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IITTORIAL

Jho are the Liquidationists?

12

The panic neasures nou beiny talen to stove off the imminent financial collanse of
the IR come o8 ne surprise to the Dulletin, Since Janucxry this vear, e nave

cerefully chexted the 'dP's deejening crisis, and attenpted a provisionol anolysis
of why the porty has been unoble to capitalise on the rich ovportunities oresented

by the current uvnsurge in vorting class militancy not only in Zritain, but
internationally.,

The root cause of the WRP's nony-sided nroblems, the nost rressing nov being the
desnerate need for huge swes of noney, is its false orientation in relotion to the
traditional besic orgenisations of the worling cless, its desertion of the
Transitional Frogranme. Bulletin hes alrcady discussed at sone lenstih the quesion
of entry into the lLobour Forty. .lov fer the TRT leacershin has revised Trotsiy on
this tnctical issue is indicated hy C. Sloushter's attsc: on the sunressed. interne.
docunent subnitted for circulation under the ten-day rule, 'thy o Tronsitional
Frogramme', where he lists os one of the sins of the Iulletin groun its sunport fer
entry vork in the Labour Yarty! Slaughter does not gualify this condemnztion., For
hin entry wox!' is the hall-max’: of the ligquidationist. ‘e sugzest that he also
addresses his scusations to those on the WRF Centrol Committee such as Healy,
Torronce, Bandn cnd Gele, mho olsc 'liquidated' thenselves into the Lobour Farty
over consicderchle periods of their mnoliticol coreers. Sleuchter's cdouble entry
systen of politicrl booli~keenins just shovs hor low the Healy lerdershin is vrevared
to stoopin orxder to confuse uenbers over the real issues in c¢isnmute between the
“ulletin and the "RY. This nethod has the seme oin os the .londerous innuendo made
a2t the recent WRP specisl conference that the Tulletin groun night be worting with
the Speciol Jronch anc the CIA, These tactics, culled fron the zrsennl of Stalinisn
will avail llecly nothing.

And fox ~g long as VR nenbers allow thenselves, by such acthods, to he walled-off
fron the real strugples and »Hroblens of the woriing class, both of which con only
find their noss expression throuzh and in the basic oxganisations of the woxrl-ing
¢loss, including the Labour Yarty and ecvecially its left ing headed by Zenn; for as
long ra Slavshter, “anda, Jeffrics and llealy are allowed to rovise the basic NIOPpo-
sitions of Leninisii ond  tecr un the Transitional rrogramne, the .crisis in the WRF
vill erowr worse. All the devotion, sacrifice and party loyolty in the vorld will

not he sufficient to prevent the WX from breal:iry un unless o fight is begun at
every level of the narty on these questions., The financial crisis in the URT is

2 2 ~

& crisis of leadership, of progroame, of policies, of tactics, of strategy.
R ) iy o 14 o 1 9 o

“enly of course will have none of this. e has already nede up his nind who ond
whot is wronz. Conmrades will he told they are 'foot dragging', 'turning imerds',
thet they have not 'brolen from idealism', have 'not mace up their minds' and that
they have not grasned the ey role in porty building played by 'iarxist philosophy'.
flet for one nonent will o self-critical eve bhe turncé towerds the URY's ovn political
verspectives, its sectarion, ultinatistic opproach to Labour varty worlers, its
childish gane of nome calling, which results in the cntire trade union and Lahour
Party leadershin, including the lofts, being dcnovnced as 'cornoratists. And this at
the  very ronent vhen thesc scne 'corporatists' ore he-~inning to heve genuine fears
that the recl corporatists, the ilational Front =ndé other more recently fornmed
fazeigt and proto fascist grouns, night te the hrrbingers of a mass counter-
revolutionary noveunent of the not-so-distant fuiure.

Yo, Tealy and his dwindling band of supnorters in the centrel leadershiv will not
ask themselves why it is of all the Left groups in Dritain, the VRT alonc is
consistently boycotting and dencuncing any ~oves by cdvenced woriers to orranise
deternined resistoance to the rise of faccism in Britain. ieed ore reneat here the
neuseous nerversions of laxiisn wernetrated v Rovston 2ull, vwho following
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Slaughter (who wrote in part two of his attac™ that even in pre-iitler Gerncry,
the refornists, an’ not the I'azis, verc the 'nain weavon' of the bovrgeoisie against
he rorring class) evelved o Jjustification for capituletion to the growth of racist
and faoscist currents snongst beckvard vorkers. He declared that it wos cempletely
wrong to denend thnt the trade unions fight racticlisn, for to raisc such o denond
rrould crecte illusions in the ninds of woxlers that the trede unions could do any-
thing for their ienhers. Just the same criterion rwould elso awnly to denoncs for
hicher Wescs mut throush the trode wnion mecninery. Cepitulation to rocisn,

abandonnont of thc trode unions to the burcaucracy, the crcation of 'red unions',
the refusel to fight on the porticl, nininun denands of the closs - all thesce arc
contoined vithin Bull's article, vhichi menbers should see as o warning signcl.

At the very ton of the HRT leadcrship, therc is o grouping vhich is deterinined to
put the prescrvotion of the apreratus before cverything clse. Henee the refusal
to join and cxtend nobilisntions agoinst frscism, nosled behind loftist attocis

on the 'noin cneny', the Troade Union and Leobour Farty corporatists. And since the
soporatus vust be presorved at oll costs (for now the apparctus hos become the
vehicle of thc revolution) the duty of members is to sustrin the costs of running
it, no nntter what,

“yanches crn he snashed, whole regions devasteted, promising cedres demornlised,
trede union voxls ~nd ey contects cbendoned or neglected for long periods, the reol
strusels of the cless ignered, and anti-fasclst cctions denounced os 'diversions',
Wi the aponrotus nust be prescrved, verything is inverted., Instend of, as in
Lenin's oy, the anonrntus serving the prrty, and the »erty, the class; the cless
cxists only for the wnrty, and the »nrty, for the apparntus. The 'party builders'
turn out to be the real liguidetors, for the party dees not cxist outside of its

cadres cnd its orograrme. Hecly is destroying the forner, and cbandoning the
latter. And this is hardly surprising, for both src an obstocle to the totel

doninntion of the opnorotus. It is in this setting that the question of +the 'regine'
must be piaced and undorstood. Any fight agninst the Heely leadership that procecds
on the hasis of ~n unprincinled or blind fight ogeinst this or that abuse of nover
within the top leodership is not only doomed to failure, it will disoricnt thosc
strugsling to f£ind oowey out of the blind alley of the lendership's sectorian

isolntion from tho torling class,

The fisht must be on nrogremne, on nolicies, on toctics, on strntezy. Leave to
Yeoly the quest for the clchenist's stonc, the 'Hhilosonhy!

thrt turns o scct into
o mess porty' without fishting in the bosic orgrnisations of the clegs, ond thet
vins the confidence of the class rithout being in the front ronli: for the cdefence of
its nost clenmcntary denonds and rights ageinst the closs cneny.

Ye know thet profound disquict obout the prosent state of the novement, and the
bankrunt policics of the current leadership, is groving, reachinzg up to the top-most
levels of the nerty. That was inevitable., Tronpling on the nrincinles and traditions
of Trotslwisn uas cocrtain to produce ownosition in o merty thot clains to be based
~nn them. Ve olso Tnow that there is considereble cond growing intcrest in, and to
s, degree, aqrccnent with, the rnelysis of the URT erisis put forvoxrd by the
2ullotin, That too is no surnrisc, as ve clunys felt confident that entircly
independent of oursclves, meny comrades tiere vicwing the grouing isolation of the
~nrty from the worling cless, and its increasing deninntion by petty-bourgenis
racdicrlis, with the sone disney.

Todry it con be seen vho xe the reol liquidntors. Yhat Henly tokes to be 'the
party', the eoparatus, is crushing the rool party, the cadres, the tradition, the
programne. Let us nokc our wosition clear once ognin. e hold thot cntry voxli: in
the Iabour Drrty is colled for by the currcat situntion in the Lebour Party, ond
alse the relative terlness of the Trotshyist venguexd, but in saying this, ve

Ao not nronosc to liquidate the wexrty into the rcfornist-led movencnt. Tt nust
arescerve its public frce, it nust comvnisn oncnly throush its press for the

building of a scction of the Fourth Internntionsl in Zritein, ~nd it mist ncver
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drair bacl: fron spealling the vhole truth to the worlers about rcfornist ~nd St~linist
tronchery. lintey woirlt nust be carricd out without the lorst concession to liquider.-

tionism, os Trotsky weeomended Tritish ond ronch Trotshyists to do in 1934,

In attachking the tretis of  eatry, Slovdhter hrs ovolved o heory of loft liquicde~
tioniszm vhich hns nuch cnpty rhetoric to offor about the 'independence' of the
revolutionexy »rrty, but vhich becouse of its scetoxien cricntoation, nmrepnres the
greund for isolotion of the wrety fron the cless, ~nd therefore, its aven uel
liquidrtion. ‘het Trotsliy says of the enxly onnmoncnts of entry is nost instructive
horo:

"oo they renent the some genersl 401%: ~bout “independence”,

Foxr thenm the fundamentel thing secens t9 e to remrin

incenencdent of the werl:ing closs, the nosses, the chonges

in the stote of affeirs, of the vhole wenlity. Thesc

conraces substitute @ monologue for actunl pnoliticel wor':

amon;; the nasacs, Their nolitics follew the line of lenst

resistonceg it is nelities of scli-comnloceney Adissuiscd

2

oy formulos of ineginory intrensigence'.

(Tiritings 193, 0.59)

Of these last, the Yorlers 2ress has in plenty - 'cornoratisn', 'Trojen ilovses',
'sioshing revisionism', 'duild the pexty' ... ve Inow then ~ll. They scxreen in

prectice o copitulaticn to burcnucracy, end vith the lotest rovision of Trotslkyisn

ES

cxried out by Tull, 2 rectrent before rocisr and foscisn.

The type of secterian thet is nov bidding to liquidnte the Y22 into retty-hourreoin
redicrlin: and o ton-henvy comorntus is not ner o the Fourth Interastioncl.
Trotshy nwote ~opinst then ncrrly 3¢ yoors aszo, when he decl-red thet: .

v ) o [Shagt |

.

'ecch sectorian wants to have his oun ladbour -ovenent. By
reoctition of negic formilas {(i.e. 'l earvist philosophy')
e thins to force an entire cless to sroup itself cround
hin. Put insterd of bheiritchin~ the nreleteriat, he always
ends up by denceralising and disoersing his ovn scct, !

(ritings, 1935, p.25)
Of course, the VRV is not a sect. Zut everything clse Trotslky says here cen be
applied to the »resent stagc of decay of the llealy leadershin, And nore:

'The sectrrion secs on enonmy in cveryons vho attemnts to
explein to hin thet an active wrrticination in the vorcrs'
novenent dennnds o conttont study of objeetive conditioas,
oné not o hnupghty belldoming fron the sectarisn rostrunm.

For anclysis of reality the scetoricrn substitutes intrigue,
gossin ond hysterin.'

(Tvia, 1.26)

Reelly there is nothing more thet has te be seid, for Trots™y in his time also

had to deal with the inpationt 'vperty builders' who tcol: thoir stbjective illusions
~nd wrishes for ohjective reality, and in the process, deiuded nany as to the
nognitude and neture of the tesk thot frced then in the struggle for the Fourth
Tnternational:

"hile it is nccessery' (s»id Trotsly in ~nswer to whether the
Tritish Trotsl:yists should launch an indencndent party)

'for the revolutionaxy merty to ncintain its indencendence

at 21l tines, o revolutionnry rroun of o fou hundred

conredes is not a rovolutionciy marty ond con wor!: most
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effectively at present by ompesition to the social wotriots
mithin the nnss varties ... A1y such sectorien, sterile and
Torinlistic intervrctaticn of iarxisn (i.c. leunching an
infenencent norty of o fewr hundred ncguers) in the preseat
siturtion would disgrrce on intellizent child of ten'

(Inic, ».77)

The crisis in the TRV, the nost ccute . Jxitish Trotsiyisn hos ever faced, docs
not give vs cay rl--snre. e sincerely hope that the comandes 1vill, desnite the

crininal peliticnl irrcsponsibility of the leadershin that crerted tho situntion,
relly te the erll to raise the nccessnxy cash, ~nd stove off the innediate dnnzers

focine the »~rty. Thet is thelxr duty, one tﬂut transcends any political ¢iZfcerences

with the Henldy lencership. But as ve heve said already, this alone will not sove
the TIRT fren lﬂquiﬂ"t%on. In fact in a sense, the fipht for cash, if corried ocut
in & blind fashion, can bring thot liquidnti c.  He anweel to 211 thinking
serious conxados €0 roturn to the basic neli . que%tlfns of nrogrrime, from
which stens the wiresent crisis in the pariy. o k to the Tronsitional Yrogramic,
to Trotsiy's vritings on fascisn, the third weriod ~nd the united front, on cntry
and. cectorinnisn. It is along this roaold the t the IRD can ke soved ~nd built as o
genvine Trotshyist orcanisetion.

Thc dry of rochioning uvith the Mealy-l itchell liquidetors may not be far off. They
have brousht tlo porty to the brin’: of disintegrotion, ond they nust be stonped

hefore they mush it over,



A CRUDE, LYING DIVERSICH

Introduction

As the last issue of the DBulletin neared completion the Workers Press
once again devoted two whole pages to an attack on the Tulletin CGroup.
Tts issue of 17th June ran a piece headed '"fhe May 8th Retrayal at CAV'.
Orce again an ohscure URZ? member John Cassidy hit the news. An open
letter sent to the WP over my signature was published together with
Cassidy's repiy. The Cowley defeat had clearly left the WRF leadership
bitter - after pursuing the IS5 line (i.e. accept KDW* and rely on
mutuality agreements} for a number of years - the ATUA when under
attack found that its manipulation and sectionalist opportunism left
them little support among the Cowley yanikt and file. Conseqguently they
could give no lecad to workers under attaclz, Instead of mass meetings
educating the membership about the importance of such agreements
sections fought in isclation. Eaving rc real base the ATIA leaders™ip,
in the 5/55 TGWU franch Committee, were forced to cringe to the
management and right wing by claiming that Alan Thornstt's section was

a model department - 'PRAVSFCRT DEIFARTHIENT IS A SSCTICH IN WHICH STRIKE
ACTTON IS BLTRERLLY RARS., 19 TCTAL AMCUNT OF DAYS LOZT TEROUGH STRIKES
JETHETN T DOPARDYEIT AMOULTS 10 COISIDERABLY LESS THAN ONE DAY FiIR YEAR
FOR TVE BUTTIRE FURTOD RC. THORFETT #HAS EEBII 4 STEVARD'. (TGWU 5/55
Cowley Hranch Ztatement April 1o7h).

The W2F leadership badly needed a diversion and the CAV article was
the resuliv.

Double~Cress on Fryer

The Cowley A0U%, no donbt on Healy's orders, appealed to Jack (the *¥ully
fledged Corporatist') Jones, Gen. Sec. T&GTU, walked smack into the

right wing's tran - ce-opsrated with an inquiry, and as a result
e
S

Thornett was restored as a siiop steward (. Leyland had experienced
little bothner with him in his own ection), but at what cost. The
TeG U Regional Committee split the giant 5/55 Branch at Cowiey - the
URF and ATUA double-crossed Fryer and split the left sote - Farsons
an ex-SLL menber (ana incidentally a founder of the ATUA), became
Senior Steward, Fryer and Thornett were out as was Tim O'Sullivan WRF
member wio had held the Senior S*eward's position on the night shift.

For years Fryer and Thornett had worked together as a team. Thornett
had rever stccd for Senior Stewards position, now the vote was split.
Hdaving learned nothing from the Cowley affair, the WRP-ATUA proceed
from one disaster to another. They seem to want to leap over the
traditional organisations and methods developed by the class and make
a dangerous fetish of official instructions, as if trade unionists are
all racing greyhounds straining to dash away on the signal. Vanessa
Redgrave is just the latest of WRF flops! The General and Municipal
Workers Union have often given extremely clear instructions to their
membars - forbidding them to 'get involved in any manner at all' with
disputes; I have plenty of correspondence to this effect - CAV JSSC
has ignored it - we have mnever ignored a strike call, On the contrary
our record is second to none - how many plants worked during the

first few months of this year using generators purchased in order to
defeat the effects of the Miners strike? FHow many lost considerable
sums by blacking the generators as did CAV's? P paid iittie attention
to that issue. Ceritainly, it didn't rate more than a couple of
inches. ihen only the AUEY has called for action in the past.- the
committee has persisited in a joint, urited effort and the WP has

* Measured Day Work
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puhlished many a report on osueh actions. Their vindictive and
slanderous approach now is only damaging their own credibility.
Cassidy once again has stuck his silly neck out. The WP sellers, as
inconsistent as ever, turn up when they feel like it - but the
Stalinists are happy to continue their fortnightly factory gate lunch
hour meetings - the WRP have given up, or so it would seem. Certainly
Cassidy is conspicuous by his absence.

A Complete NWonentity

Cassidy so far had made little headway in the CAV plant - after a
series of adventures in the drill section he contracted dermatitis and
was transferred to the Unit 5 stores - he has no base - no support at
all among CAYV workers. He failed to get himself nominated as a shop
steward, is unable to sell a single copy of WF in the entire plant. He

is a complete nonentitv. However such materia. is at times useful -
it can be disposed of after it has performed its sordid role.

It is necessary to deal with all the points raised by Cassidy in the
order he presents them. Thus I urge the reader to have patience with
the length of this document.

'Contrary to Hillier the news of the EC decision was known
at about 3.00 p.m. on Tuesday May 7th at the CAV factory
.. Hdillier phoned me personally at 3.00 p.m. on Tuesday
to inform me of the AUZW E.C.'s decision. An emergency
meeting of day and night shift stewards should have been
arranged that evening to organise pickets and to stop

the night shift on Tuesday night, Hillier did not suggest
this!',

llow this is a revealing piece ~ like a sieve it is full of holes!

What I said was that 'on the morning of 8th May, all AUEW militants
and class conscious workers knew via the Press, Radio and TV, that the
AUEW had instructed its members to cease work'. This certainly wasn't
the case on Tuesday 7th May, since Cassidy himself admits that I
informed him at 3.00 p.m. by phone! Does one imagine that I would have
simply passed this information on as an item of news? Of course not.
I informed Cassidy that I was attempting to arrange a meeting, I also
told him that I had been unable to locate the AUEW Convenor. You will
note that Cassidy nowhere claims that he suggested the kind of meeting
that, according to him, I should have organised. On hindsight all
kinds of ideas enter his head - perhaps for example he should as an
AUEY militant have ceased work forthwith - certainly he carried on
working that day - I suppose by his own standards he was scabbing. I
prefer to be more lenient than the WP and concede that he was willing
to assist in preparing the AUEW shop stewards to win support from the
membership.

WRP Honours List?

Cassidy then bestows upon me a title to which I do not lay claim.
According to him I am AUZEJ Senior Steward - wrong again, the AUEW
Senior Steward is Convenor John Paxman. Curiously enough he is left
out of Cassidy's letter, (more on this matter later). However I am
the Secretary of the Joint Shop Stewards Committee, as such I am
elected by members of all Unions in the Confederation of Ship-building
and Engineering Unions - again it is the Chairman's responsibility to
convene meetings. Cassidy is of course ignorant of such trifling
details - in fact he doesn't even know the Chairman's name! However
I did organise the Shop Stewards for a meeting at 9.00 a.m. the
following day. Try contacting some fifty-odd shop stewards, some who
aren't near a telephone, in an hour - it isn't easy -~ the WRP no
doubt use walkie-talkie apparatus!
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Bow To TFTight For Policies

Cassidy correctly states that the AUEW's decision had to be fought for

- the issue between us is how this is best done; to get maximum support,
to reach as many workers as possible - or to win over the class conscious
minority and leave the rest - this indeed was the issue at stake.

Let us examine in detail Cassidy's proposals, some of which he made at
the time, others on hindsight.

1) He continued working after I rang him at 3.00 p.rt. on 7th May. I
was busy contacting the 56 day-shift stewards.

2) He claims (on hindsight) that a meeting of day-shift and night-shift
shop stewards should have been arranged that evening to organise pickets
to stop the night-shiftv on Tuesday night. DMNow this really is a gemn.
Apparently the day-shift, after having worked all day itself, and
without its shop stewards having met, would hang about from 4.30 p.m,
till 8.00 p.m. (when the night-shift commence work), form a picket,
presumably composed of day-shift AUEY members who wouldn't have a clue
which TU the night-shift men belonged to - one can imagine the scene.
The night-shift shop stewards would have had something to say about

such a tactic. Mothing could be more divisive, lonetheless as it is
now Cassidy's view, it is rather a shame _that he didn't montion it av
the time or volunteer to Jjoir such a picizet. Cassidy's ignorance is
appalling.

3) Cassidy suggests that when I claim that an unauthorised picket,
e.g. one not set up by the JS5 Ccmmittee, would number a dozen or soO
attempting to man 20-odd gates - that this is a 'rotten red herring'.
Ee wanited an effective picket - so _did I, that's why it had %o develop,
not frem svontaneity at 7.CO a.m. cvtside the gatos based on a few
stownrds and others, but out of the organisatvion set up anrd elected
by the workers themselves - the JuSCi

I recall vividly Cassidy having a heated discussion with a Tool Room
AUEW shop steward (Iro. Stairdman), who believed as I did that the
picket had to be properly organised.

4) According to Cassidy, I 'hide behind backwardness and conservatism
of some workers'. I am also ‘'an opportunist'. My, my, such

harshness - no doubt my accuser will come forward with some evidence.
Tt is nct opportunism to call fir an unofficial picket line which would
antagonise many non-AURY workers and thus c¢imirish chances of develop-
ing an 'all-out' joint union policy! Xt is opportunism to fight for
united action! -

It would be interesting to inquire of Cassicdy (the expsrt on the
subject of opportunism) his views on this statement by Alan Thornett
ex-Chairman of the Cowley J35C, ex-deputy Senior Steward (TGWU)

3., Leyland. 'In many casss we were nrepared to recommend an increase
of effort. In the trim shop for example we offered the Ccmpany a

50 ﬁgfuggnt increase on the Maxi track'. I _call it cringing class
ccllaboration, not surprisingly the ccmpany, sensing a soft touch,
;5557?—EE€ZE§ied, ibut this was rejected by the Company who demanded
125 per cent.' BSee WP June 3rd 1974, p.ll, Thornett's statement in
tgranch News' of the T&GWU 5/55 Branch.

Scoxrn

Cassidy talks abou% Hillier's 'scorn for workers who went home'. 1
cannot find any evidence for this charge - however I pour scorn on
people such as Cassidy who telock in' in the morning, walk out later,
turn up at luanch time, spend lunch time in a sub and then seck out
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the Secretary of the JS3C in order to persuade kim to organise an
erection inside the plant! As for opporiunism what can one say about
someone who apprcaches thne AULW Convener but doesn't offer one single
word of criticism about the 'BETRAYAL AT CaV'. Cassidy had no reason
to have a shop stewards election on that day, but see how he wriggles
on the stick like a snake ... 'Let me say, first of ali, vhat was

in dispute was not my conduct (I am 110t a uteward) but that of the
Senior Steward and others!. 'T AM NOT A STEWARD' SAYS CALSIDY THE
REVOLUTIOHARY SOCLALIOT!

Different Rules for WRP Members?

Cassidy says 'Hillier camnot have his calke and eat it'. Apparently he
can. Just study the Cassidy rule-boock. You mustn't concern yourself
with the prosecuting counsel, his credibility is of no ccncern to this
court - it is the accused that must be examined - what objectivity!

what Marxism! Ycu must igncre the fact that Cassidy worked on Tuesday
7th May after I rang him at 3.00 p.m., that he 'clocked in' next
morning, that he re-entered the plant at 1.15 p.m., that he didn't see
fit to tell the Convener his wviews ocn the 'betrayal', that he didn't
raceive the support of a singie man at the election which he called for!
All this must be ignored - it didnn't havmpen according to Cassidy!
Cassidy dinsists that there was a mincrivy of workers who went home in
disgust. Will he please expliain his concduct in relation to these men,
namely where were they when Cessidy was urging shop stewards including
myself to form an unofficial picket cn the morning of 8th May? When
the stewards outside lic, 8 gats refu _to commly why didn't thl& sroun
show themselves? Lot o
to the Joint Hho s C : > avout the stmmeful 'betrayal' at
CAV's, not omne ohop stoward hLas riluedtno issue at the cormittee meetings
- I have received no cor;o"nopﬁqggkwgy‘1£g_§g::§” from any CAV worker

- even Cassidy hasn't secn £it to wroilte in 1o the Ib‘ Commitree
althougn he knows that underr uuﬂlx(l.'.'.’lf‘ orQers 'fqrrespondence has to
be read out (by me) and is ocpen Lo hlutUSh]Od. The men he refers to
are sitent and unknown - ccrbalnly Cassiuy doesn't name them, nedither
does he explain his inability vo organise a protest to the AUEW
Convenor,

cney . idv?  Hot one man has wrotested

Lies

Cassidy doesn't stop at twis’ing facts - he resorits to downright lies

- he claims that a resclution condetnuing myself and IS member Roger
Cox (like Cassidy not a shep steward) was seconded and voted for by me
- I supported an_inquiry by DPistiict Office - L would not support a
pack of liocs! Cassidy aiso lies when he claims that my 'group' belongs
to the OCi, I have no group and I am not a memtcer of the CCI. I
suppose since before the split the OCI was a section of the IV
International, Cassidy is an ex-member of the O0CI!

Who elects the Executive?

Workers who are members of a TU elect their departmental shop
steward, not individual members of the ¥WRZ! iy members for good or
ill have dlected me -~ there are arnual elections in the department.
Members of the Shep Stewards Committee elaoct the Executive Committee

at the AGH in ¥February - Cassidy says I sheuld rvesign, others

apparently don't support his view - does e suppert the wishes of
the majority or not? Incidentally which AUEW shop steward would he

nominate as Secretary?

It is of interest to note that Cassidy claims correctly that ‘'mearby
factories, like Powerjacks, who looked to CAV for a lead'. Why do they
do this - could it be tkat CAV has always given a lead in Acton? (at



9.

least in the last decade). That the leadership has traditionally sought
and ohtained joint acticn of all the unions? That iime and time again
WF has revcrtai these joint actions? Thoe WRE Couvenocr at Powerjacks
isn't using CAV as an excuse for scme failure at Fowerjacks by any chance
is he? What hapnzned on May fth at fowexjacls Mr. Cassidy?

Hoist OCn Their QOwn Yetord

Cassidy talks about Hillier being on the hook - but it is he and his
Clapham colleagues that ares hoisted on their own petard - they cannot
explain how they can accuse m2 of strike-breaking yet are unwilling to
go the whole hog and mzke the some accusation against the AUEW Convenor,
the AUEW shop st-wards and AULZW rank and file - according to WF logic

a firm lead freoi me would have brecught everyene of these members into
line - talk about opworinrnism, Cessidy atvacks IS5 member Roger Cox in
the Chiswick 5 AURY branch, erlls hin a scx . but his name doesn't
appear in WF. Whot's tho ewpianaticn for tF We are aware that
Cassidy, being a Uik meuber. can enser an cngineering plant during a
National AUEYW Strixe -~ Lub row apparentiy this concessicn applies equally
to State Caps. Ferhiaps Cox will receive an apology at the next branch
meeting.’

= v
,.-i-
(A
“d »

Sunpression of Tacts

But by far the most dishonest feature cf this latest attack is the
suppression of facts - the $otal omission cf the intrcduction to my
letter - the deliberate evasiocn in relation to evidence sent to the WF.
1) Bvidence of Cassidy's presence inside the CAY plant on May 8th,
signed by his fellow workers and shop steward.

2) Bviderce of hLis presence within the Machines factory signed by
workers. %

3) A letter sent by an AURY shop steward to WF condemning Cassidy as
dishonest - confirming the elcction eviderce.

h) Letter from the Senior T&IWU steward outlining my activities on

orvencr Joim Paxman.
- -\ . . NP . . .
or from Leoundon (Mortn; Distaiict cffice 'appreciating effort'.

None of this was mentioned - this is of ccurse a Stalinist method quite
alien to the Troiskyist tradition. ‘
The so-called ¥ claims that I am rasponsible for holding back the
working class - silly adventures and 'prircirlcd scabbing' I suppose
develop class consciousness = this crass oppoartunist doesn't know the
first thing about the Hational Engineering Agreciment - he admitted so

in the Unicn branch. How can anyone aspire to leandership before he has
learned his ATC? ¥ig held back Cnassicdy’'s membors fnem voting for him '
as_shop steward? A4s For the Goad arfair 1 wouldd like Mr, Cassidy to
develop nis theme somewhat - perhars he weuld also iike to discuss
Tele-Control or the SLL fiasco at CAV PTazakerlcy? DMessrs, Healy and
Randa tucked away in Claphamn, don't send a raw oy to do a man's job,
Come down to CAV's one lunch-time and we CAV AT Stewards will debate
your vile accusatiors. Until then try using your valuable space on
attacks on the Employing class.

* fro. Arthur Mason - a leading AURW militant at CAV's; twice led
strikes in the Bngine Test and Laboratory sactions - in 1972 after

%
a 33-week strike mewmbers achieved an increase of £7.41! Reports
published in WP. TIs this a ‘right-wing friend'?
Ni:. The AUHW steward Tcd Stairdman referred to on poage 7, led the
Tool Room cccupation last Autumn - another tright-wing friend'?
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P. 8. Cassidy has now sent a latter to the London (Forth) District
Committee of the AULSY cownlalriug 1thaib the entire AUZW leadershin in
CAV's are scabs - should be iniveresting to hear the reply to this
load of codswallop!

2 e
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THE UNITED FRONT
Documents and Resolutions of the Communist International

Introduction

Both in its Constitution and on the membership card of the WRP it is
clearly stated that the party bases itself on the work and decisions of
the first four Congresses of the Communist International and the
Transitional Frogramme of the Fourth International The Bulletin has
already, in earlier issues, focused on the WRP's retreat from the
Transitional Programme, which has now been replaced by the maximum
programme of social democracy ('socialist policies' i.e. the 'national-
isation of the basic industries, the banks and the land under workers'
control without compensation'). If, as the WRP claims, the working class
(and not only its vanguard) has already come to an understanding of the
need for such policies, then, of course, the Transitional Frogramme is
outdated. There is no need of a bridge from today's consciousness and
struggles to see the need for the socialist revolution, since the

working class has already made this leap spontaneously. A classic
instance of this false estimation of the level of working class cons-
ciousness is to be found in the London Area WRP Weekly TFolitical Letter
No. 4, dated 28th June 1974. It declares that the only people who are
'afraid of an immediate election!' are 'the Tories and the reformists, who
don't want to unleash the demands of the working class for socialist
policies'., Now this is of course nonsense. If the workers are demanding
'socialist policies' (which elsewhere in the same Folitical Letter are
enumerated as 'genuine policies of nationalisation without compensation
and under workers' control') then this is difficult to reconcile with the
continued support workers give to the reformists in elections and in the
Trade Unions. OSurely if the mass of the working class has broken from
reformism, (which it must have done if it is demanding the expropriation
of the bourgeoisie lock, stock and barrel without any compensation!),
then this should be reflected in the growth of large centrist developments
in _the mass organisations of the class, not to speak of a rapid influx

of workers into the ranks of the WRF. Of course, this is not happening,
and the WRF leaders know it. There is a trend towards ithe left among
certain advanced groups of workers (Clay Cross, Engineers applying a
black on Chile etc) and amongst previously more passive layers (i.e. nurses
but this is not yet a trend that has reached the dimensions where we
could say that the whole class is moving to a break with its existing
leaderships. ilence the need for the Transitional Programme, and hence
also, the need for the tactic of the united front. For if the vast
majority of the organised workers at their present level of development
choose to fight through their traditional organisations (trade union,
Labour Party, 3Shop Stewards Committee etc.) then the vanguard must take
this fact into account in all its work. On no account must it present

to the working class the ultimatum: 'Join us, or be betrayed by your
leaders'., This is the method of the WRF today, as can be seen from a
reading of the Workers Fress. The WRP must return to the method of

Lenin and Trotsky, as codified in the first four Congresses of the
Comintern. It must say to the workers still loyal to their reformist-
led organisations: 'You do not accept that only the WRF can lead your
struggles to victory. Ilevertheless, we will fight with you for the
limited goals set by vour movement, even though they do not challenge

the rule of capitalism. More than this, we will propose to you and

your leaders that our joint resources be devoted to the struggle for

even the most modest demands, provided only that all parties to the
agrecment maintain their full nolitical and organisational independence,
and the right to criticise each other whenever theyv think fit'.

Does such a pledge involve the surrender of the WRP's political
independence, its liquidation into the swamp of reformism, its capit-
ulation to the minimum programme of social democracy? If the WRP
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leaders think that it does (and this is the general tenor of their
attacks on the Bulletin group) then thevy are parting company_ from
Leninism and Trotskyism, as a careful reading of the documents presented
below will demonstrate. If participation in a joint struggle or
campaign with reformists (or for that matter Stalinists) be opportunism,
then Lenin and Trotsky were opportunists. And such indeed was the charge
levelled at them both at various times.

Bordiga of the Italian CP accused Lenin and the Comintern leaders of
capitulating to reformism and centrism when they introduced the tactics
enumerated in the following documents. He held that even in the face

of the onslaught of Mussolini, a united 7 ont on the minimum demand of
joint defence of workers' democracy was setrayal of communism. Ten
years later, we find a far more degenerate version of this same line
being forced on all the parties of the Comintern, namely Stalin's policy
of renouncing united fronts with the reformist-led organisations on the
grounds that they had turned 'special fascist! (Workers Press prefers

to call reformists 'corporatists'). Trotsky, who argued consistently
for the united front of all workers' organisations against fascism, was
thus denounced as an apologist for reformism (familiar words!) because
he insisted that the workers close their ranks in defence of minimum
democratic rights without which the workers' movement could not function.

Having said this, we must also emphasise that the united front has been
perverted from the right as well as from the ultra left. 1In the late
summer of 1923 the German CF (KPD) leadership, faced with a revolutionary
situation, failed to break their united front with the left social
democrats in Saxony and Thuringia (where communists had entered coalition
governments with the SPD) and prepare for a struggle for power. The
centrist leadership of Erandler interpreted mechanically and one-sidedly
the united front directives of the Comintern, and elevated them from a
tactic into a permanent strategy. Hesitating to break from their bloc
with the left reformists (a bloc which had been tactically correct in

the period leading up to the emergence of the revolutionary situation)
the KPFD leaders functioned as the left flank of social democracy, and

not as the communist general staff of the proletariat. A magnificent
revolutionary opportunity was allowed to slip by, a blunder which casts
its shadow across the German and world working class to this day.
Brandler violated the first principles of communist politics - the
independence of the party, and the subordination of tactics to strategy.
By an irony of history, the 'Saxon mistake' of October 1923 later

served to feed its mirror opposite - leftism, the total rejection cf the
united front, and the fight for the partial demands of the working
class. 1In 1924 (under Zinoviev) and again in 1928-1934 (under Stalin)

anyone who came out for the united front was accused of wishing to
repeat the Brandler mistake of 1923, Thus the united front has a
history of its own which is both rich and full of lessons for WRP
militants today. This introduction by no means pretends to have
exhausted the subject - Trotsky alone wrote entire books on the question
which alas, are spurned by the WRF leadership today. Nevertheless, it
is high time a discussion on this long-neglected problem was opcned

in the ranks of the WRF, and it is to this end that the publication

of the following documents is directed.
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BITRACTS FROM TEZ DIRECTIVES O THE UNITED FROIT
OF THE WORKERS3 AND OIf THE ATTITUDE TO WORKERS
BELONGIIIG TO THE SECOND, TWO-AND-A-HALF, AlD
AMOSTERDAM TNTERMATICLIALS, AIND TO THOSZE WAOC SUFPFORT
AFMARCHO~-SYNDICALIST ORG ANIZATIOHS,

ADOFTED Y THE ECCI
18 December 1921

1. The international labour movement is passing at present through a
peculiar transition stage, which presents both the Communist International
as a whole and its individual sections with new and important tactical
problems.

The chief characteristics of this stage are: The world economic crisis
is growing more acute. Unemployment is increasing. In practically every
country international capital has gone over to a systematic offensive
against the workers, as shown primarily in the fairly open efforts of

the capitalists to reduce wages and to lower the workers' entire standard
of life, The bankruptcy of the Versailles peace has become ever more
apparent to the broadest strata of the workers. The inevitability of a
new imperialist war, or even of several such wars, is clear, unless the
international proletariat overthrows bourgeois rule ...
The 'democratic'! and reformist illusions which, after the end of the
imperialist slaughter, were reborn among the workers (the better-off
workers on the one hand, and the most backward and politically
inexperienced on the other) are fading before theyreached full bloom.

The 'labours' of the Washington conference will shake these illusions
even more. If, six months ago, it was possible to speak with some justi-
fication of a general swing to the right among the working masses in
Europe and America, there is no doubt that today, on the contrary, the
beginning of a swing to the left can be observed.

2. (n the other hand, under the influence of the mounting capitalist
attack there has awakened among the workers a spontanecus striving toward
unity which literally cannot be restrained, and which goes kand in hand
with a gradual grocwth in the confidence placed by the broad working masses
in the communists ... s

3. Communist parties can and should now gather the fruits of the struggle
which they waged earlier on when conditions were most unfavourable because
of the indifference of the masses. Dut while the workers are coming to
feel greater and greater confidence in the uncompromising and militant
elements of the working class, in the communists, they are as a whole
moved by an unprecedented urge towards unity. Those strata of the workers
now awakening to active life but with little political experience are
dreaming of the unification of all workers' parties and even of all
workers' organisations in general, hoping by this means to increase their
power of resisting the capitalists ... Considerable sections belonging

to the old social-democratic parties also are no longer content with the
campaign of the social-democrats and centrists against the communist
vanguard, and are beginning to demand an understanding with the communists,
Gut at the same time they have not vet lost their belief in the refermists
and considerable nasses still support the parties of the Second and the
Ansterdam Internationals. These working masses do not formulate their
plans and aspirations clearly enough, but by and large the new mood can

be attributed to the desire to establish the united front and to

attempt to bring about joint action by the parties and unions of the
Second and Amsterdam Internationals with the communists against the
capitalist attack. To that extent this mood is progressive., In
essentials the belief in reformism has been undermined. In the general
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situation in which the labour movement now finds itself any serious mass
action, even if it proceeds only from partial demands, inevitably brings
to the forefront more general and fundamental questions of the revolution.
The communist vanguard can only gain if new sections of workers are
convinced by their own experience of the illusory character of reformism
and compronise.

4., In the early stage of germination of a ccnscious and organised
protest against the treachery of the leaders of the Second International
these latter had the entire apparatus of the workers' organisations in
their hands. They ruthlessly used the principle of unity and proletarian
discipline to stifle the revolutionary proletarian protest and to
eliminate any resistance to their placing the entire power of the workers'
organisations at the service of national imperialism. In these circum-
stances the revolutionary wing was forced to win at any cost freedom of
agitation and propaganda, i.e. freedom tc explain to the working masses
the unexampled historical treachery committed and still being committed
by the parties created by the working masses themselves,

5. Having secured organisational freedom to influence the working masses
by their propaganda, the communist parties of all countries are now
trying to achieve the broadest and most complete unity possible on
practical action. The Amsterdamers and the heroes of the Second Inter-
national preach this unity in words, but in their actions work against
it. Having failed to suppress organisationally the voice of the
proletariat and of revolutionary agitation, the reformist compromisers
of Amsterdam are now seeking a way out of the deadlock for which they
themselves are responsible by initiating splits, by disorganising and
sabotaging the struggle of the working masses. It is at present one of
the most important tasks of the communist party to expose publicly these
new forms of an old treachery.

6. Profound internal processes are however forcing the diplomats and
leaders of the Second, Two-and-a-half, and Amsterdam Internationals to
push the question of unity into the foreground. Fut while, for those
sections of the working class with little experience who are only
beginning to awaken to class-~conscious life, the slogan of the united
front expresses a most genuine and sincere desire to mobilise the forces
of the oppressed classes against the capitalist onslaught, the leaders

and diplomats of these Internationals advance that slogan only in a new
attempt to deceive the workers and to entice them by new means on to the
old road of class collaboration. The approaching danger of a new
imperialist war (Wwashington), the growth of armaments, the new imperialist
secret treaties concluded behind closed doors - all this will not induce
the leaders of the three Internationals to beat the alarm in order to
bring about the international unification of the working class not only
in words, but also in fact; on the contrary, it will provoke inevitable
friction and division within the Second and Amsterdam Internationals,
roughly of the same kind as that apparent in the camp of the international
bourgeoisie. This phenomenon is inevitable because the solidarity of

the reformist 'socialists' with the bourgeoisie of their 'own' countries
is the cornerstone of reformism ... : _

7., Confronted by this situation, the ECCI is of the opinion that the
slogan of the third world congress of the Communist International

'"To The Masses', and the interests of the communist movement generally,
require the communist parties and the Communist International as a whole
to support the slogan of the united front of the workers and to take

the initiative in this matter. The tactics of each communist party
must of course be worked out concretely in relation to the conditions

in each country.

e bbb Y L b N L e d e

oS O




8 8. In Germany the communist party at its last national conference

s supported the slogan of a workers' united front and declared its readi-
bn. ness to support a workers' government which was willing to take up with
some seriousness the struggle against the power of the capitalists,

m The ECCI considers this decision completely right and is convinced that

the KFD, while maintaining in full its independent political attitude,
is in a position to permeate broad sections of the workers and strengthen
the influence of communism on the masses. In Germany more than anywhere

1 else the broad masses will be daily more convinced how right the commu-
nist vanguard were when at the most diffult time they did not want to

an lay down their arms and steadily emphasised the worthlessness of the
reformist actions proposed, since the crisis could be resolved cnly by

rs! the proletarian revolution. Iy pursuing those tactics the party will in

time also rally round itself the revolutionary elements among the
] anarchists and syndicalists who now stand aside from the mass struggle.

9. In France the communist party has a majority amcng the politically
organised workers. IHence the united front question has a different
bearing there from what it has in other countries. But even there it
es is necessary that the entire responsibility for the split in the united
workers' camp should fall on our opponents. The revoiutionary section
‘ of the French syndicalists are rightly fighting against a split in the
: French unions, that is, fighting for the unity cf the working class in
| the economic struggle against the Dbourgeoisie. Zut the workers' struggle
does not stop in the factories, Unity is necessary also in the face of-
growing reaction, of imperialist policies, etc. The policy of the
reformists and centrists, on the other hand, led to the split in the
party and now also threatens the unity of the trade union movement,
which shows that Jouhaux just like Longuet objectively serves the cause
of the bourgecisie. The slogan of the united front of the proletariat
in the economic and the political struggle against the bourgeoisie remains
the best means of counteracting these splitting plans.

[

Even though the reformist CGT, led by Jourhaux, Merrheim and Co., betrays
the interests of the French working class, French communists and the
revolutionary elements among the French working class in general must,
before every mass strike, every revolutionary demonstration, or any

s other revolutionary mass action, propose to the reformists support for
such action, and if they refuse to support the revolutionary struggle
of the workers they must be exposed. This will be the easiest way of

e wvinning the non-party working masses. In no circumstances, of course,
must the Communist Party of France allow its independence to be

ist restricted, e.g. by supporting the 'left bloc' during election campaigns,

e or behave tolerantly towards those vacillating communists who still
bemoan the break with the social-patriots,

e 10. In England the reformist Labour Party has rejected communist party
affiliation although other workers' organisations are accepted. Under

nal the influence of the growing desire among the workers for the united
front, the London workers' organisations recently passed a resolution
s in favour of the affiliation of the CPGB to the Labour Party.

England is of course in this respect an exception because as a result
of peculiar circumstances the English Labour Party is a kind of general
workers' association for the entire country. It is the task of the
English communists to begin a vigorous campaign for their acceptance

e by the Labour Farty. The recent treachery of the union leaders during
the miners' strike, the systematic capitalist pressure on wages, etc.
have stirred up a deep ferment among the English proletariat, who are
becoming more revolutionary. English communists should make every
effort, using the slogan of the revolutionary united front against the
capitalists, to penetrate at all costs deep into the working masses.
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11. In Italy the young communist party is beginning to conduct its
agitation according to the slogan of the proletarian united front against
the capitalist offensive, although it is most irreconcilably opposed to
the reformist Italian Socialist Farty and the social-traitor labour
confederation, which recently put the finishing touch to their open
treachery to the pnroletarian revolution., The ECCI considers this agi-
tation by the Italian communists completely correct and insists only

that it shall be intensified. 7The ECCI is convinced that with sufficient
foresight the CF of Italy can give an example to the entire International
of militant Marxism which mercilessly exposes at every step the half-
heartedness and the treachery of the reformists and centrists who clothed
themselves in the mantle of communism, and at the same time conduct an
untiring and ever-mounting campaign among every broader masses for the
united front of the workers against the bourgeoisie.

The party must of course do its utmost to draw all the revolutionary
elements among the anarchists and syndicalists into the common struggle ...

16. In a number of other countries the position differs according to
different local circumstances.. Having made the general line clear, the
BECCI is sure that the individual communist parties will know how to
apply that line in accordance witlkz the conditions prevailing in each
country.

17. The principal conditions which are equally categorical for communist
parties in all countries are, in the view of the ECCI ... the absolute
independence of every communist party which enters into an agrecment
with the parties of the Second and the Two-and-a-half Internationals, its
complete freedom to put forward its own views and to criticise the
opponents of communism, While accepting a basis for action, communists
must retain the unconditional right and the possibility of expressing
their opinion of the policy of all working-class organisations without
exception, not only before and after action has been taken but also, if
necessary, during its course. In no circumstances can these rights be
surrendered. While supporting the slogan of the greatest possible unity
of all workers' organisations in every practical action against the
capitalist front, communists may in no circumstances desist from putting
forward their views, which are the only consistent expression of the
defence of working-class interests as a whole.

18. The ECCI considers it useful to remind all brother parties of the
experiences of the Russian Zolsheviks, that party which up to now is the
only one that has succeeded in winning victory over the bourgeoisie and
taking power into its hands. During the fifteen years (1903-1917)
which elapsed between the birth of bolshevism and its triumph over the
bourgeoisie, it did not cease to wage a tireless struggle against
reformism or, what is the same thing menshevism, But at the same time
the Polsheviks often came to an understanding with the mensheviks
during those fifteen years. The formal break with the mensheviks took
place in the spring of 1905, but at the end of 1905, influenced by the
stormy developments in the workers' movement, the Bolsheviks formed a
common front with the mensheviks .,. and these unifications and semi-
unifications happened not only in accordance with changes in the
fractional struggle, but also under the direct pressure of the working
masses who were awakening to active political life and demanded the
opportunity of testing by their own experience whether the menshevik
path really deviated in fundamentals from the road of revolution ...
The Russian 2olsheviks did not reply to the desire of the workers for !
unity with a renunciation of the united front. On the contrary. As a
counterweight to the diplomatic game of the menshevik leaders the
Russian Folsheviks put forward the slogan of ‘unity from below', that
is, unity of the working masses in the pratical struggle for the
revolutionary demands of the workers against the capitalists. Events
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showed that this was the only correct answer. And as a result of those
tactics, which changed according to time, place, and circumstance, a
large number of the best menshevik workers were won for communism.

19, While the Communist International puts forward the slogan of the
workers' united front and permits agreements between the various
sections of the International and parties and unions of the Second and
Two-and~a-half Internationals, it can itself obviously not reject
similar understandings at the international level., The ZECCI made a
proposal to the Amsterdam International in connection with relief

action for the Russian famine. It repsated this proposal in connection
with the white terror and the persecution of workers in Spain and
Yugoslavia. The ECCI is now making a further proposal to the Amsterdam,
Yecond, and Two-and-a-half Internationals, in comnnection with the
opening of the Washington conference which has shown that the inter-
national working class is threatened by a new imperialist slaughter.

Up to now the leaders of these Internationals have shown by their
conduct that in_ fact they ignore their unity slogan when it comes to
practical action. In all such cases it will be the task of the Communist
International as a whole and of all its sections sepvarately to explain
to the broad working masses the hypocrisy of these leaders who prefer
unity with the bourgeoisie to unity with the revolutionary workers, and
who, for example, by remaining in the International Labour Office of the
League of llations, form part of the Washington imperialist conference
instead of organizing the struggle against imperialist Washington. But
though the leaders of the Second, Two-and-a-half, and Amsterdam
Internationals reject one or another practical proposal put forward by
the Communist International, that will not persuade us to give up the
united front tactic, which has deep roots in the masses and which we
must systematically and steadily develop. Vhenever the offer of a joint
struggle is rejected by our opponents the masses must be informed of this
and thus learn who are the real destroyers of the workers' united front.
ilhenever an offer is accepted by our ovpponents every effort must be made
gradually to intensify the struggle and to develcp it to its highest
power. In either case it is essential to capture the attention of the
broad working masses, to interest them in all stages of the struggle for
the revolutionary united front.

20, In putting forward the present plan, the ECCI directs the attention
of all brother parties to the dangers which it may in certain circumstances
entail. Not all communist parties are sufficiently strong and firm, not
all have broken completely with the centrist and semi-~centrist ideology.
Some may overstep the mark, there may be tendencies which would amount

in fact to the dissolution of communist parties and groups into the

united but formless bloc. To carry out the new tactics successfully for
the communist cause it is necessary for the communist parties who put

them intc operation to be sirong and firmly welded together, and for

their leaders to possess great theoretical clarity.

21. Within the Communist International itself, there are two tendencies
among the groups which may with more or less reason be classed as right
or even semi-centrist. One has not really broken with the ideology and
methods of the Second Intermational, has not emancipated itself complet-
ely from reverence for its former numerical strength, and, half-
consciously or unconsciously, is looking for a path of intellectual
understanding with the Second International and consequently with bour-
geois society. COther elements, whc are opposed to formal radicalism,

to the mistaltes of the so-called 'left!, are anxious to give the tactics
of the yvoung communist party greater flexibility and manoeuvrability,

in order to ensure for it the possibility of more rapid peneiration
among the masses.
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The rapid develorment of the communist parties has occasionally thrust
both apparently into the same camp, to some extent into the same group.
The use of the methods noted above, which are designed to provide a
prop for communist agitation in the united mass actions of the proletar-
iat, as the best way of exposing the really reformist tendencies within
the communist parties and if rightly used will contribute in a high
degree to their internal revolutionary consolidation, both by educating
the impatient and sectarian elements through experience, as well as by
ridding the parties of reformist ballast.

22. The united front of the workers means the united front of all
workers who want to fight against capitalism which includes those who
still follow the anarchists, syndicalists, etc. In many countries such
workers can help in the revolutionary struggle. From the first days of
its existence the Communist International has taken a friendly line to
these workers, who are gradually overcoming their prejudices and drawing
nearer to communism., Communists must pay even greater attention to them
now, when the united front of the workers against the capitalists is
becoming a reality.

23. 1In order to give definite form to future work on the lines laid
down, the ECCI resolves to convene a meeting of the Executive in the
near future at which the parties will be represented by double the
usual number of members,

24, The BCCI will follow carefully every practical step taken in the
field under discussion, and asks every party to inform the Executive of
every attempt and every success, giving full factual details.

FOR THE UNITED PROLETARIAN FRONT
Proletarians of all countries!

The Executive Committees of the Communist International and the Red
International of Labour Unions have at three meetings examined the world
situation and the situation of the international proletariat, and have
come to the conclusion that this situation demands the concentration of
all the forces of the international proletariat, the establishment of a
united front of all parties supported by the proletariat; regardless

of the differences separating them so long as they are anxious to wage
a common fight for the immediate and urgent needs of the proletariat,
The ECCYL is calling an enlarged meeting for 19 February ... At the same
time it calls on the proletarians of all parties to do everything they
can to see that their parties are also ready for joint action ...

Six million unemployed in America, two million in England, mounting
unemployment in the neutral countries enriched by the war, because they
cannot export. “While in the ruined countries of central and eastern
Zurope, in Russia, in the balkans, in Turkey, there is the greatest
poverty. These countries need the products of the industrial countries
to set their economy going and to enable them to supply the industrial
world with food and raw materials. And, wedged between east and west,
there is Germany, working without pause, sending out into the world
vast quantities of goods at prices with which the other countries
cannot compete. There is practically nc unemployment there, but the
German workers are worse off than the unemployed in England. Against
their will they have become wage reducers for the workers in other
countries ... Victorious capital is trying to lay the burden of
reconstruction costs on to one country, and the result is that Germany
itself is bound to break down under the burden and become a heap of
ruins. And where the bourgeoisie do set about reconstruction, it
becomes the object of speculation and exploitation which will give rise
to new conflicts.
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Three years of civil war and three ycars of armed intervention by the
Allies have laid waste Soviet Russia, Burope's granary, despite its
heroic resistance. The drought this summer, which threatens 25 million
with death by starvation, makes the question of Russian reconstruction
one of life and death for millions of Russian workers and peasants.

And it is becoming clear ceven to the stupid bourgeois that without
recognition of the invincible Soviet Government, without the economic
reconstruction of Russia, neither the world economic crisis nor the
great political tensions can be even temporarily overcome. ... But the
world bourgeoisie leave the hungry millions of the Russian people
without help, for they expect hunger to make them more docile., 1In
return for recognition, the Soviet Govermnment is to surrender Russia to
a syndicate run by international finance, which would operate in Russia
as it has operated in Turkey and China ...

It is not only the attitude of world capital to Germany and Russia
which represents a source of great new upheavals. The Washington
conference, which tried to solve the problems of the Far East, did not
solve them., The great Chinese people, 400 million strong, has remained
an object of bargaining and of continued rivalry. Aware of their
inability to renounce the plundering of China or to partition it, the
Allied Fowers concluded the four-power treaty, which proves only one
thing, that they feel how great the danger of war is, and therefore try
to restrain each other from independent action by the frail bonds of a
treaty. They did not dare to reduce land armaments even on paper, and
all the talk about naval disarmament ended with a limitation on super-
dreadnoughts while submarine and aircraft armaments increase...

Incapable of uniting for reconstruction, incapable of ensuring bread
and peace, the capitalists of all countries are uniting for attack on
the working class... The proletariat which during the war, by its
labour in the factories and its docility, enabled capital to beat the
world into ruins, is now, in peace time, to work harder so that the
hyenas of the battlefield may on those ruins live a life of luxury and
pleasure...

All the promises of the Second, the Two-and-a-half, and the Amsterdam
Internationals have turned to dust. They have all shown themselves
incapable of leading you in the struggle even for democracy and reforms,
because they are condemned to impotence by their coalition with the
bourgeoisie and, whether they want to or not, only help to strengthen
the rule of the bourgeoisie...

We know how strong are the chains of the past, the influence of the
capitalist school, press, and church. We know how great is the reluc-
tance of large proletarian masses to take power in their own hands and
forge their own destiny. We know how great is their fear of the defeats
which the communist minorities suffered in the struggles which they
waged to save the masses from the fate of slaves. We know how the
capitalist press of the entire world seeks to rob you of your courage
by pointing to the wounds which the isolated Russian proletariat
received in its duel with the entire capitalist world. And therefore
we say to you: All right, you do not yet dare to take up the fight
for the new, the struggle for power, for the dictatorship, with arms
in hand; you are not ready to launch the great offensive on the
citadels of world reaction. But at least rally to the fight for bare
life, for bread, for peace. Rally for these, struggle in one fighting
front, rally as the proletarian class against the class of exploiters.
Tear down the barriers erected between you and come into the ranks,
whether communist or social-democrat, anarchist or syndicalist, to
fight for the needs of the hour.

The Communist International has always demanded that the workers who
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stand for the proletarian dictatorship and for soviets should form their
own independent parties. It does not withdraw a single word of what it
said to justify the formation of independent communist parties; it is
sure that each day that passes will convince growing numbers how right
it was to actv as it did. But regardless of everything that separates
us, it says: Froletarians of all countries! Close *the ranks for the
struggle for what unites you, for what you all realise as your common
goal.

No worker, whether communist or social~democrat or syndicalist, or even
a member of the Christian or liberal trade unions, wants his wages
further reduced. None wants to work longer hours , cold and hungry.
And therefore all must unite in a common front against the employers!
offensive... They all fear being ithrown on the scrap heap, and there-
fore they must join in the fight against everything which increases
unemployment. And vnemployrent will be perpetuatéed in all industrial
countries if the German proletariat is compelled by the Entente and
German capital to slave away, exerting pressure on wages throughout the
world, so that German capitalists can throw German goods at bargain
prices on to the world market and then pay the Versailles tribute.
Unemployment will grow if the capitalist world tries to impose conditions
of slavery and subjection on Soviet Russia... Therefore urite to fight
for the cancellation of war debts and against the strangling of Germany
for the racognition of Soviet Russia and its reconstruciion on terms
in accordance with the interests of the international proletariat...

The Communist International calls on communist workers, and on all
honest workers throughout the world, to come together in their workshops
and in their meetings into one family of the working peocple who stand
by each other against capital... Only in this way will all the parties
which rely on the proletariat and want the proletariat to foilow them,
be compellcd to come tegether for the common defensive struggle against
capital. Only then will they be compelled to sever their alliance with
capitalist parties...

The proletarian giant cannot stretch his limbs, cannct rise to his full
height, in the bourgeois chicken-coop. When you begin the fight you will
see that you nesd the sword of dictatorship if you are to triumph. Put
we know that this dictatorship is possible only if the great majority

of the proletariat reach it through their own experienceé, and that is

why the Communist International and the communist parties, in patience
and fraternity, wish to march together with all other proletarians,

even if they fight on the basis of capitalist democracy...

Firmly convinced that the fighting proletariat will be compelled to take
the communist road, we call to you: FProletarians of all countries,
unite',

FUTRACTS FROM AN OPEN LETTER TO THE SECCND INTERMNATIONAL AND THE
VIENWA LABCUR UNIOW, TO THEE TRADE UNIONS OF ALL COUNTRIES AWD TO THE
HAGUE ZINTERNATIONAL TRADE UNION AMND CO-OPERATIVE CONGRESS

4 December 1922
T SLOGAN OF THE PPOURTH CCONGRESS: UNITED FRONT!

The fourth congress of the Communist International, representing 62
parties in Zurecpe, aAmerica., Asia, and Australia, most decisively
confirmed. vhat the enlarged ECCI had twice decided, that it is the duty
of all corrmunist parties to do their uimost to resist the worid
capitalist offensive against all working-ciass pesitions by a firm
united Front. In doing so the suprame organ of the comnunist parties
approved the content and aim of cur work in the past year, and issued
as the slogan for future work: fight for the united front of the world
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proletariat, fight for the unity of all proletarians in common defence
regardless of their political affiliation and attitude.

In the spring the Communist International appealed to the Second Inter-
national and the Vienna Labour Union to organise through a world
workers! congress this joint struggle for the maintenance of the eight-
hour day, against wage reductions, against the attack on the achieve-
ments of the trade unions, against new armaments, against the danger
of 2 new war. At the Berlin conference of the delegates of the three
executives the Comintern representatives put forward a reasoned state-
ment of these propcsals. They were rejected by the parties of the
3econd International...

SIX MOWNTHS OF CAPITALIST OFFENSIVE

Six months have passed since the failure of our proposal to establish the
proletarian united front and organise the defensive struggle. During
that time the bourgeois attack has gone forward uninterruptedly in all
countries,.. ‘

In Germany the coalition govermment of social-democracy and bourgeocisie
has publicly proclaimed that the only way to stabilise the mark is to
squeeze more surplus labour out of the underfed proletarian masses. It
has openly proclaimed the abolition of the last vestiges of economic

control, it has given the most ruthless speculators a free hand. The
new government of Cunc is a govermnment of the captains of industry, the
pracursor of the open dictatorship of the coal and steel barons. Its

character is so frankly large-capitalist, so frankly directed against
the most elementary interests of the working class, that the social-
democrats had to refuse to enter it. From Bavaria extreme counter-
revolution is preparing an armed onslaught on the last vestiges of the
November revolution, on the rerublic. It has been encouraged in its
designs by the victory of Italian fascism which, without the least
resistance from the democratic bourgeoisie, proclaimed the dictatorship
of the sword, turned parliament into a cipher, and whose object is to
strengthen the rule of the bourgeoisie by forcing the working class into
complete subjection to capital...

TOWARDS HWEW WARS

But the capitalist offensive is directed not only at increasing the
exploitation of the proletariat; the danger of a new imperialist world
war has again come clearly into the picture. Until now not a single
capitalist State has started to carry out the agreement on the reduction
of naval armaments reached by the Washington conference. Not a single
warship has been scrapped. The building of new warships has not been
stopped.

The Russian Soviet Government's proposal at Genoa for disarmament, or
at least the reduction of land armaments, was rejected by all the
capitalist Powers. The League of Nations is powerless to do the least
thing in this field, even if it wanted to. Its decisions must be '
unanimous, and require ratification by the governments which are
cpposed to disarmament.

Burope is bristling with weapons, even more than before the war. In
September, during the eastern crisis, the werld saw what this meant.
Cnly the renunciation by the Turkish Government of its right to occupy
its capital and to cross the Dardanelles, which give access to it -
only this renunciation by the Turkish Government of its right to self-
determination saved Europe from a new war,..

The fourth congress of the Communist International asks the workers
of the Second and the Vienna Internationals, the millions of workers
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U . . . . ;
throughcut tiie wawlad organicad in trade unions, their leaders and the
Hague conference: Do vou want to stiua TI3 , by oAand wabter a0 adphdt Lioue

day, the prime condition for the advance of the working class, being
abolished? The workers' standard of living in the oldest industrial
countries depressed to the level of the Chinese ccolie's living standards?
The most elcementary rights of the workers, thirough which after ail you
hoped to find by peaceful means emancipation from the capitalist yoke,
annulled? The dictatorship of capitalism established? ¥ill you stand
idly by and watch how triumphant capitalism, freed from all restraints
brings about a new war, in which you will once again shed your blood for
the interests of capital?

The fourth Comintern congress calls on 2ll its member parties, and all
the trade unions in all countries which sympathise with it; to put these
questions to all labour parties and to challenge thsm o a common
struggle against the legal or factual abelition of the eight-hour day,
against the reduction of wages, against the abrogation of the working
class's freedom of movement; against new armamants, against the war
enger; for the eight-heur day. for the workers'! minimum wage, for
complete freedom of organization For the werking closs, for disarmament,
and for peace among the peoples.

THE CHALLENCGE OF THEE FOURTH COWINTEAN CONGRRED

The fourth Ccmintern coengress puts a plain guestiorn te the Second and
ternationals: Are they willing, now thiat their policy has
worsened the pcsition orf the workivy class, to offer their
Lowdsh e commo.: front of the invernetiorai prolevariat for
the struggtis for the basic rights and intercsts o the working class?

ne Angtordan frniernational wheither it is willing to seop splii-
% top excluvding communists from the uwnions

5
A v g 9
illing to help in a vais

A ed front to lead the prcletariat in struggle,
The Comintern congress asxs the Hague conference cf trade unions
and wators, meeving at a time when in Lausanne the PFutente

capitatiste, atriter the bankruptcy of Versailles, ara forciug 2 new
Versail S Turkisn people and so preparing the grouad £for new
WaTs, is willing to acv togethwr with us in showing the

1 g

bourgecisie by the mobhilisation of the working clasz thet the inter-

D
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:-l.
)

national picleta

new battiefields,

nc longer willing to be dragged unresisting to

2t the Berlin conference, the Conmunist International does
the parties of the Zecond International, the Vienna Labour
Uniion, and the iAmsterdam trade union leaders to fight for the dictator-
ship of the proletariat, which was and is our goai. Zut we ask them
whether they want te fight against the dictatorship of capital, whether
at least they want to use what remains of democracy tc corganise
resistance to the triumph of that same capital which iturned the world
into a mass grave and is now digging new mass graves for our proletarian
yvouth,

The Communist International has spoken., It has given its parties their
fighting slogans... 1t is now the turn of the Second International,
the Vienna Labour Union, the Amsterdam Trade Union International and
its LKDague congress to speak!
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RESOLUTION OF THE_INTERUATIONAL RBUREAU OF THE ORGANISING
IATIONAL

C_ 1673

CCMMITL %8 FOR Tilf PR-COLSTRUCTICH CF THE FOURTH INTER

SToTE

The Tnternational Bureau of the Crganising Committee, which met in a
plenary session in Faris on April 29-23, 1673, adopted the following
resolution:

1. The International Bureau confirms its agreement with the resolution
adopted unanimously on April 8, 1966 by the 3rd international conference:

"The London conference restates that the programme and methods of
building the 4th Internatiocnal and revolutionary rarties in each country
are included in the Traunsitional Frogrermme. This programme remains the
only one capable of furnishing the solutions to the pronlems posed by
the historical crisis of the leadership of the proletariat.

"The conference states that the 4th International did not degenerate.

"The historical continuity of the 4th International, founded in 1938 by
Leon Trotsky, restructured in the years 1343-53, has been maintained
since 1953 by the fight led by the Trotskyist organisations brought
together in the International Commivtee.

"Thercfore the international coenference states that the continuity of the
Lth International was preserved by the activity of the International
Committee.

"The confersence takes nctz that the leadership of the International since
Leon Trotsky's death revealed itself powerless to accomplish the tasks
necessary to build revoiutionary parties and the Internaticnal, 1In the
difficult struggle for Trotskyism, cadres have been exterminated,
victims of imperialist and Stalinist repression, others were worn out,
leaderships and the leadership of the Enternational(lj failed and went
bankrupt. In no way can this failure be considered as the failure of
the 4th International. These leaderships went bankrupt precisely in
revising and forsalting Marxism, i.e. the method of dialectical material-
ism. This is why they were incapable of getting rooted in class struggle,
and especially among the yocuth. They were therefore incapable of
assimilating communist methods and principles of organization.

"The fundamental unity of the international class struggle, which stems
from the international character of the joint crisis of imperialism
and the bureaucracy, implies Jdirectly the necessity of building
Trotskyist parties in each country, against the liquidationist con-
clusions implied by the revisionist division of the world into blocs
and sectors. Our perspective stresses the urgency of building inde-
pendent proletarian parties in the Bastern European countries, the
USSR, China and the colonial and semi-colonial ccuntries.

"This central taslz of the construction of independent revolutionary
parties implies the fundamental struggle for the political independence
of the working class from the Stalinist bureaucracy and the reformist
leadership. This struggle also implies a detcrmined fight against
trade unionism and all ferms cof prostration before the attitude that a
revolutionary party could emerge out of the spontaneity of the working
class.

"The International Conference believes that the Trotskyist movement
must, through the strugglie to rebuild the Lth International, build a
centralised lesdership of the world party of the Socialist revolution,
in a fight organically linked with the struggle in each country to

(1) Fcotnotes pp.35-36



24,

build centralized revolutionary parties leading the revolutionary
struggle of the masses. The building of these parties and of the
International must be led on the basis of the experience and of the
continuation of an unrelenting fight against revisionism,

"The work of the ILondon conference shows the need for the International
Committee ﬁ? folitically prepare, within 1% years time, an international
conference \2) with the objective of brining together all the Trotskyist
organisations fighting for the 4th International.

"In particular, the International Committee will struggle to bring into
the ranks of the Lth International the militants and groups that today
are fooled by the revisionists of the Unified Secretariat.

"Trotskyists, organised as sections of the 4th International, must fight
for workers' revolutionary parties based on the Transitional Frogramme
of the 4th International. The struggle for this programme and for the
construction of the party forms the principal base for their work in

the mass organisations of the worliing class, trade unions, and in the
woerk that must be done vis a vis the working class youth, the reservoir
of the live forces of the 4th International.

"A11l work of this sort is subordinated to the principal task of building
the party. The building of the party implies the publication of a
newspaper capable of constantly struggling for the totality of the
programmie o the party, so as to heighten the level of consciousness

of the worlting class in all fields of the class struggle. This struggle
foxr the indepenadsnt party forms the only basis of defence of the posi-
tions o¢f the working class and all tactical considerations are subor-
cginated vo it, n circumstances where the tactic of entrism in existing
workers partiss is necessary, this tactic is led in a way subordinate

to the princinal task of building an independent party.

"To accomplish this objective, the International Committee will organise
the incernational discussion along the following lines:

a) building of revolutionary parties on the basis of the Frogramme, in
the Tramewor< of the practical struggle to rebuild the 4th Tnternational,
b) the worid unitvy of the class struggle. c) the defence, by the methods
of the proletarian revolution, of the conquests of the'world proletariat
in capitalist countries,; the USSR, China and countries having escaped

the control cf imperialism.

"This discussion will be led on the basis of prior agreement on the
unconditional Gqefence of the US5R, China, and countries having escaped
the control of imperialism.

"The International Committee is formed of the representatives of sections
designated as such by tihiese sections.

"At the present stage, the decisions of the International Committee can
only be taken by the rule of unanimity. The International Committee
does not present itself, at the present stage, as the 4th International's
centralised leadership, which remains to be built."

2. The International Dureau recalls the results of the workings of the
2nd session of the pre-conference in July, 1972. This session .
esteblished the responsibility of the SLL leadership which, since 1966, |
has consciously led a peolicy of systematic obstruction to the opening

of the international discussion proposed by the unanimous resolution -y
adopted by the 1966 conference (which included the SLL). ’

The International 3Bureau recalls that it was in order to avoid getting
involved in an international discussion that the SLL leadership broke
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with the IC. Seeing that their dilatory manocuvres to obstruct the open-
ing of the discussion at the lst session of the pre-conference in 1970
had failed, the SLL leadership preferred to break with the IT rather than
participate at the 2nd session of the pre-conference which had been
decided upon unanimously, (including the SLL).

3. The International Zureau recalls that the resolution adopted by
the international conference of 1966 establishing the continuity of
the struggle of the 4th International was the result of hard political
battles during the cours: of which Cliff Slaughter, one of the SLL
leaders at first tiried vwilth Varga to impose upon the conference an
unprincipled agreement C} with the petty bourgeois groups, Sparticist
(UsSA), and Voix Ouvriere (France). These organisations, especially
Voix Ouvriere which had split in 1638, reject the continuity of the
struggle led by the 4th International since its proclamaticn by Leon
Trotsky.

The International Fureau also recalls that Varga, who in 1966 was still
camouflaging the positions he was forced to reveal at the 2nd session
of the pre-conference, refused to admit the continuity of the Lth
International. In 1968 Varga already scuvzht to destroy all struggles
for rebuilding the %th Frisrnational, but ke had o retreat and cover
himself. In 1972, having hiad adcpted all the international positions
adopted by the OCI for 6 years, Varga used the situation created by

the brealr of the SLL and decided that the moment had come to strike a
blow for Stalinism ) to the struggle of rebuilding the 4th International.

The resolution on the Varga faction, adopted by the present session of
the International Zureau, foiled Varga's attempt.

4, Varga's capitulatory orientation proceeds from the theory of blocs
("the socialist world and the other world") which brings him to deny all
of the historical importance of the struggle for the 4th International,
Claiming to be of “he Lth Intcrnational, Vorga was forced to write that
Stalin, in liquicabting tiwe Left Oppositicn in the USSR, destroyed the
Lth Internation~l. 3y this very fact, the Lth Iriternational was dead
for Varga before even being proclaimed, because of the physical
liquidation of the Left COpposition by Stalin. The fraudulent nature of
his so-called Trotskyist convictions is thus revealed. Instead of the
Trotskyist strategy of building revolutionary parties in each country
as a national expression of the struggle for the International - which
also goes for the Dast Zuropean countries - Varga counterposes building
a single, centralised party for East LEurope, (the "Stalinist world") as
the supposed motor force of the rebui%d'ng of the 4th Internaticnal.
Sut on the other hand he condemns it. 53 Such a centralised East
European party exists: they are the party apparatuses set up by Moscow,
subordinated to the Kremlin bureaucracy. In reality, Varga is an

enemy of the 4th International.

5. In this resolution the International Hureau intends to point more
clearly to the conditions and political methods of its struggle to
rebuild the 4th International, as follows:

6. Because of the ambiguity(6);present when the IC was constituted in
1953, it was proclaimed to be the leading centire ot the 4th Interna-
tional - although the CCI (FCI majority) opposaod this, This ambiguity
contained in seed form the SWF's going back to the US. The IC's being
constituted as an international leadership meant that the SWP leaders
refused to characterise Pabloism's destructiveness to the 4th Inter-
national in repudiating the principles of the Transitional Programme.
This refusal of the SWFP leadership was coupled with a deliberate policy
of putting forth the problems of the 4th International only within the
framework of the specific national problems of the USA.
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In refusing the SWF's unprincipled reunification in 1963, the SLL

and OCI preserved the historical continuity of the 4th International.
This refusal of the OCI and the SLL was motivated by a principled
appreciation of the meaning of ¥Fabloism as a liquidationist, revision-
ist tendency. Hut the SLL leaders have refused to accept the consequ-
ences of these common appreciations. Like the SWP leaders, the SLL
leaders placed themselves within the narrow national framework of the
class struggle and from 1966 to 1972 they blocked all political work
for the rebuilding of the lUth Tnternational. The SLL lecaders' peint
of view is this: the revolutionary crisis wiil break out first in
England. The victory of the revolution in England will clear away the
obstacles in the way of the 4th International, therefore all the
international tasks must be subordinated to the building of the sole
English Trotskyist party.

These 'mational Trotskyist' conceptions contrary to the principles and
methods of the Transitional Frograimme lead the SLL leaders to abandon
all international tasks. They also lead them, in their ultimatist
fashion, to taking the path of 'the proclamation of the Revolutionary
Farty' in England, thus liquidating all the gains of the 3rd and 4th
internationals as to the role and place of the work of the revolutionary
vanguard in the Labour Farty. From this come the erroneous positions of
the BLL on a whole series of questions of principle and practice, such
as the Workers United Front - notably concerning the struggle of the
Irish pecownle against Sritish imperialism. The International Bureau
notes that they substitute journalistic flourishes for this political
struggle.

The Internctional Zurcau also notes that the leadership of the SLL has
condenned the Fopular Assembly of Rolivia, thus demonstrating its
incomprehension of the significance of the Popular Assembly as a soviet-
type organ., It notes that it preferred to break up the IC rather than
participate in tlhie international discussion on the problems of the
revolution in Latin America.

8. The Irternational Bureau considers that the crisis in the A4th
Internaticnai is an integral part of the crisis of the world working
class niovement, This crisis itself is an expression of the obstacles
to ¢ho proleta~ian class struggle set up bv Stalinism, social democracy
centrism and the leftist and nationalist petty bourgeois organisations.

9. 7The International Bureau reaffirms its agreement with the various
documents discussed by the IC characterising the world situaticn since
the Geonerai Strike in France in 1968 and the rise of the political
revolution 'n\Czechoslovakia as the period cf the imminence of the
revolution.\{7)

The International Hureazu takes note that class antagonisms and the
contradictions of the imperialist epoch, having arrived at a point of
full maturity, are causing a never-ending chain of revolutionary
situations: insurrectional strike of the Polish Baltic workers,
revolutionary rise in the kiddle East (culminating in the Irbid
'Soviet'), the Zolivian revolution, revolutionary rise in Chile,
insurrectional s*rikes in Argentina, struggles of the TIrish people for
unity, class struggles in the English, Spanish and Italian proletariat,
the fall of De Gaulle and the victory of the social-democracy in Germany ;
- the 1list could go on much longer. All these attest to the reality

of the period of imminence of the revolution when revolutionary
situations multiply at a higher and higher rate expressing the joint
crisis of imperialism and the Stalinist bureaucracy.(8§ But the counter
revolutionary obstacles of Stalinism, reformism,centrism and 'new-
leftism' which are internal to the workers movement, remain sufficient
to hinder a positive outcome to the revolutionary actions i.e. the
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conquest of power. Iut at the same time the cadisis in the workers
movement is developning and sharpening.

10. 1In its general outline, the International Zureau characterises the
period of the imminence of the revolution, which is a monument in the
era of wars and revoliutions, as follows:

The period of the imminence of the revolution in no way whatsoever
constitutes a gralitatively new period in the era of wars and revolu-
tions. It is in no way whatsoever a question of a stage which goes
beyond imperialism in scme 'neo-capitalism' or 'monopolist state
capitalism' as the petty bourgeois revisionists of all kinds pretend
(Pabloists, social-democrats, Stalinists). 1In the period of the
imminence of the revoliution is concentrated the full development of all
the contradicticns n~nd tesndencies of imperialism, highest stvage of
capitalism. The content of this period avises from tizte fact that the
conditions for the proletarian revolution have come to maturity in
each country as a national expression of the mature objective conditions
throughout the world.

We see the period of the imminence of the revolution as a particular
juncture in imperiaiism, tke highest stage of capitalism, in relation
to the following analysis:

The October 1917 Revolution translated in a material way the perspective
of the positive solution to the crisis cof huwnan civilization. Dut the
isolation of the October Revolution, motivaied by social-democracy's
betrayal (assisted by all the centrist and anarchist formations etc)
brought about the degeneration of the first weorliers state. The regime
of private property having been safeguarded, ti» prccesses of decompo-
sition of the capitalist society at its iwmperialist stage continue to
deepen., It was within this situation characterised by the decompo-
sition of imperialicm and by revolutionary defeats, that Stalinism was
able to develop. (~talinism definitively went over to the side of
bourgeois crder in 10337,

Schematically: from 19235 to 1945-52, in spite of several revolutionary
situations, Stalinism was able to cloak itself in the prestige of
the October revolution ox:d the victory of the U352 in Werld War IT
and thus reinforce its conirol over the wovrking class. The conservative
Stalinist bureaucr=cy's line was to use the international class struggle
to achieve its counier-rgvolutionary compromises with imperialism (the
policy of pressuring)\9). But the historical impasse of imperialism
saps the very possibilities of the policy of pressuring: from 1947
(Marshall Plan) to 1952, ail of Stalin's coffcrts to use the class
struggle for putting pressure on imperialism through the intermediary
of the CF's no longer came to fruition.

Fressure no longer was encugh to keep back imperialism., It would be
necessary to lead the class struggle bto the point of revolutionary
clashes against the bourgeoisie and the State. This the Stalinist
bureaucracy neither wants nor can o since its interests are
organically hostile *o ibe revolution: it is a hypertrophied bourgeois
organ which has confiscated for its own benefit the revolutionary
social bases of the workers state.

World imperialism ansd perticularly its ringlesder, U.S. imperialism

and the Kremlin btusr cicrocy. Sovh penfecrly cowsosious of what's
immediately at swal St hewseting o vollfy thedir pelitical forces
against the revol: + unlike in tho past, wnen Stalinist politics
culminated in %bh= Vollcz ] 3 ‘

; ] rhs {Maefore aad just at the
end of the war, 124%,, tro sitoourion of the lloscow bureaucracy is no
longer one in which it can use the revolutionary pressure of the
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evolutionary politics. The march forward

the countries having escaped from
alism not to let the

1 class struggle, are
US imperialism'

masses to conduct its counter-r
of the political revolution in
imperialist control, and the firm will of imperi
bureaucracy use the pressure of the internationa
leading the counter-revolutionary Kremlin caste to accept
leadership of the counter-revolutionary struggle.

ct schema but new tendencies developing in world
when the Stalinist main line was political

ter-revolutionary compromises, the
after imperialism was expelled from
n with Stalin's policy and

hip between the bureaucracy

t time in the

1 strike of

This is not an abstra
politics. In the period
pressure aiming at achieving coun
victory of the Chinese revolution -
Bastern Burope - came into contradictio

prepared for the changes in the relations
and the masses which were to be manifested for the firs

Bast Berlin insurrection in June, 1953 and in the genera
August 1953 in France.
in this new context whose general outline we have just

traced, it is beyond doubt that faced with revolutionary explosions
which they cannot avoid, the Moscow bureaucracy and the CF's will
seek to take the lead in order to bring about defeat.

Tn the same way,

period of the imminence of the revolution, lcads

ps between the bureaucratic apparatuses
uestion of 'the regrouping of class
counsciousness around a new axis' which Trotsky anticipated in 1935 and
which, begun since 1952, is becoming more and more clear. Of course,
we are not trying here to figure out the rhythm or time limits -

which would be impossible to forecast - nor to determine which country
will be first. Hut we do know that new relationships between the
bureaucratic apparatuses and the international proletariat are becoming
more and more clearly a tendency in the process of revolutionary

radicalisation of the masses.

The new situation,
inevitably to mnew relationshi
and the proletariat. It is a g

the main tendency was toward the reinforcement of
the bureaicracies' hold on the class. The new relationships developin

bring abcut a movement in the opposite direction where the class strug
leads to the loosening of the Stalinist bureaucracy's hold on the clas

From 1923 to 1945-52,

ly in the USSR and Czechoslovakia, all the repressive
apable of liquidating the oppositional
situation where, on the basis of growing
of the crisis arvre accumulating within the
is used by the working class in becoming

radicalisation.

11. Especial
bureaucratic measures are inc
movements. 7This expresses a
contradictions, the elements
bureaucracy. This situation
more firm in its movement of
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The internal crisis of the EKremlin bureaucracy, along with the di
resistance of the masses, becomes a factor which deepens the crisis of rTe
the international Stalinist apparatus and its various parties. Husak
is not able to rebuild the party of Moscow's bureaucracy hich was It
destroyed at the clandestine l4th Congress of the CCP 10) (August mo
20, 1968). At the same time Tito's policy of reinforced adaptation on
encouraging imperialist penetration is tringing Yugoslavia to the brif de
of civil war.
14
The contradictions between the various 3talinist parties is deepeni Fr
not only between the Russian and Chinese parties, but also between ti P
Spanish CP and the Russian party etc. Mumerous signs which point tof the
the mounting crisis in the Stalinist parties liguidate to a greater paul
greater extent any attempts at t1iberalisation' or any 1Togliatti-isje €nc
talinist tin

£ the auto-reform of the S
Tremlin apparatus has produced
These currents I

dreams about the possibilities o
CF's. The crisis of the Stalinis®
several currents and will bring out several more.
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from leftward moving centrist ones to overtly bourgeois counter-
revolutionary ones (Garaudy) with all the in-between onez: new leftists,
Maoists, right centrists, social democrats etc.

In this resolution we will not rroceed to a thorough analysis of the
problems raiced by the situation, but will establish guide-marks for
the Organising Committee's work, inseparable from the sriiunols for
building nutional revolutionary vperties., 1In spite of thuiy siooal
against them by imperialism supported by the bureaucr: i~ arnonratuses,
the world proletariat and the oppressed classes have zv Fo=d no

decisive defeats in the sense of a defeat bringing abous o cihwange in the

objective situation, whether it be in Vietnam, the Nea: “nst or Latin
America.

In Latin America the revolutionary process which was loading toward
soviet powcr in Zolivia (the Popular Assembly) was blcri
destroyed by PFanzer's counter-revolutionary coup d'Etac.

'y TUT was not

8ven if imperialism and the Stalinist and reformist burcaucrrcies still
succeed in oontaining the revelutionary movement in Eveave, in 1o country
do we see v reversals, qguite the contrary. In Franc., wriand and
italy and rmany etc. it is along the perspective of a retafevced
radicalisat:on that we rust conduct our revolutionary wori-,  We would
obviously be proceeding aczording to an abstract sche:
concliud-d from this nerspective of reinforced radical
rise will Te continuous., Historical process goes along i3
of jerks, advances and setbacks, a movement which is &’
inforced Ly <he absence of revolutionary parties in tr- ip and
by the crisis of the Uth International. Iut the line 7 : ent is
one of reinforced radicalisation on a world scale, whicl: coulia oaly be
turned baciz v the crushing and extermination of the proin wb. But
even in Vioet nam where the resistance of the masses evo.w s A cenformity
with tkhe 1lire ofdevelopment of worldwide radicalisatioiw, U.0. jwmperialism
aided by thic Russian and Chinese bureaucracies - althnepes it has  been

r.

Tatian 1Af we

ottt the

able to striie the hardest blow - has not bheen able to ¢nyrrv te the end
ites orientaliiosn of sending Vietnam 'back to the Stone Lot (Jastmoreland).
The tremoricns setback of the Paris Peace Agreements does vol Lave the
same internc’ lonal significance or the same content as voae German

debacle in 17373, '

13. In relationship to these given elements, we have Lothore us a

picture of drives forward which are contained, momentary == itbachks, and

[FF 2% o
blows strucls which are severe but not devisive, which giva +he wmovement
a relatively slow character where all the antagonisms, all Y42 contra-

dictions arxo forever hecoming greater along a line eof auliipiied
revoluticnaiy explosions,

It is in this situation that the internal contradictionrs of 4712 workers
movement hiav < become expressed in the crisis of the Lt- Tnitevnetional
on the basis of the international crisis of Stalinism A1 S0l
democracy.

»

L -

W
\

14. The International Pureau states its agreement with the Transitional
Frogramme, erd with the position of the Founding confovences of 1638
proclaining the Lth International. ITn conformity with {15 larxist method,
there can be no question of fighting to build national roveintionary
parties withrut assimilating the significance of the founiing Confer-
ence's ‘decisicn to adopt the Transitional Programme and o« iie sawme
time to prociaim the 4th International.

S i

15. The proclamation of the L4th International in 1932 ot che
struggle lcd for the 4th International from 1933 to 1935 come forth
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from the same strategical line. Once the international Left Onposition,
after the Cerman defeat, was led to abandon the objective of reforming
the Communist International (because the bureavcracy and its parties

had definitively gone over to the side of bourgeois order), the struggle
for the 4th International was undertaken in order to regroup all the
revolutionary forces of the working class that recognised the necessity
of creating an international.

All of Leon Trotsky's efforts went to assuving all the groups, currents,
tendencies and organisations in the process of breaking away from

social democracy and Stalinism the possibility of participating in the
struggle for the creation of the International. TFor him, this could
only be the 4th International, but he never presented it as an ultimatum,
1t was the leadership of the ILP (Indenendent Labour Party) and the

SAP (German Socialist Worlers Party) that surported the Porular Front,
T+ was Sneevleet who supported the FOUM's deciding Nin's participation
in the Catalan government as well as the London bureau and who took the
initiative of brealring with the 4th International.

16. FProclaiming the 4th International in 1938, Leon Trotsky proclaimed
it as a centre of leadership. But for Leon Trotsky, as for Lenin and
Yimself in the first years of the Communist International the rales for
the functioning of the international leadership centre {(International
Dxecutive Committee, International Secretariat), while respecting the
principles of democratic centralism, were adapted to the situation and
the concrete tasks of building the International and its sections.

We know that in 1640 Leon Trotsky envisaged the possibility of the
Cannon faction's being brought to accept minority status in the SR
during the discussion with the Schactman faction. Lecn Trotsky at that
time even envisaged the possibility of being in minority in the hih
fnternational, without breaking away from it. There was in this pesitior
no abandoning cf principles whatsoever. Democratic centralism is not a
static princivple. 7The principles of democratic centralism were not
violated when the majority of the Central Committee of the Roishevil
Farsy including Lenin and Trotsky accepted that Eukarin and tne 'left
Communists’ publish their faction paper at the time of “rest Litovsi,

17. The war and the death of Trotsky led to the dislocation of the
International, In 1943, while working clandestinely, the Iuropean
Trotskyists organisations reconstituted a Buropegan Committee. At the
end of the war, in 1646, the IEC and the IS 1 were reconstituted and
prepared the 2nd World Congress of 1948, e can get an idea of the
method uscd b that time from this single fact: the item put to
discussion at the 194& Conference about the rolitical balonce sheet of
the ULth International's activities since 1938 was done away with in

a half hour,.

S0 it was that instead of the content given to democratic centralism

by Leon Trotsky opening wide the discussion, using flexibly its princi-
ples, an International Executive Committee was substituted which
blocked discussions or opened them in relation to manoeuvres arising
out of diplomacy rather than revolutionary politics. It arrogated to
itself powers of leadership that the IEC and the IS5 and its bureau were
not able to assume. These are the facts as they happened. Thus for '
the preparation of the 3rd World Congress, Pablo imposed upon Frank and
Mandel an organisational structure which they accepted: after .
discussion in the bureau of the IS, all the members of the bureau )
were bound by discipline of the majority. he members of the burecau :
of the IS were only authorised to defend the majority position in the
5. hey were forbidden to bring up possible divergencies. The
members of the IS were similarly bound and only authorised to defend this
positions adopted by the majority in the meetings of the IEC. And the .
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., . - _ . . .
, latter was submittced Lo the same Adiscipline at the 3rd Congress of the
’ I?ternatlonnl. Of course, Yablo had assurod himeelf a majority in the
1o IS bureau beforehand,
)
- 18. The 1link between Pablo's position revising the princinles of the
/ . L : L ¥
frogramme | the war-reveclution, the bloc theory) and these organisational

i methods is evident. It was essential to snuff out any discussion in
5, | order to lead the International to capitulate to Stalinism. It was
/ b} .

because the majority of the ¥CI was fully conscious of this situation

that it went to the extreme limits of concessions in order to preserve

| the 4th International as it was reconstituted in the yvears 1943-46.

. There could be no question however in the International of Trotsky of
repudiating its positions and ideas, of canitulating as Pablo's majority

demanded. :

gl

e oven when excluded in July 1252 the French majority tried to exhaust all
the possibilities of the former sitvation. It was only in 1953 when
the Pabloist IS took the side of the ¥remlin bureaucracy against the

3d Fast rerlin insurrection that the ICI majority reached the conclusion
' that liquidator Pabloism had destroyed the Lth International, proclaimed
T in 1938 and recomnstituted in 1943-46 as a world-centralised organisation

o

based on the Transitional rrogramme. The 8SWr and the SLL at that point
had to break with Pablo and, together with the CGCZ, formed the iC.

19, Thus, the iC 'was formed against Pabloism in 1933 oun the basis of

Cannon's open letter. In the preceding points we briefly summed up

the development of its crisis. We must now take up the analysis of the

preseut situation in order to draw out the political and practical

.t perspectives for accomplishing the tasks of rebuilding the 4th Inter-
naticnal, The crisis of the Pabloist US has reached the breaking point

t:lon where the already evident splits (3pain, Argentina, etc,)(lZ) have

a created the basis for an international split. 7The Fansen faction which

is trying to avoid a split on an intermational scale cannot limit the

| discussion to guerillaism.

However capital the differences might te on the question of guerillaism,
the positions of Mandel, Krivire, Frank and laitar adapting themselves

| to petty bourgeois nationalists in Latin America and the Middle East,
come from a whole revisionist policy which was recently, expressed in
their support to the Vietnam Feace agreements in Taris and in the

nd French Ligue's leadership's crossing over the Fopular Front positions,.
“ut these themselves come fron Mandel and ¥rivine's theories about the
'new vanguards' which, 'from the péetty bourgeois periphery! will t'win

f the proletariat'. r(?h) These revisionist theories flow from the Fabloist

theory of sectors, contrary to the world unity of the class struggle,
wnich is the substantial ccntent of the imperialist epoch, According

to liandel, capitalism has been superceded by neo-capitalism which opens
up to humanity a new era of development of productive forces within

o the frameworic of the national states and maintenance of private property.
On all of these fundamental questions the fiansen inction is seeking to
avoid discussion and conclusions.

re 20, The crisis of the world workers movement has brought out (e.g. the
clandestine 14th Congress of the CCP) and will continue to bring out

d currents, factions and tendencies seeking more or less confusedly to
express the revolutionary processes of the working class. This will
happen to a greater and greater extent. These tendgncies etc. are
tending to break forth from the treacherous hold of the apparatuses -
not only the political and trade union organisations controlled by the

the ¥remlin, but also in the social democratic organisations.

e

The objective situation of social democracy within the bourgeois state
is being modified. While certain layers of the social democratic
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apparatus are headed toward- corporatist Bonapartism (New Socialist

Party in France created by the fusion with lMitterand's bourgeois wing
and a corporatist bourgeois wing), others arec seelzing to come together
to express the aspirations of the working class. In the recent congress
of the H¥D in Germany, for instance, an opposition grouped around Jusos
was organised against the formally bourgenis positions adopted by the
Willy EZrandt leadership at the 1959 3Bade-Godesberg Tongress. This

bears witness tc the fact that the social democratic party has not been
transformed into a bourgeois party. In affirming itself in the class
struggle the revolutionary movement of the German working class will
attempt at first to win back the 5FD as a working class party. #With a
correct understanding of this situation, the German Trotskyists will
clear the way to building the revolutiorary party of the 4th Internation

‘The political crime of the “trausZirmation' by decree of the SLL into

a revoluticnary party' could make of the Sii a sect with no future,
abandoning the teachings of Lenin and Trotsky about the Labour Farty.
This crime resides in the fact that the SLL leadership, turning its
back on the living process of mass radicalisation, are deceiving them-
selves and misleading the vanguard in Great Britain about the ways of
building a true revolutionary party in ZEngland.

21. The field of activity vis a vis the big organisations, groupings,

factions and tendencies which have broken or are breaking away from

ism and Stalinism will get larger and larger. Tt is indispensible
stand correctly tlie significance of this movement, as we have

just done. It is equally indispensible to have a correct appreciation

of the significance of the crisis of the U3,

The U3 is and remains tne centre of a revisionist faction which places
itself as an obstacle to the 4th International. Fut the organisations
which make up the Ul cannot Le characterised solely by their belenging
to it. To characterise organisations, as in evervthing else, Marxist
criteria must be applied. The Stalinist and social-democratic organ-
isations have 'definitively gone over to the side of bvourgcois order'.
Je Marxists do not conclude from that that these parties have become
bourgeois partics - nor did Lenin consider the social-democratic parties
to have beccume so. ile called them 'bourgeois workers parties'. The
decisive iarxzist criterion is the place these organisations and vparties
occuny in the class struggle. Organisations controlled by the

'worker lieutenants of the bourgeoisie' remain workers organisations in
the historical sense even though they will never be organisations lead-
ing the revolutionary class struggle of the proletariat.

The characterisation of the organisations belonging to the U3 has to be
seen from this principled viewpoint. DZach organisation must be
examined individually.

The 3WF's place in the class struggle is not commarable in every aspect.
to thet of the Ligue 'Communiste'. We rcject the Healy-Wohlforth
characterisation of the 3WF as having become a centrist organisation.

In the USA where there are no representative workers parties, the SWF
has occupied the place of just about the only workers party in the class;
struggle., Let's be more mrecise: we do not consider the S7F as the '
leader of the American working class. That it has never been. The
verspective of building the revoluticnary party always inmplies a

Labour Farty built on the basis of the trade unions, Hut the insig-
nificance hoth of social democracy end the C¥ (which nevertheless
gained limited but important positions in the unions ) has given the

SWP the place it occupies in the American working class movenent,

o
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Has this place beoen modified by the strong political adnplation of a
part of its leadership to potlly bonrgoois positions in the U3A, its
ambivalence concerning the Fopular Front, its positions on the war in
Vietnam and many other questions, principally its unprincipled
re-unificavion with Pabloism in 19673,

The political battle taken up by the Hansen faction against the Mandel-
Maitan-Xrivine faction provides a decisive clement in understanding the
oWy,  This political battle against guerillaism is a fight to preserve
the 5WP. Wivthin the American political context its crossing over to
positions of guerillaism would lead pure and simply to the liquidation
of the S5WF. It would mean its direct integration into the petty
bourgeois formations that weigh on it. In spite of its partial and
oscillating character, this political struggle is nevertheless linked
to the fight for the indepsndence of the American proletariat. The
place of the Ligue 'Communiste' is not the same. XKrivine's organisation
which Mandel-Frank-Maitan lean upon, is the motor force of revisionism.
The Xrivine leadership's overt crossing over to Popular Frontist
defence of French imperialism, its open support to the Paris Peace
Agreements signed under the aegis of US imperialism, its direct support
to all foims of degenerate petty bcurgeois new leftism and many other
manifestations attest to the deen petty-bourgeois corruption of the
Ligue. The Ligue's place in the class struggle is one of an crgani-
sation which tries tco build itself in direct opnositicn to the class

independence of the proletariat, and consequently againct the 4Lih
International, Te must add, however, that the referznce to the Uth
internzticnal leads many peonle, especially younsg ones,; who want to

trug Tocr the revelutionary party to consider the Ligue 20 ba a

; ? isation, This reference to the bLth Internatiocnal weighs
heavily on Irivine buv it is indispensilkle to him in ordsr to subsist as
a counter~-yvevoluticnary smokescrceen., This Tact, which does nct change
the characterisation of the Ligue, is rot witheout importance in so much
as it is at the rocts of several crises (splits, faction fights) present
in the Ligue's mnolitical life.

3o

22, In this situation, what place must be taken by the CC, which re-
afirms Zts struggle for the continuity of the Lith International in
absolute vespect of the Tramsitional Pregorarme? The wmain objection we
could ralse is that we awve too weale to n the taszsk of wrchuilding
thie 4th International. We haven't got izient rolitical basces to do
this work., These cbjecticns cannot be sunported because there can be
no question of struggling to build revoluticnary parties in each ccuntry
cutside of the struggle for the Internaticnal. In fact, this would
demonstrate a total lack of understanding of the historical materialist
method, theory united teo practice finding its expression in the
constitution of the working class as a class through the work of
organisation., The International,may we recall, is nov the arith-
netical sum of national scctions., DEach naticnal section can only be
the national expression of the Lth International, each one defining
itself as the Lih Internalicnal party in each given country.

s
{

That is why we must have no illusions For a long time now the 4th
International has been going through period of confusion and splits.
Of course, at this stage of our work in ccmmon, the OC cannot claim

the role of ieading centre, That is involved in our politicalil struggle
is setting the 0C up as the independent axis for crystalising all the
elenents which will come out of the official organisations, including
those in the U. Sec., which are sceling the rcad to the new revolu-
tionary party, the 4ith International., Of course, again, we have no
illusions. ‘his new crystalisation will be very slow and painful.

LD e

What we must perfectly understand is that it is not a question of a
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prognosis about Pabloism or of a tkheoretical criticism, but of consider-
ably immortant political events (capitulation to the betty bourgeoisie
sunnort of the Miron-GRF agreements, crossing over to Popular Tront
positcions, etc.) which will penetrate desper and ceeper into the
consciousness of Trotskyists and militanis who wrongly see the 'Uth
International! in the U3. We must build all our woerlk upon the inevitable

consequences of these political events and not upon secondary consider-
ations.

’

23. We must base our work perswective on the opnening of the discussion
with the best elements becomning co:xiscious of the betrayal of Stalinism,
social democracy, petty bourgeois nationaiism and Pahleism, We must
formulate pecrspectives ¢f an open ~nmferance ns Fallcows: -
Organising Committec for the rebuilding of the Lth Intsrnational must
struggle for an open conference -

a) The conditions for it exist. Through our activity we must develop
them so that it will be possible to bring into discussion the necessity
for the International. For the OCRFI this can only be the 4th
International with its programme. These conditions exist in the inter-
national workers movement including within the US organisations and
those claining to be of the IC set up by the SLL. To all of these the
OCRFI proposes opening a discussion on all of the points in question:
FYopular Front, attitude toward guerillaism, etc.

b) e state that the International can only be built on the basis of

the Transitional Programme, But we do not make an ultimatum of this
affirmation.

c) We declare that we are ready to collaborate with any crganisation,
group or faction which considers it necessary %o struggle for the
International and to discuss within this framework the problems raised

therein and at the same time we state our profound agreement with the
programie of the 4th International.

d) Our tactic of flexibility vis a vis all the currents which
pronounce themselves for the International has the purpose of trying to
dissociate the groups coming toward or likely to come toward the
programme of the Lth International from reformism, Stalinism and all
varieties of capitulation, ‘

e) The International Bureau considevrs that there can be no question of
carrying out the tosks cf rebuildive +vo lih Trntoineacional witiloud
vractbical participation in the political and vnracitical probhlemrs which
these tasks bring forth. To exchange programmntic 6*@?;ssion for the
practical revolutionary struggle would of course be false. »2ut to
exchange the practical struggle for programmatic discussion would be

no less false, It is necessary to combine the two.

24, On the basis of the preceding points, a commission of the
International Bureau is made res?onsible for cCrawing up a letter

L . & a le
callingfor a conference open (15 to all grouvns, organisations, tenden-

cies and factions willing to open the discussion on the International
providing they recognize:

a; The struggle for the class indeperdence of the proletariat.

b The unconditional defence of the U33R, China and all the ceuntriecs
where imperialism has been expropriated. i

) Tndepeniznce from Stalinism.

it is decided that the discussion

about this draf st e i
to all the oug raft letter, submitted

auvnisations, groups and militants groupced in the OCRFI
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will be the {irst item on the agenda at the next International Bureau
meeting.

25. Relating to this resolution, the International fureau considers
that the organisations adhering to the CCRFI can and must continually
xchange information, articles, etc. and thus prepare the open
conference by facilitating political worlk whenever possible. They
must also make sure that the discussion is continued.

FOOTHOTES
1. 'Leadership and leadership of the International «+.'" This appears

to refer to national leaderships, as well as the leadership of the
international.

2. 'an international conference!. T+ is stressed in this connection,
that the original decision to call an open conference (i.e. appealing

openly on the basis of a certain platform) was taken by the 1966
Conference of the IC. ‘

3. 'unprincipled agreement' etc. This refers to manoeuvres at the 1966
Conference, which was attended by the organisations cutside the IC here
mentioned, between Varga and the SLL against the CCI. Documentation of

this exists and is available. A fusion of the CCI with Voix Ouvriere
was propocsed.

b, 'a blow for Stalinism', This refers to the whole Warga affair!'
i.c. the history of the activities of Varga. DIxtensive dccumentation
of his efforts to form blocs with the SLL exists, as well as accounts

0 liis wousistient opposition to the struggle tc open the discussion for
the reconstruction of the Uth International. This culminated in his
fight 'for the maintenance of the IC! begun at the bre-~conference, which
would mean, in effect, the exclusion of everyone except himself, the
Mexicans and the OCT from the fight to rebuild the 4th International.
This invclved a theoretical capitulation +o Stalinism, which we have
already referred to.

Bvidenice exists of Varga's collusion with Stalinist agents,

5. 'ITt' refers here to the U+th International., The implication is that
if Yarga attacks the whole foundation of the bth Tntermationnl on Lhe
grounds that it had already been destroyed, and he calls {or a
centralised party for Zastern Burope, he can only be referring to the
xzisting Stalinist apparatus, or scme sort of equivalent to it.

6. This 'ambiguity' refers to the failure of the IC to recognise the
significance of Pabloism, i.e. the destruction of the leading centre of
Trotskyism. This meant, on the one hand, the recognition of the
Pabloist leadership as somehow a Trotskyist leadership, and on the
other, the setting up of an alternative to them, rather than the fight
for the reconstruction of the FI. This ambiguity meant that the SWP

could go back to the Pabloist leadership, because it had never been
clearly characterised.

7. '"The period of the imminence of the revolution', This refers to

a specific point of the class struggle in the epoch of imperialism,

It does not revise in any way the general characterisation of the epoch
as the epcch of imperialism, but it states the stage of the class
struggle, which has now, since 1968, matured to the point where
revolution (or, if it fails, counter-revolution) is on the agenda
directly. The rapid intensification of the crisis of imperialism and
the revolutionary nature of the various struggles which have broken out
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in recaent years, testify to this.

8. 'ho joint crisis of imperialism and the bureaucracy'. The bureau-
cracy, as the agent of imperialism in the workers movement is thus tie
to the fate of imperialism, and tries ever harder to prop it up. Thus
the crisis of the one becomes the crisis of the other, as the whole,

united, working class strives to finish with imperialisrm and its agent

9. 'the policy of pressuring'. This policy of using the class strug;
in Fastern Burcpe, China etc. to btlaclrall imperialism into granting
concessioms and thus strengthening Stalinism, while at the same time
maintaining a stranglehold on the working class movement, led to the
formaticm of deformed workers states after the war. These were
concessions by imperialism to the working class, analagous to the
concessicn in Zritain of the Welfare state, but macde in order to prev
a revolutionary ccnclusion to the struggle. They were not, as the
Pabloists allege, 'gains' made by Stalinism. But even these concessi
ceased with the recovery of imperialism from its weakened state after
the war; since 1952 imperialism has not granted concessions, but held
out for victory (as in Vietnam) so the policy of pressure is totally
bankrupt. In 1953 the end of this possibility of both using and cont
1ling the mass struggle was shown by upsurges against the bureaucracy
as in Bast Germany in 1953,

10, The lA4th Congress of the Czech CP restored to a large extent par
democracy and repudiated Stalinism,

11. TEC arna T%:  Trteruoticnal Executive Committee and International
Secretariat. What follows is a description of the ultra-centralism
imposed by Pablo on the leading bodies of the I, preventing discussi
at a time vhen discussion was vital.

12 In several countries, the former sections of the USFTI have open!
split, and have been working as entirely separate organisations for i
to two years,

13, 'newr vonginrda! et L
Congress Dncuments of USFI. Theyv assert that the rarty will be built
not in the weorking class, but in other 'vanguard elements', notably
studenta, ITn TIreland this theory is exri_scoed in 'tne citing of
Republicans as 'radical elements', thus basing revolutionary strateg
not on a class analysis, but on the subjective state of certain laye
of the populaticn,

This *heory is fully explained in the 194

14, 'theorv of sectors'., This thecry is propounded in the 1963
documents of the 'Reunification Congress!', According to this the wo
and the class struggle, is divided into three sectors. This not onl
denies the international nature of the class struggle, it opens thel
for its subordination to various petty bourgeois and reformist leads
ships in each sector. '

15, 'Oper. Conference'. This perspective of an open conference is
central to the perspective of the OC Ffor the building of the 4th

International. The worlz of preparing for the Open Conference thyo
discussions among ourselves in order that we may have the maximum
clarity and agreement, and through fighting for the Open Conference
among other tendencies as described above, will be a top priority o
cach section of tho €T in {he noxt period.
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DISCUSSION DOCUMENT FOR THE FOURTH CONFERENCE OF THE INTERNATTIONAL
COMMITTEE FOR THE RECONSTRUCTION OF THI FOURTH INTERNATIONAL

'The Prebtistory of Pabloism! by Gerard BEloch (0CI)

Now that the international discussion must be developed to take in all
the problems of the reconstruction of the FI and, consequently, the
construction of national revolutionary parties as sections of the FI:

now that, consequently,however long it might take, this discussion
necessarily takes in and analyses, at a higher historical level, all the
problems faced by the Labour movement in the course of its history (for
it is the nature of this movement and its history, as Marx stressed in a
famous phrase of the 'Eighteenth Brumaire', that it continually raises

the same problems, until their final solution by the world victory of

the revolution), it may be useful to review the period of the Inter-
national's life from the reconstitution of the European Secretariat (1943)
to the eruption of Fabloite revisionism (September 1950) a pericd in
which the germs of Pabloism began to develop whilst the pelicy developed
by the International leadership remained formally correct and when not
one of the members of the international Trotskyist movement, it must be
stressed, was aware of the extreme weakness of the international leader-
ship at that time and the latent peril resulting from the growing
tendency to cover up the real weaknesses of the movement with abstractly
correct affirmations of principle but which were more and mo

re estranged
fiom the reaiity of the section's intervention in the class

struggle.

'Concrete!

We refer comrades for a more complete study of this period to the
pamphlet 'Lessons of Our History', and we will limit ourselves here to
a few brief indications on some of the political aspects which seem
important to us.
If today we go thrcugh the resolutions of tha European conference of
Fevruary 1454, what is striking is tnat on the one hand the comyrades who
drew up the documents really did try to raise the problems of building
the FI and its sections.

'The FI, whilst maintaining the most rigid ideological

position in relation to these centrist tendencies (new

tendencies that were anticipated to appear outside the

traditional organisations), must recognise their pro-

gressive character and strive by all means to facilitate

their definitive passage into its ranks. In particular

it must guard against taking a professional sectarian

and dogmatic attitude towards these tendencies, and show

by its practical work, by serious and sincere self-

criticism, by its healthy inteinal regime, that it has

all the political guarantees of a proletarian tendency

called by history to play the role of a centre of

assimilation for all progressive revolutionary currents'

Wwhereas the drafters of the documents were on the other hand well
aware of the fact that,

'in the limited space of time still remaining before the
explosion and mushrooming of the gigantic revolutionary
crisis which will Ssprout from the present imperialist
crisis, the FI must accomplish a complete internal
revolution in relation to its concep®:ons regarding
political work in the mass movemcnt and in party
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, organisation',

which ted them to proclaim that,

'Bach organisation of the ¥FI musi, as from now, draw up
an adequate concrcte plan and passionately and persever-
ingly guide all of the membership's daily activity
towards the factories.'

But the drafters were absolutely unable, despite the superabundant use
of the adjective 'concrete', to bring any sort of concrete reply to the
probvlem posed - such as understanding that the principal movement of the
masses would necessarily pass through the 'traditional' organisations.
They resorted to voluntarism, i.e. objectivism according to the
syllogism worthy of the supporters of the 'cultural revolution'; the
epoch is revolutionary - to win we must have faith in the revolution,

to bring the FI into the leadership of the masses we must believe that
it is inevitable, we must have faith (and fundamentally that suffices).

'Untiring struggle!

'That means that in the first place a new conception of their
activity must impregnate all the members of the FI and that
an unlimited faith must animate them and convince them of the
huge possibilities of work which are opening before them and
which will fundamentally transform the physiognomy,rtythm

and tasks of the present sections. The task of creating
immediately the psychological climate and mentality appro-
priate to the character of the revolutionary epoch now
opening up is of prime importance ... Twenty yecars of struggle
of the Bolshevik-Leninists must tomorrow lead to placing
the FI at the head of the gigantic revolutionary uprising of
the masses. But this process will in no way be automatic.

It will be determined entirely, right up to the last moment,
by our conscious and untiring struggle to be, at each step,
equal to events and new tasks'!

(Theses of the Buropean Conference, Februairy 1944, on the
liquidation of the Becond Imperialist War and the
Revolutionary Upswing)

The Key

Let us quote another naive phrase which ends a discussion article of
that period on 'The crisis of revolutionary leadership, the single cause
of the defeats of the world revolution (FI Nos. 8/10. June/August 1944)
- 'The key to the historical process is in our hands'. But of course
we are tempted to say that the problem was that, at the time, not one
Trotskyist had a clear idea about how to use this key, nor even where
to find the lock. To rose the problem of building the narty and the
International was first of all to understand that the Trotskyist orga-
nisations at that timc, notably .the French, werc not pariies, bub only
organisations which, féght on the basis ¢l thie Prugramue for build-
ing such parties - and the same thing was true on a world scale. It
meant also assimilating what Trotsky had written in 1935.

'The T will not suffer in its ranks mechanical "nonolothism"
On the ccntrary one of its most important taks is to
regenerate on a new and higher historical plane 'the
revolutionary democracy c¢f the proletarian vanguard'.

The Bolshevik~Leninists consider themselves as a

faction of the International that is being built. They

are completely ready to work hand in hand with other

truly revolutionary factions. But they categorically
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refuse to adapt their policy o +he psychology of
opportunist cliques and to renounce their own banner!

(Writings 35/6 p.48)

And at that time, we repeat, nobody understood it. Could it have been
otherwise or was it the inescapable product of historical conditions?
We will not go into this question which we consider to be quite arti-
ficial. To work out politics in the past conditional tense isg a rather
vain exercise. The fact is that several years passed before the
Trotskyists, leaving behind them the old simplistic and implicit thesis
'We are the revolutionary leadership,. History wishes it. We must
simply persevere' could at length say 'We are not the revolutionary
leadership but we do have the programme necessary to build it, We are
the organisation which expresses anqd carries this pProgramme,
through this organisation that the construction of the re
party and International passes; sov it remains to define the concrete
terms, as a function of intervention in the class struggle on the basis

of the programme, the transitional forms of organisation towards the
party and the International!',

volationary

Collapse of traditional organisations

In 1944 that was the problem that Trotskyists could not even pose
correctly. When they raised the quescion of 'workers' groups' which
were to be such transitional forms of organisation towards the party
(for more details see pr.37/38 'Lessons of our History!'), they saw them
as the embryo of soviets and they epposed the 'workers' front! to the
'nnitod freot' {Pisolulion of the strutegy of the Luropean sections of
the FI in workers' struggle - point 1C), definsad in a purely formagl
manner because the traditional organisations were sron :
and give way to soviets.

L T
Soing by culiapse

'"The workers' front expresses the necessity of un
labouring masses on a factory basis against the exploiters
and imperialist oppression ... The weakening of the control
¢l the old peclitical and trade union organisations over the
working class facilitates the way for the direct organi -~
sations of workers within autonomous organisms,

of the workers' front drives towards such organisati
& . ion., It

iting the

Stalinist or reformist organisations which in the past nhave

piayed a considerable role in lulling and paralysing the

working class and heading it away from revolutionary struggle,

It also opens up the road to soviets ... When ever expedicnt

members of the FI approach the parties claiming to represent

the working class for the joint organization of workers into groups,
factory committees or any other direct Organisation of the

workers, In particular they approach members ang factory cells

¢f the Cownmunist rarties in order to show the members of these |

parties that the splitters of the working class are not the |

Bolshevik-Leninists who want to unite i !

- : t against its class
enemy, but the Stalinists and reformist leaders who want to

\
United Front - a mancuevre to 'expose’

The United Front is thus conceivad not as the fundamental strategy for
the mobilisation of the class as a class with i+g orginisations bat as
a gimple¢ manouevre to expose the traditional leaders

ships, whose control
of the masses is in any case, in the pro:cess of disinte gration with
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moyeuvey g very cleanr lofhist 4dea of viic.united front from below which
can be axpntainad ()T’z':.’ ]T‘Y Lises AN

poreoahioon O g :Wb%),K.e'l—].ing" of the
traditional organisations,

We know how historyv breated those illusions.
masses paszad - and cos

.

orzenisations, in pare:

s

The mebilisation of the

bid rot do othorwise - hrough the vraditicral
cular the trades unions, by means of which the
working class constitutes itself as a class; and essentially, the
Trotskyists remained outside them,

Let us now pass on to some four years latar to the Second Worla
Congress (1948) where these same positiouns are reaffirmed - with one
important differenco. What was naively attr;buted to inexperience,
tan act of faith' as the texts we hsove quoted themselves say, becomes

a hierarchical ossificatiun. Histnry hag not recognised
the I'T as the revolutionary leadershaip? So - history is wrong, It is
not of course said in such termus but %njunctions are issued and,
firstly, the Communist Interncstional is mimicked; &vary May lst g
manifesto is solemrly addrcssed to the workers of the wowla,
rencat, fovm=1ly covrect. hivk L34 -,

Cunvlete content winich intrudes
iiico no activity; cerresponds to no line of intervention i

: _ n the class
struggle of this 'world lcadership of the rroletariat:
hd DO

wWe

Yes 'world'! Vhereas Trotsly kad in the statutes adonted in 19368 -.iven

o ) o, o . . P - § 3 [ i -
a name correspording to reeslity 'iﬂ?ﬁrﬁd010ua1 COerTenQe’, the suvreme
instance of the FI, The Tabhlo-Germain-IFrark F

B I could not even re happy
with a 'world congress', They wenv so fur as to retpes '

P ,‘ o - "wectively revise
lie name o e ay?Y sounuing Confe.cace in eracy to calj] the 'Sccond
World Conferunco’ some fen years lot-n g, wirlch was to he 'tha meand
' : + : RN - ‘ L
representative beld nn +n tha pracen+ Yol worad frotskyvist
internaiional assembly - a sacramenta? formala used rel

moveiwent !
igiously there-

]

after at eacn 'Worlid Congress',

Academicism
And if the general political avalysié remained,
correct it was to turn increasingly into

intemporal title of the 'ge2neral politic
S5itunation and the Tasks of the FI

a5 we say, formally
academiod s, Symbolised by the

. Qs resOlution'; 'The World
» WHere we read,

'In the countries of Western Europe,
and 1it2ly vhere polorvisation is moot

S

barticulariy ip France

. v aneed unag the

reactionary threat most precise, cur ssctiang Lave the duty

. A s N - . : 2 the

to incsist on the nece?s1ty of whe uPlvy Gf action v

united front of all the forces of the WOTrki e class op the
: ~ - . 13 M ] 2 4.‘

basis of a pregramme linking POliticy ]

the economie ana

! - + 1 e .

demands of th@ maseas to the slogans cof Workeys sontrol
miiitin ard tia veorlarst o023

o Deneddivs ' governmany Tney
nmust tirelessly advocaile the feirmaticn of Wited foep4
committees in the factecriecs, trades unions, wWorkesqt
districts and villazges which will become organs of Propara~
tien and leadership for the strucgles of the whole w0rkin9
class end other exploited lavers in defence against Lhé \g
economic and pcolitical offensive of tie bcurgeoisie and jin
preparation for a counter attack oriented towards g EOVa -
ment of the united front taking Dower, They must consiant vy
advocate an esxtension and ceo-cedination of the S*ruggles,
and denovunce tlhe tiaeditional leadsrships who oppose thig o
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‘Iogist |, Denounce!

'In.sist' ’ 'tirel ess| Y AV oot 8 ; Tdanwunee! s
on vhe literary plaiie - at best,
this resolution realfirms +he dogma ; 'since the FI is the world pacty
it must he the revointionary le

1 aderahin oF
crougn just to give proof of

all that is clear ramains
Provagancdist., And the conciusions of

the proletapiat, It is

'more resolution' ang 'more firmness'!',

'In a genevral way the principls tasic of
period comnsicdered as a world Pavtv is ta

S

the FI in the nresent

2rwol wita prealer
CUEUEIMLLIACIVN Clear 1 vhe past in the mass mevements of tha
capitalist countries and “he colonicl count

vies, in ovder to
bring forward the roeveiuticoney socialist sc.

neeessary than cover ., In this Sense the wI
kT its rolie as tre loaicrs

]

uticns noy more
a0

4 Cearr and ot

T and vith the bhanevi+

EETR) revolutionqrv DO -
¢

adr

5, 1te i

experiense
< ey K] . . o~
S groving inf

mREnes, 80 the masses with more
resolution, more firmness and

more politicgl clarity %

an
ever,!

Ultimatum to history

This time we repeat objectivist voluntarism has stripped off all naivevy
to address a soiemn ultiratum to histiory, .

History of course rejected
sufficient ‘'resolution' and 'firamess! (i? not
of the Trotskyists., The time was not so f
seek elsewhere for recognition ns a re
substitute for the task of buildin of the revoiution
and its national sections, a task which troved teo heavy for it -
firstly the Yugoslav CF which split with lMoscow
still witbout having to rcvise the Maryial program@e; then from August/
September 1950, at the beginning of tre orean war, throwing overteard
the cut-of-date programme, that Promisserv nnte that hi o
to honenr din the merson of Fablo-Geraa

it; and so the Tault will te the lacim of

'political clarity!'!)
ar of'f whon the L was to
volutionary ltadership, and a
& the worly vartv

in-raony,

story had refused



POLITICAL “UREAU RISOLUTION ABRIL 7 1974
ORGANISATION COMMUNIGTE IUTERITATIONALISTE

he death of Fompidou is a major political event. Thoough the person
of Pompidou is only of secondary imporitance. ITut once again the
iecescary develomwents fullill thimselves through contirsent events.,
We have to consider and analyse tiie prcefound causes that have made this
event, in itself secondary, a major political eveat.

1., The ©2flnre of Gaulliste

me .,

~

[he 'Wo' in the 1968 Referendum was the death sentence of the Fifth
Republic. The application of this demth sentence was delaysd for many
yzars. The political regime set un» by De Gaulle at least in its
structure and its form, was maintained. The Presidert of the Republic
still holds the power in his hands., Although the parliament had not
lost all its functions and imporftance, it remains devrived of the right
to form governments and contrcl them. The UDR, a 10th of December
association of our times, rcmains the custodian of the State., It
occupies almost all the positicns and distritutes all the privilegas
and spoils, The differert factions fignt Tor the diffcrent positions.
“hie political systew wes maintained in place becravse the bourgscoisie
had 1o cther solution that it could impose in colic bleced., This roecsime
nas survivoed thanks o the political leadershirs of the workine cinss
oigraisetiions,  an particulor the French Comrunist Terty did everything
to buttress the Fompidou-Chaban and Fompidou-Messmer governments of thre
morilun Jth Republic. The political leaderships of the working class
organisations did everything in their power to set up political road
blocks before the working class to stop it from opening up its own
political road. This policy was materialised as much in the class
struggle of strikes and movements as in electoral campaigns., ~Though
the unity for the 'No' had brought down De Gaulle, immediately after
the Socialist party and the French Communist Farty broke it up: they
opposed each others candidates in the Fresidential elections of 1969;
in the second round the only candidates left against each other
Fompidou and Poher. The working ciass was once more eliminatcod
the political scene. In the April 1973 referendum on Europe the
wocialist Farty abstained; only the Frencihh Communist Party called to
vote against. In the 1973 legislative eiections Marchais and Mitterand
were leading a dialogue with Fompidou; they guaranteced him the main-
tenance of the 5th Republic and even proitised him that he would remain
president if 'the left' became the new majority., DMore, Georges Marchais
just on the very eve of Pompidou's death declared that the united left
would respect the legal and constitutional delavs to forward its
candidacy on a basis of a majority vote; in other words that it would
wait until the 1976 elections. Tefcre the present elections, the only
task was to impose on the Fompidou-Messmer goverament oniy immnediately
applicable measures for the present government. The struggle of the
working class was subordinated to this gpolicy.

were
faom

This is how the decaying bonapartist regime although condemned to death
survived even under the general framework of deepening social, economic |
and political crisis which however, still remained within certain
limits. The political power >f the FCP did not stop the political
power of dying bonapartism from gathering pace. It did however stop
the working class from advancing its own solutions and buttressed the
present political system. This lasted for some time, but could not
last forever.
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2. The Causes of De Gaulle's Failure

The death sentence of De Gaullc bonapartism is also the death of
bonapartism as a solution for the bourgeoisie: -n other words, the
destruction of the independence of the working class, integration of
the trade unions into the bourgeocis State, which would have amounted to
a destruction of the labour movement,'including its trade unions as
well as its parties, the ending of democratic vrights., The road of this
failure is marked by the 1963 miners® strike, the ferments and movements
that opened the road to the Géneral Gtrike of 1968, and the unity of
the unions and working class parties, that called Jointly to vote 'o!
in the referendum of April 1969. To domesticate and break the working
class this was the categorical imperative for a prolicy whose aim was to
attempt to restore the authority of the state, restructure French
capitalism, so that it could face international competition under
better conditions, and preserve the position of French imperialism
internationally.

The causes of this failure must be recalled. De Gaulle represented a
bonapartism of a specific type. In 1468 his personality imposed itself
upon all the different factions of the bourgeoisie as the saviour of
the State which was breaking down. FHe became the arbitrator of the
different factions of the bourgeoisie, and also, a rampart against the
proletariat. We underline once more that bonapartism is a regime of
crisis. The political form of bourgeois domination, most akin to
periods of stability is parliamentarianism. 32ut De Gaulle was faced
with unsurmountable contradictions.

As an incarnation of the state, he had to break up a part of the state
apparatus, officers, high administrators, police forces. Ee had to
force a whole wing of the bourgeoisie inte line, in particular a whole
wing directly linked with colonialism, to allow the general interosts
of capitalism, represented by the state to prevail. De Gaulle set
himself up as an arbitrator above the bourgeois class and he had to
rely on the working class organisations to attempt to break the
resistance of wings of the bourgeois class and parts of the state
apparatus. In the April 1961 putch General De Gaulle agein leaned on
the working class movement and a strike was called at the time the
'Strike of the Generszl', In Karch 1962, once more, he resorted to a
referendum to have the Evian Agreements approved and carried out. ior
all this he needed the support of the leaders of the SE and fCF and
the trade unions whose leaders had called to vote 'ves'! at the referendum,
Gaullist bonapartism had for its principal task to destroy the working
class movement. During four vears he had to leave it standing to make
use of it, to tolerate its parties, to respect the nrinciples of demo-
cratic liberties. '"Time in politics is one of the most precious
primary materials' wrote Trotsky. With its frame of organisations
untouched, the working class had sufficient time during this delay to
overcome the political defeat of 1958, which had been inflicted without
a fight. Already different movements followed by the mass protest of
12t February 1962 against the assassination by the police of demon-
strators at the Charonne metro station, attested to this recovery.
Also, as soon as the Algerian question had been solved, De Gaulle
started his offensive against the working class, parliament, the
political parties, democratic limerties and the worlting class.

in October, 1962, he decided to modify the constitution by referendum.
From now on the President of the Republic, the head of the State,

the head of the government, would have at his disposal enormous powers,
would be elected by the direct vote of the nation, as the direct
expression of the nation. The iational Assembly voted in reply to

this initiative a motion of no confidence, but De Gaulle disbanded
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tbo Assembly and kopt his govermment. In the referendum he got 2

little less than the majority of registered voters, but a largo majority
of actual voters, although the main pearkies were Oppuscd to this. In

the November elections the Union lationale de la Republique, swamped
the other parties. The political objectives that De Gaulle had
achieved show their deep significance in the order for the requisition
of the miners signed by Charles De Gaulle on the 1st March, 1963.

De Gaulle wanted to break the miners' strike and deal a decisive blow
to the labour movement and the proletariat. Integration, (that is the
destruction) of the trade unions in the state, liquidation of parties,
suppression of democratic rights would then have been a possible road
to him. The reply of the miners, their victorious strike, defeated

De Gaulle and mortally wounded bonapartism. De Gaulle nonetheless
pursued this policy even after the May-June 1968 general strike. The

April 1969 referendum was the last attempt to impose corporatism. Fart
of the bourgeoisie whose representatives were Giscard g'Estaing, Foher
etc. abandoned De Gaulle. It had become conscious that it was

impossible to break and domesticate the labour movement in the cold.

3, The attempt of Pompidou: an impossible synthesis

The bourgeoisie was incapable of finding an alternative political
system, Giscard d'Estaing and a part of the political centre who had
called to vote 'no! in the referendum supported Fempidou as a candidate
and later on, entered the government brought together by the president
on his beiug elected. The transition from De Gaulle to Pompidou was
made vossikle by the leadership of the working class parties and the
bureaucratic anparatuses of the trade unions. And this transition only
delayed the problems related to the political system.

Chabar Delmas! project of a new society was only a pale copy of De
Gaulle's 'participation!., The policy of ‘progress contracts' in attempt
ing to alter the independence of the trade unions could not attempt to
subordinate and integrate them into the state apparatus and even less
destroy them, It blocked the action of the working class. However the
constant will 1o destroy the gains of the working class was manifest

in many vefooaugd (reform of the schooling system, social security,
hospital care, etc...), all elaborated under De Gaulic as an expression
of the constant needs of the French bourgeoisie. However the working
class had the initiative in the class struggle. The important task of
the bourgeoisie was to attempt to elaborate and essablish a new
political system to replace the moribund bonapartism, Fompidou attempted
this by conciliation of degenerated bonapartism and a restored function
of parliament. For this he had to break the UDR and re-introduce as
main support and participant in government the Socialist Farty.

The first attempt was the referendum on Burope. The SF, which tradi-
tionally claims to be 'for the construction of Burope', was to be
associated to a new majority. Pompidou insisted on the difference
between the presidential majority and the parliamentary majority.
Later on of course, new elections were to sign the death of the UDR
and to find also a new parliamentary majority. The adoption of this
orientation for the SF leadership amounted to building the socialist
party on a heterogeneous if not heteroclit basis, if not to break up
the socialist party as such completely. This orientation did not
prove to be feasible. All the more so because it implied the dis-
location of the UDR; that the members of the association of the 10th
December, give up voluntarily at least some of their positions within
the state apparatus and priviliges. Furthermore it had to reconcil-
jate irreconcilable elements. — Parliamentary democracy and the
maintenance of the bonapartist heritage.

[ L R S A . o
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After this first defeat, while pursuing this dialogue with the Socialist
Farty and the Communist FParty, Pompidou found.itvnecessary to intervene
personally in an all-out electoral campaign to obtain a rarliamentary
majority on his old basis. But this did not solve the political
problems. A nostnonement was =z2l1ll that had been achieved. As souon as
April, Fompidou again attempted to broaden his majority tc the left, in
an even more overt way, taking up elements of the common programme he
preposed te reduce the presidential mandate to five Years and to align
himself thus on the duration of the parliamentary mandate. The
intention behind this project was clear. It met the 'Common Frogranme'
half way. Te try to find a new parliamentary majority with the
socialist Farty and tlms lay the basis for a political system which
would combine the characteristics of Lonapartism and parliamentarianism.
For the same reasons again this attempt failed. In CGctober Fompidou
had put off the project.

L. Acceleration of the Political Crisis

At this stage *he political system had nc other ambition than to last
up to the end of the presidential mandate. The decadent bonapartism
was to fall in 1969, #y their declarations l“archais and iHitterand
underlined the fact that they were contributing by every means in their
power to make it last, DBeonapartism was maintained as an old house
which is starting to crumble is maintained, by the sheer weight of

things acquired. The crisis was growing in depth and sneed. Within tre
majerity, the struggle was deepening between the traditional wing of
Gaullism and the Giscard wing. Inside the UDR followers of Lebré,

Chaban and others came up against the Fompidou clan., In these last
months their disagreements became public. The third Messmer government
cut Marcellin aside from the Ministry of the Interior and replaced him
vy Chirac, who replaced the principal heads of the police named by
Marcellin,

The siclin

ess of Fompidou was already feeding the electoral battle for
the success 1

ion: Chaban, Faure, Giscard d'Estaing were all preparing

themselves. The death of Fompidou brutally accelerated all these
processes. The only cement that holds them together is the holding on
to power with the privileges and spoils that go with it. The bourg:cisie

is no more capable today of defining a political alternative solution
than it was in the past; it is divided, the battle is férocious and will
become even more so, The rarliamentary majoerity has already exploded.
Chaban on one side, BEdgar Paure on the other, Giscard on a third,
without mentioning Fouchet. The explosion of bonapartism, the imple-
mentation of a long deferred death sentence, is now in full swing and
bringing intc the swirl of the crisis all the organs of the State. The
example of the linistry of the Interior is sigrnificant; the movement

of the Frefects has been brutally stopped, it is difficult to predict
the cutcome of the elections. The rottenness and corruption of the
regime, that have already besmirched the regime, will soon come out in
the open. The political situation in France has become a subject for
concern in all the bourgecis governments and parasitic bureaucracies.
The 5th Republic has no more breath; the moment of execution is nigh.

5. The French Political Crisis and the World Crisis

The French pclitical crisis cannot be isolated from the crisis of the
wiole of the politvical, economical and social relations that is

develcping on a world scale and in particular in Burope. The political

crisis in France has been an early forerunner of the accentuaticn of
the contradictions that have led to the dislocation of the world
markets. This has stemmed from the failure of the benapartist regime
of Gaullism, itself a regime of crisis. ~ut it cannot be analysed
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in its development independently from this, which we have called the
beginning of a big turn, The French bourgeoisie is one of the

melting pots of contradictions: economic war, the pressure of American
imperialism, have a hard echo on the bourgecisie. Inflation becomes
uncontrollable, the floating franc while contributing towards and
experiencing the dislocation of the world market, means that at the
same time the French govermment is expecting capital to flee, this

has already begun, and an unprecendented diseguilibrium of trade and
financial balances, aad the government is attempting to leep the
maximam amecunt of exchange reserves,

The objective movement of capitalist economy is headed towards crisis,
to a dislocation of world markets, relationships, production.

and e.zchange; it is becoming uncontrcllable and flooding the capitalist
governments and forcing itself upon them. The crisis is threateneing
the workers' gains, purchasing pcwer and right of emmloyment. It
threatens the petty bourgeoisie, and even importent layers of

capital; the breaking up of the Common Market has started. it h.
endangered economic exchanges, and at the same time the politica
relationships btetween the imperialist powers are becoming more stirained.

t. The movement started by the working class

sut the vorking class cannot accept this without fighting. Taking as
starting point the class relationships established in Mav-June 1968,
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Durdn » 25! strike, bypassing the dbureavicratic cnpperatus
and t of trade union organisations was combinecd. Without
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analy this in detail, it is necessary to point to The main

features and moiments of this movement. It started on the limited
demands of a department: its dewmands were satisfied. Then, undexr the
pressure of the base, it spread to the Credit Lyonnais. Then to other
banizs. In the Tirst days, a powerful tendency was manifested for the
setting up of strike comnittees. “Jorkers believed the trade wunions
were indispensable in the stiike committees., Theydemanded that their
organisations uvnite and fought all divisive attempts. Genuine strike
committeas were not set up everywhere because of the obhstruction of
trade unicua leaders and degenerate ultra lefts. The latter attempt-
ing to always set up their own 'suwike committees' or their 'occupation
committee'. ut in the Sociédté Générale, where our comrndes managed
to take the initiative at the opportune time, a zenuine strike
cotmittee was set up, incorporating the representatives of the unions.
Aisc 2t the Sociétd Générale, at our initiative, a call for a
Central Strilze Commilttee was endersed and sent out. The trade union
apparatus stopped it from being set up.

Tha mevement ctarted by the sirike and the victory of a single

depariment’'s workerz had operned the way and all the other departments

of *he Credii 1-ronmnais flowed into it. Theyimposed unity and

engaged in general scoruggle, Only when the movement became juite

strong did tre call for the general strike at Credit Lyonnais, then in
c

Al
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i, vaoiér banking sector, imnose itself. The strikers forced from
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their trade unions - except the CCT - a call for a strike of unlimited
duration until the satisfaction of their demands was guaranteed,

The bank cleriks' Strike endangered the mechanism of the whole capitalist

systew. If only from thispoint of view, it had a political dimensiorn:
strikers were un against the concentrated form of capital, the State,
The Hoard of Directors of the bourgeoisie, the government. Furthermore

many of the tanlks are nationalised. The government representatives
manage them. Lastly, this strike was a moment in the Present movement

of the working class, which starting from limited struggles, established
the requisites of unity, and forced it upon its leaders. This movement

is thoroughly political, and is headed toward a showdown with the state, &
t.6 government

During the ban strile, the mass of strikers were constantly engaged in
a political struggle with the apparatus involving the opening un of the
breach (in the bourgeoisie and the road for workers ), forcing unitv upon
the apraratuses and having thr trade unions vlay their true functions,
facing anc defeating the government and bankers and win. The whole fight
was sumnied up in the slogan 'Tous chez Giscard! {A11 at the Giscard
Ministry), expressing this perspective to call upon the trade union
leadership, demanding that the COT call for a strike of unlimited
duratici, the centralisation of the movement, and the direct fight against
the government. The banl: workers failed to force the CUT to call a
strike of unlimited duration, and failed to impose the centralisation by
all the trade union leaderships of the strike and the demonstration at
Giscard's ministry. But the striking bank workers did force a certain
amount of unity on the trade union apparatus. The latter managed to
contain the strike ard limit the movement, but were unable to break it.

7. The death of Fomvidou accelerates the process

Fompicdou's death gives a powerful impulse to the present process. 7y

acce tavaiing the political crisis of the bourgeoisie, it precipitates

the development of the economic and financial c»isis. The bourgeoisie

is not 2 disciplined class. Cavnital will flow out, speculation wilii
accenvuate, inflation will increase still more, pushing the working class
and the exploited masses forward and accelerating the movement in which
they are already engaged. The volitical crisis will aopen up new ways

in which the masses will flow, The masses movement wiil agiravate the
political crisis to transform it into a revolutionary crisis.

8. Starting from our analysis and perspectives

To answer Snv questions posed, we must start from our analvsis and
perspective as defined at the 7th and 8th Congresses, the resclution
of February lst 1974, the text pronosed to the 19th Convention of the
oci,

The presidential elections are a component of the present class struggle
characterised by the fundamental crisis of the political regime, the
crisis of bourgeois social relationships and the masses who are starting
to move Because thev Ledtus ' to be the victims of the crisis of
capitalist society., “ie Tiaod witempt touse dwreans available to force
the united front on the werking class organisations and resolve the
problem of government.

Our interventicn is guided by the struggle for the united front of
working class corganisations with the perspective of the workers' and
peasants' government, Our central task is the constructicn of the
revolutionary party in its different components. This before, during,
and after the elections. Je start from the following: we are sure
that the masses in the framework of the presidential elections, accord-




ing to the specific conditions of this electoral campaign will, on
electoral ground, attempt to follow wup and reinforce the political
movement they have started.

9. The 1965 and 1969 Zlections

The framework of the presidential elections in 1974 is different from
that of 1965 and 19G¢., Obviously, the question of the united front
was also posed in 1965 and 1969. Two years after the 1963 miners'
strike, the conditions of the general strike were maturing. But in
1965, the anparatuses stopped the working class from expressing itself
and uniting behind the name of a - representative of a workers' party.
Let us recall the manoeuvre of the time.

The $ocialist Farty produced the candidacy of Mittammnd and the French -
Commnunist ¥Yarty rallied to it. We must not be hypnotised by the name

of a candidate, and evaluate the 1965 manoeuvre by a name: what matters
is what hittermand represented in 1665. He was the representative of a
small bhourgeois orszanisation, the 'Convention of ilepublican Institutions'
a remnant of the Democratic and Socialist Union of the Resistance, to
which rleven had belonged. To endorse Mittarand amounted to eliminating
from this arena of political struggle all political representation of
the working class. The contest was between two representatives of
bourgeecis organisations.

e .

We therefecre could not call to vote lMittermand. We should have, on the
contrary, e a campaign before the elections for the Socialist Farty
and the fronci. Communist rarty to name a common candidate, either of

the Zocialist Farty or of the French Communist Farty, or of the Trade
Union Confederations. We mistakenly did not lead this campaign, consider-
ing trat, as early as September, the problems had been settled, even
though tihe e¢lcctions were to be in November. It was a serious impedi-
ment to our policy. In any cass, we could not have called tec vote
Mittermand., To call to vote Mittearand was to participate in the expulsion
of thes worliing class from the political areana, completely occupied

by the political representatives and organisations of the bourgeoisiec.

In 1969, the presidential elections occurred after the defzat of

De Gaulle in the referendum. Under a specific form, the labour organi-
sations united to say 1o to corporatism, No to De Gaulle. The CCI
played an impertant part in the setting up of the unity of the
confederated trade urions ang workers parties, At the Confederal
Convention of ¥orce Cuvriére, we fought with success for the conventional
call for a 'ilo!' vote. The stand of Force Quvriére left no escape route
for the leaders of the CGT, of the F2il (Fédération de 1'Education
Nationale), and the workers parties, The CFDT (French Confederation

of Democratic Labour), the 35U, the Ligue Communist, Lutte Ouvriére,
decided to boucott the referendum. As soon s De Gaulle resigned the
French Communist Farty presented their own candidate, PDuclos, and the
Socialist Farty its own, Deferre. They broke up the unity, Given the
electoral law, cnly the two candidates obtaining mere votes in the firat
round being ailowed to compete in the second, they managed to allow '
that in the seconrnd round thsre was no working class candidate. COCnce
more the worlking class was chased off from the political scene. :
Krivine and Rocard warticivated in this political trick that had no
cther end than to block all perspective to the working class, to

comfort the sick bonapartist regime and leave the ground free for
Pompidou and Fohier. In the second round, only these two candidatcs
remained., We thvs correctly led the fight for a singie candidate of
+4e F% and FCF in the first round. Also we did not make a chcice
betweenn Duclos and Deferre, leaving workers the choice of voting for

one or the cther. In the second round, the working ciass could not
recognise itself in Fompidou or Foher and vote for one of them.

Y




10, 1974k - Mi tterrand As Candidate

in 1974, everything is different. On one side,
and proposes many candidates: Chaban Delmas and
then Giscard d'@staing and Fouchet. On the other side, Mitterrand. »ut
this time, Mitterrand is first secretary of the Socialist rarty, he is
supported bty the French Communis+ Party and the left radicals., TVinder
which label will he campaign? As candidate of the 'United Left', or as
he representative’ of democracy alone, without any border to the right?

the majority explodes
Zdgar M™aure first, and

It is as yet impossidble to say. Tut it is probable that he will wage his
campaign toward the right, as the earnest representative and guardian of
legality and the instituvions of the 5th Revublic. So, what should our
political line be, what should we call to wvote, what sort of campaign

should we wage? Let us specify right from the start: the CCI calls to
vote MITTERRAID.

e must first clariiy a point, DMitterrand 1974 is not Hitterrand 1965,
hitterrand has since then become the first secretary of the socialist
party, a workers' party, or more specifically (as with the French CP)
bourgeois working class party, a workers! prarty linked to the bourgeoisie,.
In 1965, he represented the bourgeoisie right from the start and directly.
Mitterrand has probably not changed his 'soul' in the meantime; his past
remains; his future, or in any case his aspirations are still to be a
statesman of capital, a defender of the society of order, of the bourgeois
state. e entered the socialist party as a bourgeois politician, the
socialist party itself is heterogeneous and even encompasses ¢ definitely
neo-corporatist tendency, the 'CERES'.

For Mitterrand, the Socialist Party is an indisvensable tool for his
volitical aims. The Socialist Party remains a workers' party and worlers
see it as such. The United Front, on the volitical rlane, is the united
front between the Socialist Party and the French Communist Farty. The
responsibility now conferred on Mitterrand as first secretary of the
socialist Party gives him his major characteristic,

Ve are unconditionally for the defeat of bourgeois candidates by a
working class cundidate in these elections as in all others. #Jhen we
called to vote for a candidate of the SP or the FCP, we did not call to
vote for his personality or his poliecy but to give a class vote: working
class parties against bourgeois parties. At this level, there is no
difference between presidential and legislative elections.

Should we, or should we not have called to vote for Mitterrand in the
last legislative elections because of his past or his future; To pose
the question is to answer it.

However Mitterrand will be the 'Union de la Gauche' candidate. He will
be supported by the left radicals and maybe even worse, he will state
positions to get support even more to the right. Is this not sufficient

reason not to call to vote for him; This line of argument is also
without basis,

The candidates of the BF and the FCF in the legislative elections, or
in other elections, are also the candidates of the 'Union de la Gauche'
and under other labels, they also benefit from the supmort of the
radical Party and otrers., In a general way they are ready to enter a

mnistry assisted by representatives of the bourgeois parties, if the
feircumstances allowed, or required it; their 'Unity of the Left! is
fvithout a border-line to the right.

ut for the working class, what does Francois Mitterrand, as candidate
fthe first secretary of the 3P, supported by the FCP mean? Although
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the left radicals call to vote for him, beyond the 'United lLett! tag,

he will be, in the eyes of the working class and the masses, the
candiate of the unitod working class organisations against the bourgeois
candidates. ,

The masses will perceive this candidate as a manifestation of the
workers' united front opening up a new political perspective. Could
the operation of 1965, in the name of the 'Union de la Gauche' for
instance, by the elimination of Mitterrand and the putting forward of a
candidate velonging to. the left radicals, be renewed and under what
form? If the working class parties were supporting a laft radical
candicdate, for instance, we could not call to vote for him, even if
workers had illusions in him: but precisely, #itterrand has had to
enter the 5F, and by a trick, like in 1965, to come out as a candidate
of beurgeois organizations has become imnossible. The workers, the
masses want a candidate of a working class party. Cin the other hand,
workers do not see any impediment in radicals or others supvorting the
candidate of the working class parties.

We must come bacli on “he question of the common programme for government,
Its content is bourgeois. Quite aside of a formally inccherent content,
this programme is preparing to resort to an eventual Fopular Front gov-
ernment, to face up to the political crisis of the regime, that would
Lead inte a revolutionary crisis. Can one vote for the candidate of
the cuomaon pregramme line. Is this not voting for the commuon programme?
Th.s ~.c."lon boils down to the following: a call for a vote for the
working viass party candidate is not the acceptance of his policy nor
that of nis w»wrsy. TFor dnstance, Trotsky condenned the ¥CUl signing of
a Zopaiar S1sat agreement but he was totally in agreement with the call
ko voite 0% o Swenien CF, or for that matter for all working class

s ohiat slgned the Fopular Front agreement, and carpaigned on

its iiuie .

o beiieve otherwise would be to attribute a privileged function to

be they presidential, or Electoral campaigns, i.e. to vote
~t pelitical act; it remains however only an sspect of our
cowion.  To bLelieve otherwise is to partake in parliamentary
; cirsdst illusions., And the slogan; 'We are ready ©o vote for
Mitverrand . if he breaks away from the common progr=mnme'! would be to
askh him to zdopt our own policy. Obviously, this is not'what is called
of us tc Jdo c¢r the level of elections. i/hy not then directly cali not
to vote ior wniwm: For it is obvious that he will not adopt our policy
and our prograwae., {he same is generally true everytime we call to
vete SP ow FCP in a legislative election. :

v e

“ow we call to vote Mitterrand

11, Jhy and

We call to vote HMitterrand -~ in the name of our nclicy - kbecause we

are for th= united workers' front and he is the candidate of the working
class parties. %e do not denounce the fact that the 'left radicals'
support him aud call Yo vote for him; this would have no meaning; but

we condemn the 'commecn programme', the defence of the 5th Republic.

We are unconditicnally for the defeat of the bourgeois candidates,
unconditionally for the maximum vote for the working class parties., e
are unconditionolly for the victory of the Socialist Yarty First
Secretary, the candidate cf the SP and ¥Cr, even if he is supported by
the left radicals, and even if he claims to support the 'Common
Progrzmme'. ¢ are unconditionally for a president of the republic
being a leader of a working class party. This, not because of his
pciicy, but because of the road it can open to the working class; in
the same way we are for a 4P /FCF government without any capitalist
ministers, unconditionally. “ecause, as such, it is a defeat for the
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bourgeoisie. In other words, we de not put any conditions related to o
programme to vote Kitterrand, or to fight for a 3% /FCP government
without capitalist ministers. Let us stress this point once more: the
victory of Fitterrand would be a defeat for 'l'Union de la Gauche ',

This statement is not a paradox. The aim of the 'Union de la Gauche'

is to paralyse the working class to shut out any governmental perspective.,
hitterrand's victory would pose the question of a 3F/FCP government,
without bourgeois ministers,immediately. The latter would give the
demand to break with the bourgeoisie an immediate relevance and would
set from the start a political fight on this fundamental theme,

During the electonral campaign, we will develop our policy and our _
Programme. VWhat can and wust the Fresident of the Republic, Mitterrand
do, if he is elected? Immediately give the power to a SF and FCF

government without capitalist ministers, and relying on thesupport of

the masses, Ve say, the common programme goes directly against this.
Yhat must a SP/FCEF government without capitalist ministers do? We shali
elaborate the workers' and peasants' government, we do not guarantes 1
that the S%/FCF government will be that govermment, no more than we

vouch for liitterrand's policies. This is the method to put to the fore

the demands of the masses and extract them from their illusions by
expressing them outright, in contact with the concrete political reality,

12, Mitterrand Candidate, The United Jorlzers' Pront and
The “Jorkers' and Feasants' Government

Within this political analysis, we must specify the significance of
Mitterrand being a candidate. He is one of the last trumps of a bour-
geoisie without a pclitical solution for ths crisis of the regime,
Confronted with the crisis of ali the social relationships of +the
bourgeois society and faced withh the deepening of the movement of the
masses, the bourgeoisie is not united. But, hopes not to bave
te use the ultimate solution of itterrand, The victory of Mitterrand
would create a chaotic political situation which would aggravate
bourgecis social relationships. This victory would be an e
element for the mobilisation of the masses. And the rotten fremework

of the 5th Republic would break up without a stable political frameworlk
having been set up in its place at short notice., It would be the signal
for an intense class struggle. But let us state once more, bonapartism
is a crisis regime, but popular front solutions are crisis sclutions
matured to euplosion point. That is, wher the masses want to impose

the unity of their organisations and set forth into acticn for a

The Popular Front is
geois society and its state in answer
and its aspirations for a governnent of its
own. The popular front is the last resource of the bourgeoisie faced
with the revolutionary upsurge of the nmasses. Only the OCX (and
Hitterrand by his own personal ambition) are actually for the victory
of Mitterrand that would open up this rcad. The bourgeoisie and the
apparatus will do and continue doing everything possible to avoid this.

xtraordinary

sut it was not possible to avoid litterrang being a candidate.,
Mitterrand wouid have had to have disappeared as a politician. It was
not possible to impose a division again; the FCP might have arrived

at the head of all the working class parties had this been so. An
unprecedented political crisis would have broken upx the Socialist rarty
and run through the 5CF. Although the bourgeoisie is trying to avnid
the Fopular Front, it must kKeep these trumps in reserve. The victory
of Iitterrand is not excluded. The factions of the najority are pitted
olitical adventurers, with only thazir
a feature of “onapartism - on the other

sordid interests at stake -
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hand the dynamics of unity is not a vain slogan; it can also pull into
the movement part of the petty bourgeoisie disgusted with the crisis
and the adventurist factions of gaullism aspiring to power for their
own benefit.

Our position is not determined by this possibility. In any case under -~
existing circumstances, Mittexrrand will already contribute to the
mobilisation of the masses on a political plane and precipitate the
break up of bonapartism and pose the question of workers' government in
answer to the political, social and economlo crisis of the capitalist
regime.

13. Against ¥rivine and Arlette laguiller

We will fight against the candidacy of Xrivine and Arlette Laguiller.
These two candidates are against the united workers' front and without

principle. Neither one nor the other have government perspectives for
the labour movement. Rouge and ¥rivine put forward confusionist
reactionary slogans: a constitution relying on God '~ knows what

workers' revolutionary councils (the slogan of the social democrats

- 4in 1918-1919% in Germany) for a national constituent assembly to
which the workers' council, in existence, would have been subordinated.
The significance of these candidates is given by their attempts to get
Fiaget to become the united candidate of the 'extremec left'., As we know
Piaget is of the FS5U, a religious man, a neo-corporatist who has led the
Lip workers to accept the laying off of most of them and for the rest :
the liguidation of all major gains, an agreement that no other even }
conservative and reactionary leader in the working class movement would
have signed. These are diversion candidates against the United Front
and alsc¢ campaigns to discredit Trotskyism and ones which set themselves
up against the building of the revolutionary party.

14, Batisfaction of Working Class Demands

The position of the OCI in these elections to call for a Mitterrand vote
is nct the whole of our policy. Class struggle will resume its classical
forms and gvounds. As soon as Fompidou had died, the theme of national
unity camne up onze more to re-establish 'social neace' ... To obtain a
climate of social serenity as Seguy, dergeron, Maire state in the trade
union confederations declarations on this matter. The bosses are afraid
that struggles in this acute political crisis, with thein major;ty
dislocated, and the government too, being without perspectives, in the
period of elections might force them to give in to demands, as it is
impossible to keep on with what was purported to be an incomes policy.
Aiready the bankers have been led to pull back all along the line to

get the bank clerls back to work, this, in spite of the fact that the
leaders of the CGT and others broke up the strilie bank by bank

(cr. Informations Ouvrieres). To the public employees the government
have conceded 2.25% in April. 1In the 'Informations Ouvrieres' issue

€51 editorial we specified that the demands remained. It recalled that
the sritish lMiners had pursued their general strike during the elections,
and that Heath was beaten under these specific conditions. Our
position is simple and clear. The class struggle develops on all
grounds: strikes, demonstrations and elections., The working class

knows by experience that in elections it is possible to win something.
The price hike will not be stopped. On the other hand the bank clerks'
gains will have a stimulating effect; we have to popularise these

gains. The trade union apparatus will do everything in their power

to impose social peace for thesake of 'doing everything possible' to
obtain the victory of the so-called candidate of 'popular unity'

The CCI stands for the united workers' front. The mobilisation of the
working class is paramount, The elections are in this line a means of
political mobilisation, to be used to bring about this mobilisation.
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Tactically we do not call for a strike now. Je dc not even talk about

a strilte as an immediate prospect. ' “ut we state that the

denands rnust ke satisfied immediately. This refers to demands on

categories of wages and all others. ut obviously the Fontanet reform |

is postponed, and there can te no general movement for the law not to
pass. (n the otler hand the supression of established posts, the change
of mosts, auxiliaries, are problems that remain even during the
elections. “e rmst asl: that these problems be solved: there must e no
supression of pecsts, no changes of posts, and the people must get the
tenure for their jobs.

i5. iZnact our TFeclicy and uild the CCI

As was previously said the co-ordinaticn of public employees will meet
on 1lth April. e will regroup the teachers, the high school teachers
within the Tranmeworis of their comnittee: everywhere where militants
fight for the unity of the trade uvnions and the satisfactiocn of their
demands these groups nust be called to meet. The orientatior. to be
implemented is defined in the present texzt. e murt call the different
political groups to meet and ~uild new ones. Je must asscciate them
with our political campaign {irncluding our fight to vote Litterrand)

for the united worlkers' front and we must associate this with the building
of the revoiutionary party. In the ccming weells of intense political
activity coriing up we nust agitate on cur orientation. Tn every

region, puplic, political meetings must be organised. A debate meeting
will he held on 20th Arril to centralise our forces; another on 3rd May.
“n this situation we must extend the cales cof 'Informations Cuvrieres'.
the nreparation of the convention of the youthh as defined in the youth
orientaticn cof our last Central Committee
meeting. A Firnarcial campaign must allow us to collect 5 million old
francs; a breaidown will Le giver in a few days. Xy and during this
activity we will prepare the co-ordination of »nolitical cermittee grouns
on 1llth lay.

To sur up we have entered a neriod of intense political activity

iritiated -y the dislocation of dying bhonapartism, and the masses

setting themsalves in novement. Zverything is Hossitle and at a

rhvthm of class strugsle that escaves our control. Tollcwing the elections
e do not Mnow what will happen and at what speed; things may become
sluggish or accelerate. lLitterrand may be elected or he may neot. In
thie case that he were we cannot even exclude an attemnt, at a coup
d'tat by an adventurist clan of the ocld majority. Te cannot even
exxclude that without waiting for the results of the second round; the
moverient ¢f the masses accelerates and grows. The line of the (CX
stems from the previous texts. Circumstances have ofter obliged us to
stay isolated. There have Leen times when 'Trotsliyists were exiles in
their own class', (to guote a famaus saying}. +t was necessary to
mnaintain the tradition of the »rogramme. Frowm now on the GCL expresses
the most imnediate asw»irations of the masses, its nolitics is directly
irserted inm the preoccupations of workers and the militants. e are
fully carnable of linking ourselves in the course of this battle to new
militants end in narticular those of the FTrencl: CF. Cur unambiguous
vosition fcr the victory of hitterrand allows us te link all these
contacts by expressing ourselves puklicly on these nositicns. To
srepare for the revolutionary crisis coning ™y building the CI: that
is the essence c¢i ocur nelicy. That is the true preparation cf the
i¢th Congreccs cof the (CII which is not separatle from aill of our
pelitical sctivity. Ancd as the Central Ccmmittee sums up in the tex
to the Congress: regions, sectors and cells must live, act and fight
politically.
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SR, ThE WRe_AlD THE_JORXILG CLASS

In the period since April pressure to back down on its election promises
has been built up on the minority Labour goverrment by the C-I, and by
its most faithful Tory spokesmen in rarliament, especially Carr and '
Hesaltine. The Labour government has been defeated on crucial votes.

At the centre of all the troukble is the rroposed nationalisation of many
major companies by rabour under Wedgewood ~enn's rministry, in line with
HZC and conference policy. Tenn himself, along with Zric Heffer, has
been singled out for special attaclz. This is generally designed to
breal professional worlers fronm Labour, to demoralise trade unionists
and to nrecipitate a General Zlection on Tory terms,

The fact that the Tory partv has not vet resolved its crisis of leadershin
brought about by eath's defeat at the hands of the miners, will only
retard, but not ston, all sections of the ruling class from uni ting

behird the anti-nationalisation campaign. Tor the various factions in |
the propertied class the question is clear - to hang onto ownership and
control of the means of production. To do this they now have to discredit
and bring down the Labour government. This reguires tact, Feath is
relying on the total inability of the reformists to nationalise heavy
industry. L« does not want an all-out clash with Lakour, on the issue

of nationalisation. This frustrates large sections of the emplovers.

There is no douvt that the Labour rarty remains dominated by the Wilson
clique which now balances between the Jenkins right wing and the Tribune
left. The rarliamentary Labour farty is not wholly behind largescale
nationalisations. luch talking is done by Wilson te try arnd obscure

the class nature of the issues at stake in the iLabour Farty Zlection
kanifesto. - ' . L ’

.~

Also on more than one occasion
the Tribunite leit has submerged principles at the behest of Jilson.

Yet these factors are secondary when compared with the major shifts in
the balance of class forces since the 1970 General Zlection. Despite

the hesitancy to adjust of both Labour and Tory parties, a profound
polarisation has ween taking nlace. The ritish working class, in common
with that of all Jurope, steps hesitantly onto the road of taking vower.
The T"ritish bosses, in common with the world bourgeoisie as a whole,
fears the strength of the working class and is trying to postpone a
generalised conflict of forces until it has rrepared the ground.

Urged on though, %y the most class conscious elements on both sides,
theTory right wing and the Labour left wing are forced to voice demands
for strong action from capitalists and trade unrionists, even when they
have no immediate means to fight for such demands. Seen as an expression
of the intentions of the working class, the words of “enn must be
defended against the Tories. Jeen as a government which workers need,

to fight the bosses, the iLabour uoverrment must be defended, and made

to fignt.

in the _.ritish working class changes in consciousness and organisation
are prepared over long periods, laying the basis for deeper and quicker
moments of class struggle. 7The periods of upheaval and intense class
struggle have been short and quick to pass. “Tithout going into detail
this has set a pattern for the working class which it will not turn out
of, however hysterical the rheturic applied to its ecars. l'otably the
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early 1890's, with 1911-13, 1922-26, 1945-51, and the present period
from 1970 to 1974, have seen giant steps forward which have left marks
on the structure and outlook of trade unions. At such times large
demands are made of the employers (1ike the right to union membership,
union recognition, guaranteed wages and hours, increased workers'
control over employment and conditions ), the advanced layers of trade
unionists have turned to the Labour Farty for an expression, at the
level of the state, in parliament. To defend themselves against the
bourgeois state the workers attempt to control it.

Usually the erstwhile lefts in the FLP have, for various reasonus, given
voice to demands for workers' controi, naticnalisation, welfare
programmes, repeal cf anti-working class laws, and the like. Yet over
the vears the workers hove learnsd to sreat wiih scepticism parliamentary
lefts, mostly of petty bcurgecis crigin. or ex-trade union bureaucrats.
in the 1919 to 1926 period and in 1911 to 1913, the class conscious
elements turned to a kind of syndicalism, to action outside of the mass
political party. They tried to 'py-pass' the obstacle of Macbhon=mid,
Henderson etc.

The bitter lesson of 1926 was that the state could not be successfully
confronted and defeated through left tiade unionism. The mistake of
the working class was duplicated in the mistake of the Socialist Labour
Farty, then the early Cr. : :

it took until the end of the second world war for the nritish working
ciass to fully recover from this bitter defeat. Then, in the 1945
Goneral Blection, it turned as never before, to seek a solution to its
problems through the Labour Farty, in Fairliament.

Social reformist programmes, OT nationalisation without workers'
manogemnsit, &5 ccsurrea then, could never remove the basis of the class
struggle, capitalism itself. The Bulletin tendency in pointing out the
relevance of reforms, have never said this. ‘“hat we do say is that
Labour Governmen’s have carried out measures which gbjectiVely prepare
the ground for real steps forward, which although they do not deliver
power into tiaa rands of the workers, weaken the ability of the bourge-
oisie to control absolutely the lives of the workers. In the 1945-51
nationalisation and welfare programme of A‘tlee there was created an
objectiva conf?égﬁ_between the forms of state ownership, gencralised
_control, plarn-iw of supply and demand, and the centent: continued
capitalist econ mic anarchy, 'rationzlisations' against the interests
of the workers, power remaining in the hands of the bourgeoisie. The
Labour reformis:s always attempt to head-off tho underlying tendency of
workers to figh; for power. Yet in order to do this they have to grant
concessions to “he working class. This is the fundamental problem for
reformicts., It is true of Benn and Feffer, it is true of Wilson and
Castle. Howeve¢:s much now W4ilson wants to operate Fhase Three, like
Heath, he is i¢rced to continually assert his desire to repeal the
Counter Inflatfon laws, 'when the moment is right'. Whenever reformists
move against ti.e working class it costs them seats in Farliament.

So long as the Labour Party is accessiole to the workers, and the trade
unions remain 4ndependent of the state, measure of nationalisation,
even in the cafe of bankrupt concerns like Court Line, cause more
problems objectively for capitalism than for the working class. This
is ABC. Remember, there is an absolute contradiction between private
property and a fully planned economy.

The 196L~7C La’our Government rarely talled, except in a general way,
of nationalisasion, or changing ruling ciass laws. The statutes
which Heatn used against the unions were largely on the books all
through this geriod. Yet not only was this present government
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returned pledging to repeal the Industrial Relations, Act the Housing
Finance Act, and the Counter Inflation Act, but to carry out certain
national nigasures and the. repeal of the Tory counter-inflation act.

Iust we remind the WRF leaders that Wilson was the same
Lalbour leader who took office in 19647 Why the change?

A process is under way in the working class which forces such changes
on Wilson. The inclusion of lefts, like Foot, Heffer, Orme, Fenn,
Allaun etc., in the government (however degenzrate they may be in real
terms) is Wilson's attempt to adapt to the pressure of the working class.
The process will go much further before any 'alternative leadership’

is sought by workers., A lot of testing of workers remains to be done.
The turn leftward started in the mid-1960's with the re-emergence of a
kind of syndicalism in the working cliass, for the first time since
befors 1926. ‘Jorkers turned to the trades unions for a way around the
backsliding of the Wilson govermment. Yet it was not a2 'turn away from

politics'. The labour majority increased in the 1966 election, bringing |

in for the first time many of the left MF's coming to prominence. A
movemnent started in the PLF. At the same moment the militant trade
unionism at first brough results: wage increases, bonus schemes, hours
reductions. The shop stewards movement came to the centre of the
struggles, emphasis shifted from older industries to car manufacturing,
chemicals, electronics. The decline of older sections induced a
militancy in sections such as toolmakers who traditionally had been able
to hive-off the historical priveleges of British imperialism. Left
union leaders, lilke Scanlon, Jones, Clive Jenkins, Tasnett, Rcberts,
emerged on the basis of this trend. The working class began to sense
a fight was coming, and tried to find leaders to match up to it. It
turned to the left reformists.

Throughout the period of the 1964-7C Labour government, the Labour
FParty itself was in decline. The Fevanite left had collapsed some years
before, only a small group of cynical Tribunites remained. Constituency
memorshin declined. Rut when Heath was elected and began his attack
on the unions, the Labour Party began to come alive., In one sense its
previous cdecline, and the exit of the Trotskyist SLL in 1964, made
things easy for lefts like 'enn, and centrists like the 'Militant' group
to grow. WJorkers and youth joined, and are joining to Build a fighting
leadership. All they find is denn and 'Militant' so they support them.
Although what is really at stake is state power, the first steps being
taken by the workers are more modest, and able to be reflected by Benn.
renn not only expresses the ideas of most militant workers, but also

now heads a new left wing in the Labour FParty, which grows week by week.

The perind of left trade uniorism, of Scanlon and Jones, has come to
an end. PFach action for wages, for welfare services, for jcb security,
now wequires a Labour government in office.

The Trotskyists - if they are to gain from the growing left wing in
the Labour Party, the forces necessary to remove Zenn, must adopt the
tactic of supporting him against the bourgeoisie when he speaks for
nationalisation, and forcing him to carry the fight further. In this
way unity in action can be forged with those workers who believe =Zenn
to be genuinely fighting in their interests.

Let us now turn to recent events.

On June 12th, a group of Tories decided to forstall any move by
Labour to introduce a nationalisation programme., They tabled a motion:
"Phat this iHfouse requests the Secretary of State for Industry to cease
his destructive attack on industry'. On the same day Eeath said,

'"The unfortunate civil servants who are compelled to work on these
plans are known in Whitehall as the Gosplan department ...'
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On June 1l4th, Carr said in Oxfordshire 'that the Governemnt is the most
extreme and doctrinaire in living memory. TIts policies and plans are
designed to lead consciously and delilgerately to a state-dominated
socialist society which would be extremely difficult to reverse!,

Also on June 1li4th Whitelaw said of Benn and Heffer, 'Their cponly
declared purpose is to make an irreversible and funrndamcntal change in
our society'. He alsc called for an immediate election. On June 24th
Lldon Gritffiths, Tory froni-benchzsir said 'Labour intends to tarn
Eritain into the most state-controlled nation in Zurope outside the
Soviet Zloc'. At the same time Aims of Industry published a pamphlet
attacking nationalisation, called 'The Ugly Face of Mr. Wedgewood Eznn'.

In a letter to 'The Times' Richard Fowell of the Institute of Directors,
wrote, 'to the cutside world the spectacle of Sritish Ministers
squabbling with Eritish industry, must b2 ..., a sorry one... Nor is

this the only sign of a dangerously divided nation. Within the political
world, the days of broad agreement between the main political parties on
matters of basic, dare I say patriotic, concern, seem to be ending -
witness the Govermnment's approach to the BEC and industrial relations'.

'One reason is that for the first time the top ranks of the Rritish
Labour Farty and trade unionism have been penetrated by men soaked in
Marxist thinking. This both widens the gulf between the political
parties themselves and also threatens the Labour FRarty with internal
disruption ...'!

Even clearer is a lead article in the July 'Business World', under the
title 'What the Fanatic Mr. Benn proposes to do to your Company and how

we can stop him', It says, 'As soon as we discovered Mr. Zenn's plan

we told businessmen they would have to fight. They hesitated - but last
weekk we printed statements by Lord Watkinson, chairman of Cadbury-Schweppes
nd BSir Val Duncan, cuhairman of Ric Tinto, telling businessmen the time

has come when tiiey must fight ror theur existence'.,

'Husinessmen mast wse their strength ... tn rrotect thoedir country from
the ambitierms of the fanatical Mr. 3enn ...! YT vou e A Jeaszyvati
oy a Lipsral m-ite wour presence felt at the Iocal headguarters “t
leadlzre of both these parties are half-hearited towards business,
5 gth into them).'

These svatementse are very clear, the raling class will not tolerate a
Labour mincrity government which attempts to bring in a sirngle measure
against their intercsts. The bosses must resume their attacks on the
standards of life of workers and in order to do this Labour must be
removed from office. In attacking Penn, they are atltacking cthe working
class movement. Benn, a left reformist, with no intention of taking
power from the bourgecisie, has come tc personify a whole tendency in
the workers' movement foir Heath Carr and the CHRI,

Every time the Tories attack Benn it is our duty to defend him. and
through him the Labour Government, and unions from their attack.

This in no way implies being 'tied to the bureaucracy' or 'to barnkrupt
reformisn' as &, Hzoalv never tires of sayiuag the Zuiletin is., Surely
the only way to really prove that Benn cannot nationalise industry
under workers' control is to put him to the test? Otherwise it is all
hot air, saying 'Benn is a traitor' ad nauseum,

This particular affair marks the turning point in the relationship
between the Labour government and the bourgeoisie. When Heath was
smashed by the miners, the Tories, in confusion and divided, were in
no pesition to stop Foot granting the miners a massive wage increase,
having just failed to form a 'patriotic coalition' with the Liberais.
Labour has been forced to concede a number of things against its will
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because of its base in the working class. These concessions and the
continuing intransigence of the workers have toughened-up the Tories,
and the Liberals ac well.

411 the forces of the class enemy are lined up against the party which
the working class voted for - Labcour.

Wilson is reneging on conference decisions, the working class wants a
clear lead from Labour that it will fight the bosses. In the absence
of such a lead it continues, like the nurses and ITALGO to struggle
against inflation. At this time, if sections of workers turn away from
Labour, even because they have been made cynical by its inaction, is it
not true this objectively helps only the Tories? The unity of the
working class, behind Labour, against the C3I must be our first
consideration., ALf we fight to strengthen this unity, on a principled
basis, then we can expect to win the leadership of leftward-moving
elements, If we objectively divide the working class ty policies which
can neither keep the Tories out of office, nor test the Labour leaders
we help only the right wing and, ultimately Heath.

A campaign must be mounted, of unconditional support for the Labour
Government, against keath and the C3I, with a demand to implement
Labour rarty Conference decisions. Such a camnaign does not contradict
the Trotslkyist Transitional Frogramme, which attempts to bridge the gap
between the objective need for socialist revolution, and the conscious-
ness and histroy of the working class, expressed through its mass
organisations. In fact, in thespecial conditions of Britain where the
working class has only ever supported one mass party, a reformist party,
where the Comintern never played a leading role, and where the struggle
for a werkers' government historically takes the form of support for
Labour; to denounce a Labour Government without offering a reai
alternative serves only to drive a wedge between the WRF and the workers
who support Labour. Workers will stringently criticise Benn and Co.,
but within a framework of support. Didn't the WRP election results
prove this? There is a world of differerce between doorstep criticism
of Jilson, and a mass turn away from Labour. Dmpirically the "TRF leaders
krow this. That's why every lead article in the ¥F moronically and
with tlhie tone of a magic incantation calls for 'an emergency recall
Labour Party Conference ...' “What a work of genius! An atteupt fiom
outside of the growing Labour Farty left wing, to galvanise it, force
it into a confrontation with the rights, Wilsonites and 'lelts',

break it from a 70-year allegiance to Labour and form a new mass party.
411 in a weekend's conference! And all to be placed on videotape.

No comrades! If Christ needed to retreat into the wilderness for LC days
to summon strength to lead the masses, the same does not apply to
Trotskyists in -ritain. The 10 years of increasing isolation from

the mass movement have not endowed the JRF leaders with any mystical
powers, In 1964 when workers turned to Labour, the SLL turned away.
Today, when Denn is under attack from the bosses the WRP will not
defend the Labour Government. If the WAF wants to break the working
class from reformism in Sritain it must first defend Labour against
Heatnh. It must attempt to account for 1C years of mistaken perspective
and re-enter the Labour Farty. It must win the best Labour Farty
members and supporters before it can win the whole class. These problems
are inescapable.

Finally, let us turn to the actual way T has handled things over the
past three months.

At the beginning of March Jack Gale in a superficial itinerary of the
1964-70 Labour Government, attempted to show it was a government whose
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only desire was to serve the bosses, which had no relationship with the
working class. Ze glossed over the significant occcasions cn which
7ilson had been forced to back down by the unions and did not reveal

at all the succeeding crises which swept over the SLL during this
period because of its self-isolation. The problem of trying to change
Labour from outside was revealed in great starlness during this period.
For Gale though, ocne or two generalitites suffice.

'It was time', he said 'to pass from protest to action, and to force

dilson's resigration, replacing th2 Lakour Party leaders with others
pledged to repeal all anti-working class measures'. Tell comrade Cale,
replace Wilson with whom? *y what process? Iiow were hundreds of

thousands of Labour Farty members 'to pass from protest to action'
under the leadership of a swall group which was not even represented in
the party? Ferhaps you were advising the centrists to pursue such a
policy. But Gale is not without his contradictions, lile all the older
rembers wino camnot quite maikke the breathtaking conceptual somersaults
performed so deftly by the newe:r journalists. On June 7th he expressed
the position of the Trotskyists over many vyears, now that of the
sulletin most conciselyv: 'Atkinson's stand (against the TEC) should be
supported and develcoped further. The 'le+*t! lif's should challenge the
right wing on every one of these retrcats from socialism. They should
va challenged bDoth in Farliament and threoughout the Labour movemcnt. '

Rt

Corpeati! dhen will the TRFP take this advice?

2re inkerent in all the other articlecc written n WE about
ity Labour government., Cne 1s that the Tories nare baﬂnv wifh
serves ac a Trojan herse ior Tory molicies, in trae workers
Lliel a swereotype plan exists for a great betrayel of tﬂe
rawe tne hands oF the Tories at the right moment. The Tories
Wi out. after alll They simply saw it necessary to have
te Tarvker discredit social democracy. For instance $. Joans
9th., 'The capitalist press will undoubtedly turn its guns on
en :t thinks it is time to destroy social democ racy and bring
: 2 dictatorial Tory regime'. What a simply pilan, with only
! 2 working class stards in the way'. Inherent in tuis
is an inwnertant link between the workers and Labocur, but is is
» developed. Jhy should workers fight to defend 'reformist class
collaborators in the wLabour leadership (who refuse to break with the
capitalist class and end the economic crisis by expropriating all
btanking and dindustry without compensation and under workers' control!
{(i.e. refuse to make a revolution?) A good guestion.
On March 6th, . Johns gives us the answer, abstractly and without
s historical reference, but correctly: '“ihile millions of workers may
express scepticism in Labour in the big working clans arcas they do come
cuv for their traditional party! Again the sulletin would like to ask
dRF members, whs do workers bome out for their traditional party'?

mayven

According to J. Gale on June 27th 'ZTvery sincere Labour Farty member
knows that the right wing of the FLF agree with the Tories on every
fundemental question and would join witil: them and the Liberals in a
coalition government ... ' 30, the working class, is faced with a
mass c¢f contradictions: whilst exprecssing 'scepticism', millions of
worlers and 'sincere Labour rarty members' 'come out for their tradi-
ticnal pavey! lnocwing 'that the right wing ... agree witih the Tories ...!
You see, comrades of the WREF this appears to Le a mess but life really
is as complicated as this, only this reality never appnears in your
practice, Dbecause the only solutions offered to the 'sincere Labour
rarty members' by CGale is 'to join with the YRF in campaigning for an
emergency conference of the Labour Farty and a General dElcction',

Jhere is the camnaign to take up the real demands of the working class,
inside the lLabour Farty?
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In no issue of JEF do the journalists lav bare the concrete way in which
workers attempt to use Labour to fight the Tories. The Labour Party is
not a group of kE's in parliamentary being manipulated by the ruling
class, it is a material apparatus, in which, with the unions, the
workers fight, yet the TRF leaders reduce the rroblem of reformism to
one of ideas, and ideas voiced only in Farliament, with the 'permission'
of the ruling class. For example, according to Gale on July Litn,

'"Yhe principle of nationalisation has won such fundamental acceptance
among the working class that subsequent Labour leaders have totally
failed to wipe it out'. [Here we are not fighting for real nationalisation
but 'the principle of nationalisation'. Over and over W: calls the
Labour government the plaything of the Tories, as if Heath consciously
decided to be defeated by the miners as a good tactical manoeuvre!

#or instance on Farch 7th, A, Mitchell said 'Millionaire merchant
banker, dupert fambro spoke for the city establishment when he said

"I do not think we will find ourselves thrown into the terrible horrors
of nationalising or pulling out of the Common liarket ... (this) is the
assured response of a ruling class which historically has the measure
of the tame reformistd".

On July 5th, 'It is now blatantly obvious that Harold Wilson and his
cabinet are completely in the pockets of the Tory Farty at Yestminster.
neath, Carr and Company openly express their sneering contempt for
these puppets, who attack the workers who voted them into office while
crawling on their 4nees before every demand of bHig business'.

50, the attacks of the bosses on Benn and nationalisation, even in
magazines intended only for managing directors, and written by other
directors, are all a cover, because, 'ihen they attack nationalisation,
the Tories know that Fenn's proposals nresent no threat at all to big
business',..! (kitchell July 1st)

Yet liitchell contradicts himself, again without seeing a material link,
in the form of the Lavbour Farty, between Benn and the workers. In an
article or June 22nd he said '3Zenn becomes the target for such vitupera-
tive criticism not because of what he says, but because of what weorkers
talke Ixdim to he saying. Unwittingly he is igniting aspirations and
feelings in the working class that go way beyond his own shallow dimensi-
ons of the class struggle. He doesn't see it, but the ruling class does
and that is why the Tories and the capitalist press are hammering him
into line'. Correct! 1Ilow, lLitchell, tell us in what form these
'aspirations and feelings in the worliing class' express themselves.

iere we reach some interesting conclusions. The YRF has some mutually
exclusive positions, yet the dominant one of the moment is a reflection
of just that anti-parliamentary syndicalism we spoke of earlier.

Tor instance, on June 22nd, 2. Bull said 'The working class is demand-
ing legislation attacking private capitalism (sic) ilson's minority
govermment cannot and will not provide it. As usual the 'lefts! in
parliament are refusing to fight. They wont force a political
confrontation(?) to compel Wilson to call an election. The political
confrontation must be forred by the mass movement'.

On June 27th Y. Johns, 'The working class should urge through their
unions that the Labour Farty legisiate such a programme'.

On July 1lst, 'When (the Tories) attack nationalisation ... their fire
is really directed against the working class and the growing movement
towards occupations as a step towards the ownership and control of
private and state-owned industry'.

,, l
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| This peculiar and thinly veiled syndicalism is a resurrection of
| that voiced by Behan, in the period 1959-60, then the SLL in 1966-69,
when ilealy's line on more than one occasion was 'General Strike to
force 7ilson to resign.' Yet it is not the militant rank and filism of
| the workers, looking for a short cut around social democracy, but the
] expression of a tragic degeneration in the Trotskyist movement. There is
| no ‘'instant' way to depose Wilson or Benn from the leadership of the
working class, and the political struggle, for political leadershinp
‘ cannot e carried out only from the unions with 'advice' being offered
Fon to members of the Labour Farty. It requires entry work of a consistent
F
D
|
|

nature. In trying to exclude Wilson, Zenn and others from their calcu-
lations, and in appeals to 'the mass movement', the WRY leadership only

sadly echo the mistale of the Stalinist 'united front from below'.

Yet a new dimension is added, by the WRF, to this error. The rank and
file mass movement, tased on the unions, with the support of 'sincere'!
iabour Farty members, is to 'force legislation' on Tilson and Benn, by
an emergency conference. The mistake here is monumental, First, in
order to force Jilson to fight for the measures called for by the 2T
nothing less than a dual power situation insociety will have to exist.
This cannot be called into being by any left tendency, however bhroadly
based, it will emerge when the objective situation produces it. wecond,
the Labour Tarty emergency conference, as seen by the WRF, is none
other than the shadow of a soviet. Unable to become a mass party, cut
off from the mass party and turning away from Marxzism itself the YRL is
seeking to 'summon up' the ghosts of history by sheer will power. l1lo

comrades, such a congress, with the powers you internd, will nct he
produced in the worlking class in Britain at this sitage, howevir auid
you campnign. You may bring the spirit of Jobling, of larx, of Lenin

tc life in a rageant, with the aid of false beards and make-up, but

you cannot force the live working class on_to your stage.

Third, a maximum programme is the only one you offer the workers, in
fact the seizure of power under other names., But this seizure of power

, is to be 'thrust upon' the reformists! The metaphysics of ° . JRF

politics are staggering. Ilot only , for the first time in history, have
a— the Trojanc built the Trojan Horse (Labour Party) for use by the Greclis
s (bourgeoisie) against them, but the puprets are to be forced to rise

against the puppet masters.

es On July 1lh4th J. Spencer: 'the capitalist system should be nationalised
without compensation and placed under workers' control'. 1llo place for
Transitional demands here! Then also surely to nationalise the whole
system requires also the natiornalisation of the police, army and clergy?

June 27th 3, Johns: '"The capitalist class will want mass unemployment
n .+. There is no pcssible answer to this threat outside of the nationali-
sation of the monopolies and the banks, the cancellation of the debt to
foreign capitalists and a state monopoly of foreign trade'.

June 21st, R, Bull, not to be outdone: 'nationalise the whole bank-
rupt economy without compensation and under worliers control'. ITot only
is this a wholesale distorion of the Lenin-Trotsl:y demand of workers'
control, which is achievable under private ownership, he actually
raises the nationalisation of the whole economy as an aid to kicking out
. the Tories! See: 'Such a programmc would invole great response and
| help rout the Tories' (sic).

in conclusion we turn to an article of Yarch 25th by A. Mitchell, in
t many ways the clearest exponent of ultra-leftism in the WRi.

'It is a lie that wabour is giving something to the working class.
Anything that the working class gets, it gets Ly fighting, by struggle
and not as a result of parliamentary debates'.
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50 the whole massive fight of the working class to break with Liberal-
ism, to build the Labour ZFarty, elect liP's to rarliament, pass laws,
has been a waste of time. The struggle for power cannot flow through
rarliament. 'hy did Lenin and Trotsky urge revolutionaries to work
in the Labour Zarty? “Jhy did the Trotslkyist movement waste its time
there for 25 yecars?

kitchell continued, 'We say that the issues facing the working class

can only be resolved in a struggle for powecr. “Thile supporting Labour's
minimum programme, we say it is totally inadequate to meet the onrushing
economic crisis'. Here we have a full-blooded return to the positions
of the harxist movement before the first four congresses of the Comintern,
before Trotsky, tefore Lenin. Illever, never, never did they, nor must we,
counterpose the programme of social democratic reforms against a more
superior 'maximum' programme. In real 1life the demands of the workers
and their relation to the leaders of the mass novement, constantly
change. wWhat does IMitchell propose to fill the gap between the 'minimum
programme' and the YRF programme with? An emergency conference? _ut

of course!

ne concludes, 'the campaign for the emergency conference must be built
up at once with resolutions to Transport House and trade union offices.'
uhere is the real intervention of the Trotskyists, where is the fight
for the Transitional Frogramme?

Comrades you have turned to an abstract, maximalist programme, which
the workers vill never support.

You wowiid howe sided with Gallagher and the Tritish ultra-lefts in the
disprba wish Lenin which produced 'Left Ting Communism!'.

You arc cadly repeating all the mistakes of Fyndman, of the Socialist
Labour Farty, of the Stalinist CFGR. You will soon be heirs not to
the heritage of Trotskyism, but that of British sectarianism.

Turn back L. ihiz struggle to rebuild the Fourth Internaticnal, to the
Transiticnal Frogramme, before a crucial mistake is made.
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4 LETTERTO THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE OF THE WRP

Comrades,

The coming general election is an important stage in the develop
ment of the political crisis which has been building up in Ritain
since the miners? strike and the conseguent election which broughi
down the Meath govermment. The leading circles of the ruling class
suffered a very serious political defeat with the removal of the
Tories. Their whole sirategy to deal with the working class was
checked, and it has since been revealed tha® they have no alternative
strategy at hand, nor indeed a firm leadershiv to carry through gny
alternative steatogy.

The Labour Party therefor came to office as a crisis govermnment.
dhlike 164 it was not seen by the dominat sections of the capitalist
class as a government that could embark on a sgeries of firm measures

against the organisd4d working class. Behinf the’ return of this Labour
government was the movement of the working class, expressed in the
miners! strike, and over a longer period, a number of powerful class
mobilisations such as the victirious moners ! strike of I972 and the
movement that secured the release of tlie Penionville Five later in

the same year. It is for these reasons, and not any inherent powers of
resistance to capitalism within the reformist apparatus, that the
ruling class has no use for the presert Iabour gocvermmen’ as a pliant
to¢l for the repression of the working clase,

%t s therefor essential, from the point of view of the wuling clacs
for Lhom to halt if possible this offensive of the working class., one
ol the progulis of which has been the return of the present Iabour
gawermet, Lo must attack both the conditions and the organisaticns
of 1he working claes in order to ‘resolve' itw own economic crisis,
which growgs deeper every day. The first step that the ruling class has
to telke zleng this rcad of a counter offensive against the working
ciags is therefor the removal of the labour government, and its repl-
acement by either a Tory government or a coalibion of capitalist
parties.

All class conscious workers, whatever their different levels of
peolitical awareness and their degree of mistrust of the Ibour
leaders, will demonstrate and make concrete their determination to
fight the ruling class and its parties by massively voting Labour
to kecp the Tories out, They will, in their millions, fight to keep
Labour in with a massive majority.

In acting and voting thus they express even if on a mainly
parliamentary plane as yet, their desimwe for a workers! government
that will implement the basic demands of the class, none of which
can be fully met within the “remework of the capitalist siale and
capitalist property relations, It is this objective movemernt of the
clags to seek its own political independence an d its own government
that we support when wa call for a Labour vote against the Tories,

What then should be the policy of the WRP at this critical juncture?
Let us recall the words of the founding document of the Marxigt
movement —~ The Communist Manifesto.

" The Communists do not form a separate party opposed to other
working class parties, They have no dnterests separate and apart
from those of the proletariat as a vhole,"

And writing some 8C yearsblater against the ultra leftist policies of
Taird Period Stalinism Trotsky declared 2sn this seme theme:

" The tactic of the united front is not something accidental and
artificial =~ a cunning manoeuvre — not at alls it originates entirely
and who*elv in the odbjective conditibns governing the development of the
prolstariat,. The words in the Communist Manifesto which state that the
communists are not opposed to the proletariat, tha.t they bave no inter-
ests separate and apart from those of the proletariat, carry with them
the meaning that the struggle of the party to win over the majority of :
the class must in no instance come into opposition with the need of the -
workers to keep unity within their fighting ranks," ("What Next")

Bearing in mind these basic Marxist principles, it would therfor
indeed be criminal on the par t of the communists if they did not
unconditiogally defend all the positions gained by the working class,




minor or major, whether that gain be the October Revolution or the most
minimal of conditions secured within the framework of capitalist prop—
erty relatioms and the capitalist state, Any further advance of the
working class is conditional upon its defence of these past gains,

That is why we of the 'RBulletin ' group are unconditionally for a
Labour victory at the coming election and for the formaiion of a ..
Labour goverrment without any coalition with the bLourgeols partiac,
and against the return of a Tory government or a capitalist part y
coalition. This means an all out fight for a masslve Labour vote and
a crushing defeat of the Tories at the next electlon, This is, we
believe, ontirely in the tradition of the principles established by
Marx and Engels, and defended against Third Perilod Staliniem by Trotsky

This does not mean the Communists should in the course of such
a struggle spead the least illusion as to what the Labouwr government
will be or can do. As a government led by reformists within the frame
work of the capitalist state and property relations it will function,
albeit imperfectly, as an agency of capitalist rule, The Iabour-
government is a bourgeols government, an imperialist government, not
a workers ! government in the sense defined by the Communist Inter -
national in its Lehinist period and the Transitional Programme of the
Pourth International: ie., a government based on th e organised
power of the working class at every level; a government that begins
to break from the fremework of capitalist domination, to shatter
the capitalist state and expropriate the property of the bourgecisle,
In making this dinstinciion between a genuine worlzers:! govermmen’ and
the government headed by reformists, a parliamentary Labour govein-
nment, we mu* 1nderstand that the former cannot be achieved runept
thrcugh the wisuggle for the latter,

We as cormunisho must share the struggle for the Iabour government
but not the illusiors of the workers who will vote for it. It is only
in and through the strugglse for a Labour govermment that we will.
educate the mosgt advanced layers of the class in the need to destroy
the capitalish state in order to implement the demends that at this
stage, the working class places upon the Labour Party.

Tt 48 in this vay that the flass will break from the illusion.
trat socialldm can he achleved through the winning of a parlisment—
ary majoriv, Lor ko Labour Party. The breek fréom reformist iilusions
g not achievel thwcugh propaganda primarily, nor through chalionging
vhe Ilabour Party on the olectoral plane, but through the mobiligatiorn
of the class in the struggle by means of its traditional organisaticns
for its own gorvernment, which it sees as a government of the Iabour
Party. The objeciire movement of the class on its own demands thus
comes into conflict with the limits established by the reformist
apparatus, and railses in the vanguard the need for a genuire workers
government. This is the method of the Transitional Programme,

Even though many of the members ol the Bulletin grouv are excluded
from the WRP, we regard this party as being the sole organisatiom
which embodies the internatiodnl continuity of Trotskyism in Britain,
It is primarily within the WEP that the forces will be assembled for

the construction of the British section of the Fourth International.
I+t is only becausc of the anti-domocrati ¢ practices of a' section of
the present leacership that we have been compelled to act, in a foraal-
sense, outside of the WRP, The aim of our faction 1s to return the WEP,
threatened with ligquidation, to the Transitional Programme, and to a
consistent orientation towgrds the traditional mass orgamisations of
the working class, including the labour party. We also stand for the
return of the WE? to the struggle for the reuuildiig of the Iurth
Internatiornal, as outlined in the resolutions adopted at the Third
Conference of the International Committee in April I966.

There are many differences and many problems which can only be
resolved through full and free discussion nationally and internation-
ally: But now we are faced with an emergency situation. In February
I974, the WRP ran nine candidates on a platforn whose central thrust

was anti-Lebour., In the case of Dumbarton Ceniral, where the WRP




candidate shored a platform with a Tory the main blew was direched
agaiinct the Communist Party, The envire exercise was conducted in
a sectaricen spirit of a campaign to -expose’ Labour, In reallty the
el resiult was to expose the WiP befors adwanced workers asg an
orgarigsationruniriuyaounter to the real movement of the clags against
the Tories, a movament which could no’ bud pags throvgh its {tradibisual
trades unicn and political organimat long, The URP elertion iirtere
vention was destrictive in a two-fold sense, Not only did it weaken
and in some regions sever the lirks of the party with the most
advanced elements of the class, who desired and were fighting for a
Labour victory. It also caused grave daiage to the WRP itself, By
trying to compete on a parliamentary plane with the main political
parties the WRP campaign liquidated the party organisations in many
arcas, Cadfes were overburdened with activity, the party's resources
strained beyond breaking point, and the memberchip politically
disoriented by being forced to fizht in a campaign that brought them
into head on collision not with the illusions of the class in reformism
but with the real struggle of the class for its own govermment,

Indeed, we ca n spy-wilth some justification that these raformlay
11lusions were shared ¥r a senticw of th~ THP leolznlilpe. Toe national
Secretary spoke in an election meeting of the possibility of the WRP's
running nd less than 500 candidates at the next election, and forming a
parllementary governmenit that would 'nip in the bud! moves towards a
military covp, Thus the WRP's sectarian oriemtation towards the ma s
movement did not preclude an opportunist attiiude towerds the central
organs of capitalist state power. Behind a torreat of the tcorporatintt
Labsur leaders was concealed an adaptaiion to the rirliamentary illusioms
of the wefcrmists,

The WIP carmot emerge from anuvther such adventure withort ite fovoes
bolig suciourly damaged and its 2licady vevioua relationship with the
vanguard of the colass further weakened. For today 1t wenld Lo uct a Lere
repitition of Februvary I974, To run & slate of ~onCilat zs L0 the nexs
election wouldl be to stak the working class in tle hack as 1t cancentratos
1ts forces, through the La%our party, for a blow against the Tories, ...
And to run candidates on anything like the scale enviraged by gyoup
national secretary would be a criminal tlow against the WRP it=elt, I
would mean fhe virtual Piiuliatisz as a Trotskyist organlsation,

Because we are unconditlonally in support of all steps 1roventing the
liguidation of ocux movement, we call upon the GC of the WRP to haltdany
moves towards the catastrophic course of standing candidatey at the next
election,

We call on tha'CC of the WRP to lead instead g campaign for a magsive
Tabour victory, to be in'the front rarnks of the working class in the
fight for such a victory, while explaining at evary stuge of the carpaign
the purpose of such an interventirn, We musgt explain why Trotelkyisty

call for a Labour vote, moking cl:ar to the working claazs that we have

no illisions in Labour being able to meet all the demands of the working
class, In such a ecampaign vhich would ts cutirely within the tradition =
of the ¥ransitionsl Programme, the WRP would Le able to demometyate in
practice *o ihe mosy advantcd werkers the purpose ard meaning of the
slogan 'Fot a Workers Goverrment!,

If this step were taken and such a campzign waged then in gpite of
all the differences, our group would unconditionally sesk your rcll o op
collatoration to take & full part in it, o

The Steering Committan
Dulletin Group
Copies to
Chairman of the Central Committes
AIL Tontral Comm’ttse memleis
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