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INTRODUCTION

It is now fifty years since the appearance of the Platform of the Left
Opposition - years of nomentous struggles in which the Trotskyist
movement has fought te advance the class organisation and goals of the
proletariat. Years, too, of frequent internal struggle, sonetines
reaching the point of splits. And there is nothing surprising in that,.
The Marxist noveitent arose and survived only because of its ability

to consistently resist the two 'natural' paths open to it within
capitalist society: that of isolation as an exclusive, messianic sect,
and that of progressive opportunist adaptation to the political
donination of the bourgeoisie. No revolutionary group that is rooted
in the life of the working class can avoid the necessity of struggle
against both those courses.

{lowever, since the fcundation of the Fourth International, a number of
currents have emerged which attempt to replace this living struggle by
an inpoverished scherma which has nore in cormon with the thinking of
religious sects than the nethod of Marxismn. They sece opportunism no
longer in termns of the powerful and constant material pressure of bhour=
peois society on all class-conscious workers, but as a phenomenon by
definition outside thensclves and wholly identified with the Fourth
International from which they have broken. And to this fantastic
creature of theirs it so happens that thoy have given the name:
Pabloisr, The real history of the International is here of little sig-
nificance - every step it takes, every principled struggle it engages in,
every nistake and cvery correction to that mistake, even the break

with the tendency led by a man called Michel Pablo: all these are just
the earthly forms taken by that shadowy force: Pabloisn. No matter

that the forces of 'anti-Pabloisn' have thenselves proved capable of
the most extreme opportunistic bending, when they have entered the
realm of real political struggle, for they arc at bottom protected

from opportunism by its cxistence clscwhere as 'Pabloisn'. The last

act of the drama is now unfolding in the twilight world of Newsline.

In an attempt to give flesh and blood to the ghostly presence, the
witch-finders of the Workers Revoluticnary Party have 'discovercd'

that 'Pabloite'! lecaders such as Joseph Hansen and George Novack
regularly consorted with the Stalinist sccret police, whose accomplices
they duly becanrel

The world Trotkyist novement has ne neced of stupefying myths of this
kind, which, particularly in Britain, have becone one of the chief
obstacles to the principled regroupnment of revolutionary forces. It
does, however, ncecd accurate knowledge of its own past. During recent
years, the record of the najor tendency struggles within the Fourth
International has become available te nilitants in various publica-
tions, with the exception of the one that opposed the majority of the
International to the Pablo tendency. It is as a first step towards
filling that gap that we arc here reproducing one of the most
inportant docunments of that struggle - "A Right-Wing Tendency" -
written by Erncst Mandcl* in October 1964.

The document provides a stark contrast, both in tone and content,
to the frozen rigidity of the. 'anti-Pabloite' school. It is
throughout concerned with tracing and firmly combating the real
tendency of development of this concrete oppositional current,

as expressed in its public and internal writings and organisational
practices, rather than with dissolving it by a stroke of the pen
into timeless forms of revisionism and liquidationisn. At the heart




of the debatc remain the central questions which werc then facing

the Left -- the coursc of the colonial revolution, 'de-Stalinisationt',
peaceful coexistence, 'roads to socialisn', the Sino-3oviet dispute --
and the relevonce of the Trotskyist programne and the denocratic
centralist Fourth International in this changing international
situation.

It is hardly nccessary to recall here the enornous changes that have
taken place in world politics since this docunent was written;

indecd, just two wecks later the fall of Khrushchev drew a line undcer
the whole period of burcaucratic flux that followed the death of Stalin.
But it remains of permanent inportance for the Trotskyist ncvement,

both as a model of political dehate, and as a nethod of analysis of

new political problens confronting revolutionarics.

*Otherwise known in docuncnt as E, Gernain.

Patrick Caniller,
April 1977.

Published by Intcrnational Marxist Group, 97 Caledonian Rd., London N1.




A RIGHT WING THNDENCY
by Ernest Mandel, October 1964

Since the plenurt of the International Lxecutive Committee in May 196k,
Comrade Pablo has continued his coursc of ignoring the decisions of the
leading bodies of the Fourth International in sovereign styles Openly
violating the resolutions of the plenum of the IEC, he has continued

to maintain a parallel centre, to publish internal bulletins under the
auspices of his tendency, to bring out Sous le¢ Drapeau du Socialisme

in accordance with his own line and not that of the International, to
fraudulently present the public faction organ as the 'lonthly Review

of the African Commission of the Fourth International®™, hiding from its
recaders the fact that the ideas he presents are those of a small minority
not those of the majority and hence the leadership of the Fourth
International.

This course of increcasing divergence from the Fourth International, its
orgarisation, tradition, programme and lins, cannot be explained
fundamentally except by the deepening politicel differences which
Comrade Pavlo, with his characteristic lack of sclf-discipline, fcels
corplelled ‘to impart to the entire world. Consequently it is the
nature of these differcnces that must be analysed in order to under-
stand their dynamics and to alert the movenent to the causes that

have brought Comrade Pablo to call in qguestion the political and
organisational acquisitions of the Fourth Intcrnational.

Questions of Method.

In the issue of the faction's Internal Bulletin devoted to the May

1964 plenun of the IZC, Conmrade Pablo waxes ironic over Gernain, a
"specialist in dialectics". He would have done better to hold his
tongue ~-- you do not spealt of the rope in the house of the hanged. In
fact, the very numerous political errors which e has committed in
recent years are all due to his giving up the dialectic method nore and
rore systematiecally in favour of common, ordinary evolutionist method.
He sees "irreversible" tendencies everywhere, pays less and less atten-
tion to the contradictory natpre of reality, made up of opposing tenden-
cies co-existing with each other, marked by abrupt leaps and changes

in the direction of processes.

Thus Comrede Pablo thought that the victory of Gaullism gave birth to
a bonapartist regime Yevolving towards fascisn'. He attached insuffi-
cient importance to the manifest contrary tendencies, linked to objecc-
tive conditions, which were unpropitious for fascism, as well as the
capacity of the French working class, even after a secvere defeat, to
react to an attenpt to destrocy their trade unions.

Conrade Pablo was mistaken on the relation of military forces between

the USSR and the USA, since he thought that the temporary advance regis-
tered by the USSR toward the cend of the '50s5 in the field of long-rance
rocketry had becone irreversible. He forgot the logic of uneven develop=-
ment, operative in the military field as wekl as in cconomics, above all

in the case of a power of such econonic potentiality as Anmerican imperialisnm.

Conrade Pablo was mistaken on the pessibility of the Soviet econony
catching up with American production on a per capita basis by 1970-72,
because he mechanically projected into the future the cnormous monetary
gap between the Soviet and American rates of - zrowth towards the end of
the fifties.~le did not understand -~ despite our efforts to convince
him otherwise -- that it was inconcievable that the American bourgeoisie
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would not seek to increase the American rate of growth (this has
already been largely confirmed). He did not understand likewise that
the rate of growth of the Soviet economy could drop again, beginning
with the time when the first series of Khrushchevist reforms had
exhausted their stimulating effect.

Comrade Pablo was mistaken on the dynamics of the colonial revolution=-
unfortunately inspiring errors here a thousand times worse than his

own; those of Posadas., Believing in an irreversibly victorious dynamic,
he gravely underestimated the decisive role of the subjective factor
(the lecadership of the revelution) and underestimated the possibility
of imperialism blocking the revolution for a time at a neocolonialist
level, a possibility alrecady witnessed in Latin America and Africa
after being seen carlier in Asiae.

Comrade Pablo was mistaken in believing in the long postponement of
revolutionary possibilities in Western Europe after the victory of

de Gaulle. He mechanically put the "reformist atmosphere crcated by
the high economic conjuncture™ in opposition to the "revolutionary
atmosphere™ without understanding that in accordance with the internal
logic of the contradictions arising in neo-capitalism itself, abrupt
leaps arec possible, and prerevolutionary situations like the one in
Belgium in 1960-61 can appear in a whole series of countries wherc the
working class has rctained its potential for struggle, without
mentioning the revolutionary dynamics in the Spanish and Portuguese
situations.

All these errors, in the final analysis, can be traced to a single
error in method, to thinking that is increasingly mechanical, less and
less dialectical. In the same issue of the Internal Bulletin put cut
by the faction, Comrade Pablc secks to reply to a criticism made by me
concerning his conception of de-Stalinisation;

"For them there are concessions and resistance on the part of the
bureaucracy, for us there are only concessions. I replied to him that
for a specialist in ’dialecti&s', what counts is the averapge result in
time of the two terms (concessions, resistance) and not their
undifferentiated jumtaposition on the same plane.

"We do not neglect the aspect of the bureaucracy's resistance (since

we repeat that it cedes to the pressure of the masses ... and finds

itself obliged to cede) but we place the accent on the fact that

the average result in time, gives an ascending line of concessions.
Otherwise there is no conclusicn, there is no perspective, but simply
indetermination between two alternatives, equally possible, and of the

same dynamics. This, among other things, has not been the case with the
evolution in the USSR for the past ten years.'" (P.23, emphasis in original)

Without noticing it, Comrade Pablo provided us with a typical example
of common, ordinary evolutionary thought in opposition to the
dialectic,l thinking of Marxism.

"What is properly dialectical movement, is precisely the juxtaposed
co-existence ( Nebeneinanderbestehen) of the two opposed sides, their
conflict and their disappearance in a new category'" (our emphasis),

Marx writes in the Poverty of Philosophy (p.9%, German edition of Dietz.
Stuttgart). The characteristic proper to the category of ''de-
Stalinisation' is precisely that the two tendencies, concessions of
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of the bureaucracy to the masses, and self-defence of its privileges and
power, exist side by side, that there is a conflict, a growing contradic-
tion, between these two tendencies, and that this conflict can be
resolved only by ge:SEaiigigaEiQnﬁbgiﬂg“rgpgggeg Eymaungw_patgggpl == the
political revolution. It is then that the process really becomes irrever-
sible, Naturally, this dialectical view of things becomes difficult when

you put an equal sign between "de~Stalinisation' and W olitical revolutionit,
P q g ol

Let's tnrn to experience. Comrade Pablo states that the "undifferentiated
Juxtaposition® on the same plane of the tendency to grant cencessions and
the tendency of resistance ‘"has not been the case with the evolution in

the USSR for the past ten years', Really? There have been some important
concessions to the masses (without overlooking those of primary interest

to the bulk of the bureaucracy itself) on the Juridical plane and on the
plane of ‘sonsumption. There have been concessions to the intellectuals on
the plane of freedom of research and expression. There have been important
goncessions to the peasants concerning the administration of agriculture
and exchange relations with the state and the city. But parallel to this
list of concessions let us now draw up a list where ‘'resistance® has mani-
festly~prevailed; that is, where there have been practically no concessions.
There is no genuine-participation of the workers in the management of
industry;mnn—form, even embryonic, of workers self-management in the
factories; no form, even embryonic, of participation by the workers in ela-
boraiing’the“bigﬁesonomic and- political decisicns of the state; no form,
even embryonic,-of a return to the regime of genuine soviets; no form, even
embryonithaimfreedom,of“tendencies or -of parties.that. respect the Soviet
constituticn;_nouform,-even embryonic, of freedom of tendencies within

the CPSU; no form, even embrvonic of freedom of political discussion within
the  CPSU prior~ta.decisicns by the Central Committeec.

Does-CdmradE‘Pablo-darenaifirﬂ that in the past eleven years, the fierce
and g£ill victorious resistance displayed_ by the Soviet bureaucracy in
these fields -- that is, still victorious defence of its power and
rivileges =-- is definitively "less- important®, ”secondary“,“minor", in

relation to the.scope of the concessions made in the other fields?
]

To do So-would in-reality mean affirming that the structural. problems are
less.important than the conjunctural, that the content is less important
than the form. In fact, this is the diifercnne‘underlying most of the
-debatesbetween common--ordinary evolutionists and Marxist revelutionaries,

Does-Comrade Pablo -dare affipm that at a certain moment, conjunctural,

- formal _concessions imperceptibly slip into.structural changes, that

. workers.control. over the economy and over the state will he re—~established
step by step, that. freedom of tendencies and political parties will be
reborn little. by little-through successive concessions made..by the. -bureau-
cracy? If so, he-would offer us once again a typical instance of the
difference betweenha-common'crdinary evaolutionist concept and fhe Marxist
concept, .

Or-will Comrade Pablo affirm_that ‘thesec structural.changes.inﬂfact“require
a leap, a violent rupture, a transformation of quantity into quality? In
this case we will .reply that he has contradicted himself .and that..thisg
leap. this violeni.rupture-shOWE'precisely the necessity for the birth

of a new category (the political revolution), different from the old one
' (de-Stalin;sation), 8o that the "juxtaposition” of tho tendency-of the
bureaucracy to make "concessions" and to display ‘resistance” can be
brﬂken *soewe
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Does this signify that in our conception this juxtaposition is
"undifferentiated®? Not at all. Ve stand for making it clear that for
the past eleven years and up to the very day the masses enter into
revolutionary action, resistance will reamin predominant in structural
problems (defence of the political power and economic privileges of the
bureaucracy). Does this signify that there is no perspective but simply
"indetermination between two alternatives'? Not at all. The perspective
on which we stand, the variant that appears te us to be the most likely,
is that in the struggle between the “concessions' and the "resistance',
at a certain point in the process, the "resistance® will give way under
the action of the masses. What we stress is that the situation in
which this occurs will be qualitatively different from the present
situation; it will mark the passage of ‘ide-Stalinisation™ into
political revolution., ;

But doesn't ""de-Stalinisation' prepare the political revolution?

Without any doubt. Tvolution always prepares revolution; without the
former, the latter could not occur, becamse it cannot fall from the sky.
Despite this, for revolutionary Marxists, evolution does not at all
equate to revolution; and they even understand that the slight nuance
separating the one from the other fundementally distinguishes
revolutionary Marxists from reformists.

This is the hecart of the matter. An analogy will permit us to see it
more vividly. What is the essential argurient that common ordinary
evolutionists (from the aiberal bourgeoisic to the right and cven left
Social Democrats) offer against the revolutionary Marxists in the impe=-
rialist countries of Zurope and North America? “Compare the situation of
the working class in 1960 with what it was in 1860, Hasn't a tremendous
revolution occurred? Hasn't wrctched poverty been succeeded by welle
being, the 72-hour weck by the 40-hour week? Total insecurity by social
security, illiteracy and tho degradation of alcoholism by paid vacations
and the right to culture? All this, together with growing political
rights, hasn't this been conguered step by step, by pressure (which
implies many ‘actions, strikes and slow downs' to use Comrado Pablo's
words)? Hasn't the 'resistance' of the bourgeoisie been reduced,
historically, in the long run, in the facé of this pressure of the
masses? What use is it them to chatter or to dream about revolution in
facké of this tirreversible' evolution that has been already going on

for a centnry? " Let's join, instead, in increasing the pressure; let's
struggle for: more and more radical reoforms, and littie by 1little the
social revolution will be ahieved under OUr NOSeE eeel!

Ih the USSR, the question is not of social revolution but of political
revolution. It is a matter not of the bourgeoisiec but of the Soviet
bureaucracy. But in the passage cited above, replace ''social revolution'
by 'political revolution' and "bourgeeisie’ by ‘‘burcaucracy’, and vou
will find Pablo following the classic reasoning which the evolutionists
reformists or liberals, have offorcd us for decades in the West!

How do we reply to this rcasoning? We prefer not to follow Thorez and
other extinguished luminarics who deny the 8triking progress which the
nmass of workers have actually realised in their standard of living
"along the road of rcform" in the past century. Ve add, however, that
these reforms, involving the standrad of living or even political rightsg
do not transform the capitalist nature of the economy or the bourgcois
nature cf the state; that these reforms have even been accepted histo-
rically by the ruling class in order to defend and preserve (in a
situation of "weakness' before the rnasses, to again cite Comrade Pablo)
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their power as a class; that these reforms can preparc the revolution,
on condition that the subjective factor rcaches the nccessary level,
but that this revodution will not come about either automatically,
i irreversibly, or without a “gqualitative leap. Insofar as the Soviet
burcaucracy is a caste; that is, a morec or less structured social
formation that defends its power and its privileges, this line of
reasoning applics to the political revelution in the way it applies teo
the social revelution, :

What is De-Stalinisation?

To this question, which he himsclf places at the mentre of the
international discussion, and to whick he accords central importance
in . understanding the Sino=Soviet conflict and the entire evolution in
recent years of the international situation ('"de-Stalinisation has
again become, as in 1953, thc touchstonc aee. demarcating two currents
in the traditional Trectskyist movement -- issue of the Internal

; Bulletin of Comrade Pablo's tendency devoted to the IEC plenum of

i ' May 1964, p.14), Comrade Pablo now gives the full reply: de-Stalinisa-
E tion is the political revolution! It was the Australian comrades of
e the minority tendency who were the first to frankly express this
formula (see their article, "De-Stalinisation is the Nascent Political
Revolution', reproduced in the faétion's Internal Bulletin No.4,
April 1964), but Comrade Pablo lator cxprossed agreement with it.

To this we replied by defending the classical definition of "de=Stali-
nisation" which the Fourth Intcrnational has not ceased to maintain
since 19533 namely, "de-Stalinisation' is the "liberal course of
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That this was wost certainly the dinec of the Fourth &nd Fifth World
Congresses and particularly the line of the theses of the "Rise and
Decline™ and "Decline and Fall of Stalinism" there is not the
slightest doubte The minority tendency claims , it is true, that in

hesec theses it is affirmed that ""de-Stalinisaticn® is the "rising
. political revolution' (p.12 of the minority tendency's Internal Bulle-
_] tin No.4). But it is sufficient to cite the following passage from
i the theses "Decline and Fall of Stalinism' adopted by the Fifth

World Congress of the International to determine the facts:

"We thus considered the 'new course' of the Kremlin not as a movenment
of self-rcform by the burcaucracy, but as a movement of self-defencd
by it. While promoting and even hastening the awakening of the
movement of the masses by ite objcctive conscquences, eéspecially by
the difisions that it created from the top ts the bottom of the
bureaucratic ladder, the 'new course' was not, we considered, a
subhstitute for, but rather a preparatory phasc of, the political
revolution of the masses against the burcaucracy.’ (Fourth Internatio-
nal, Winter 1958, p.56).

In other words, the theses "Decline and Fall of Stalinisn' said:
de-Stalinisation is not the self-reform of the burcaucracy but its
self-defence in the face of the pressure of thc masses. De-Stalinisation
is not the political revolution but only a preparatory phase. Today

the minority affirms the opposite: de-Stalinisation is not a

movement of defence (self-defence) of the bureaucracy, nor the
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breparation of a futurec political reveolution; it is the beginning of
this revolution, hence the beginning of the re-establishment of

Soviet democracy, hence (whether one wishes it or not) the beginning
of the self-reform of the bureaucracy (under pressure from the masses).
Comrade Pablo has the check to declare: that he said the same thing

in 1954 and in 1957, whereas the documents adopted at the time said
Just the oppositel

The 1957 theses are still clearer, dotting the i's even more carefully.
They state that "econtinuance of the 'now course' is inexorably preparing
the big show-down between the prolctariat and the morc privileged layers
of the bureaucracy, a show-doun which will have as its main stake the
administration of the plants and which will inevitably raise all the
questions of the structure and control of the econony and of the
workers' state,! (p.58) They specify (p.59) that "Both (the neo=-Stalin-
ist tendency and the "liberalt tendency of the bureaucracy favourable

to de-Stalinisation), however, are trying only to preserve and defend
the privileges of the bureaucrdcy as a whole." They stress that a
"growing tension between the masses and the burcaucracy ... are drawing
hear a violent explosion® (p.60); that an "open collision® 1is being
prepared "between the forces that want to keep the basic institutions

of the dictatorship' (and the text specifies that this applies to both
the neo-Stalinists and the Khrushchevists) and ""the masses who want to
undertake a democratic administration of the state and the CCONOMY ooaf!
(pe60). 4And they conclude: "The . transformation of the pressure of the
masses into direct action of the faasses will in this way signalise the
beginning of the political revolution in the USSR." (p.60)

Beating a retreat and seeking to cover up the ftraces of his change in
political position on this question, Comrade Pablo.now states that
"de-Stalinisation is synonynous with a continuous revolutionary Mpsurge
in the USSR". (p.14 of the faction's' Internat Bulletin devoted to the
plenun of the May 1964 Inc.) This is alrcady different from saying
that de-Stalinisation is synonyrous with political revolution; to
confound a revolutionary upsurgd with revolution is a grave error for
& revolutionist who wants to lead the proccss. We have spoken of a
revolutionary upsurge in Brazil in recent years, which unfortunately
has not culminated up to now in the beginning of the revolution but
rather in a temporary victory of the counter~-revolution, A
revolutionary upsurge among the masscs prcepares a revolution; it is
not identical with it, -

This remark having bheen made, is it correct to identify "de-Stalinisa-
tion' with a "revolutionary upsurge'’, if not a “"political revolution?"
"De-Stalinisation’ is a calculated policy of the ruling caste in the
USSR, the Soviet bureaucracy, or at least its ruling faction (and its
overwhelming majority), The revolutionary upsurge is the decp wave among
the toiling masses opposed to this burcaucracy. That the bureaucracy
was obliged to undertake the turn of "“de-Stalinisation under the
bpressure of the wasses; that the consequences of this turn in the

long run favour the outhreak ef rcvolution -~ this provides no justifi-
cation whatsoever for disregarding the social distinction between the
rulers and the rulcd, between thosc who arc manceuvring in order to
maintain their dictatorship and those who arc pressing to overthrow it.
In mixing up all these factors; in wiping out these distinctions; in
speaking of a "combined effcct of the progress of the productive and
cultural forces, and the maltiple and multiform pressure that likewise’
never ceases to increase in an international revolutionary context'is

in stating that 'de-Stalinisation is the result of an interaction
between the concessicns of the bureaucracy and the mounting pressure
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"Far from being a handicap, the fact that the Soviet bureaucracy is
at present at theé head of an economically and culturally advanced
state, constitutes in rcality the essential condition for the politi=-
cal decline and fall of the bureaucracy, engaged in a process of
both more and more important concessions to the masses, and its

own differentiation,

"This enables us to foresee the possibility of a diminished, weakened
resistance by the core of the bureaucracy that might possibly resist
the total and actual liberalisation of the regimc.” T£.15 of the
faction's Internal Bulletin on the May 196% plenum of the IEC. Our
emphasis.)

It is sufficient to compare this passage with the extracts cited above
- from the '"Decline and Fall of Stalinism" to see how far the position
of Comrade Pablo has departed from the line which the International
has not ceased to follow in this regard for ten years! If he states
that today he has always been of the same opinion, he should at

least undertake a severe self-criticism for having voted at the
Fifth World Congress for the opprosite of what he says now. He voted
then for the position that a collision is inevitable between the

— . w— e — — - — —

nor want to "totally and actually liberalise' the regime, because
"de-Stalinisation' for them is a means of defending their power and
their privileges, not to "progressively! re-establish Soviet democracy.

Comrade Pablo's schema signifies at bottom that in the USSR and the
"People's Democracies' there is only one politicel battle: the one
between the "enlightencd™, “liberal", "de-Stalinizing", in short,
Khrushchevist wihg of the bureaucracy, fusing more and more with

the masses, and the neo-Stelinist "core' of the bureaucracy, supported

by the Chinese. This schema has no relation whatsoever with reality.,.

This reality, which we know, not only through studying the facts

a posteriori but -fortunately also through increasing contact with
revolutionary Marxist elements fighting for a return to Lenin in the
workers' states themselves, shows that the fundamental conflict

_____________________________________ hole,
June 16-17, 1953, in East Berlin, as was the case in Poznan, as was
the case in the.initial phase of the Hungarian revolution.

Of course, with a very sure instinct. the masses know how to take
advantage of the divisions in the burcaucracy; they 'prefer®
Khrushchev to Stalin or to Molotov, and Kadar to Rakosi. But more
than Kadar-Rakosi and Co., they prefer the workers' councils, not
forgetting for one moment that Kadar bears just as much responsibility
for their being crushed as Rakosi. This was clearest in Poland when
the brief period of illusions in Gomulka as & genuine Leninist -
Anitiator of Soviect democracy completely vanished among the workers, — —— ___
students and intellectuals, the masses grasping that the differcnce
between Gomulka and the Natolinists was infinitely less than the
difference between Golulka and the regime of socialist democracy to
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which the revolutionary vanguard aspired. The mass support which
the ""de-Staliniser' Gomulka enjoys today is above all that of the
private peasants who cwe to him the restoration of private property,
and even this social layer supports him more and morec the way a

rope supports the hanged.

Moreover, it is this phenomenon of the progressive isolation of the
summits of the bureaucracy, who played the cards of terror and
"liberalisation' successively without gaining genuine support among
the masses, which the theses on the "Decline and Fall of Stalinism"
correctly forecast, even if they were mistaken as to the rate of the
progcss.

Just as Comradc Pablo does not understand the real naturc of the
conflict between the masses and the bureaucrats in the workers'
states today, so he completely distorts the nature of the struggle
within the bureaucracy and m among the intellectuals, the only layers
up to now that have been able to express themselves under the regime
of "de-Stalinisation', According to this schema, the struggle there
is essentially between the de-Stalinising "Khrushchevists' and the
more or less pro-Chinese neo-Stalinists. In reality the struggle in-
volves at lecast four "tendencies’': the eno-Stalinists (who are beco-
ming increasingly isolated and insignificant); the direct represen-

the rights of the directors and who are not at all opposed to
"de-Stalinisation'; the bonapartist summits of the bureaucracy, who
play a role of balancing the forces; and the "left" wing of the bu-
rcaucracy (above all the ranks linked to the workers) and the intel-
lectuals, who demand a much more radical de-Stalinisation than that
introduced by Khrushchev. The illegal, somectimes even semi-legal,
spokesmen of this “bureaucratic left" use a language infinitely more
critical, more aggressive and more direct with regard to Khrushchev
and Khrushchevism than does Comrade Pablo., (Sce in connection with
this especially the notable article that appeared in Les Lettres

Nouvelles, March-April 196%, directly from the USSR.)

To embarrass us, Comrade Pablo raises the question: but the comrades

D e s T e )

seek to mobilise the masscs ‘'who are taking into account the process
of de=-Stalinisation which has begun and who think of pushing it as
far as possible"? In rcality, it is with his own schema of the
situation in the USSR that the reply fitting this question fails

to correspond. We werc the first to declare that today, above all
after the experience of the Hungarian revolution and in the climate
of increasing improvement in the standard of living of the masses,
that the atmosphere is rather "reformist® in the USSR and in several
of the "People's Democracies®. In such an atmosphere, it is clearly
necessary to work out a programne of immediate demands to start the
mass movement going. Is it necessary to remind Comrade Pablo that

we have never called for the "immediate overthrow" (not to speak

of the violent overthrow) of de Gaulle in France or President
Johnson in the United States, because the relation of forces is
clearly not propitious for an immediate revolution?

But how can Comrade Pablo squarc his analysis of a situation marked
by a colossal "continued revolutionary upsurge', by the beginning
of a genuine revolution ... with the elaboration of a modest pro-
gramme of action around immediate demands? Strange "revolution™, to
tell the truth, and strange "revolutionists", who, confronted with
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this "revolution", do not speak of cither the conguest of power, or
the over throw of the government, or even of dual power, do not think
of advancing revoluticnary slogans or cven transiticnal slogans,

but content thepselves with modest, inmediate demandsi

Conrade Pablo and the Sino-Sovict Conflict

It is in the Sino-Soviet conflict that the almest organically
right-wing oricntation which Conrade Pablo has now adopted is
displayed in the nmost striking and dangerous way.

At first it could have been belicved that the differences in this
field were not scricus, that Comrade Pablo was even rendering a
service to the International in certain respects, facilitating an
adjustnent of any ecxcessive, uncritical support of the Chinesce which
sone coarades might have been teipted to accord. It is clear that
the Sino-Sovict conflict subjected the entirce international revolu-
tionary movencat to enormous pressurc, which our own movenent could
not escane. 1t was morc or less inevitable that within the Fourth
Internaticnal pro-Khrushchevist and pro-liacist tendenciecs would
develop. The essential at prescnt is to make surc that they do not
gain undue amplitude, that they do not underninc the autonony and
objectivity with which we work out our policies, and that they do not
nrevent us fron taking advantare of the opportunitics to construct
revolutionary partics in the ever morc favourablc conditions

opening up on a big nart of the globe.

It is nccessary to take a look at the evidence, abeove all since the
appearance of Sous lc Drapeau du Socialisiie. hile the najority,
without modigying its fundamcntal course, which has been confirncd

by thé passape of events, has criticised and attacked the Chinese

each time they adopt & position contrary to the interests of the world
revolution, (2) Comrace Pabloc has practically abstaincd from all
public criticisn of Khrushchév and Khrushchevisn, nasking this position
of adaptation_tc a wing of the burecaucracy with an aberrant theory of
which he is the only advocatc in the centire world, since it is not
sharcd by the bourgeoisic, by the prolctariat, by the Social Democracy
or by cadres of the international Communist movenent themselves
(including or even especially those who support Khrushchev with
enthusiasn)j namely that the Khrushchevist course in guestions of
international politics is a "left¥ course, and that Khrushchev is
incréasingly beconing a "defender of ths world revolution'il

To Hdenonstrate! this concept, which is in contradictioh to the
reality, Conrade Pablo finds himsclf obliged to distort and cven
systematically falsify the facts, cutting out of Chou En-lai's
speeches the passages where he speaks about Algeria moving toward
socialism; in Khrushchev's messages the parts wherc he states that
an “ipmediate! vove toward socialism is impossible in Africaj; in an
article devoted to the temporary victory of the Brazilian countor-
revolution, maintaining shameful silcence on the overwhelning res-
ponsibility falling on the one hundred per cent Khrushchevist
Brazilian Communist Party for what happened (Sous le Drapeau du
Socialisme, No.6); polemicizing (in No.7-3) against the Chinese

on their theory of the role of the national bourgeoisic while pas-
sing by in complete silcnee Xhrushchev's norre rightist theory on
this (contained in the programmc of the CPSU adopted at the 22nd
Congress); going so far as to publish (in the sarie No.7-8) an article
on Chile which begins with this highly prophetic scntence:




-10=

“Latin America has not ended her surprises for us. After having
established Her first socialist rcgime in Cuba by the most unexpected
and heterodox of roads =-- guertilla warfare -- she now seens ready

to establish the second in Chile by another road which, although
unusual, is not less surprising: clections.”

The same article contains in addition this gern of the purest
Khrushchevist water: :

"But if Allende gains a majority, will he be permitted to assume
the office of president? The FRAP has already exposed the existence
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To disseminate such illusions after the Brazilian defeat —- which was
caused in great part by similar illusions sown by the Khrushchevist CP -~
some years after the Second Declaration of Havan proclaimed that in

all the countries of Latin America the greater part of the army is and
will continuc to be the scaffolding of the counter-revelution, is genuinc=-
ly criminals Trotekyiszm is thercby discredited in the eyes of the numereu
our revolutionary militants in Latin Amecrica of the Fidelista tendency,
with whom we have to build the revolutionary party, who have nothing

but contempt and indignation for these Khrushchevist illusions.

A new and revolting cxample of this systematic adaptation to Khrushche-
vism, of this abandonment of a minimum of objectivity in analysing the
Sino-Soviet conflict, is offercd in the article which Sous le Drapeau
du Socialisme (no.9) devoted to the Chinese document "The Phony Commu-
nism of Khrushchev and Its Lessons for the World." The Chinese docu~
ment contains two fundamentally contradictory aspects: it points to

the phenomenon of social inequality as at the bottom of the degenecration
of the USSR; and it afiirms that the degenration takes the form of the
re-establishment of capitalism. For a Trotskyist, the first statement
constitutes an important step forward -- because it is true that the
privileges of the burcaucracy lic at the basis of its power, and the
struggle against social inequality was considered by Trotsky to be the
gogt_igpgr&agt_ainggg}g conducted by the Left Opposition, the one that
would unleash the political revolution in the USSR; the second consti-
tutes a dangerous error to be fought, the origin of which evidently
lies in the difficulty of grasping the real nature of the bureaucracy,
a difficulty which was witnessed armong the Yugoslavs (who talked for
years about state capitalism in the USSR) and which has appeared in

the history of our movenent on various occasions.

But when Comrade Pablo deals with this Chinese article in Sous le
Drapeau du Socialismc, he does not devote a single word to the whole
part that criticises social inequality ( a criticism that applies even
to Stalin, since it is not the smallest contradiction in the article
that it rccognises that high salaries existed in the time of Stalin
while it denies that the ‘'degenrated clements" were in power in the
USSR at the time); Comrade Pablo speaks only of the erroncous theses
concerning the re-establishment of capitalism in the USSR.

This whole partial, subjective, truncated manner of conceiving the
Sino-Soviet conflict, denying the evidence; namely, that in all the
countries where the ""Chinese' and "Khrushchevists" oppose cach other,
the former occupy positions to the left of the latter, ends up in an
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untenable thesis which Comrade Pablo has the habit of repeating
without the least proof. He claims that the Chinese do not defend
Stalih personally, but Stalinisn, that is, Stalin's domestic and
.foreign policy (""the six~sevenths of Stalinism", it is claimed in
the latest internal bulletin of the Pablo tendoncy).

.The strugglec against the theory of socialism in one country (even
when this theory is absurdly attributed to Trotsky), is this a
"defence of Stalinist domestic policy"?

Defence of the theory of "unintcrrupted revolution', not only within
the frame of the colonial refolution, but even after the establishment
of the dictatorship of the proletariat, is this a "defence of
Stalinist domestic policy"?

The'struggle against ¢xcessive ihequality in wages and for gfeater
equality, is this a "defeiice of Stalinist domestic policy"?

Opposition to the thcory of peaceful (and parliamentary) roads to
socialism, first defended by Stalin in his famous letter to the
British Communist Party, is: this "defence of Stalinist foreign policy"?

The Chinesc thesis, according to which the colonial and semi-colonial
peoples cannot free themselves from the imperialist yoke except
through armed struggle under the leadership of the prclet ariat,

is this''defence of Staliniszn'?

We could continue the list; but to what purpose? We have never denied
that the Chinese retain Stalinist positions in a number of areas.

But, despite all the progress of '"de-Stalinisation", the Soviet
burcaucracy headed by Khrushchev also retains Stalinist positions
Efgt;b_p;iqiibgeg ;h_tge_USSR; a "world strategy of Communisn®

centred on economic construction in the USSR ("communism in one
country™); subordination of the intcrests of intcrnational proletariat
and of the international revolution to the intercsts of the Soviet
bureaucracy. To speak of "de-Stalinisation® while deliberately
ignoring the rightist, opportunist course adopted by most of the faith-
ful followers of Khrushchev or presenting it as "'secondary™, means

in fact abandoning the interests of the world revolution as the
fundamcntal criterion in judging the Sino-Soviet conflict.

The position adopted by Comrade Pablo with regard to this conflict
necessarily goes counter to his claims about having fused with the
vanguard forces of the colenial revolution. Because there is not the
shadow of a doubt that from South Vietnam to Guatemala, from India to
‘Colombia, From Zanzibar to Venezuela, the forces already battling, or
who are ready to struggle in the front ranks of the colonial revolu-
tion, feel infinitely more sympathy for the Chinese positions than for
Khrushchevist one’s. Contrary to Comrade Pablo's repeated declarations,
in Algeria itsclf, outside of the narrow circles of the apparatus, his
positions, dogmatically, unjustly and systematically anti-Chinese, toge-
ther with his systematic apologics for Khrushchevism bar the road to
many revolutionary militants, Algerians as well as those from other
African countries., The fact that we foremaw this special consequence
of the Sino-Soviet conflict among the forces engaged in the colonial
revolution, was one of the main rcasons why we adopted the position

we did in refercnce to the Sino-Sovict conflict: without making the
least concession in principlces, without hiding a single one of our
criticismns with respect to the Chinese or the pro-Chinesc, we







