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After. 45 years of struggle
‘ten in the midest of the
it heated controverty—
wan leader of the
erican Socialist Workers
ty Josaph Hansen died
Jenuary 18 1979,
{ansen had up to his final
| played & key role in the
nelistic and theoretical work
he SWP and had been the
ing force that established
rconcinentsl Prass a5 a
s weekly intarnational
szine reflecting the politics
he SWP and the “United"’
starist of the Fourth Inter-
wal, 3
{is lifetime of activity
in the SWP spans a whole
¢ of politicel upheavais and
lopments.
t began with him deciding
student in 1934 to join the
19, struggling US Trotskyist
mment, the Communist
ue of America: but s turn-
points have reflected not
some of the strengths but
many of the weaknesses of
‘ourth Internaticnal, partic-
r in the post war period.
is journalistic skills quickiy
ht Hansen to the front
of the US Trotskyists,
at that time were engaged
portant work in the organ-
vorkars’ movwment.
¢ 1936 he had established
if as an active militant in
naritime union, and was
19 to sdit the union journal

Voice of the Federation.

He went on to succeed
James P. Cannon as editor of
Labour Action, the paper
produced in California by the
Trotskyist faction within the
Socialist Party.

Throwing off an initial
unhealthy attachment to the
petty  bourgeocis  opposition
cligue around Martin Abern,
Hansen was sufficiently trusted
in 1937 to be selected to act as
sacretary to the exiled Leon
Trotsky, then in Mexico.

Assassin

As such, Hansen was on
guard duty when Btalinist
assassin Ramon Mercader—hav-
ing won the confidence of the
household in preceding weeks—
gained access to the building
and dealt the death blow to
Trotsky with a concealed ice-
pick.

This major setback inflicted
by Stalinism on the newly-
formed and still small Fourth
International took shape at the
same time as within the US
party a group of petty bourgeois
torces were launching a very
different form_ of attack on
revolutionary Marxism.

University professor James
Burnham and journalist Max
Schachtman-~a founder member
of the US Trotskyist movement
—had begun to formulate views
which challenged not only the
Marxist analysis of the Soviet
Union and the necessity to
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Hansen with Leon Trotsky in Mexico

Hansen: his life

defend it against imperialism,
but also rejected the organisa-
tional norms of
centralism, and the very method
of Marxism itself.

A hard-fought factional fight
ensued, leading to a major split
in the SWP on the sve of US
involvernent in World War 2.
Hansen, amarging as a trusted
ally of James P. Cannon, sided
firmly with the majority in the
struggle for defence of the pro-
grammatic and thearetical foun-
dations of the party,

Following the split Hansen
was drawn maore centrally into
the leadership of the SWP,
serving both as journalist and as
8 mamber of the Nationat Com-
mittee.

In the confused period
following the end of the war he
was to play an important tole
in the discussion on the changes
taking place in the Eastern
European ‘buffer zone’
controlled by the Hed Army.

Downfall of Stalinism

The political problem was a
real one for the Fourth Inter-
national, Trotsky and every
other leader of the International
had anticipated that the War
would bring the downtall of the
Stalinist bureaucracy in the
Kremlin—aither {hopefully)
through the upsurge of political
revolution unleashing the
nationalised property relations
established in the 1917 over.
turn; or, conceivably, through a

democratic -

reflected crisis
of the Fourth -
International

By John
Lister

historic oefeat if imperialism
were able to intervene and
reversa these gains, restoring
capitalism,

Naither of these sventuai-
ities had proven to be the case.
Rather Stalinism appeared, if
anything, to be stronger than
ever—its power now extended
inte new aveas of Eastern
Europe, with crisis-ridden
imperislism impotent to resist,

Plundered

Yet Stalin at first had no
intention of  consolidating
Soviet control over the 'Buffer
Zone'. Instesd these countries
were used = 8 source of
plundered industrigl plant and
materials, and 8 a bargaining
tounter in negotiating a new
counterrevolutionary deal for

‘peaceful  coexistence”  with
imperialism.
Thus in 1946 the Fourth

International was quite correct
to characterise the Buffer
countries as still being capitalist
countries—ruled in sach case by
bourgeois coalition gowvern-
ments,

But with the onset of the
Cotd War In 1947 this state of
affairs changed rapidly.

Stalin, seeking to protact the
barders of the USSR, launched
a drive throughout the Buffer
Zone for the elimination ot the
remnants of private industry,
the suppression of bourgeois
and peasant parties, and the
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takeover of the state machinery
by monolithic Stalinist parties
under the watchful eye in most
places of the Red Army and the
Stalinist secret police.

By 1949 therefore—though
development was uneven—it was
no ionger in generat correct to
fegard these countries as capitsl-
ist. They had become deformed
workers’ states—states in which
the working class had never in
any way actusally held power in
its own hands, but in which a
bureaucracy parasitic on the
workers” movement had driven
out the old capitalist class and
installed itself at the head of e
buresucratised state machine.

Hanten in December 1949
arqued strongly for such an
analysis of the Buffer countries
and against those who, in fear
of peddiing illusions in.Stalinism
clung rigidiy to the view that
they remained capitalist states,

There were strengths in
Hansen’s approach—which in no
way attributed any “revolution-
ary'' or progressive role to the
Staliriist bureaucracy, and which
looked back to Trotsky's
analysis of prewsr events in
Finland and Poland.

But thare was also ane basic
weakness, which was to have
peofound repurcussions,

That is, Hansen focussed
simpiy on the ‘fact’ that these
states had become dsformed
workers' states—paying
ingufficient attention to the
details of the process whereby
that ‘fact’ had come about,

How was it that & counter-
ravolutiongry national bureasu-
cracy caerind through the histor-
ically progresstive step of the
expropristion of the capitalists
and landlords of Eastern
Europe?

In what way if st i, were
the masses mobilisad to accom-
plish such a chenge? Did they st
any point reach the level of
independent action—or wat
everything orchestrated end
controlled from sbove?

Hansen, concernsd rather
with the change itseif than the
mechanism that produced it,

feaves this question only
portially answerad,
In any event, with ths

possible exception of Yugo-
slavia, there was little that even
the most empirical observer
could seize upon as “‘revolution-
ory’’ about the leaderships of
the Eastarn European Stalinist
parties—so the issue must have
seerned of little importance.

Independence

But the way thet Fi leader
Pablo  analysed Yugoslavia
thould have provided a clear
warning that it is essential in
such struggles to call at all times
for the mobilisation of the
working masses /ndependently
of the Stdkinist bureaucracy, and
to fight for the building of
Trotskyist parties.

January 1 1959: Cuban newspap

Carried away with the super-
ficiaily  ‘left” rhetoric  and
populist pestures of the Tito
bureaucrecy. in the wake of the
1948 Salin-Tito split, Pablo
declared that the Yugoslav CP
had ceased to be s Stalinist
party-and had evolved into a
centrist  party under "“mass
pressure”’

He devised dresms and
schemas of the YCP a3 a whole
being won to Trotksyism: of a
whole  pattern of similar
developments within mass CPs
in East and Western Europe; and
of a reforming wing of the
bursaucracy emarging within
the Soviet CP itseif,

Such a position offered only’
abject confusion to the cadres
of the Fl, But its starting point
wit 8 failure to ses the nacessity -
for a complete bresk by the
masses fromthe Stalinist bureau-
cracy, and an independernt pro-
gramme of class action to astab-
lish genuine workers' power,

Yet Pablo’s positions were
not challenged within the Fi.
Rather, thay were endorsed at
the Third World Congreass in
1951,

Only in 1963, when his
policies had deweloped 10
threaten the very political inds-
pendance of established
Trotakyist cadres, were they

sventually  resisted by the
leadership of the SWP.
Open Letter defended

Hansen, correctly siding with
the SWP majority, defqnded
their  unilatersd  action of
publishing an Open Letiter in
November 1963

“The open letter, which this
[Psbloita] fiat refern to = a
‘split  appesl'—sithough It wm
mthlm of the kind—did theae

m On thw political level It
called the stention of Trateky-
Ists sverywhsre to the fact that
in flegrant violstion of the
programms of the Fourth Inter-
nationsl the Psblo faction h-i
covered up and apologieed for
the Stalinkst betrayal of the
French general strike in August;
had failled to call for the with-
drowal of Soviet troops from
Esst Germany whan they were
uwed t0 crush the June 17
workers’ upriting egainst the
Stalinist gauleiters; had psinted
up the treacherous temporary
concessions grantsd® by thees
bessiged rulers; had simierly
paintsd up the conoemsions
deceptively promised by the
Malenkov regime t0 allsy mam
unrest in the Soviet Union; and
had projected the pomsibility of
the Stalinist bursaucracy and
ewen the Soviet workers sharing
power with it .. .*

(Trotskyism v. Revisionism,
Vol.2,p.118)

Hansen went on to point
out correctly that Pablo's
politicel line:

‘s to liquidete the Fourth
Internstional as an independent
orgenisstion. To dissolve the F1i
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t Peport Bérista’s flight to exile

7
pbliticelty it o necossary first to
break up its oatires by expelling
them, or reducing them to
silence i not soquisscence’”,
(p.121}
But, in keeping with the
rerthginder of the SWP leader-
ship, Henten made no serious
effort to work back through the
stsential politicat, programmatic
and theoretical ditferences and
problems | that the split with
Pablo uncovered.

\ %Y

Insvsed, = o sympethlsing
section—prevented by resction-
ory US legisletion from affilla-
tion to the new-formed Inter-
netionsl  Committes—the SWP
begen from 1966 onwarth to
drift towerds s similar political
method to that of the Pabloites.

As & result, the issue.of the
politicsl independence of the
working clas, which hed st flrf .
appesred of comparetively litdl
significence in 1949, and then
smerged = § major qulltlon’ln
the 1953 struggle sgeinst Pablo,

emerged once again in the llmo-
light with the' Cubsn revolution
of 1968,

The pdtty bourgeols riation-
slist July 28 Moverneft headed
by Castro sucoessfully, over-
threw the tottering hltlltl .
dictatorship-—-only ta sesk out a
coslition desl .with remisining
slaments of the bourgeoisie.

But a1 the Cestroites carried
through & programme of land
reform and expropriation of
Americon capitsl the regime
sncountered mounting
sconomic pressure from US
, imperialism—culminating in the
bresking off of the US agree-
mant to buy Cuban sugsr, the

bedrotk of the sconomy.

These exports were swiftly
teken ower by the USSR and
China. The Soviet buresucracy
had ressons of its own for
furthéring an sllisnce with
Castro. And when Kennedy
sttempted the abortive Bey of
Pigs’ invasion he weas easlly

‘routed by messive popular resis-

tance.

A fow deys later Castro
declared that the revolution had
8 ‘'socialist’ charscter. And,
resting on the appesrsnces of
svents—the ‘facts'—the SWP
leedership, with Hamsen et the
forefront, beliaved him,

Losing track of the ‘fects’ of
thé origing of the Castro jesder-
ship, and conveniently
forgetting the crucls! sconomic
and military support given to hls
regime by the Sovist Union, the
SWP incrassingly developed the
theory that s 'natural’ svolution
towerds Marxism indgpendent
of Stalinism wis teking place
in the Csatro leadership—ons
that had produced not a
deformed, but a heslthy
workers’ state.

The ‘tact’ thet there weie no
organs of working class power in
this "heslthy” workers’ state,
snd the ‘fact’ that the counter-
revolutionary Communist Party,
true to the reguirements of
Moscow, wes seeking close links
with Castro, were brushed sside

. with & schama echoing Pablo at

his waorst:
Mass pressure

“The Cuban Communist
Party o not exempt from this

supports the revolution, if & rift
wers to occur betwesih Cube
and the Soviet Undon, it amn he

" taken for certain thet the ldyel-

ties of @ decisive section of the
Communist party, f not the
porty = 8 whols, would remsin
with the Cuban revolution, The
experience In Yugosiavia speaks
odoguently for such mn
outcome.’”
(Draft Theses on the Cuban
Revolution, December 1960).
Accordingly, since they
envisaged both the Castroites
and the Stalinists transformed
under ‘‘mass pressure’’ into
revolutionary forces, the SWP,

Hansen

led by Hanser, droppsdl sny call
for the building of s Trotekyist
party in Cubd.

Introducing Theem, and
demonstrating ¢ Ifuslons in
Casitro were the starting point of
the SWP's view of the ‘facts’,
Hansen pointed out that the
resson why they had held back
bafore ducriblnﬂ Cubs = @
workers’ state wI

“thwe sbesnos of » MM
socialist conselowmess on the
port of the lesdership of thet
revolution, We simply csuld not
give them a blank political
cheque when they csme %o
powsr and say "“Well, dbviously

becsune of the mentsiity you

YOl

ssent In ﬂu struggle iteslf what
the final course would be In
Cuba.”™

But Hensen walted only
until late 1980 before extending
to Cestro the blank politicsl
chequs that the Havana regime
is still cashing in on to this day,

Explaining his method,
Hansen procisimed thet:

“Our charscterisations

1t romained to be

simply reflect the facts, just the
focts, The fact that the
capitelists have been sxpro-
pristad In Cuba. The fact that s

qualitatively ditferant kind of
state sxists thars ., ™

Starting from such ‘facts’
rather than the necessity to
develop the political indepen-

- dance of the working class

through the fight to construct
Trotskyist parties is the hall-
mark of the Pabloite method.

Psblo himsslf drew from
thess teme  “facts” the
conclusion that

tion:

pomants’
stilance to the understanding of

Pablo was not slone in this
view. He wis joined by the
formerly “snti-Pabloite’” WP,
and especially by Joseph Hansen
‘who, illke, Psblo, cherlshed
llusions that the Algerian revol-
ution would sl follow the
“Cuban Wey'',

Peddling illusions

1982 sow Hansen in Perly
writing & string of articles for
«ths SWP Militent which peddied
the - grossest  Hlusions in the
‘“‘sociplint”’ cherscter of the

petty bourgeols nationallst Ben

Bella regime In  Algeris—a
position maintained sven while
that regime moved in to crush
the independent tréde union
confederation UGTA  and
comnsolidate deals with Franch
and US imperislism .

How was this false approach

fought by the remaining
sections of the International
Committee?

British SLL leader Gerry
Healy, certainly started off on
¢ more correct footing—insist-
ing on the necessity to struggle
within the Cubsn svents for a
conscious revolutionary leader.
ship, 8 Trotskyist party,

But in arguing the case for
this view Healy besed his
spprosch not on showing how
the need for such s party flowed
from the sctusl process of
development in Cube, but on
descending to a futile argument
centred on disputing Hansen's
facts’, and denying thst Cubs
wat now a workers’ stats.

From the wrongheaded
debete sprang the political split
betwesn the SWP and the SLL,
besed on ths documsnts
“Trotskylsm Betrayed”
and ‘Cuba
(Swp),

Yet the judgement of
whether or not Cuba wes »

The Acid Test”

workers’ stste was not in sny

way the ‘acid test”. Nor was
there any disagreement shout
the need to defend the Cuban

regime—whatever its precise
character—against imperiglist
sttack,

Process

The acid test wes mally
whether the Trotskyist move-
ment was cepeble of grasping
the procest of the development
whersby & petty bourgeois
regima In slliance with the
Soviet burssucracy had cerried
through the expropristion of
capltalism without permitting
the emergence of independent
organisations of the working
class,

(SLL).

Only if this process were
understood would it be possible
to combine on the one hand
principled defence of the histor-
lcally progressive nationalised
property relations and on the
other to put forward a cleer
programmea for independent
working class action for the
overthrow of the Cestro burssu-
cracy end establishment of
genuine workers’ power.

Both tendencies failed this
"acid test’’,

Marxism a5 a scisnce must
begin not from Hansen's notion
of the "facts’—regerded as fixed,
wooden entitles—but from the
materiel process of the conflict
of opposing social classes which
sctuslly produces the ‘facts’
that we empirically cbhserve,

Only this can furnish the key
to intervention to change the
world.

Thus while Hensen end the
Pabloites were sbie to rest for s
puricd during the 19608 on the
spparently  left wing, Interna-
tionalist rRetoric of the Cestro
burssucracy ss ‘‘proof’* of their
analysis, the processss of the
world claes  struggle served
incressingly to highfight the real
subordination of the Ceastro
‘burssucracy to the resctionary

. foreign policy of the Kremlin,

In 1085 tha Cuban
Communist Party was formed—
through the merger of the
Catroites with the Stalinists—
as 8 totelly buresucrstic forma-
tion, which held no congress for
10 years.

And 1968 sew Cmstro
defending the Soviet Invasion of
Czechosiovekias, and the Cuban
press abstain from criticism of
the Stalinist sabotage of the
Franch general strike.

Today, even smpiricsl
avidence reveals Cuban forces as
the tool of Kremlin diplomacy

and military strategy in Africa,
propping up the petty bour-
geols Neto regime agalnst work-
ing class resistance in Angols;
holding beck the Zimbabwe
liberation struggle; and manning
artillery and giving advice for
reactionary Ethiopian etforts
miitarily to crush the Eritresn
Ilbaration struggle.

Yet still Hansen maintained
to the very end and ths SWP
continues to argua that Castro’s
Cuba remained a “‘revolution-

' ary”, “internationslist’’ regime.

Hansen bolstered this by
carrying selective ‘left’ quotes
In [ntercontinents! Press from
the Cuban press—while conven-
iently omitting recent witch-
hunting antl-Trotskyist tracts
that have appeared.

The Confusion on Cuba
sarved to split the Intérnationsl
Committes, and also paved the
way for the SWP's ‘reunifice-
tion”’ with the Pabloites in
1963.

Diplomatic

Hansen heiped to draft the
diplomstically-worded reunifl-
cation documents which cere-
fully avoided any examinestion
of the unresolved problems thet
had produced the 1953 split,
and conceded entirely to the

political posifions of the
Pabloite Internationsl Secretar-
ist,

But, not unéxpectedly, the
confusion lingsred on, By 1969
the majority of the new "‘United”
Secretariat had drawn the most
opportunist lessons from thair
impressions of the Cuban Revol-
ution, and taken up 8 strategic
perspective of guerriila warfare
throughout Latin America.

This went too far sven for
Hansen and the SWP |sadership
to swallow.

A factionsl fight srupted,
and Hansan emerged as the main
spokesman for the compers-
tively ‘‘orthodox” line of bulld-
ing independent revolutionary
parties in Latin  America—

: ?.'1;4‘, "~
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though sttempting 0 preserve
the USFIs basicelly false
position on the Castrolte forces.

The struggie in the USFI wes
to sharpan snd broaden to the
point of the declaration of
public factlons,

in & number of countries
these factions - ren competing
newspapars, argued Opposed
policies, racruited independent-
ly end, in Portugal .In 19756
cams near to  hand-to-hend
combat as the Mandalites sided
with the Stalinists, and the
Armad Forces Movement regime
while the Hensenites telled
behind the antl<ommunist
demonstrations run by the
witch-hunting Socislist Party
lsadership.

The belsted ‘“seli-critichm™
of thair guerrlilsivt policies by
the Mandelite Internstional
Majority Tendency however
offered an opening In Iate 1978
for the SWP-backed Leninist-
Trotskyist Factlon to heal the
breach.

This took plece with added
urgency becsuss thers wers
growing signs of opposition to
the SWP's positions among
Latin American USFi
UPpOrters sround  Nahuel

no thst had formed the
bylk of the LTF.

Nothing resolved

Thus In 1877, though none
of the contentious issues that
had divided the SWP lsadership
from the Mandelded msjority
had been resolved, the SWP's
29th Annust Convention voted
unanimously for 8 resolution
calling for the dissolution of the
two tendencies—effectively a
new, nodiscussion “reunifice-
tion”, with even more guilty
secrets to hide then the original
reunification in 1963,

£ L

Hansen waa forced for the
final four years of his life to
contend with & particularly
vicious siander campaign against
him in tha press of the British
Workers Revolutionary Party
and the remnants of the Inter-
national Committee,

Veriously charging Hamen
with being 8 “‘provan agent of
the FBI"” and sn *“‘sccomplice of
the GPU", the standers began in
responte to 8 particulary sting-
ing polemic by Hansen ageinst
the political positions and
internal  party regime of the
WRP and IC in the wake of the
removal of Tim Wohlforth,
formerly General Secretary of
the Workers Lesgua, the US
sympathising section of the IC.

They deweloped into a full-
xcale venddetta in which Hansen
was charged with alding and
abetting Mercader in the murder
of Trotsky, and with subseguant
illicit colisboration with the
FBI.

Yot Hansen wes of courte
one of the twelve plaintiffs in
the SWP’s marathon $40 milion
lawsuit sgainst the FBI, which
has so far uncovarsd resms of
hitherto secret filss detalling
state infiltration and disruption
of the US workers’ movement,

That lawsuit remsint now
blocked by the categoricsl
refussl of US Attorney General
Grittin Bell to comply with »

1959 rally h.ts Mass mobrhmnon ca"ed by Castrolres in struggle against imperialist pressure

~

court order to make svallsble . .

files deteiling FBI agents
currently active within the SWP.

Healy's cover-up

Yet, If WRP leader Hesty Is
to be believed, it Is not the US
capitallst state that B the
obstacle—but “FBIl sgent” Jos
Hansen!

It is hard to Imagine & more
convenient political coverup for
the US state maichine,

Mesnwhile, though sttacking
Hansen's political integrity and
using this s a means of attack-
ing the SWP end the USFI,
Healy has in fact himself

o
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sdoptect political positions =
bed, if not worse than those of
Pablo by sucking up to the
reactionary Middle East despot-
isms of Libya snd imq,
uncritically defending the petty
bourgeois l|sadership of the
PLO, and even producing
sulogles in praise of the late
Algerian dictator Boumediennel

it is hard to imegine a8 more
squalid political device then
cynically. branding
opponents as police nts while
yoursel f adopting icies more
apportunist than anything they
have proposed,

It is clesr that we In the
Workers Sociatist Lesgue hawe
considerable political dissgres-
ments  with Jossph Hareen,
which must colour thh way in
which we view his echlevements
over the-past 45 year,

your

Strengths

For there ars rasl sirengthe
from which we can lesrn,

In my view, whalaver his .
political wnknu-l k|
dedication to the buillling of &
revolutionary movemant wal
snd remains sn sxample to all
those tuming to revolution-
ary polltics.

All too few of the “old
Trotskyists” heve repelled the
pressures of careerism snd self-
gratification for as long =s
Jossph Hansen. For meny the
lure of sseking well pald jobs or
aven starting smail businesser
was too grest,

There is no mtlth to be
mads as 8 Trotskyist leader: but
Hansen lived all his life in
modest style snd devoted him- -
self to the political struggle. We
must respact such e quaslity,

Secondiy thers s Hansen's
consistent sttention to inter-
national quastions—his
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insistence upon seeing the
struggle within the USA in the
contaxt of the International
developments of the class '
struggle.

This strangth, flowing over
into the production of /nter-
continental Press is an essentin!
guality to be fought for within
the Trotskyist movement.

Thirdly we must look at the
type of leadership established in
the SWP—a col/ective leadership
in which a whole number of
leading members are capsble
and called upon to take key
responsibilities,

The opposition to sny kind
of “star” system by both James
P, Cannon and by Hansen—sech
of whom had the historicel
standing to dominste tha move-
ment had they chosen to doso-
stands in marked contrast to the
concept of leadership as 8 tight-
knit g¢xclusive clique as seen in
Gerry Healy's WRP,

However, this ssid, thers

still no substitute for 8 struggle
for s correct progremme and
pevspective, and such s struggle
Is necema#ry not only sgainst
Heslyite revisiondim but slso
spuimt the hevislonlsm of Jos
Hanssn and tha SWE,
. Jow. Hensen's 1§ work In

-thort: refiects all of the Initlal

strengths and the subsequent
protlems and disorientation of
tha Fourth intermnaions!.

His undoubted journslistic
and ‘ theoreticel talents cowld
only have resthed their full
potentisl in a fight to return to
the principles and the method
of the Trotskyist programmae.

Rejecting thet course In
1963, Hersen hifiself became
willy nilly & component in the
contlnuing crisit  facing  the
Trotakyist movement,

That it one ‘fact’ thst
neither be nor the USFI leaders
or Hesly havee ever properly
understood.



