~Chlnese operation as our factional majority
continues to maintain),

The request for an immediate reopening of the debate in the Inter-
national on the Sino~Soviet conflict, six months after the W,C, and in
fact of the new indisputable developments is now supported by a whole
series of sections, of minorities of seotlons and cadres of the Inter-
national,

The U,S., knows it and must make it known to the I.E.C, as well as
the whole International.

Bosides, the discussion has in reality already been opened in a
number of sectlons such as the Australian Section, the Austrian Sec~-
tion, the Dutch Sectlon, the Danish Section, the Peruvian Section snd
others, as well as at the level of the I.E,C.

Tho French Section has just decided to j’.mmediately reopen dis=
cussion in itg ranks, the tendency of Comrade Pierre Frank having been
placed 1n the mlnorlty.

Under these conditions to still oppose the discussion as does
the magorlty of the U,S, beoomes purely meaningless,

This is the first time in the history of the International that
such a stubborn refusal to open a political discussion has been mani-
fested,

This is the first time that such burcaucratic arbitrariness pro-
vailed in the leading bodies of the International, without considera-
tion for the extreme tension that such an attltude maintains in the
International. :

In the name of the revolutionary Marxist tendency'of'the\Fourth
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- International we demand once more.: that the discussion on the Sino-
Soviet conflict be immediately opened; that our public writings be
publlshed in the public Organs of the International; that our discus-
sion documents be published in the regular Internal Bulletin of the
U.,S. whichH must appear; that consultation of the majority of the U,S.
with the minority of the U,S, be established on all the major pollti~,
cal questions and texts (declaratlons of the U,S., editorials. of
"Quatridme” Internatlonale“)

- With our internationalist~communist greetings.

-~Por the Australian Section: Nic,
For the Dutch Section: Maurice
For the Peruvian Section: Julio
For the P,B. of the Danish Section: Preben
For the P,Bs of the Froench Section: Michard

_ For the African Commission: OSimonne '
For the Austrian Minority: Lerse
For the Greek Minority: Dennis:
M, Pablo, Member of the I.E.C. and of the U S.
Sal Santen, Member of the I.E,C, and of the U,S.

Ismael Frias, Member of the I.E.C. and of the U,S. (Alternate)
~-Anderson, Membor of the I,E.C. and of the U.S, (Alternate)
Lenoir, Member of the I,E.C. and of the U,S, (#1tornato)

Hellone, Member of the Afrioan Commission
- Privas, ‘Member of the African Commission ..
Plerre, Member of the African Commission

P,S. - The editorial in the number of "Quatridme Internationale® just
cut, "Mystifications et réalitds," oriented exclusively on the Moscow
Atomlc Treaty, 1s an additional proof of the sectarian impasse in
which -the- ma%ority of the U,S. has stra ayed. in accordance with its
“pro~Ch1nese position, , _

On the other hand the art1f101"1 character and bad falth nf a -
number of -arguments employed to combat the Treaty brings grave injury
to the prestige of the International and will not fail to arouse a
cortain prejudice id our real mass weork, We will return to this ques-
tion as well as to a certain number of other positions taken by the ‘
majority of the U,S, which have appeared in orguns it controls.
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THE ISSUE IS DEMOCRATIC CENTRALISM

s | By tho Unlted Secretariat

After the full replies made by the United Secretariat to his ,
letter of October 8 and his article of September 27, Comrade Pablo -
feels it necessary to continuc the polemlc in a new lengthy letter
dated November 20, 1963, as well as in a letter of his tendoncy
-dated Dccember‘14 1963

We sincerely regret this polemic which is essentially sterile
and céﬁtfdﬁﬁ“to the -spirit of democratic centralism, The latter
requlres that after a Congress, themm&Jorlty should carry out its
The dlscu531on that is then reopened, in preparation for tho follow=
ing Congress, will in this way be oonstruotiVG insofar as experience
brings out elements that are new to one side or the other, Otherwise,
a discussion after a Congress will repcat cssentially the same argu-
monts as the discussion before and during the Congress which would
signify objectively that the minority did not recognize the verdlot
of the Congrecss., .

This traditionmal custom of. our movement is all the more appli—
cable in relation to a Congress of Unification, which should open a
new stage in the construction of the International and start afresh,
largely in abstraction from the polemics of the past, After such a

- Congress, the activity of the International ought to be oricented

toward external work and not toward internal discussion, We are con-
scious, so far as we are concerned, of hav1ng done and of wanting to
do eVGrythlnn possible so that.Comrade Pablo’ porsonally, and all the
mombers of his tendency, could integrate themselves in the new leader-
ship of. the united International and occupy there the place duc them
in accordance with both their numerical weight and their personal
qualitles and the activities in whlch they are engaged

‘But integration such as that requires loyal appllcatlon of the
decisions of the Reunification Congress which arc binding for the
whole organization and not just one tendcncy,. and it demands acbual
collaboration on the leadership level and not the immediatc unleash-
lng of a new polemic, But Comrado Pablo sought to reopen the discus=-
sfon as soon as the World Congress of Reunlflcatlon endcd, just as he
said he 1ntended to at the Congress 1tself (1)

(L)rhe argument used in the letter of December 14 1965, aocordlng to
which it is normal to reopen discussion six months after a Congress,
has an odd ring, since the Pablo tendency formally-demanded the rcopen-
ing of discussion not six months but two months after the Congress,

As for us, wo have stated that the next IEC could rcopen an internal
dlscu331on and we maintain this position, Even stranger is the argu-
ment contained in the same letter of Decomber 14, 1963, accoerding . to
which "the discussion has in.reality alrcady beon opencd" by some soc=
tions and thoreforc to opposc i1t becomes "purely meaningless," 1In
other words: sincc the nilnority comrades have opened discussion in.
violation of discipline, the- magorlty should bow to the accomplffﬁed

fact. . .
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Thus the new accusations ' launched by Comrade Pablo and his tenw
dency against the 1eadersh1p of ‘the Internatlonal, “according to which
it is acting as "the leadership of a factlon,' appears to us both
1ncomprchen81ble and contradictory,

On the one hand, Comrade Pablo accusces us of wanting "to keep up
the myth of an opp031tlon formed only by Comrade Pablo, 'isolated!
within the International," But on the other hand, ‘sinco all the deci-
sions that have been made, since the Reunification Congress, within ‘
the leadership body set up by this Congress according to norm, namoly,
the United Secretariat to whose meetings the reproscntatives of the
Pablo tondency have regularly atbtonded (oXcept the meoting of November

9~10 from which they voluntarily abstained), Compade Pablo, in pre-
tendlng that we are acting without COnsultlng his tendency, is really
saylng that we are acting without oonsulting him

It is clear that following a Congress, a demooratically clected
leadership has not only the right but tho duty to apply the mandato
it received from this Congress,

The'minority has the right to bo consultoed on its decisions and
to try to influence them within the regular lcading bodics, Bubt to
demand that the loadership should halt its work and subordinate the
publication of resolutions to prior consultation with a single comrade
of the minority who cannot participate in thosc lecadership bodies
mcans to substitute for democratic centralism the conception of a
federation of tendencics, a conception completely contrary to the
tradition of our movement, which Comrade Pablo ncver applied or
accepted when he was secretqry of the I.S., and which we for our part
will never accept either,

The strange organizational conceptions of Comrade Pablo =~ based
on arbitrariness and the rejection of all norms that do not fit his
factional struggle -- are observable in the very contents of the lot-
ter of December 14, The majority of theo United Sccrctariabt "arrogates
to itself the right to monopolize the name of the U,3." ~~ despite the

fact that all its proposals are made within the United Socretariat,

wherc the mMinority has two votes out of ten, in accordance with the_
vote at the Congress, But Comrade Pablo flnds it perfoctly normal
that his tendency document should be signed, for example, by "the P.Be
of the French Scetion" "although it was never submitted to that body,
while in the Central Committcc of this section the proposal to open
public discussion was passed by only seven votes against six(2); he

(27To 1nd10ate the situation in the Prench scction, we note that at
the Central Committoc meeting of October which discussed thoe report
of the dolegatas to the World Congross the polltlcal votes were as
follows"_” . ,

(a) Maurel—Mlchard resolutlon approving the gencral llne of - the
minority of Comrado Pablo: For, 6; against, 7; abstontlon, 1.

(b) Frank resolution approving the goneral llne adoptod by the
Congress: = For, 7; against, 7. .




finds it normal that his factional document should be signed by the
"Australlan Section" although in the Australian scction there is a
very 1mportant minority that is opposad to this unprincipled factional
strugglec with its violations of the rulcs of democratic centralism,
And he finds it normal to have the document even signed by "thce P¢B.
of the Danish Secction," whilc the leadership of this section rcjocted
the demand to reopen dlsou8310n by threc votes against twol

It is clear that in the public organs of the International, the
leadership engages in public debate with tendencies of the workeors.
movement outside our movement, But to utilize the fact that we dis-
cuss publicly with the Khrushchevists, the Chinese, the Castroists,
the Yugoslavs, as a pretext for demandlng for a mlnorlty in our organ-
ization the same right to debate Eubllclz gsignifies in reality to
wipe out the fundamental diffcrences botween mombers of the movemont
who must be bound by discipline in facing outwardly and the adversaries
of our movement, towards whom a rovolutionary Marxist organization
clecarly cannot impose any disciplinec.

For all thesc reasons we cannot accept the accusation that we
have acted as the leadership of o faction., Wec have submittoed all
political toxts of the United Scerchariat beforchand to the minority
reprosentcd within this body., It is theroforc false to decelarc that
the minority -1s "practically cxcluded from a2ll consultation on poli-
tical questlons as well as on the organizational 1lifc of the Intor-
national," All the docisions regarding the travel of majority mombers
of the United Seccretariat are made at mcetings of the United Sceroc-
tariat to which all corrcspondencc is submitted in addition, Docs
Comrade Pablo propose a dlfforont proccdurc with regard to this?

- Unfortunately onc cannot say as much for the activities of com-
rades of the minority, who do not submit their activities to any con-
trol by the international organization, Neither the Dutch section
nor the Australian section send any rcports to the United Scorctariat.
The same remark appliocs to the "African Commission" from which we have
not received any rcport on activitics during the six months that have
passed since the World Congress, Comrade Pablo himsclf chosc of hisg
own will to change. the composition of this commission by "co~opting"
Comrade Privas without asking anyonc!s opinion although the members
of all commissions were d351gnated by the I.E.C. following tho World
Congrcss. _

It is incorrect to declaro that the membors-of the majority .

"utilize for themsclves alonc all the financial resources at the dis-
position of the International," Aside from paying the debts of the
Rounification Congross, the financial rcosources of the International
arc absorbed exclu31voiy by the publications of the United Scerectariatb
and the Intornational Exccutive Committec, which are morc costly than
before, and: by running cxpenscs, No member, either majority or minor-
1%y, receives thoe slightest rcimburscment for traveling to mcctings

of the Unitod Secrctariat, Thesc meetings arc held at places that

arc centrally located for seven of the ten comrades of the Unitod
- Secrctariat, or for eight if tHe alternates of the Pablo tondency are
included, In view of the financial situation, does Comrade Pablo cone~
sider it rcasonablc that cight members should travel regularly Where
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the ninth is located? The places chosen arc equally ceentral for
alternatc members of the minority and likcwisc for Comrade Santen,.
Again, Comrade Pablo appears to identify himsclf personally with the
mlnorlty whon ho speaks of placcs chosen "at the most distant points”
in relation to thc bases of thc minority," somethlng that applios
only tov him, - .

It is not acouratc to acousc the majority of considoring it "im-
possible" to "think of traveling, if only for once to A" Comrade
Pablo knows very well that tho majority of the United Secrctariat .
itself proposed that the meetlng of the United Secrctariat for Novems -~
ber should be held in-A,; if this did not occur, it was not its rault.,

Nor is it accurate to declare that the minority is the viotlm of
"ostracism" by the majority and that it is denied collaboration in
the public organs of the International, To the contrary, the majority
has not ceased to appeal to theé minority, -and especlally the African
Commission and Comrade Pablo to write regularly for "World Outlook, #
to write an article for the latcst number of "Quatridme Intcrnatlonalo n
to prepare for publication the report by Comrade Pablo at the World .
Congress on Algeria, which was scheduled to appear at the samo timg
as the political report by Comrado Germnln. None of thesec roqubsts
. met with any rcsponse, N

Whaot ls”true is that the majority has not asked the oomrados of
the minority to write articles on subaects on which thesec comrades
have differences with the majorit This procedurc 1s normal aﬁa_ip
accordange with democratic centra 1sm which calls for qpplloatlen ;g
public of the line of the majority, Consequently wo have askod
comrados of the- mlnorlty to write on subjects on which no dlffereg§es
cxist among us ds§ on the Algcrlan question,

Hore again- ‘the conception that Comrade Pablo qdvaneos (when he
is in the minority) on the subjest of democratic oentralmSm is most
bizarre, Befora the World Congﬂbss e demandoed 1nternql and publie
2 'parlty og,oxpr6331on for the‘$WO tcn&encles (we were in agroemcn; -on

oparity 1M the internai>orgd ), during the Congress, he again domanded
Tho Congress, he contlnues to damaﬂd

""parlty of expression both Internally and publicly. Under thesec con—,

ditions, of what purposc was the Gongruss9 We should like Gomrade
Pablo, after having domanded his "rights" and having hurled acceusa-~ .
tions broadside of "bureaucratism," to tell us what he considers- the -
dutics of a minority after a Congress to be. In practicc, 1t seems
that he does not rccognize any. . . ‘ E

On the political questions again raised in the new leotter from
Comrade Pablo we will say only-asfew words, since thesc quostions’
werc alroady.fully. commented on in our reply to the prececding letter
from Comrade Pablo fapponded to the minutes of the Unitod Sccrotariat
meeting of Novqmber 9~310 -~ United Secrotariat minutes, incidontally,
contrary to Comrade Péblo!'s affirmation, are sent to all leadorships
of scetbions and not just to mombers of the I. E C.).

Comrado Pablo makes out that the majority-did not "discover" the
necessity for criticizing the Chincsc on the question of Stalin until
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after the World Congress, and that the pro-~Stalinist documents of
the Chinese placed the maJOrlty "in the saddest embarrassment,"

" But the oomradss of the International know Very well that the
doouments adopted- by the Reunification Congress declured'

"our appreciation of the significance of the 1deolog10al and
political evolution of the Chinese Communists does not prevent us in
the least from expressing our criticisms on a whole series of questions
where their positions are erroneous and dangerous. . . . =

"In the second place we criticize the backwardness of the Chinese
Communists on the problems of de~Stalinization, to whiech, however, at .
an earlier stage they seemed to wish to contribute, HEspecilally bad .
is their attitude toward the Albanian Stalinists and even toward old
Stalinist groups in the USSR, . their retlcence in face of the Soviet .

condemnation of Stalin and nis tcult,! This attitude can have only
negative oconsequences. , , " (Fourth International, No, 17, 1963,
Pe, 52 ) ’ i '

The majority of the United Secretarlat consequently was not in
the least "embarrassed" at having to eriticize the article of the
Chinese defending Stalin, since the necessity for such criticism had
been stated at the World Congress. What the maj ority refused to do
was to imitate Comrade Pablo in his hasty and light-minded identifi-
cation of the Chinese tendency with "Stalinism," which would in prac-
tice have paralyzed any inbtervention by Trotskylsm in the Sino-=Soviet
conflict in most of the countries of Latin America, Asia, Africa and
certain European countries in accordance with the aim of constructing
a new revolutionary leadership instead of the simple aim of "advising"
the bureaucratic, opportunistic Khrushchevist factions,

Comrade Pablo is also mistaken when he declares that the "Chinese®
have everywhere expelled the "Trotskylsts" from the "left currents"
which théy inspired and that any collaboration is impossible with
these currents from now on, Practical experience has shown to the
contrary that within these tendencies differentiation inevitably
appears around the problem of Stalin -~ on condition that we approach
them from a position of critical support without "condemnlng them as
a whole in secotarian fashion as "Stalinists."

, On the subject of publishing the World Congress documents of the
minority and similarly the organization of a new »ublic discussion
'between the majority and the minority, Comrade Pablo found a genuinely
"new" argument: "Let this majority name a single example where the
International, confronted by the explicit request of any minority
tendency whatsoever, has refused publication of the documents of such
.2 tendency," (Our emphasis,) We could easily reply: "Let Comrade
Pablo name a single example where a minority tendency in the Inter-
national has demanded, immediately following a Congress, the complete
publicatlon of all 1ts documents and--theses, rejected by the Oongress,

in the public press of the International, " a demand absolutely con-
Irary to the spirit of democratic centrallsm. Neither immediately
- following the Second World Gongress -when the minority was numerically
larger than the Pablo tendency is today, nor immediately following the
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Third World Congress, when it was less numerous than the Pablo ten=
dency, but still.not insignificant (it had the majority of two sec~
tions in 1ts ranks) did the press of the I.E.C, -~ Comrade Pablo was
then secretary of the I.S, ~-- publish a single document of the min-
ority tendencies,(3) '

The attempt to cast doubt -- a posteriori -- on the demoocratic
preparation of the World Congress, is not serious, Comrade Pablo _
knows very well that this Congress was preceded by eighteen months of
discussion, involving more than thirty internal bulletins, Never
before has the International had such an ample discussion (out of the
thirty bulletins, the bulk of them were moreover filled with articles
by the Pablo tendency). That this or that article was insufficiently
discussed in this or that part of the International was inevitable
and could not be held to be the fault of the majority of the oubtgoing
leadership, We can cite an example where this played in favor of the
Pablo tendency: The national conference of the -Dutch section which
adopted the theses of Comrade Pablo was not acquainted with even a-
single document of the majority, none of them having been transilated,
as the leaders of the section admitted at the time. The articles of
Comrade Frank and Comrade Germain were not then and have not yet been
translated, We have never converted into grievances organizational
incidents of this kind which are due to organizational weakness, But
no one can doubt that this Congress was prepared by one of the most

democratic discussions we have ever had and that this discussion had

~already involved the problems of the .Sino-Soviet conflict a year be~-

fore the Congress (as is attested by numerous articles, particularly
"The Four Major Problems of Our Time" by Comrade Pablo himself, which
has an cntire heading on this question and which dates a year before .
-the World Congress!) - ' :

. r ’

It is therefore a fact that a Congress decided after a long,
~ democratic discussion, by a vote that left no doubt whatsoever on
the relative size of the majority and minority, To demand undor
these conditions the reopening of a discussion, and still more a
public discussion, immediately after this Congress, is contrary to
the tradition of our movement,

But Comrade Pablo is very bold in challenging us to name "a
single example" in our movement where such a demand on the part of a
minority has been refused. The domand was made by the Shachtman=-
Burnham tendency during the 1939-40 discussion in the Socialist Work-
~ors party, It was made during the discussion, and here is how Comrade
- Trotsky replied: ‘ . ’ :

-

_"The New International and Socialist Appeal are not instruments
of the discussion under the control of a specilal disscussion committee,
but rather instruments of the Party and of its National Committés,
In the discussion bulletin, the opposition can ask for equal rights
with the majority, but the official party publications have the duty

TEaIt must be recalled that at the Seventh World Congress, the Pablo"
tendency rcepresented fifteen per cent of the mandates, a proportion
that was- considerably reduced following reunification,
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--to defend the point of view of the Party and the Fourth International
until they are changed. A discussion in the pages of the ofllcial
party pdb%fbations can be considered only within the limits estab-
- lished by the majority of the National Committee. It is so self-
-evident that arguments are not necessary," {(Our emphasis,) (In
_Defense of Marxism, p. 65, ) ' . o

. ‘That was the point of view of Comrade Trotsky and of the Inter-
national with regard to a demand for a public discussion with "equal
rights" between majority and minority before a Congress. And when
the Shachtman~Burnham tendency repeated the same demand after the
Congress where it had been placed in a minority (having obtained
forty per cent of the votes however), Comrade Trotsky characterized
..the dem?nd as a "monstrous pretengion,® (In Defense of Marxism,

Pe 166

: As Trotsky said, this position 1s so evident, within the frame-
work of democratic centralism, that it does not even require argument.
Comrade Pablo has known it for eighteen years. He has never previ-
ously challenged it, He himself applied it numerous times when he
held a majority in the International., He himself has written that
ggnulne attachment to democratic centralism is demonstrated when one
is 1n a mlnorlty and 1n disagreement with the majority., This is the
position in which he finds himself now, It is up to him to show his
genulne attachment to democratic centralism by ceasing to demand a
publioc discussion and by collaborating loyally with the majority in
applying the line adopted by the World Reunification Congress.

- . The Unlted_Seoretariat
Decembor 22, 1963 |

- IETTER FROM COMRADE FRIAS

Decenber 30, 1963

To THE U,S,, I.E.C., AND TO THE
LEADERSHIPS OF THE SECTIONS

Dear Comrades

,‘ I protest in the most energetlo way against the note on Vone~
zuela, publlshed in Vl'Internatlonale" (No. 17, Pe '5). h



The said note is a classical condensation of sectarianisn, dogmatlsm
and lack of understanding of the Colonial Revolution, which if it were to
preVa il would ineluctably bring to: ruln any- Seetlon and ﬁhe lntern"tlonal
as d"wWholIe, ) ,

Ir7it Fefiects the positions of our Venezuelan comrades, 'the"Inter~
national must tell them that they are mov1ng toward their doom isolating
themselves from the real Revolution of their own country, and’ that they
are discrediting and compromising Trotskyism in the eyes of the leader-
ship.of the Cuban Revolution and all the revolutionaries of Latln Amerlea.

Unfortunately no eonfidence can be placed in the present ma;orlty of
the U.S, to c¢arry out this. duty. The publication of such a note demonw’
strates that they, too, do not understand the. problem, They manifest in
this case the same incapacity to understand the concrete march of a Revo-
lution such as they exhibited during the crisis of the G,P.,R.A. in 1962,

Because of this, I appeal, through this letter, to the entire-.Inter-
natlonal in order to bring about a radical change on this question, put-
 ting it within the framework of the struggle of the revolutionary Merxist
tendeney ‘led by Comrade Pablo, in order to reorient the Fourth.

THE EIECTIONS A "SETBACK" FOR THE F, A L. N‘

Adopting the sarme attltude as Elena de la Souehere in the 0pportun#
istic "France Observateur," the note of "1!'Internationale™ states that
"the pre31dent1al elections in Venezuela are a setback for the F,A.L.N,
which called for abstention (5%)." ‘

Can the foet be eharacterlzed as a "setchk" that 70% of the voters
"abstained in the capital, Caracas, according to the figures glven by the
government 1tself (of which "1tInfernationale® is not unaware, since it -
mentions them)?

Is it perhaps a "setback" when the candidates voted for by a sector
of the masses, who, sympathizing with the F.,A.L.N., were forced to go to
the ballot boxes, received the same percentage of votes as the official
" triumphant candldate (32%)2

The fact is that all the opposition parties and independent observers
have denounced the fraudulent manlpulutlon carried out by the Betancourt
government with the votes of the illiterates in the interior zones of the
country, As for the high vote received by the rightist candidate Uslar
‘Pietri and the Social Christian party. COPEI, this- 31gn1f1es that even big
sectors of the well-off petty bourgeoisie, runnlng into the bourgeoisie,
are against the repressive policy of the A D, (botihh of them came out for

a "legal" attltude against the arbitrariness of Betancourt).

The offlclal figures, which hide and dissimulate the abstentlon, can
surprise no one, after experiences like those of the Melections™ and -
"referendums" organlzed by the French imperialists in Algeria, This is
not to deny that ebstention- is actually a very difficult slogan to apply,
even when 1t is entirely correct and necessary.

What is 1mportunt and decisive is that the F,A.L.N., has regected
Jjustifiably, the electoral road, thus clarifying the eonsclousness of the
masses, not only the Venezuelan but of all Latin America,
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The "triumph' of government candldqte, Leoni, likewise ‘hes nothlng
surprising about it, if it is recalled that even in Cuba, in 1958, a few
months before the v1otory of Fidel Castro, the Batista dictatorship had
its candidate, Agliero, "win" the electlons. There were also those at
that time who con31dered these comitia as a "setback? for the 26 of July.

THE PROGRAM OF THE F.A,L.N, DOES NOT HAVE "A REVOLUTIONARY CONTENT"?

"LtInternationale" dares to write that the declarations of the
F.A, LN, "echo too much those of Betancourt when he sabotaged the agrarian
reform," Brilliant example of what Trotsky called the incapacity to dis-
tinguish the face of the revolution from its rump, or worse still, tho
revolution from the counterrevolution) I don't recall anything similar
since the epoch when Comrade Peng (today firm supporter of the majority .
of.the U,S,) declared that there had been no Revolution in Cblna, after
the rise to power of Mao Tse~tung. :

In the purest style of the unrestrained and sectarian "“old Trotsky-~
ism," the authors of the unfortunate note explain the lesson to the =
F.A,L,N,: i

"The setback for the F.A.L.N. is not accidental. The policy itjis
developing is essentially democratic:

"-.Formation of a civil and military government ol national unlty
with the partlclpatlon of all the parties.

--Resnect ‘for the propertles of the big merenante, inaustrlalists
end farmers who are not accoipllces 1n the crimes of Betancourt,

The leadership of the F.A.L. N. ‘does not give its progranm a revolu-
: tlonary content, It seeks to ally itself with the 'good Venezuelans! ard
in particular the 'good militarists' and thus loses 1ts chances to mobll—
ize the peasant mass," ‘

It is ev1dent that the program of the F.A.L,N, suffers from big A
deficiencies, "And, naturally, the opportunist influence of the opportun-,'
istic Communist party of Venezuela can be felt in it. :

Nevertheless, it must not be forgotten that the F,A.L,N, is not a
revolutlonary Marxist party but a united front of combat -~ and of combat
with arms in hand -~ against imperialism and its native agents (among them
the national bourge0131e). The program of the F,A,L,N., consequently,
cannot be the integral program of Trotskyism (1t would have to. be- like
that even if we were leading it). . |

. In addition, it 1s undeniable that the F,A.L,N. must pose and solve.
the problem of .isolating to the maximum the government of Betancourt and.
of galnlng to its side a sector of the young offlclaldom.

The formulatlons and, in general, the language of the F.A,L,N, are,
and cannot cease to be, dl;ferent from the particular terminology of
Marxism, How can they otherwise speak to the masses? MNMasses whose ele-
mentar{ political e xperience and whose prejudices must be taken into
accoun _

But, with regards. to the agrarianfreform and antiwimperialism, the

s
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program of the F,A,L,N. 1s unequivocal, It is a Fldellstu progr am, . that
means Marx1st—Len1nlst in the concrete conditions of Latin America and
in partlcular, of Venezuela, This is what is de0151Ve.

- This sald there is no doubt tnat this- program must be completed and
polished, in the direction of the most precise possible socialist defini-
tion, Wlthout forgetting, either, the necessity to incorporate in it the
antibureaucratic norms wnlch haVe been elaborated through the experience
of the Workers States and the most recent experiences in Yugoslavia and :
Algeria (selfﬁmanagement, etc,), Here is a task that only tne‘Venezuelan
Trotskylsts can carry out}. - ) Co

Why 1s it that the present leadership of the International does not
see and does not tell our comrades in Venezuela that, to accomplish this
role, they must integrate themsslves precisely in the ranks of the FoAoL.No
and participate personally 1n all its act1V1ties9

“If not wnat authorltv and what hearlng can tney hope for?
"SCHEMAS“ AND "CASTROIST ROAD™

"It does not suffice, unfortunately, toreject the Stalinist schemas
of peaceful roads and to transform into a schema the Castroist road for
taking power," pretentiously continues the learned author of the note.

And, exhibiting his entire lack of ~understanding of the concrete
form of the Permanent Revolution in our epoch, that is, the role played
in it by-the guerrillas based in the specifiec peasantry of the "Third
World," he pursues his lesson: "Castro was able to conbtent himself with
a Smele appeal for democracy and the promise of an agrarian reform in
order to draw the peasantry against Batista. This was because Batista
held the island down with a bloody dlctatorsnlp.“

There could be no more superflcial, confused and false appreclatlon
of the Castroist road

Because this did not consist of an Tappeal for democracy" ‘and ‘a .
"promise for agrarian reform." And the ‘peasantry did not: follow Castro
because of his "a ppeals“ and his "promises.,"

’ The Castroist road is, simply, the eflectave orﬂanlzaclon of an
armed struggle based on peasants without land. And 1f the peasantry
mobilized behind CastrqQ it was because he organized guerrillas who took -
more or less wide zones of the country away from the rule of the pro-
landlord government,

The armed . struggle, guerrilla warfare, has its own dynamlc, and even
when it begins around a very limited program (purely national; for inde=
pendence, as in the case of the F,L.N, of: Algeria), it tends 1neV1tab1y
to transform itself into a socialist revolution, Tﬂe only requisite for
this %o happen is for the guerrilla fighters to succeed in planbing them-
selves, rooting themselves, in the peasantry, who, then, mobilize them-
selves in mass behind them, more or less rapldly. s u

Hence the historic 31gn1flcance of the d60131on‘of§tné‘F A L,N, to
resort to armed struggle (which they organized in the cities as well as in
the country31de). And the effectiveness demonstrated for more than a year

A




-.45..

by the peasaht and - urban guerrilla flahters of the F,A.L.N, proves. that
they have alreeady satlsfactorlly:reallzed their phase of 1mplantatlon.

To try to explain the success of Fidel Ceastro solely by the‘“bloody ’
dlctntorshlp" of Batista, is to forget that Latin America has suffered
and is still suffering from many dlctatorshlps as bad or worse, without
uhese automatlcally producing the same results..

“On tne other hand, is the author of the note perhaps unaware that
in all the Lau1n~American countries (with. the single exception of:-Argen=-
tina) the peasants suffer permanentlx from a bloody dictatorship of the
landlords, which manifests itself in the most absolute arbitrariness and
periodic massacres? It is precisely to this that Fidel Castro refers
when he says that the objective conditions for armed struggle exist in
the great mejority of the republics of Latin America,

" The indispensable catalyzing factor of the Latin-American revolution
is the guerrilla fighter, His appearance or his absence determines
whether a country continues to vegetate in a vicious circle from "demo=
cracy® to "dictatorship® and vice versa, or whether it marches toward an
outcome. "3 la Cubana® yesterday, "2 la Venezolana" today, etec.

This does not mean, nqturally, that everI guerrilla action is neces~
sarily opportuno, or well placed, nor that each one of them has its
triumph assured in advance. Many errors- and failures have occurred
already and there will still be many more, It is necessary to try to
avoid them’ through adequate preparation. But, through them, the forces
of the revolutlon become skilled and tempered No other road exists,

“ - In addltlon, it is absolutely essential to understand that guerrilla
warfareé in Latin America is not a phenomenon isolated to each country butb
forms part of a single continental movement, which combines the traits
of “the democratic revolution (antifeudal anc for the agrarian reform) with
those of the antl-lmperlallst war -of liberation and netional unification
(for the Socialist Federation of Latin America) and those of the construc=-
tion of Workers States with nationalized and planned economic footpaths
which will become co-ordinated untll they are integrated into a single
marxet of Latin America, ~

Wlthln this perspectlve"ltmls evident that no Trotskylst can oppose
or stand aside from the struggle of the FL,A. L N. in Venezuela,

Which, of course, does not mean that he cannot crltlolze its tactics
and its prooram (w1thout sectarlanlsm or ultraleftlsm).

. But to have the right to do thls and 1f he wishes to be heard, it is
necessary to have previously taken a post in their ranks.

We are not mistaken: The Venezuelan Revolution is on the march and

#The activity of the F,A,L.N, includes at present: economic sabotage of
Yankee enterprlses especially oil installutlons, attacks on barracks and
police posts, in order to obtain arms; capture of ships and planes, as
well as kldnapplng of personalities (1nclud1ng North American’ offleers)
for propdganda purposes; temporary seizure of radio and televigion sta=-
tions for revolutionary broadcasts; and, above -all, the -action of pcasant
guerrillas on five "fronts" extendlno tnrough varlous Stﬂtes. '

‘o
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the F,A.L.N, is its organization. The Section of the Fourth' International
in Venezusla must recognize it and act accordingly. To do otherwise will
be to liquidate 1tself not Wltnout the severest damage to the reputation
of” Trotskylsm as a whole.

The majority of the U,S. by not understandlng and by not making our
Venezuelan comrades understand, does nothing but confirm its polltloal '
bankruptey, already evident in ’its "neutrallty" at the time of the crisis
‘between Ben Bella and the G.P,R.A., in its "critical support" of the pro- .
Stalinist .Chinese leaders and, in general, in its re81stanoe to 1ntegrat~_)
ing the Fourth - Internatlonal 1n the COlinal Revolutlon.“ -

Fraternally,

Tsmael Frias

RESOLUTION OF FRIAS' LETTER ABOUT AN ARTICLE IN “L! INTERHAT IONALE

The Unifed Secretariatb has studied the letter addressed by Comrade
Thoas Degembon 80, 1965, dTo‘the U,S., I,E.C., and<to the leaderships of
the sections," : e ' ; |

In this letter Comrade Frias v1olently attacks the na30rltv of the o

United Secretariat for a -note on the elections in Venezuela which apbeared o

in No, 17 of 1'Internationale, organ of the French section. It happens
that not only is no member of the United Secretariat responsible for pub- .
lishing this note, or -for its appearance, but the editorsghip of 1l!Inter-
nationale is held by two members of the tendency to which Comrade Frias .
belongs, with whom he recently signed a document, that is, Comrades Maurel
and Mldhard and it is to them that he should have addresded himself on
the subgect of the note on Venezuela, ' :

Gomrade Frias! attack, consequently, is completely mistaken in the
addresses; and if one cared to follow him on the terrain where he has
launched an engagement with such maladroitness, he could be invited to
open a strugﬁle first of all in his own tendency before 1t succeeds in
"reorienting tne Fourth International, :

- But, without enterlng 1nto the political merits or demerits of the
note whloh appeared in the Internationale, the United Secretariat -- one
of whose tasks is to follow the press of our movement but not to intervene
like a gendarme over no mabtter what small bit that appears ~- 1g forced
to condemn without reserve thewnay in which Comrade Frias polemicizes in-
the circumstances, . - - S

~

Vormally he should have written to the editors 01'1'Intern;tionale
to tell them that they had publlshed an. erroneous . artlcle to his: way or”
thll’lklng, - - . o : . -« :

Contrary to thls he addresses himself "To tne U.S., I,E.C., ‘and to
the leaderships of the sections," without making any preliminary effort
to check the facts, and amalgamates in such a letter France Observateur,
the Cuban Revolutlon, the 1962 CrlSlS of the Prov131ona1 Governmont of the
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Algerlan Republlc Comrade Peng, seslf-management, critical support of the
Chinese, etc, This is reminiscent -~ it must be said, unfortunately =~
of the methods of Posadas in. an. embryonic way., Of these methods Comrade
PFrias was a vietim in his time, methods which consist of seizing for fac-
- tional aims anything that looks good and of throwing all questions into
the same pot in order to dish out major excommunications., By replaclng
objective analysis with maneuvers and factional inveetive, a blow is 7
struck at the serious construction of revolutionary Marxist parties,  in-
eludlng such parties in Latln America, _

The letter of Comrade Prias attacking the ma3ority ofvehe Inter- N
natlonal for some lines published by members of his own tendency is, in
reality, ridiculous., But it does have the merit of standlng as an example
show1ng where factlonallsm can lead, \

MOTION ON CEYLON SUBMITTED BY ANDbRSON

The Mlnorlty tendency nembers of the Unlted Secretariat consider the
actlons, letters and documents of the Majority of the United Seoretariat
on the ULF in Ceylon as contrary in essence to.the Open Letter of the Vth
World Congress of the 4th International to the LSSP. We therefore:

.. {1} -Censure the non-publication, internally or externally, of the
letter of the 7th World Congress, and demand its immediate publication,
internally and 1n the next publlcatlons of FI, QI and CI,

(2) Protest at the alterations made by the Bureau of the Unlted
Secretariat in the letter apprOVed by the 7th dorld Congress, which soltens
its criticisms of the LSSP I lajority, :

(3) Protest at the scandalous support given to the ULF in the Reso—
lution sent on the ocecasion of the establishment of the ULF, which is con-
trary to the line of the 7th World Congress, and also particularly protest
at its publlcatlon 1n the last QI before the publlcatlon of ‘the lebtter of
the Congress, -

(4) Demand the rapid publlcatlon of a dossier of all documents on
the ULP, -as aggreed unanimously at the September meetlng of the Un, Sec,,
and. Whlcn hes so far not been publlshed

. STATEMENT BY UNITED SECRETARIAT
ON ANDERSONTS MOTION CONCERIING CEYLON .

The motion on Ceylon submitted by Comrade Anderson on behalf of the
Minority at the December 22 meeting of the United Secretariat, which was
" postponed by the Magorlty for consideration at the next meet:ng, includes
the follow1ng charges: (1) ‘that the Majority has softened the criticisms
made . by the Seventh World Congress of positions taken by the LSSP magorlty,'
(2) that the Magorlty of the United Secretariat is not publishing in the -

el
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iﬁ;érnai bulletin certain documents concerning this question, the impli-
cation being that this is willful and in violation of a unanimous decision
of the United Secretariat itself; (3) that the Majority has taken a public

 “position on the United Left Front in violation of the line of the Seventh

World Congress, Finally, Comrade Anderson makes two demands: (1) that the
documents referred to above, concerning the Ceylonese question, be given
"papid publication" inbernally; (2) that the letter of the Seventh World
Congress to the LSSP be given "immediate publication® both in the internal
bulletin and in Fourth International, Quatri2me Internationale and Cuarta
Internacional, * ' . : S

On the charge of administrative dereliction, the fact is that the
‘documents which were unanimously approved for internal publication by the
United Secretariat were placed at once on the work list and have now
appeared, : '

As for the more or less political charges involved in,the motion sub-
mitted by Comrade Anderson, a glaring omission should be noted. He cites
the Seventh World Congress but leaves out the following Reunification Con-

gress in which he nonetheless participated and approved. -

The Reunification Congress placed with the united new leadership the
responsibility of doing everything in its power to cement the ties re-
established after a long split and to work for fresh cohesion and stabil-
ity in the world Trotskyist movement., This required a certain organiza-~
tional relaxation for a period and a serious effort to ameliorate internal
disputes .in the various sections and in the components of the united move-
ment -- especially disputes inherited from the past -- in order to help
every area in the common problem of making a fresh start. All this. was
explained and agreed upon unanimously by the delegates who participated
in the Reunification Congress, - '

~The attitude of the United Secretariat toward the situation in Ceylon,
as elsewhere in the movement, has been governed by these broad considera-
tions laid down by the Reunification Congress, ' '

- The United Secretariat "in essence," as Comrade Anderson puts it, has
not modified in the least the criticisms of the LSSP made by the Seventh
World Congress, What it has done is %o place confidence in the capacity
of the leadership of the LSSP to prove responsive to these eriticisms.

The letter addressed to the LSSP was not intended as some kind of public

pillorying or as a challenge to pitch into a factional brawl, as Comrade

Anderson appears to believe., The criticisms which it contained were made
with complete goodwill by the assembled representatives of the world

Trobtskyist movement and in full confidence that they would be given thought-~

ful consideration by the LSSP, The United Secretariat has sought to main-
tain this loyal and comradely attitude toward the Ceylonese section, while
frankly acknowledging that. its members-tend to sympathize politically with
the left wing of the LSSP., .. . . e ,

: The same responsible attitude has been taken toward the connection
~ of the LSSP. leadership with the United Left Front, In and of itself the
Tormation of the United Left Front cannot be condemned; under certain con=
ditions it could prove to be the opening of new developments fraught with
revolutionary possibilities., What is decisive is the real aims of the
LSSP leadership in participating in the United Left Front, especially as
revealed in the way it seeks to develop the inherent possibilities along

‘.
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the road of action and mobilization of the masses, These aims are in

_debate in the LSSP, the left~wing tendency having taken the view that the
ma jority of the leadership are engaging in reality in an unprincipled

- electoral bloc. he majority, however, dispute this,

While welcoming per se the creation of the United Left Front, the
United Secretariat has consistently made clear its own political views
with regard to the perspectives of the Front and its disagreement with
the concessions made by the LSSP in the final draft. Prior to the Reuni~
fication Congress, when the Central Committee of the LSSP was engaged in
an internal discussion. on the draft program for the sstting up of the
Pront, the former IS intervened witl:-a document to the perty's leadership
in which it stated its views on the necessary. .conditions for a principled
United Left Front and sought to bring before thé party the dangers inher-
ent in the line proposed by the CP and MEP, The Seventh World Congress

_expressed its views on the final draft of the United Left Front program,
and the letter forwarded to the LSSP on behalf of the Congress by the

. Bureau of the United Secretariat clearly stated these views -~ whatever
interpretations Comrade Anderson now seeks to place upon it, After the
United Left Front had come into being, while welcoming -its de facto form=
ation, the United Secretariat-wrote a further letter to the LSSP leader-
ship inquiring about the steps that were being taken to rectify some of
the .conecessions that had been made and to use the ULF as a means for
mobilizing the masses in the anticapitalist struggle, Thus, at every -
‘stage in the development of the United Left Front the United Secretariat
has consistently intervened to pose before the LSSP leadership its own
political views with regard to the line adopted by the party's majority.

However, the United Secretariat feels that it would be wrong for it
as a body representing the movement as a whole to brush aside the declara=-
tions of the majority of the LSSP leadership and refuse to grant them the
time needed to prove in action the sincerity of their stand in relation
to the United Left Front and the good falith of their assurances.

We feel, moreover, that this attitude on the part of the United

Secretariat will facilitate free and democratic discussion inside the
LSSP on the problems it faces in relation to the United Left Front, and.
other developments, and will help foster the kind of atmosphere that will
best lead to-a favorable solution of all the issues at stake,

. . The course implied in Comrade Anderson's motion is in complete con-
tradiction to the one laid down by the Reunification Congress., Its con-
sequence would be the creation of conditions the precise opposite of those

& N

required to consolidate and stabilize the reunification.

It would mean first of all to deliberately heat up the atmosphere in
the LSSP by injecting the sharpest kind of faetionalism; seocondly, -to
exacerbate matters still further by transferring the dispute to the public
arena, A divisive policy of :this kind would put in jeopardy, if not des-
troy, fraternal relations between the United Seeretariat and the leader-
ship of. the ILSSP,- The efid result could be highly injurious to the Fourth
International and to the LSSP, including its left wing which has absolute-
ly no interest to put in question the unity of the party through the crea-
Tion of undue internal friction and tension from any source., As for- the
United Secreteariat, the least. that would happen were it to stumble into
the path indicated by Comrade Anderson would be to place a grave question
mark over its capacities as a responsible international leadership entrusted
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to uphold and observe the principles and practices of democratic central-
ism, . o o '

In view of these considerations, the United Secretariat rejects the
motion proposed by Comrade Anderson, '

THE INTERNAL SITUATION

Statement by Majority of the United Secretariat

- As a whole, the internal situation in the Fourth International has
developed very favorably since the Reunification Congress. The leadership
of the two sides that prepared the Congress have established the foundation
of a smooth-~working team and have already demonstrated in various ways the
benefits that were foreseen by both sides would follow the merging of
forces, We think thet most comrades are aware of the encouraging results
of this collaboration and that it is not necessary to stress them at this
point, They testifyy to the sound principled basis of the reunification,
and the thoroughness of the preparations as well as the goodwill that
exists on both sides, . In some local areas, particularly England and South
America, the unification process has proceeded slowly but we expect that
under tne impetus of successful reunification on an international scale
we will be able to report solid progress in these places, too, before’
long, . :

- .The one sector where this general knitting together has not occurred,
unfortunately; is in the relations.with one of the minority groupings
inherited from the old formations, It is this problem on which we wish
to report our experience and observations, You have undoubtedly already
gathered from reading the minutes of the past few sessions of the United
Secretariat something of the nature of the problem and the issues that
have come up., The situation has now reached a disturbing point, The
tendency headed by Comrade Pablo, utilizing the formal label of "African
Commission of the Fourth International" has published a public organ which
presents a different line from that adopted by the majority at the World
Congress on the Sino~Soviet conflict and more generally on "de-Staliniza-
tion" in the USSR, '

{1) The "African Commission" -~ A Formal Label

According to the statutes, the African Commission which was elected
by the International Executive Committee following the World Reunification
Congress, 1s a body completely under the jurisdiction of the IEC and the
United Secretariat.® Since the World Congress, the United Secretariat has

#Here is how article 15 appears in the statutes of the Internctional:.
"Article 15, The I,E.C, may organize in different parts of the world,
such sub-secoretariats, technical bureaus or other auxiliary bodies as it
may deem necessary. These are completely subordinate to tho I,E.C. .
and the International Secretariat, "Le C,E.I, peut organiser dans dif=-
férentes parties du monde des sous-secrétariats, bureaux techniques ou
autres organismes supplémentaires qu'il considdre nécessaire et qui lul
seront entidrement subordonnés ainsi qutau Secretariat International."]
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not rece¢ved with the exception of a declaration on the Algerian-}Morodcan

conflict, a 31ng1e letter, a single report, a .8ingle set of minutes, a

single olt of 1nformatlon from this comm1331on, not-a single plece of news

on the numerous events that have happened in Africa in general or in )

- Algeria in particular. = The only correspondencé received has consisted of

~ letters relating to the factional struggle conducted by the Pablo tendency
against the leadershlp of the Internatlonal

_ The African Comm1531on, hed it wished to publish an organ that mlght
have served the work of the International instead of a factional organ,
would have addregssed the United Secretariat to let it know aboub the need
for such an organ, the conditions under which it could be launched
well as asking for the collaboration and help of the whole Interna%lonal
beglnnlng with the members of the international leadersnlp. If it had
acted in this way no one- would have felt any misgivings about the project.
But. tne commission did not do that. ‘

The name "African Commission" is only the formal label for a public
faction organ published in violation of the statutes of the International,
Since we are offering a separate resolution on this question, it is suffi-
cient to note here that four full or alternate members of the United Secorer
tariat partiocipated in.publishing the first issue of Sous le Drapeau du

Socialisme, only one of whom,. Comrade Pablo, is a member of the-African
' Tommission, In a-recent let%er (see minutes of the United Secretariat
meeting of December 22«23, 1963) the leadership of this tendency complained

without justification (as we demonstrated) that they were not consulted in

- .the work of the United Secretariat, - But at the very meeting of December

22-23 where this letter was. dlscussed! they did not even place this point
" on the agenda but kept the top execut1Ve body in the complete dark on what
they were d01ng. 'v -

: It was enly after the Unlted Secretarlat meetlng -~ and by aocldent -r
that a member of-the majority- learned at the printshop that such a publias *
cation was in preparation., After this, before the magazine was actually
distributed, some of the members of the minority mentioned what was being
done, one of them inquiring in passing 'if a letter had not been received .
about it from Comrade Pablo, Meanwhile, as soon as the discovery had been
made about this factional move, Comrede ‘Frank on behalf of the Bureau
immediately wrote Comrade Pablo as a member of the United Secretariat,
calling attention to the gravity of the minority action, and asking him
to use his influence with the "African Commission™ to hold up the project,
No attention was paid to this beyond an evasive reply =- not from Comrade
‘Paglo but from Comrade Slmonne who is not a member of the United Secretar-
ig Ame L : , ,

After the minority organ wasg: belng dlstrlbuted publlcly, Comrade .
Pablo expressed "indignation"™ that the United Secretariat was not mobilize
ing aid for the "African Commission" in promoting its activities around .
Sous le Drapeau du Socialisme. The nature of this "indignation® scarcely
needs to-be pointed out under the circumstances. The truth is that 'no
one in the world Trotskyist movement would be against any initiative of
the African Commission undertaken in collaboration with and under the
control of the United Secretariat in order to advance the llne adopted by
the majority at the World Congress.
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(2) _The Pablo Tendency Since the World Congress'

At the World Congress there was a lively polltlcal struggle, but all

those present recognized the validity and authority of the Congress (the
- report of the credentials committee was adopted unanimously), The numeri-

cal relationship established at the Seventh World Congress by the VOtlng
showed that the mejority was supported by 85% of the delegates, the minor-
ity 15%, With the Reunification Congress and the fusion with tne majority
of the International Committee, this relationship was altered still more
heavily in favor of the maJorlty position on the issues in dispute, the
minority becoming reduced to very small proportlons.

All those who attended the World Congress were likewise able to see
that the struggle against atomic war and the Sino-Soviet conflict were
the two most sharply debated questions, The most representative cadres
of our movement were present; it cannot be plausibly maintained that they
voted in political ignorance after discussions that lasted some thirty
hours on these questions, »

During the Congress, Comrade Pablo did announce =-- it is true -=- that
he intended %o continue a relentless opposition, This. could be taken as
something said in the heat of the discussion and that after the Congress
‘he would adopt a reasonable attitude without, .of course, giving up his
positions, ' : ' ,

But 1mmediately after the World Reunlfioation Congress the comrades
who favored the positions of Comrade Pablo gave evidence of depreciation
of the reunification and the magorfty p031tlon adopted by the Congress,

First of all, the lsadership of the Australian section, whose publi-
cation had not appeared fer months, put out an issue right after the Con-
gress which said nothing about the Congress nothing about the reunifica-
tion, but which reproduced in the main article entire passages from the
minority document at the World Congress.

The leadershlp of the Dubtch section did not mention the World Con-
gress for two issues, After receiving a letter about this from the United
Secretariat, it rectified the gap in the following issue but at the same
time K published an article by Comrade Pablo opposed to the line adopted by
the World Congress, and this organ even explloltly attacked the line
adopted by the Congress. T . :

In Austrla Comrade Lerse (who i3 in the mlnorlty An his.- seotlon) pub-:
lished, under the name of the Austrian seéction, an org%n carrylng an
qrnvole expressing the minority line, provoking a grave crisis in this
section, It took the good offices of a representatlve of the United Secre=
tariat to help the section avoid a Spllt
None of these V1olat;ons~of the most elementary rules of democratic
centraligm have been condemned by Comrade Pable and his tendency., On the
contrary, they have defended these actions while trying to throw respon~
8ibility for them on the majority under pretext that they were nrovoked by
the "bureaucratism": of tae latter,

Almost parallel with these violations of dlsclpllne ~=- less than two
months after the World Congress -~ Comrade Pablo began to send a succes-
sion of letters "to the United Secretariat, to the I.E.C., %o the leader=



ships of sections,” never written to attain oollqboratlon, but couched in
violent, at bimes insulting, language. : L e

The United Secretariat has received practically no correspondence .
from bodies led by members of the Pablo tendency on théir work and acti=-
vities (the Dutch and Australian sections, for example, in addition to
the African Commission), _

We have no ch01oe but to conclude from the evidence that since the
World Congress, Comrade Pablo has done his utmost to organize the comrades
of his tendenoy in such a way as to constltute o hardened and highly dis-
ciplined faction, o

The tendency thus fostered in this grouping to indulge in factional
excesses can be gudged from the letter of Comrade Frias attacking the
United Secretariat in violent language for an article in 1*Internet10nale
which he assumed to have appeared under the responsibility of Guhe ma jority,
The article in question was publlshed solely under the responsibility of
members of his own faction wno are in charge of 1l!Internationale.

Comrade Pablo even went so far in his own letters to the United Seorey
tariat (see minubtes of previous meetlngs) as to threaten that the unity of”
the International would be placed in question if his demand were not granted
to permit him to give public. expressLon to his differences with the major-"
itys, That this is meant seriously can be judged from the attltude, ‘which
we have just indicated, of the members of his grouping in various sectlons,‘

Teken in the context of these internal developments the publlcatlon
of Sous le Drapeau du Socialisme, it is evident, is not sometnlno in the
normal development Of GThe WOTK of “the African Commlss1on but the beginning
of the practical realization of the threat which Comrade Pablo has held ‘
over the leadership of the Internatloan since shortly aftef the Reun1f1~
cation Congress, , -

(5) Democratic Centralism

What is involved is democratic centralism., To bow to the threats and
ultimatums of the Pablo faction or the "fait accompli' of the appearance -
of a public minority organ would mean establlshlng a precedent which every
minority could invoke, It would mean giving up the organizational struc-
ture of the Fourth International,

When the leadership of the International points out that the line
adopted by the majority of the Congress holds for the whole movement, this
elementery rule of democratic centralism is characterized by the leaders :
of the Pablo faction as a "bureaucratic® concept., It is in any case a
concept alien to democratic centralism that a minority should flout the
: decls1ons of a Congress and publicly defend its own positions,

Among the arguments 1nvoked by the Pablo faction for a public dis-
cussion is the claim that. it involves problems discussed in numerous
organlzatlons of the workers! movement and that they are therefore justi- -
fied 1n demanding the ~same rlgnt

, First of all 1t is false that these problems are being Gemocrati~ -
~cally discussed 1n the Communist partles.r They are only being discussed
between leaderships, It is only in the Fourth Internatlonal that tendenoy
struggles exist., 1In addltlon, and this is very grave, by advancing in our.
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organization a demand which we support in other organizations (whom we
oppose ), the leaders of the Pablo faction place the Fourth International --
which desplte all 1ts wealknesses 1s the revolutionary Marxist lInternational
-~ on the same plane as all the centrist, Stalinist or<post—Sta11nlst
organizations, ‘Thls 1s one of’the worS%‘Elows ever aimed at 1ts internal
structure, -

It is not without point to recall that the question of democratic
centralism on the international level occupied, correctly, an important
place in the discussion on the proposed basis.of reunification, Comrade
Pablo was one of the most insistent on this point, and he was right, Who
would have thought that precisely he would have to be reminded of the rules;
immediately after the Reunification Congress? ,

To provide a semblance of justification for these multiple infractions
of the rules of democratic centralism, Comrade Pablo has suggested in his
documents that the positions of the nmJorlty on the Sino=Soviet conflict .
will lead to or are the equivalent of a "betrayal" of Trotskyism,

Aside from the fact that one must not light-mindedly ewmploy the term
"betrayul" in our internal discussions, and that one must not act in the
Same way in face of the possibility =-- at least doubtful -~ of a betrayal
;and an actual betrayal, the great majority of the International (including,
wg hope, a cerbtain number of Comrade Pablo!s adherents) remember that these
positions of "betrayal® were still defended by Comrade Pablo only a little
more than wwo years ago., Comrade Pablo has the right to change his posi-
tions; but instead of launching grave accusations against those who do not
follow him in this, with all that this can imply for the organization, he
should undertake real self=criticism for the benefit of the Fourth Inter-
national, What would he himself have.thought if, at that time, the com~
rades opposed to him and the leadership then in- charge had demanded the
right to express their views publicly in the organs of the International
or had taken the liberty of publishing a public bulletin under pretext of
safeguarding the Internatlonal against a betrayal?

(4) Where Is Comrade Pablo Headed? What Does He Want?

. We are obliged to poss.these questions squarely., If Comrade Pablo
wants To change the orientation of the Fourth International -~ which is
his incontestable right -~ hé must rirst of all show his confidence in the
organization, recognize its right to possible errors and seek to convince
it through a struggle that observes the rules of democratic centralism,

It is not serlous on his pqrt to speak about a vague bureaucratism
and vague misdeeds on the part of the majority, There is no more of an
apparatus in our movement today than yesterday; the documents circulate
very widely; the positions of each one are wsll known, The leaders of
our sections know each other personally for the most part, No one has any
means of exerclslng any constraint on anybody. Comrade Pablo had greqt
authority in our movement, If he now finds himself in a minority, it is
only because the political positions he defends do not have the approval
of .the majority of the Internatlonal

But we must say that his attitude, his virulent struggle, in the
course of which he ignores or depreclates everything that has not been
done by him in the International, his constant search for differences, and
_above all his insistence on wantlnv at any cost to express his bolltloal

T,
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- differences publicly; that is, to appeal to a different audience against
the views of the majority of the Fourth International -~ 2ll this arouses
uneasiness in the United Secretariat and among many other leaders of our
movement because we detect there 2 lack of confidence in our movement,

However, our movement, despite its weaknesses, now finds itself in a
period that offers more favorable perspectives than ever, Objectively,
nothing demonstrates this better than the place recently accorded it in
the Soviet press, On the other hand, the reunification makes possible a
concentration of Trotskyist forces and a power of attraction which neither
Posadas nor Healy can undo by the spectacle they offer, If Comrade Pablo
believes that the International is mistaken, he must at the same time admit
that the present period is altogether favorable to its developmerit; that
is, for rapidly correcting possible errors, on condition that the organ-
ization is not .disrupted, . , : . ‘ -

Comrade Pablo end his tendency have issued a publication defending
a line opposed to that of the International, We cannot do anything con-
sequently except -publicly disclaim any political responsibility for this
publication and its content, Such a public disavowal is, in our opinion,
a grave csnsure, - ' o

But what is most disquieting of all is the course followed by Comrade
Pablo and his tendency taken as a whole, Up to this point in this stabte-
-ment and in the minutes of previous meetings, we have considered each of
the moves of the Minority separate and apart and on its own merits., For
instance, in responding to the demand for immediate reopeninz of the dis-
cussion on the Sino-Soviet conflict, including the demand to extend the
discussion to the public organs of the movement, we sought to weigh with
the greatest possible objectivity the arguments advanced in favor of our.
acquiescing, Was the discussion before and at the Congress really insufe
ficient? Iad new facts of decisive importance occurred since then? How
would a public discussion affect the cohesiveness of the movement? After
considerable thought we reached the conclusion that there was no imperious
urgency andé it should be referred to the International BExecutive Committee.
However, the linority did not accept this decision, They sought to contro-
vert it by violations of democratic centralism as we have indicated above,
?hen ~-= oand this was extremely significant -~ they began pushing other
issues (Ceylon, Venezuela, a public minority organ). The tone adopted by
the minority was not less significant. The provocativeness of the language
can be assessed by studying the communications and motions directed at the
United Secretariat,

Comrade Pablo cannot be unaware of the consequences whicih this whole
course could have, He scarcely acts by impulse, He has definite objec-
tives in mind. We do not profess to guess them, but some things have
become obvious, : '

o First of all, it is clear that Comrade Pablo took an ambiguous atti-
tude toward the reunification, He accepted it in words but not in deeds,
In place of participating in the construction of a new colleotive leader=
ship, he built a faction and sought to harden it, In place of giving the
majority full opportunity to corsolidate the reunification through a period
of relaxation and comradely co-operation as was agreed on at the World
Congress, he immediately launched a factional struggle, Despite this we
continued to seek to establish friendly and comradely collaboration with
the minority, refusing to be provoked and giving them every opportunity to
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Meet us half way. These efforts werec not appreolated by their repre~
sentatives in the United Seoretariat, On the contrary, it became
clear that they had adopted a factional line of such rigidity as not
to permit of even tactical variations, Thus, instead of helping in
trying to heal the old wounds and turning the whole movement outward-
ly, Comrade Pablo, through the artificial injection of one issue after
another and the adoptlon of an unbridled factional tone, initiated
something that, logically developed, could divert the Fourth Inter-
national from the objective poss¢b111ties and tasks, depriving it of
the advantages of a reunification that took so much effort and raised
such high hopes, and plunging it into.a sterile and bizarre faotional
struggle, ‘

‘The majority does not intend to follow the logic set by the min=- -

ority, The relationship of forces inside the movement is such that ‘ a
guccess in this is assured., We repeat here what we have told the )

‘minority -representatives in the United Secretariat: Your talk about +
the "tension being aggravated™ and the "unity of the movement being
threatened" if we do not concede to the arbitrary demands of the min-

ority, does not impress us,. You will not be able to prewent us from

carrying out the mandate of the Reunification Congress,

In calling the attention of the leaders of our movement to the
internal situation that has developed, we aiso appeal once more to
the minority to reconsider their course, We are sure that we are cor-
rectly- 1nterpret1ng the sentiments of the great majority of the Fourth
International in inviting Comrade Pablo and his tendoncy not to per-
~sist along the road they have taken, but to accept the decisions of
the Reunification Congress, particularly the reaffirmation that was
‘made at that Congress of the importance of democratic centralism in
the construction of the world party of the socialist revolution,

January 26, 1964
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- . LETTER FROM COMRADE PABLO

- - - January 22, 1964
To the I,E.C,. ' ,
To the UeSs”

Dear GOmrades,

 The new reply of the U S dated 22~12-63 and entitled "The Issue-
. Is Democratic Centralism" has just come to my attention, It is one
more indication of the mentality of the present leading faction of
the U,S, which pretends not to know in what way its 1nterpretatlon of
: “democratlc contralism" is abusive and factional, and which is "aston-
ished" at our per31stence in standing for a healthy regime in. the
International _guara nteeing its unity and deVelopment

What is the Mlnorlty oomplalning about, our Majority asks Wlth
noble indignation, not hesitating even to dlstort the real history of
the . Intern&tlonal and tc resort to quotations from Trotsky to make us
"shut'up ;" S e

~In the questlon of “démocratlc centralism" everythlng can be
dissolved in a formalistlc; scholastic and sterile interpretation of
the norms and thefquotatlons ‘A ‘one abstracts from the oonorete<poli~
tical character. of each situﬁtlon. o : _

.. ‘The history of Bolshevlsm ag well as of Trotskyism and the Fourth
',Internatlonal teaches . that ‘the “primary. preoccupation of a genuinely
revolutionary policy is to résolvera question not formallz ‘but realls
by adaptlng’the form: to ﬁhe nontent and not the latter to the form.
Each time there was A cenulne polltlc%l cr131s, gsnulne maJor
political questions: to debate, Leninism sought the solutlion of the
prroblems posed by the-inévitable .création, under these conditions, of
<hendencies and even of Tactions,. through the real widening of demo- -~
‘“cracxa“nd dlscu331on and’ not‘Bﬁ recourse. in the Zinovievist or Stalin-
“ist ‘manner “to ﬁhe “strietﬂes Mof & formal. "demooratlc centrallsm."
'ﬁ“,”, A -whole tendency of the: Internatlonal lnfwhich aﬁctlons qnd
« ~ cadres are partlclpatlng whose -contribution in the development “6f the
ideas and the organization-of the Fourth International was decisive,
holds that it is vital for the International to rectify in a whole
. series of major. political and organizational questions a .line which
1t Judges to be false and dlsastrous. :

o It 18 futlle and unworthy to seek to reduce the 1mportanoe of
this tendency to the. "15%" of the votes cast at the time of the
Seventh W,C, First of all because the importance of a tendency in our
movement "is net judged by its numerical strength at a given moment,
but by the importance of its political .ideas and the cadrcs which 1t
represents, . A minority can be right even if 1t is reduced for a long.
time to a single person,

Next because this tendency represents among the rank and file of
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the International a much stronger current than its distorted reflec-
tion at the time of the Seventh W,C, in view of the conditions in
which- the preparatlon and the holding of this Congress took place,
This tendency in addition has not ceased to grow since the Seventh
W.C. -

But let's take up the formal aspeot-of the question, too,

Is 1t in accordance even with a formallst interpretation of-
"democratic centralism" that the main political leader of a tendency
is not consulted as a member of the I.E.C, and the U,S, on the main
decisions and. declarations made in the name of the U,S, and that it
should be thought sufficient to simply reply: ". . . to demand that
the leadersghip should halt its work and subordinate the publication
- of resolutions to prior consultation with a single comrade of the -

minority who cannot participate in these leadership bodies means to
substitute for democratic centralism the conception of a federation
of tendencles, a conception completely contrary to the tradition of
our movement. . . Wo(l). ,

If this "single comrade of the mlnorlty," main political leader
of a tendency, is not partlclpatlng in the meetings of the U.,S., it
is because he is working in the most 1mportant field of+all the work
of the International -at the present time, in a place where the U,S.
‘has never been able to meet(2) and because the U,S, does not assume
at least a part of the costs of the possible travel of this comrade -
to the place where the U,S., meetings are ordinarily held,(3)

You see, for our responsible majority of the U.S. to assure in
one way or another consultation and collaboration with the main leader
of a tendency, former secretary of the International for 15 years and
at present integrated in the most. important sector of work for the
Whole International, is a sccondary quostlonl

_As for the assertion that ".~. . since all the declslons that
have been made, since the Reunification Congress, within the leader-
ship body set up by this Congress according to norm, namely, the
United Secretariat to whose meetings the representatives of the Pablo
tendency have regularly attended (except the meeting of November 9-10
from which they voluntarily abstained), comradec Pablo, in pretending
that we are acting without consulting his tendency, 1s really saying

that we are acting without consulting him", (4) this is purely formal
reasoning,

The comrades representing the minority tendency in the U,S. have
no possibility of knowing in advance the decisions and texts which
the majority faction of the U,S. has already prepared and discussed
and practically have no other: "rlght" except to approve or to reject
these decisions or toxts, sometimes even without any discussionl

Thus thé’"democratlc centralism" dear to the Bolshevik comrades
of our Majority functions marvelously and still more so the ideologi=-
cal development and internal consolidation of the Internationall
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Someone wanting in reality to undermine both the one and the other
would not act differently in practice, .
. Are they consciously or unconsciously preparing the conditions
first for the isolation and then the expulsion from the International
of Comrade Pablo and. other comrades, thus granting the long-ago formu-
lated and always cherished wishes held by 2ll the sectarians, oppor-

tunists and notorious bankrupts rabid with "anti~-Pabloism"?

The question is posed when one .sees a golitloal crisis and dis-
cussion constantly diverted toward organizational issues, and when

one reads fér example the following utterance of a Healy, champion of
the ex~International Committee, and always well informed: ". . . be-
hind this recent conversion of Cannon to the idea that it is possible
to live in a democratic centralist organisation with Frank and Ger-
main- lies a new theory, that since these men have differences with
Pablo and he is at present in a minority, it will be possible to con-
tain and perhaps later expel him as was done to Cochran., . . " (Inter-
national Information Bulletin, S.W.P., July 1963, p.4).(5).

We very responsibly warn all those who may have the unfortunate
tendency to undertake within the International practices of the Zino-
vievist-type, and who dream perhaps of wreaking "sweet rovonge" on
"Pabloism," which they do not forgive for having been at the head of
all the declslve turns in the ideological rearmament of the Inter-
national, that they would thereby commit an act equivalent to their
own deflnltlve political suicide,

We are no longer in the epoch when discussions could be conflned
among a number of small "Trotskyist" groups,

At present the international revolutionary vanguard is immense
and_thezdialogue between iliving Revolutionary Trotskyism and that
vanguard is much more important and decisive than the arbitrariness
and the irresponsibility of this or that body arrogating to itself
the right to reduce to silence, to mistreat, to expel, the vanguard
tendenoy par excellence of Trotskylsm and the Fourth Internatlonal

Hav1ng said this, are we really agalnst "Gemocratic centralismd
conceived in the Leninist and not Zinovievist way, and for transform-
ing the Fourth International into a vague confederation of tenden01es
and a olub of eternal and sterile discussions? :

Those who devote themselvas to the barren work of rewriting the .
real history of the International by deforming it, of propagating all
kinds of gossip and slanders, and of dellberately distorting the real
positions of the Marx1st-revolutlonary ‘tendency, will not h931tate to
answer in the afflrmativeg

kBut nﬂturally such is not our intentlon.

We do not at all deny the right of the Magorlty to support 1ts
pos;tlonAln the public organs of the International, nor do we ask it
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to reopen o public and interncl discussion on all the questlons Whlch
separate us from this Majority,

We have asked and continue to ask for things'absolutely compab~ .
ible with a Leninist and not Zinovievist interpretation of "democratic
centralism" in face of a concréte internal and external polltlcal
situation, _

Namely: That the public position of the Minority be established
on the basls of documents chosen by it and not by the Majority; that
the 'debate on the Sino-Soviet conflict be: (a) reopened in the Inter-
national, in view of the fact that it was never thorough and that in
any case new developments of capital importance have occurred since
the Seventh W.C.; (b) that in view of the capital importance of this
question for the whole international revolutionary vanguard the pos-
sibility be given to the Minority to express itself also publicly on
this question, without attacking the Majority; that the majority of
the U,S. consult with the leaders of the minority and collaborate
with them on all the major political doeurments and actions of the
International instecd of systematically placing them before the fait
accompli,

None of these demands is incompatible with Leninist "democratic
centralism,™

A possible_objection.could arise on the subject of the right of
the llinority to participate in the public ideological clarification
of the major political questions, interesting to the highest degree
to the international vanguerd as a whole, arising from the Sino-Soviet
conflict,

We have carefully avoided up to now from publicly attasking or
even criticizing the positions of the Majority, despite the extremely
grave way in which these positions compromise the International and
despite their provocative character with regard to the Minorityl

Beocause the Mﬂgorlty is not satlsfled with defending its posi-
tions, in reclity it is constantly polemicizing publicly with our ten=-
dency, without us having the right to repnly,

“Read for example the editorial in the last number of Quatridme
Internationale," the article by Comrade Livio, the report by Comrade
Germain, or the successive issues of "World outlook," ‘They are con-
stantly polemicizing against the arguments advanced or supposed to
have been advanced by our tendency. '

'Still worse. They permit themselves in these publlcetlons to
take positions with extreme light-mindedness and irresponsibility on
political questions which have never been collectively deboted, for
the sole pleasure of polemicizing against our tendency and of oombat-
ting its work of enormous importance now being done in a number of
vital sectors of the Colonial Revolution,

The most recent examples of this irresponsible factional activity
arc on the one hand the "theoretical' article by Comrade Germain, pub=
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lished in "World Outlook" attacking Self-management, and the article
‘by one Cabral published in the same organ attacklng the United Portu-
guese Opposition at the very moment when it is advocatlng and even -
beginning the armed struggle against.-the fascist regime of Salazar,
on the basis of a program 1ndlsputably very muoh to the left,

Comrade Germain found a way to transform an article written as®:
a so-called contribution of.a Marxist economist to a debate in Cuba ~
into a knock~down attack, as superf101a1 and confusionist as it is
pernicious, against Self—management and the Yugoslav experlence.

Yet the question of Self—management as it has developed in
. Yugoslavia and Algeria, is, in reality, a new experience  for the
whole Communist movement of very high theoretical and practical inter-
est, which demands not only deep general understanding but likewise a
real experience in the way in which this question has been posed
- theoretically and practically in YugoslaV1a and at ‘present in Algerla.

On the other hand it is known that it is through Self-management‘f
that the socialist opening took place in the Algerian Revolution, and =
it is likewise through this. questlon that the struggle against the
.bureauoracy has ‘been and is posed 1n Algeria,

But here our Comrade Germaln, whose knowledge and experience in .
this question should arouse in him the greatest prudence so that he
might avoid publicly express1ng the enormities which he just published
(and to which he will receive the reply that he merits), was not able
to resist the. factional temptation of dlmlnishlng the value of Self-
management, of denigrating the Yugoslav experience (and by implication
the Algerian), and of indirectly extending a helping hand, to his- Chin- -
ese frlends feroclous .demolishers of-Yugoslav "neooapltallsm.“

As for "Cabral® writing from Alglers an unrestrained slanderer
of the United Portuguese Opposition, and ardent defender of Roberto
Holden whose pro-Amerlcan sympathies (that's the least one can ‘say on
this subgect) are not at all a secret for all the political observers
competent in this questlon, he was able to display his prose in an -
organ of the International at the very moment when the United Portu-
guese_Opposition (whlch iricludes the partlclpatlon of the Communist
Party), adopting a clear Castroist 11ne 1s pa331ng t6 the most decided’
form of revolutlonary actlon. B

with this Oppositlon as well as with the "Castroist" Spanlsh
Opposition, as well as Wlth the M.P.L,A., the left tendency par
excellence of the Angolese Revolution, the African Commlssvon enter-
tains the most frlendly relations, - _

Yot here the anonymous Cabrals, ‘the 1dent1ty and ex1stence of
whom have never been communicated by the U.S. to the African Commis~
sion, are permitted to continue a shady work, compromising and hos- -
tile towards the Africen Commission, with- the benediction of the U,S,
and even in the colums of an organ of the Internationall



As for the slanderous accusation contained in the reply of the
U.S., which attributes to us the role of "counselors" of the Khrush-
chevists, coming from the apologists and "critical" supporters of
the Stalinists of Peking and Tirana, this hardly astonlshes us.,

The events as they unfold confirm each day the- fundamental cor=-
rectness of our evaluatlon concerning the two tendencles of the
bureaucraoy. : »

Our independence with regard to théée two tendencies is compléte.

We have never advocated "critiecal support" to the Khrushchevist
tendency, and we have not disavowed our criticisms and positions of
the past eoncerning thls tendency._ Our texts are perfectly clear on
all these questions, '

Certainly this position has-not prevented us from underlining
the positive or correct character of this or that act of the Khrush-
chevist leadership which is charged with 1eadersh1p of the USSR,
Workers State.

It was never Trotsky!s conception that all -the acts of the
leadership of the bureaucracy are to be condemned, or that this lead-
ership systematically and consciously betrays the World Revolution,
That concept is a caricature of Trotskyism,

From this point of view, on the crisis in the Caribbean in 1962
we defended a p031tlon that coincides with that for example. of Come
rade Cannon(ﬁ), in face of the sectarians and confusionists, "pro-
Ghlnese and otherwise, of all stamps,

We have on the other hand given our "critical support? to sign-
ing the Mossow Atomic Treaty, in face of the confusionist and slander-
ous. crltlclsms of the Chinese and “pro-Chlnese“ on this question,

Above everything we consider the “de-Stqllnlzatlon" as an irre~
versible process of democratic and revolutionary renovation of the
First Workers State, which has definitively broken the circle of its
economic and - cultural backwardness and its 1nternatlonal isolation,

‘ Far from interpreting the "de-Stalinization" in a restrictive
sectarian sense as a "maneuver of the bureaucracy“ to perpetunte its
rule "by means of concessions," we conceive "de-Stalinization" as a
- dialectical process of constant interaction between the "concessions"

and the multiform pressure of the masses, synonym of the process of
the.Political Revolution, in which the v1olent insurrectional, phase
is only a moment, '

As to the relation of forces between the bureaucracy and the
masses at this moment, which determines the weight of the layer of
the bureaucracy Whlch offers resistance, and thus the forms and ampli-
tude of its ultimate resistance, we can say no more at present than
this: +this relation is evolv1ng on the average constantly to the dis-

[
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advantage of the bureaucracy which is differentiating not less cone
stantly under its pressure. :

"De~Stalinization" in. its over=-all causes and effect is thus
synonymous in _this sense with the process of the Political Revolution
1n the USSR arnd in the other Workers States,

From this evaluatlon flows the capital importance whlch we accord
it in face of those who have tried or are at present trying to mini-
mize 1t, as weld as our resolute opposition to the retrograde tenden=-
cies of the bureaucracy which condemn the "de-Stalinization" and try
to revive the cult of Stalin and the methods and conceptlons of
"Stalinism in’ many fields,

Nothing good nothlng truly progr6331ve can come from such an
attitude, s :

It is_ our® "pro-Chlnese" Majority that has become the apologist
and the "oounselor® of the Chinese, presenting this tendency of the
bureaucracy as a left centrist current evolving toward revolutionary
Marxism and whﬂse "Stallnlsm” is after all only a secondary and super-
flcial tralt! 4_-.» : D E S : A

Juggling w1th the term “Stallnlsm" which 31gn1f1es for the Trot-
skyists. the most’ geéneral- phenomenon of bureaucratization and the
bureauoracy within the framework:of -a Workers State, and not simply
and exclusively the extreme form of this phenomenon taken at a cer-
~tain period under Stalin in the USSR and elsewhere, our MaJorlty has
in reality placed the greatest hopes on the evolution of the’Chiinese
tendency and the "left currents“ hl&h the latter ought to fostér,

It has .in addition systemﬂtlcally evaded bringing to the. know-
ledge of the International the Stal inist positions of the Chinese
bureaucracy, and has centered its fire only against the Khrushchevist
}tendency at the very moment wheh the de-Stalinization is deepening
in the USSR.and thé other Workers States and when the policy of. the
USSR in-dTense of the Colonial Revolutlon, in Cuba Algerla and
elsewhere,'ls becoming firmer,

What became of the Chinese or pro-Chinese "left currents" in
Europe, in-Belgium and Italy in particular? What fate did they’
- reserve for the Trotskyists who tried. to work in them?

Is it true or not that Tirana, seat of the bloody Stalinist
clique of Enver Hodja has become, with the revolting but highly signi-
ficant blessing of Peking, the Meoca of "pure Marxism-Leninism" for
- all the neo~Sta11nlsts, confu51onlsts and rabid ant1-Trotskyists9

What lessons has our Majority drawn from the African junket of
Chou En~lai and his trip to Albania?

Why not indicate his “chameleon" attitude (the expression is
from "The Economlst") toward all the “natlonalist“ governments of
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Africa, including Morocoo and Tunisia, whom he warmly praised for
their ﬁantl-xmperlallst" and "anticolonialist" struggle and his inad~-
missible attacks in Albania against Yugoslavia, “speolal detachment
of American imperialism"?

And.what should be said about his total fraternization with the
leaders. of the Stalinist clique of Tirana, and the immoderate, ridi-
culous prailse which he gave them, presenting them, they and their
Party, as the example to 1mitate of "pure Marxism-Leninism"?

In reallty our Magorlty knows that the Chinese press is 1ncreas-
ing its campaign for the rehabilitation of Stalin and his political -
work as a leader, along with Marx, Lenin and Mao Tse~-tung, of “revo—
lutlonary Marx1sm u )

To belleve that this.eystematio campeign is due to ignorance of
the historic facts, and that it is sufficient for our Majority to

" pathetically exhort the "Chinese comrades® to "change" their line on o

this question so as to make their "ocause become invincible" (1),
indicative of the totally erroneous evaluation which our MaJorlty
makes of the nature of the Chinese tendency,

SL AL 3L
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"The issue is democratic oentraiism'" declares the Majority.

No, the genuine issue is the ideological clarificatlon, the .
1deologioal rectification of the Internatlonel, on which depends its
development and its unity,

It is useless when at bottom a problem, a crisis, is Eolitical
to reply to us by resorting to organlzatlonal formalism or to oele-
. brated quotations, .

We know the importance which revolutionary tendencles, most
often minorities, have granted to these "arguments" in the:course of
the history of the workers 1nternatlonal movement.

As for "gquotations" more particulerly, it is easy to brlng out
the most "appropriate' for eaoh case,

The one brandlshed at us by the U,S. refers to simple things

- after all -~ that -the Majority has the right to publicly defend its .
line, that the public organs cannot be transformed into organs of
permanent discussion between tendencles all pleced on the same plane
of equality in this area,

I have -never liked personally to resolve concrete politloal .
questions by recourse to quotations isolated from their precise conw
text from no matter which of our masters of revolutionary Marxism,

This is a formalist, scholastic, impoverished method.
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The truth is always concrete for harx1sts, and each case must be

_taken firgt of all 1n its particularity,

Trotsky often spoke during“hls life about "democratlo central—
ism" and above all gave concrete examples of the absoluteAQrimacy tQ
be acoorded to the defense of a correct political llne in the face of

restrictions and dbstqcles of all kinds.

I leave a81de all. that he wrote on this subgeet among others in
the "New Course,™

It was Trotsky in any case, if I am not mistaken, who likewise
wrote this, in a letter conoernlng a tendency (that of Shachtman)
which had nothing in common with the revolutionary Marxist tendency
which we represent: "We don't have immutable rules, We are dialec-
ticians also in the organizational field, If we have in the party
an important mlnorlty which is dissatisfied with the decisions of the
convention, it is incomparably more preferable to 1egallze the dls—‘
cugssion after the conventlon than to have a split.,

"fe can go, if necessary, even further and propose to them to
publish, under the supervision of the new National Committee, special
discussion symposiums not only for party membersL but for the public.
in general.

"For my part I believe that the‘prolongatlon of the alsou331on,
1f it I3 channelized by the good will of both sides, can only serve -
in the present conditions the educatlon of the paf%y." (thﬁertoff
IB~I~I94O to JeHs ). (7) o = IR

T hope that the majority as a whole will ponder the cohtent of
this letter and act in the present case, infinitely more important -
and vital for the whole International, in at least an analogous man-
ner- ' U

With my Communlst 1nternatlonallst greetlngs,

Mlchel Pablo

(L)', . . exiger que la direction arréte son travail et subordonne .
la publication de resolutions A des consultations préalables avec un
seul camarade de la Minorité qui ne peut pas participer 2 ces organ-
ismes directeurs signifie substituer au centralisme démocratique la
conception d'une. federation de tendances, une econception oomplétemenﬁ
contralre A la tradltlon de notre mouvement e o !

(2)Unless ~~ they tell us =~ if their traveling expenses are pald.
This was the meaning of a pretended proposal on the part of the U,S,
to meet last November in A, The condition was that the travallng
expenses of the U,S, be paid by friendsl

(3)In their last reply the majority of thé U.S. pretend that no ﬁember
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of the U,S. benefits from any help in traveling, They affirmed previ-
ously that the U.S; contributed only gartiallx to these costs., In any
case it is inadmissible to hide behind The lack of finances %o make

it impossible for the main leaders of a minority tendency to attend
the meetlngs of the TeSe and the. I E C ,

.This pretext is characteristlc of the mentallty of the faotlonﬂl

majority of the U.S..with regard to the Mlnorlty and the capltal ques-~

tion of the unity of the. Internwtlonal

- On the other hand, how long are we stlll g01ng to- haVe to suffer
thé Llamentations of the Majority over the lack of money, a pretext
for reduclng the activity of the Internatlonal.to a mlnlmum?

: : Increased flnan01al resources can be found 1f the international
leadeérship: decides to-implant itself where the Revolution is living
and progr6331ng.* But” if’ on-the ‘econtrary.it per81sts in its superb
"Buropean" isolatior, the financial and-general crisis which more and
more marks its work as’ a whole naturally risks becoming aggrovated
and led into an impasse. We warned them about this a long time ago
in insisting on transferring the center of the International for this
(flnanclal) reason, too. .

(4)"., . . pulsque toutes les d60151ons qul ont &té prlses, depuis le
Congres de Rammification au sein de ltorganisme dirigeant institué par
ce Congres conformement cux normes, ctest 2 dire, le secrebariat
Unifié, aux reunions duquel les représentants de'la tendance Pablo ont

assisté (excepté la reunion du 9~10 Novcnbroou ils se sont volontaire-
‘ment abstenus le camarade Pablo, en pretendant que nous agissons
sans‘ﬁbnsulter-sa tendance, dit en realité que nous agissons sans le
consulter," T e L -

(s). . . derrlére cette récent conversion de Cannon & 1ltidde qutil
sst possible de cohabiter dans une organisation centraliste démoecrati-
que avec Frank et Germain, se cache une nouvelle théorie, que puisque
ces hommes ont des differences avec Pablo et qu'il est 2 présent en
mlnorlté, il sera possible de le contenir et peut &tre plus tard de
ltexclure comme cela a &té fait avec Cochran., . . ™ (Bulletin Inbter=-
national dTInformatlon du S.W,P,, 3u111et‘1963, p. 4).

(6 )Here are the terms in which Comrade Cannon expressed hlmself on the

action of Khrushchev at the time of the Caribbean crisis, the defense
of Cuba assumed by the USSR and the danger of atomic War terms con-

tained in a letter to F, Dobbs dated October 31, 1962, and published

in the "International Informatlon Bulletin® of the S.W; P. (July 1963),
a bulletin which did not come to my attention until very recently:

"Now that thé crest of the Cuban crisis seems to have passed,
everyone is assessing its outcome, This is the trend of our thinking
in informal discussions here,

] "We must keep our eyes on the main issues and not get sidetracked
0y subsidiary considerations, What was the situation?

i
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" “The U.S. naval blockade was set for a clash with Soviet -
ships whlch could escalate into nuclear war., Kennedy gave clear .
notice that the U,S. would not stop at the use of the most foroceful
measures.

’“2. The Pentagon was ready to bomb and invade Cuba and crush A
its revolution, Newspaper accounts report that this was one of the
alternative moves considered even for the start, and it was to be ‘
put into effect 1f Moscow did not yield on missile bases,

"In the face of these direct and immediate threats to world
peace and the Cuban revolution, Khrushchev drew back, agreed to pull
out the missiles, and dismantle the bases under UiN; supervision,

He received in return a suspension of the blockade and publio a3sure
ances that Cuba would not be invaded.

"What else could he have done under the given ciroumstances? It
would have been foolhardy to risk setting off a thermonuclear war and
daring the U,S, to come and wipe out the Cuban bases in view of Washe
ingtonts evident determination to go the limit if necessary.

“In our opinlon Khrushchev sen31b1y backed away from such a
showdown, thus saving the world from war and the Cuban revolution
from attack by overwhelming forces for a time. But this time is of
decis1ve importancel

"The retreat was unavoidable and the concessions, as we know
about them, did not give up anything essential, Those who judge \
- otherwise should tell us what alternative course the Kremlin should-
have followed on the military and diplomatic fronts at that exoru- .
ciating point of deeision, Should Khrushchev have defied the embargo
or refused outright to withdraw the missile bases?

"The orisis over Cuba is of immensec importance, But we should

- not forget it is only one sector in a world-wide conflict between
imperialism and the workers states which has witnessed in the past,
and will see again, advances and retreats by one side or the. other. ,
As revolutionary realists, we have not criticized or condenmed heads -
of workers states or union leaders for retreating and making conces-—
sions when the balance of forces was unfavorable,.- Lenin traded space

for time at Brest-Litovsk, .As we know from our Minneapolis exporim.. - ..

ences, even the most militant leadership which is up against the gun
may have to give ground before the insupérable power of the employer
in order to save the existence of the union and fight-another day.

"The grim fact was that both the Soviet Union and. Cuba. not only -
had guns, but even more fearsome Weapons poised over their heads and
ready to be used, - - . . . - : e e

~v“For this reason we ' do not believe that Khrushdhev's oourse was
incorrect on the level of military affairs and state relations. - To.-
condemn 1t and cry !'betrayal! would only help the Stalinists to get
off the hook where they are really vulnerable, That is their policy



of supperting Kennedy, Stevenson and other 'peace~loving! Democratic
capitalist politieians, This attitude, flowing from the Kremlin's
doctrine of peaceful co-existence, has again been exposed as criminal,

"Although we should carefully wateh their development, we should
be cautious and not jump to conclusions about the relations between
Castro and Khrushchev, The latter!s unilateral decisions and diver-
gcnt aims may have created friction betwecen them but it would be un-.
wise to substitute speculations for solid facts., Khrushchev!s de-
clarations have not indicated any abandonment of Cuba, and 1% would
be difficult for him to do so with the eyes of China, the colonial
peoples and the Soviet militants upon him. On the other hand, Castro
~deeply needs Soviet aid. ' o '

"The principal point ~- and you make it in the editorial == is
that the world, the socialist movement and the Cuban revolution have
gained time, The bombs are still there, But they were not dropped
anywhere, And we are heartily in favor of thatl

"Despite gleeful claims by the American press that Kennedy!s
strong stand has given a stern lesson and severe setback to !Soviet
aggression,! people unaffected by imperialist propaganda have, T’

believe, breayhed relief over the settlement and thank Khrushchoev: for .

his sanity. Bertrand Russell and Nehru oxprossed themselvos along
that line, : .

"We must remember that nuclear war would mean the greatest defoat

for humanity and socialism, We must avert that terrible eventuwality, .

not, to be sure, by stopping the class struggle against imperialism,
but by utillzlng every means that will give the workers time enough
to Wake up and organize themselves for that purpose,

"Jim Cannon.m

9&)"Nous n'avons pas des rdgles immuables, Nous sommes des dialecti—
ciens Sgalement sur lc plan orgqnlsatlonel Si nous avons dans
parti une minorité Importante qui est mécontente avec les déclslons
du congrds il est incomparablement préférable de légaliser la discuse
sion aprds le convrbs que qfav01r unu scigsion.,

"Nous pouvons allor, si o'cst néccssalre, ‘beaucoup plus loin et
lour proposer de publior sous la surveillance du nouveau Comité Cen-
tral des organcs dc discussion spdciaux non sculement pour les mom-
bres~duﬂpart1 mais au3314pour lc public en général.

"Pour ma part, jo suis convaincu que la prolongation de la
discussion, si elle est canalisdc par la bonnc volonté des decux par-

ties, ne pourra guc servir dans lcs conditions présents A Lté&ducation

du parti,” (Lettre de 18-1-40 & J.H. )

‘o



=59 =

RESOLUTION OF THE AFRICAN COMMISSION OF THE FOURTH INTERNATIONAL

w- BRI

To the: Internatlonal “Exooutive Committee to the U.S., to-the
LeaderSh;p of the Sections: ‘ , * , v

1 == The African Gomm1s31on-of the Fourth International expressed in-
dignant astonishment at the resolutions taken at the last session

of the U,S, concerning its organ Sous le Drapeau du Socialisme., These

resolutions place in immediate peril the. unity of the Internﬂtional

2 == The African Commlss1on reJects the allegatlons accordlng to which

"Sous le Drapeau du Socialisme is a factional organ of the Revo=
1utionary Marxist tendency of the International., It is indignant over
the per51stence of the majority of the U.S. in employing offensive
terms in designating this tendency as "the Pablo faction™ snd Sous le -
Drapeau du Socialisme as "the bulletln of Pablo. n

The African Commission declares that Sous le Drapeau du 8061al--
isme is its organ, absolutely indispensable for its growing work
within the most 1mportant sector at the present moment of all the
work of the International: the Algerian and African Revolution,

3 == If the members of the African Commission belong idealogically to
the Revolutionary Marxist tendency, the African Commission re-

calls that they were elected by the International Executive Committee

and that it was certainly not the fault of the African Commission if

practically the totality of the militants of the International inte-

grated ‘in the Algerian and African Revolution belong to this tendency.

4 -= The African Commission also recalls that Comrade Pablo and the B
Revolutionary Marxist tendency of the International posed,

before as well as during and after the World Congress, the neoe551ty

for the International Leadership to establish its center in A.,, as

well as meeting at least from time to time in A,

5 -—‘The Afrlcan,Comm1531on is always ready to collaborate with no
matter which member of the I.E,C, or the U.S, belonging to the
Me jority tendency and of including him in the Editorship of Sous le
Drapeau du Socialisme, which would permit the Majority of the U.S. to
participate fully in an essential sector of the work of the Inter-
national and to exerclse its responsibilities. :

6 =~ The African Commission holds that any attack or measure against

it and its organ affects not only the Revolutlonary Marxist ten-
dency bubt ‘beyond that the entire Fourth Internatlonal in the most ‘
vital sector of its present act1v1ty.

7 == The African Commission is ready to discuss with the U.S. the~‘
concrete modalities for the collaboratlon of the latter 1n Sous
le Drapeau du SOClallsme. T

The African Commission of the Fourth Internatlonal
January 29, 1964



"THE MOST FRIENDLY REIATIONS" —— WITH WHOM7

A Statement by the Majority of the Unlted Secretarlat

In hlS 1etter of January 22, Comrade Pablo vehemently protests
against an article in World Outlook "attaoklng the United Portuguese
Opp031tlon at the very moment when it is advocutlng and even begin~
ning the armed struggle against the fascist regime of Salazar, on the
basis of a program 1ndlsputably very much to the left,"

Wlthout reserve or crltlclsm the second issue of Sous le Drapeau
du Socialisme sings the praises of this same "United Portuguese Oppo-
sition, " speaking of it as a "Castroist and Algerian [!] tendency of
the workers and democratic movement,™" "revalorizing the struggle,
including an armed one. . -'agalnst the fascist reaction,™

This artlcle, it should be noted in pa551ng, constitutes one more
proof that Sous le Drapeau du Socialisme is not an organ for work in

Africa.but a public organ of the Pablo faction. It cannot reasonably .

be argued that the Jurisdiction of the "African Commission," after
being stretched in the first issue to include China, the USSR and
Venezuela should be widened still further to include Portugal and
Spain, It is even more difficult to contend that the "needs of the
work in the African revolution' require and justify an absolutely
scandalous, opportunist and neo~Stalinist revision of the traditional
position of the Fourth International with regard to Uhe struggle of ‘
the workers movement agalnst fascist reglmes.

-30 that comrades can judge this in the light of the facts, we
cite from the political program adopted by the "Conference of Anti-
fascist Portuguese Forces" to which Comrade Pablo refers (Bulletin
d!Information du Front Patriotique de. leérﬂtlon Naulonale, January 1,
1964, page 4)

"1, The Conference reaffirmed that the objective of the Patrio-
tic Front is the overthrow of the fascist dictatorship and the placing
in power of a provisional government to establish democratic freedoms,
particularly free thought and the orgenization of political parties,
and _after a brief delay to hold free elections for a Constltuent
Assembly.

“2, The Conference stated the common objectives of all the demo-'

cratic forces among others the following: T

‘M-~Destruction of the fasolst State apparatus and construction
of a democratic State;

! -Transformation of Portugal into a country w1th an. advanoed
tlonal 1ndustry,

"~-Reform of the agrarian structure; o ?W“

"--Utilization [1] of the national riches for the beneflt of the

Y
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wldest lqyers of the populatlon,

".-Nonrecognition of foreign loans when [!] they are applieéd- to

knonreproduotlve investments, eSpeclally those destined for colonial

wars;

te.~Protection of the economlc qnd gocial 1nterests of the work—
ers. and middle classes; v

"~eWide democratic policy of medical assistance and social in-
surance; '

"e.Elimination of illiteracy Mnd wide diffusion and demooratlza-
tlon of culture, ..

—-A forelgn»pollcy -of co~operation with ull peoples and non-
allgnment with blocs;

—-Reoognltlon of the right to self-determination and 1ndependence
of the peoples of the Portuguese colonles.

o "3, All the participants reafflrmed their aim not only to
strengthen the unity of the fight for the overthrow of the dictator-

. ship bubt also the maintenance of unity for the construction of the

democratic Portugal of tomorrow,™

N This masterpiece of Stalinist~Khrushchevist literature should be
read and re-read most attentively, -It is nothing but a vulgar rehash
of the traditional programs of the Communist parties of the so~called

"resistance" epoch in Western Europe (class collaboration and "anti-

faseist unity" between bosses and proletarians), without a SLngle
anticapitalist demand! Even the final point in the program is not a
demand for the immediate independence of the colonies, but simply
their rlggt to Independence (a "right" -which hardly any Portuguese
can dispute when the peoples of these oolonles are in process of con—

. guering it, arms in hand).

In reality, this program is to the right of the one advocated by
the Popular Front and the Nationol Council of the Resistance in France

and Italy, since these implied nationalizations at least which are
not even suggested here. It is even to the right of the minimum pro-

..gram set forth for a bourgeois revolution more: than a century ago by

Marx and Engels in theé Communist Manifesto. The aim of this program
is to "unite" the workers movement, the liberal bourgeoisie, disil-
lusioned Salazarists and even a part of the reactionary offlcer caste,

and in a way that will not frighten London and Washington too much

To support without any criticism or distinctions a program and

' practical policy based on such a program, which in the best of cases

will repeat the betrayals of the French and Italian Communist parties

-in 1944 and the Spanish Communist party in 1936-39 signifies breaking

with the tradition and principles of reVOlutloner Marxism going back

to Trotskyfs ‘struggle against the practice of the Popular Front in



France and Spain, including the whole battle of our movement in the
period of the Resistance (which, we should not forget, likewise "re-
valorized the struggle, including an armed one. . . against fasoism”).

If this is "living Trotskyism," one can be sure that Trotaky
would turn in his grave to exclaim,,"Then I am not a Trotskyist."

Moreover, to speak in Spain and Portugal of a "Castroilst and
Algerian tendency of the workers and [!] democratic movement" reveals
the worst confusion, . ” :

First of all, to what "Castroism" does Comrade Pablo refer here
-~ to the initial Castroism criticized and overcome today by Fidel
himself, which was limited to a petty-bourgeois democratic platform,
or to the Castroism which has conquered the hearts and minds of the .
Latin-American masses in the Second Declaration of Havana which pro-
claims that there is no other road to freedom but the road of the
socialist revolution (which the "United Portuguese Opposition" care-
Tully refrains from mentioning)? '

Next, to believe that socialism can triumph in countries like,
Portugal and Spain on the basis of such a petty-bourgeois or bourgeois
democratic platform, on condition that it engages in armed struggle,
is to disregard all the fundamental sociological conditions of these

countries, Spain and Portugal are not colonial but imperialist coun-

tries, The imperialist bourgeoisie there is not foreign but native,
The native bourgeoisie there is not something scarcely-constituted,
without parties, without a mass base, without economic foree;-with-
out its own traditions and ideologies (excepting ‘the ser¥ants of

foreign imperialism); it has been organized as a class for. centuries, -

- with real economic and social forces, with its own parties, its own
traditions and its own ideology, with the experience of civil wars
waged against the proletariat, To believe that it.can be brought
imperceptibly, by small changes and without anyone noticing it, to-
ward the socialist revolution (without calling the thing by its

name) is truly preposterous. As Trotsky said many times, the only - =~

ones who are fooled by such an enterprise are the workers, "Fasclsm
is an instrument of finance capital, not of feudal landlords,"

In any case, this was the line of the Fourth International on
the problem of the struggle against fascist regimes, maintained from
the Transition Program up to the recent documents of 1962, For the
Fourth International, a double demarcation is drawn between the revo-
lutionary and reformist or neoreformist tendencies in the Iberian
peninsula: a mass struggle, including an armed one, against "the
peaceful overturn of Franco and Salazar" on the one hand; and on the
other, socialist revolution against the democratic revolution. The
Portuguese antifascist opposition, and the Portugusse Communist party,
have taken a step forward on the Tirst question; this must be greeted
and encouraged. But they maintain a deeply erroneous, opportunist
position on the second question and they must be mercilessly oriti-
cized and condemned for this, (Which does not mean, of course, that
they should be denied technical aid to facilitate the armed struggle

RS
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of the masses =- not a military putsch -- cgainst Salazer.) It is .

an absolute duty of our movement to distinguish itself from, and to

of a "democratic State" and other formulas that risk bringing the
Iberian proletariat a new defeat tomorrow., And Comrcde Pablo Pevealed
perhaps more than he intended when he offered in defense of his revi-

sionism the single political argument that with this ODpOSltlon "the o

African Commission entertains the most friendly relat;ons.

politically criticize, the opportunist line of "democratic revolution,™
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- THE POLITICAL ORIENTATION OF COMRADE PABLO

A Statement by the Majority of the United Secfetariat

Comrade Pablo, who héds come to consider the ‘most elementary-
organizational norms as bureaucratic fetters, does not cease to send
letters and documents seeking to force the United Secretarlat des=
pite its firm decision not to displace the axis of its present acti~
vity -~ aimed.-at consolidating and widening the achievement of unifi- E
cation -~ into an endless, sterlle struggle of tendencies, 4

Our previous documents being completely clear, there is no need
to again take up the series of arguments in Comrade Pablot's latest
epistle, Nor do we intend to answer the epithets and so~called -
"political® or "ideological" characterizations (bureaucrats, Zino-
vievists, pro-Chinese, etc, ) which he deems it necessary to use in
place of arguments related to facts and concrete attitudes, Nor do
we intend to waste our time denouncing the "revolutlonery Marxist
tendency," the "vanguard tendency par excellence" -~ as if revolu-
tionary Marxism in the Fourth International were the prerogative of
one man or a narrow faction, as if "revolutionary Marxist® were not
synonomous as before with "Trotskyist™"!

We shall confine our attentlon, therefore, only to some essen-
tlal points, : ‘

Comrade Pablo accuses us of introducing a formalist concept of
democratic centralism, of forgetting that the form must be adapted
to the content and that primacy" must be "accorded to the defense of
a correct political line," ~

We recall first of all that the Leninist concept was never
inspired by disdain for.organizational forms, which are not statilc
" by~laws but indigpensable elements in the functioning of the party
as an instrument of struggle. Not to tolerate the party becoming the
scene of uninterrupted factional struggles after the sovereign ver-~
dict of a congress, with minorities continuing to talk and to act as

they please, perpetuating the debate, does not at all indicate a §§~
formalist concept, It means struggling against paralysis of the *,
organization and demanding that the pollcy adopted be effectively P
applied. . T4

It was not from Comrade Pablo's latest letter that we came to g

know that it can at times be necessary to open a discussion before

the time 1limit set in the statutes and to even adopt exceptional
measures (something that might well occur in the future, above all

in such an explosive period of world politics). However, the problem
is not to reaffirm elementary truths, but to judge the actions and
claims of Comrade Pablo in a speciflc context, As we have emphasized .
many times, the specific context is characterized by the recent hold-
ing of a highly representative congress and the Reunification Congress,
the legitimacy of which no one contested, and by an exbtremely clear
political outcome; namely, the adoption of documents not only by the
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movement as a whole, but also by its various sectors.

If we wish, moreover, to utilize the political criterion invoked
by Comrade Pablo, it is clear that necessity No, 1 after the congress
was to consolidate and expand the reunification which remains a pro-.
cess to be completed, It was in fact of fundamental importance to
definitively counteract any defeatist. centrlfugal tendency, to create
a more powerful pole of attrﬂctlon, to increase in this way the pres-
tige of our movement, to project more than ever effective multiple -
actions in the new revolutlonury sectors where we have enormous oOppor=-.
tunities, The formation of a new, larger international leadership,
enjoying indisputable political authority, was one of the conditiens
for our suooeedlng. The movement as a whole, including the minority,
had an interest in applying such an orientation and everybody should -
have understood, therefore what the essential political priority was
at this stage,

Comrade Pablo 1gnored or forgot all thls starting up war a
month after the congress, constantly rencwing 1ndlscr1mln1te and ine

sulting attacks, undertuklng even =- through quotations from Healy abt .

this juncturel -~ to reopen the old quarrels and to stir up the old
grudges which the International considered ended once und for all
after the Reunification Congress,

An Extraordinary Demand

Comrade Pablo made the extraordlnary demand that his differences
with the majority should be discussed publicly, and when this proposal
to depart from the traditional practices of democratic centralism was
referred to the International Executive Committee, he did not wait
for this body to consider the request and to act on it, He went ahead,
in flagrant violation of the rules and principles of democratic cen-
tralism, and launched Sous le Drapeau du Socialisme, without even put=-
ting the question on the agenda of the United Seoretarlat When the
United Secrctariat accidentally learned about the project and appealed
to Comrqde Pablo to hold it up, he brushed the appeal aside.

He claims that this magazine is not a public mlnorlty organ,

-presenting views in opposition to those adopted by the last World

Congress, but a publication of the African Commission, concerned sole-
1y with adVan01ng Trotskyism in Africa., However, this did not prevent
him from arguing at the same time, to those who see this publication
for what it really is, that his L&thOn has a right to its own public
organ in which it can present views rejected by the World Congress,
To bolster this contention, he cites what he claims is the instructive
precedent of Trotsky'!s suggestion that the majority in the 1939-40
struggle should proposé to the Burnham-Shachtman~Abern petty—bourge01s
opposition "to publish, under the supervision of the new National -
Committee, special dlseu351on symposiums, not only for party members
but for the public in general," N

In citing Trotsky!s proposal of Jgnuery 18, 1940 Comr“de Pﬂblo
lCOVOS out o rather esscential scntconce in the very mlddle of the
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quotation without indicating the omission in any way. The sentence
in question follows the one we have just quoted. It reads: "We
should go as far as possible in this respect in order to disarm thelr
at least premature complaints and handicap them in provoking a split.'
No comment is required on the reasons for the sudden failure of Com-. .
rade Pablols typewrlter when it came to this sentence., -

- There are some other trifles which Comrade Pablo 1euves out
perhaps because he was not fully acquainted with this episode in the e
history of our movement. Comrade Cannon was against Trotskyl!s pro- - A
- posal; and, in the light of the considerations advanced by Cannon, ' o
Trotsky dhﬂnged his mind, admitting that he had taken too abstract a =
view, As he wrote Farrell Dobbs soon after, "Under such conditions- 4
for the opposition to have their own public paper or magazine is a i)
means not to convince the Party but to appeal against the Party to
the external world," . . ]

On one -point, we can agree with Comrade Pablo -~ the analogy
between his demand to cdrry the dispute to the public and the one
made by the BurnhamsShachtman-Abern petty—bourg601s opp031t10n 1s
almost perfect,

Do Mlnoritles Have Duties?

"We repeat once more. It is easy, much too easy, to speak of a
formalist conception of democratic centralism, of Zinovievism, ‘etc,
Comrade Pablo, however, should specify -~ thls is not the first time
we have put thls question to him =~ what is his conception of ‘the
duties which democratlc centrallsm 1mp11es above all for a mlnorlty?

Does hlS conceptlon of adqptlng the so—called "form to the con-
tent" mean that when the "vanguard tendency par excecllence" is in the
mlnority it need not accept any limitation and when the others are
in the minority they: must«bemaenstantlyﬂhel& %o the strictest. central-
ist discipline? Is the "content," then, Comrade Pablo's views to | Ca
which the "form" of democratlc centrallsm must always be tailored? -

In reality the V1olatlons of dlsclpllne by some members of the
Pablo tendency have become so numerous and so open that any lecader-
ship would have been warranted in a normal situation to take elemen-
tary statubtory measures, If we have not done so, if we have limited E
ourselves to pointing out the violations and to maklng appeﬁls, it is e
precisely because we decided to apply to the end our concept of what a4
must be done to construct the movement at this -stage. Under these ‘
conditions, it is incredible that Comrade Pablo, perhaps mistaking
our attltude for weakness, should denounce as an act endqngerlng the
- unity of the movement -—= not the fact that he published a magazine
without the knowledge or permission of the International and ageinst
Aits line =-'but our invitation to refer the quecstion to the Inter=-
national Executive Committee and our pointing out that we have the
right and the duty to make known that his article on the Sino-Soviet
conflict does not represent the line of the World Congress, Decided-
ly, Comrade Pablo doés not make the lédst concession to "formalism"l
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A Pertinent Question

- Things have gone so far that leaders and militants of the Inter~

notional have been led to ask the question: Where is Comrade Pablo
headed? Comrade Pablo is reputed to weigh his words and still more

his acts, Why then did he unleash this struggle? Why is he seeking

to discredit the leadership of the International by shootlng at 1ibt-
erally everything and discovering at each step new crimes involving’
the majority as a whole or some of its individual members? Why did -

he commit violations of discipline, making the situation still graver?

It is clear to everyone that if it were Comrade Pablol's real aim
to change the relationship of forces in the movement -~ a2 legitimate
aim, of course, provided that it is sought within the framework of
democratic centralism -~- he would not have acted as he has, An action
like his can only either crystallize the proportions existing at the
World Congress, which were completely unfavorable to him, or reduce
his possible- future influence still further because of the fact that
cadres educated in our organizational concepts will react to his
flagrant breaches of the statutes with severe condemnation, In addi=-
tion, if Comrade Pablo wanted primarily to convince the members-of
the International, why has he insisted so much on a public debate?
Why has he mnde 1t understood that he considers it prejudicial to
his work to be identified with the positions of the World. Congress
particularly on the Sino-Soviet conflict? In the eyes of whom, is he
so highly interested in distinguishing himself from the line of the
International? It would be difficult for him to demonstrate that
the position of critical support for the Chinese positions, as form~
ulated by the Congress, could entail any serious discredit in the
eyes of African revolutionists of whom the least that can be said is
that they are not burning with sympathy for Khrushchevism. . . .

-The fact is that the attitude of Comrade Pablo is actually
determined by 1noreas1ngly dangerous polltlcﬂl positions, a growing

lack of confidence in the movement, a tendency, more or less open and -

conscious, of wanting to play a role of his own, independent of the
Fourth Internatlonal as an organization,

It is above all on this political level thqt the latest letter
of Comrade Pﬁblo merits examination.

.

In the Khrushchev1st Direction

We leave aside his indignant ouestlons on the crimes of Tirana,
the Judgments of the Chinese on Stalin, etc. We have always made
timely criticisms of what had to be eriticized and we have no need
of. -any pressure to again indicate our independent attitude in rela-
tion to any bureaucratic current whenever circumstances demand it.,
Under appropriate conditions, moreover, Comrade Pablo can obtain the
informetion he obviously leclks on the pro-Chlnese tendencies and
groups. in certain countries and our attitude on this subject, At
the same time he should explain to us why, in correctly calling at-
tention to the anti-Trotskyism of Tlran& he does not whisper a
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single word about the anti-«Trotskyist campaign mounted in recent
months in a big way in the Soviet and general Khrushchevist press.

- What is of concern to us is the series. of formulas utilized in
his letter confirming in a clear and alarming fashion the -accentua=-
tion of Comrade Pablo!s political evolution, particularly under the
impulse of developments in the Sino~Soviet conflict., It is an evo=-
lution that has been concretized in various political evaluations,
above all a completely false evaluation of -Khrushchevism, which 1is
leading him more and more to blur our concept of the bureaucracy.
_All this is in consonance with a method that rcplaces close, pro= .
found analysis by hasty conclusions, impressionistic formulas -and
the utilization of superficieal, secondary and even purely emotional
elements, This is likewise reflected in the terminology he resorts
to more and more, forgetting the rigorousness proper to our movement.,

We qlready explained at the World Congress as well as in 1ater
documents that far from having an equidistant attitude in relation
to the two main bureaucratic currents -- which would amount, in the
concrete context, to a sectarian position =~ Comrade Pablo expresses
in reallty an evaluntlon altogether favorable to Khrushcheviam,
which he in fact supports in a less and less critical way.. Let us
consider briefly some of the most significant questions.

Was Hungary an “Exception"?~

Comrade Pablo dwelt many times on the question of the rate of
economic growth of the United States and the USSR, . accusing certain
comrades of .the International of underestimating Soviet potentiali-
tles and overestimating those of the United States, Bubt, if it was -
only a question of the outcome of the rates, the insistence_and the -
vehemence of Comrade Pablo would be inexplicable, His attitude be=.
comes understandable if in reality,. bechind this discussion, lurks
another by far more important problem; namely, whether or not econ-
omic competition and the victory of the USSR on this terrain will
prove to be the decisive factor in settling the fate of capitalism .
and socialism on a world scale,. Khrushchev has stressed many times
that he puts economic competition in first place. A

We have criticized this conception, the Chinese likewise, in a

- whole series of documents, In an article printed in Sous le Drapeau
du Socialisme Comrade Pablo speaks of the differences between the
Chinese and the Soviets in this field as if it were only a question
of determining which sector has priority at this stage (more parti-
cularly the place of the colonial revolution), forgetting to denounce
the essence itself of the Khrushchevist conception; namely, the idea

that economic competition.will be' the determining factor, the struggles
of the colonial peoples and the Worklng messes of the capltallst coun=~

tries m“king up the difference,

In the text submitted to the World Congress Comrade Pablo -
affirmed moreover that Khrushchevism "had evolved since its appear-
ance continually -- on the average =- toward the left" ond that the
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Hungarian affair, after all,'was only an excepﬁion.

This signified forgetting with astonishing ease everything that
our movement, including Comrade Pablo, had written on the multiple
rightist ﬂspects of Khrushchevism on the domestic as well as the
international  plane, and giving de-Stalinization, certainly a complex
phenomenon, but clear in its essential thrust, a simplistic and at
bottom apologetic analysis, 1Is it necessary to repeat once again
that the reaction of the bureaucracy in the Hungarian case, aside
from the specific aspects of the circumstances, was a normal reaction
for a bureaucracy under conditions where the mass movement that went:
beyond it placed in question its very existence? How then can one
obscure the faoct that by his intervention in Hungary Khrushchev did
no more than demonstrate that as authorized representative of the
bureaucracy, despite his de~Stalinizing tendencies, he remeined

" ready to defend .the survival of his caste by no matter what means?

Other Indications

After the World Congress, we were struck not so much by the
defense in itself which Comrade Pablo made of the Moscow Treaty.as
by the arguments he utilized., In reality his arguments are almos?t
the same as those employed, for example, by the leaders of the Ital-
ian CP, and analogous considerations are implied by Comrade Pablo!s
timorous attitude on the Sino-Soviet conflict, We have already
criticized the argument according to which we must be concerned about
avoiding "the total seizure" of India by imperialism, We refer to
it here because such an argument could not be advanced in fact with-
out accepting in the main the official view on diplomatic and poli-
tical necessities. Yet, without disregarding these necessities, it
is nevertheless clear that it is not the role of the Fourth Inter- .
natlonal to identify itself with any - official view.

Another argument dear to Comrade Pablo is that of the role of
the Khrushchevist leadership in face of the Cuban Revolution., For
him, Khrushchev!s Cuban policy is without reproach and hé has many
tlmes cited the Soviet-Cuban declaration of May 1963 which is sup~
posed to demonstrate that Knrushchev is for a revolutionary Castro-
ist orientation in Latin America, It is ridiculous, as we have said
before, to make a judgment on the basis of a document -~ one, moreover,
that 1s sufficiently equivocal -~ while ignoring the reality; that
is, the real line of the Communist parties and Khrushchevists of
Latin America, No one, naturally, denies the importance of Soviet
economic and military ald for Cuba -~ in fact we have been in the
forefront empho31z1ng it -~ but to place the emphasis constantly on
this aid, wipes out in practice the dual character of +the. oureauoracy.
What is. forgotten is the baneful role of the Soviet bureaucracy in
Cuba, as elsewhere, in the phase decigive after all, for the vietory
of the ReVOlutlon.

LorGOVer Trotskyists should be the last to minimize or to pass
by in 81lence as Comrade Pablo does, the pressure which Peking's
challenge plaoes on Khrushchev to glve a more favorable response to
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an independent revolutionary government 11ke the one in Cuba than
" he mlght otherwise 'have done., In his dealings with the imperialist
powers in the West, Khrushchev must now continually look over his
shoulder in fear of possible criticism from China, 1nclud1ng the
criticism of a better example in helping freedom mOVements. “Castro
thus gains in weight in Moscow because behind him stand two=-thirds
of a billion Chinese and their official leaders in addition to the
peoples of Latin America, the Soviet Union and the other workers
states. Credit for the a 1d which the Soviet government is giving
Cuba also belongs in big part to the Chinese People's Republlc.

One-81ded Empha31s

Bubt it is his present attitude toward de~Sta11nlzatlon and the
bureaucracy in its Khrushchevist phase which more precisely shows
and, so to speak, crowns the evolution of Comrade Pablo, :In the
Series of writings and documents submitted before and after the
Reunification Congress, the emphasis is always placed on the pro~
gressive acquisitions and tendencies, on the irreversible.character
and pevolutionary nature of the process, on the growing support ac-
corded the world revolution by the 1eadersh1p of the USSR, ete,

'Aside from other sketchy simplifications, how can Comrade Pablo
forget the various consequences which de-Stullnizatlon either touched
off or stimulated on the domestic level =-- where wide layers of the
most conservative sectors of the bureaucracy profited from the “thaw"

== a8 well as on the international plane where all klnds of rightist

tendencies developed or became accentuated?

In addition, what does 1t mean to insist solely on the irre-
versible character of de=-Stalinization? If it is plaln, in short,
that reappearance of the worst period of Stalinism is impossible due
to the radical changé in-objective conditions, it is not leéess evi-
dent that de=Stalinization as a policy of the bureaucracy has under=-
gone and will again undergo many vicissitudes, zigzags, even steps
backward; as we have stressed in the past. Once again, the proper
role of revolutionary Marxists is to never lose sight of all this .and
to avoid any formulations the consequence of which might be to create
illusions in the nature of de-~Stalinization itself; in the final
analys1s, in the p0331billty of the self-reform of the bureauoraoy.

An example of Comrade Pablofs present tendency to effer apelo~‘~
getic interpretations for Khrushchevist policies is prévided by the
note "Tournant &conomique décisif" [decisive economic turn] (in Sous:
le Drapeau du Socialisme, No.‘l) 'in which, among other things,'onef
reads‘ ‘ TR

UThe meetlng of the Central Commlttee of the CPSU in DeoeMber
1963 can prove to be of capital importance in the economic history
of the USSR. . . .

"It is almost certain that Khrushchev is always exposed to the

stubborn-resistance of a Whole wing of the Soviet bureaucracy, going -
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from Molotov to Suslov, ‘which is powerfully supported by the !'ideo-
logical! attacks of the Chinese seeking to overthrow the. reformers.
of the Kremlin," :

The least that can be said is that Comrade Pablo'judges the
plenum in an impressionistic way, ignores the enormous complications
that Khrushchev!s new abrupt turn provoked, and does not consider
that the new orientation of investments can injure agriculture in the
final analysis, at least in part on other levels (because of the fact,
for example, that the construction of certain tractor plants has been
suspended). Moreover, to present the situation in the USSR as if
all that is involved is a conflict between the Khrushchevists and
those dreaming of the Stalinist era is o grave error. Elements and
groups already exist in the party, perhaps also at the level of the
Central Committee, not to speak of Soviet society in general, who
are critical of the timorous character of Khrushchev!s de-Stallniza~
tion and who would like to go much further (for example, in the
cultural field, in questions of economic structure, etc.)

Khrushchev!s Advice to the Algerians

We turn to another note in the same issue of Sous le Drapeau
du Socialisme which pretends to present the principal passages of a
"programmatic" ‘interview granted.by Khrushchev to two Algerian news-
papers, In such a note an effort should certainly be made to indi-
cate possibly new elements, but at the same time central points
should be underlined Whlch revolutionary Marxist cannot pass by in -
silence under any pretext, Yét Comrade Pablo not only did not deem
it advisable =-- in an organ claiming to give an orientation for ,
Africal =~ to express our criticism of the Khrushchevist line on fun-
damental problems of the colonial revolution in our epoch, he even
went so far as to leave out a statement, replacing it Wltn dots, the
one statement which more than all the rest bares the real Khrushche-
vist orientation; namely, the following: /

"The revolutionary democratic leaders of certain Iiberated coun-
tries are looking for methods and forms of passage onto the noncapi- -
talist road of development, In the opinion of Marxist- Lenlnists, a
national democratic state - coulq well serve as the form for such a
passage, This state would support itself on an anti-imperieclist
united front of 2ll the social forces ready to struggle for the inde-
pendent democratic development, It would open wide perspectives for -
bringing the masses into the political field, in the national construc-
tion of a new 1life on democratic bases, It goes without saying that
this does not exclude other forms of development along the road of
national liberation and social progress.

"Life Wwill bring many new forms of the passage to soclalism as
well as rates of social transformations, It is beyond doubt, in any
case, that life demands moving forward, but you can't adva nce without -
mov1ng toward socialism, But you can't build socialism through a
decree, you can't jump over the stage of democratic transformations,
nor undertake measurses for whlch the indispensable social and econqmlc
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conditions are not ripe, for which the support of the' popular masses

is not assured, The accomplishment of the tasks of the anti~imper-
ialist, antifeudal and democratic revolution creates the best condi-
tions for the passage to socialism, For several countries the essen-
tial task consists today in unfurling this revolution, of drawing the
wide popular masses into creative revolutionary activity in the course
of which they will directly approach the new aim =~- that of the social-
ist transformation., Thus, it is in resolving the general democratic
tasks not having, in themselves, a socialist character that the con-
ditions for the passage to socialism are created it _

Has Comrade Pablo then 301ned the school that Juggles quota=
tions? Does he believe that in view of Khrushchev'!s new "programma-
tie" performance that it is necessary from now on to forget the basic .
criteria of the theory of the permanent revolution and even give cur- L
rency .to the very vague "people!s state," which is obviously nothing
" but the famous independent national democratic state? (Comrade Pablo
uses the expression "peoplels state" in relation to Algeria in this
same number of Sous le Drapeau du Secialisme,) Ewery cadre in the
movement should study the two Key paragraphs in Khrushchev!s advice .
to the Algerians which Comrade Pablo decided it was prudent to omit,
These paragraphs offer treacherous. Stalinist formulas in place of
Trotsky!s theory of the permanent revolution, .If Comrade Pablo had
quoted them, he could scarcely have evaded commentlng on:their char-
actér, And to do that from the Trotskyist point of view would have
ruined the bland tone which €omrade Pablo evidently felt it was most
politic to use in_ presenting Khrushchev to his African audience,

Does De-Stalinization = Political Revolution? -

A few months ago some Australian comrades who are partlsans of
Comrade PﬂblO(iescrlbed de-Stalinization as the polltlcal revolution,
Comrade Pablo now affirms this himself, thus proving that it was not
an isclated extreme formulﬂtlon but a p031t10n of his tendency,

- No one in-our ranks 1nterprets de~Sta11nlzatlon as simply a
marnieuver, more or less Machiavellian, and no one denies that it has - -

strong roots in Soviet society, 1In thls sense, it is clearly a pro- &
cess that goes beyond the interests and the will of the. bureauorﬂcy. o E
But this does not mean that for the burecaucracy and its present - ' ',ﬁ
leadership the political course known as de-Stalinization is anything e

but an orientation which seeks to perpetuate their rule through con~.
“cessions, changes, turns,.etc, Far from being synonomous with polie-.
tical’ revolutlon, de-Stallnlzatlon eims . precisely at avoiding con-
fliets between the bureuuoracy and the messes that might provoke a
political revolution., This is- what we have been explaining for ten
years, above all in arguing with certain currents in the Communist
parties- and certain Marxist or secmeMarxist intellectuals, What is
involved here in reality is a central point in our conception of the
bureauoracy as a privileged ruling layer which must be broken up and
overturned by the revolutlonary proletaris t -

‘It is true thut Comrade Pablo’ speaks of "a dialectiocal process
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of constant interaction," etc., and even a "violent, insurrectional
phase" of the political revolution, This, of course, 1s an essen-.

~tial aspeet, but it is not sufficient in itself, Everything depends

in fact on the more general context of the concept as a whole, If

. one tends to conceive de~Stalinization as more or less rectilinear,

if one views the Hungarian variant as exceptional, if one judges
Khrushechevism as in general evolving to the left, 1f one reduces the
present internal dialectics in the USSR essentially to a conflict
between the Khrushchevists and the conservatives, 1f one supposes

hat Khrushchev is leading and will continue to 1e d a subStantially
revolutlonary process up to the eve of its outcome, or almost, it is
evident that the notion of a "violent, 1nsurrect10nal phase loses
its genuine significance and could even be strictly interpreted as a
struggle against the resistance of a conservative Vendée of unrecon~
structed Stalinists, :

The formulations used by Comrade Pablo do not help to clear
things up, On the contrary, they sow confusion to the highest degree.
For us-it 1is essential to emphasize that the objective socio=economic
process in the USSR is one thing, the political course of the bureau-
cracy, its reformist operation of self-defense, something else again.
There is a qualitative difference between them which cannot be rubbed
out without rubbing out, deforming, castrating our concept of the
bureaucracy, In this concept the political revolution constitutes a
qualitative leap even in relation to the most advanced de=Staliniza-
tion == de~Stalinization being in the last analysis only a phase, cer-
tainly of historic significance, of the system of bureaucratic hege-
mony, Comrade Pablo seems to have become convinced that such a con-
cept is nothing but an expression of the "miasma of outright reaction-

ary- antl-Sovietlsm, -of which he accuses the leadership of the Fourth

International, plcking up.one of the traditional refrains of the -
bureaucracy ﬂgalnst Trotsky qnd the Trotskylst movement., .

Where - Is "LlVlng Trotskylsm" To Be Found?

Comrade Pablot!s letter contalns another paragraph which says
much about his conceptions and perhaps also his present intentions:
"At present the international revolutionary vanguard is immense and
the-dialogue between living Revolutionary Trotskyism and that van-
guard is much more important and decisive than the arbitrariness and
the irresponsibility of this or that body arrogating to itself the
right to reduce to silence, to mistreat, to expel, the vanguard ten=-
denoy par excellence of Trotskylsm and the Fourth International,®

What is the significance of this paragraph? Is it possible to
concelve revolutionary Marxism exclusively as an ideological current,
abstracting it from its organized form? Does he wish to reduce Trot-
skylsm to an instrument of analysis and interpretation, thus emptying
it of all the practical revolutionary content which we have defended

‘for years against all the slanderers of our. movement ?

We leave aside Comrade Pablo!s exaggerations, his illusions con=-
cerning the "immense" revolutionary vanguard which is his audience and
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his modest words about the "vanguard tendency par excellence" Whlch
he claims to represent, What we are interested in is to- understand
the substance of his ideas dnd to see clearly, In reading this para-
graph we were reminded of ‘one of his declarations at the World Con=
gress in which he said that he refused to make a fetish out of the
Fourth International.. »

The ma jority revorter replied that the problem did not involve
the principle that Marxists make no fetish of anything, nor did it
involve recalling that Marx at one time considered the First Inter- N
national outworn; Lenin, the Second International; and Trotsky, the «
Thlrd° but that the problem was to reaffirm, in the present concrete

context that we are convinced more than ever in a completely s
rational and realistic way, that the Fourth International is the only ’%5‘
organization genuinely practicing revolutionary Marxism on a world B
scale despite all its weaknesses and the errors which it might have ~ i

committed or, w1ll still commit, We are more than ever convinced that
there is no "living Trotskylsm“ or "living Trotskylsts" outside the
Fourth International, a conviction which Comrade Pablo once shared
with fierce energy and which he now appears to question in the para-
graph quoted above, Outside of our ranks, men and women who are, Or
consider themselves to be, Trotskyists, face the choice of political . v
capitulation sooner or leter or complete neutrqllzatlon and sterili- ke
zation, or retreat to an intellectual tower as a2 historian, economist,
or something similar, which may be more or less of a personal solu~
tion for a demorallzed militant, but which can by no means be a ‘Solu-
tion for the problems of revolutlonlry struggle for whlch our move-
ment ex1sts. . ,

: For us this is selfuev1dent' That 1stwhy we cannot accept Com-
rode Peblo!'s raising the suggestion of a "living Trotskylsm" placed -
1n actuallty out51de the Fourth International.

That is why we once more ask him to reflect on all the implica= -
tions of his present attitude and to turn back from a course that
would spell politiecal c atastrophe for him,  No one denies him the
right to continue to struggle for an orientation which he considers
to be correct; but it is only within the: International, within the
framework of 1ts democrqtlc .centralism, that he can do so in a fruit-
ful way. :

N

2N
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UNITED SECRETARIAT RESOLUTION

on

SQUS IE DRAPEAU DU SOCIALISME

The United Socretarlqt states:

(1) That it has boen, placed before the accomplished fﬂct once
again, a second issue of Sous le¢ Drapeau du Socialismc having been
brought to the attentlon of its members during the course of the mect-
ing itself,

(2) That tHis 1nvolves a violation of the decision takon at the
previous meeting. : .

(3) That Comrade Pablo has made it known that ho 1ntends, no "7
mattor what, to continuc its publication without waltlng fer the -
IEC to meet : .

The Unlted Seeretariat condemms thls new v1olat10n of dlsoipllne
by thb mlnorlty. o

The United Sceretariat instructs the burcau to niake a public
declaration in the name of the Secrctariat indicating that Sous le
- Drapeau du Socialisme 1s not an organ authorizod by the lcadorship
of the Intornational and does not represent the orientation of the
World Reunification Congross, .

The United Sccretariat rcfers tho matter to the IEC for any
further dceision it may decm nocossary. :

The United Seoretarlat instructs the Bureuu to publish an
Infornmation Bulletin on the internal situation for the information of
all the members of the movement, : '
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STATEMENHLQ;_,THE MINORITY

: The undersigned representatives of the Revolutlonary Marxist
tendenoy at the meeting of the United Secretariat of February 14,

1964, regret that the Ma jority. of the United Secretariat malntalns

its ultimatums concerning "Sous le Drapeau du Socialisme,” demanding
as a preliminary that this organ of the Afrlcan Commission be disavow=
ed and stopped at once,

They regrot that this Majority refuses to discuss concrete steps
to-be taken to normalize the situation in the International to prevent
regrettable incidents from-one side or the other, and to contain the
ideological struggle within limits preserving the unlty of the Inter=-
national and its. democratic~centralist regime,

They declare that the conception of democratic centralism held
by the tendency they represent does not imply negating the rights of
the Majoribty and the duties of the Minority, nor more partloularly a
so=called demand for perpetual discussion on all subgsots in the -
International

The Revolutlonary Marxist tendency's conception en the matter of
democratic centralism and its application in the present conorete con-
ditions have been expressed in a number of documents of the tendency
and more particularly in the reply of Comrade Pablo submitted to the
United Sevretariat during its meetlng of 26~27th January, 1964 and
still not publlshed ,

They deolare once more that they are ready to examine w1th the
Magorlty of the United Secretariat all the necessary measures to
improve the internal situation of the moévement and to pa articipate ™
-with the Majority in the polltloal elaboration of the publicatlon
"Sous le Drapeau du Socialisme," in.the framework of the well-under-
stood rights of the MaJorlty. '

Faced with the refusal of the MaJority to discuss on this ba31s
they ask: (1) that the IEC should take up this grave question whlch
threatens the unity of the International at present; (2) that the IEC
should be convoked at the end of April or beginning of May so that the
representatives of the Minority can be present (for reasons explained
by them orally) and in a place determined by common agreemenbt: .(3)
~that all the documents pertaining to this question be brought to the

attention of the leaderships and members of all the sections.

Michel Pablo, mcember of the U,S,
Lenoir, alternate momber of the U.S, -

February 14, 1964

P,S, Having seen at the last minute the decision of the Majority ef
the United Secretariat to publish before the IEC meets a communiqué
declaring that "Sous le Drapeau du Socialisme" is not an organ of the
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Fourth International, the fepéésentatives'of”the:Minofity declare
that this act seeks £o perpetrate a split in the Fourth International

- before the IEC can take up this question, They make an appeal in

~extremis to the Majority to reconsider all the consequences of such
a possible acth. ‘

~
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STATEMENT BY THE MAJORITY

(1). Despite repeated requests, .the gomrades of the minority
have refused to recognize the duty of the minority to function as a
tendency within the framework of the elscted bodies and normal rules
of the International, They have refused to accept the normal-disci-.
pline of the World Congress and the United Secretariat., They have
insisted on constituting, around the "African Commission," a certain
parallel leadership center, with its own finances and its own public
organ, shifting members of the United Secretariat and of the Inter- 3
national Executive Committee to this "“center" without asking the prior
opinion of the United Secretariat and even without informing it before-

hand, They have refused to modify their federalist conception of the <,
International, according to which a regional bureau or commission can &
"slaborate" and publicly defend a line independently of the inbter- @

national leadership and in opposition to the line of the World Con-
gress, They have refused to apply the decision of the United Secre-
tariat of January 25-26 to suspend, if only temporarily until the ple-
nunm of the International Executive Committee, the. publication of thelr
public tendency organ Sous le Drapeau du Socialisme, thus demonstra-
ting that they recognize and apply in practice only the discipline of
their own tendency, The fact that they submitted a declaration today,
stating that their concept "dees not imply negating the rights of the
majority and the duties of the minority," while at the same time they
place on the table issue number two of Sous le Drapeau du Socialisme,
in flagrant violation of a decision of The United Secrefariat, con-
{irms the purely demagogic and maneuverist character of this declara-
on, ' :

(2) The majority of the United Secretariat has always accorded
the representatives of the minority in the United Secretariat all the
rights and all the possibilities of consultation and collaboration,
It has shifted dates and places of meetings over and over again to
make possible the presence of representatives of the minority. It
has remained ready to consider any proposal envisaging publication of
a genuine organ for the work of the Fourth International in Africa,
bgt it is not prepared to grant this label te a public organ of the
minority, In any case, all these questions can be resolved only A
within a preocise framework and with specific prior guarantees with
respect to this framework: the minority, following the World Congress,
must publicly apply its decisions and its line, and collaborate loyally
with the majority in the sense that the majority elected at the World )
Congress decides the political line of the United Secretariat and all L@
the regional bureaus and commissions of the International Executive
Committee and United Secretariat, Because of their refusal to accept
these elementary rules and their systematic violation of them, the
minority bears responsibility for the present crisis,

As for the three proposals advanced by the minority with regard
to the next meeting of the International Executive Committee, they
correspond to decisions already taken by the United Secretariat,

(3) The majority records the fact that Comrade Pablo's tendency,
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" after multiple violations of diselpline and successive threats and

ultimatums, has now faced our movement with the gravest attempt at

- blackmail =~ if the unprincipled demands of the minority are not

accepted, he has said that a split will be inevitable and the majority
will bear responsibility,

The majority will defend the program and the organizational rules
of Trotskyism against all these attempts, and will not retreat before
any threat or attempted blackmail, Principles are at stake, We
appeal to the minority comrade& once more to draw back from the path -

which is leading them to a political and organizational break with
the Fourth International,

February 14, 1964



	1-may-1964-intl-inf-bull080
	1-may-1964-intl-inf-bull081
	1-may-1964-intl-inf-bull082
	1-may-1964-intl-inf-bull083
	1-may-1964-intl-inf-bull084

