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tokyo, niarch 25, j,978.

I'o the United Pecretariat osureau

wear Comrades, APR 2 4 178

I enclose a copy of my snort remarks on the United Cecreta-
riat document:”Socialist Democracy and the Dicbatorship of the Froleta-~
riat", TIhe Japanese Political Purenu has anvbroved the submission of
my articie to the Onited deretariat, althoush [ am exclusively respounsable
for tne content of it,

Another P& comrade Takavama, who 1s also 2 menber of our
international Commission, has writien a2 rather lons critical article
on the socialist dewocracy document; about 24,000 letters in Japanese,
“We will produce a summerlzed translation of his article for the
international discussion, Some other coumrades will write more, of
course, in Japanese,

We already published a full translation of the socialist
dewocracy document in our paper last summer, and the coming igsue of
our mragazine is to publisn it again in may this year, te trafuslated
cde, Livio's statement on the document and published it in our internzl
circular letter, A cadre school of the greater kietropolitan areal
comaittee discussed on the document at the beginning of this year,
VI course, our international coumission had discussion on itsat its
ssveral meetings,

All those are a part of our preparatory discussion for
tre 11th world congress; the cocilalist democracy docunent states that
it has besen "submitted to the discussion preparatory to the
sleventh World Congress of our movéwment, at wnich theylthe theses)
wiLL e discus@el and voatel on ! yiarra Ty in o moderetandinge, there 7
v oy decleion To inclu s sweh o waniect in the 2renda of the 1lth A farve
world congress, at the last I9C meeting, ‘the United Secretariat[&tate A
cublicly that the socialist democracy document has been submitted to
the 1lth world congress and that it has decided™to open a public
dlscussion around these theses! so the Japanese section is now con@Pting
its pregaration, of course, thwough the internal discussion so far,
sut I yarn the United Secretariat that the discussion will become a
full theoretical and vrosrawmatic discussion or debate, becauce the
real question is that of democracy iﬁgeneral in relztion
with and under the dictatorship of iMe proletariat, that is, the wﬁ%e
problews of the permanent revolution in theory and oractice and in
the past and present, dasn't the Fortuguese question, which were
neatedly debated in the International, a question of dewmocracy and
the oproletariaan @ictal’torship? Wasn't the angolan question, also
neatedly debated in thz International, a guestion oif democracy and
The permanent revolution? ’

wasn't the guestion of the algentine kST
*Tic on the ‘‘inztitutionalization' a question of democracy and the
CoLe s ul diceatorshiye e e resdy to nwve a full, open and public
devates and discussions on the question of democracy and the proletarian
digtﬁto:%hip, that is, the central problems of the HMHarxlism, Leninisn
an

{rotskyisn,

anyway, the comning worid congress will not be able to



conclude the debates and discussion on the question, because the

guestlon itslef 1s vast and tremendous Thus, even in this ccntext,,
z “think that an IEG meeting snould be held in this year in order

to reorganize the 11th world congress, at least,

’ The socialist democacy document states; "“D conaecucntly
nledzz to publish the contributions to the discusslon, criticicms, .
anendments, or counterdrafis which we recieve, wnether froa pewmbers
of ocur novemeunt, Irom other organizationa or tendeucies in the
vorHers movemeat, or from individual authers, provided they do nst
¢ucaed reasonadble 1eng“th and are not simple reproducihisus cf previousl:
23 contrivutions We will strive to reproduce these contr o***01".

raeclev

to the discussion in one or several panphlets vhoge publication we will
aunacunce regularly in our other publicotionsz,? Ve wg“f to ¥now abit
more atoud this regulation for the public discussion, Can tha sseiions
and corganizations of the Internaticnal conduct. thelrvao:l! Lescussion
in itheir oun Languages? Ur, 1s it that all the put llgf 11 should
ba corvlucted under the sole coutrol of the inited ubc*b :

‘want T©o publish cde, Tahayama'a dvaulole on tne 800 dliut ;
Cemocracy document and other comrades' avticles ou th ubgect ia cuxr -

magazine, Is it all right?

Many thanks for your :: . s help to ede, Murail.

Yours I ¢ternally,

bakifﬂ*\“



(First page retyped)

On 'Socialist Democracy and the Dictatorship of the Proletariat"

—-A Preliminary Contribution on Democracy and the
Proletarian dictatorship--by Sakai, 23 March 1978

1) A strict class perspective for revolutionary democracy is
very much important. An overall democracy is possible to be
realized more or less satisfactorily in any one country only under
the perspectives of general international class struggle as a
proletarian permanent revolution in its full sense. The fight for
workers and peasant's democracy is an integrated part of the
overall proletarian struggles for permanent revolution, and the
former is impossible, if not as an organic part of the latter, in the
workers' states and the imperialist and neocolonialist countries.
However, this vital point is not clear in the United Secretariat
document of "Socialist Democracy and the Dictatorship of th®
Proletariat" (Inprecor, 7 July 1977).

First of all, the concept of 'democracy' or ‘socialis® democracy'
itself is not clear in the socialist democracy document.

National liberation of an oppressed people from a certain
political and economic domination, national unification of a
divided people under a certain oppression, a national separation of
an oppressed people from a given state, an agrarian land revolution,
a destruction of an old family system which is oppressive especially
against women and children, an oppression of national, racial or
any other discrimination among a population--all those are democratic
or bourgeois democratic; democracy itself is a bourgeois one as a
category. All those democracies are bourgeois, so are they excluded

from the '"socialist democracy"? Is that; the socialist democracy is
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tate-system in ghe form of workers anl peasants' councils wilth un-
1- Lvnl treedoms of opinion, s)eo h, presgs, assoclation, assembly,
deronstration, strikq, sabotage and so on under a domination of the
nitiontlized anil planned Ce(,tor in the whole economny? Zven so, how 1t
£ possible for the Fourth International to ilscuss about such a 45
"eoctalist democracy”, without taking up the question of democracy
in genarnl in relation with and under the prolétarian dictatorship?

There %;L vquouq camralone, actions and movements by the
maffonaﬁ i'ﬂl‘t e Jalnat the natliorad orrreseion in the Soviet Union,
Theve 18 tre 1ominatien of Sawtern “urore ny the Kremlin"(the United
96cretarxat statement on the Vietnaw-Cambodla contrlict): that is,

tiere are uwademocratic Ielatinn* between the 3oviet Union and the other
sTern buropean workers' states what are the answers of the various
urocommunists to those dumocratic questions? What 1s the answer of

» rourth International to those guestions? un Iudochina the United
secretariat states; "Lt must be stated that the interests of the working
et of Indochina are bound up with the establlshment of growing
operation on all level--amonyg Vietnamn, Lumbodla and Laog, ceees [LOWe
er, such cooperation cannot bde imposed., The federative structures 1t
‘equires can only arlse out of the revolutionary wmobilization of the
Inuocnine s@ masses, with strict respect for the rights of nminorities

to decide for themselves, HSBecause of this, the struggle for internationals

1s:a 135 closely connected to the fignht to esﬁblish genuine socialist

fenocracy in Vietnanm, Kampucﬁ*q and Laos, to institute a government
4 oworkers agi_peaqmntb gpunci1 j}n the Soclalist United States of
otuenina,” {le pouvolr des uoncallv Suvriers et ) paysans)) (the United

wlariet statement on the Vietnam-Camhodia conflicet) So, is the

el e Untte ! Secretapict o the '”CLH"L ud*onpqn democrutic

SR < EihWes iR M 9 ZhY ¥ . ® e veenuine socinlist democracy”
1n the Soviot Union and other Lavtcrn Europcan worhcrO' states and
“to institute a government of workers and peasants' councils(le pouvoilr
“des concells ouvrlers et paysans) in the Soclalist Unlted States of
trie whole Eastern Zurope? Even so, the answer would be misleading
i 1110—1011, 11 the sourth International does not stand definitely
fmilr W AUph troader reglonal perspective of the 3oclalist United States
i tne unole durope as oa part of the world socialist revolution,
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In any case, we cannat understand the method of the socialist
weCracy Jdocument in this respect, Or, will the United Secretariat
Z4lle several other documents on the varlcous other democratic questions
fu seiation with and under the proletarian dictatorship?

~ <a

3) ‘ 3econdly, the question of the class nature of democracy
I 72t Leen sed straightforwardly and consistently in the socialist
tcr.cJ'.iuuunent

It 15 very much interesting, cynlcally to say, to see the
fact that ticre ir no reference to tie 1nper1n71uz nature of the bour-
Efo{s demas reales o7 L L sy e 10, tete s Subanean countries, Jaulan,

astralia 1 Lcwrealanl ta Lo VLT L bkt LU remalns at the ‘
lTevel ft democracy in general, on which Lenin criticized K, Kautsky
severasly |

The socialist democracy document states; "Marx and Lenin's
e A the 1qn4tq»§p‘§0'

e cyi:} L/ of onrzents democracy is based
'.tva act that private property and capltalist exploitation{i.e, social
st »Cunu.lc lneauality), counlel with the specific class structure
(B uree 7:; soc% ty(atonivatlon A R e e ey and zilienation
-1 the woruing class slslation defenii ;

. atl c;QnA ng Qlivate broperty, tunction

Uotne repressive qipwrncu etc,) T
Lr.e violent licstriction of lemocraﬁlc 41 nts and the prdctfcaf endoyment
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by the Mg majority of the tolling wasses, even
resimes, "(Chapter 4, the former emphasis

9

crocratic reedons
ti.e wost Jdemocratic bourgeols
ratled) sut, In our understanding, ienln took up the ouevtion of
denocracy precls 01) at the luperialist stage of capitallismy therefore,

ne aulyved the speglfic lanperlalist bourgeols demouracy and the specifi-
cully prosressive ature of demogratlic derands of the oppressed peoples
Je L. democracy is astyplcal iluperialist democracy based on its L
Irnteraational system of exploitation and its own glant military power,
anl trie western European and aAsian Facific desocracles are based on
Pixliqt opnression ~and cuprvorted by the counter.revolutionary

TR
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iamedlately after tne above gquotation, the documnent continues;
.otenl concluston flowing Trom this criticue is that workers
beaoclacy must he superior to boureeois lewocriicy not only in the economlc
und dblML sphere -- not only in the right to work, to security of
eristence, to free education, to lelsure time, etc,, which are obviously
important -- but also in the scope and extent of the enjoyment of democra-
tic rizhts by the workers and all layers of tollers in the political
5 socilal sphere, To grant a single party, so-called mass orga-
slonal assoclations'(like writers assoclations)

v

nizations, vr 'profes
controlled exclusively by that varty a monopoly on accegss, to prinfing
rresses, radlo, television, anl other mass media, to ass %&y haXls,

a

¢tc,, would, in tact, restrict andl not extend the democratic righbs
{ Llhe protetariat compared to those enja%d under bourgeols
wmoiracy, ' .oes this 1nk?nenu {1t 1ts “"sphere of iufluence® in
v Iniustrially atvanced” countries? If rot, the document should
recognlized the dliference between the imperlalist countries end

}13';..
the colonial or n2n-csi min! countries on trhe very question of democracy,
Inper«al\st democ: oy oy o o e nnarensclon of demoecracy in the
pothlaL O b e s beaagd o e ey 1 Mmurgeols demuc1abj

in Crlna, Jictaa.n, IJorth Ig_‘orcux and o»hc*' A slan countries, whilch arg;

cuus I‘Ftlj workers' states, and the democracy has been cunlitativolw
“evtended tnrouoh thelr liberation., i:cre we must ask the authors
tne soclallist democracy Jducument; shich ure wore dewocratic, those

By AR e 3 Coasian workers' states and the "most democratic®
el temueracles of the iqverialist worldy Ot ceourse, we stadd
! o 2 Y e EaeEady 1 theate Sl worzers! stuates, althoush
Ssevil P Wi aNpawtdl e setal and sitticeal iltficulties in those
il eH® ierar, = o colohertialenintets or Leninist-Trotskylists,
Loredn.ntive the qualluative Textension” of democracy in the
viec Jetivitely me uy taternational clure base in opposition
arertalist hourgeoie lenocracy,  he natioral and democratic
cation 2 ooprease] peollw tinroush entablicreent of thelr workers'
e lwo definite prart U the seneril oroletartiun struwgle agalnst
2o fmvmriail- v PHEpL- U)} democracy, —————-—- 1ncluding the openly
! *1alllat social ddmocracy and the .urocuwmuntnt-tyoﬂ reformist
Voriresole demacracy ., Thie fun? wmental Uﬂlnt 0’ eninism is
ot er iy 19anivs in the eneds) {0t Jemmerasy docimnent, (ﬁt} authors
of this ‘!~~'un: Tament e that thotiy fiphe oy nnro and genuline
demacracy Cery THT i)t qans the Y ineryinl-zi- oroletarist Aue
to {%ﬁ/r——~—~——x\\t d . 8§ e e b o il workera' stateas
Shoctn
in this rezspect onrade Lore 2 > T
: peet, comrade koreno was very much correct, ﬁﬁ*Lp

. AFlITicived The eapltaligt Egurquu tocunent{in Lte lack of -
Cerira=Tion o1 western Zurape .o inserialism Cbl the 10Th uorJH“EEEV'
T EZurone Totuneat ; dpalited by the v currently dis-

f1oend tur the l1lth worlt eongress, itakes up the problems of tourgeolis
,;f.55’1n u:atgrn murose, but 1t ic nighly tuteresting methodologivally
S :;?li‘f:”tgzg ‘t trewts the p?oolems 1n‘rclatlon with the

*.g caliy decenerate f erst states of Zastexn Zurope, but

L
i Se L ; i 3 .
e speciric Lm: Lirt or neo-imueriulist framework of

i



the "cipltalist Eugone™” in alliance with Us luperiallsm,@ When we
Wwilve tre bourgeols depocricleg as sp';»:cli'icfilly imperialist or
nev-luperiallist, we an wage our T.o: proletarian class struggles
agulnst the democracles in the luwperiallst countries, defending
tr.e workers' states and the advances ofghe colonial revolutbn and
encouraging the advances of nolitical revolution in the

Worxsers' states,

The soclalist democracy document states in the first
" *Instead of the . oeci2l institutions of a
chiefs of the standing
. the majority 1ltself

s

copmtey 47 followss
- s B ey mlnoritV\hrlvlLuged oiflcluLdom ne
) .

oy \xtgtly fultill 21l these tunrtion,, and the more the functions
o1 v :tate power are performed by the people as a whole, the less need
there 1s  for the existence of this power,{State and Revolution) Thus,
the dictatorship of the proletariat is nothing other than a workers
democracy,” The auotation from Lenin 1s correct, but t. how can

the United Secretafrlat draw the conclusion of the second sentense from
the first, after having had so many "non-democratic” workers' states
fur so many years? ‘The socialist democracy document states that »%the
dictatorship of the proletariat is nothing other than a workers
democracy.” srvs...o voes.thls wean that the exlsting bureaucratized
"workers' states” are wnot tne states ol the uroletarlan dictatorship?
pow d1d L, Trotsky debate agaiust .. . surniun and Schachtmen on Lhe
iroblemns of the Soviet Union and the dictatorship of the proletarian
at the end of the 1930s? The authors of the document just "“forget"

e Lhe.fundamental claa criteria of the dictatorship

o the proletariat@ or a workers' state,

sinatly, when in 1ty ceaerwsl decocratist context the soclallst

wociacy wocument stutes; "1l the revolutlouaury wmarzists leave the
cli shtest impression, eilther through their propaganda or through their
yAJbt1Cb, that under the dictatorship of the proletariat the political
freedons of the workers will be narrower than under bourgeols democracy
‘neclulding the freedom to criticive the governwent, to have opposidion
sartles andl an oppostion press -- then the struggle to overccme the
Chelerers of parliamentary 1?Tusion: i1l e incourensurably more
Pirrtent o v ot eonliriae !, T e atate that, if those revolutionary
"13te would show even a sligntest hesitation inu defeunce of the
“ting workers' state« from imperialism and caplitaliswc under sone
te - situation, like that just Pefore the breakout of the second
i1 war, "for the sake of dvmocrﬂcy“ " B o4 TIBAGS they
i 1y condemned to deieat 1n i;ce of an iwperialiste

Sl o Fe (.)‘teg,ori).(:'3.}3_V
“lialist counter-rvolution, 3y the way, do the authors of the

'iduupent exclude a ;?r“*lhility of a fasclst or nazi-typve counter g
'vu:utiun(i: the future? Wouldn't . : 7 : they iorsee any possi fiuy
il N

-

N
el
oL
Y

& oody civil war in the “capitallist Europe" i1 in the
uatusey L ITTTRCEhroush a total impass of the bourgeois democxacy ltaelf,
_.. .ny ¢ase, the whole question 1s on which class base we are fightiug

cnocricy, nutionilly and internationally.

o

Yoo & narxist,
tLha

sal

v L the tnird cnapter the document states;
l.¢, nlotoricalematerialist point of view, the baslc causes of
volitical expropriation of the Soviet proletariat were material

ansosoctoeconomlice, not ideological or programatic. .»e dihe catastropnic
reclilne or the wroductive forces in .aussia as the result of the first
delL 2 wnar, the clvil war, foreign lmperiall°t iuntervention, sabotage

;f‘;ff‘f“{“601b technlclans, ete, led to conditoons of scarcity that
el 1i%ff13 snrowth of special privileges., The same factors led to a
TLive wWeakenluy of' the already small proletariat, In addition,
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larze portions of the political vanguard of the class, those best
gualifled to excerclse power, died in the civil wap” or left the
factories to be incorporated massively into the Hed Army and the state
apparatus, After,the beginning of the New Economic Poll a certain
economnic upturn .began, but massive unemployment and continuous dis-
appointment caused by the retréats and defeats of the world revolution
nurtured political passivity and a general decline of mass political
activity, extending to the soviets, The working class was thus unable .
to stem the growth of a materially privileged layer, wnich, i1ua ordexr '

to maintailn its rule, increasingly restricted democratic rights and
ieztroyed the soviets and the Bolshevik party itselfg(whlle using its
naze for its purposes), These are the main causes of the usuration

by = bureaucragrcy of the excercise of direct power and for the gradual
merger of the party apparatus, the state apparatus, and the apparatus

of economic managers into a prigileged caste,” Those expleanations

are generally correct about the pollitical degeneration of the first -
workers' state as an objective process, But how can the document draw

a conclusion as follows; “"The main causes of all thcse processes were
objective, materlal, economic and social, They must be sougnt in the -
social infrastructure of Soviet society, not iu its political supcye
structure and certalnly not in a particular councept of the party.” .
This 1s not a iarxist historical materialism, but certainly a Kautskylst
vulzar "zaterialist determinism”, How can the authors of the document
ionore the active role,.of the consclousness, They should learan’sexriously
on the "dialectic" interaction between the existence and the consciousness
from our outstanding marxist theoretician, comrade Ernest landel, If

ne i1is not enough to persuade the authors, they must go dlrectly to ..

~. Lfrotsky and, especlally, his "Results and Perspectives', ["“®ne
TYCVetariat grous and becomes stronger with the growth of ¢Gapitalism,
LreevVerl, L@ timing when the power transfers into the hands of the

Jor4ing elass does not depends directly on the level which the forees

of nroduction have w:i-i: . achleved, but on the varicus relations

in tne cl@aﬁ}strnggles, the international situation aud finally sonc
rublective ractors such as the workers' tradltion, initiastive, readiness
and so on .. Tor the struggle,” "The state is not an end in itself,
ut it 1s a giant tool which organlzes, disorganize and reorganize
tre uncial relations, It can be a powerful lever for the revolution or
2 ¢330l Tor an orgaulzel stagnation, according to who controls it,“{"Results
w“nl rerspectives” Chapter %, retranslation from the Japanese edition)

.iut the =tate 1s a political superstructure, There 1s nothing like

. vulear objectivist ‘materialist determinism”, If not, or if
“ire main causes of " the bureaucratic degeneration of the first workers!
state "must be sought in the social infrastructure of Soviet soclety, not
in 1ty superstructure and certainly not in a particular concept ol the
party{ % . .04 how can the rourth International fight convinclugly
Ior the groletarlan democracy or workers and neasants'! democracy in
thoze soclo-economically backward aAsian workers'® states? Or, wno decides
wilen of the aslan workers' states has or have the social infrastructure
wutured even~<in a minimun for the proletarian democracyt How about

-amoodia or Laos?

A

anyway, the "continuous disappolintanent” ... 0. of the Soviet

ny wualses ‘caused by the retreats and defeats of the world revolution”
slayed a very important role in the defeat of the left coppositlon iln
tne 19-20s, This important elemeut is not a phenomenon “in the scoclal.
}nfra?Pructu?gxof the Soviet soclety", but isn't it a phenomenoﬁ”in. '
fﬁgpsgiizicié sgperftructuwe"? Secondly, the ideological crystalization
o the uhole Stalinfet ?Pig p ?¥§Q the came important and active role »
Lrocess in the Sovief q;ﬁgfsiid tu?' An? this political and tdeological
relrests and defeats of fh e WRyes Gl deCIvae role in the

_ - o e $ e world revolution,  Thus, _finally, the

naoartist Stalinist bureaucracy consolidated itself pg™ o ednscious

wolal
o

i



"counter-revolutionary” bureaucracy in the workers®
state in the 1930s, Thus, the whole process of interactlon batween
the exisdnce and the counsclousness -~ or the “soclad infrastructure

of the Soviel soclety" and "1ts political superstructure"” -- was
, terribly negative way against the firstjcleo

cruelly dynanic in a -
workers'! state and for the world revoluflon as a vhole, Fﬂwbﬁemaeaeﬁff:
the thermidorian degeneration of the first

*/#Ta the last andlysis,
had not bean fuevitable soclo-e¢conomlcally, 1i.e,

workers' state .
maccriuligtioallgo The final degeneration bpcamﬁ finevitable pollti-
cally, onoly because the international proleuarlan novement of the
157°0s and 1930s could not overcome the hetpayal®leadership of the
stalinist Rremlin, which . was nothing m? ’bthan avinternational

superstructural phenomenon,

thermidorian’ or

the socialist democracy document ignores one
oI the central cores of the theory of peruanent revolution, end it
can easily lead to the very denlial of the essential role of .- a
political leadership for the working class movement, Anyway, in our
opinion, when we want to grasp the theory of permanent revolution in
its full sense and the dynamic interaction between the cxistence and

the consclousness, we nust consider the three fundamental factorss

{2) siven soclo-economic conditions,(b) a given balance of forces .
oetwgcn the bourgeolsie and the zroletaridt, and {c) given rAture and
degree of the proletarian consciousness through its poliﬁcal 1nst1tution

all in tThelr national and international scales,

As a whole,

%!;5) lMore practically oun democracy and the socialism in one
> ceountry or the pnermanent revo é ian, the soclalist democracy document
Ty nat present the fundamentalfly Bolshevik-Leninist position that

Qo
o B e
+ tre tiont for oroletarian dewseracy is categnrically to
3 sezidA-st ylth the narrow nationallst positions of Yhe @ various bonn.
-f/,dltisc bureaucracies, ldeologically expresscd by the thecory of socizlics
1 one country and practiced ilnternationally througn thelr conservutive

ndl gradualist foreiugn policies firmly relyed upoun thiler oun militat
Iorces and upon the iaternational status quo, The soclialist Lcmocracy
document is drafted exclusively for the retoxmiut i1lusion of the
vwihole Zuropean workers' movement; 1t is criminally illusionally cnd
Jdenagoglc.

e Here again, we must return to our founding teacher

ol L, lrot%hy on democracy ani its international class perspectives.
in Burope, He opposed the workers' democracy, the interests of the

vppressed peasants and oppressed national winorities To the political
‘ule of the imperlalist bourgeolis ie in the capitalist<imperialist
zurope; he opposed the workers' | © .. ... democracy, the 1ntere“ts
of the workers and peasants alllance, and the interests of the owprue sed
ustional minorities - - to the thermidorian rule of the tonapaxrtist
nureaucracy in the Soviet Unions at the same time, he presented the

sin<le add unifying international verspective of the Socialist Unlted

itates of Zurope for the both strupeles in the canttalist-imwverialist

sirore ang the Soviet tnton, as heing opposed to - the capltlist.
crislist ovpressive "astion-sitates® . anl the nationalist-
reformist cqn1LU¢Aation ol social democracics iun fnecz ot those S
(lt*QnmeﬂLeﬁ” B . and to the vthermidorian 'siaci-pos . oseonyY C»
LS T ol i socialisn in one countyy and the natvi Tonliat
ional 1olicies by the bonapartist Stallunisc bureaucracy, Dida' o

Y17

tate again and again that the capitalist-imperialist "natione

x5 wergthe core of the oppression in general or the oppression

teiocracy in zurope, and that a plauned international unification
the forces of production was the only one practical infrastructural

pe for dn10VPT111 demncracy of workers and peasants in Europe? In

Xurope our democratic and tions : a

ciass struggle for the ooc?gI%gél%n?%ggrzgaggs g?e éggernational
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liow is our xy.¥r: 1 democratic program for Eukope today

tn the soclalist democracy document? It spends most of the space to
t21% on dewmocraoy in general,.but it never takes up those questicns,
such as the fight ggalinst the bonapartist yu: - .:: philouoph of soclalisn
in one country and the conservative and natlonalist internatlonallr .

. 7.7t pelicies of the bureaucracles,in the interests of the workers
and peasants ' democracy in the = wdrkers' states, and the fight against
the imperialist politico-military alliance - between US bourgeodisie -
znud Western Zuropean bourgeolsie and so on. As for us in East Asia,
e are strongly convinced that our East aAslan . scale fight against the
;;wjapanese politico-military allliance 1s our strong weapon to
uwcctlerate the fight for proletarian democracy in the Asian workers
ztates and in the Soviet Unlon, I have already express this type of
ooinion on Zurope in my “"Lettexr to an lill Comrade’, which was prescnted
to the United Secretariat in 1976 but has not been published in the

{iJg so far, So, here I 1limlt oun only one point more,

In our opinion, the ilmperialist politico-military allicnce

tetween the US bourgeolsle and .. YWestern European bourgeoisie is the
Iundamuntai basis of the latter's neo-imperialist demogracies, T ap
the Atlantic v * ¥ -neo-imnperialist alliance Exag“u(znter a “&ﬁé.

" g

real crisis, there will be cxtegoricaaly no room for HaimEeile
vourgeols democracy,and the Western European prolﬂtariat will face
a choice -: out of the three; a victorious proletarian revolution
which will fight for unifying with the political revolution in *astern:
Iurona,a genuine fascist-nazi.type counter-revoltuion, or another
sovlet military inter vention as was in the second world war, 'In this
cantoxt, we tand to COQ]Ulm that the coclalist democracy document

Caren anothev dele\t)- for the Buropean proletariat,

L\

a) &here are many othexr points in the soclalist dermocracy
docuzent on walch we want to discuss, so we must produce another
article on it, Lowever, we inslst that the general framework of the
soclalist democracy document\wrong through and through and that it
i3 very nuch dangerous to Z discuss on some tactical questions,
vresented oy the docunment, the present non-Lerlni t-Trotsky‘sa
"N o '
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