-understand what 1ed up to this betrayel and the role of the internation#l'

. group rather than supporting tne principlied opposition led by Edmund

“Left Front® iULF) with the Krushchewist CF and the MEP {a renegade group
- which broke aws fram the LSSP undef the leaéewshxg ¢f Philip Gunewardene
| iMome years back I% ' summarized 1ts posxtxon in a call fsr a gevornnen

cf the Q&FL ‘ o

- ;has bro&en from bourgeois politica. The Krushchevist CP has supported in

_position sn the Sinhalese-only question. The platform of the ULF digd naik

**minor reforms as it admi nistere& the state in the interests of the

. baving a socialist. program of expropriation of the expropriators and ;
~therefore being really an antxaeapifalist overggant@ Such 8 gavernment

Juae 20, 1064

o the Politienl Committee:

Dear Comvades,

| On June 7th, 1264, by a vote of S07 to 179 the LSSP decided to
enter the bankrupt bourgeois Bsrnderanaike Goverament. HN.M. Perara and
two other MPs took ministerial posts in the government. Other prominent
leadeys like Colvin lUe Silva and Leslie Goonewardens supported the action.

~ Newer before in the whole history of our world movement has

 such an act of betraya! taken place. It iz slmost inconceivable that a

party affiliated with an internaticual forméition which calls itself the
Fourth Internetional and claims to be Trotskyist should take such a A
step iwenty four years affer the death of Leon Trotsky. Every Trotskyist i
in the world must investigate this development thoroughly and seek to -

movement in this betrayal. Only such a thorcugh investigation can*praven_ﬁt,
th% complete iiqaxéatlea of the movement founded by Leon Trotsky, ¢ ‘

¥We feel it is more than a coincidenge that the onlr’substantial

" Trotskyist group to support Pablo in 1953 vas the LSSP which now has gome
compleiely over to the camp of the class enemy.” The evolution of the LSSP
~i= no new development. For a number of years now the LSSP hss 6evoteﬁ -

itself almost totally to sopportunist parliamsntery sctivity end has
coempromised itself in its rela&igna with the "libersl" bourgeocis forces

represented by the Sri Lanka ¥ : Party (SLPP) of Bandarsnaike. But
the Pabloite International Secretariat and its successor the "United”
Secretarist ssid as little as possible abeut these developments keepi e
the fntornational cadres in the dark. Here in the SWP there has no% boaﬁ =
s single report to the membexship an the Ceylonese sltuatxon fnr at
lenst seven years.

More ‘recently the "United® becxeiariat sought to compronise the o5
struggle within the LISP through suppori of the center Deleva»Gonnewarﬂana

Samavalkoedy. It fully supperted the LS3P’s organization of a "United.

- However ihe UuF'iB a coalition with two groups neither of vhich

most servile fashion the bourgecisie in Ceylon in line with the inte
tioaal‘%oliﬁies of the Kremlin. The MEP has participated in an earlie

adaranaike government and has been noted in Ceylon for its chauvinist

require a break from bourgecis politics from either of thesc groups but

. rather was devoted to reformist demands only slightly to the left of the‘.‘
‘' Bandaranaike government. It supported a Simhalese-only pesition and .
. exeluaded from the coalition the Pro-Chinese split~off from the CP, With
“usuch a preogrem a ULF government could ip no way bte differeni from the 4

present SLFP government. That is it would content itself with s few

eapita}1at closs.

; The "United” Secreteriat’s call for a ULP government has nothing
whatever to d& with our transitional demand for a "Worker'’s and Farmer’s
Government."® _The Transitional Program envisions such a governmant as




?
)

el “han "
weuld be supported by the extreparliizmentery organization of the working
elags Tox armed sizugyle and weuld only by s shord interim pricy 4o $hs
establighment of a genaine workers state berasd on workers counecils whiek

would destroy the old bourgeois state apperatus from top to bodtom. Only

such a government <ould a Bolshevik party participate in. The ULF
program snd activiiy has nothing in common with sueh an approach nor did
the U.5. urge anything like this upon the LSSP and the ULF,

; | At Bhe actual conference of the LSSP the DeSilva-Goonewardive
group—=supported up to ithe last minute by the U.S, =~ offered only the
meekesi of spposition to Perara and then cupitulated totally to him,
This capitudstion wes inevitable as this center formation had long age
abandoned a working class revolutionary proagram and outlook. At the last
minute the U.S. swung iils suppori 4o the Edmund Samarakoddy group as it
was lefi with no other choice. Thiz lamt minute action in no sense
absoyed the U,S. of its full responsibility for this betrayal. Its own
slogan of a ULF government had pawved the way for the direet capitulation
of the LSSP to the bourgeoisie. .

The world Trotskyist movement will hold the SWP also responsible

’fer the capitulation of the LSSP until such time as the SWP publically

disassocistes itself from the whole iine of its international ee~thinkers
in the U.S. for the whole past peried, ’

Fer our part we welcome the split of the Samarakkedy group from
the Perara-~led LSSP and wish them the greaitaest success in their struggle
te build a reel-revelutionary party in Ceylon. We are sure they will
veavaluate Pabloism in the light of its treacherous role in Ceylon and
come to the same political conclusion that we have here.

: The betrayal of the LSSP follows shorily upon the suspension from
the IEC of four representatives of the Pabloite faction éf the U.S. and
the inevitable split such an action must entail. 1% is reported that
soms 15% of the Pabloite forces prior to reunification (and prior to ,
the break with the LSSP) is involved in this split., These forces were by
no means insignificant for the U.S. Pable had for a while the mejority
of the Prensh section and thus must have gplit with close to halif of that
group. He zisoc took with him the Dutch, Algerian, Australian, Peruvian
sections and a number of minoriiy form tions. Needless 10 say none of
these groups are sizable but cutside of the LSSP and our party, which is
in political solidarity with the U.S., there are no sizable groups in
the U.3, Mest impertant of all this split wes led by Michel Fable, the
sacretary of the Fourth Intermationel for the whole postwar peried. The
evolution of this figure in itself is of extreme importance to the world
movement,

In irue fashion the party leadership here in mo way has prepared
the party rank and file for this development. (puly after the split is

a fait aceconm 11134 he party leadership Sssued some of the discussion
material in?giveda

In nur epinion Pablo’s ewmoluition to his pressnt appaliingly liquid-
ationist politieal positions - positions it is difficult to characterize
ax even centrist -~ is but the legical outecome of the whole method of

~ Pabloite revisionism. Pablo teday is moving towards total liquidation

into the national bourgeoisie of the ¢ lonial cocuntries and its Krusbchsvist¥

‘allies just as Mesire, Lawrenca. Clarke and C ochran moved towards liquida- .

tionism in 1953. Ferars, DeSilva and Goonewardens followed out the same
logie in Ceylon. Are we exzpected to believe that ull these developments
are mere "exceptisns” snd are noi the logicel outcome of the revisionist
line snd wethod of the central leadership of the U.S. now supported by the
39P majority? ¥No serious political person can any longer congiderxr this
nogition.
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: The Liquidsiionist wiews of Fablo aw the LEIF asgjeridy cwnnet be

vmew@d as snmething isolsted and distant fxom the SWP, These are not
j *foreign" problems which we healtby Americans can iturn our provincial backs
— upon and get on to our party building work, These very same views are
N today finding root right within our party. Ve are speaking not only of
oppositional rightest tendencies, like Weiss and Swabeck, but of the
majoritdy itself. Unless the party as a whole faces up to this internation-
al ehsliange the very party we are seoking so hard to build will be
placed in jeopardy.

Pablo, when he seeks to find an ally to support his complete _—
capitulation to Krushchev's internaiional line, looks to —-— Jfimes P, Cannon.
It is Cannon's letter on the Cuban missiles crisis which Pablo eagerly
endorses, This is, of course, pelitically logiecal and proper. This
letter of Cannon®s, with its picture of the Kremlin acting in the interests
L of world peace and its solidarity with Bertrand Russell and Kehru, marks
a complete capitulation to the Krushechevist line of peaceful coexistence
.and a total abandonment of revolutzonary working class outlook during a
period of great crisis,

One of the major political criticisms leunched against Pablo by
the U.S. wajority in its statement "The Politieal Orientation of Comrade
Pable™ 1s that Pablo has in realiiy sbandoned the concept of Political
reyolution., Pablo, the U.S. majority states, identifies the "Jestalini-
zotion procesns” with nolitical revolution-=that is he sees the political
; revoiution ags o process of a number of reforms of the bursaucracy.

But this view i3 uot held by Pabloe alone. There is a strong ten-
deney in this direction within the SWP majority itself -- and moreover
this tendency has been evident for at least five years now., Joseph

(j Hansen, the &s:hx»act of the "reunification”, is the main proponent within
' the party ma;orlty of Pablo’s position. Az early as 195§ he stated:®

g™

Wi e

it i mLh QZQaag %0 real*iy o view tﬁ~ pragraa of p@litieal ?i?ﬂ*ﬂ%ian

fi the trmnsd ,_Q%*ﬁﬁ&,§Q L8 aiKQIR-

Hg yevoiution comos iv 8 sirgle srecgige ﬁna& 1ike & horse giila {Jo=
aept Heyesn ®Proposed Sueds to Sovist Domosraey® IS8 Spring, 1958.)

This view is identical in all respecis with that of Pablo--with one notable
i» exception, Pablo at least sees a "viclent, insurzectional phase” of the
yolitical revolution—iy for only a brief mement.

This view has persisted in the lending cireles of the majority up
to this day. It is the reason for the abmsnce of the conecept of pelitical
revolution from the 1561 International Resclution of the party drefied
primerily by Hansen. It is also the reason for the gt best ambiguous
treatment of the political revolution in ibe majority resolution on China
passed at the 1963 convention. More recently Hansen has propounded the
very same view in hisg review of Deutszcher’s latest book in the ISR,
Politicel revolution te Hansen: *did not necessarily mean a ° violent
~explesion,? although it would certeinly signif§ a ‘“ =" theroughgoing
,ahak&uy undertaken at the initiative of the masses.” ¥e are happy to
see (ienrge Breitman®s polémic in the current ISR against Hansen®s review
\_ as being "too soft, too concil iatory." But Brigitman fails to point out
p that the root of thjﬁ concilliation cen be found in the fact that Hansen
(ﬁ has aimoe& wholly pgone over to Deutscher’s position on the politieal

revoelution and that this position of 0 flansen's has deeply nermeated the i
politieal documents ¢f the party as a whole and badly disoriented our cadre.
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& oa s PP WL TR & wh o -
‘an srticle wn fne fabloites o

- pelitical Adiscussion prior to the aetual reunification could only leed

Pabie’s man in latin inerica. Frips. lsuvnched e big nolemic against
i : o huvyeprs whieh wes oeridicsl of tne FauH
in Venezuela because of {4y adwventuristic tactics ard its separation from

- the proletariat in Venezuela. The wmain questien here is not whether

Frias's attack is simed at the proper quarter bui whether Friem is right
or wrong. Can there be any guesition but that a Jarge section of the paxty
today would agree with Frias in hisz totally uncritical approach towards

‘& strugple which was » complate fiasco precisely because it vas not orien-

ted towards the working class? Onece sgain the revisionist sickness is not
& distani, foreign problem but has desp reots right here in our cwn party.

The U.S. annouances its complote sglidarity with Pablo on the
Algerien question, Not one criticiam does it have of either Peblois
funetioning in Algeria as a minor official in the bourgeois government
or in his tctally uneritical political approach to this bourgeocis govern-
ment, The SWP leadership through the Miiiltant expresses the identical
line. But can we really separate Pable's pro-Erwshchevist line interna-
iionally from his line in Klgeris of adaptation to the cclonial bourgecisis?
Isn’t it clear to all that Pablo's complete f£lip fwom a pro~ilacist position

‘ to & pro-Krushchevist position in the past two years has its roots in the

position of the Beu Bella Government on international mutiters? The .
colonial national bowrgeoisie from Nssser and Nirumah through $e Ben Bella
share Krushchbev®s whole cutleck of peaceful collaborsiion with imperielism.
Is there really any fundamental difference between Perara 's entry inte
the hourgecis Dandarancike Government end Pablo-~Germain-Hausen's unecritis
¢al politié€dl supprort for the bourgeois Ben Della government which openly
eallavorates with French imperialism sand whieh jails Communists in the
gpirit of Nagser and "Arab socialism.”

Ever Perars’z oprortunism toeards the bourgsocis democratic esisb-
lishiment has its refieciion inside the SWP and on a qdomestic lewvel as
well as on un internstional level as refleccted through the party’s posi~
tion on Algerin, How else can we describe the party majority's panicky
reaction te the Kennedy assassination == its vrging of "orderly processes”,
its appeal to the "voices of samity" of a VWarren, its call for an investif-
gation by the bourgeois government into the affair; its sympathies for a |
kMras, Kennedy rather than a Mrs. Cawald. low else deseribe its continual
aprecls %o the Fedesral Governmenit to use iroens in the South? Can a
mervolutionist eetually urge ithe HNegyo masses {o deperd on the troops of
s bourgeois state to proteet themsslves? Dees not such An spproach com-
pletely undermine our traditional zlopgan of defenae guards organized by
the Nepgro masses themzalwves? The Negro masses need defense gaards not
simply because the Fedaral Government won'd send troops. They need thess
guardz beeausze if the Government zent iroups these troops would be
uged as much ~= if nol more =~ against the Negro peeple as the racisis im
order to preserve “orderly processes” —- that iz the vwhite supremaciast
status quo.

We state eleariy and unanbigususly thei the position #F the wajior-
1ty at the time of the Kennedy Assassination snd in relatisn to the
Southern strugpele is cot out of the same apnoertunist cloih ne Perera's
wmore even capitulation to his hourgeoisis.

v iering the whole period from 1961 t2 19563 we reiterated time and
tice ugein, in pelitiesl solidarity with the Interpational Committee,
that a reunificetion of the Fourth Intermational withemt Lhe fullest

3
i

to disaster and ihe furilier disintegration of the internaiional movement
and the party here. OCur position ties been fally vindicated. One year
after reunification this Posadce spiit 1z followed up Ly the expulsion of
154 of the US. under the leadersiip of the mrn who was faternational
secretary for fifteen years, The majority of dthe LS3P; including the
center section supported by 3ha‘ﬁfsgg hare a%enIX gn%eied ) bauggedis
governmenti--an event unpretedented in our interaitional movemshto
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Hare inzids 4the SY2 we havo agen o mrolifipsdior of rightist
political tendencicas witih daseply iiguidaticnist cutloohis. The Weiss
groupiig has alresdy paxtly lef{ the party. The U¥Wabeck grouping has
‘evolived into a l;qnldatxaﬂzst formaiion having nething in common with
 Trotshyism and enjoying the support of at ieast 15% of the party membership.
Inside the majority teundency {the disintegrative nolitical process continues
uncheekoia Our wost prominant leader, James P, Capnon, bloecs with
Krushchev over ihe migsile erisis. The architect of reunification, Hansen
goes ower to Deutscher on the critical question of political revolution.
Dobbs and the rest of the leadership procleim their faith in "orderly
procegses” during a period of erigis and seek teo impose the irceps of the
; bourgeois state on the Negro masses of {the South.

* There ear no longer be any further refusal {c face up to the
political, theoretical and methodological crisis tearing apart ous party
and the international formetion to which it is presently in political

solidarity. For the very survival of the pariyv a thoroughgoing discussion
of these gnestions must be organized immediately in all branc%ego

We are well aware that such e discussion in betwejé preconvention

I 1

. ‘ periods is an extraordinary step. %e are demanding such iscussion

’ precisely because we face a crisis of the most extraordinary character.

) Leninists are never fetishistie over organizational matters. They
'wiliingly'make adjuatments in organizational forms to fit the political
needs of tlie movement. To pernetuate a sterilé discussion during a period,

1 when the party hes im~ortent external work to do is e criminal act agalnst‘j

i the Bolshevik party., Not to organize s discussion when a deep nolltxval

N crisis tears apart the oerty and the international movement is at least
ag criminal an aetion. Those who counterpose nressing and necessary
party building work to a procecss essential te the very survival of the

;(f - party itself are in no sense of the term Leninists.

Bocause of the extreme imsortance of this question, and because h
we have been barred from our rightful representation on leading committees
of the pariv, we are informing ocur fellow rank and file party members
of this arnreal, :

Comradely,

Jack Arneld
Danny F.
Neil Mo
Fred M.,

@ Sylvia M.

LB : Earl Owens

~ Dave Van Ronk

Martha Wells
Ti.m %o




