THE TLSTORY OF ARGEATIRE TROTSKYISA: Tts origin and early growti.

Introduction. :
The Arrentine Trotckyist movement apreared during the 1930's, hy the
195C'a 1t hod won gome influence in the werkers =nd student movements, which by
the 196C's and 1970's had increased further. Its firest fifteen years of histery,
nevertheless, would mark it in an extraordinary way, and they illuminate many of
its later vicissitudes.

In the first place by its origin iteelf. As in other Latin American (and Euro-
pean) countries it came from a split in the CP, although extremely small. In
addition, the PCA was far from enjoying at that time (end of the 1920's) a great
influence in the workers movement, industrially or politically. On one side, the
anarchist and anarchosyndicalist currents still possessed hegemony in a working
class still marked by the 'anti-political' traditions of their origins, under the
influence of the European emmigration. To measure, even in a deformed way, the
political influence of the CP, we note that in the 1928 elections it obtained
7,600 votes, against 66,000 for the SP - even though to the deformation itself of
an electoral count one would have to add the fact that a large percentage of the
workers are foreigners. Add to that the crushing presence of Radicalism, which
is literally 'plebiscited' in those elections (838,000 votes). The FCA, which
in its origins as the Internationalist Socielist Party had threatened to be an
important competitor to the SP, saw itself further weakened by a haemorrhage of
splits during the 1920's. 5

A minority, the Trotskyists found themselves from the start before a period
of net political reaction: few in number, the members are also persecuted by the
fascistizante government of Uriburu. The possibilities of developing an import-
ant faction within the CP (2s in Chile & Brazil) disappeared. Paradoxically, the
first peak in the re-emergence of the workers movement (1933-36) above all goes
to strencthen the CP, which, starting from then, would have a determining influ-
ence on the destiny of the organised proletarint. At that moment, the initial
micleus of the Opposition had literally disappeared without trace. Its relief
came in the ferm of much younser and 1nerperinnced'militantq, although including
an ex-anarchist trade unionist expelled by the CP. The weakness of the Trotsky-
ists didn't stop the PCA from adding itself entilmsiastically to the campaign
against 'Hitler-Trotskyism' launched by the Comintern and CPSU, a witch-hunt that
argravates the already reactionary fate of the period, symbolised by the fascist
Minister of the Interior, Sanchez Sorendo, who proposes that the workers carry
on showing their working clothes in their homes and in the street, to 'distinguish
them’.

Young and without experience, rumerically weak, marginal to a workers movement
whose organisations get wesker, the Trotskyists of the time are an ideal theatre
for the flowering of personal disputes and cliques. But similarly they make a
remarkable effort to overcome their original handicap, in orientating themselves
to clarify their programme of intervention. The polemic over the issue of 'nat-
ional liberation' that develops in their ranks constitutes, in its nature, a
real novelty in the left-wing movement of the period. We will see why.

The 1930's are characterised world-wide by the preparations for a second
imperialist conflagration, above all after the rise of nazism to power in Germany,
which materinlised the woret defeat of the workers movement during the 20. Century.
This axis of world politics tends to transform itself more each time into the
avig of the political situation of each country. All the effort of the revolut-
ionary internationalists, with Leon Trotsky at their head, centred on equipping
the workers vansuard with a2 programme and an organisation with which tc intervene
in the approaching catastrophe. The elaborantion of the Transitional Irogramme
and the proclamation of the 1V. Internationnl mean that the preservation of Bol-
sheviem had been attained, against the imperislist bourgeolsie preparing a new
war, and against the stalinist bureaucracy procurring a status-quo with world
imperialism. A fundamental aspect of the revolutionary programme for the new
situation, is that devoted to the attitude of the colonial and semi-colonial
peoples in the face of the imperialist war: '"the thunder of the cannn 1n Furope
rings the hour of their liberation” - stated the Manifesto of the 1V. Internat-
jonal faced with the war, one of Trotsky's last writings.

It is this question, which is being debated (for 997 of them, nnconsciously)
among the Argentine Trotskyists during the 1930's, when in Argentina too the war
atarts to dominate the political situation. Hevertheless, in that polemic, 1t
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appenrrs thnt the film of the ideological struscle 6f liissian sccialisum previous
to the Cctober Revolution is to be reversed.

In tearist Russia, Dclsheviks and Mensheviks were in sgreement on the charact-
er of the immediate tasks of the revolution, corresponding to a bourgecis revol-
ution. The divergence came vhen discussing which class would have to lead it:
the liberal bourgeoisie, 2nsvered the lMensheviks, the workers and peasants
installing a democratic dictatorship, answered the Bolsheviks. Trotsky inter-
vened rejectinz the Menshevik position, which placed the working class behind a
bourgeoisie which had fully demonstrated its incapacity to accomplish its own
democratic revolution; and he corrected the Bolshevik position, pointing out
that the democratic rebellion of the peasants would have to carry to power the
only revolutionary class of the towns: the proletariat. Once in power it would
not be able to 1imit itself to carrying out democratic measures, but would see
itself immediately cbliged to attack bourgevis private property, thus giving a
start to the socialist revolution. This famous formulation of the 'Permanent
Revolution' (which deoesn't stop at democratic limits), was a formidable antic-
ipation of the dynamic of the Russian revolution, and since then has been incor-
porated into the theoretical arsenal of Marxism. Its universal programmatic
scope consists in it analysing the class mechanica of all revolutions, pcsing
at their start the resolution of all the unresolved (by the bourgeoisie)
democratic tasks.

Well now, among the Argentine Trotskyists a formal agreement existed on the
'‘permanent' character of the revolution, that is, that it would mean the taking
of power by the proletariat (otherwise they wculdn't have been Trotskyists).
But this agreement lacked importance, as what was in discussion was nothing
less than the point of departure on which the Russian Marxists hadn't had dis-
agreements: what are the character of the immediate tasks of the revolution 7
Are there unsolved democratic tasks in Argentina ? No, the tasks are purely
gocialist, replied a sector who practically identified Argentina with the
imperialist metropolis. Yes, the tasks are agrarian, democratic and anti-
imperialist, the other sector replied until they were weary but without going
mich further. Without including, as we will see, a whole series of hybrid and
ambiguous positions, which, by means of eclecticism, they sought to elude an
emphatic answer to the questicn. A

- ¥t concerns a notable political involution, the more lamentable as practic-
ally. all the energy of the Trotskylsts dispersed itself in this debate until
1945. 1In reality, the political backwardness of the Trotskylists reflects a
more general situation: while the Russian Marxists constituted recognised
currents and leaders of the workers movement, the Argentine Trotskylsts reflect
the scant political differentimtion of the proletariat. The currents that
enjoy & certain influence, either on the way to disappearance (anarchiem), or
constituting crystallised counter-revolutionary variants (social democracy and
stalinism). The disastrous politics of these currents, and the political
confusion of the Trotskyists, was a decisive factor in determining that the
indifference would perpetuate itself with the rise of Peronism, which would
mean that the workers movement politically placed itself behind the bourgeocisie
during three decades. It goes without saying that this also would have a
fundamental political influence on the subsequent political @volution of
Argentine Trotskyism.

The influence on the Trotskyists of the political backwardness of the
workers movement and of the welght of the counter-revolutionary sectors within
the 'left' can be seen in many ways: there would be those who opposed the
‘national liberation' slogan because the stalinists posed {t, that as a part
of the turn towards Popular Frontism, it i=s converted into a previous and
seperated stage from the proletarian revolution; in fact, in a permanent
capitulation to the bourgeoisie. The political confusion of certain Trotskyists,
reflected itself in rejection of only the form (the slogan) of this policy,
instead of rejecting its reactionary content.

The question of the slogans to pose in Argentina in the face of the imperial-
ist war is closely connected with this debate. OUne must note that, on this
plane, the Argentine workers movement did not lack revolutionary traditions.
The opposition to the leadership of the 5P, who posed the Argentine participat-
ion in the first world war, was in the origins cf the split which gave birth to
the PCA. In these pares we will see the difficulties of Trotskyism in saving
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 and cuperseding the tradition of the Argentine Internationalist Socialists,
abandoned by the CP, which first posed a pro-na=zi nentrality (while the Hitler-
Stalin pact lasted), in order to later transform itself into an agent of allied
bellicosity.

The Trotskyist movement - the Left Oppositicn, the 1V. International - is

‘“negides an international movement. The programmatic debates of Argentine
Trotskyiem concern the whole International: the FI leadership would have a
decisive role in the discussion and evclution of the Argentine groups.

Finally, and once its limitations are made clear, it is necessary to indicate
that the ideological struggle inside Argentine Trotskyism, is the richest of
the Latin American Trotskyist movement during the 1930's, which it would
influence appreciably.

In Argentina, the Trotskyists arrive at the political turning point of the
4. June '43 (which will prepare the great turn of October 1945 - the birth of
Peronism) in a different way than the bureaucratised CP and the paralysed SP.
How, is what we are going to see, anticipating that we have consciously abused
the use of quotes - let the actors speak - knowing that the studies of Latin
American Trotskylsm are almost non-existent, and therefore it is convenient
to take nothing for granted.

The reflection of Guillermo Lora is completely valid for Argentina: "One of
the weaknesses of Latin American Trotskyism consiste in it having lost its own
tradition, it doesn't know its history, which obliges it many times to repeat
old errors" ('Historia del POR', Ed. Isla, La Paz, 1978, P 55).

-he origins of Trotskyism in Argentina.

Only in a limited sense cen one speak of a history of the Argentine Trotskyist
movement itself - the pelitical current represented by Trotskyism defines itself
as international by nature and demands to be judged on that scale regarding its
programme, its analysis and its activity. But this internationalism is not an
abstraction, opposed to the national particularities on which a political move-
ment takes form. Rather, ns Trotsky himself put it: "the most important and
the most difficult in politics is, in my opinion, on one hand to define the
general laws which determine the life or death struggle of all the countries of
the modern world; on the other to discover the gspecial combination of those laws
which express themselves in each country" [

The history of the first years of Argentine Trotskyism (and in some way, all
its history) is marked by the struggle to establish that correlation mentioned
by Trotsky, and its translation into a precise policy. Our axis is situated
then, resolutely, on the terrain of the struggle of ideas - all the more because
in the period concerned the groups and persons concerned are very far from
exercising an important influence in the mass movement. It is a iact that
clarity in the formulation of its ideas constitute a precondition for the root-
ing in the masses of a revolutionary vanguard which (as the 1V, International-

“i1st) arises with a very minority character. And even more so to conserve this
rooting once gained. The history of the struggle for ideas (the programme) is
maybe not important for those who are interested in political movements only in
the measure that they have received their 'historical consecration's On the
contrary, it is from this viewpoint that the first years of the Argentine
Trotskyist movement presents interest, which the influence it had in other
organisations of the FI in Latin America demonstrates.

First South American group of the Left Opposition. i

In such terms, the organ of the North American Left Opposition referred to

the first oppositionist group established in Argentina (2). This was composed
of three workers, the three foreigners: foberto and M Guinney (English) and
Camilo Lopez (Spanish ?) who counted on an abundant experience in the revolut-
ionary and workers mevement (3). The group didn't came from the ‘official' CP,
but from the last split it encountered before its total bureaucratisation: The
Communist Party of the Argentine Reglon (1gter "of the Argentine Republic" and
finally 'Concentracion Obrera') led by Jose Penelon. It seems to be the indefin-
ition of the latter in the face of the rise of the International Left Opposition,
his attempt to preserve the purely 'naticnal' character of the split, that

“~ motivated the Guinneys snd Lopez (who had key posts in the PCRA, R Gulinney was
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he adininistrator of 'Adelanto', {ts weekly), dcienders since 28 ot irctsky's
positions, to leave in 1922 in order to found the 'Opposition Communist Comm-
ittee’'.

Moberto Guinney had been corresponding since 1927 with James P Cannon, delegate
of the Yankee CP to the congress of the CI, from which he succeeded in secretly
getting the criticism of Trotsky - exiled in Alma Ata - of the draft programme.

It concerns. then, the first South American group cf the Opposition to make
its public appearance, but net much more. Tt's enough to compare its meagre
numbers with the Chilean Communist Left (split of the CP of Chile majority
headed by 1ts 1leader fiidalgo), or with the split from the Brazilian Communist
Youth (which during the 1930's would be at a parity of forces with the 'official!')
to understand that the title of 'the first' has a relative value. The Argentine
CP itcelf was marked by its relative weakness compared to its equals in the
neighbouring states, which didn't impede 1t (and maybe helped 1t) from later
becoming the axis of the stalinist apparatus in South America: in 1929 the South
American conference of the CFP's uses Buenos Aires for its seat, and the Ghioldi's
and Codovilla's will be the main actors of the 'Bolshevisation' (staliniaation)
of the South Ameriecan rarties. A symptom of its weakness, the PCA suffered four
splits during the 1920'gs: at least in three of them we find names later connected
with Argentine Trotskyism. Mateo Fossa, Hector Raurich and Angelica Mendoza
participate in the 'left! faction of the 'Sparkists' (from the name of their
paper 'La Chispa' - The Spark) which, faced with a leading apparatus that ig
intent on prematurely consolidating itself, gave birth in 1925 to the short-
lived Communist Workers Party (4). The later split of the ‘frontists’ (proposers
of a united front with, or dissolution into, the SP) counted as a leader, together
with Alberto Palcos and Silvano Santander, Tuis Koiffman, founder and leader of
wthe internationalist soclalists and of the CP, subsequently a Trotskyist in the

1930%a (5). Finally, the 'Penelonist! eplit (with which, according to the
official CpP history "the cycle of internal differences ended"), counts in its
ranks the first left oppositionists, who, nevertheless, will not succeed in
regrouping the above mentioned. K

A difficult birth then, will become even more tougher as a result of the
political conditions which gsoon came to dominate in the country. Throughout
the 1930's only some of those opposed to the official line of the CP and the CI
will go, and in & dispersed order, to the Trotskyist movement, which will, besid-
es, find iteself almost rermanently divided.

But we mustn't run ahead. In March 1930, the small initial nucleus published
the first issue of the paper 'La Verdad' (of which only two appeared), in which
the famous 'Testament of Lenin' figures. Soon "a little group, mainly of the
Israelite tongue become known to us (eee) After this group gave out a paper in
Yiddish called 'Communist Tribune', it disclved itself".

"Then the Uriburist dictatorship arrived. Some of our few members were
imprisoned, while our social and financial situation got worse by the day" {6).
In spite of that, anq with a very reduced activity, the £group succeeded in

rreservineg itself during the reactionary Uriburist reriod, and they are eight
‘€ members who rebaptise themselves the Argentine Communist Left (ICA) in

1932, opening at the same time a small office. As the rest of the International
Left Opposition they supported the reform of the CP and the CI. They, in turn,
called them 'police' in the columns of their organ 'La Internacional', while

the party voted unanimously for resolutions condemning '"Trotskyism'. The ICA
publish a 'Boletin de Oposicion', where the positions of the Opposition are
clearly expounded (eritique of socialism in one country, condemnation of the
Anglo-Nugsian Committee, against the bloc of four classes 1H'China. against the
theory of soclal -fascism, demanding democratic-centralism against stalinist
bureaucratism, ete,) and it was able to elaborate some criticism of the Cp
activity, splitting trade unions via the Class Unity Committee outside the exist-
inz unions and centres (CGT and FORA), the ignoring of the agrarian question,
expressed in the lack of theses angd programme on the question.,.. The critique

of the PCA got no further, for example the reactionary and sectarian pesition

it had faced with the military coup against the government of Irigoyen -
characterised as 'Radical-Fasciagt! and "more dangerous than Uriburu because

of the remifications - of the UCR - in the mass movement" (7).

The group entered the reriod known as the 'infamous decade' then, with a
meagre political ang organisational baggage. An ideal situation then, before
‘1.‘_ ’



the pgaining of a significant number of memhers, lor the movement led by Wrctsky
at an international level, for the flowering of auarreling persons and cliques,
just at the time when it is faced with the construction of a new International
after stalinism's 4. August, which the coming tc power of Hitler signified.

Iwo groups for a new party.

During 1932, two young Argentines return from spain, after completing their
studies there: the already mentioned Hector Raurich, and an ex-member of the &SP,
Antonio Gallo. In Spain they had been in contact with Andres Nin and the Spanish
Communist Left. Won over to the Opposition, they write to the ICA announcing
their arrival. HNevertheless, upon arriving in Argentina, they put themselves 5
in contact with some dispersed dissidents of the CP, and with a group of intel-
lectuals who propose to give out a magazine (among them Elias Castelnuovo).

The project gets modified in the course of production and the magazine eventually
produced ('Actualidad') ends up as an official voice of the CF. It is after the
failure of its participation in the project, that the already constituted
'Gallo-Raurich group' pute itself into contact with the ICA, through the

deported Spanish militant J Ramecs Lopez.

"In view of the meagre forces in which we of the ICA counted, we attempt to
find out ahout the thoughts and ideas of those two comrades arrived from Spain
and who don't seem to have been 'converted' by the 'offers' of the official
party (...) For them we had committed a grave sin: that of having surfaced and
gone publiec, a little group of workers with emall forces and with a preparation
- according to them -« insufficient. To cleanse curselves of this sin, they

“~proposed to us, like Jordan the entrance into a 'synagogue' which turned out
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to be a great theoretical magazine which they thought to publish. Later we
would found the real . opposition in Argentina. To all this, without showing
any vanity from our side, we answered them that we had organised the Left
Communist Opposition in Argentina four years ago now. Convinced of the pedant-
ry and opportunism of the fallo-Ranrich group, apart from some exceptions, we
could not accept such stupid impositions and we had to withdraw ourselves..."(8).
The ICA thus explains the first split in Argentine Trotskyism. The precoc-
fous Gallo (he is then twenty years old) published at the begining of 1933 a
emall pamphlet entitled 'On the September movement. A marxist interpretation'i
His group (from which Raurich had already withdrawn as an active member, '
carrying out apparently a role of 'ideological inspirator') organises itself
the same year and starting from August publishes the paper 'Nueva Etapa', organ
of the Communist League.
On the other hand, the ICA succeeds in fusing with a group expelled from the
CP headed by the known union militant Pedro Mmileesi (in those years using the
pseudonym Pedro Maciel or FEduardo Islas). Milessi was then secretary general
of the municipal workers union - his expulsion from the CP, and that of the
dozen militants who followed him, is for '"Trotskyism' - a charge he first denies.
But at the begining of 1933 the Milessi grouping is in the ICA and in numer-
jcal superiority. This is {mportant, because in the first general meeting of
the group Milessi is elected secretary general, placing a majority of his follow-
ers in the leading organs. The old members of the ICA protest vividly: they
maintain that the 'Maciel group' has not yet puhblished the reasons of its
conversion to the opposition in 'la Verdad', that it has taken advantage of its
mumerical superiority to =pprove ICA participation in the Anti-war Congress
organised by the stnliniste in Urapguay (for which Milessi himself is designated),
etc. But the 'old' ICA finds itself further weakened: 24. [ebruary its leader
R Guinney died, at 64 years, victim of an i{nfection. Twe other members withdraw
to the interior of the country to save their lives; Camilo Lopez, elected to
the CC of the 'new' ICA falls gravely 411. The protests of the few who remain,
result in their expulsien, according to them (M Guinney and 'Juana') or their
suspension (the treasurer Ostrovsky). Exhausted, in a last document in December
1933, they bitterly relate their failure and then drop out of politics (9).
At the same time, the ICA under the Milessi leadership takes the new name
‘Internationalist Communist League' - Bolshevik-Leninist, Argentine Section'
(in conformity with the decisions of the international plenum of the Left Oppo-
sition in August 1933), and start to publish the paper 'Tribuna Leninista'.
Two groups then, each with a dozen members, will dispute bitterly the repres-
entativity of the new World Fearty of the Socialist Revolution which is to be
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'Tribuna Leninista' (which appears regulsarly enough during 1933 & 34) seems
to be more active in the unions: it maintains that 90" of its members are
workers., In its first issue it recognises that "in our country, the level of
political training of the oppositional communists is not very great" (10).

"ts essential preoccupation is the elaboration of slogans for the union move-

“=tent, where the influence of the international publications of the Opposition
is noted, above all that of the Spanish (which experiences at that time the
introduction of the situation that will lead to the civil-war). '"The Workers
Alliance against fascism becomes an unavoidable necessity, as well as the
creation of workers militias being a questicn of 1ife or death for all the
workers organisations” (11). On another occasion, when the CGT publishes a
manifesto supporting the government of General Justo, it calls upon the unions
to stop paying their dues while the leadership still remains (12). The theor-
etical and political elaboration (the only way of showing whether this effort
was empirical or merely the copying of slogans elaborated for other countries
and other situations) remained in Milessi's hands, who in a picturesque section
entitled 'De punta y Hacha', commented on the news in the national or inter-
national press.

'Nueva Etapa' (whose group is composed mainly of students or 'intellectuals')
seeks, on the other hand, to give its 1deas the form of in depth articles or
theses. Its axis is the slogan of a "common front of the workers and the prol-
etarian parties and organisations against fascism”". But, at the same time it
questions the causes of the failure of the fascist attempt of Uriburu, who had
" =2en replaced in govermnent by General Justo, who governed with the pseudo-
“remocratic methods of the 'patriotic fraud'.

"..ea characteristic feature of Argentine society: its backwardness in all
fields. From the general law, fascism, of all things is excluded (...) in
this semi-colonial country, retarded, without industries, there are no historic,
cultural, social traditions. There are none but the liberal traditions of the
May Revolution, or the sc-called 'generation of 90", inconveniently for the
fagsecist aims". All of which did not impede that the "political conflict at
present in the country is not in an immediate way between the proletarian
revolution and the bourgeoisie. The threat of the proletariat doesn't aquire.. -
a shirp character (...) the antithesis present in the country is between bour-
geols democracy and fascism. Thoese who do not see this do not see anything,
and if they want to see something else, one must reject it categorically (e..)
The weight itself of the Justec government is a little less than nil. It is
sustained on the crossroads of opposed political forces (...) This equilibrium
between the fascists and the radicals cannot last. It is the prelude to a
real dictatorship or the transition period of a civil-war and the fascilst
dictatorship". But: "Fascism isn't a mass movement. Radicalism can count on
the immense majority of the population; which of the two methods will offer,

*v the immediate future, in the eyes of imperialism and the agricultural bour-
»~0igie, the best perspectives of stability ? A democratic result or perspect-
ive isn't excluded, but very probable" (13).

The article we quote belongs to one of the most capable militants of the
period, the Rosario student David A Siburu, who was a CP student leader, that
later broke with the CP, and with a sector of its student members went over to
Trotskyism ('Nueva Etapa' was edited in Rosario). In the analysis of the
political contradictions in Argentina, he tends to copy those prevelent at that
time in the European imperislist metropolis (bourgeois democracy or fascism).

It is not taken into account that the metropolis that keep Afﬂentina in their
orbit (USA & England) belong to the so-called 'democratic imperialism'. In
general the characterisation of the country as » semi-colony, serves to present
the Argentine bourgeoisie, as a mere appendage of imperialism, without any

real role of its own: "(imperialiem) does not concede to the Argentine state
even the minimal forces of superviesion over its business (...) A government
that would not be the instrument of finance cepital in the present circumstances
is, in general, impossible" (14). Thus, Argentine politics would be a repetit-
ion, ex post factc, of that existing in the imperialist countries.

The mistake made is that of seeing fasclsm as being engendered antagonistic-
#11ly by bourgeois democracy, and not by the proletarian revolution. If the
s—rking class isn't the threat, fascism has no place, as an alternative to
bourgeois democratic methods. Une notices here an absence of progremme, then



t falls inte impressionism by considering the skilrmislios between the reduced
gangs of oligarchic nationaliem and the radicals as a clash between the pelit-
ical superstructures of fascism and democracy. 1In renlity, they are an aspect
of the police-state that accompanied the restoration of the bovine oligarchy
concentrated in the winter-quarters of 'Chilled Beei!',

With regard to principles, both groups placed themselves fully on those of
the international wovement for the 1V. Interrational. A large polemical space
was given over to the mutual launching of personal invective. 'NE' accused the
leaders of 'TL' of "thinking undialectically". FHilessi replied characterising
"Citizen Ontiveros” (A. Gallo) and his followers as 'intellectualoids'. The
interpretation of democratic centralism is also the object of dispute. Some
discussion takes place, although of a secondary nature, on the role of Radical-
ism in Argentine politics, and we mourn the fact that we do not possess the
material (13a). At the end of 1934, E. Islas (Milessi) "secretary general of
the LCI-BL" signs an Open Letter proposing unity: "It is argued on the other
hand that that unification is not possible nor desirable, without a previous
roint of agreement on the national questions. 1In the first place, such questions
do not exist, disconnected from the international problems; in second place,
and even supposing a multiple of matters of a secondary type, their solution
cannot be the fruit exclusively of philosophical or...doctrinary speculations,
but must march in rhythm with the daily strugegles as the determining factor,
and as the fruit of a collective effort..." (14).

The LCI-BL had managed to gather 17 members and publish a trade union paper
('Resurgir Bolchevique') and a youth paper ('Luchas Juveniles'); the LCI ('NE')
. vas rather more numerous, having managed to establish nuclei in La Plata,
Cordoba and Rosario (where it had recruited the CP student leader Daniel A
Siburu). And unity was attained...after the LCI-BL previously expelled Milessi,
in an episode which remains obscure to us. Milessi will continue his links with
Trotskyismn and will reappear later as a leader.

An ephemeral unity. "

The two groups fuse at the begining of 1935. 'Nueva Etapa' and 'Tribuna
Leninista' disappear, to be replaced by 'lV. Internacional'. It is probably
the only occasion when one Trotskyist group existed in Argentina. 4o
Mring the period that we consider, the real organisational (and political)
weakness of the Trotskyists can be divided into, in general, factors including
often ones of a personal nature, in others arising simply from 'regional' (geo-
graphlcal dispersion) causes. But in general, all the groups and persons
consider themselves part of the same 'movement', they call it such, and often
it lacks a precise contour. With that character, the 'movement' has always
existed since the founding of the first group. The statement of JA Ramos about
"the prolonged anti-Trotskyist campaign carried out throughout more than thirty
years by the leading group of the PCA, all the more meritorious and provident
nasmuchas during many years Trotskyist groups or tendencies didn't exist in
“~the country"” (15), does not seem to have been shared, as Ramos himself indicates,
by the CP i1tself, from which an internal circular from 1935 stated"TROTSKYISM
IS A PILTER OF PROVOCATORS (...) about the links with Trotskyist elements such
as Milos, as Fino, as Spector and as Pereyra, they seek to establish the largest
possible number of contacts and bonds with comrades of the party. Why 7?2 In
order to use our moct inexperienced comrades, as chamnels to inform themselves
of the internal matters of the party, and to try to get their counter-revolut-
ionary poeison into it via those channels. To maintain linkg with those people
so evowedly counter-revolutionary and enemies of the party, is to lend oneself
to thelr manoeuvres and it is inconceivable that comrades would do it conscious-
1y 16.
T Withiut maintaining an organic existence the Trotskyist groups would not have
been able to offer a home to the various small splits from the PCA in the 1930's
and 1940's. QRamecs (who tries to erase any trace of his Trotskyist past)
consciously falsifies reality, and where it is contemptuously stated that during
the 1930's "its adherents (Trotskyism) do not exceed more than twenty or thirty
people in the whole republic, and its means of propaganda barely consisted in
an irregularly produced Journal which replaced equally irregular papers of a
>dest type, with long silences in between", it contradicts previously stated

“racts in the same book (17).
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The unification in the 10T means a monentary inecreage in the sctivity of the
Trotskyists, as it does not dust unite the menhere of the previous groubm, but
nlsc others who had been outside both. Bezides "1y, [nternacional’' (whose firet
issue appears in April 1935), in Cordcba the milit-nt Aquiles Garmendia (who
would die a few years later) and the Bolivian Trist~n Maroff (who had particip-
ated in the founding congress of the Beliviari POR in that city) start to
publish 'Ameriga Libre', a journal of which five lsmues appear between June and
December. TLuis Koiffman leads the publicagion, at the start of 1936, of a
Trotskyist influenced journsl called 'Vision'; at the end of that year the same
comrade tries, w%thouy success, to create a 'hroad! grouping aimed at intellect-
uals, called 'Agrpacion de Fropaganda Marxists'. Finally, Antonio CGallo, leade:
of the group, published in 1935 a pamphlet entitled 'Whither Argentina 7' (sub-
titled 'Feoples Front or struggle for socimlism') directed as a polemic with
the left-wing of the SP, which would soon split and form the Partido Socialista
Obrero. ‘

It is interesting to observe how in the pamphlet the central ldeas confusing-
ly take shape which will distinguish the majority current inside Argentine
Trotskyisem until 1943, and whose influence will extend itself much further:
"Marianetti (leader of the gncialist left, later of the PSO and the CP - author'
note) admits that the only way to free the country from the domination of
monopoly capital ig through the revolutionary strugsle of the proletariat.

Then, what does the struggle for 'national liberation' mean 7 llaybe the
proletariat as such does not represent the historic interests of the nation,

in the same sense that it tends to liberate all the social classes by its actior
and to supersede them by its disappearance 7 Bat, for that 1t necesgitates,
precisely, not confusing oneself with the 'national! interests (which are those
of the bourgeoisie, as it is the ruling class) which cn the interior and exteric
plane sharply contradict. So that such n slogan is plainly false (...) affirmir
our view that only the socialist revolution can be the stage which corresponds
- to =speak in those unpleasant card-index terma, that prevent the workers under-
standing what it concerns - to the colonial and semi-ceolonial countries".

Folitically, the alternative continued being "democracy or fascism”: "to
carry out now a policy against radicaliem, would be as erroneous as to ally
onegelf with it (...). In the present circumstances of defence in which ‘the
working class finds itself, to make of them (the Progressive Democrat Party -
duthor's note) an immediate enemy, would be an error. One must maintain a
tacit alliance, to support them inasmuch as it would be indispensable, and in
determined conditions, against the declared reaction, pushing them forward by
our action" (18),

Thus, before the alliance with the bourgeoisie and the theory of revolution
by stages of the partisans of the Popular Front, the LCI proposed, not class
independence in the struggle for national liberation, but the suppression,
pure and simple of national liberation from the programme of the proletariat.

In the event this led to abstentionism in the face of the democratic problems,
and to leave the initintive in relation to them, to the parties of the 'demo-
cratic' bourgeoisie (those they sought to radicalise) - just at the moment that
they, through their growing integration into the political system of the
'infamous decade', demonstrated fully their incapacity to confront them.

In '1V. Internacional' fo 3 (May '36) other consequences are drawn out of
this theory (in a programmatic asrticle entitles "What do the partisans of the
1V, International want 2"): ",.. recognition of the international and therefore
permanent character of the proletarian revolutinng rejection of the theory of
'socialism in one country' ac well as the polizy of national communism which
completes it (national liberation)...5) acainst social patriotism and national
defence. Tor revolutionary defeatism in the face of the war and its preparat-
ions" (19). The comparison of Argentina with an imperialist metropolis is here
total. A 'national communiem' enveloped behind the glogan of 'national liber-
ation', and condemned by Bolsheviam, had existed in Germany during the revolut-
ion of 1923, but it concerned an imperinlist country in this case. To announce
oneself in principle against the 'national defenca' of Argentina, which is
nevertheless recognised as » semi-colony, places the Trotekyists in a position
of pro-imperialist neutrality in the care of 2 politisal or military conflict
between Argentina and imperialisn. That would be precieely the case in the
subsequent political period And the political perspective of the Trotskyists
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showed vp to he falee fron the atart.
The failure of the LCI and ‘entrism' in the FS0.

At the start of 1936, the LCI changed its name into Fartido Obrero. It oper-
ated for six months with that name. Tt isn't cleor whether it concerned a
simple change of label or a reflection of a renl increase in activity. In
whatever case, "the quick sbandonment of the name seems to indicate the great
difficulties in structuring a growing number of members into a solid Marxist
organisation, capable of not collapsing in the face of the inevitable difficu-
1ties. The subsequent events would confirm this idea. In June the Partido
Obrero transformed itself back into the LCI. Its activity atarts to experience
a systematic decline, with gigns of disintegration. C ILiacho, at that time a
journalist on 'lLa Razon', had withdrawn from the LCI with differences and was
accusing Gallo of "having plaglarised” in the above mentioned pamphlet. Liacho
was, according tc Liborio Justo, another of the 'disciples' of Raurich. At the
end of 1936 he joined the SP to work in its left wing, which became the FSO
goon after. Thus began the 'entrism'. All research into this period of
Argentine Trotskylsm will have to take into account this entrist experience,
over which there i1s no lack of material. The LCI had no success in buillding
a 'workers party', it found iteelf isolated from the workers movement, it had
been marginalised during the important strikes of 1933/36. MNateo Fossa, who
led the woodworkers strike of 1934, had had an important role in the construct-
jon strike of 1936, and presided cver the founding congress of the CGT in that
year, was not yet a Trotaskyist militant, having conly sympathy for thelr ideas
(20). This national igolation is reinforced by isolation from the international
movement, with which only weak links exist. The entrism was undcubtedly
inspired by the 'French Turn', that led successively to the French and US
Trotakyists entering the SP's with the aim of intervening in the evolution of
the left wing and strengthening their possibilities of recruitment (the Spanish
majority refused to carry it out). In those cases it was the object of specific
resolutionsa by the leadership of the ICL (the intérnational organisation of the
followers of Trotsky) and led to serious polemics and even splits with scme
who opposed entrism 'in principle' (ie. the Oehler faction in the USA). This
wasn't the case in Argentina. e

-fhe discussicn on the advantages of entrism aplit the ranks of the Argentine
ILCI (A Gallo led the opposition) and its carrying out presented itself rather
1ike a phenomenon of its break-up. After Liacho's entry and the formation of
the PSO, the student sectors of 1a Plata (with 'Jorge Lagos', Reinaldo Frigerio)
and Cordoba (with 'Costa' - Esteban Rey) of the LCI, joined it. The 'anti-
entrists' of the LCI began to disintegrate - its last bulletin appeared 1n
December 1937. Finally, they also try to enter the PSO (Gallo himself tried
unsucceasfully to do so).

On the FSO nothing much is written. The most common version presents it as
a mere appendage of stalinism. Indeed it did pose a Peoples Front with the
participation of cocialists and communists, and various of its leaders end up
later in the CP: Benito Marianetti, Ernesto Giudici. But at the end of the
1930's many of its militants will return to the SP (21) and scme, like Joagquin
Coca who poses a type of tanti-concord' (a conmervative coalition which govern-
ed throush the 'patriotic fraud') front betreen radicals and socialists, will
evolve towards nationalism: Coca will militate in the Labour Farty which
supported the candidacy of Peron. The sermon of the Trotskyists achieved a
certain repercussion. It seems hasty to characterise the PSO as a crystallised
stalinist faction. g s

The Trotskyists organise themselves in n faction (or factions) within the
PSO. That led by Liacho publishes a mimeosraphed paper 'Frente Proletario -
Boletin del Marxismo Revolucionario' (five issues appear between Aupgust and
December 1937). At the start of 1938 in Cordoba they hold a national confer-
ence, with members from that city, Buenos Alres and La Plata. In August that
year (a little before the end of tentriam') they publish a journal called
'"Marxiemo, Organo de la fraccion marxista revolucionaria del Partido Socialista
Obrero'.

The ertrists subsequently ended up controllinz the PSO centre in Liniers
(Buenos Alres Trovince), =z2nd they publish three irsnes of 'Izquierda, Organo
de afiliados para afiliados', from February to August 1938, Membership of the
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igolation, to put themselves more in contact with the nrohlamé of the workers
movement: tinteo Fcasa definitively inserts hinsell inte the 'mevement' te besin
his menbership (22). Fossa himself and soms other militants succede in being
candidates for Aeputies in the legislative elections: amens them llemero Cristalli
( 1ater to be known as J Poaadas) who had played n rcle orcanising the footwear
{nduatry union of Cordoba, and taking advantare of his relative uotoriety as a
foothaller in the Fstudiantes of lLa Plata team prosente himself as a candidate
in that city. Trotskylst pelicy towards the CF involved activity directed
essentially against the strategic alliance with the bourgeoisie, materialised
in the policy of the Peoples Iront. Under the pen of Orestes Ghioldi the CP
stated: "Amons the sworn enemies of the democratic alliance are the Trotskyists.
Their role does not originate in their insipgnificant number. Thelr role origin-
ates in their activity of eabotage, they supply arguments against the Feoples
Front, they try to gain tribunes, they intrcduce themselves intc the other
workers parties to further their resolute anti-communist action (...) Covering
themselves in the demagogic slogan of the proletarian revolution in the present
situation and conditions, they try to isolate the CP, split the workers movement,
sabotage any attempt at unity (e..) One mast struggle with the greatest
intensity against the ideological influence of Trotskyism" (23)s
Let us look at the programmatic fundaments of the Trotskyists critique of
the Feoples 'ront. The factlon led by Liacho stated, in the first issue of
‘Frente Proletario’' (an article entitled 'Our Proposals'): "The demand of the
_ soclalist (demccratic-socialist) and permanent character of the proletarian
revolution in the country. The demand of proletarian internationalism. The
anti-imperialist struggle is, in the end, a struggle against the national
bourgecisie”.
The theoretical confusion is total. A revolution is proclaimed that would
be democratic and soclalist at the same time, or maybe 1t would possess two
class characters, diverse 2nd opposed, at the same time. In reality, it concerns
an attempt to overcome, via an eclectle formula, the problem cof the character
of the tasks of the revolution. Furthermore, even up to the words losingz any
meaning: i1f the anti-imperialist struggle is, in the end, against the national
bourgeoisie, it cannot even be seen why 1t should be called such.
A 1ittle later, in o 4: "The ussian ievolution demonstrates that those
who claim the possibility of solving the democratic problems - national liber-
ation, peasant and petty bourpeois questions - within the bourgeois regime,
are traitors to the proletariat, and that they are danrerous confusionists who
disconnect the atrugrle for national liberatlon and democratic liberties {rom
the socialist revelution". In the only issue of 'Harxismo' it stated: "In the
struggle against imperinlism, the party should support the following slogan :
in the Argentine Republic, in acreement with the objective conditions, econcmic
« and political, there is no strugele against imperialism disconnected from the
atruggle apainst the national bourgeoisie in its totality. National liberation
w111 be renlised hy the proletariat only Aas leader of the other cppressed
sectore, struggling and taling politicel power, and the danger of an imperial-
jat intervention will end when caplitalism is overthrown by the international
proletarian revolution™ (24).
The concession to the 'national 1iberntion' position is here only verbal.
The formula of the permanent revolution is posed in reverse. In its original
formulation, the permanent revolution explnina the dynamic that allows the
proletariat, supporting itaelf on the democratic revolution (national liberation,
agrarian revolution) to rain political power and te atart the socialist revol-
ution which cannot stop itself within the national framework and transforms
itself into international revolution. The Trotskyiats went down the inverse
road: they started from the conclusion (the taking of power) in corder to
explain the point of departure (the tasks and class dynamies of the revolution).
The formula was necesgarily falsified: onece arain the struggle agrinat imper-
ialiam and the strurrle neainnt the nationnl honregenicie are put ou the same
plane; and instead of aatnhlishing the correlation between the strupele acainst
imperialism and ngninst the hourgecisie (the national strugpgle can conly be
congistent by means of the clana atrugele; in tae strucnrle reainst imperialism,
the antagoni=m with the national beurpeoisie io aharpened and not weakened),
they are mnde identiesl. The disnstrous role of this schema consiste in hiding
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a epectnenlar deed (of which he was fond) mo':~e hin enter into 'fclv ry taology !
(#“7): on the occasion of the reception for !lcosevelt he gets himself thrown

cut of the premises of the "hamber of Deputies after shouting "Down with North
American imperialism!" - before the Yanlkee president. That same year, on the
orenslion of an investigation on the means of defending culture apainst the
nrdvance of fascism, he would dryly recowend: “the utse of a machine-gun".

There was a wave of criticism ngainst him, including from the stalinists them-
selves. Justo took advantage of the occasion to brank with them, publishing

an "Open Letter to the communist comrades - ‘reaking with the Third Internat-
ional", in which he criticises the national and international policies of
stalinism, the Moscow trials against the old Bolsheviks, proclaiming his solid-
arity with Trotsky and the necessity of a new international. Although his
break has an individual character, it doesn't stop 1t having a certain reper-
cussion. The open letter was published by the well known journal 'Claridad'’
and even reproduced by the Chilean Trotskyists with propagandist aims.
Immediately he began activity on the question which at that time preoccupied
the whole country, especially the intellectusl middle class: the civil war in
Spain. ile published a paper ('ispana Obrera') in which, as well as information
the Teoples Front policy was criticised, the repression against the POUM of Nin
and [iaurin was denounced, and the positions of the 1V. International defended.
Liborio Justo wasn't afraid to confront neither his class nor his friends of
yesturday, but probably his personality corresponded more than any other in
Argentina at that time with that of the "type of member" of the 1V. Internation
al, descibed by Trotsky: "...the 1V, International has regrouped courageous
elements who do not mind going against the current...intelligent people who
have bad characters, always indisciplined...but always more or less 'outsiders'
seperated from the general current of the workers movement. Their great value
evidently has its negative side, because whoever swins against the current can
not be tied to the masses” (28).

His personality, his antecedents, his own political culture and even the
personal resources of which he disposed #iven his social situation (29) pre-
dispesed him to play from the start a leadinz role in the Argentine Trotskyist
movement., The 7. Yovember 1937, with the receipt of a letter from Diego Rivera
(the famous liexican painter, friend of Trotsky and 1V. International member)
about the American Pre-Conference of the 1V. International as the motive, Justo
arranged a meeting in his house in which representatives of all the 'tendencies
of the movement took part. Justo (known as 'Bernal') poses the necessity of
united action, firstly the publishing of a journal "which fell through (he says
because of the attitude of the comrades who had entered the PSO, represented
by Liacho, who presented themselves as a group, which turned out unacceptable
for us who believed that we must treet ourselves as individuals" (30) - a phras
which shows hie caudillismo (caudillo = chief or fuhrer - note by translator).

"We", that ia the 'anti-entrists' (for Justo the entrists made the mistake
of not publishing an independent 1V. Internationalist organ), led by Justo,
Gallo, 'JP' and Milessi (who at that time held office in the leadership of the
USA, a union centre formed after the splittinz of the CGT in 1936) decided to
Jointly publish such a journal. The project was delayed, according to Justo,
by the old personal disngreements between Gallo and liilessi, which ended with
the latter withdrawing himself. 1In July 1936 the only issue of 'Nuevo Curso!
appeared, reproducing esnentially articles from the international Trotskyist
press. A little later, Milessi, '"JP' and a group of followers start to publish
'Inicial', which would continue appearing until 1941 and accomplish an import-
ant role of regroupment.

Eventually, Justo and Gallo would also part, also for 'personal reasons'.

In that moment of dispersion (the group inside the PSO is about to be expelled
and finds itself disorientateqd by its 'leader', Carlos Liacho's abandonment of
activity) Justo decidess to astart a crusade against the 'evils' of Argentine
"rotskyism, publishing a printed pamphlet: "How to get out of the swamp". It
len't short on personml invective ("Juana balma is, according to uvallo, the
Argentine tosa Luxemburg. We apgree. She has a certain physical likeness...
Mr de Pendiale, a big revelutionary - phyeically - ...Milessi will be in his
place making himaelf leader of the Nadical Party...The strong point of Gallo
is his studies on the tango...etc.) political eritiques, critiques of opinions
expressed 1u cafle conversations, critiques of philosophical conceptions and
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even the artistic tastes of the 'ler R ;

question in the title. Immedigteigqiﬁgze’aigégl;é Ezrgugals responding to the
og the gringes and against Justo, even Narvaja, the 0;15 ozg %z:uahzzsmselves
observe a certain compassion ("a capable and intel]i-ént °
1itt?ra1‘). But much of his criticlsm was aimed righfly ﬂzogzige :f g

\-ﬁhg ?rotikyist members of the country. 1In his inte;vie% with Trizsk;icfs &

a gomp,nined that a good part of the Bolshevik—Teni i“t ' e
'cafe masturbators' (31). Justo showed a will.t : 5 g s e ke
f_:ained him the supp()rt S ROPtEIn Setbiia (th '_lo militate serious]_y, which
Jorge Lagos, a group of 'anarchist students' ; éa Plata students' group of
Servignac - 'Irlan' Mateo Fossa hin ia i R s o
sy 1 oammetann o i M Ea et ol 1

e basis on which the GOR (Revolutionary W&rkers dro ) B »
The GOR proved itself very active, publishing it g s S
- 5000 and even 10000 coples on the éccasion of&thesazzzszii:ta e .
ion of
R seriltine, T srganicsiion aPilsh LU Nk nile b
an important political group without g;s;ii;dtgszuhid: th:iimiatience to build
the majority of papers were given out = i bt sy
& ut in factory gateweys and public squares
A transport worker - a Yugoslav - wh 9 ;
"Queb - g who participated in the GOR, remembers:
uebracho (new pseudonym for Justo - author's note) displayed an extraordinary
activity in the movement, explainable by his economic conditions, his will to
work in a movement under his leadership, his ideological assets, in addition to
a certa%n better security in illegal work than any other militant could enjoy"
~(32). thion aia not mpete. firet lagos (irigerio), leaving (0T, at the end of
1nte;d -4 occs e ven) ie slogan of nati?nal liberation' (about which we
bt obscﬁie diswutzsi nhirger to form his own group; then Ramos (in a
e (six sttd . n which he tried to expel Justo) who together with
o ents according to the above quoted worker) formed the
viks L nists - to which one must add (Gallo himself, who had restarted
the ?ublication of 'Nueva Etapa' and reconstituted the above mentioned LCI.
The 'Inicial' group made some attempt at unity at the end of 1939 which failed,
but attracted some dispersed militants. A little later it came across a group
of "independents, probably a new split from the CP" (33) attempted to form a
Commission of Unification, which didn't succeed in uniting all the groups, but
allowed the moving closer of 'Inicial’, 'Jueva Etapa', the 'lLa Flata group',
that 'of Rosario' and even that 'of Cordoba' (animated by Posadas, and which
would soon return to its initial jsolation). It is this process to which Orza
(the transport worker mentioned) refers - seperating himself at that time from
GOR: "Upon its constitution, the 'Iniclal' group immediately started to delimit
themgelves two positions: one whose main preoccupation wes the anti-stalinist
struggle, ended expressing itself as an anti-marxist current (...) this ideol-
ogical discrepancy led us to form another group, the Liga Obrera Socialista,
\‘wade up of Cntiveros, Miguel, Mecha, MNarga, Angelica, Fernandez, the group of
tramway workers from the railway workshops of Liniers and of other militants,
with the adherence of the La Plata group - Lagos - and that of Rosario -
Narvaja. In reality it was the only Trotskyist group which had a certain
working class base. The role of theoretical brains was carried out by Ontiveros,
Narvaja, Lagos..."(34). We are in March 1940, and in July, Ramos and his group
join the LOS. In appearance the vast majority of the Argentine partisans of
the 1V. International have unified. But dispersion is the sign of the time:
Lagos and Ppsadas npeveal themselves" a little later, returning to their
"regional independence™”. The national conference of the 1,0S planned for the
end of 1940, does not take place. The LOS, which had written to the Executive
Committee of the 1V. International - now removed from Paris to New York because
of the war - asking for recognition as the section, would have to lower its
agpirations.
NMeanwhile the GOR, in which Mateo Fossa had stayed, redoubles its efforts
thanks to the activity of Quebracho, continues publishing its press and
atrengthens itself incorporating some workers nuclei in Resistencia and
Vendoza. In May 1941 it feels that its growth is sufficient to enable it to
transform itself into the Liga Obrera Ravolucionaria (LOR).

“~The problem of national liberation.
If we have dwelled a little on the fipure of Quebracho, it is because his



- R

LG F..I]CE in tl( AI} e i 1 move £ lt W el L # as 1 Lo ".l_ .'lt.l] VSt (i e
4 ; I]t e 21 i.]l
reg L. (\p I'atg L C 1'es .
!)o'_ i. t‘ica)l_ po-;\.L tiOI]S il"l plﬁ- ;. ul UIUH,E l’l }]e V-(Jlrl(i 1]“?} b(. 7 F“]Pt fl or tllf C].\l ‘tA te
bs o) p a dls!.ut ] Snd ranc 2108 ¢ ' 18 l I eO(_(J!pJ -] n. 15 1 'li v
()f HIP (- 1?1:1”} 2T S0on 1 € a 2 . d i!‘:e i I;e iBB

it p '3 el ¥
5 u d main S p = | I.! e \l(.! 16 pG([ tkle pOli thlSB. tiOIl
I}lf’ Olal iqa thIl aro n tWO C Uup-c ( (’ ) 3) } ,‘1
| — Oj the dlIfEI ‘enCES . But it hel[)ﬁd i U.C!l noy e ttl‘? eJOlL‘ t.LOI] Oi the pOllthal
= . - B IdC-th‘] E'!Id ])EI'hC. .1 o l DS ~Lld llg
qlt”.{]. I:io” [ e 1b t nlls of th'.., o081 10 18 were Con U.Si

them in the face of the Rt s '
changing situation, The eRSSZ;;itigi g;esﬁse.pOlit%cal definitions before a
S . 7995 lead to wap, upmet al3 relations sy iPerialist dispute, whioh
and its relations with the diff tl ons.wlthin the Argentine bourgeocigie
bourgeoisie B e buian A it :;:n imgerlalisms. To divide the Aréentine’
to that one woulg have to adq in thgro;ﬁerTan would be an oversimplified schema:
out (with legg noise) between el tragig;a—lied camp{ th? dispute which broke
91:m9n:S; nsllyino classification of :E:ql{ygzo‘hngIISh and pro-tankee
exhaug he evplanation that it wasg not a ‘
agents of rivail imperi = J > matter of
O $r the oo o? anaiiﬁzsiaf::toiythsufgp?iSie whicb discussed ite re-align-
ened to radically P e i ;S e veicened and in crieis, which threat-
sald that this crisis would end up ref :fu t of the worlg conflict,
the institution SR ofptﬁé r:ct ng itself in a remarkable way in
result for all the sectors in strugel i s i, Sl producing an unexpected
intervention of ko > ggle, through successive crises and an
o > Masses. For the moment the chan
in the detorioration of the political situation of éizsnieﬁleCtEddthemSEIVGS
\-the novelty of an ex radical presidént one hag t' d e Gl S SR L
the latter would intervene t i e - =t the contradiction that
conservative (the philo—?asc::tpﬁszzzg? sioBiggoihiizesg inithe jands of a
'patriotic fraud'. The o014 political oppositions (c:;ym : o Ry
radicals/socialist ) £ s/ ; \ Joervatives/radicals,
Sts, soclalists/communists, etc.) tended to cede ground to
other, newer ones: a breath of the Faoples Front had gone through the streets
of Bs. As. when the tribune of 1. Kay in 1936 gave refuge to a formidable
anticipation of the Democratic Union of 1945 - UCR, PDP, CP and SP.
Within the Trotskyist movement, Quebracho occupied, because of his own
family backgzround and experience, a privileged plesce from which to analyse
the conflicts in the midst of the Argentine bourgeoisie. He did it with
sharpness in a series of articles and pamphlets, where he similarly tried to
fix the lines of political conduct for the Trotskyists to adopt. It was these
positions which clearly hastened the political divergencies. We will transcribe
some as briefly as possible.
"Argentina is a semi-colonial country tied to imperialism. This situation
is derived, in the first instance, from its condition as an agrarian-livestock
based country, which rlaces it before the large industrial countries, in a
dependent situation analogous to that in which the country finds itself in
espect of the town. Argentina has been, through many years, a type of econ-
“emic appendage of lurope, and particularly of England, which absorbs a large
part of its production. This situation completely deformed the harmonic
development cf the productive forces of the country, paralysing its industrial
evolution and the concomitant creation of an internal market, at the same time
allowing the Argentine cattle-raising oligarchy with parallel interests to
Lnglish imperialiem - to perpetuate themselves in power until it constitutes
the main brake on the progress of the republic (...) Hipolito Irigoyen,
although not in the form which the real interests of the country demand, meant
2 1little reaction against this state of things. Therefore he maintained
Argentina neutral during the first world war, therefore he tried to nationalise
0oil and therefore, also, the oligarchy and imperialism coverthrew him (...) the
Radical FParty was not dislodged from power because it was really anti-oligarchic
and anti-imperinlistic, but because it was a had servant of the oligarchy and
imperialism" (35). To keep ourselves to the ecsential, titles and sub-titles
of other articles will give an idea ¢f their content: "The socialists of the
Casa del Fueblo, belicose vanguard of Anglo-irench imperialism - The stalinists
maintain a "neutrality' at the service of naziam (=2t the time of the Lolotov-
Ribbentrop pact - author's note) - The Argentine people do not want to go to
gnter. The voice of neutrality extends iteelf throughout the country -
ain neutrality, not in the name of Hipolito Irigoyen, but in the name

fiistory
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of werkers internationalicm - iwhile ditler 'protects' Yurcpe from England,
USA prepares itself to 'protect' Latin America from the nazi threat - The
country moves towards the establishment of = strong revernment, resulting from
the open struggle between the cligarchic sectors connected to the struggling
imperialist gangs - Should we submit ang go to die in the service of imperial-
ism or struggle for national liberation ?" To rcund cut the thoughts of Justo
we will esee his answer to this last questicon: "The Yankee tutelage is prefer-
able to misery - today this has been converted into the voice of order of the
Argzentine cattle-raising bourgeoisie (eee) We utilise the evident decline and
possible final fall of English imperialism, which has the country enchained
and paralyses 1its progress, in order to achleve cur economic liberation. It
is impcssible to remain impassive before the perspective of those English
ccmpanies oj'public-services. industrial enterprises, agricultural companies
and banks chaneing owners and golng into US hands, as a legacy of war, as all
the possibilities seem to indicate. The same can be said of territories which
legitimately belong to Argentina, like the “ialvinas. The Argentine people
should demand and take measures to get restitution of all that belongs to it
(ees) The people has before it a double roagd on which this dual perspective
will open up: to struggle for national liberation or to submit itself and to
£0 and die in the service of imperialism which oppresses and exploits it.
Its vanguard, the revolutionary proletariat, must make 4t choose its route" (36).
Here there was an obvious preoccupation to receive recognition from the
1V. International as Argentine representative - RQuebracho branched out into
themesg and terminology which until that time had been the patrimony of nation-

~ alist sectors (some reformist groups, FORJA) (37), and less 80, of stalinism

itself. But the polemlc elucidated by the representatives of the '0ld' Trotsky-
ist movement was not. absoclutely terminological. Under the pen of Antonio Gallo,
'Inicial' published an article entitled "The position of the 1V. International -
National Liberation or Socialism ?" in which one could read: A definitive
theoretical gain, Thirty years ago, the reformist leader Juan B Justo stated
what constitutes an unrenouncible theoretical gain of the whole of the Argentine
proletariat, ratified by centrists of the Del Valle Iberlucea type, enriched

and completed by the different Marxist movements that had existed in the country
and defended, above all, by the leaders of the 1V. International in Argentina:
the capitalist character of the country's evolution, and the socialist character
of the revolution. This principle is the bed-rock of the class strugele of the
Argentine proletariat, its best £ain on the theoretical plane (...) He who
denies this is a vulgar traitor to the proletariat.

"The Argentine bourgeoisie, differing from that of the other indo-american
states, 1s based on an economy which to a certain degree is its own, it hasg a
considerable experience, counts on a well organised state and a formidable
repressive apparatus. It hag already made its revolution and is disposed to
enjoy its profits. It doesn't have the least intention of launching itself
-nto any 'anti-imperialist' revolution (+es) Jose Carlos fariategui, the great
American Marxist, wisely noted this difference existing between Argentina and
the other American states. Radicalism and the ocligarchy are equal accomplices
of international finance capital which dominates Argentina economically (...)
There are no more democratic revolutions, only socialist revolutions. The 1V.
International doesn't accept any slogan of 'National Liberation' that tends to
subordinate the proletariat to the ruling classes and, on the contrary, assures
that the first step of proletarian national liberation is the fight against
precisely those clagses.

"Recently Mr Marianetti republished the stalinist slogan, and lately a MNr.
Quebracho and the faseists of the Alliance of fationalist Youth made it theirs.
But in the ronks of the 1V, International ons will not succeed in introducing
the least confusion in this respect. 1In a recent article in 'La Nueva Inter-
nacional’ (January 1940), comrade J Lagos rcharacterises the 'national liberat-
ion' slogan as a "variety of the Peoples Freont”, a position exactly identical
to that of the fagcists (...) 'Jational Liberation' has nothing to do with our
movement. For the class struggle! For the socialist revolution!"™ (38).

Seldom had it been said so clear - the fineer was put in the sore. Jorge
Lagos had, in effect, defended similar positions within the GOR (where the

osltions of Jusbrache soon attained hegemony) before leaving and £oing on to

ncrease the size of the LOS. He would write a pamphlet for the latter in
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October 1940 - which played an important role at that time - where one could
read: "As much as we value in importance the conbatative role of the urban
and rural middle class, we refuse categorically to condition the character,
the intensity, the form of the social movement of the working class to the
fickleness, the inconsistency and weakness of the petty bourgeoisie, such as
the panegyrists of anti-imperialism try to do. C(ne must have the audaclty

of the ignoramous and the chatter of the charlatan to refer to cneself in the
general way as does the author of the pamphlet (uuebracho - author's note)

to the paralysation of the industrial evolution of the country, as if it did
not have industries, and equally to the internal market, as if this did not
exist. The characteristics .of our countries dec not inform of some deformation
of the capitalist economy - on the contrary, its form is natural to the exist-
ence of capitalism in the semi-colonies in the epoch of 'moribund capitalism'
(es.) The Argentine proletariat, two and a half million exclusively industrial
workera, so infamously and violently exploited...will have to get ready to
declare the strike and eventually take over control of the foreign factories,
respecting the national ones (se.) The working class of our countries must
encompass the struggle that the bourgeoisie 1s incapable of carrying out but,
far from seeking out the future national masters, it must think, work and
_struggle for its own power, for the Proletarian Revolution. In conclusion.
Among the Aprista, stalinist, petty bourgeois nationalist and fascist theorists
the tendency exists to mask the exploitation of the national bourgeoisie with
that carried out by imperialism in combination with it; in seperating then,

in presenting supposed and non-existing semi-colonial bourgeois groups interest-
ed in crossing swords with imperialism".

He ends with a paragraph of a prophetic tone: "Within this great social
movement in which the industrial cities will have a directing role, the
national movement will move over into second place. The important thing will
be the Social Revolution which, without doubt will have continental consequen-
cegs. Our revolution will be proletarian-socialist and not of bourgeois
National Liberation" (39).

The discussion based itself upon national characteristics, even accepting
the existence of "two and a half million industrial workers" in the Argentina
of 1940, which constitutes a rash remark or an exageration. But the discussion
has a world-wide programmatic range, as what is being debated is the nature
itaelf of the imperialist system. No one formally denies the semi-colonial
character of Argentina; the problem is what one understands by that, and what
conclusion is it necessary to draw, in relation to the place occupied by the
native proletariat vis-a-vis imperialism and the national bourgeoisie.

The debate concerns then, the whole 1V. International. The LOS tried to
give programmatic form to its ideas in that respect in the theses which
preceded the already mentioned (and abortive) "first national conference", at
the end of 1940, entitled "Socialist Revolution or NHational Liberation 7" 1
"The independence movement in Argentina was a bourgeois revolution, different
from other countries of the continent, where it didn't have such clear charac-
teristics, as in Peru for example. In the Argentine Republic there is a
proletariat and capitalism, profit and surplus value and therefore class
strugegle, and thus the strategy of the proletariat must be that of the socialist
revolution (...) The formalist pedants and the opportunists replace the class
dynamic by purely national ideas. 1In consequence, if Argentina is a semi-
colonial country in spite of enjoying political independence for more than a
century, they convert themselves into standard-bearers of 'national liberation’'.
Marxist theory and strategy rejects categorically in all cases, the stupid
idea that the proletariat should convert itself into a standard-bearer of
bourgeois ideas and movements of 'national liberation' (...) as a party we
always defend, and in the first rank, the socialist revolution, and counterpose
it dialectically tc national independence. It is a miserable reactionary
concession to abandon the class struggle and the socialist revolution in order
to launch oneself into agitation for the slogan which, apart from being alien
to us, is the main motif of the demagogic agitation of fascists and stalinists
and which, therefore, is resisted by all".

"What is national liberation 7 Tye payment of the expropriations, cor is it
the best business deal of its radical and conservative agents 7 In cur country
national liberation is not, nor can be, anything but the monopolist coordination
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of transpert, cr the buying of the railways proposed by linedo. The 'anti-
imperialism' which invelves the 'natlonal liberation' of fascists, stalinists
and Quebrachists is a reactionary trick. The world -mst conduct itself accord-
ins to international finance capital, or according to the international social-
i=st order... The only anti-imperialism of gocd coin is socialism. The only
N antl-fascism of good coin is socialism. Upstarts and adventurers like Quebracho
should found the fifth international...4) The characteristics of an advanced
semi-ccleonial country, the relative industrial evolution, the high percentage
of workers, the characteristics of agrarian evploitation, the theoretical,
political and organisational traditions of the proletariat, and, above all,
the conditions of the present imperialist epoch, of maturity for a world
socialist eccnomy, determine the strategy of the proletarian vanguard, the
Argentine section of the 1V. International in formaticn. That is, the strategy
of the class struggle and of the socialist revolution. The revolution cannot
stop itsell at the democratic measures, nor within national limits. It will
extend itself to the other American countries and it will seek the solidarity
of the US werkers. The problem posed thus eliminates all opportunist and
demagogic considerations of 'nmational 1liberation" (40).
The position is formulated with clarity, althcugh not with security: first
the national characteristics are affirmed in order to establish the strategy
of a purely socialist revolution (that is, it doesn't include national and
democratic tasks in its programme), in order to further state that although
the former did not exist, it would be the international conditions that would
decide things. Regarding the fundamental political conclusion for the moment,
“~ that of the attitude towards the world war, this group will tend towards - as
a consequence, one must recognise it, with all that exposed above - the classic
slogan of 'revolutiocnary defeatism' (in 1941, 'Inicial' will state: "In Argen-
tina the imperialist war must be transformed intc a civil war"), without pre-
occupying themselves tco much by the fact that Argentina had not entered the
war, Heverthelesa, this was the main motive of the conflict between the
Argentine bourgeolsie and the Yankees, who in ilarch 1942 prepare to prohibit
the export to Argentina of a series of basic products, owing to the refusal of
the Argentine government to align itself unconditionally behind US bellicosgity
(in the Rio de Janeiro confereuce of 1942).
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navinz the problerm of unificstion as its axis, and which did

centring itself around the axigs of the national gquestion, wed i aeg bime ana

=t111 has, a capital importance for the 1V. Internaiional ic America, in solivia
and in the whole world, as it posed the crucial voints ol the revolution in the
packward countries in cur epoch. It ] 1 shame that tne histeries chstae
1V, International which cireulate do not refer at sl Yo this sismiideait
occurrence” (41).

cwever, that is uzot to say thaw 14 was only this discussion whica influenced
the 1ife of the Trotsikyist groups of the tise. ue kXnow that the Loscow Yrials,
#ith their resulting vile accusations and executions of tne old leaders of
Bolshievism, had a strong demoralising effect on many cadres of the revolutiocnary
and werkers movemeni, including Trotskylist wilitants. The assassinaticn cf
mrotsky (August, 194C) similarly, not only robbed tne 1¥V. Internaticnal of
irreplaceable leader but removed one of its emblems as & movenent: that of
having at its nead one ci the leaders of the Uctober Revolution, an express
and embodiment of its crganic centinuity with iclshevism. one tepended
hope of the rapid conversion of the 1V. Internaticnal - with ‘trotsky at
nead - intc a leading force, upon the ending of the Second VO ;
opening up of a revolutionary period. It is possible tnat, in Argentina, tne
degertion of Antoanio Gzllo from the movement - in Augzust, 1941 - is ccnnected
to these episodes, as taose of some other hesitani cadres, Or o bBeinas ‘spent!
by the isolation, thougn often this was hiddea by the advanciag gf ‘'‘persconzal
motives' as the justification for such resignatioas. The abandconmnent of Troisky-
isn oy the other leading cadre from the begining of tae 19830 e, L2
resulted from the first international crisis cof the rourth since
ation: , aiscussion or the nature of the seviet state, which
nuprnhan facticn of the SWE denied was a "degenerated workers sta
orr of class oppression. These tanti-defencist' positiocns:
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the face of a capitalist ﬁggression} had some influence in Argentina
rilessi would be expelled fromr the 508 in .arch 1941 -as a result coi' them.
only mambter oi the ko (tive Committee clected by the foungation coalerer:
the rourti: whe suppoerted them (the Jrazilian Lebrun - pseudonym cf ari

journeyed to the Southern Cone to win suppeorters, without great suveess
Argentina (Liboric Justo claims that in 1940 he met with a special envey cf the
tanti-defencist minority’ of the SWP, who didn't convince him, without mention-
S 9 concerned Lebrun) - but with more success in (raguay, where the future
section cf the 1V, Internaticnal emerged as &l tanti-defencist' group tied to
the international current headed by Shachtman, in order to later modify this
position and affiliate to the Fourth.

mhege events, however, seen to only have influenced the immediate destiny
of a few militants, taken individually. The discussion on tie national question,
on the other hand, decigively influenced the formation, the regroupcent or even
the disappearance of the organisations. This was because it decidely displaced
the avxis of the debate fpom the international or doctrinal questions (Stalinism,
the USSi, the Spanish Civil War) or from the organisational or even personal
ones, towards the immediate strategic problems to be confronted by the rourth
Internationalist movement in Argentina and Latin America. From that point of
view it could not but have healthy results. Already Trotsky had demcnstrated
to Mateo Fossa that the press of the Fourth in Argentina referred tco much
exclusively to doctrinal problems (*They are in Argentina, they nave a series
ot revolutionary problems, one must deal with these provlems and resclve them
in the best possible way. And not talk of Trotsky. [esolve the probiems of
the country, the revelutionary problems" - 34 years later yateo Fossa recalls
the words of Trotsky thus, ¢n that occasion) (42).

For 1941, the ixecutive Committee of the iv. International nad moved itself
from Furope (where the developrent of the war and the nazl occupation impeded
It functioning) to the USA. ity act. als leadership rested on the most




experienced militants of the 3%} (Cannon, Dunne, curtis) and on some European

leaders exiled in 'crth America with the aim of securins the continuity of
activity of the international centre (I arc Loris. one time seeretary to Tretsky
*

*igcher). The IEC haid equipred Itoel € with a Tatin foerican department which
sent letters to the groups on the continent which supported the -ourth and made
reports cn them for the internaticnal leadership. During 1941, the IEC sritere

vened openly in the polemic between the Arcentine gproips.  Yhis polemic had by
now spread to the majority of Latin American groups adhering te the Fourth.
Quebracho (who at the time already saw himself a2s the head of an international
te?dency‘against th? ‘cenFrifm' of his opponents) writes: "Against (the LOR
;:é~$2e fitio?al ilbf?ﬁtlgn Fon;ept) we?e‘the so—ca%led"trcﬁskyists’ of
vraguay, through the Liga Belchevique Leninista, the Fartido Obrero .evolucion-
grio of Bolivia (however, the Centro Zevolucionzario of Bolivia, wrote...that

}t shared the positions in ocur pamphlets) and the Fartido Cbrero Internacional-
ista of Chile. Supporting us...the Partido Cbrero devolucionario of Chile (...)
also accompanying us in defence of 'national literation!’ was the Fartido

Obrero Revolucionario of Cuba" (43).

In effect, Justc had been active in the diffusion of his pesitions through-
out the continent. Diego Enriquez, the main lezader of the Chilean FCit, would
end up representing his strugecle against the ®CI as a battle against 'centrism',
in the same manner as that waged by the Argentine LOR against the LUS, even
taking up the criticisms which Quebracho was by now making public o7 the
'ambivalent' policy towards it followed by the IEC and LA Department (44).

As for the Bolivian P0OR, Guillermo Lora admits that at that time its lead-
ership defended the conception of a purely sccialist revolution which igznored
the national question, which reflected the lack of clarity on the issue in
the PCR programme adopted in 1938 (45).

The only pronouncement of an official nature by the IEC about the polemic
would be a brief set of theses written in May, 1941 referring to the question
which largely concerned themselves, in fact, with the slogan of ‘neutrality!
raised by the LOR. We will reproduce the essence of it polntine oub that in
its introduction it characterised the discussion as 'very serious' and concern-
ing all the colonial and semi-colonial countries:

"In almost all the countries of the world, just as in the semi-colonial
countries, the bourgeoisie is divided into 3 sectors concerning the question
of their participation in the imperialist war: 1) 2 sector of the bourrceoisie
favouring anglo-american imperialism; 2) a sector favouring Cerman imperialism;
3) a sector wishing to 2e neutral in the strugrle bstween these imperialisms.
It is only under very special circumstances that the bourgeoisie of a small or
semi-colonial country can effectively be neutral.

il ) Hapr the proletariat or some section of it to support the idea of
neutrality and to present it as a slogan would only succeed if it tied itself
to that section of the bourzeoisie hoping and praying that the world war will
leave it alone. 1In spite of whatever attempt one makes to give the idea of
neutrality some content which distinguishes it in its use by the precletariat
from that which some sector of the bourgeoisie gives it, it leads inevitably
to the blunting of the distinction between the revolutionary party of the
proletariat and that sector of the bourgeoisie defending neutrality. g...)

The concept of neutrality tends to evolve in a purely legalist direction.

One adopts the idea that a neutral nation can be impartial in a fight between
two imperialist powers. Impartial means that whatever one allows one power,
will 2lso be allowed the other. This totally lacks the spirit of s?rgggle
against the two imperialist camps. In its apparent attitude of indlflereyce
to the victory of either camp, cne cannot find the proletarian attitude that
both camps are in reality one and the same and must be destroyed.

"Needless to gay, of ccurse, that the forces of the 1V. Internaticnal
cannot ever be neutral in a fight between a colonial or semi-celonial pBOp;e
against an imperialist power. ‘e understand perfectly that the comrades wac
utilise the neutrality slogan do not wish to give the impression that they
would be neutral in such a case (...) The slogar of neutrality in most cases
leads to a passive role which does not promote the struggle against imperial-
ism. A slogan of this nature, in consequence, can not be adopted by the
1V. International.
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soooae pevolutioaary pirties of thne Tonth Aserican countries, South American
sections of the 1V. I:internaticnal, ust utilise slogans which sicbilise the
worlkers and peasants of thurse countriesg against all the lmperialisms (...)
Attacking not through neutrality, but througnh zn active anti-imperizlist
strugsle, imperielism in general, ust be pointed tewards the main imperialist
danger at the time. In this case Y:nkee imperialism is lining up all Latin
Amefica behind its own aims. ¥e must attack above 21l Yankee imperialism.

e proletariat must clearly distinguish itself from its own beur:zeoisie

whicin only plays at neutrality in order to win a place where it can negotiate

a greater part of the loot of imperialist explcitation, or in order to sell
itself for a higher price to one of thne powers. “Today it is American imperial-
ism which is being assisted by the Latin American bourgeoisie. The assistance
under the mask of the defence of demmocracy against fascism, must be exposed

and attacked by our forces. It must be clear that only through the alliance

of the Latin American masses with the American proletariat can American imper-
ialism be defeated as much as the native bourgecisies in their common machin-
ations in order to preserve the Latin American reoples under their yoke.

"As substitutes for the slogan of neutrality we propose: Down with the
imperialist war! Down with Yankee imperialism! Against all the imperialist
exploiters! For the socialist unity of Latin America!" (46).

The declaration is far from the slogan of 'revolutionary defeatism' (a
pesition which, however, it does not criticise). The slogan c¢f neutrality is
correctly criticised, as belonging to (a sector) of the native bourgecisie:
in Argentina it was defended by the oligarchic sectors most linked with Brit-
ish imperialism, for whomr the entry of our ccuntry inte the war accelerated
its passage into the orbit of Yankee imperialism. 3till neutral, Argentina
 lntained itself during the bellicose pericd as the main supplier of meat
To iiritain.

Frecisely because of its Character, 'neutrality' isn't a slogan able to
mobilise the masses 2zainst the war and imperialism. Furely legalist, it is
a bourgeois slogan that can only translate into an attitude, of pressure on
the government; that is, which places the proletariat behind the national
bourgeoisie. The LOR accepted the withdrawl of the slogan. It is significant
that Juebracho, soon to launch himself into = violent battle against the IEC
of -the 1N International, made no further references ever, in the many texts
he deveted to the issue, to this set of theses of the IEC, the only official
onec on the problem.

“hich was the orientaticn in order 1o prepare an independent mobilisation
cf the masses, in that situation 2 That of the IEC limits itself to the level
of generalities (down with the war, imperialism, the exploiters). Un the other
hand, though within an opportunist perspective of pressure on the bourgeoisie
('neutrality'), the LOR posed that the workers should have taken advantage of
the war in order to raise the expropriation of the imperialist enterprises
and banks ('national liberation'). The perspective of & mass anti-imperialist
movement, in which the Trotskyists should fight in order to provide it with an

lependent working class leadership, was one of the basic prognoses of the
analysis of the 1V. International concerning the war. In the 'Lmergency
lanifesto' on the war - one of Trotsky's last writings - one can reaq:

"By its very creation of enormous difficulties and dangers for the imper-
ialist metropolitan centres, the war opens up wide possibilities for the
oppressed peoples. The rumblings of canon in kurope heralds the appreaching
hour of their liberation".

The political confusion of the IEC on that aspect, was evident in a fragment
of the report of its delegate who at the time travelled in Argentina (Sherry
fangan) :

"«ssthe total rejection of 'neutrality' by the LOS, not only as a slogan
but as a talking point, strikes this observer as it contains much sectarianism
and ultra-leftism (...) The desire for neutrality on the part of the Argentine
proletariat, the rural workers, and broad sectors of the petty bourgeoisie,
is passionate and profound...that popular sentiment can be used as a point of
departure for an effective explanation to the industrial workers and rural
workersg of: a) why the national bourgeoisie cannot because of its very nature
be permanently neutral and keep Argentina out of the imperialist war; b) why
A passive or merely neutral attitude on the part of the workers implies that
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viaey are tied to the mational dDourgeocigie, it is not cnly ineffective, hut
centrary to their interests and those of the workers of the belligerant
countries - that their natural wish to not eand up in the imperizlist slaughter
can be better expressed and cerved by itaking an active poesition against both
imperialist camps" (47).

I»

How does one take up an 'active' position ¢ It is & problem that the IEC
declaration doesn't resolve. Its confusion expresses itself alsoc in the
benevolence of its criticism of the LOS, in respect to the hardness concerning
the LCR: if the position of the latter was wrong (and the criticism of the
IEC partially correct), that of the LOS ('revoluticnary defeatism') was
directly disastrous; it didn't take into account that Argentinz didn't part-
icipate in the war, nor struggled against the pressures of imperialiss to
invelve Argentina in it.

Besides, the Argentine zovernment maintained frictions with the Yanks in
that respect (1t didn't wish to participate). Thisz was the ciher cuicsion
of the IEC: the possibility of frictions between imperialism and the native
bourgeoisie (the declaration only speaks of the 'common machinations' of the
two of them). The case arose in a very practical manner in 1942 in Argentina
and Chile, countries not involved in the war, after the Pan-American .onference
of iio de Janeiro. The importance of this crisis in the relations between
the oppressed country and imperialism, is enormous, as it creates the possib-
ility of a mass anti-imperialist movement - of which a2 sector of the Lourz-
eoisle will inevitably attempt to take control of (2 years later - 19435 -
the development of that crisis led to the birth of Feronism in Argentina).

'he crisis was already visible at the time of the IEC declaration. After

“the 1942 conference, imperialism threatened to blockade - inclusive =ilitar-
ially -~ Chile, 1if it didn't enter the war. Faced with the unwilling capitul-
ation of the Chilean bourgeoisie, the POR - section of the 1V. International
in that country - posed:

"This right to national self-determination is essentially bourgeois
democratic and not sccialist. But the rupture of the world imperialist front
is not conceivable other than as opening up a2 wide door to all the gubiect
peoples of the earth in order to decide their own destiny. The Atlantic
Charter itself, which neither Britain nor the USA respect, establishes in
one of its points this fundamental right. In Chile, the dependent and coward-
ly bourgeoisie is incapable of raising this democcratic banner (...) Ths
internal and external politics of Chile XUST BE DECIDED IN CHILE and aot in
the United States...in Thile the only class CAPAELE OF ADVANCING A ;oLICY

¥ THIS TYPE IS THE FRCLETARIAT and not the zoverning bourgecisie” {48).

iiere one can see the influence of the positions of the LOR. 35ut the
possibility of a debate inside the Fourth that would clarify these questions
wlll be frustrated. BEecause at that precise mcment, Juebracho is already
resolutely leading the LOR towards a break with the 1V. International.

1€ polemic between Quebracho and larc Loris.

In the same 'International Bulletin' where the [EC theses were published,
'Cn the slogan of neutrality', a member of the IEC, liarc Loris publishes a
'Letter to the Argentine Comrades' aimed at criticising two pamphlets which
we have already quoted from: 'La Argentina frente a la guerra mundial' of
the GOR, and 'La 1V. Internacional y la lucha contra el imperialismo' by
Jorge Lagos (LOS). Loris clearly develops the confused aspects of the IEC
position, although in a personal capacity. In fact, this leads him to defend
the positions of the LOS against the GOR.

Concerning the paragraph of the GOR: "we make agitation in favour of
Argentina itself, so that all the great public service ccmpanies, industrial
enterprises, agricultural societies and foreign banks that at present impov-

~erish and dominate us pass into the hands of our people"” - Toris can find
nothing better to say in reply than: "And the national bourgeoisie 7 What
does one wish to say with the formula 'pass intoc the hands of our people' ?"
This is part of the arsenal gone frcm the epoch and left behind by all the
petty bourgeois demagorues”.

A bit further on: "The pamphlet (of the GO speaks likewise of the
"»gentine economy as 'deformed' by imperialist oppression. Will it be a
S



poeelioniol irectorion! the Arceutide econeny .  of makies 1t "vornal® ¢ “ithin

ine frauewcrk of imperialist capitalisnm, 18 1% possible to expect that it will

follow a coursc of harmonicus development T". And later he compares the
astphleb™ with, . .5l smoHdt (405 degeribing his perspective as

'edtnor of the panyp
‘reformigt'. Faeced wi

\_+ ia the backward countries, of
ist system by oppressor and cppressed countries,
ising in order to put it into relief, limits hinmself to dryly veplying: "we
didn't write so thzt the imbeciles could read us" (5C).

5 imes the word 'smocialism' appears in the GCT pamphlet,
Loris is scandalised by seeing that: "the preoletarian revolution is presented
as the instrument, the means of national emancipz*ion!!" Loris sprinckles,
finally, his 'demolition' of the GOR with observations like "HO, all this is
far, very far, from larxism...No, here there is no revolutionary language"(sic).
Then he passes cntc the criticism of 'comrade Lagos' - praising him beforehand
for having 'corrected' the errors of the GOR, "although falling into, at times.
errors of a secterian nature". Faced with the affirmation of Lagos about the
lackz of feudal remunants in Argentina (which fer him was the basis of his
strategy of the purely socialist revolution) Loris replies that such remnante
exist in countries like the USA or Britain - in order to then comment: "it is
not 2 question of transplanting the proleterian revolution with the bourgecis
revolution. But the proletarian revolution itself resclves the bourgeois
democratic tasks which the wmost advanced bourgeoisies have been and are not
capable of resolving”. Loris adheres then, to the thesis of the similarity

¢_ ¢he revolution in the advanced couniries (those having accomplished their
bourgeois democratic revclution) and the backward ones (those not having gone
beyond such a revolution). In the name of every revclution - in the imperial -
ist epoch - cannot conclude triumphally except as a proletarian revclution,

one negates every difference between the programme of the revolution in =
metropolitan country and in an oppressed country. IPurthermore, the only mouent
when national opprescion appears for Loris, is when he sees himgel? obliged
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th thic manifest incomprehsncion ¢f the role of imperial-
the different place occupied in the imperial-

I3

Quebracho, fer from polemnlc-

tfter counting

I.J

to criticise the following position of Lagos: "A war between one of our countries

and one of the imperialist sectors will be an imperialist war"., In reality,
the whole polemic between the Argentine groups was contained here: if the war
between a semi-colonial country and an imperialist country is an imperialist
war on beth sides, what devils imperialism represents 7

Loris reminds Lagos that a war between a cclony and an imperialisi country
'can be' a war of anti-imperialist defence. And nothing more (51).

“hat is evident - in the measure that Loris is a member of the IEC of the
1V. International - is the ccnfusion existing in that leadership in respect of
the oppressed countries. One distinguishes - formally - between oppressor and
oppressed countries, tc then end up assimilating them. One denies the need
for the proletariat of the backward countries to fight for national liberation.

“ithin the revolutionary movement, this positicz has an antecedent: that
pdBed at one time by Rosa Luxemburg and Fiatakov - criticised by Eenin in
'A Caricature of llarxism' - which denied the struggle for 'national self-
determination', with the hypothesis that it wes unrealisable under imperialism,
and that the socialist revolution signifies the destruction of national borders
(dissolution of nations). Lenin replied that such 'unrealisability' did not
exist, but that, "not only the right of nations to gself-determination, but
all the fundamental demands of political democracy are only partially 'realis-
able' under imperialisim, and then in a distortsd form and by way of exception".
He pointed cut that: "It would be a radical mistake to think that the struggle
for democracy was capable of diverting the proletariat from the socialist
revolution, or of hiding, overshadowing it, etc. On the contrary, in the same
way as there can be no victorious socialism thet does not practise full demo-
cracy, so the proletariat cannot prepare for its victory over the bourgeoisie
without an all-round, consistent and revoluticnary struggle for democracy" (in
theses on 'The Scecialist Teveolution and the ight of Nations to Self-Determin-
ation', from 1916). This question was particularly important in that it refers
to the colonial and semi-colonial proletariat. For Lehin, 4T da periechly
clear that in the impending decisive battles in the world revolution, the
m--ement of the majority of the population of the globe, initially directed
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towards national liveration, will turn against capitalism and inperialiss and
will, perhaps, play a2 much more revolutionary part than we expect" ('leport on
the Tactic of the RCP', 3. Congress of C.I., 1921 - our stress).

If 1t i1s correct to poses that the bourgeoisie of the backward countries -
in the present epoch of imperizlism - cannct liberate its country nor ccnsum-
\_ mate the democratic revolution, this dcesn't mean to say that the proletariat

ought not to pose itself those tasks. Xather, the latter becoume part of the

programme of social emancipation of the working class. "With regard to
countries witn a belated bourzeois development, especially the coclonial and
semi-colonial countries, the theory of the permanent revolution signifies

that the complete and genuine solution of their taske of achieving democracy

and national emancipation is conceivable only through the dictatorship of the

proletariat as the leader of the subjugated nation, above all of its peasant
masses"” (Trotsky, 'The Permanent Revolution', Basic Postulates - first under-
linings curs, second in original). One can appreciate that the position of

Trotsky and that of Loris =2re counterposed.

Cnly the proletarian revclution can consummate national liberation in a
'complete and genuine' sense, but this doesn't mean that other classes cannot
enunciate this task, or set themselves its rezlisztion in a 'partial, distorted
form'. It happens thus when the national bourgeoisie (or petty bourgeois or
even military sectors) attempts - and succeed in a greater or lesser degree -
to attrect the working and exploited masses behind their nationalist demagogy.
As one saw, the only way whereby the revolutionary werking class can dispute
the bourgeoisie for the leadership of the exploited, is not denying national

wliberation ("such renunciation would only be =2dvantageous for the bourgeoisie
and the reaction", indicated Lenin), but by consistently - revolutionarily -
posing thne democratic and national questions. The confusion which the position
of the IEC introduced among the Argentine Trotskyiste can be measured by the
fact - which we will see later - that its principal supporters (Ramos, Posadas),
would later adopt pro-Peronist positions, when that nationalist movement
emerged a few years later.:

Quebracho will immediately take advantage of the obvious weaknesses in the
text by Loris in order to open fire on him. In the 'Answer to Marc Loris' of
the LOR gibes and insults push the real political reply into the background.
After treating him as a 'disciple of Stalin' and giving free rein to his
polemical verbage, he finishes with an 'ear-full': "I have lived long enough
in Union Square (the seat of the SWF - author's note) for missives as yours
to alarm me and my stay in that quarter of Yew York allowed me very clearly
to perceive the scornful ccncept which many peudo-reveolutionaries there, of
a petty bourgeois type, have about our Latin American countries, making them-
selves accomplices of the imperialist scorn for them. You, karc Loris, are
one of them" (52).

Another SWP leader, Charles Curtis, manifests his g£ood instinct demonstrat-
.ng his disagreement with the 'Letter...' of Loris - although with its tone,
rather than its content - in a private letter to the delegate of the IEC in
Argentina, recommending him the prudence which the letter lacks (53).

In vain. Although Lagos himself would write to Quebracho: "Believe me, I
consider the letter of . Loris, in which he carries out a criticism of your
position deforming it...superficial, poor tactics and in the end counter-
productive. I know that your position is not that which i. Loris criticises”
(54), for Quebracho the problem has ceased to be the Argentine and even Latin
American 'centrists', from then his enemies would become the 'centrists' who
led the International.

The creation of the P.0O.R.S.

Because of the political and crganisational questions involved, the
Argentine 'case' meant a real 'test' for the IEC concerning its capacity as
leadership of the 1V. International. The 'movement' had developed in Argen-
tina practically without contacts with the international leadership, keeping
scarcely a written contact with its Latin American Department (DLA) later.

In a report of the latter to the IEC of May, 1940, one could read: "The Latin

American Commission (CAL) has tried to unite al1l these groups (one refers to

“he GOR, the LOS and the 'regional' ones) into one organisation, but up to
“~now its attempts have failed. At Tirst their diversencies were minor and of
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a personal type largely {...) In Tnicial' lo 7, & daczic dccurent apraares o
+he character of the revolution in Argentina, which tends tc demonsirate that
it will be exclusively socialist. QRecently the 302 has sent a letter tc the
CAL asking to be recognised as the Argentine section of the LV. International.
(...) The ‘Inicial’ group nas posed the exclusion of comrade quebracho as a
sndition for the unification with the GOR. “The CAL has sent a text express-
\Ing its disapproval of this ultimatum. (...) “ow the divergencies are taking
on a political aspect, and therefore it will bz auch easier for us tc decide

which of the groups expresses the ideas of the 1V. International” (55).

“e have already seen the texts of the first intervention of the IEC in the
debate. About the same time, the latter decided to send a delegate to the
countries of the 'Southern Cone' with the aim of moving towards the unification
of the zroups existing there. Terence Phelan (pseudonym of Sherry .angan)
arrived in Argentina during the first months of 1941. He did so in the shape
of correspondent for the magazines 'Time', 'Life' and 'Fortune', a job he had
obtained at the request of the IEC, with the object of facilitating itself of
his trips around the world, in order to build up contacts between the IEC and
the different groups. ilangan had adhered to U.S. Trotskyism since 1934.

iis first stable contact seems to have been in Argentina with the LCS, and
in particular with the youth responsible for its paper (Jorge Abelardo Ramos,
'Sevignac'). In his first report to the IEC he notes the impasse which the
LCS was in vig-a-vis its slogans referineg to Argentina and the worléd war -
an impasse, we say, connected to its policy of "transforming the imperialist
war into 2 civil-war" and 'revolutionary defeatism' in a country ncot involved

1 the war: "Not a kilo of meat, nor a gram of wheat, for the imperialist
powers” - is the slogan of the moment of the LCS -~ which proposes tc take
advantage of the war not in order tc expropriate imperialism but in crder to
suspend exports. Phelan bemoans the 'poorness' of this slozan, and =sks
himself what the British and French workers would think of it. At the same
time he maintains, however, that the differences between the LOS and the LOR
(ex-GOR) are not programmatic, but of 'application' {tactical) (56).

In contact likewise with the LOR, his relations with it become tsnse quite
rapidly. In June, the unification congress of the POR and FOI of Chile takes
place. The result is the POR, Chilean section of the 1V. International.
Phelan takes part as a delegate from the IEC and Quebracho on his own account
for the LOR. In the course of the congress, Fhelan reads from the 'Letter!
of Loriz quoted above and transmits a greetins fron the LCS recorded on a
record. Justo reacts offended, but takes the oppertunity to pose his posit-
ions on 'natlonal liberation’, a thing the ccngress is grateful for. Each
one sees the congress 25 a triumph: Phelan because he believes that it had
demonstrated that the unification of the groups is possible. Quebracho because
he saw it as a triumph of the 'revolutionariea' - FOR - against the 'centrists'
- the POI.

In Argentina, Phelan notes also the weakness and dispersion of the groups

~of Trotskylists. Displaying great energy, he travels throughout the country
and convinces t@e 'regional’' groups - of La Plata, Santa ‘e (animated by
Narvaja), and Cordoba (where Esteban liey and 'Flores', a primitive pseudonym
of Fosadas, are) - to participate in a proceszs of unification. Eventually,
he succeeds in uniting them all in a Committee of Unification which he then
proposes, in August, that the LOR participates in.

The LOR accepts with reservations, as it considers that it is correct to
previously arrive at a delimitation of positions. The committee accepts the
criterion and proposes that each group presents written theses. The LOS does
so. The LOR does so too, but in an odd way. Quebracho is convinced that it
doesn't concern 'asmoothing-out differences' but & political battle in which
his positions must defeat those of the 'centrists', and starts publishing a
series of 'Documents for the unification of the Argentine Fourth Internation-
alist movement', the first being a 'Brief chronological outline'. In them
he not only criticises the positions, but alsc the trajectories of the rival
groupings, attempting to demonstrate the existence of a centrist current from
the very begining of Trotskyism in Argentina. sive 'Documents’ eppear, and
fhe LOR diffuses them publically and continentally, and coatimes unpurturbed
~ven after the unification efforts have broken down. This attracts to the
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LOX the sympathies of other Latin American groups (tiae Cuban and the _nilean.
and also brought upon it the wrath of the other Arcentine groups, and the
criticism of Phelan hinself, who, discouraged, notes that the LOR and the LOS
do not even agree on what it is one must discuss.

It is undeniable that in his interventions in the efforts (if one czn call
\'them such) Fhelan gave much more importance to the organieational questions

than to the political divergencies, which he tried to minimise. His contrib-
ution to the Committee of Unification consisted in a huge 'Draft Resolution
on Crganisation of the Party'. There he affirmed, polemicising "‘ur comrade
Quebracho has now quoted on various occasions, correctly, the words of our
great theoretician L. Trotsky: "It is the idea that creates the cadres and
not the cadres the idea'". hat he forgot to mention was the context of that
quote, which refers to 2 situation where we already have the idea. "“hat 'idea'
is ncthing but the prozramme of the Fourth. Wuebracho retorted: "Is it good
enough to be in agreement with the programme cf the 1V. International to
arrive at unity ? Fo, it is not enough. That programme does not resolve all
the manifold aspects which pertain to the revclutionary stratezy in the subject
countries and only touches upon what pertains to the character of the revolut-
ion in them. Therefore the imperious necessity of completing it facing up to
and resolving the multitude of points of fundamental importance for the
colenial and semi-colonial countries which urtil now have not been clarified
in a definitive manner. And as these points are, precisely, those which are
here in dispute, it haopens, in consequence, that the programme of the 1V.
International in abstract is not sufficient, but that one must clarify and be
n agreement in what pertains to its application in Argentina" (57).
™~  FPhelan utilises the programme for an objective contrary to that for which
it had been written: not to open up, but to close the debate. Just after the
adoption of the Transitional Frogramme, Trotsky had praised the Trotskyists
of llew York, who instead of merely repeating it parrot-fashion, had set about
situdying how to adapt it to the concrete situstion in the USA, and how to
explain it to the masses.

Independently of the leadership of the Fourth, one of its most important
Latin American sections - the Cuban POR - interested itself in the "Argentine"
debate, posing a more correct method and a more concrete position on the
provlems in dispute. [Maybe its letter had arrived toc late (rebruary 1942 7):
"+eein the problem of the Argentine comrades there are two fundanental points
required...for a unification of our forces in that country: the particular
evaluation of the Argentine revolutionary problem, starting from cur Larxist-
Leninist principles, in order to translate a general stratesic line into the
application of the specific tactic of struggle that corresponds %o the
conditions of the country and, in second place, the organisational aspects
consistent with the previous point. 'e believe that this way of seeing things
has not been properly interpreted by the majority of comrades, in spite of the
~orrect insistence of the LOR on the necessity of clarification first and
=nification after.

"For us the problem of national liberation, given our semi-colonial status,
that is, as a country where the major part of the democratic gains have not
been attained, is an integral part of the general process of the permanent
revolution. It is obvious that for us national liberation does not mean in
any way the transfer of the imperialist enterprises into the hands of a
native bourgeoisie, but the expropriation, by the Cuban state, without compen-
sation, of such enterprises. This imples, quite naturally, the conquest of
power by the Cuban proletariat. And this conguest of power will not be the
soclialist revolution, because what it would do would be to combine the demo-
cratic tasks with those soclalist tasks possible. It would be positively
national liberation, but not executed under the hegemony of a bourgeoisie,
but of the working class" (58).

The position has the virtue of trying to integrate the national problems
and the 'permanent revolution'. One outlines, neverthel?ss, a tendepcy to
seperate - to 'place a wall' - between the democratic and the socialist
revolution, when one poses that the taking of power by the proletariat would
not be the socialist revolution. Precisely, the taking of power by the
proletariat means that the democratic revolution has been transformed into
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\_3ocialist one, which will carry out 'in passing' (Lenin) the tasks nct yet
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accoiaplished of a derocratic nature. wuebracho will poze a sinilar ccnception.

4t least, it concerns a clear posivicon before the prevlems. That of Phelan,
on the cther hand, still considers naticnal liberation as = secondary problem,
arnd refered to it in his text to the Committee of Unification:

"Argentina is a semi-cclonial ccuntry, decidely capitalist (sic) ard relat-
\1ively advanced. This latter fact is primary and fundamerntal, z2nd aszreement on
this is decieive. The democratic revoluticn, although very advanced, has not
been completed. Arriving tco late in this epoch of dying imperialism, the
national bourgecisie is incapable of accomplishing the remaining tasks of the
democratic revoluticn, including that cf 'national liberation' from the yoke
of imperialiesm,

Mg ) Unguestionably, in Argentina a longing, vague but intense, exists
for national liberation from the imperialist ycke. Under the penalty of not
only losing as allies the urban and rural petty bourgeoisie and even proletar-
ian elements who feel such a confused anti-imperialist desire, but alsc of
delivering them into the arms of the national~fascist—demagogue sector of the
national bourgeoisie, we cannot risk disregarding that longing which correctly
understood and evaluated can serve as an important peint of departure for our
propaganda.

"But a point of departure for agitation is not the same thing a2s 2 slogan
of 'national liberation', it is the describing of a problem not its solution.
Convinced as we are that only the dictatorship of the proletariat can carry
out not only this but all the tasks of the democratic revolution we will have
to take care in selecting our slogans, in order te avoid any tendency to blunt

\_the class nature of our solution. Furthermore, we must know the secondary and

transitory position which the slogans referring to this problem must play
within our programme of action. Above all we must nct, through our interest

in this problem, weaken even an inch our struggle against the native capitalist
exploitation. Summing up, as a decisive principle in all the similar problems,
we sust always subordinate 'mational liberation' to the world prcletarian
revelution” (59).

for Fhelan, national liberation is not an objective problem, posed by the
structure of the country and the state and its connection with world imperisl-
ism, but subjective, a 'vague longing' of the middle classes and some workers.
His formulation for the revolutionary party appears only a2s a concession to
those sectors, and nct as the method whereby ons disputes the leadershipz of
the exploited with the bourgeoisie. The nationalist sectors of the la‘ter are
identified with fascism: Phelan advances thus the argument with which almost
all the left embarked upon, soon after, with thie Union Demccratica.

Trotsky had started from the world economy, finally united under capital
by imperialism, in order to define the adherence of all countries to Fhe
capitalist economy. Phelan inverts it, and starts by defining Argentina as
a capitalist country, and to postulate the desree of development of Fhat
sapitalise ('relatively advanced') as a principled agreement: The wl}l to
'not blunt the class nature of our solution', and to 'subordinate national
liberation to the world revolution', are correct, but neither Phelan nor the
IEC understands the latter as Lenin:

"The social revolution cannot take place other thgn under the form of a
period in which the civil-war of the proletaria? against the bourgeoigie int
the advanced countries, unites with a whole series of democrat%c an@ rizg ut-
ionary movements, comprising the mzvemi;ts of(2?§iona1 liberation, in

d, backward and oppressed nations” })
undgﬁglzgglé text by Phelan appears marked by eclecticism, owing to the will
to conciliate, and not to clarify, the positions in dispute. : e

In every way, the Committee of Unification breaks up, at 1gast 1?nrﬁ grivate
of the participation of the LOR, in a series of unclear episo fs'ucraza- with-
letter to Curtls, Fhelan points out his belief that Quebracho s‘ 1nyﬂim -
out doubt mentally unbalanced", which does not stop him fr?mliee%ngfearing
"by far the most dynamic political talent of Argentine scie sm & ¥ aiin
that his loss does not convert him into "a new NUSS?linl, destine o
fascist nationalism, in the Vargas style" (an §11g510n ti the repioft S o
attributed to Zinoviev against the Italian 5001a115t§. of having g:en;e 5 ’
"the greatest talent of Italian socialism"). “he privzte correspi.c e
“—Phelan reveals just how much the problems posed by Justo worried him in ti
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sense (61). In October, viclent disputes occur between the L0 end Ihelan
cver the absence of 'theses' from the LOR or maybe by the way it decided to
present them. As it turned out, the LOR decided to stay in the Conmittes only
with 'observer' status. Phelan decides at tne same time that he has already
made sufficient concessions to: the L9R% The ursent need for Fhelan is to
organise 'the party’'. Curtis writes to Phelan recomnending caution in ordep
“~to not exclude Quebracho. FPhelan replies to the IEC asking it to grant him
its confidence, "as new concessions tc Quebracho and the 27 in dispute, can
break up the unity of the otherp 75 who I have counteqd" (62). It remains an-
clear whether the calling of the first congress of the Partido Obrero de 1la
devclucion Socialists was approved by the IEC, or simply decided by the
Committee of Unification with Phelan, as it was fixed in the month of December.,
For Phelan, the stage foreseen in his '"Draft...' hagd already been rone through:
"...I hope that I have explained what I want ta gay by the distinction between
main points and secondary ones. If we find ourselives in agreement cn the
former, it is my firm conviction tihat we must procede immediately towards the
unification, threough the organisational discussion, leaving the other points
for discussion in a series of internal bulletins of the new crganisation”" (63).
The LOR will continue publishing its decuments under the motto (first of
Plekhanov, later of Lenin) “before unifying ourselves andg with the aim of
unifying ourselves we must previously delimit ourselves in a Clear and decisive
manner",
In December 1941, then, the PORS held its congress in Punta Lara, near
La Plata. The delegates were no more than thirty or so. Present were the
old LOS (without Gallo or Xilessi now), the groups from La Plata, Cordoba,
\o.0sario and Santa Fe. Alsc the group of transport workers around the Yugoslav
Medanich Orza. Among the delegates of the La Plata areoup, thne young physics
student Ernesto Sébato, well known later as a writer (64). ©Phelan actively
intervenes during the congress, above all in the organisational discussions
- tne lack of adequate methods is what he Judges to have impeded the Argentine
Trotskyists from growing. The programmatic resolution is enirusted to Jorge
Lagos and is adopted by the congress. A Central Committee is elected whose
General Secretary is Carbajal (Narvaja). Two functionaries are employed, who
were to stay in the capital: FPosadas and Esteban fley, although th latter,
doubting the future prospects, refuses to move his family from Cordoba. The
treasurer would be the German ¥urt Steinfeld, an exiled Austrian who headed a
German group in Buenos Aires that published a paper directed at e¥iles from
the nazi regime. Steinfeld, employed at the Overseas lews Agency is expert in
handling money and for some time organised the fiizht of militants (especially
of Jewish origin) from nazi persecution in Europe. The press, eventually, is
entrusted to Jorge Abelardo Ramos. The new peper is called 'Frente Obrero' -
'organo del FORS', althourh its first issue presents it as a fol}OW—up to :
'Inicial’', taking over its numbering. Concerning the programrnatic resolut?on,
of which it is natural to expect that it reflects the result of the preo-unific-
tion discussions which we have been relating, we ?ill guote a few paragraphs:
"Westinghouse understood well when it fused with Siam Di Tella in Ofder to 2
exploit the Latin American market in electrical machinery, General fotcis an
Ford understand it well when they re-open their assembly work?hops in tl?b .
country and pay such vast factories. The so remane?t slogan 'national libera
ion' which elements such as Marianetti presume realisable by a-popular govern-
ment of national liberation has been :on;r?gé?ed by the financial oligarchy
direct support of Yankee capita .
witEfogepresent ongpis not a 'deformation' of the national capita}isg eco?;my'
but its authentic form. The Argentine bourgeoisie is incapable o struggleng
or of attempting to struggle against imperialism and therefore th; z ruggoisie
against lmperialism must be mainly a struggle against the natio;-mit Oufg
which holds the political power of the national and foreignlgxp OA S;? . S
"It is necessary to recognise that the war of the Argeithe Répu '1;39t
ever sector of the bourgeoisie that ho%?s)power and one of the imperiali
e an imperialist war" (66). :
sec;gzs;e:g;izign :ot ohly maintains the positions previous to the diicuSSl:?én
ig -:. ’helan's text. I[is eclecticism meant that his interven
2§:aig;aii§kgzngg;qpi?itical influence. Ghortly after the congress Phelan went

S



e T S8

hack to the USA, where ne asks for the recognition of the PU2S ag glie Gificial
cection of the 1V. International.

5

what kind of industrialisation

23

The intervention of the leadership of the iourth did not change in any way
the positions of the Argentine Trotskyist sector with which it maintained
privileged relations. Characterising the country, the latter based itself,
however, not on Trotsky nor on the Bolsnevik tradition of the 3. International,
but on the Argentine socialist theoretician whe had developed the most coherent
characterisation: the reformist Juan 3. Justo (see 'Ianternacionalismec' Jo 3).
For Justo, the incorporation of the great majority of national territory iato
production (agrarian) for the world market, was =2 typical example of 'capitalist
colonisation'. The backward character of this capitalism, however, dicd not
escape him: lack of industrial development, agrarian backwardness, predominance
of anti-democratic political forms. For him, the axis of economic development
which would allow the supersession of those defects was foreign capital: "The
entry of great masses of foreign capital is necessary and inevitable... The
great construction enterprises thnat it is necessary Lo carry out in order 10
complete the evolution of the country and the working people who inhabit it,
cannot be made by the native rich class, dissipated and inept... Foreign
capital is going to accelerate the economic evolution of the country, and with
even greater force it is geing Yo accelerate its political and social cvolut-
fon™ (o7) .

This schema, formulated at the start of the century and accordinz to which
the backward countries would re-run, via the influence of external capital,
an economlic and political cycle similar to the advanced ones, was taken up
literally by the Trotskyists four decades later. The difference consisted in
them seeing the process as finished: industrialisation of the country, assoc-
iation of foreign capital with national capital, which had strengthened the
Arzentine bourgeoisie permitting it to errect itself as a fully ruling class.
This was what they based themselves upon in order to pose the 'socialist revo-
lution' as the future stage of development. It is undoubtable that the jump
in the Argentine industrial growth during the 1930's influenced them in drawing
that conclusion.

But, had the country been industrialised really ?

Argentina had fully entered the international capitalist circuit by the half
way of the last century, as a producer of prime materials (leather, cereals,
meat), for the industrially advanced nations. The first great industries to
develop (cold-storage and railways) were an appendix to 'pastoral Argentina’,
that is, they consolidated Argentina as an agricultural appendix of the indus-
trial development in the world capitalist centres. The period of prosperity
of the economy based on the ranch and commercial capital also gave a shove to
the emergence of certain industries which produced for the home market. It
was an industry limited to the foodstuffs branch and to other essential prod-
uce, not competitive due to the cost involved and the distance from the world
manufacturing centres. It did not concern an industrialisation, as its capacity
for expansion was very limited, and "one produces without a heavy industry on
a large scale appearing, which at that same level of the 19. century would have
characterised the order of other societies totally different from each other:
the United States and the German. Argentina will lose its local and regional
structures of production and consuption, without transforming itself into an
industrial power" (68).

The axis of economic development was, then, sgrarian production in function
of the needs of the industrial powers, and the growth of industry was subord-
inated to that. Latifundism consolidated itself as = productive unity and the
land-owning oligarchy as the ruling class. This will lead the Argentine
economy to subordinate itself to the accumulation of capital with its centre in
the industrial nations (above all, Britain). But the latter, owing to the
accumulation already overflowing their national borders, launched themselves
iztitpfnetrating the backward coun?ries, obtaining investments for their surplus

Pltal. An extremely profitable investment was in public services and bonds
of the backward countries, whose capitalist economic develo ;
pment was thus born,
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prisoner to international finance capital. In our country, in 1885 45% of
the capital of the railways was in Argentine hands against only 10% by 1890;
interest pald by Argentina to foreign capital represented 204 of the total
exports in 1881, 44% in 1884, 66% in 1886. This process, by making the
country more and more dependent upon its primary exports, liquidated any
financial basis of its own for industry, at the same time, it laid the basis
~ for the political dependence of the state. In 1890,in total financial crisis,
the government emptied the country of foreign exchange in order to pay the
foreign debt: foreign capital appropriated almost the total national surplus.
"The centre of power appeared to shift itself from the producers to the local
representatives of the world centres of decision (lawyers, financiers, inter-
mediaries)" (69).

The lineal schema of J.B. Justo failed, by not taking into account that
capital, considered on a world-scale, had already attained its full maturity.
In the advanced countries it showed without pretence its hostility towards
the exploited, and turned chauvinist and reactionary. 1In the backward
countries it would compete in obtaining super-profits (superior to the world
average), for which it allied itself with the most reactionary classes,
consolidating the economic, social and political forms of backwardness, on
which their domination was seated.

The industrial growth starting from 1930 was limited to replacing those
industrial products which already could not be bought on the world market as
a consequence of the fall in buying power of the primary exports. The inter-
national prices of Argentine products fell by 407 between 1926 and 1932,

‘\'while the industrial goods maintained their previous value. The causes of
industrial development were not internal but external. "There was not a
deliberate will of the governing powers nor an integrated development of
industry as a conseqiuence of the natural process of expansion, in the style
of what occurred in the metropolises. The market existed, it had a measurable
and known demand which supplied itself until that moment from the exports
and that could be satisfied through the local production”" (70).

The economic content of this 'industrialisation' was not typical to that
which occurred in the advanced countries: the relative displacement of the
production of consumer goods by that of goods of production (machines and
industrial items). Rather, the production of consumer goods continued (and
continues) predominating in an overwhelming form in the industrial structure.
By 1ts social content, the industrialisation in the advanced countries meant,
in the last century, a transformation of property relations: the expropriation
or transformation of the ol4d feudal classes and their displacement from
political power (bourgeois democratic revolution) which laid down the basges
of the expansion of industrial capital. In Argentina (and in the backward
countries), the old oligarchy associated itsgel® with this bastardised process
of industrialisation, whose dynamic factor was foreign capital. The 'Argentine
‘ndustry' consolidated in the 1930's, was = consequence of the industrial

~crisis in the advanced countries and an appendix of the latter: "The enormous
mass of workers condemned to idleness and the high percentage of inactive
equipment called for the opening of new markets into to recover stability and
the level of production of previous years...Thus was born 'export substitution'
in the centres. Given that they could not send complete plant to the under-
developed countries because these could not pay for thenm, they installed
final-assembly plants in order to then continue sending them parts. The
combat strategy (with other imperialist countries) requires installing enter-
prises in other countries ang generating captive clients for the possible
exports" (71). Argentina anticipated in the 1930's g process that would spread
throughout the world in the subsequent decades.

The distinctive characteristics of this 'industrialisation’ are:

a) The stagnation of industry on a primary level of development: in 1937,
the establishments with less than 10 workers were 85.5% of the total ( the
Proportion grew subsequently). To this artisan-type basis of industry one
must add that the primary branches continue being predominant (those which
Characterige the dawn of industrial production): in 1937, "food, drinks and
fobacco" comprised 40, of production, "textiles" ca. 20%, while "metals,

ehicles ang machinery" did not make up- 154 (72).
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b) As a consequence of the above: the low preoductivity o1 industry generally,
In 1937, the productivity per worker in Argentina was 4.5 times lower than in
the USA (a proportion which, likewise, could not but increage) £73).

¢) The non-displacement of the axis of economic development: the valuation
of the land ang the farming production. This was already noted, in 1333 by
the commercial councilor of the British Embassy: "however rapid the growth
of manufacturing industry has been, a large series of requirements exigt which
can only be satigfied abroad. Almost all first class articles require for their
production iron and steel goods; the lack of a local coal ang iron irdustry
has impeded the development of a machine-producine industry on an extensive
scale. The only means whereby Argentina can obtain the Products of the latter
abroad is by exporting its grain and meat surpluses". But Precisely +he
prices of those exports had fallen dramatically; to which one must add the
financial dependence of the state. The Same report pointsg ocut: “Argentina
pPossessed great reserves of gold. Approximately a half of the reserves were
impounded in 1930 ang TS0 mainly in order to pay the debt services and in
order to prevent the currency being devalueg" (74). Just as in 1890, finance
capital, with the complicity of the oligarchic government, delivered the mortal
blow againgt the autonomous industrial development, liquidating its finaneial

The consequence of the whole brocess is the political prostration of the
state. The need to maintain the British market for the primary products, led
the Argentine government to sign the Roca-Runciman pact in 1933, wherein the
Argentine government, in exchange, made all types of ctoncessions to Britain

customs concessions, transport monopoly in Buenos Aires, types of preferential
“exchange, closure of the market to Britain'e corpetitors, etc.), that 38, 1t
renounced the right to freely determine the policies of the state.

The supposed industrialisation of Argentina was an example typical of the
combined development common to the backward countries, where one combines the
last word in technology with agrarian and industrial backwardness. The back-
wardness of industry did not impede the fact that, already in 1936, 47 factories
(0.1% of the total) employ 15% of the workers, with which the degree of con-
centration exceeded by more than 10 times that of North American industry (75).
It concerns an industry which was born monopolised, without passing through
the stage of free competition (which was the motor of its development in the
advanced countries): the industrial census of 1935 indicated that 671 limited
Companies ccntrolled 2,30C establishments which Yielded between them more than
50% of the total production, Thisg small group of monepolies obtain enormous
profits, based on the agrarian and industrial backwardness: the first produces
a constant flow of cheap lahour from the country to the tovm, the second sees
that the market prices are fixed for 90% of the enterprises (of an artisan-type):
the enormous difference in price between the latter and large-scale industry
is pocketed by the monopolies. It concerns an industry which lives-off the
¥ ckwardness, éxactly the opposite of the youthful stage of industrial capital

Argentine industry expanded within the limits fixed by imperialist capital.
Far from accentuating the economic independence of the country, it increased
its dependence, adding to the manufactured goods the industrial items and
products that had to be bought abroad. Far from securing the Argentine bourg-
eolsie in control of the state, the political weight of foreign capital was
strengthened, as much as by the decisive weight of its participation in industry,
as by the increase of dependence on international finance capital.

All this escaped the attention of the great majority of Argentine Trotskyists
of the 1930's, who thought exactly the opposite. In some way, they saw them-
selves subjected to the ideology and propaganda of the ruling classes (who saw
in the association with foreign capital g triumph of 'self-determination').

This influence was possible owing to the lack of & programme, which character-
ised the country, 1ts classes, ang indicated the objective tasks of the revol-
ution. The light-mindedness with which they weilded certain figures - claiming
2% million industrial workers when the 1935 Census gives the exact figure of
526,594 'employed in industry' - reveals the lack of concern for programme,
~hich left them open to all kinds’of impressionign, Lacking their own programme,
-
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they adepted the only one the Argentine left had produced until that moment

(that of reformist socialism) trying to draw from it 'revolutionary! co;czusi

In such an adaptationist labour they retreated even in respect to Lha pronramgns.
of Juan B. Justo, as the latter pointed out the incavacity of the native ;uli i
?1ass to create a 'modern' cepitalist country, while the %rotskvists presentegg
lF as an exemplary bourgecis class, which had Tally completed t%e ohiectives

of national libveration and the democratic revolution. S

The death of the LOR.

After the creation of the PORS, the political alternative for the LOR is
that of continuing the fight for its ideas, on a national and international
scale, with the perspective of building a tendency within the 4. International.
Justo retrospectively presents things as if such a tendency had existed 'in
fact', which is perhaps not far from the truth (viz. the quotes from the PORs
of Chile and Cuba). But circumstances did not permit the LOR to be anything
but a2 small group shaped in the personal mould of Quebracho. The personality
of the latter - who had already showed his tendency to megalomania (76) - aid
not in any way predispose him to start a long-term strugzle from a minority
position.

In February 1542, referring to the recently bern PORS, the LOR will state
that it is more "worthy of pity that of criticism™. Which will not prevent it
from systematising its differences with the PORS, of which we wish to quote
some: "4)...before the increasingly greater and more pressing advance of
imperialism in the dependent countries, some bourgeois sectors of the latter,
in order to avoild being smashed by imperielism and struggling for their own
existence, can rise up against it, starting an action that they will never
carry to its end, but which the revclutionary proletariat, without giving up
the most intransigent class struggle, and without ceasing to point out that
the bourgeolsie will sooner or later betray this action, can accompany while
it lasts, trying to gain the leadership of it in order to complete it.

“"{sss) 6)...the proletarian vanguard of the colonial and semi-colonial
countries must pose itself, in the first place, the agrarian and anti-
imperialist revolution, realised through the conquest of power by the working
class and the establishment of the dictatorship of the proletariat.

"7) That the proletariat in power, realising the agrarien and anti-
imperialist revclution, cannot stop there and, in agreement with the principles
of permanent revolution, according to the economic conditions of the country
and always counting on the sufficient force or with the adequate help of the
world proletariat, will immediately pass to the socialist tasks" (77).

It is worth looking closer at this text, which represented the maximum (and
final) point of elaboration, by the LOR, of the problems of the revolutionary
programme in our country. The conception of an "agrarian and anti-imperialist",
or even, democratic, revolution, is taken literally from the theoretical
irsenal of Stalinism of the third-period (1926-34). The First Latin-American

“~Conference of the C.I. (June 1929) indicated: "every tendency to create an

independent national economy within the framework of bourgeois legality, is
doomed to failure. Only a bourgeois democratic revolution directed against
imperialism and the great landlords, can create the conditions for that
independent development (...) the real struggle for national independence must
be realised against the large national bourgecisie and imperialism, from which
one deduces that the character of the revolution in L. America, is one of a
bourgeois democratic revolution (...) That revolution will have to put in the
first place: the struggle against the great landlords; for the giving of the
land to those who work it; struggle against the national governments, agents
of imperialism and for the workers and peasants government" (Minutes of the
South American Secretariat of the C.I. published by 'La Correspondencia
Internacional', Buenos Aires, 1929).

Underneath the verbal concessions to the feverish ultra-leftism of the
Stalinist 'third-period', one observes something else altogether. One scorns
'bourgeois legality' in order to postulate...a revolution which stops at the
bourgecis democracy. The 'workers and peasants government' is not, as it was
for the first congresses of the C.I., a popular version of the 'dictatorship

|IIll-I--------_-._...._.___________.-_________-_.-..------_______



c

1

of the proletariat' (to be such, it would have tc concern the proletarian

revclation): its content is given by the cheracter cf the revclution
(democratic). The same text adds: "1t would be a grave errcr 1o overestimate

the role cf the petty bourgeolsie and the prowirg industrial bourgeoiele, es
posnible allies of the anti-imperialist revolution. In some cases they can
be momentary allies; but the motive-force of the revolution must be the
workers and peasants", The subsequent destiny of this conception is well
known: the 'momentary' ally transformed itself into a 'permanent' one, and
5talinism into a permanent ally of thne native bourgeoisie. The alliance
between the workers and the peasants should not leave the framework cf the
bourgeois democratic revolution.

The criticism of Trotskyism took up and enriched the theses of the Cel.:
the historical epoch in which the bourzeoisie could lead a consistent struggle
for democracy has ended, the anti-imperialist struggle of the backward and
oppressed countries integrates itself thus intc the process of the world
proletarian revolution. And it required: in the measure in which the working
class takes the leadership of the anti-imperialist struggle, in which it
realises the worker-peasant alliance "fighting irreconcilably against the
influence of the liberal-national bourgeoisie", it transforms the democratic
revolution into the socialist revolution, converting it therefore into a
permanent one. Something more: only the proletarian revolution can make the
objectives of democracy triumph, as the national bourgecisie, through its fear
of the mobilisation of the proletariat (which alsc turns against it), ends
up allying itself with imperialism against the masses.

The programme of the LOR turned out to be a2 mixture of Trotskyist ideas
and the Stalinist ccnception. From the Trotskyist point of view, the prolet-
arian vanguard cannot pose itself, "in the first place, the agrarian and
anti-imperialist revolution" (bourgeois, in other words) as a process indep-
endent of the socialist revolution, that is to say of any revolution effect-
jvely led by the proletariat. Another failure of Justo was in not character-
ising the Argentine ruling classes (their divisions, the nature of their
relations with imperialism, their attitude faced with the national problens),
limiting himself to pointing out that "some sectors of the bourgeoisie can
rise up ageinst imperialism". ‘Which ? The great political problem posed by
that question - the attitude of the proletariat before the bourgeois nation-
alist movements - is not even sketched out. The cpportunity which the
emergence of these movements gives to the workers vanguard cf posing a
programme of consistent struggle against imperialism (and, therefore, of
disputing the leadership cf the nation with the bourgeoisie) is substituted
by a "accompany it while it lasts", which slides towards the theory of the
strategic bloc with the national bourgeoisie.

Justo, subsequently, moved towards nationalist positions: he ended up
postulating that the Latin American emancipation should result in a new nation
which he called 'Andesia'. Logically, he broke with Trotskyism, which was
already announced at the end c¢f the article mentioned: "The 3. International
was formed more from above downwards (...) The 4. International, in dialect-
ical contradiction with the 3., will construct itself from below upwards,
not in the shade of the prestige of the Russian revolution, but on the basis
of Marxist principles, of the study of the experience of that revolution and
of the fallure of the 3. International. Therefore we give much more import-
ance to our own programme than to any recognition from abroad".

Pure demagogy. lio revolutionary party (no party in general), much less
an International, constructs itself from below upwards. As Justo himself
liked to quote: "it is not the cadres that create the programme but the
programme that creates them". The programme, at first, i1s preserved by a
revolutionary vanguard, which is what creates the organisation starting from
that programme. Otherwise, one would have to wait until the exploited go
through all the previous experience, in order to arrive at the revolutionary
::?fluiiogza;it;?ewizzggiiisﬁi;z zgiih,nﬁoreozei. only a Vﬁnguard will srrive
Al e el revegleﬂ . re igm elow prards-, it should read
- ialeidoe aéplied s th; Cog months later when thie curious concept-

istruction of Internationals, transformed
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itself into the grotesque slogan: ".either hoscow nor iew York!! flevolutionary
Fourth Internatiocnal!!",which terminated a letter from wuzbracho directed to
the members of the LOR and its sympathisers abroad. The letter had 2 message
for the International Executive Committee: “All those affiliated wita thne said
zJit8 have demonstrated a flexibtility of the spinal cclumn very apt in order

to operate among us as rerpresentatives cf ycurseclves. “hat is the "Arzentine
~= szection' you deserve and require".

Yet 1f it had been so, it would have neceszitated o politicsl convergence
tetween the international lecadership and the Argentine wilitants who ignored
the naticnal question. Uut Justo refused to combat it inside the Fourth.

He stated, addressing himeelf to his comrzdesz: "Our struggle azainst centrism
in this country and in Latin America leads us, at£ & consequence, into carrying
out the struggle against centrism in its own present redoubt, the S’I of the
Uaky (78).

The delirium of the posture became quickly evident. The struggle against

'centrism' which should finish in lew York after having crossed all Latin
Americz, in reality did nct get beyond the limits of greater Buenos Aires.
The majority of the members of the LOR, identified with Quebracho, avandoned
it. :ateo Fossa made clear that he did so in cppositicn to the brezk with
Wew York (with the 1V. International). Juste intended a battle of apparatuses
with the leadership of the Fourth. He who had fought the 'ceantrists' and for
'national liberation’' in Arcentins, sought tc ally himself with the icrin
American centrists who had some time age already broken with the International:
Oehler, Stamm and Weisbord (the first having broken with Trctsky opposing
himself to the demand for the 'national independence' of the Ukraine). Total
™~ failure, as the above-rmentioned factions disappeared shortly after.

“hat little remained of the LORH published a South American Bulletin (five

issues appeared in a year) aimed at organising the breakx of the groups of the
continent with the 'centrists', who gradually became transformed into "the
agents of Wall Street". The only success was the picking up of a tiny and
short-lived 'Liga Obrera larxista' of Oruro (a split from the youth of the
Partido Socialista Obrero Boliviano of the ex-FOR lunminary Tristan “aroff)
which will dissolve itself upon the disappearance of the LCR, integrating
itself into the POR, the Zolivian section of the 1V, Internationsl. The POR
of Chile and of Cuba vainly sent letters toc the LOR asking it to reconsider
the attitude adopted. The paper of the LOR, the 'Lucha Obrera'(with the large
print-run) will get surpressed. The few members of the LOR vezin to leave.
At the time of the coup of 4. June 1943 (before which the LOR produces its
last declaration) only two remain: Quebracho and sentiago Escobar (pseudonym
of the gastronomic worker Enrique Carmona). The latter also leaves, in order
to return to his native province of the Chaco. tiborio Justo, exhausted, also
withdraws to the islands of Ibicuy, where he will remain for a number of years.
Thus died the LOR (79).

In a very brief lapse, Quebracho had succeeded in erasing with his elbow

‘-~ the best that had emerged from his hand. dis positioas had politicised the
Argentine Fourth Internationalist movement in a way previously unknown, raising
it out of the terrain of personal disputes in which it was involved. Ve can
affirm, with G. Lora: "he has the great credit of having pointed out that the
Trotskyism of his time committed the error of assimilating Argentina to the
imperialist metropolises and ignoring the national question. One owes to him
the return, at least in Argontina, to the contributions of Lenin and rotsky
in that respect" (80). Then, in the face of the firust mishap, he declared
the movement founded by Leon Trotsky three Years before to be dead, and he
sought to reproduce on a worla scale the climate which he himself had
repudiated in Argentina s short time earlier. Instead of confronting the
movement (the 1V. International) with the tasks which applied themselves
(the programme), he ignored both and limited himself to extending the label
of 'bureaucrats' to its leaders.

Concerning the programme - and after a number of years of programmatic
struggle - he thought it enough to launch the anathema of 'cosmopolitanign’,
Ignoring the sense of proportion, he saw himself as the leader of a new worla
movement, and when that too failed, he consoled himself with the view that he
was & propnet before hic tipe. e continue with Lora: "ip nis tine Luebracho
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launched nhimself into & struzgle agzainst wind-mills. tHe took the opinion of
2 few leaders as if it represented the thoughts of the different parties, as
if the latter could have exhausted the discussion of the problems posed in
Argentina" (81).
50 it is. As Quijobe wished 1o aupersede ithe exploits of Amadis ci Gaul,
~ 850 Justo wished to supersede those of Trotcky, but without the talents or
t

the sacrifices of the latter. The las ep was undertaken when in 1859, in
his stubborn effort to 'supersede' Trotsky, he published a book accusing him
of "having put himself at the service of ¥all Street”. Infamy and pathclogy
are mixed up in this regurgitated heap of ¢ld stalinist slanders. What is
curious is the political argument (the only one) used by Quebracho in order
to base his bizarre theory: that of Trotsky having defended - against
imperialism - the nationalisation of llexican oil carried out by the govern-
ment of General Cardenas. Trotsky also had to explain the nationalicst
character of the measure for an ultra-leftist group - applauded by Quebracho
- who saw the measure in terms of "a manoeuvre of one imperialiet sector
against another, at the same time as he defended a programme of class indep-
endence in the face of Cardenas and his stance, and was for "workers manage-
ment of the nationalised industry". We can share, in the face of such a
ridiculous accusation, the indignation of iedunich Orza: "It is well known
that the whole imperialist reaction, whether pro-English or pro-Yankee,
accused Cardenas of expropriating the o0il firms on advice from Trotaky (...)
And flnally, with errors or without them (Trotsky) dedicated all his life
in the struggle for the emancipation of the exploited class, which was not
™= the same as the spiritual pleasure of a Quebracho" (82).

Upon ending his 'internal exile', Justo became enthused over the role
played by the POR in the Bolivian revolution, tc which he dedicated a book.
Connected with the POR, he attempted to convince it of his views about a
new International, opposed to the Fourth. At that time he published
'Estrategia Revolucionaria', in which he goes over the struggle we have been
relating, and 'astutely' eliminates a critical reference to G. Lora (a POR
leader) contained in an original document of the time reproduced in the said
volume. When the POR reproached him for his incredible book 'Leon Trotsky y
Wall Street', Justo reacted by declaring it his deadly enemy .

Guillermo Lora, who knew him during his period of enthusiasm for Bolivia,
said of him: "The son of President Justo preoccupied in making scandals in
his own country and outside of it with the premeditated objective of drawing
the attention of the press to himself, could have had some future (...) But
Liborio Justo finished himself with revolutionary politics when he socught to
draft a course of action for the continental activity of the Marxists from his
comfortable study (...) He who voluntarily escapes from the reality of the
environment in which he lives, he who attempts escapism in all his actions,
is a coward who is prevented from stamping his imprint on events (...) The

— Justo we knew was a fighter of yesturday in total decadence" (83).

The Trotskyist fighter was finished in 1943: his Trotskyism was scarcely
more than an episode of youth. The Fifth International which he proposed
founding after did not succeed in even being a2 curiosity, except for those
who interest themselves in megalomaniacs. But, as "that which the pen writes
cannot be erased by the axe", it is right to point out together with his
subsequent ship-wreck, that the Quebracho fallen in 1943 is, even without
knowing it, he who yielded to Argentine Trotskyism the best service.

The death of the P.0Q0.R.S.

Robert Alexander states (84) that the PORS was recognised as Argentine
section of the 1V. International, on the recommendation of Terrence Phelan.
A study of the correspondence of the latter and his 'trusted confident' in
Argentina, Kurt Steinfeld, does not confirm that assertion: without doubt
Phelan proposed such a recognition, but it clashed with the reservations of
the IEC.

The Executive hesitated to confer upon the FORS such a status as right
from the start of its activities it manifested signs of decomposition. The
paper 'Frente Obrero', announced as a weekly, then a fortnightly, then a

=~ monthly, finally saw the light of day scarcely twice during the first six
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months. The first important desertion is that of the General Secretary nim-
self, Harvajas, who withdraws to Rosario saying that his post can be better
filled by Cristalli (Posadas). If one believes Steinfelgq, Narvajas had
expected a rapid growth, and in discussions had maintained that the inevitable
defeat of the USSR before the German invasion would favour the recruitment of
the Stalinist militants. In the event, from his native base he took up a
— skeptical position, although remaining affiliated, which will later cause him
to drop out. Ramos, who is accused of = perscnal and uncontrolled control of
the press, also gives up his membership. Eventually numerous quarrels break
out around organisational icssues: meetings of the CC and 5C, inflated figures
of membership (accusations of the CC considering mere sympathisers as members),
lack of dues payments for %he groups in the interior, which hinders the public-
ation of the paper, failure to prepare the fcllowing congress at the foreseen
time, accusations that Steinfeld manipulates the finences and interest as a
means of blackmail and pressure, confusion concerning the 'dual membership'
of the Germans (in the IXD, as well as the PORS) then, expulsions. Desertions
continue occurring: 'Carlos’', ilargarita Gallo, Angelica, the young Hugo
Bressano leaves and joins the LOR. He writes 2 pamphlet for it: 'Three months
of 1life in confusionism. On my leaving the PORS' (15.5.42). Two months later
he is also expelled from the LOR, not before Quebracho haad given him the
pseudonym 'Nahuel Lioreno', which will later become well-known. All this takes
place during the first six months of existence of the PCRS.

Fhelan follows the crisis by correspondence. In the face of the apparently
organisational nature of the crisis, he dces not stop recommending organis-
ational remedies, advising Steinfeld not to 'drgentinise himself', that is,

~~ to not get involved in the clique squabbles which typify the organisational
irresponsibility of the militants native to that country. He informs him of
the discouragment existing in the IEC over the developments within the
Argentine 'section'. In another letter to the Chilean section he returns to
the issue and complains bitterly about this 'human' characteristic of the
Argentines. Steinfeld informs the IEC (June 1942) that the PORS is split
into four 'camps': 1) Cristalli, 'Lavalle', ‘Irlan', 'Lisardi’, 'Yictor!,
who maintain that grave errors were made during the unification, whereby known
centrists and reformists were admitted; 2) 'Carbajal' - Harvajas - and the
Rosario group, adopting a wait-and-see attitude: 3) 'Frigorini' (R. Frigerio
or 'Jorge Lagos'), 'Quarrucci' (Esteban Rey), 'Sevignac' (Ramos), Steinfeld,
Barto and the rest of the German group, who place themselves in a situation
of 'passive resistance' to the CC majority (cemp 1), opposing its violations
of the Organisational Resolution (Ramcs produces 2 document calling for the
congress) and they call themselves 'legalists'; and 4) wiguel (Oscar Fosse),
Hugo Spaghetti (Guevara), Margarita Gallo, Medunich Orza, Krause and the group
of Yugoslav workers, Alberti, who maintain that the leadership are violating
the statutes and pProgrammatic bases of the FORS, and that it is irretrievable.
Phelan shows his sympathy for camp 3 and recommends working with the two most

‘—promissing militants: Ramos and Posadas, the latter because he is the only one

making an effort to obtain PORS penetration into trade union milieux. He sees
camp 4 as being too impregnated by the olgd sectarian ideas of Gallo (85).

This situation of inaction prolongs itself for some months. When the LOR
communicates its break, the IEC asks them to make every effort to save Mateo
Fossa, who seems to be not in favour of following Quebracho (whose code-name
in correspondence is 'Juana La Loca' - 'Crazy Joan'). Simul taneously,
Steinfeld provokes a scandal upon proposing that the pages of 'Frente Obrero’
are opened up for militants of other tendencies: through his German work he
finds himself linked to supporters of Brandler, Vereeken, Brockway, iiarceau
Pivert and others. It ig the IEC which is closest to hitting the nail on the
head when it formally approaches the PORS requesting it to open up the
suspended discussion on 'national liberation' and submits theses regarding
the issue (July 1942). The leadership of the International is probably
influenced by the heap of accusations against the FORS by the LOR ~ documents
from the LOR arrive regularly to the IEC, not so those of the PORs.

Because it is around this question, above 211 the organisational problems,
that the PORS will break up. A first split, provisionally, takes place in
1943, when two 'FQ' are published parallel with each other: they distinguish
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themselves umutuzlly as ‘v lerge' and IO mnall'. At the neag ol  the
one encounters those w=hc in the future will radically revise the conception

of a purely sccialist revolution, which had prevailed within the FORS: Ramos,
Fosadas, Niceto Andres. In the former those who continue defending it are
grouped: Posse, Guevara, ... Orza and, in spite of the advice of Fhelan, the
Jerman group. 1% is worth noting that 1t is this gector which 'saves' ilateo
“ogsa for the 1V. International.

The s£7lit occurred, along the lines of the most radical political positions,
and not on the basis of the organisational criteria defended by each current.
mhe coup of 4. June 1943, and the illegality in which 1t placed the activity
of the left act in order to complete the dispersion. Ramos and Andres will
evolve on their own account until they form the 'Liga Comunista iievolucionaria'
first, and the 'Cctubre' group later, which will adop%t nationalist positions
up to the point of permitting Ramos to collaborate with the Percnist govern-
ment (a road down which Andres will not accompany him). In full logic with
this evolution, 'Octubre' will break with the 1V. International in 1947.

Jorge Lagos will enter the...Communist Party, from which he will exit forming
a part of the pro-Peronist faction of Rodolfo Puigros ('Clase Obrera').
Esteban Rey will return to *the Horth, where he will develop an 'entrist' work
within the Socialist Party on his own account. Also in 1243, rosadas enters
the 3P in the capital, frem which he will exit with a small group which will
form the 'Grupo Cuarta Internacional' (GCI), future section in Argentina,
starting from the Third %orld Congress of the 1V. International in 13851.
icreno, = law student, will attempt to sum up his experience in a pamphlet,
published in 1943, entitled 'El Partido', in which the question will be
enalysed on the basis cf 'Hegelian categories', and he will regroup z small
nucleus of youth with which he will form the 'Grupo Obrero Karxista' (con).
Alexander mentions that larvajas will continmue maintaining a 'PORS' until
1948, something quite improbable. Probably it refers to an 'autonomous' group
in Hosario, composed of student militants and which also maintains links with
the o0ld Trotskyist David Siburu, who lives retired in Rafaela. Guevara, the
trade union militant, will return te his 'regional autonomy' and will form a
Trotskyist trade unionist group known simply =2s 'Southern Zone' (of Buenos
Aires), which was certainly not the oaly one of its type. The only sector
which will maintain the 0old positions, upon which the PCRS was founded, will
be the 'Union Obrera Revolucionaria' (UOR), animated by Oscar Posse, within
which iiateo Fossa will participate for a time.

The partial denouement of the Aggentine political crisis which the coup in
June was, inflicted the coup de grace to the PORS, which lived with great
difficulty for less than a year. At the end of 1943, 'Owen' (Pnelan) dispair-
ingly asked an Argentine correspondent if it was correct that from the PORS...
ten groups! had arisen.

3 - Py
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Terence Phelan, agent of imperialism 7

Sherry Mangan ('Phelan', 'Owen', 'Pilan') was a courageous militant of the
1V, International. Gross, something of a bohemian, a drinker, he specialised
in making contacts (clandestine or not) with the foreign groups when the IEC
functioned in the USA as a result of the war. Thus, not only did he travel in
Latin America, but towards the end of the war, taking advantage of his situation
as a correspondent, he succeeded in reestablishing contact with the Trotskyist
groups of the European countries occupied by the nazis (Belgium, Austria) at a
risk at times to his own skin. Later also ne was in Bolivia, succeeding to
gain contact with the militants of the POR imprisoned during the 'sexenio'
(1946-52). Once the IEC moved back to Europe, he worked together with it.
Later again, he returned to Bolivia, establishing himself in Cochabamba. There
he worked on a novel about the miners of Catavi and his companion ilargarita
died there. McCarthyism in the USA hindered him from publishing his novel.

He died in Switzerland, in 1961, at the age of 57.

“hen participating in the efforts at unification in Argentina during 1941,
an erticle appeared under his name in 'Fortune' magazine, which, in essence,
2advised the USA to improve its penetration of Argentine politically. It led
to a wave of criticism by its intrusion into the life of the courtry. Among

. the critics one found Quebracho, who, 2s noted by ledunich Orza, did not make




it public at that time, and then when de did so, much later, it was in order
tc give Phelan the description of 'agent of imperialism', with which he would
later go on to label the 1V, International in its entirety, and finally Leon
Trotsky himself. Phelan protested against the accusation, claiminz that his

~ words had been distorted. A version of the article, corrected by himself,
appeared in December 1941 in the magazine 'Clarided' - in which the phrases
do not allow any doubt about misinterpretation: '"The continuation of the war
in Europe added to our position in respect of Japan in Asia, makes us necess-
itate South America at the same time that it gives us the opportunity of
removing from it other powers, especially Great Britain, who at this moment
are too gravely occupied in other parts in order for them to give full
attention to its defence" (86). And thus by the style, Alexander surprisedly
notes that the 'Hilitant' of the SWP commented cn the article in 'ortune' as
a demonstration of the imperialist policy of Uncle Sam, wilthout making any
comment on the fact that its author is a leader of the SWP itself. In his
commentary on Alexander's book, Joseph Hansen, a key leader of the SVWP for
many years, never made any reference in that respect (87).

Things did not end there, as the accusation was taken up again by ancther
group breaking with the Fourth ('Octubre’' of Ramos), which led Kurt Steinfeld
to write to the Brazilian section, 12. Way 1947: "An Argentine Trotskyist
publication denounces Terence Fhelan and myself as agents of imperialism.
Until such time as the 1lV. International has noct taken a position on the issue,
it would be better to consider me as dead" (88).

il What had happened ? The only defence of 'langan made by a 'Trotskyist'
leader that we know of, is that by Livio Maitan: "Since one has made so much
about the same grave .insinuations (!) in the course of factional polemics,
above all in Argentina, whoever writes can witness that Sherry lMangan went
through all the latter years of his 1life in very precarious financial condit-
ions, if not in poverty" (89).

There are defences which kill. Why could not an 'agent of imperialism'
(what 'insinuation'!!) "have died in poverty" ? I!langan deserved a better
defence.

To combine the task of delegate of the 1V. International with the job of
a correspondent of the imperialist press was a complicated task. The meane
available to the Fourth obliged it to utilise such methods. In itself, this
is not in any way dishonourable. A revolutionary leadership must, moreover,
be capable of coming out in defence of such methods when the slanderers
denounce them in order to destroy it. Even in the case where the militant in
question had 'put his foot in it', as was certainly the case with Mangan. If
during the life or the activity of the latter, it was not possible to do such
a thing publically, such justifications do not exist afterwards. To not deo so
is to leave the door open to the slanders which stain not only the memory of

~a militant, but (what is worse) the banner of an organisation. If it cannot
do this, such a leadership is condemned.

Balance sheets of the P.0O.R.S.

¥ith the dissolution of the PORS and the LOR one closes a stage in the 1life
of the Argentine Trotskyist movement, which not by chance, coincides with the
end of a stage in the 1ife of the country. For the Trotskyists the stage is
closed, there can be no doubt, with a failure as they must start again, organ-
isationally, practically from zero. But politically not so, if they are
capable of taking advantage of the lessons of the period which closes. This
is, without doubt, a task which concerrs not only the Argentine militants,
but the International in its entirety (primarily its leadership) as the build-
ing of the revolutionary party in a country, for the Trotskyists, is no more
than the expression of a world-wide struggle for its essence 'nationally’'.

It turns out interesting, as a matter of fact, to re-examine the opinions,
fragmentary and dispersed, that exist about what was - de facto or de jure -
the first Argentine section of the 1V. International.

Liborio Justo, in the middle of the volley of insults which he lavishes
ipon the PORS and on each of its members, leaves us with an interesting idea:

“ninstead of rooting (the PORS) its trajectory from the point of degeneration
in the spiral of the development of the 3. International, its line of departure
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n _ersl v oerii. tPinally, no political current cf the left in Arzentina
avoided being traversed by these two options (the numerous splits o; the 8P
and then the CP one szees in problems such as neutrality duriné wérlﬂ ";; ;
anti-imperialism, the 2ttitude towards the Feron goverhment, étc.) “T;;tsk§iqm
#was no exception. An 'internationalist' neutrality before nationa{ nroblemsh“
cannot be svstained: in not ceing superseded., it leads to either pfc:imperial—
ism or to nationalism. ementably, the subsequent nistory cof the Trotskyist
movement will confirm this often enough. :
‘ Figuel siedunich Orza, a worker who participated in the FOR3, very quickly
drew his own balance sheet: "After having founded the party a month previous,
we wrote a letter for the IEI of the 1V, International, in which we denounced
the activity of Phelan and the orientation ercroneocusly fellowed by the party.
We stated in the letter that, if it was not possible to rectify tais orientation

& 2nd put an end to the internzl intrigues, the party would disappear in the very

near future. At the request of comrade Oscar (E.P.) we did not send it Gl )
he failure of the PCRS, along with the bad cbjective and subjective conditions
within and the defeat of the working class in other countries, had fundamental
causes in the ideclogical inconsistency of the middle glass, ite constant
vacilation between revolutionary and reformist positions...its fondness for
personal gossiping and intricues, as weapons in the fight for leadership
ascendency, its incredible lack of knowledge of the elementary necessities of
the working masses and of socialist theory, its scorn for the opinions of the
workers...its cynicism, disloyalty, personal rancour and the claim of uncon-
ditional obedience to its command, the lack of an own personality in the
majority of caces which would enable i%i to oppoese the orientation iwmposed on
the movement by the bonze or the bonzes of the moment, even though it thought
it erronecus” (91). This reproach towards the characteristics of 2 movement
made up largely by intellectuals is far from the only one of its type. On the
contrary, the experience of the FORS will encourage an ‘anti-intellectualism’
in the subsequent staze of the Argentine Trotskvist movement, which will lead
it at times inte a frank scorn for the strugrcle for ideas.

In the light of the previous views, let us lcok a2t the conclusion of Posadas
when in 1946 he tells the International Secretariat of the erxistence of his
group: "...owing tc the dissolution of the PORS and over the experience it
gave, of seeking fo create 2 movement and & party over, behind the back of,
and above the proletariat, we direct cur activity wholly towards uniting our-
selves in the daily and permanent process of the proletariat in the factory,
workshops, unions, etc, in order to draw from there, in the living struggle,
our militants and tec educate ourselves in order to create our cadres" (92).

The posture totally evades the theoretical and political problems and tries
to resolve them empirically ("go to the factories”). It is important to note

his because he will soon become, not Jjust one of the main Argentine leaders,
but 2 Latin American and world leader, of the 1V. International. Go to the
factories, yes...bout with which programme ? For Fosadas it lacks importancs.

From Jorge Abelardo Ramcs it is better to not ask for a balance shecet, even
though his memory of the PORS congress betrays him: "It was an attempt to
organise a revolutionary party, that party ideal, intransigent and unbreakable
which tempered the asplrations of ocur adolescence and which still today
constitutes the objective of our struggle. Havine founded the tiny party the
axis of its public operation was its oprosition to the imperialist wer and to
Argentine participation in it" (93). e nave recounted that that was wot I3

'axis’' of the FORS, even though Ramos speculates with bad memory in orde
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woting changes like that of llamos, Uscar Posse - the onlyone
consistent with the PCR> programme - hit the nzil on the head in
"“Until 4. June 1943, the idea thut the proletaris
basis of a highly socialist progremme had only been iiscu
groups which defended the programme of the 1V. Tniernstio 2l in
the one led by Quebracho (...) The millitery movesent of 4. June WS g
surprising effect on the pelitical thought of zany Argentine Trotskyis {F)
For them Argentina ceased to be = country of pronouncedly capitalist Teatures
where the proletariat should take power struggling mainly against the bourg-
eolsie, in order to turn itself intec a hackwawd nation in which it
remained to complete or terminate the dourgeois democratic revolution. Tt
was evident that this changing of positions was closely linked to the deeply
nationalist character of the military movement. ior the first time, 3in the
heat of world events, a bourseols movement arose in Argentine with the zims
of converting this country into a major power, breaking the bonds which tied
it to imperialism (...) Those who had combatted the positions of Luehracho as
cpportunist, without then srasping mere correct ones, allowed themselves to
go along with the current and they launched = furious revision of our
positions" (94).

Undoubtedly the rise of Peronism had stirred up the idea that Arsent
was a "developed and independent capitaligt” country. That schema sxclud
a nationalist movement with suppor: amongz the masses, as in such countrie
nationalism assumes wholly reactionary and anti-working class forms. =os
limited himself to insisting upon the previous schema, falling into the same
overestimation of the Argentine bourgecisie, which would not only cross swords
with all imperialist domination, but which he saw as preparing to wransform
itself into a 'great power'. Fosse skated over the conflici with imperialism
wnich had provoked the greatest mobilisation of the masses of %he century.

The other Trotskyists, in order to survive, had been Forced to 'furicusly
revise’' positions. ‘Phe UOR, led by Posse, will be the first of ihe rotskyist
currents to disappear.

Naehuel loreno, commenting in 1947 on the centributions to Arrentine
«rotskyism of Phelan, zave us a phrase in the style of which we =re zcine to
become accustomed from his pen: "Justi as mcst times the mediocre imperialist
ware is superior to the best colenis] ware, Fhelan, in spite of his zZrave
organisational and tactical errors, has been the only one who basing himself
on the theoretical elements and or the few materials cf the Argentine zroups,
laid down the general programmatic fundaments o1l the Arsentine Trotskyist
movement". Wishing to be well in with both bod and the devil, ..oreno only
Succeeds in treating everyone as idiots. After quoting the 'contribuiiong!
of Phelan on national liberation - a 'secendary guestion' - which we have
already seen, loreno criticises him: "Naticnal liberation is the most colossal
revelutionary task in the backward countries and is not subordinated, but
unquestionably related, to the world sccialist revolution. Without the world
revolution the colossal task of liberating the backward countries from imper-
ialism is not possible. Therefore, the weapon of national liberation is the
most intransigent international and national class struggle”. <Then what wes
the contribution of Phelan +o the 'programmatic fundaments' ? And that of the
PORS 7 According to ¥oreno:

"its correct position on the country and the national bourgecisie (...)
They pointed out the dependence of industry and the national beurseoisie on
foreign capital. The national bourgecisie cannot nor wishes *o transiorm
this state of things".

; “orenoc continues distorting. 4As we have gee, the PORS charactericeqd
itself by pPresentine the Argentine vourgeoisie as a fully ruling class. winich
associated itsgelf freely with imperialist capital (tuerzfore 4+tdid not poge‘
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1 liberation'). .U ccncerns & Geliverate blindness, as ..0reuc iiiaseld
auotes from the PORS: :
: ““hrough the process of mortzazing and endebiment of the land, of the
capitalisation of tae lznd rent, of the i ¢ and zere decisive role that the
. ¢ h £

tanks and limited companies play in the 11 of the country, the sreat ar?ing
urban bourgeois ana imperialist capital have joined 1n a *Pinancial ollig-

L1
chy ' vhich has as itz economic orge:n the Danco Central and as its zeneral
bl

ar
management the national state". :
As 2 consequence of that, the IUil saw i1 the Argentine neutrality during
e S & T Tl
rorld Var 2 a movement independent of its bourzeoisie. The criticliam of lioreno

will c;nsis* in pointinz out that behind it were Furcpeas and british capital:
\One Goes not take intc account that if it is imperialist capital and
coueretely the yanke and the Sritish, who dominate the consumer market and the
capital, the zovernment cannct carry out =a policy independent of the dominant
I tw Americs is strencthnening itself within the country,

imperialisms. (...) If ‘or
as the PCORS assures us, noOwW Ccome that this dces nct manifest itself in the
policy of the Argentine government 7 (feron - =uthor's note)” (95).

The criticism is werthless, as it eriticises sonething the PURS never sald.
The whole operation of lLoreuo recuces itself to presenting - just as the FORS -
the imperialism and a2ll the faction f the native bSourgeoisie as forming a
houcgeneous bloc, but with imperisliat hegemeny, which 1is accepted with Joy

-

by the Argentine bourgecisie. IFrom thieg schema - just as with the ICa3 - all
national conflicts or crisis in the state owing tc imperialist opprecsion are
excluded. The problem of Feronism, Jorenc resolves it by saying that Feron
was, just as any other boursecois, an 'English agent’, cnly representing the
army, the bureaucracy and the police. The enormous mcbilisations sgainst
Yankee imperialism, .during which Peronism arose can be limited toc "the most
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backward workers limited themselves tc supperting one wing of the capitalist
rezime agzinst another” ‘tovilizocion antiimperialista y movilizacion

BERLPES S

{2 term for thuggery, usually in uniform - translators note), as he described

clasista', July 1942). Uitk this conception, Joreno lined up with gorilismo
tad =

Peronism as "the vanguard of the bourgecis offensive" (the Union Democratica,
supported by imperialism was "less totalitarian”). There was not even a trace
0f a conflict, not even deformed, between the naticn and imperialism. After
introducing 'mational liveration' by the dcor, lloreno remcves it through the
window. The political rycpia of the POR3 passed entirely over toc lioreno, with
slight retouchings. Uorenc carried into rrzctise what the FORS only sketched
cut: the mest attrocious scetariauisn in the face of nationalist movements;
“orenism converted itself intc an insignificart scct during a whole decade.

If one cen apply the vords balance sheet tc deliberate blindness, we can
admit cuch & name to tha* of Terence Thelen. On 1. iovember 1244, in France,
Fhelan presents a report tc the first congrecss of the Tarti Communiste Inter-
nationaliste (which he played a role in organising), on the situation of the
1V. International outside of Lurope. To give an idea of the exaggerated
optimism of the report, we guote a few lines on Argentina (we recall that

“Pnelan already knows that the PORS was dissolved in 1943): "In Argentina, in
1941 and after long negotiations, a fusion was able to take place between four
different Trotskylst groups. That led to the creation of the PORS and ended
in unmasking the adventurer Quebracho, who on the last occasion we heard of
him was in favour of forming a Fifth International of his creation” (s6).

The Furopean militants would have had more interest in hearing abcut the
PORS than in the misadventures of Quebrache, who here served as a loin-cloth
tc cocver a political failure.

Of course such a consideration cculd not be put to the Argentine groups
once mere in 1947 when the International Secretariat of the 1V. International
will try again to unite them: "It seems that msny Argentine comrades consider
that the conception itself of the FORS was defective. The fundamental concept-
jon of the PORS was thzot of unitins all the comrades there were who sincerely
accepted the international prograisme of the Yourth (...) The defect of the PORS
derived not in its conception of the party but in the fact that the discussion,
a condition sine qua non for homogenisation of the party and its ideclogical
arming, DID NOT TAKE YLACE, The party was not capable of giving itseld, in
the absence of such a discussion, = clear analysis of the character of
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*hn_f}%dgs. ~ie "Conception of the party' was correst, the prcoblenm was that
the Fons lacked s programr.e, says the IS. Well

W cow, for Iretsky, the party
=& e programme (98). 7Ty ‘conception of the party’' seperated from the
appears as a Criterion of an apparztus. “he sgame that, Daving

2d over the formaticn of the PORS one uti in 1947 in order to
ge to the Argentine Zroups to unite..,and iscuss. dow sh uld the
rentine militants draw ocut the lessons of their own

‘ _ iistery, if the inter-
iztionel leadershlp does net encouragze them in vhat s
ampl
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sense, giving » zood

In the “ay of a conclucsiorn .

“hat can the author add, the majority of whose Cpinions have been flowing
“—thrcu-h the text as couments on thoge of the sctorsg themgelves 7
Juring this reriod in Argentina, the 1V International carried out - ang
it will not be the only time - an experience Proving that it is not the short-
est route which goes the furthest, ang that the line of least resictance can
provide some immediate satisfaction, but also a much greater bitterness.
Tmring the first fifteen years, it is the problems of the programme (the
idea) which are foremost - ang in that character this work handles them.
Trotskyianm succeeded, it isg clear, in attracting some workers, among them
sciie trade unionists of prominence (as it would seldom or never do later),
but a '"Irotskyist faction' in the workers movenent was far Trom existing.
Therefore the problems of intervention in the workers movement were practically
not posed: the movement dig not rise to a sufficient height in order to pose
theri. it was not the case everywhere: in Chile during the same period the
succegsive “rotskyist organisations were one ¢t the most dynamic factors in
the trade union movement. It was not that the programmatic problems in Chile
were resoclved once and for all - the consecutive dispersions of Chilean
Trotskyism demonstrate the opposite. :
Two objective factors will contribute to the debility of the insertion in
the working class during that period: 1) the birth itself of Argentine Trotsky-
sm as an ultra-minority of an already minority Argentine Stalinism (192?),
and; 2) the general situation of the workers movement, which in this perlod_J
experiences its greatest ebb of its whole history, with a few upsurges-(l93,-
36). That undoubtedly favoured - due to the small numbers and the social
composition -« the climate of cliques and Personal squabbles, but not up to
theApoint of drawing the conclusion (of Quebracho, ioreno and Posadas) that
this was the only feature of the movement.
cecause 2t the same time Trotgkyism drew to 1ts ranks some of the best
militants and intellectusls of their generation. To those already mentioned
ene should add, for example, Jose Boglich, who was active in the ¥S0 and d?ed
in 1943 or 44, author of one of the first (and almost unique) serious studies
of the agrarian question in Argentina, from a Yarxist perspective (99). The
problem consisted in harmonising all those elements into a political force,
which was not achieveqd. Tirstly, one had to resolve the principled questions:
the character of the revolution in the backward countries, and their place in
the world imperialist system. The majority faction of the militants at that
time, which a fortiori achieved the support of Ah@ international leadership,
liquidated both problems with the assertion: "there are no fiore democratic
revolutions now, only socialist revolutions'., 71t cencerned a disappearing
rick, as the concrete question of the character 0L the revolution in the
“backward countries, corresponds to an affirmetion on the character of the




“~Dper:anent revelution®, g the confusion in recpect of revelutionary theory,

one must add the disorientation regarding characterisation of the country.
On this point, certain chmrauteristi:s 0 the development of Argentine capit-
alism assist the confusion. g, Lora evaluates them 13 thin manner;: "In Argzen-

b

€roch Jor capitalis: Souuildered on g world-scule, “he Socialist revelution

is the only one Possible, oLut there are those which arise out or the Lzature
“atzronism between capital 2nd laboup (in the imperialiat countries), and

thoze which arise out of the strugsle in the baciiwarg countries upraingt

‘2tional cppression, By refusing to consider the proktlems sf natioaal
Oprrecejion ang backwardness. one ignored alge the clags struggle underlying
them, ang which result in the ruling classes themselves pPosing thea (the latter
Ware presented as formin: cne bloe along witr imperialism). Trne most important
thing is +that one refusecs tq discuss the central problem of the revolution in
the orpressed Countries: snat attitude must tae Praletariat adont i1n tie face
qr tie naticnal preblenms, th-i is to say, tiioze origineting i.
dsaccratic revoluticn., . 2n that thegze EToblams are those whicn ;- fore-
frent ef politics in the backwarg Countries (+ha nationalist Acvenents cannot
sut express them), theis irsvoranse Flaced the {rotskyists In as arianigm
far fror feality, in the fajority of tases, or linegq up with the pPrC-imperial] -
et tangd, at worst, Tretsky, in systematising the theory ¢f the scciglist
Tevolution, did not ignore the incompleteg tasks of the demceratic revolution:
e the democratic revoiuticn ean only triumph through theidictatorship of the
proletariat, Supported en the alliance with the peasants and dirsctegd towards,
in the first instance, the realisation cf the ctjectives o the denocratie
revolution (...) e dictatorship of the Prolztariat, which risex to power in
the tapacity of chief of tac democratic revoluticn, finde itselt inevitably
and suddenly in triumphing, Jefore cbjectives linked to profounc traasformat-
ions of the right of bourresisg Property. fhe democratic revolutior tranaforms
itself direetly into a Sccialist oneg, transfcrming itselr thererore into g

tina, where Trotskyisn Hace the firgt attempts at constructing itsely as a
prosramme following the Sharp polemics around the thegis of the purely social-
izt réevolution ang that cf aational liberation (at that time thisg latter
Fosition anderwent the Jtalivist deformation wialcn saw it 48 a strategic aim),

clutionary Vanguard nad ie bezin (ves) Frow the analysisg
t

e lormation of the rev
of o reality whicn dic 0% correspond, Precisely, tou that of a classical semi -

colony aad where the bresence of an important industrig ~Dourgecisie induced
the scelng of apparitions »f every type" (100). Adher* ¥y a pricary anti-
~teliaiss, which souzht to polemicise even With the terus that it utiliseq
itself (and above all with it, rathepr than with its ig as), wiich is citen the
first step towards Trotsiyism, they end Up provoking a catastropaic Cconfusion.
It weuld bhe Talse %o describe only the 'Arzentineg: thus: thig f£aenomenon

existed in other patin Aserican aroups, =s we have Seen.  Lat aocove it, it alao
existed in the leadership of the BV International, new (after tho liquidation
o™ thie leadership of the Left Cpposition Oy Utaliniey and dazism) gna fermed
*Ve all by reference to the problems of the USSR and the Class struggle in
Zurope and the USA. its confusion concerning tine problens cZ the oppressed
countries was made evident iu the Argentine cese, where it supported the worst
positions. Unfortunately, this confusion would not be overcome in the following
years, and the leadership of the Fourth will o0scillute between sectarian
positions and capitulation hefore nationaligm.

The unification of the Argentine £roups without previous discussicn wag
directly impelledq by the IEC, which considered that no programeatic differences
existed. “There does not seem to be one difference of such a nature as would
impede the unification of all the groups”, they insisted in Zpril 1941 4in a
letter of JSB Stuard (101). Revealing its lack of will to consider the
problems, the IEC treated the 'squabbleg’ emons the Argentines with contempt,
their delegate tried to close the debate rether than open it, he covered with
1is authority a unification which wasg forced and neld together with safety
yins, he presented such a thing ag 1 peliticel victory, znd the abortion which

‘esulted coafirmed that Saying that "the figh oeging to rot st the Bead". The
RE declineqd firstly in iin ]euder%hjy. Znd al:est dam diately. “he leadership
£ the Yourth in 1941 sitould nave Féulised \that it aig net have the wame

3
d [
uTrority as when Trotsky ctood at it head, ‘nd even if it rad-oe, “the 1V,
—




Tnternational, which

existed ang +
23 Len

. rtousat, still naa ts Gz iteelf, Ang
not simply through the accunulation of militants, bhut 1 cusk pelitical delim-
itation ang clarification. “hat is worse is that, five years later

explicitly bropose,

1 ry, they would
to repeat the eéxXperience of the PORSY,
kes intc accecunt that the

Because "if one ta

x“VGlUfiCﬂﬁry strugple Permanent._
~ 1y wears down angd destroys the cagdreg" £202) onea will uaderstang that the lack
of politica] clarity leads to the naemorrvhage of militante, although they may
be armeq with the best 'Organisationai Resclution'., ag evidence cf the failure
of thig first stage of the 1V, International in Argentina, +he najority of thosge
who Played a leading »role throughout i+ abandoned activity ang will bedabsent
during the following stage: Gallo, Filessi, Justo, agos, H?PVajus, when they
are not present in the Opposite trench. ffamoag. ]
The firgt important political tupn Collapsed with the artificial
of the IEC, With g consequence that

—

October 1945,
of the Ccentury,
for the rooting
orientated than
The activity
and limitations,
LV, International
the supplementary handicap of
fifteen years of their history and of th
€Xpose them - and dig éxpose them - t¢

‘— other, new ones.

Fifty years after the birth o
questions have lost actuality.

construction

: “asses which, 4n
broduced the greatest tical crisig or the firgt half

and which opened up the mosgt favourable Situation until then
of Trotskyism, found the Trotskyists More dispersed ang dig-
ever since their birth in the country,

which they displayed starting from then, with a1y ite errorsg
confirmed the validity of the I'rotskyist Programme and the
» in a certain way in apite of the o

irotekyists thenselves, with
not pPossessing 'z balance sheet of the first

eir first Ereat crisis. All which woulgq
T“epeat the szame errors, ftogethsr with

the intervention of the

Argentine 0l
=

Trotskyism in Argentina, none of these
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