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To  National  Committee  Membel`s   and  Or

14  Charles  Lane
New  York,   N.Y.   10014

Februal.y  13,   1978

anizers  Attendi the  Plenun

Dear  Comrades,

Enclosed  is  a  translation  of  an  intel'nal  OCI  document,
dated  January  11,   1978.

Appended  to  the  OCI  document  was  a  letteli  from  the  OCRFI
to  the  United  Secretal`iat,idated  April  27,1977.     This  is  also
enclosed  fol`  youl'  infolimation.

Towal.ds  the  end  of  the  OCI  document  there  is  a  short
quotation  from  the  Spanish  IicR.     The  IicR  statement  had  been
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translation

International  Commission  of  the  OCI

Information  Note   (No.   1)

January   11,1978

In   1973  the  Organizing  Committee   for  the   .R.e_FonTstruction
of  the  Fourth  Intemational  proposed  a  discussion  to  the  United
Secretariat,  noting  that:

"For  the  first  time  since  1952-53,  the  current  discussion

:¥c::::sana:Lt=:::a±:sq::s5::::b::E:i::::::,o:t:::eg.¥:e:n:nd
with  a  considerably  richer  international  experience  the  debate
that  led  to  the  split  in  the  Fourth  International,  which  was
proclaimed  in  1938  and  reestablished  in  1945-46."

The  Organizing  Committee  noted  thait  the  differences  that
developed  within  the  USFI  since  1969  and  which  were  crystal-
lized,   first  around  the  guerrilla  question,  as  a  revolutionary
strategy  in  Europe  [sic],  the  popular  front,  Stall,nism,  the
method  of  building  the  revolutionary  party   (differences  which
led  to  the  formation  of  the  Lenin-Trotsky  faction,  under  the
impetus  of  the  SWP)   deal  with  the  problems  that  were  at  the
origin  of  the  crisis  of  the  Fourth  International  in  1952-53.

In  1973,   opposition  by  the  majority  of  the  USFI  prevented
the  opening  of  the  discussion.     But  in  December  1976,   at  the
close  of  the  eighth  session  of  the  International  Bureau  of
the  Organizing  Committee  for  the  Reconstruction  of  the  Fourth
International   (attended  by  a  USFI  delegation)   the  USFI  pro-
posed  a  public  discussion  on  Stalinism  and  Eurocommunism.

The  f irst  documents  for  this  discussion  were  supposed
to  be  exchanged  between  the  USFI  and  OCRFI   around  the  15th
of  June.

On  April  27,   1977,   the  Organizing  Committee  wrote  the
USFI  to  confirm  its  agreement  and  to  spell  out  the  themes
that  would  be  taken  up  in  the  first  document.     The  USFI
proposed  putting  the  documents  off  until  July.     Our  document
was  drafted  by  the  end  of  June;   the  USFI  asked  that  the
joint  meeting  to  take  up  the  specifics  of  publishing  the
two  contributions  be  postponed  until  October.     Since  then,
the  USFI  has  not  contacted  the  Organizing  Committee  to  put
the  joint  decisions  into  practice.

Meanwhile,   within  the  USFI,   the  LTF  has  been  dissolved.

The  purpose  of  this  note  is  to  inform  the  comrades  of
the  problems  that  led  to  the  dissolution  of  the  LC  of
Spain.     This  occurred  following  the  dissolution  of  the  Lenin-
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Trotsky  faction,   the  faction  that  had  been  set  up  within  the
USFI  in  opposition  to  the  majority.

We  are  publishing  as  an  appendix  the  letter  sent  by
the  Organizing  Committee  for  the  Reconstruction  of  the  Fourth
International  to  the  United  Secretariat,  dated  April  27,   1977.

The  convention  of  the  American  SWP,   held  in  August,   1977,
after  hearing  the  proposals  of  the  party  leadership,   recommended
the  dissolution  of  the  tendencies  and  factions  of  the  USFI,
and  came  out  for  the  immediate  unilateral  dissolution  of
the  faction  to  which  it  belonged,   the  LTF   (Lenin-Trotsky
Faction) .

By  a  majority  vote  this  decision  was  ratified  by  the
plenary  meeting  of  the  LTF  held  after  the  SWP  convention.     A
minority   (the  representatives  of  the  I.TF  in  Spain,   France,.
Costa  Rica)   was  opposed  to  this  decision,   and  rejected  the
considerations  that  were  used  to  justify  it.

There  is  no  doubt  that  this  is  a  factor  in  the  inter-
national  discussion  for  which  we  are  fighting.

The  SWP  leadership  basically  justified  this  decision
by  asserting  that  some  disagreements  had  been  settled,
others  had  become  historical,  and,   finally,  in  relation  to"new  problems"   there  were  some   "convergences."

It  is  not  just  a  matter  of  dissolution  of  factions,
but  of  international  tendencies  as  well.     Thus,   for  the  SWP
the  disagreements  within  the  USFI  today  are  no  longer  of  a
character  to  justify olitical s  on  the  basis  of
different  positions.     In  other  wor s,  the  existing  disagree-
ments  have  been  resolved--to  the  point  that  it  `should  be
possible  to  draft  common  documents  on  the  key  questions  for
the  next  world  congress.

This  poses  quite  a  few  questions

On  the  question  of  Portugal  the  contradictory  positions
were  at  the  center  of  many  polemics  between  the  LTF  and  IMT
(International  Majority  Tendency) .     The  LTF  considered  these
to  be  differences  of  principle.    Can  one  consider  that  the
IMT  has  corrected  its  positions  on  this  point?    As  f ar  as
we  know  there  is  no  "self-criticism"  document  on  Portugal,
not  even  one  like  the  USFI  majority  "self-criticism"  on
Latin  America.     So  if  the  majority  of  the  USFI  stands  by
its  positions  on  Portugal,  does  the  SWP  consider  the  disagree-
ments  on  the  key  problems  of  the  Portugese  revolution  to  be"settled"  or  "historical"?    That  would  be  to  deny  the  prin-
cipled  character  of  the  dif ferences  and  to  consider  'that  the
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discussion  on  the  Portuguese  revolution  was  of  only  a"historical''  interest.

Can  one  consider  that  the  question  of  the  popular  front
is  losing  its  acuteness--at  a  time  when  the  development  of
the  class  struggle  is  raising  it  again  with  burning  time-
liness?

The  leaders  of  the  SWP  consider  the  modifications  that
the  USFI  has  made  in  presenting  its  orientation  as  a  change
in  the  content  of  the   ''new  vanguards"  concept.

Finally,  Barry  Sheppard,   reporting  to  the  SWP  conven-
tion  on  behalf  of  the  leadership,  asserts  the  following  in
the  section  of  his  report  dealing  with  "convergences":

"There  has  been  convergence  on  the  question  of  so-called
Eurocommunism...At  its  June  meeting  the  United  Secretariat
unanimously  decided  to  draft  a  document  on  Eurocommunism
to  submit  to  the  discussion  with  the  OCRFI.     This  document
is  to  be  based  on  Jack  Barnes'   report  adopted  by  the  SWP
National  Committee  on  April   29,   1976  and  Ernest  Mandel's
article   'Three  Facets  of  Eurocommunism. . . ' .

Six  months  later,  it  must  be  pointed  out  that  the
document  that  was  envisaged  has  not  yet  been  sent  to  the
OCRFI;   and  the  discussion  between  the  USFI  and  the  Organiz-
ing  Committee  for  the  Reconstruction  of  the  Fourth  Inter-
national  has  unfortunately  not  opened  up.

The  actual  dissolution  of  the  LTF  was  prepared  by  the
abandonment  of  the  debate  on  Europe  within  the  USFI,   and  by
the  absence  of  a  balance  sheet  of  the  counterposed  contradic-
tory  lines  on  Portugal.     It  was  preceded  by  national  reunifica-
tions  between  the  different  organizations  of  the  USFI,   such  as
in  Canada,  where  the  reunification  between  the  organization
linked  to  the  majority  and  the  one  linked  to  the  LTF  was
carried  out  without  any  discussion  of  the  international  ques-
tions ,

Let  us  not  forget  what  happened  in  1952.     The  majority
of  the  French  section  of  the  Fourth  International  was  expelled
by  the  majority  because  it  demanded  the  right  to  form  an
international  tendency,  a  right  recognized  by  the  statutes.
It  was  a  case  of  the  Pabloite  majority  at  that  time  stifling
all  discussion

In  Spain  the  period  leading  up  to  the  dissolution  of  the
LTF  was  marked  by  the  opening  of  an  accelerated  process  of
fusion  between  the  LC   (the  organization  that  was   formed  in
1972  against  the  positions  put  forth  by  the  majority)   and  the
Spanish  LCR.     This   fusion  process  took  the  form  of  a  liquida-
tion;   it  was  consummated  at  the  LC  congress,   held  in  November,
1977.
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Taken  by  itself ,   regroupment  by  way  of  fusion  between
two  organizations  standing  for  Trotskyism  could  be  a  positive
step--on  the  condition  that  it  come  about  as  the  result  of  a
genuine  discussion.     In  Spain,   not  only  was  there  no  real
discussion,   but  the  LC  congress  was  organized  by  the   "majority"
point  by  point,   so  that  after  a  parody  of  a  discussion  all
the  oppositions  were  indiscriminately  expelled--both  those
who  sought  to  abandon  the  Fourth  International  and  those
who,  because  they  stood  for  the  principles  of  the  transitional
program,  expressed  legitimate  differences   (although  the
OCI  did  not  agree  with  them  on  all  points) .

The  real  content  of  the  LTF  dissolution--of  how  it  was
prepared  and  carried  out--was  shown  by  what  happened  in
Spain;   and  the  consequences  of  the  dissolution  have  been
clarified.    What  may  have  been  presented  as  the  search  for
a  simple  organizational  compromise  has  led  to  grave  political
results ,

The  willingness  to  carry  out  the  dissolution  of  the  LC
into  the  LCR  was  based  on  a  convergence  with  the  positions
of  the  LCR.     In  itself ,   this  could  not  be  condemned--on
condition,   let  us  repeat,  that  such  a  convergence  came  about
from  real  discussions.     That  was  not  the  case.

As  we  know,   the  LC,   like  our  own  Spanish  organization,
came  out  for  a  boycott  of  the  June  15  elections.     The  SWP
condemned  this  position  and  favored  support  to  the  electoral
campaign  of  the  LCR.

It  wasn't  a  question  of  an  electoral  opportunit.y,  but
of  key  problems  of  the  course  of  the  proletarian  revolution
in  Spain:   the  character  of  the  regime;   the  question  of  the
monarchy;   the  national  question.    To  be  sure,   the  differences
over  electoral  tactics--boycott  or  participation--are
legitimate.    But  the  expulsion  of  the  Trotskyist  Faction  and
the  Internationalist  Tendency   (see  below  for  the  explanation
of  the  different  tendencies  in  the  LC)   was  carried  out  mainly
because  a  policy  was  adopted  characterizing  the  decomposing
Francoist  monarchy  as  a  constitutional  monarchy.     In  Spain,
in  effect,  just  as  in  the  first  months  of  the  Portuguese
revolution,   the  USFI  has  again  refused  to  consider  the  process
taking  place  as  one  leading  toward  a  revolutionary  crisis.

Following  Trotsky's  method,  we  have  shown   (see,   for
example,  Etienne  Laurent's  article,   "The  Final  Convulsions  of
Francoism",   in  La  Verit€,   No.   577) that  the  question  of
boycott  has  to be  decided  on  the  basis  of  "the  relationship
of  forces  at  a  given  stage  of  the  revolution"--that  is,  by
an  appreciation  of  the  fact  that  the  mass  movement  has  acquired
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sufficient  strength  so  that  the  fight  "to  bypass  Berenguer
and  his  Cortes"  corresponds  perfectly  to  developments  as  a
whole .

A  decisive  factor  in  this  appreciation  is  the  role  of  the
fight  against  national  oppression  and  for  the  independence
of  the  Basque  Country  and  Catalonia  as  a  lever  for  the  destruc-
tion  of  the  Francoist  monarchy.     This  problem  was  indissolubly
tied  to  that  of  characterizing  the .regime  as  a  Francoist
regime  in  decomposition,  whose  essential  institutions  were
maintained  through  the  monarchy  and  its  adjuncts,   such  as  the
Cortes  that  it  bestowed;   it  was  to  be  dismantled  by  the
action  of  the  masses   (the  CNS   for  example)   and  not  as  a
result  of  the  initiatives  of  an  "enlightened"  section  of
the  bourgeoisie.

Commenting  on  the  elections,   Inprecor,   the. bulletin
edited  by  the  USFI,   wrote  on  June   23,   1977S

"The  Spanish  bourgeoisie  was  compelled  to  liquidate  the
Francoist  dictatorship  step  by  step.     It  did  not  do  so  from
a  position  of  strength,  nor  because  it  had  decided  that  it
had  consolidated  its  rule  sufficiently  to  `govern  in  the
European  style'   in  the  framework  of  a  constitutional  monarchy
based  on  bourgeois  parliamentary  democracy.     On  the  contrary,
the  bourgeoisie  was  compelled  to  liquidate  this  dictatorship
under  the  pressure  of  a  mass  movement  which  was  growing,
becoming  less  and  less  controllable,   and  threatening  to
lead  to  an  explosive  situation  of  a  prerevolutionary  or
even  revolutionary  type. "

One  notices  that  the  Spanish  situation  is  characterized
as  not  being  Yprerevolutionary";   one  also  notices  that,
despite  the  note  of  caution,  it  is  the  bourgeoisie  that  is
the  subject  of  the  liquidation  of  Francoism.

It  is  understandable  that  the  same  editorial  adds  that"the  Cortes  thus  threatens  to  drift  towards  having  something
like  the  status  of  a  Constituent  Assembly,  which  is  precisely
what  the  bourgeoisie  wanted  to  avoid."

This  accepts  the  idea  that  the  Spanish  bourgeoisie
could  use  the  basic  institutions  of  Francoism  to  give  birth
to  a  bourgeois  parliamentary  regime.     Such  a  method  is  con-
tradictory  to  that  which  the  SWP  used  to  analyze  the  develop-
ment  of  the  class  struggle  in  Portugal,   to  c:haracterize-the
function  of  the  MFA,   and  to  demonstrate  that  a  revolutionary
process  had  begun,  while  for  the  majority  of  the  USFI  what
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was  occurring  was  the  "liquidation"  of  Salazarism  by  the
bourgeoisie.      (Let  us  recall  that  in  June,1974,   the  USFI
was  surprised  by  the  "rapid  and  surprising  mass  upsurge  that
is  threatening  to  transcend  the  limits  set  down  by  Spinola
and  the  bourgeoisie.")

Other  political  problems  were  posed:   that  of  the  slogan
of  the  republic  and  the  discussion  of  the  trade-union  question.
A  hasty  fusion  with  .the  Spanish  LCR,   in  which  these
questions  and  the  problems  of  the  Inte-i-riational  were  not
really  taken  up,   could  only  signify  the  LC's  abandonment  of
its  past  positions  and  the  balance  sheet  of  its  own  history,
which  was  the  history  of  a  part.of  the  whole  LTF.

A  congress  was  convened,   but  the  results  of  the  march
towards  reunification  are  illustrated  by  two  figures:  two
years  ago,  in  conditions  still  marked  by  illegality,   the  LC
numbered  some  I,500  members,   according  to  its  leadership;
but  only  about  600  members  participated  in  voting  for  the
election  of  delegates  to  the   recent  congress.    And  at  the
congress  at  least  200  members  we-re  expelled  by  the   "majority".

In  the  preceding  months,   and  in  the  preparation  of  the
congress  itself ,   four  tendencies  were  formed:   the  Marxist
Tendency   (which--openly--no  longer  stood  on  the  program  of
the  Fourth  International) ,  the  Trotskyist  Faction   (which
claimed  to  be  the  continuity. of  the  LC) ,   the  Lenin-Trotsky
tendency   (the  LTF  expression  in  Spain) ,  and  the  Internationalist
Tendency,  which  stressed  the  reconstruction  of  the  F'ourth
International  and  the  necessity  of  opening  the  discussion
with  the  Organizing  Committee.

The  congress  itself  lasted  only  two  days,   although
four  had  been  planned.     The  first  two  days  were  devoted
to  a  long  session  of  the  C.C.,  which  first  took  up  the
framework  of  the  congress.     One  of  the  princi`pal  leaders
of  the  majority   (that  is,   the  former  LTF)   went  so  far  as
to  say  that  it  was  "the  C.C.  that  constituted  the  congress."
Although  a  basic  principle  of  democratic  centralism  is  that
the  congress  is  sovereign,  it  is  the  C.C.,  in  effect,  that''establishes"  it,  that  charters  the  congress  in  some  way.
So  there  was  no  point  to  a  political  debate  on  the  fundamen-
tal  political  problems  that  we  just  mentioned;   these  had
no  place,   except  in  an  extremely  limited  way,   since  40%  of
the  members  who  had  taken  part  in  the  preparation  of  the
congress  were  no  longer  represented.

Although  the  Marxist  Tendency   (basing  itself  explicitly
on  positions  alien  to  Trotskyism)   did  not  recognize  the  con-
gress  from  the  outset  and  walked  out,  the  Trotskyist  Faction
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(which,   for  all  its  contradic`tions,   represented  a  whole
section  of  the  builders  of  the  I.C)   declared  that  it  was
ready  to  remain  inside  the  USFI,   including  within  a  united
organization  with  the  LCR,   if  it  would  be  accorded  the  right
to  f orm  a ublic  faction,  taking  account  of  the  views  that
it  held  on  the  seriousness  of  the  differences.

The  political  confrontation  crystallized  around  this
point.    It  was  around  this  point  that  the  leaders  of  the
LTF  askedthe   opinion  of  the  USFI  representative,  who,   as
it  turned  out,  was  Barry  Sheppard,   a  leading  member  of  the
SWP.

He  explained  that  the  statutes  of  the  Fourth  International
did  not  recognize  public  factions,  but  he  didn't  take  up
the  political  problems  that  had  caused  the  question  to  be
posed.

Now,   as  the  SWP  itself  recognized,   the  application  of
democratic  centralism  is  a  function  of  political  conditions,
and  not  of  juridicial  norms  abstracted  from  these  conditions.

in  the  middle  of  a  civil  war,  when  the  unity  of  the  Bolshevikarty  was  at  stake,  Lenin  recognized  the  right  of  the
Bukharin  faction  to' temporarily  publish  its  own  public  organ.
And  without  going  into  other  examples,   let  us  simply  point
out  that  from  1969  to  1977  the  SWP  acted  as  a  "public"   faction
in  the  USFI,  openly  expressing  positions  in  its  organs  that
were  contrary  to  those  of  the  intern.ational  majority  on  key
questions  like  those  of  the  Portuguese  revolution.     The  SWP
did  so  because  it  considered   (and  rightly  so,   in  our  opinion)
that  the  dif ferences  had  such  a  character  that  the  majority
positions  could  not  be  allowed  to  appear  as  the  only  ones
presented  in  the  name  of  Trotskyism.

The  content  and  the  international  dimension  of  the  liquid-
ation  of  the  LC  were  clearly  given  by  a  leader  of  the  LTF,
who  declared:

''Tho§e  who  have  not  understood  that  the  differences
with  the  LCR  took  place  within  the  same  programmatic  frame-
work  and  have  a  secondary  character  have  no  place  in  the
Fourth  International. ''

If  such  is  the  case,  how  can  one  discuss  with  those  who
are  convinced  that  there  are  pE~ogrammatic  disagreements  inside
and  outside  the  USFI.

The  practical  conclusion  is  that  there  is  no  need  for
discussion.
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The  debate  on  the  recognition  of  the  TF  as  a  public
faction  did  not  have  an  "organizational"  character,  but,   on
the  contrary,   a  profoundly  political  one.     That  was  particular-
ly  expressed  in  the  fact  that  in  the  course  of  the  discussion,
the  main  leaders  of  the  LTF  renounced  the  political  positions
that  their  past  political  activity  had  been  based  upon   (boycott,
characterization  of  the  Cortes,  understanding  the  fact  that
the  ''workers  commissions"  were  only  a  political  instrument
of  the  Stalinist  apparatus  and  that  the  rebuilding  of  trade-
union  movements  independent  of  the  state  would  take  place
through  the  traditional  federations  of  the  Spanish  workers
movement,   the   UGT   and   the   CNT.)

To  clarify  the  latter  point,  it  is  useful  to  point  out
what  the  positions  of  the  LCR  are  on  the  basic  questions  fac-
ing  t.he  working  class.     These  are,   after  all,  the  positions
of  the  united  organization.

The  workers,  despite  the  leadership  obstacle  they  con-
front,  particularly  the  Stalinist  leadership  of  the  CP,
are  involved  in  struggle  against  the  Moncloa  pact.     Mean-
while  the  PB  of  the  LCR  declares  among  other  things:

"A work®ri bloc mu.t b® form.d fn lh. Cort.. to flgh.

again* all  th. pollllcol  and conctllutio"]l  proiecr. Of lh®
bouroeolsi®,  to d.mend a rof®r®ndum on lh. fom of gov-
ernment,  and,  fn lhl. from.work and along with all  th.
worker. and peopl®'I organizatlom,  fo call  for a vote for
lh. r.public.    It must demand lh. r.cognilion  fn the con-
•tifullon of th. rlght of self-d®fomination of rationoliti®s,
lh. right of autonomy for the  reglon.,  the  rocognizcd
right of the  regions and  mlionolili®S to ®.toblich th. Insri-
tulfonl of lheir choice and to a"urn. the power. [h.y iudg®

n.c...dry oqalral th. a.n.rel oov.mrnent;  il mud d.r")nd
lh. I.gal and fn.tlfutioral di.manlllng cf th. rem")nt. of
th. Francom oppoltitu.,  th. dl-olutlon Of th. I.pro..lv®
bodl..,  and th. pure. of lh. ftol. apporolus at all  lov®l..'`.

In  this  way,  after  taking  part  in  the  elections  to  the
Cortes  bestowed  by  the  king,   they  now  go  further  and  give
recognition  to  this  Cortes,  as  one  that  might  "transcend  it-
self "  to  the  point  of  becoming  the  organ  called  upon  to  prepare

:=:er±£#aEt5°:; :E:hs::::o::€  ::S:i:::::n:±edi::::::i:8n°:f
the  re,pressive  bodies,  and  the  purge  of  the  state  apparatus  at
all.  levels."    And  as  far  as  the  national  question  is  concerned,
it  is  simply  a  matter  of  having  the  constitution  concede  the
right  of  the  nationalities  to  self-determination;  it  is  not
a  matter  of  proletarian  struggle  for  the  Free  Republic  of
atalonia,   for  the  Free  Republic  of  the  Basque  country,   etc.,



--9--

within  the  framework  of  a  "union  of  Free  Republics  of  Spain"i

The  LCR  has  likewise  come  out  for  participation  in  the
elections  to  the  workplace  committees--the  same  position
as  that  of  the  bureaucracies--and  went  so  far  as  to  call  for
the  formation  of  a  government  of  the  PSOE  and  the  CP  based  on
their  majority  in  the  Cortes  bestowed  by  the  king!

In  face  of  the  opposition  that  rejected  its  position,
the  LTF   [sic--should  be  TF]  left  the  congress.     The  Internaional-
ist  Tendency  solidarized  with  it  on  this  point,  refusing  to
grant  legitimacy  to  a  rump  congress,  which  from  then  on  could
only  lead  to  the  liquidation  of  the  LC.    We  can  say  that  the
LC  was  destroyed  as  a  result  of  the  political  compromise
between  the  IMT  and  the  SWP  leadership,   and  which  was
expressed  by  the  dissolution  of  the  LTF.

The  disintegration  of  an  organization  that  unquestion-
ably  had  a  special  contribution  to  make  in  building  a  revolu-
tionary  party  in  Spain  is  not  a  victory  for  anyone  who  stands
for  the  Fourth  International.    It  is  a  dramatic  illustration
of  the  fact  that  there  can  be  no  positive  outcome  for  the
militants  and  organizations  that  stand  for  Trotskyism,  unless
the  discussion  develops  fully,  without  any  preconditions.

OCI  Appendix:   April   27,   1977   letter   from  OCRFI   to  USFI.
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n.c..pry ogoin3t th. central  gov.rnm.nt;  it must d.mend
lh. legal  and  in.tllutional  dl.manlling cf  lhe  romrront. of
th. Fltlnooi.l opporotu.,  lh® dls.olution of th. r®pr®aelv®
bodl..,  and th. pure. of th. chat. apparatuS al all  low.li;
A unlhd coordlnallng body mud be formed of all lh. union
fed.rotlon. to at!mulat. the di.CUS.ion ln all  the factorl..
and locall.I.. on how to oppoco th. Moncloa pact.  Day. of
ctrucel. I"J.I b. orgivnlzed wllh won.n '. organizolio",
youlh onganlzotlon.,  roichbohood a..ociation.,  and th.
`rolJc.n peril.I.   Th.co mutl l®od to a ro.ionol day of .tnig-
o1®.  Th. .I.ctlon. to factory council. mull proc®.d on th.
boll. of op.n .Ial®. ba.ed on proportional  repr.contolion of
all  th. work.r. curT®nt..   Th®so council. muft coordlnol®
among them-lv.. and mu.l b. llnked to the unlon federtl-
'on,.

'W. rmifl d.mend thor lho munlclpal  .I.ctlon. b® held  be-

fore D.c.mber 15 and w® must ®stobllch unil.d control  com-

:i.#or'fnty°:|ti..:u®n,I.Ci##::e:indY::rd",::r.f:r:uTk-
fom a unlt.d working-cloo .lol. around a program ln the  (j
lnfor.A. Of the work.r..

"Th. LCR I.n.`^/I I.I opp.ol  lo the mllitant. of lh. PSOE

:rLprfc:#®nyc,:uidctd.d#tj::',*.',rrlr##£::,¥k
tn th. unllrd orgonizolfon Of th. fight again.I thif pact.

'W. also call  apon all  lh. `rork.rs onganlzolloni that are

r.edy lo launch lhl. Ix]Ml.,  lo b.gin preparing lt right a`^ray,
lo unlfy ou. .ffbrf. to cot it in molion.

"ln purcolno th. obiectlv® Of .trongthenfng rh. unlly and

combatlvlty of th. worker. in the pollticol  and cociol  strug-
o1.. r"/ loomlno,  w. wlll  striv. to convlnce th. worklno
close that to rolv. lh. probl.ml of rocl.ty the work.r. murr
I.niggl. for pover,  d®mondlng that the partl.. ln which
th. m|orlly of lh. work.T. rrow hov. confid.nc.,  .h®
PSOE and lh. PCE,  form a gov.mm.nl lhat I. bo.ed on rh.
mobillzallon 6f lh. worker. and p.ople and utilfi.. the
demand..of th. work.rs.

"There i. a -lurlon to the crlsl. of the country.   The work.rl

po-so thll -Iutlon .
"Unlly ln ocflon  b®lw..n the  workers parti®S and lh. unlonl

I. th. rood lo fhi. solution today. "

The conlng days will  be d.ci.iv®.   Po.ltion. have b..n
token in rrany factory ossembli.I indicating that  it if poi-
•ibl. fo orgoniz. a vast and moesiv.  response  to the  Moncloo
pact.   Th. lot.st of these positfoni wa. exprossod in a mollon
adopled  by on ossombly of 5,000  \^iork®rl  in lh®  Bobcock
WIlcon factory  in  Biscay.    In this motion they d.clar®,  amon!
oth.r things?  "W® wont  to soy that mobilizalion and  struggl.
by lh. ®nllro  working.class i. the  only way to prov®nt
capital  and  its government from  imposing their onti-worker
and anti-popular plans on  uS. "   This road,  traced out by
lh®  Bobcock Wilson workers,  is th. only way to fight ogoinsl
th.  Moncloa pact.    It will  b. a  tough  bawle.    But  it can
b® won .I
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tory commitl.®s,  will  allow for the ®xpr®..Ion of lmportont
roactfon. against the pact .Ion.d ot Monclca b.lwe.n the
work.rs portie. and th. vorlou. bourg.ol. portl®..

But thoco ore Trot th. only difflculli.. th. pact I. foclno.
It. mere announcement hal lrlsoerod a general  rroblllzollon
of lh. `rork®rs.   A d®bel. hal begun,  al w. hav. "®n,  ln
th. union f®deralion..   Rank-and-fit. bodl.. hove rok.n
poslllon. ogairal th. poc..   Th.r® hove .v.n b.®n dlffl-
culll.s in th. PCE and PSOE.   qh.  "d.fen-Of d.mocracy"
low ha. not y®l be.n approved and th.ro I. talk that the
governm.nt may withdraw lt.)   lt i. r.v®rlh.I.a. probebl.
that lh. pact will  b. applled in th. .nd,  bul on a fl-gll.
bad. whlch wlll  b® urobl. to dablllz. th. Ofluotion ln th.
coun.ry.   Inslobility wlll contlnu.,  a. well a. oov.rm.nl
cri-..   Th®ro will  b. new on.mpt. at compromlco,  new
n.gotlatlom,  n.w .p®culatlon over th. po`ror vacuum.  Th.

.¥=c:I:,iyry:I:o£::a:S:;i##t°::hi:#:Ci¥+#j'kn,,
and th.re wlll  be solldorlty ctruggl.. ol w.Il .   But th.I.  I.
more.   The worklng close and th. p.opl. mutt und.I.land
lhot to win qtisfocllon th.y mu.I d®fcal  Sudr®z, thal thl.
I. poaeibl® and  rrococory.

A. an imrum.nl for demobilizing th. work.r.,  th. ^foncloa
pact aim al convlnclng th.in that th. only eolutlon lo th.
problem. of th. country I. to apport lh. govemmonl of h.
copltoliat.,  th.  Sudrez gov.mri-nt.   The. I. why th. flch.
ogalnct th. Moncloo pocl I. ol® a  fight  to  offer  th.
work.rs an all®motiv. policy.   A d.clqit]tlon I..I.ed by .h.
Iigo Comunl.ta R.volucionaria  (lcR -R®vol ulloliory
Communist  Loogu.)  conclud.I with th. following propo-II:

"Thl. boltl. against lho Moncloo pact mud b. flm of all
a `|riltod betll..   The x}lu.loni propoa.d by rh. varlou
p®rtl..,  union federation.,  and trod.-unlon cumen.. muo
be dl.cuseod by the ®nlir. worklng class and ail  lh. popu-.
Ia' lay.r'.

"But thl] di.cuislon muit not corv. a. a pr.t.xt lo dlvld.
th. dctlon of the work.r..   Th. ctruggl. mug be `rag.d
around the unconditlonol d.fonco Of th.  lmm®dlet. I ntor.ct.
of th. work.rs,  without regard to th. all.g.d  '.horod pc-
riflc..' or falco choice. about th. raturo of comp.nedlon.
let th. copitcllist. pay for lh. crl.I..   A unfl.d platform
of *ruggl®  il n..d.d,  one with cl.ar obi®cliv®. that r®-
pond to what lhe working class vront.,  I'o what il warn to
win,  and nol to whal .h®  UCD and big capllal  wanl to
impose.

''A work.r. bloc musl be formed in th. Corl.S lo flght

ogoinsl all  th. polilical  c]nd  constitutional  proi.cll of lh.
bourg®oisi®,  to d.rrand a  reforondum on th. fom of gov-
®mment,  and,  In this from®work and along with all  |h.
workers and p®oplo'i orgc]nizollons,  to  call  for a vol® for
•h. republic.    Ir must d®mond  the recognition  ln the  con-
•ritullon of the  right of self-determination of rationallti®.,
|h.  right of clutonomy for the  regions,  the  rocogniz.d
rlght of the  rogions and  notionolities to  ®Stablish  the  Instl-
lutfon. of lheir choice and  to assume lh® powers they iudge



TENsljATION TRANSLATION TB.AHSLATION

TO:   United  Secl`etal`iat  of  the  Four.th  International
FROM:   OI`ganizing  Committee  for.  the  Reconstruction  of  the

Fourt;h  International
IJal`is,   April  27,1977
Dear  Comrades,

We  are  writing  to  you  to  confil`m  the  agreement  reached  at  our
last  meeting  on  how  to  pl`oceed  with  the  political  discussion  you
had  proposed.

The  discussion  will  focus  on  the  ques.tion  of  Stalinism.  The

:::uE::::hT±±±eb%n::::±S:::e::I::=e:±±=ng::g:3e_fo:p;:5:±:h¥nggL±£:,
discussion  documents  in  Spanish  and  English,   and  the  Organizing
Committee  will  be  in  charge  c>f  the  French  edition.

The  first  set  of  documents  for  this  discussion  should  be  ready
foil  publication  by  June  15.

As  it  had  been  agreed  that  we  would  exchange  preparatol.y  mate-
rial  in  order.  to  allow  for  the  fullest  possible  discussion  --  and
although  this  letter  is  no+.  a  detailed  outline  of  our  text  --  we
wish  to  point  out;  that;  in  our  filist  document,  we  intend  to  concen-
trate  on  the  question  of  Stalinism  today.

In  fact,  we  feel  it  is  necessal.y  to  connect  an  examination  of
the  I.ole  played  by  the  KI.emlin  bureaucracy  and  its  satellite  re-
gimes,   and  the  Chinese  bureaucracy,   as  well  as  an  analysis  of  the
curl.ent  policy  of  the  Communist  parties,   to  an  assessment  of  the
international  situation.

Our  views  on  the  latter  are  well  known.  To  summarize  the  main
points:  `we  have  enter.ed  a  per.iod  of  I`evolutionary. upsul.ge  of  the
wol'ld  proletal.iat,  broader  and  deepel'  than  ever  before,  which
threatens  to  upset  the  Eul.opean  and  wol.ld  order  established-by  Amer-
ican  imperialisn!  and  the  Kremlin  bureaucracy  between  194.3  and  1947,
in  face  of  the  I`evolutionary  wave  at  the   end  of  World  War  11.  As  a
consequence  of  worldwide  developments,   the  pul`est  I`eflection  of
this  upsurge  today  can  be  seen  i.n  Europe.

Therefore,. Stalinism  and  the  policy  of  the  Stalinist  Parties
confl`oated  by  this  situation  must  play  a  central  I'ole  in  the  dis-
cussion.

(a)  On his  point,  we  intend  to  begin  by  showing  that  the  world-
wide  advance  of  the  class. stl.uggle,   as  it  is  reflected  in  the  cur-
I`ent  international.  situation,  I`eveals  all  the  featul`es  of  the
Stalinist  t)ureaucracy  that  the  q]rotskyist  analysis  has  brought  out.
Stalinism's  counter.revolutionary  chal`acter  as  ah  agent  of  impel`i-
alism  inside  the  wol.kers  states  and  on  an  international  scale  is
being  exposed  more  cleal`1y  than  evel`  before,   together  with  the  fact
that  it  has  no  historic  future,  that  the  bureaucl.acy  is  not  a  social
class,  and  that  the  restorationist  coul.se  dictated  by  its  counter-
revolutionary  chal`acter  will  lead  to  its  being  shattered.

There  lies  the  I`oots  of  the  crisis  of  Stalinism  and  of  its
intel`national  apparatus.  Ultimately,   the  combined  cl`isis  of  the
bureaucracy  and  of  imperialism  stems  from  the  international  drive
of  the  proletariat  toward  the  socialist  revolution,  of  which  the
political  revolution  is  an  integral  part.  The  organic  unity  of  the
politica].  and  social  revolutions,  which  are  concretely  taking
Shape  through  their  own  specific  forms  in  Europe,   gives  full  .meaning
to  i;he  slogan  of  the  United  Socialist  Stat;es  of  Europe.
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(b)  Revolution  and  countel`revolution  --the  development   of  the
world  sit;uation,  and  of  the  Eul'opean  situation  in  particular,   is
leading  mol`e  and  more  in  the  direction  of  precisely  this  alterna-
tive.  This  is  the  context  in  which  the  character  of  Stalinism  and
the  policy  of  the  Stalinist;  parties  become  visible.

Confronted  by  a  revolutionary  upsul.ge,  how  do  the  international
appal`atuses  subol`dinated  to  the  Soviet  bureaucracy,   and  its  various
components,  play  their  counterl`evolutional`y  I'ole  in  line  with  the

i::::::t:o:ftfgi3u:=:::::;?g'ei:s?e:::u:::ogeTE:reun:::mI::I?con-
Only  if  this  question  takes  pl`iority  can  we  begin  to  tackle

the  problems  posed  by  the  policies  of  tbe  various  Communist  pal`ties,
the  for.ms  of  their  subordination  to  the  bureaucracy,  and  so  on.

This  countel`I`evolutionary  response  is  chief ly  concretized  in
the  I`evival  of  the  popular-fl.ont  policy  on  a  lal`ger  scale  t;ham
ever  before.

(c)   It  seems  to  us  to  be  wrong  to .reduce  the  current  problem
of  popular  fronts  to  justanother  type  of  class  collaboration.  It
is  even  more  wl`ong  to  base  the  clef inition  of  populal`  fronts  on  the"repl'esentation"  gI.anted  t3  the  boul.geois  par.ties  included  in  a

:€£:i:i:30#±:±  ¥£:k£::r3::±=::„ i:pS:Bu±grL32:£t:h:I:1:±3=::±g±th
solution.     The  appal`atuses  and  the  bourgeoisie  do  not  arbitl.al.ily
choose  this  vat.iant;,  but  are  fol`ced  into  it  as  a  last  resol`t  for
saving  the  boul`geois  state.  The  essence  of  a  popular  fl.ont  is  that
the  workers  pal`ties  al.e  pushed  to  the  f ore front  of  the  governmental
coalition,   so  that  a  popular-front  govel.nment  can  be  presented  to
the  masses  as  ''their  govel.nment."  In  this  sense,   there  is  no  con-
tradiction  whatever  with  the  TI`otskyist  clef inition  of  a  p.a
front  if  the  par.ticipation  by  b`ourgeois  parties  in  the  coa
appears  to  take  a  secondary  f ol'm.

ulal`
ition

Popular  fl.onts,   along  with  fascism,   al.e  impel.ialism's  last
•I`esort  for  holding  off  pl.oletarian  revolution.

Accol`dingly,   the   "popular  front"   policies  of  the  various  Com-
munist  parties  al`e  not  a  matter  of  national  policy,  but  rather  the
par.ticular  I`eflection  of  a  counter.revolutionary  stl`ategy,   just  like
the  fol`ms  of  theil`  dependency  relations  with  Moscow.

(d)  In  this  context,   we  will  come  back  to  the  label  of   ''I`eforn-
ist"   or   "neol.eformist"   sometimes  applied  to  the  Westel`n  European
CPs,   and  t;o  the  assel`tion  that  these  CPs,  which  al`e  tending  t.o
diverge   from  Moscow,   are  becomirig   "social-democratized."

On  this  pchnt,  we  will  call  attention  to  the  following  ques-
tions.   On  the   one  hand,   the  reasons  why  applying  the  tel`m  ''re-
formist"  to  the  Stalinist  par.ties  skirts  the  issue  of  the  concr.ete
historical  content  of  these  f ormations  and  the  role  of  the  Stalin-
ists  and  refol.mist  pal`ties;   on  the  other  hand,   the  fact  that  the
tendencies  to  challenge  mono.1ithism,   which  are  becoming  appal'ent
today  in  the  context  of  the  urideniable  crisis  of  the  Kremlin's
intel`natiohal  appal`atus  and  its  valiious  components,   are  not  ten-
dencies  towal`d  ''social-democratization"   of  the  CPs,  but  to  the
disintegrat;ion  of  the  KI.emlin's  international  apparatus,  and,
ultimately,   of  the  Stalinist  par.ties  themselves.
.        (e)  It  is  only  fl`om  this  angle  that  the  question  of  so-called"Eul`ocommunism"   can  be  approached.   If  thel`e   al`e  issues   that;   apply

Specifically  to  the  policy  of  the  Westel.n  Eul.opean  CPs,   they  are
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not  determined  by  the   "natul`e"   of  these  parties,  but  by  the  stl`a-
tegic  position  occupied  by  Westel`n  Europe,   and  by  the  need  for  all
counterrevolutionary  for.ces  t;o  address  -themselves  to  it.

For  that  matter,   the  content  of   "Eurocommunism"   is  not  Euro-
pean,  but  intel`nat;ional.  It  consists  of  popular  frontism.  The
policy  of  the  Chilean  CP  was  not  substantially  different  fl'om  that
of   the  European  CPs.

Thus,  the  question  that  this  initial  document  will  take  up  is
the  f act  that  the  policy  of  these  CPs  corl.esponds  exactly  to  the
basic  needs  of  the  Soviet  bureaucracy  and  concretized  theil`  rela-
tion  of  dependency  on  it.

revolif2o:nfE::tt::lastr;nE5:i::c::e::ew5::i:;e::in:a::::t:::::gu8;:
as  well  as  Stalinist  policy  in  Spain  as  it  is  manifested  in  the
activity  of  the  Spanish  CP,   in  order  to  show  that,  at>ove  and  be-
yond  differences  in  application  resulting  fl.om  the  different  corl-
ditions  that  the appal.atus  has  to  face,  the  same  counterrevolution-
ary  stl`ategy  is  being  applied.  This  stl'ategy  f lows  essentially
from  the  int;el`ests  of  the  bureaucracy,   and  not  fl'om  an  attempt  on
the  part  of  the  Pol.tuguese  ol.  Spanish  CPs  to  play  an  independent"national"  I`ole.

Through  exploring  these  questions,   we  think  that  our  document
will  make  it  possible  to  delimit  some  of  the  issues  and  disagree-
ments  that  we  think  al`e  f undamental  to  the  discussion.

canb¥eh]:=Eeb:g:::na:e::8:t::n:tf±:mc:nL¥e=::n:n€::n¥€=6n:im:::::8
nizations,   in  ol`del`  to  settle  the  tech.nical  problems  involved  in
put>lishing  these  documents.

Trotskyist  gI`eetings ,
s/  F.   de  Massot
For  the  Intel`national  Bureau  of  the
OI`ganizing  Committee  fol`  the  Reconstruction
of  the  Fourth  International
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Nutec!'lnfom`ation    (No    1)

11  janvier      1978

En  197 a  le  Comite  d'Organisation potlr la  F3econstruction de la Vle  lntermtionale I)roposait I. disals-
sion au Secretariat  Unifi6 en coTistatalit que  :

a  Pour  la  premiere  7t)i.  depuis  52-53,  la  discussion  actiielle Qui englobe  Ious  les prlncipeLi^  problerT.es cle  prlnc.pe,  de
«  strat6gie et de  tactiqiie,  s.gnitie  la possibilite de  reprendre  sur de  nouvelles bases ct  sLir  uno orp6i`ience  intemationele
«  consic}6rablement  eniichle,  Ie  debat  qui  a  entra.in6  la  sciss.on  de la  lv8  lnternationale proclem®e ®n  1938,  reconftl.
a  tube en  194546.  »

Le  Comite  d'Organlsation  constatait  que  le§  divergences  qui  s€  d6veloppaient  .u  spin  du  S.u.  depuis
1969  et  qui, cristallis€es d'al]ord  sol  la  question  de  La  guerilla, comme rfutfuie rfrollltionmire en Europe,
du  Front  Popiilaire,  du  staliniane, de la m€thode de construction du Parti R6volutionmire (divergences qui
aboutissaient a  la  constitution  de  La  fraction  Lenine  -  Trotsky  sous  l'impuldon  du S.WJ'.), recoup.lent ds
|]roblemes qui 6dient a l'`orisine de la crise de la  lve  lntermationele en  1952 . 53.

En  1973,  l`opposttion  de  1@  majorit6  du  S.II.  interdisait I'ouverfure de la disciisjon, mais .n d6ceml)re
1976, a l'isgLie de La liujti6me session du  Bureau  lntemation.I du  Comde d'Org]nifation I)olir la  Reconstmc.
tion  de  la  lve  Internationale  (auquel  assistait  uno  d616gation  du S.U.), le S.U. propofait uno discilsrion I)tl.
blique sur le stalinisme et I'euro¢ommunisme.

Les I)remiers textes destm6s a  cette  disctission  devaient giv. 6ch.ng6s elttre le S.U. ct le €.0. vers le 15
juin.

Le  Comit6  d'Organisatlon  s'adressait  le  27  avTil  1977 au S.U. pour corfirmer son accord et prfeclser les
tli6mes qiii  seraient abord6s  ddlis  le  premier  document.  Le S.U. propos. fa remiss dos documents en juillet.
NotTe  texte  6tBit  r€dige  fin  |uin   le  S.u.  noii§ demands de repousseT en octobre la rfeunion commtine od se.
nient  pTise§  lee dispositions pL...{f editor lee detlx conrtributions. Depuis, le S.U. n'a p.s rei)Tis contact avec 1€
Comit6 d'Organisation I)our nine(!'e en pratique lea decisions I)rises en common.

Entre temps, au seln du S.U., la  F.L.T. a 6tf dissoute.

Cette  note  vise  a   informer  le§  militants  dos  i]robfem€s  qui  ont  abouti  i  la  dissolution  de  la  l.C.E.
d'Espagne,  comme  siilte  a  la  dissolution  de  la  Fraction  lenine  -  Trotsky,  fraction  qLii §'froit constitu6e .u
sein  du  S.U. en  o|)posrtlon a  la  majorite du S.Ll.

Nou§  publions  en annexe le texte de 18 lettre envoy€e I)ar le Comit6 d'Organisation poLlr la  Reconstnl€.
tion de fa Ive  I..ternotiomale au Secret]rfat  Unifie en  date du 27 a`rril  1977.



Le  Congres  du  S.W.P.  dos  U.S.A.,  tenu  on  aoat  1977.  a,  a  la  demande  de  sa  direction recommande  la
dissolution dos fractions et dos tendances existant au soin du S.U. et s'est prononc6 pour la dissolution unl-
lat6rale immediate de la fraction a laquelle il apparteneit, la F .L.T.  (Fraction  Lenine -Trotsky).

Cette  decision  a  ete  r@tifiee  majoritairement  par  la  reunion  pleniere  de  la  F.L.T.  tenue  a  la  suite du
Congr6s du  S.W.P.    Uno  minorite  (Ies  reprfesentants de  le  F.L.T. en Espagne, en France et a Costa  F]ica), se
sont  oppos6§  a  cett®  d6cision.  rejetant  lee  consider®nts  par  lequels  elle 6tait justifiee.

11  y  a  la  sons aucun  dout®  un el6m®nt de  la  discussion  internationale  pour  laquelle  nous combattons.

La  direction  du  S.W.P.  a  essentiellement  justifi6  cette  decision  en  affirmant que certains desaccords
6taient  regles,  d'autres  depass6s,  ®t  qu'enfin,  per  rapport  a  de    «  nouveaux  problemes  .,    il  existait dos
I convergences i .

11  s'agit  de  la  dissolution  dos fractions,  mais  aussi  cello des  tendances  internationales. Pour le S.W.P.  il
n'existe  done  plus  aujourd'hui  au  sein du  S.U.  de dssacoords tel§ qu'ils pourraient justifier des reyroupe.
ments PolitiqlJes sur  la base d® positions diff6rontes. En d'autres termes. Ie. d6secoords existants se sor@ient
resorbes au  point qu'il  sereit possible, pour  1® prcehain oongrfe mondiel, d'6laboror sor les gIJtrfuns espll.
tielles des t®xtes commu ns.

Bien dos quedious se posent.

Est.il  possible de consid6r®r  qu'au  soj®t du  Portugal, lee positions contredictoires qui ant 6t6 au centre
de  bien dos pol6miques entre la F.L.T. ®t la T.M.I. (T®ndance Majoritaire Intern.tionale) , qu® Ia F.L.T. con-
sid6rait  comm®  div®ngenoes  de  prineipe,  I.  T.M.I.  a  r®ctifi6  se.  positions  ?    A  notre connaissanee,  nous
n`avons sur 1® Portugal connaissenee d'auoun texte   .  ®utocritiqu.  i, futco du mfroe type qu® 1' tautacri.
tique  I   d®  la  majorit6 du  S.U.  sor  l'Arri6rique  L.tine.  Si  donc concern.nt  le Portyg®I  la majorit6 du S.U.
reste  sur  see  positions,  1®  S.W.P.  coesiddrerait-il  les d6saceords sLir les problines vit®ux de  la  Ft6volution
portugaise   .  regles ., ou  . d6paofs »  ?  Ce eerait i la foi. nier lour caracter. d. prineip. et consid6rer que
la disciiesion sur le revolution portugaise n'.urait qu'un inter.t  . hiftoriqu. i.

Est-il  possible d® consid6rer que I. question du Front Populair. perd de pn raJit6 .lore qua le develop-
pement de fa lutte dos clesses la repose .vet un. brolonte ecni.litt ?

Les  dirigeants  du  S.W.P.  con.id.rent  les  modifications feitos per I. S.u. danf I. pr6s.ntetion de lour
orientation  comme  uno  modification  du  cont.nu  d®  lour  conception  de.    I  nouvelles    evantqardes  I.

Enfin, le chapitre dos   t  convengences  I,  Berry SHEPPARD, qui  repporteit ou  ham de la dircetion ou
Congres du S.W.P. note  :

I qu'il y e oormeroenoe qr I. quution d`i coidi-rrt Eurooommuni.I" .„ A - rfunion de Join.I. Suttarict Unit i6
I unerlimem®nt a d4cidl de I.dioer un doaim.nt ur l€urooomrr.Lini.n. pour I. diraiaion .ne I. CORol , C. door-
I  ment de`/ra se fond.r qr I. I.pport d. I.ck BAFINES .doptl per I. Comlt. N.tion.I du S.W.P.I. 29 a/lil 1976 et
I our l'article d'Emest HANDEL  .1-troi. dimeii.iorty d. l'ufooomlrlur.im .....

Force  eat  de  constater,  6  mois  plus tard,  que  c®  teo<t®  pr6`ru  n'a  toujours  pas 6ti  communique  au
CORQl  et  que  la discussion n'est malhoureus.menit pa. ouverte entre le S.u. et le Comite d'Oroanisation
pour la F]oconstruction de la lve lntemationele.

La  r6alisation de  la dissolution de  la  F.L.T. . 6o6 pr€parfo par I'.bendon, dane le cadre du S.U„ du d6-
bat sor  I'Europe et par I'absonee d'un hilan dos liones contradictolres oppoede. au Portugal. Elle a 6te prde6-
d6® par des r6unifications natiorrales entro les diff€rentes oroanis.tion. du S.u., notamm®nt au Canada ch la
r6unification entre I'organisetion  roli6e a  la  in.joriti et cello qui 6t.it reli6e a la F.L.T. s'ost faite sons aucu-
ne discussion dos questions internation®Ies.

N`oublions  pas co  qui  s'est  pass6  en  1952.  L.  majoriti  d® la section frangais® de la  lve  Internationale a
6te expuls6e par  la  majorite pence qu'ell® rovendit)uajt son droit a constitu®r une tendance internationale,
droit  reconnu  par  le§ statvts.  11  s'agi.sait done alors pour  le  majorit6 pabliste d'etouffer toute discussion.

En  Espagne,  Ia  prdp®r®tion  de  la dissolution  d®  Ie  F.L.T.  a 6te merqu6® par I'ouverture d'un processus
do fusion  acc6Ierd de  la  L.C.E.    (Orgapisetjon  qui s'6tait constitu6e on  1972, contre  le§ positions develop-



pees  par  la  majorit6)  ®t  do  la  L.C.R.  espagnole, un processus de fusion qui  a pris la formo d'une liquidation
consomm6e lors du Congr6s de la  L.C.E. tenu en novombre  1977.

En soi 1® regroupement par vole de fusion entre deux orgenisations se r6clamant du trotskysm® pourrait
6tr®  un  pas positif ,  a  condition  ...  a  condition  qu'elle  resulte  d'une  v6ritable  discussion,  En  Espagne, nou§
n'evons  non  seulement  as§iste  6  aucun  veritabl® d6bat  mais  le congr6s de  la  L.C.E. a 6to organis6 pojnt par
point par  la    «  majorjt6  », pour expulser apr6§ uno perodi® d® discussion tous lee opposants sang discrimina-
tion aussi bien coux qui ne cherchaient qu'i abandonn®r le terrain de la lve Internationale, que coux qui ex-
primaient  dos  divergences  169itime§   . que  l'O.C.I.  n'approuvent  p®s  en  tous points  .   parce  que  so  situant
dens le cadre de§ prineip®s du programme de transition.

Co  qui  s`est  pa§st ®n Espagn® r6vele 1® cont®nu de la preparation et d® la r6alisation de la dissolution de
la  F .L.T,  et 6cleire  see cons6qu®nees. Ce qui pouveit 6tr® pr6s.nt6 comme I. rech®rch® d'un simpl® compro.
mis orgenisationn®l a abouti a d® graves r6sulcat§ politiques.

La  volont6 d'aboutir  a  la  dissolution  de  la  L.C.E.  au  sein  d®  le  L.C.F]. s'est .ppuv6e fur un rapproche-
ment avec  les pceitions de le L.C.R., c® qui on soi pe ssr.it pee condemnebl.i condition, r6pctons-le, qu'un
tel rapprcehem®nt conclue de v6ritables discussien8. C. qui n'. pa. .t6 le c.a.

Comme on  le cait,  I.  L.C.E.   - comme  notre oroanisetion  .sp.gnole  -   §'est pronono6. pour le boycott
des 6lcotions du  15 juin.  Le S.W.P. a cond.mnd c.to pris. d® pcaition .t a apport6 .on coutien I la c®inpa-
9n® 6lectorele d® la  L.C,R.

11  n. s'agissait p®s d® probl6m®. d`opportunit6 6Iectoral., mais d. probllm.s vit.ux de  le marche a  la
r6volution prol6tarienne en  Espngne, d®  la car.ct4risetion du r6gim., d. Ia qu.ftion d. I. man.rchie, de la
question  nationale.  Cert®§,  I.s diy.rg®nees our  I. tactiqu. .l®ctor.l®   . boycott ou p.rticipetion .  sont 16gi-
times.  Mai§  l'expulsion de  la fraction trotskyft. et d.  I. end.noe internation.list. (voir plu. loin 1® defini-
tion dos diverso§ t®ndanc.a au  sein d.1®  L.C.E.)  so faicait e..mtiell.m®nt ou compt® de I. definition d'une
politiqu® c®ract4ris®nt la monerchie fr.nquiste .n d6compedtion comme uno monerchi. constitutionnelle.
En fait a nouveau en Espagn® comm. dens les pr.mierf moi. d.I. Revolution portugai-,I. S.u. se refuse a
consid6rer le processus ®n cours en Espqne comme conduit.nt . la cris. r6volutionn.ire.

Comm® nous l'avon. d6montr€,  (voir per ex.mpl. l'.rtiel. d'Eti.nco lAUF)ENT,  . Lee dernidres con-
vulsions du franquisme  ., dane  la   «  V6rite  .,   No 577), rapr.n.rit I. m6thode d. Trot.ky,I. question du
boycott devait .tr. rdsolue Cur I. bee. du   I  rapport d. foree.i uee .tap. d. Ia revolution  ., c'est a dire
d'une .pprdeietion du fait que le rrowem.nt dos in..a.I .v.it .oqui. Ie fore. n6c.es.ir. pour que le combat
(  pour d¢border  Berenguer et see Cortos . corr.pond. p.rf.item.nt a l'®nsemble du d6v®loppement i , ap-
pr6ci®tion qui comport.it comme un 6lem.nt d6ci.if I. pl.c. dlJ combat contre l'oppr..sion national®, pour
I'ind4p.ndenee du  Pays Basqu. et d.I. Cetaloon., comm. lwier d.I. destruction d.I. mortorchie franquis-
te. C. probl6m® 6tait  indissolublement  li. i c.Iui d. I. c.ractlrisotion du  rtoime, rdoime fr.nquiste en d6-
composition, meis dont lee  in.titwtions ess.nti.lles 6tai®nt meinonu®S i travers I. monerchi® et s®§ prolon.
O.ments, comme I.s Corte. octroy61, ou dent I. d6m.ntit.meet .tait entrapri. par l'action dos masses (par
exempt. le CNS) et nan p.r les initiatives d'uae frcetion   I 6cl.iree )   d® I. bourgeoisie.

Commentant les elections,  «  Imprcoor I, bull.tin edit. per I. S.u.. du 23 juin  1977 6crit   :

I  Le bourocoiri. apqnol. . .t. oblio.. d. liquid.r p.. 1 pa. I. dictatur. fr.nquict., I.on p-.n p.rt.nt a.uo. .itu®.
I  lion  a. forc., p-rco qu'.ll. utim.it ~oir uffi..mm.nt concolld. -n rqim. pour po`ivoir   I oo`i`orn.I . I.our®
I p.nr-., a.ri.I. c.dr. d'ur. moo.rchi. conditutk)nr.ll. fond.. ur I. d.mocrctw p.rl.in.rit.lr. bouno.oi-. Elh
I . ctl " contr.in oblio.. d. liquid.r cm. dlctaeur. .ou.I. prcoion d'un moon.in.nt d. mco q`.i all.It on .'mpli.
• f i.nt ct d.meit at iiioin. on moin. oontroI.bl.. qul riqurit a. dthouch.r ur uae lltuution aplo.i`~ d. typ. pD+
I rfuolutk)nn.ir., .loon rfrolutionn®ir. ..

On  r®merquer® que la situ.tion espagnol® eat caract6ris6e comm® n'6tant pes   I pro tevolutionn®ire » et
aussi qu'®n d6pit des reserves, c`est le bourgeoisi. quj eat I. ujct de la liquidation du franquisme.

On comprend que  le memo 6ditori.I  ajout. qu.   t  1®. cortes risqu®nt de gliscor v®rs 1® st.tut de demi-
constituant® c® que la bourgcoisi® vouleit pr6ci"in.nt 6viter I.

C'est la  aceepter I'id6e seloh laquelle I. bourg.oisi. egaonole donnerait naiss®nee, a pertir des institutions
essenti.lles du fr.nquisme, i un r69im. parlem.ntaire bourocois.  uno telle m6thod® est contredictoire eves
cello qile I. S.W.P.  utilisa pour ®nalyser I. div®loppement de la lutte dos classes eu Portugal, pour caTeet6ri-



ser  la  fonction  du  M.F.A., pour d6montrer qu'il  s'agissait d'un processus r6volutionnaire, tandis que      pour
la  majorit6  du  S.U.,  il  s'agissait  d'une    «  liquidation  »  du  salazarisme  par  la  bourgeoisie  (rappelons  qu'en
juin  1974,  le  S.U.  quant  a  lui  s'6tonnait d'un    a  rapide  et  surprenant essor dos masses qui  risque de debar.
der le cadre 6tabli  par Spinola et la  bourgeoisie  ».).

D'autres  problemes  politiques  se  posaient   :  celui  du  mot  d'ordre  de  R6publique,  la  discussion  de  la
question  syndicale.  Une  fusion  h8tive  aver  la  L.C.R. espagnole, sans qua ces questions politiques et les Pro-
blemes  de  l'Internationale  soient  v6ritablement  abord6s  no  pouvait que signifior l'abandon        par  la  L.C.E.
de  sos  positions pass6es,  du  bilan  de  sa  propre  histoire  qui  6tait  celle  pour  partie  de la F.L.T. clans son en-
semble.  Un  congrds  6tait convoque  mais le resultat de la course a l'unifieation se traduit dens ces deux chif-
fres,  il  y  a  deux  ans,  clans  des  conditions  encore  marquees  par  I'ill6galit6,  la  L.C.E.  comptait,  d'apr6S  sa
direction,1500 membres, c`est environ 6cO militants qui prennent part au vote pour l'election des d616gu6s
au Congres  . 200 militants au mains seront expulses lors du congrds par la   «  majorite  ».

Dans  les  mois  pr6c6dents  et  dens  la  preparation  du Congres lui+n6me, quatre tendance§ s'etaient cons-
titu6es,  la tendance marxiste  (qui ouvertement ne se r6cl8mait plus du programme de la  lve  Internationale) ,
la  fraction  trotskyste  (qui  se  revendiquait  de  la  continuit6 do  la  L.C.E.),  Ia  t®ndance  Lenino-Trotsky  (ex.
pression  en  Espagne de  la  F.L.T.)  et  la  tendance  int®rnationaliste qui metteit l'accent sor la reconstruction
de la  lve Internationale et la n6c¢ssite de l'ouvorture d® 1® discussion avee le Comit6 d'Organisation.

Le  Congrds  lui-memo  prevu  pour  quatre jours  se  tint  en  fait  sur  deux  jours.  Los doux  premiers  jours
etant  consacres  a  une  lonque  session  du  C.C.  qui  pr6aleblem®nt d6finissait  le  cadre du  Congres.  L'un  dos
principaux  dirigeants  de  la  majorite  (c'est  a  dire de  l'anei®nno  F.L.T.)  eat  all6  jusqu'a  dire qua c'6tait   «  le
C.C.  qui constituait le Congres ». Alors qu'un prineipe essential du centralisme d6macratique est que le con-
gres est  souverain, c'est  en  fait  le  C.C.  qui   «  instituait I, qui cetroyait on qu®lque sorte le congres. Ainsi  le
d6bat politique sur  les problemes politiques fondamentaux qua nou§ avons fvoqu6§ perdait tout sons, et n'a
pris  place d'ailleurs d'une facon  extr6memont  limitee, que  lorsque  40  %  des militants qui avaient pris part
a la pr6paration du Congres n'y 6taient plus reprfsentes.

En  effet si la tendance marxiste  (se situant explicit®ment sur de§ positions 6trang6res au trotskysme)  ne
reconnaissant pas le congr6s d'omblee et se retirant, Ia fraction trotskyste (representative avec see contradic-
tions de  toute  uno  partie dos constructours de  la  L.C.)  se d6clarant  prdte  a dem®ur®r au  sein  du  S.U.  et y

::Tr:risioa:psoJibn,i:Luen'eco=;n:S.::inounduen,i'f:;ra£#t:::.:Lpe,,,,::#:itq::Pal:;a=rdde®s`:i:::#e:constituer

C'est  sur ce  point que  se  cristallisa  I`affrontement  politique.  C'est  sur ce  point que les dirigeants de la
F.L.T.  demanderent  I'avis  du  repr6sentant du  S.U.  qui  ®n  l'oocur.nee, tut  le camarade Berry SHEPPAF`D,
m®mbre dirigeant du s.W.P.    .

11  expliqua  que  les  statuts  de  la  Ive  lnterrrationale  ne  r®oonnaissei®nt  pas  lee fractions  publiques  sans
aborder les problemes politiques qui faisaj®nt que la question so poseit.

Or  l'application  du  centralisme  d6mocratique   -comme  le S.W.P.  Io  reconnait  lui.meme-   est fonction
de  conditions  politiques  et  non  de  normos  juridiques  abstraitos de ces  fonctions.  En  pleine  guerre  civile,
parce  que  l'enjeu  6tait  l`unit6  du  parti  bolch6vique,  Lenine  roconnut  a  la  fraction  de  Boukharine  le  droit
de  publier  temporairement  son  propre  organe  public.  Et  pour  ne  pas citer d'autr®s exemples,  soulignons
simplement  qua  dons  le  cadre  du  S.U.  de  1969  a  1977  le  S.W.P.  tint  le  role  d'une  fraction    «  publique  »
exprimant  ouvertement  dan§ sos  organes  des  positions  contraires  a  celles de  la  majorite  internationale  sur
dos problemes vjtaux comme  coux de la revolution portugaise, car elle jugeait (a juste titre a notre avis)  que
les  divengences  avaient  un  tel  caractere  que  I'on  ne  pouvait  laisser  les  positions  de  la  majorit6  apparaitre
comme les seules prises au nom du trotskysme.

Le contenu et la dimension internationgle de la liquidation de la  L.C.E. furont clairement donn6s par un
dirigeant de  la  F.L.T. ddelarant  :

a Coax qui n'ont pas compris que l®s divergences avce la  L.C.R . se Situerit dane un m®me cadre programmatiqu® ct ont
«  un caract6re secondair® n'ont pas lour place dane 1@ Ive liit®rnationele I .

Si  tel  est  le  cas, comment discuter avec ceux qui sent convaincus qu'il y a de§ desaccords programmati-
ques en dehors et au sein du S.U.

La conclusion pratique c'est qu'il  ne taut pas de discussion.



Le  debat  sur  la  reconnaissance de la F .T. comme fraction publique n'avait pas un caractere   «  organisa-
tionnel  I  mais au contrair® profondiment politique. Cele S`exprimait notamment dens le fait qu'au coilrs de
la  discussion,  les  prineipoux  responcabl.a de  la  F.L.T.  r.non¢aient  aux positions politiques qui avaient pre-
c6dcmment  constitu6  la  base  de  lour  activite  (boycott, caractirisotion des Cortes, comprehension du  fait
que  les    t  Commissions ouvrier®§  »  n'6tait  qu'un  instrument  politique  de  I'apparejl  stalinien  et  que  la  re-
construction  des mouvem®nts syndicaux  ind6pend.nt. de  l'Etat passait par  I.s centrales traditionnelles du
mouvement ouvrier ospegnol. u.G.T. .t C.N.T.

Pour  6clairer ce  dernier  point,  il  convient de  aouligner ce qua sent, face eux questions ess®ntielles con-
frontant la classe ouvridr®, lee position. d. la L.C.R., done d® l'organisation unifict.

Alors  que  leg  travaillours,  malor¢  I'ob.tecle de  lour direction  et  particulierement de  la  direction  stali.
nienne du  P.C.E,, engao®aient  la  lutt. contre  I. pacte de  la  Moneloe,  le  B.P.  de  la  L.C.F`. d6clarait notam-
mont  :

I  11  foot .rm.r eu  P.rlem.nt  un bloc ouvrier pour Comb.ttr., de a. post., lou.I-projct. politiques tt constjtutien-
I  nels de  1® boungcoi.i., pour exioer uo rofer.ndum  our  I. form. d® 9ouv®m.in.nt, ct dens co cadr., evec toutes leo
I  oroenicationl o`ivri.r-  ct  popul.ires,  app.I.I  .  voter pour le  F`.publiqu.  ; ex®®r I. I.concoimno. dael I. con}
•  titution du drait I l'euto4Ieermirution a.. n.tion.litfa, du droit . l'.utonomi. d- rqionl, d® I. couv.rain«. r.-
I  connu. pour  1®. rqton. ct nctiocolit.. d. - deter dco inditution. d. lour choix tt d. .'a.Tog.r lco cornpct®nctt qu`®l.
«  I.a juoent n6oe.aair.. f.c. eLi powoir ccotr.I  ; exioer  kl dtm.nt.I.in.nt 16g.I ct inftiuttioncel a.. rfuu.llco a. I'ep-
• pereil fr.rlquiste,I. di..olutlon de. core. r.pr.colf., I'.purutk>o . rou.I-niv-Jx d. l'.pp...il d'Et.t . .

Ainsi  de la participation aux elections pour 1®. Cortd octroy6s, on passe a la r.¢onneissanco de cos Cor-
tes qui pourraient se   I  tr.nscroltr.  »  juqu'. dwonir l'organ. appel. I pr6paror  t 1® d6mantelem®nt Idyl
(c'®st    nous  quj  le  couligrons)  et  inftitutionnel  dos  riqu.Ilo.  d.  l'apper®il  fr.nquiste,  la  diseolution  dos
corps  r6pTessifs, l'6puration  a  tous  le. niveoux d® l'app.r.il  d'Etat.  Et concernant le question  nationale  il
ne s'agiralt que de conc6der dane I. Constitution  1® droit I I'autod6terminction dos netjonalit6s et non pas
du combat   proletari®n pour le Ft.publiqu. lib.. d. Cat.Ioque, pour le F)6publiqu. Ijbre du Pays Basque, etc
dens le cadre d'un®  « union dos R6publiqutt llb.es d'Ep.on.1   I

De m€me, la  L.C.R.  se pronorre. pour la p.rtieipction oux 6lcations des conseils d'entreprise r®joignant
per  la  la  position  dos app.r.ilf ct ell.it juqu'ou point d. r6clam.r I. con.titution d'un oouvernement du
PSOE et du PCF fonde fur lour in.joritl d.n. lee Cortos cetroyfo I

Devant le refus qui  lui  cteit oppo*,I.  F .L.T. qultt.it le Congrts.  La tendane. internationaliste se soli.
darisait aver elle  sur ce point, rofus.nt de cautjonn.r un congrdr croLJpion qui d€sormais ne pouvait d6bou-
cher qu® sur  la  liquidation de  I.  L.C.  Const.ton. qu® la L.C.E. . .t6 d6truite cornme cone6quence du com.
promis politique ®ntre le T:M.I . ®t la dirt.ction du S,W.P. .ffirm6. daes I. discolutjon d. la F.L.T.

La d6sagrfrotion d'une organisation qui, incont®stablem®nt, av.it un apport partieulier a fourn+    pour
la construction du  perti  r6volutionn.ire on Esp.gce, n'.ft p®s uno victoire pour quiconque se revendique de
le  IV®  Internationale.  EII. eft uae  illustrctjon dramatjqve du  f.it qu'il  n'y  . p.a eujourdtlui d'issue positi.
v® oux  probl6mes qui confrontent  le. militants .t organisetions qui s® r6clament du trot.kysme sans que se
d6velopp® pleinem®nt, sane condition. ni pr6.18bles, le di.cus.ion.



ANNEXE

Lettre du Comite d'Organisation  pour la  Reconstruction de  la  Ive  Internationale

au

Secretariat  Unifi6 de  la  lve  Internationale

Paris,  le   27   avril    1977

Camarades,

Nous  vous confirmons  l'accord  auquel  nous  avons abouti, lore de notre derniero entrevue, sur  les mo
dalit6s de la discussion politique que vous aviez propos60.

La  discussion  portera  sur  le§ problemes  du  stalini§me.  Les  documents  seront  6dites en trois langues
espagnol,  anglais,  frangais.  Le  S.u.  assurera  l'edition  en  espagnol  et  en  anglais  de§  dacum€nts  de  la discus
sion  ; 1o C.O.  s® chargera de  l'6dition  fran¢aise.

Les premiers documents de cette discussion devraient etre pr6ts pour publication le  15 juin.

Comme  il  avait eke  entendu  que,  pour  permettre  la  discussion  la  plus  efficace,  nous  nous communl
querions  r6ciproquement  dos 616ments  de  preparation  de  la discussion, nous soulignons   -sans que cette let.
tre  constitue un plan  detaille  de  notre  texte-   que pour  notre  part,  nous ®ntendons centr®r  notre premior
document sur les probl6mes du §talinisme aujourd'hui.

En  ®ffet,  il est n6cessaire a notre avis, de relier l'®xemen de le position qu`oooupent la bureaucratlo du
Kremlin  ®t  l®§ burcaucraties satellites, et le bureaucratic chinoise, ainsi qu® I'analyse de l® politique       pr6-
sento dos P.C. a I'appr6ciation de la situation interrration8le.

No§  vues  sur  celle{i  sont  connues.  Pour  en  resumer  lc§ conclusions,  nous  sommes engag6§  dons uno
p6riode  de  montee  r6volutionnaire  du  proletariat  mondial,  d'une  empleur  et  d'une  profondeur  sons pr6c6-
dent,  qui  menace  de  dislceatipn  l'ordre  ouropden et mondial que I'imp6rialisme am6ricain etla bureaucratic
du   Kremlin  ont  institue  ®n   1943  -47,  face  a  la  vague  r6volutionnaire  qui  marqua  la  liquidation  de  la  2e
guerre  mondiale.  Cette   mont6e trouve aujourd'huj, comme rdsoltat dos developpem®nts mondi®ux. son ex
pression concentr6e en Europe.

C'est donc le stalinisme et la politique dos partis stalinjens face a cette situation qui cx:cupe n6cessaire.
ment uno place centrale clans la disous§ion.

a -       A  ce  sujet,  nous  entendons  d'abord  montrer que le diveloppement mondial  de  la lutte des classes, tel
qu'il  s'exprime dams la situation  internationale pr6sent®, fait ressortir dan§ lour plenitude tous les traits
de  la  bureaucratic  st@linienne  que  l'analyse  trotskyste  avait d6gag6s. Sa nature contre-revolutionnaire
d'agene¢  de  I'imp6rialisme  au  coin  de  l`Etat  ouvrier  et  i  l'dehelle  internationale,  s'exprime  avec  plus
de  nettet6  que jamais comme  le  felt qu'elle rl'a pas d'avenir historique, qu'elle n'est pas une classe so.
cialo, et  que  le  cours  restaurationniste  que  determine  sa  nature  contre-revolutionnairo  conduit  a son
explosion.

La  sont  les  raisons de  sa  crise  et de  celle  de  son  appareil  international.  En  derni6re  analyse,  la  crise
conjointe de  la  bureaucratic  et  de  l'imp6rialisme  procede  du  mouvement internationel du prol6tariat
vors la revolution socialiste dont la revolution politiqu® ost partie  int6grante.
L'unjt6  organiqu8  de  la  revolution  politique ®t  de  1® revolution sociale qui se materialise dircet®ment
a  travers leurs formes sp6cifiques, en Europe, donne ainsi 1:oute sa dimension au mot d'ordre des Etats
Unis Socialistes d'Europe.

b.       Revolution  et contreT6volution  : c'est a cette alternative que se ramene de plus en plus pr6cis6ment le
developpement  de  la  situation  mondiale  et  en  particulier  europ6enne.  C'est  dens ce  contexte  qua  se



Face  a  la  mont6e  de  la  r6volution  et  en  fo":tion  dos int6rets de la bureaucratie sovietlqije, comment
l'apparoil   international   subordonne  i  cette  bureaucratic  et  sos  divers  el6ments,  jouent.ils  leur   r6le
contre-r6volutionnaire,  clans  une  situation qui  mine  Ies conditions memes d'existence de  la  bureaucra.
tie?

Ce n'est que si cette question est plac6e au centre que l'on pout commencer a repondre aux  probl6mes
poses  par  la  politique  dos  diff6rents  PC, par  la force de  leurs lions de subordination a  I'6gard  de  la  bu.
reaucratie, etc .. .

Cette  r6ponse  contre+6volutionnaire, elle est avant tout mat6rialis6e clans la  reprise, a une plus grande
6chelle que jamais la politique dos Fronts Populaires.

c.        11  nous  parait  errond  de  ramener  la  question  actu®lle  des  Fronts Popula`res a  la pratique d'une forme
de  collaboration  parmi  d'autr®s  et  non  moins  erron6  d'en  donner  une  definition  fond6e  sur  la    «  re-
presentativite  I    dos  partis  bourgcois engages clans  une  coalition  avce les partis ouvriers  (Espagne 36,
l`alliance  avec    I  l'ombre do  la bourgeoisie  »).  Le Front Populaire est une solution de crise pas uno va-
riante  arbitrairemont  choi§ie  per  les  appar®ils  et  la  bourgcoisi®  mais  un  ultime  recour§  qui  s'impose
pour  sauvegarder  l'etat  bourgeois.  Le  Front  Populeire consiste  en ce que leg partis ouvrier§ sont ame.
n6s  a oocuper l'avant-scene de la coalition 9ouvernementale  (le 9ouvernement de Front Populaire pout
se  presenter  aux  masses comme    «  l®ur  gouvernement  I),  et  en  ce sons il n'y a rien de contrndictoire
avec  la  definition  trotskyste du  Front  Populaire  si le form® que prend le perticip.tion de partis bour-
g®ois a la coalition apparait comme secondaire.

Lee  Fronts Populaires sont avec le fascisme l'ultime r®cours de l`imp6rielism® contr® la revolution pro-
16tarienne.

Aussi  la  politique  de  «  Front Populaire  .    dos diff6rents  PC  n'estelle  pes  uno  affaire  nationale mais
l'expression  particuliere  d'une  strat6gie  contre+6volutionnaire  en  mime  temps que la materialisation
de lours lions de d6pondence avce Moscou.

d  -       Dans ce cadre,  nous  r®viendrons  sur  l'6tiquette  perfoi. pl.c6e  sur  l®s PC oocidentaux, de   .  r6formis-
tee  » , ou de   I  n® -rdformistes i , ®t sur l'affirm.lion selon laqu.lI. ce. PC, t.ndant a §`6carter de Mos.
cou, se   «  socialrd6mocratiseraient i.

A ce sujet nous insisterons sur l®s problbmes suivants  :

. d'une part les raisons pour lequelles le terme   t r.formiste .   eppliqu6 oux parti§ §taliniens escamote
le  contenu  historique  concret  de  la  formation  et d.I. fo":tion dos partis  stalini®n§ et  dos partis
reformistes.

.  d'autre  part  le  fait  que  les tendances qui  se manif.stent  aujourd'hui  dens  la crise  ineonte§table  de
l'appareil  international  du  Kremlin  et de  see diy.rses compos.ntes, dens la remise en cause du mo-
lithisme  ne  sont pas dos  t®ndances  a  1®     tsocialrd6macretisation  i  des  PC mais a la di§lceation de
I'appareil  international  du  Kremlin  et en d.mi.r.  enaly. i  18 de.intforation dos pertis staliniens.

e .        Ce  n'est qu'a  p®rtir d®  Ii que le probl6me dit de    I  l'ouro{ommunism.  i  pout 6tre aborde  :s'il y a
dos  probl6m®s  sp6cifiques  quant a  la  politiqu® dos PC  ?n  Europ.,  ils  n.  tiennent  pas a la   «  nature I
de cos partis,  mais a  la  place strat69ique occup6® par l'Europ® et i la n6cessit6 pour toutes leg forces

)      contret6volutionneires d'y fair® face.

Le contenu  de    I  l'ouro{ommunism.  »    n'est  d'eillours  pee  ouropeon  mais  international  : c'est celui
du  Front  Populaire  et  la politique du PC Chilien n'. pas 6t6 fondamontelement diff6r®nt® de celle des
PC d 'Europe.

La  question  qu'abordera donc ce premier document c'est le fait que le politiqu® de cos PC correspond
parfaitem®nt  aux  besoin§  fondamentaux  de   le bureeucratie sovi6tique, qu'elle materialise lour lion de
depondanee avce celle{i.

f -En  partioulier  le  dceument roviendra sur la rdrolution portuoaise   -sous I'engle de la politique du PCP-
et sur la politique du stalinism® en Espaone t®Il® qu'®Ile §'affirme dane I'activite du PCE , pour montrer
qu'au   dela  des   diff6re"=es  dane  l'application,  noes  de  conditions  diff6rentcs  auxquelles  l'appareil
devait  fair® face,  il  s'agit de  l`applic.tion  d'une  in.me  stratioi. contr®-.6volutionnaire fondamentalo-
ment dict6e par lee lnter6ts d® la bureaucr®ti® et nan par I. tent.tive, d. le pert du PCP ou du PCE , de
jou®r un role   i  national i   ind6pendant.

A  traver§  cos problem®s,  nous penson§ que rotr. document  perm®ttTa de cernor  certaines des ques.
lions et certains d®§ d6saocords qui nous peraiss®nt essenti®Is dens le deb.t entre nou§.

Nou§ souhaitons  que, de§ que cela  vous  eere  possible,  se  tjenne  uno  reunion entre dos delegations de
nos doux  organisations internationales pour fixer plus prdeis6m®nt le§ problem®s techniques poses par
l'6dition dos documents.


