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Draft Theses on the Irish Revolution
By Gerry Foley

[The following theses were drafted to serve as the basis
for a discussion in the United Secretariat on the perspec-
tives of the work of the Fourth International comrades in
Ireland. They were discussed with the comrades of the
Revolutionary Marxist Group and a number of changes
suggested by them were incorporated into the draft, but
a full discussion in the United Secretariat, with the par-
ticipation of the Irish comrades, has not yet been held.
The draft theses are not submitted for a vote at the com-
ing world congress. Their publication is intended to help
clarify the differences that have arisen within the Fourth
International over analysis and interpretation of develop-
ments in the Irish struggle. United Secretariat members
Abel, Adair, Hans, Juan, Pedro, Stateman and Therese
have indicated support for the general line of the theses.]

* * *

l. Ireland’s Uniqueness

1. Irelardd is at once a colonial country and a disad-
vantaged fringe of the British capitalist economy.

(a) An explosive contradiction of imperialist-dominated
societies, rural underemployment, has been largely solved
in Ireland by emigration.

(b) A substantial measure of industrialization and de-
velopment of the bases of a modern economy, such as
electrification and transportation, has occurred in a dis-
torted way as the declining population became more and
more integrated into the British economy and as inter-
national capitalism took advantage of the relatively lower
costs and favorable legislation in a country where the
labor force is on roughly the same educational level as
in Britain, and which is close to the important European
centers.

(c) Substantial income has come into the country from
large emigrant communities established in the prosperous
centers of the English-speaking world. These include one
half of all persons born in Ireland since 1900.

(d) The weak Irish capitalist class shares in the super-
profits of imperialism and identifies its interests with the
capitalist classes of the imperialist countries, in particular
Britain and the United States.

2. Theunevenness of capitalistdevelopment iscompound-
ed by imperialist domination.

(a) The Irish national bourgeoisie has failed to create an
independent national economy.

i The island remains divided into two states, one of
which remains under direct imperialist control, cut off from
the economic development of the rest of the country and
more tightly integrated in a subordinate role into British
industry.

(1) Despite its integration into the British market, the
North's industrialization has developed on a different
basis from industrialization in Britain.

[a] It was based on imported raw materials with corre-
spondingly higher costs.

[b] Industrialization developed within the context of a
colonial caste system, in which the dispossessed descen-
dants of the older Celtic and Celticized population formed
the mass of unskilled workers and unemployed, and the
descendants of the plantation settlers formed the labor aris-
tocracy. As a result both trade-union and labor political
activity has been distorted and weakened and the society
remained polarized around national differences.

ii. It has failed to break the grip of imperialism on the
economy of the formally independent part of the country,
and in the period since 1957 in particular imperialist
ownership and control has increased, along with a cor-
responding subservience on the part of the Irish bour-
geoisie. The imprint of neocolonialist dependence is deep
in the society of the Twenty-Six counties, where the old
Unionist community remains substantially unassimilated,
recruitment for the British army is still carried on, the
influence of the British mass media is expanding, and
the old colonial aristocracy retains considerable landed
property. Political domination by British imperialism of
the 26 counties, although indirect, remains.

iii. In both Irish states there is a sharp unevenness be-
tween the center, the Lagan valley in the North and East
Leinster in the South, and a sluggish hinterland.

iv. Irish society as a whole remains split by religio-
national divisions that have provided a base for direct
imperialist control and the maintenance of an unusual
degree of clerical dominance and obscurantism.

v. The combined effects of imperialist domination and
the subordination to the British economy have produced
demographic distortions, reflected most notably in a high-
er percentage of the economically dependent age groups.

vi In order to block the movement for national libera-
tion that won a partial victory in 1919-21, harsh repres-
sive legislation has been put in force in both North and
South. These repressive laws are also used to suppress
protests and industrial actions that have an especially ex-
plosive potential in the precarious Irish economy.

3. The following tasks of the bourgeois-democratic revo-
lution remain to be completed in Ireland:

(a) National unification and independence.

(b) The ending of repression dictated by imperialist in-
terests and maintained in the last analysis by imperialist
power.

(c) Elimination of the caste system created and main-
tained by imperialism.

(d) Secularization of society.

(e) Industrialization of a type that can develop the
country and provide employment for an increasing popu-
lation.

ll. Features of the Irish Revolution

1. The new revolutionary rise of the class struggle has
begun in Ireland as a fight against imperialism and for
national liberation.

(a) The struggle against imperialism has begun as a



fight against the repressive system erected to block nation-
al independence; the masses have not, however, been mo-
tivated initially by a conscious aspiration for national
independence and unity. They are reluctant for several rea-
sons to resume the struggle for national freedom: the
prolonged stagnation of the anti-imperialist struggle; the
overwhelming power and proximity of the imperialist
centers; the meager fruits of formal political independence
in the Dublin-ruled area; and the possibility for mitiga-
ting the economic problems of the country through emi-
gration to the imperialist countries and secondary devel-
opment accruing from the country's close association with
the imperialist centers. Despite the initial reluctance of the
masses and the unevenness of national consciousness, the
development of a major political, social, or economic
struggle immediately raises the national question as a
whole. The development of the struggle in the North has
confirmed this once again, upsetting the projections both
of the Stalinist reformists and the economist ultralefts,
both of whom, basing themselves essentially on the re-
luctance of the oppressed nationalist community to re-
new the struggle for national unity and independence,
hoped to avoid facing the national question, at least in the
first phase of the fight.

2. The national and socialist revolutions
will be intimately intertwined.

(a) In the present struggle, the spearhead has been
the oppressed nationalist community in the North, the
group handed over to the most acute repression by the
deal between the Irish bourgeoisie and British imperial-
ism that ended the 1919-21 war of independence. Like-
wise, a major struggle by the working class or any other
sector of the exploited masses arising around economic
issues in the formally independent part of the country
would raise the national question at a very early stage.
Because of the weakness and dependence of the Irish
economy, the workers and small farmers cannot hope
to change their fate without struggling against the depen-
dent position to which the country is condemned politically
and economically by the international capitalist system.
Furthermore, because of the weakness of the country vis-
a-vis imperialism and particularly the weakness of the na-
tive bourgeoisie, the only effective way to fight imperial-
ist control is through a deep-going mass mobilization
involving the seizure of the key sectors of the economy
by the workers and the popular masses.

The most advanced stage of the present struggle, the
mass upsurge that followed the massacre of civil-rights
marchers in Derry on January 31, 1972, has already
marked out the most probable road for the Irish nation-
al liberation struggle and socialist revolution. In response
to imperialist repression against the section of the Irish
people suffering the most severe national oppression, the
decisive sections of the Irish working class, whose de-
velopment has been thwarted in more subtle and opaque
ways by imperialism, staged the first general strike in the
country since the crucial battle in Dublin in 1913. The
working class turned to its natural method of fighting,
using its economic power to combat imperialist repression.
The same tendency was seen, although in much weaker
form, in the protests against the Dublin government's
crackdown on the militant nationalists in the fall of 1972.

Given the extent of direct imperialist control of the econ-
omy and the weakness of the native bourgeoisie, a mass

in Ireland

struggle against direct and indirect imperialist repression
throughout the island will tend, as it gains momentum, to
lead in the direction of the workers seizing all the key
means of production, transportation, and communication.
This is the only way the force can be mustered to combat
effectively the overwhelming military, economic, and po-
litical power of British imperialism. The task of revolu-
tionary Marxists is to prepare the way for this develop-
ment, stimulate this dynamic, and impel the masses for-
ward toward consciously reorganizing society on a so-
cialist basis and integrating their struggle into the inter-
national revolution against imperialism and capitalism.
It is by intervening in this process and helping to lead
it that the best militants of the working class will be won
and a capable leadership forged.

3. Only a revolutionary leadership of the highest caliber,
a mass workers party on the Leninist model, combining
the full arsenal of scientific socialism and worldwide rev-
olutionary experience with an intimate and scientific knowl-
edge of Irish society, and especially the working class and
exploited sectors, can effectively lead this process to frui-
tion. In a society as complex as the Irish, where the pat-
tern of uneven and combined development is so intricate,
and which is interlocked in manifold ways with the most
powerful and highly developed imperialist centers, any-
thing less than a Leninist party can only spread con-
fusion and dissipate rather than concentrate the essential
revolutionary forces.

4. Only a revolutionary mass mobilization of the de
cisive sectors of the workers and popular strata can pro-
vide the basis for a victorious armed struggle against
imperialism and its native allies.

5. The Irish socialist revolution will be intimately inter-
twined with the struggle against capitalism in the imperial-
ist centers.

6. The support of mass solidarity movements, first of
all in Britain, secondly in North America, and also in
Western Europe will be very important for the develop-
ment and success of the Irish revolutionary struggle.

(a) Such support is important in Ireland where a small,
economically and demographically weak population is
pitted directly against the strongest imperialist centers.
But this support is doubly important because of the spe-
cial place of the Irish people in the imperialist system.
Not only do the Irish capitalists benefit from the super-
profits of imperialism but the large Irish emigrant popu-
lations, despite the persistence of significant national
and religious prejudices in the particular case of
Great Britain, are deeply integrated into the society of
the English-speaking imperialist centers. As aresult, among
other things, the ideological pressure of imperialism on
the Irish people is very great. The existence of substan-
tial movements in the imperialist centers supporting the
right of the Irish people for self-determination and challeng-
ing the arrogance of the imperialist rulers will greatly
stimulate the anti-imperialist struggle of the Irish people.
In particular, they will help convince the Irish people
that the course of imperialist development that has re-
duced them to an ever more dependent and marginal po-
sition is not inexorable and that it is possible, by fighting
against the fate to which the capitalist and imperialist sys-
tem condemns them, to help win a democratic, and there-
fore, necessarily, socialist world order in which they would
be able to exercise the full freedom of self-determination.



lll. Peculiarities of Irish Nationalism

1. The question of nationality is distorted in Ireland.
The older Celtic and Celticized population subjected to
national oppression by the English conquest have lost
most of their original cultural distinctness and for his-
torical reasons, have become identified primarily by their
religion, Catholicism. The community that descends from
the British settler population, planted as part of a war
of extermination against the older inhabitants, is also
identified by religion, Protestantism. Thus, the majority
of the Catholic community identify to one degree or an-
other with the resistance to the conquest and to the path
of imperialist development, while the majority of the Prot-
estant community identify with the conquest and with im-
perialism. The Catholic, or nationalist community, iden-
tify to various degrees with Irish Celtic culture, although
the great majority retain little of it. The Protestant, or
Unionist community identify with "British culture,” favor-
ing union with Great Britain although they differ mark-
edly in their political and social behavior from the rest
of the United Kingdom population.

2. The fundamental and continuous strain of Irish na-
tionalism is opposition to the English conquest and re-
fusal to accept the kind of society created by the conquest
and maintained by British domination. In the age of im-
perialism, this tradition has revolutionary socialist im-
plications, as the pioneers of Irish socialism, James Con-
nolly and James Larkin, realized. In today's world, the
only way the Irish people can free themselves from the
crushing weight of imperialism and national exploitation
is through a socialist revolution in alliance with the rev-
olutionary class forces throughout the world that have
the power to defeat the capitalists and imperialists in
their main centers.

3. The two Irish communities have tended to become
more and more alike, but the Protestants' historically priv-
ileged position has kept them from joining the struggle
of the Catholics. The basis for Protestant separatism, there-
fore, is reactionary. There can be no right of self-determin-
ation for the Protestants as such.

4. For the foreseeable future, the revolutionary dynamic
in Ireland will arise primarily from the struggle of the
oppressed nationalist community, representing four-fifths
of the total population of the island, to achieve its his-
toric national aspirations, independence and unity, freedom
from imperialist domination in all spheres of life. This
dynamic, which is the dynamic of permanent revolution
leading to a socialist revolution, can only be advanced
by leading the nationalist popul®tion to fight unrelent-
ingly for national liberation. Only the organized power
of the working class is capable of carrying this process
through to completion.

(a) For more than a century the national-democratic
movement has attracted revolutionary-minded elements
in the Protestant community to the struggle against the
reactionary social system in Ireland. The national strug-
gle, coupled with the struggle around more directly eco-
nomic issues, has been the motor of all social progress.
No advance whatsoever can be made through making any
concessions to the proimperialist caste feelings of the Prot-
estants, either by trying to put the national question in
the background or by trying to give a "progressive" in-
terpretation to the specifically Protestant tradition, which

is utterly and irredeemably reactionary, and has been
so since the abortion of independent capitalist develop-
ment in the Protestent community almost two centuries
ago. Whatever propagandistic usefulness there may be
in referring to the Protestant revolutionary ferment exem-
plified in the revolutions of 1798 and 1803, it is naive
and ahistorical to believe that this tradition lives on in
the Protestant community or that the long-dead dynamic
of Protestant republicanism can be revived. Attempts to
downplay "Catholic nationalism” so as not to "alienate
the Protestants” only weaken the national liberation strug-
gle of the oppressed community, whose most radical thrust
for almost a century has been to consciously and com-
pletely reject the society created by the conquest. Such at-
tempts, moreover, cannot attract Protestants who have not
broken from their caste identification, since they correct-
ly sense that any challenge to the established order in
the economic as well as the political sphere threatens
their special position.

Because of the distortion of Irish historical develop-
ment by the English conquest and imperialist domina-
tion, as well as the proximity and interlocking of Ireland
with the imperialist center, in the age of imperialism a
united, independent capitalist nation cannot be built in
Ireland. The possibility for capitalist national develop-
ment in Ireland was probably ended forever by the fail-
ure of the bourgeois-democratic revolution of 1798. Any
attempt to prevent the fight for national liberation lead-
ing toward a socialist revolution will render that strug-
gle impotent, utopian, and sterile. In the age of imper-
ialism, there is no solution for the contradictions of Irish
development, for the dislocation and backwardness of
Irish society, but a socialist revolution.

IV. The Present Stage in the Development of a
Revolutionary Leadership

1. The Irish nationalist tradition offers a number of
favorable conditions for building a revolutionary Marxist
party. Opposition to the status quo is deeply rooted in at
least a significant minority of the population and this
includes placing a high value on willingness to sacrifice
for revolutionary ideas no matter how remote their realiza-
tion may seem. A considerable body of popular experience
with various forms of revolutionary action, both positive
and negative, is rather widespread, as was shown most
notably in the recent struggle by the sophisticated tech-
niques of mass resistance to repression adopted virtually
spontaneously by the people of the nationalist ghettos
in Derry at the time of the August 1971 internment raids.

2. Because of the difficulties and isolation of the strug-
gle against foreign domination, among other factors, the
Irish revolutionary tradition is highly contradictory and
contains a number of debilitating weaknesses. For example,
the historic identification of the oppressed nationality with
Catholicism and the lack of continuous ties between the
Irish liberation struggle and other revolutionary and demo-
cratic movements throughout the world have inhibited
the spread of Marxist ideas among the leadership and
ranks of Irish revolutionists. In particular, the contradic-
tion between the conservative ideology of the Irish fighters
and their revolutionary aspirations has traditionally been
resolved by falling back on terrorism, which also represents



a continuation in some respects of the disorganized, primi-
tive, and local resistance to the conquest and the forms
of exploitation it introduced.

(a) The mystique of guerrillaism and military conspir-
acy has made it possible for generations of nationalist
leaders to avoid the basic questions of class and social
program.

(b) As a result also of relying on the military conspir-
atorial technique, the Irish revolutionary movements have
failed to undertake the tasks of revolutionary mass orga-
nization and action. Instead they have tended to leave the
political leadership of mass agitation in the hands of
reformists and to engage in desperate military adventures.

3. Another important expression of the political back-
wardness of the Irish left is a romantic variant of econo-
mism. In its crudest form, this approach holds that the
only way to radicalize workers is on issues directly af-
fecting them as workers (wages, job conditions, arbitrary
plant management, corruption in unions, etc.). Itisreflected
in a tendency to ignore general political and social issues
that affect workers and other strata oppressed by cap-
italism.

(a) Although this economist approach is the result in
part of a search for a more scientific theory than tradi-
tional nationalism and populism, in some respects it is
actually a step backward, because it leads to disregarding
the historical, political, and ideological contradictions of
Irish society and Ireland's place in the capitalist world
system.

(b) In a society marked by a permanent latent crisis
stemming from a suppressed national revolution, and
marked, too, by the fact that the prospects of industrializa-
tion within the capitalist context lie in still greater sub-
ordination to the imperialist economy, the economistic
approach leads away from revolution and toward re-
formism. This tendency is illustrated by the way in which
the most consistent economistic tendencies, such as the
Irish Communist Organization and the wing of the Irish
Social Democracy represented by Conor Cruise O'Brien
and Michael O'Leary, openly support imperialist policy.
The policy of the Communist Party is more contradictory,
but in the North in particular, where the national ques-
tion is posed most acutely, it is aimed at subordinating
the national struggle to British reformist forces.

(¢) In particular, in a society such as the Irish, marked
by acute uneven development, economism leads to
fragmented activity and away from the concept ofa revolu-
tionary party that can concentrate its forces on the weak
points in the system as a whole in order to achieve
strategic breakthroughs.

4. The first important advance over the "physical force,"
or terrorist, tradition was the IRA's turn toward mass
struggle after the failure of the 1956-62 guerrilla cam-
paign. This orientation was developed to its highest point
when the IRA became the organizational backbone of the
mass civil-rights movement in Northern Ireland in 1968
and 1969. In order to maintain the movement, the IRA
leadership also had to defend it from economist and ultra-
left attacks, as well as reformist opposition to militant
mass action.

5. The development of the mass-civil-rights movements
threw the system of imperialist control in Ireland out of
balance and created the crisis that is continuing today.

(a) The civil-rights movement was able to achieve this
result for the following reasons.

i It was a form of organization that could attract
mass participation. That is, its actions were formulated
in a defensive way. Discipline was applied to avoid giving
the police or Protestant extremists any way of justifying
attacks on participants in actions.

ii. It formulated demands that in effect pointed to na-
tional liberation and social revolution. Such modest
demands as "One Man, One Vote," proportional representa-
tion, an end to discriminatory practices in public hiring
and the allotment of public housing challenged the whole
system of caste privilege that the Northern state
was created to maintain and on which it rests. In partic-
ular, the demand for the repeal of the Special Powers
legislation, which empowered the police to arbitrarily ar-
rest and indefinitely intern any person deemed to endanger
the security of the state, and for the removal of the ban on
open political activity by the militant nationalist groups
as well as on displaying nationalist symbols struck at the
heart of the counterrevolutionary state erected by British
imperialism as a dam against the national revolution,
which already in 1920 when the Northern statelet was
established, was tending to go over into a socialist revolu-
tion.

The civil-rights demands were actually national libera-
tion demands formulated defensively, that is, they did
not call for the end of the partition outright but for ending
the undemocratic system inherent in the partition of 1920
and the maintenance of direct imperialist control over part
of the island. They tapped the resentment at the concrete ef-
fects ofthe partitionthatwasfeltby almost all the oppressed
nationalist community regardless of their conscious beliefs
about the possibility or even the desirability of a united
Ireland, or of achieving the other historic objectives of
Irish nationalism, such as freedom from imperialist control
in all spheres of life. By organizing the masses of the op-
pressed people to challenge directly the taboos of the
caste state, such as the ban on Catholics marching within
the walls of Derry, the fortress and symbol of the planta-
tion, the civil-rights leaders touched off a dynamic that
raised the intimidated community off its knees and
propelled it out of the control of the Catholic middle-class.

At the same time, these defensively formulated national-
democratic demands were understandable to the people
in the South, who had tended to forget about the oppressed
minority in the North, and they were understandable
to international public opinion.

The leaders of the civil-rights movement had a reformist
conception that led them to accept explicitly the framework
of the partition. But large sectors of both the Catholic
masses and the Unionist population recognized instinctively
that the logic of the civil-rights struggle was to destroy
the Northern state. Thus, in spite of the leaders, the move-
ment brought about a revolutionary upheaval.

6. The development of the revolutionary movement in
Ireland and of the anti-imperialist struggle in general
was set back by the split in the republican movement
that occurred in 1969-70.

(a) The reason for the split was the political weakness
of the IRA leadership and the pressures of anti-Com-
munism, social conservatism, and traditionalist terrorist
conceptions in the Northern nationalist community and
among republican supporters in Ireland and the United



States —not the failure to defend the Catholic ghettos against
the pogroms of August 1969.

i. The IRA leadership did not understand the dynamic
of the civil-rights struggle. Its thinking was paralyzed
by a "stages" schema that envisaged a democratic strug-
gle first that would open up the way for winning the

Protestant workers to a program of national unlty and'

independence.

ii. It wrongly analyzed the reasons behind the reactionary
attitudes of the Protestants, tending to put the blame on
the Catholic exclusiveness of previous nationalist move-
ments and the failure of these movements to appeal to the
class interests of the Protestant workers, who were believed
to be "radical on a trade-union and sociallevel." It believed
that it could win the Protestants over to the struggle for
national liberation and socialism in "stages" by first calling
for "democracy" within the Six-County content and by
projecting militant struggles on purely economic issues,
that is, by forgetting about the partition "for the time being"
and by trying to redirect the most exploited and disadvan-
taged workers in the Catholic ghettos away from resuming

their uncompleted national liberation struggle, counter-

posing demands for "democracy"” within the Six-County
framework and immediate economic improvements to it.
The ITRA leadership sought to convince the oppressed
Catholics that the Protestants were equally exploited by
imperialism and that they were their natural allies, in
fact that they would not be able to make any substantial
gains until they had won the Protestants to their side.
It claimed also that the Protestants had the same national
aspirations, under their pretense of loyalty to Britain,
as the Catholics and that this nationalism would come to
the surface if their anti-Catholic fears could be quieted.

iii. As a result of these misconceptions, the IRA lead-
ership and its supporters were not politically prepared
for the 1969 pogrom, and the leadership lost more and
more support as its perspective of Catholic-Protestant
working-class unity appeared increasingly dogmatic and
utopian to the masses.

iv. The republican leadership's problems were partic-
ularly acute in Belfast where the IRA was traditionally
viewed as a neighborhood defense force and was even
less political than in the other parts of the country. This
was complicated by the fact that the pogroms in Belfast
took a murderous form, including the use of heavy-caliber
weapons by the Unionist police.

v. The IRA's mystique as the "secret army" of the op-
pressed nationalist community, a mystique that the leader-
ship continued to cultivate despite its leftward turn, gave
the people unrealistic expectations about its military cap-
acity.

7. The Provisional IRA that developed out of the split
represented a regression to the "physical force" tradition.

(a) The core of the Provisional IRA was a coalition
of apolitical militarists, romantic moralists, and socially
conservative old-fashioned republicans. Itcoalesced around
a number of essentially conservative ideas: That political
campaigns and mass action were contrary to the needs
of military conspiracy and guerrilla warfare and that
raising social and political issues conflicted with the basic
need of defending the Catholic neighborhoods (including
getting financial and logistical support from conservative
Irish Americans and elements of the Southern bourgeoisie);
that only military activity was revolutionary, political

activity being reformist or disorienting by nature; that
any  departure -‘from ' the rigid tenets of traditional
republicanism, such as refusing to defend yourself in court
trials and refusing to take part in any of the illegitimate
parliaments legislating for Ireland, led inevitably to be-
trayal; that taking up material social issues detracted
from the idealistic purity of republicanism; that divisive
social issues should be avoided until after the British
were driven from the country; that explicit opposition
to the partition hrad always to be in the forefront of any
propaganda.

Together with ultraleft adventurers, the core of the new
organization included conservative nationalists who wanted
(1) an organization that would confine itself to defending
the Catholic communities without raising any disagreeable
or divisive political questions; (2) an organization that
could block -the:trend of the militant nationalist current
toward socialism: :

(b) The Provisional split was supported by a section
of the Irish ruling class with the conscious aim of blocking
the development toward revolutionary mass mobilization
in the North and the South and of diverting the anti-
imperialist struggle into forms that posed less of a threat
to the Dublin government and to capitalism.

(c) The Provisionals developed a strategy for ending
the partition based on a concept of Catholic communal-
ism, ' the historic current that has sought only to enhance
the position of the Irish Catholic community within the
broad British system, as opposed to the radical nationalist
current, whose general aim was to build anation to replace
the old religious communities and to free Ireland complete-
ly from British rule and influence. The democratic na-
tionalists saw British imperialism as a whole as the enemy,
and Orangeism only as part of the system. The Catholic
communalists saw the reactionary political, military, and
administrative circles in England, in which the old Orange
landed aristocracy and the big bourgeoisie wielded sub-
stantial influence, as the barrier to an understanding with
the London government and the main sections of the
British ruling class. Following in the second tradition, the
Provisional leadership apparently believed that only the
Protestant bourgeoisie and the Orange patronage machine
had a vested interest in maintaining the partition. From
this they drew the conclusion that imposing political and
economic ‘costs on the British government through a cam-
paign of disruptive bombings and terrorist attacks on the
occupying soldiers would be sufficient to force imperialism
to withdraw its backing of the Unionists and agree to a
united Ireland. A section of the Southern bourgeoisie was
also prepared to support some terrorism and threat of
force in order to strengthen Dublin's hand in negotiating
with the British authorities and enable the Free State
capitalist class to defend itself more effectlvely against the
pressures of the Northern crisis.

8. The’ section of the republican movement remaining
loyal to the old leadership, now the leaders of the Official
republican movement, assumed a sectarian and defensive
attitude toward the militant nationalist feelings of the
Catholic ghetto dwellers and- also to some extent of the
Southern masses, that is, toward therevolutionary dynamic
of the national liberation struggle.

(a) The Official republicans reacted to the apparent
success of the capitalists in manipulating backward republi-
can elements 'in Belfast—in encouraging a split by



promising pure militarists and antipolitical and conserva-
tive nationalists guns and money if they would confine
themselves to a military defense of the Catholic popula-
tion and avoid socialist ideas and mass action — by devel-
oping a sectarian attitude toward the national struggle.
They tended more and more to counterpose the struggle
for national unity, which they stressed meant nothing
in and of itself, to the need for a socialist or progressive
Ireland based on the unity of Protestant and Catholic
workers. They regarded the increasing polarization of
the two communities in the North as a setback and strove
to "cool things down," to get them back into the proper
"stage." As a result they were not able to advance the
nationalist dynamic and at every decisive turn they failed
to grasp the revolutionary opportunities. Instead they put
forward wunrealistic "working-class" formulas such as
"Trade-Union Defense Groups" which were supposed to
maintain the peace between the two communities.

(b) Increasingly the Official republican movement be-
came a magnet for young radicals attracted to Marxism
but skeptical of the traditions of the national struggle and
of the nationalistic feelings of the Irish people, tending
toward either economism or romantic attempts to pro-
ject a national-liberation struggle in Ireland along the
lines of the "third world," e.g., Vietnam or Cuba.

(c) This sectarian trend was reinforced by the pressure
of the Provisionals' emotional appeals for terrorist actions
against the British, which led the Official leadership to
emphasize its socialist ideals and the need for unity with
the Protestant workers in order to draw a sharp dividing
line between their organization and their rivals. The Of-
ficial leadership never rejected terrorism but only restricted
its use to a certain "stage” or a certain role in "defending”
the mass movement. In order to hold their membership
back from trying to compete with the Provisionals' terror-
ist activities, these leaders tended to use exaggerated claims
that the Provisionals were alienating the Protestant work-
ers. In this the traditional republican view that the Pro-
testants (at least the popular strata of them) are deluded
Irish nationalists, who must be won over to the national
liberation movement at any cost, was reinforced by the
economist principle of working-class unity at any price,
including, if necessary, holding back the struggle of the
most oppressed part of the class so as not to "alienate"
the labor aristocracy.

8. Because of their misunderstanding and fear of the
developing mass struggle against national oppression in
the North, the Officials retreated in the face of the rapidly
unfolding revolutionary crisis and became enmeshed in
centrist contradictions. They were unable to lead the mass
movement forward and by trying to confine it within pre-
conceived limits, they seriously weakened its momentum,
opening the way for the development of terrorism and the
growth of the Provisionals. The increase in terrorism fur-
ther demobilized the mass movement; in particular it alien-
ated the decisive layers of the Southern population, isolat-
ing the Northern nationalists as well as the anti-imperialist
fighters in the South.

9. With the decline of the mass movement, the broader
militant nationalist current fell in behind the Provisionals,
along with the less political and more activist young radi-
cals, as well as ultraleftists and adventurers.

10. Despite the narrowing of their support, the Official re-
publicans maintained their organized following, consoli-

dated and improved their organizational structure, and ex-
panded their propaganda operations. Signs of 2 muted and
contradictory process of political clarification began to
develop.

(a) A policy document that stressed unity of the national
and social revolution and rejected the concept of limiting
the civil-rights struggle to the Six-County framework was
passed in the 1972 Official IRA army convention and
Sinn Fein ard fheis over strong opposition from Stalinist-
trained and reformist elements.

(b) The Official republican book service began to sell
and distribute Trotskyist literature and, in particular the
pamphlet Problems of the Irish Revolution that criticized
the organization's policy and record from a revolutionary
Marxist point of view.

11. Despite their political limitations, the Official repub-
licans have led every mass movement over the past two
years.

(a) They were the organizing force in the rent and rates
strike as well as the organizers of the march of 60,000
in February 1972 in Newry following the Bloody Sunday
massacre, the high point so far of the struggle in the
North. Only the Official republicans have made serious
attempts to organize the masses in the Catholic ghettos
to take the initial steps in administering and defending their
communities.

(b) The Official republicans failed to meet the challenge
of the struggle. They proved unable to take advantage
of the JuneJuly 1971 crisis in Northern Ireland to break
the political hegemony of the Catholic parliamentarians.
When the bourgeois nationalists were forced to leave the
Belfast parliament and make a gesture of setting up an al-
ternative regime, the Official republicans did not take ad-
vantage of this to force the conservative nationalists to
go along with organizing a revolutionary united front
of the oppressed population. Instead they denounced it
as an attempt to "split" the Catholic and Protestant com-
munities by creating a "Catholic parliament." Similarly
when the Lynch government was thrown off balance by
the explosion of anti-imperialist anger touched off by the
Bloody Sunday massacre, the Official republicans could
not put forward any slogan or perspective to advance the
mass movement politically or to effectively expose the re-
gime.

12. Although they grew relative to the Officials and
absolutely as a result of the decline in the mass move-
ment and of a general rise in nationalist feeling that the
Officials failed to lead, the Provisionals themselves have
also been left increasingly isolated by ‘the demobiliza-
tion of the nationalist community.

(a) The decline of the mass movement has enabled
the Dublin government in particular to repress the Provi-
sionals. But all governments involved, including the Ameri-
can, have stepped up their campaign against the entire
Irish revolutionary movement, including the Provisionals.

13. As a result of its isolation and the increasing repres-
sion it is suffering from all sides, the Provisional coalition
around "the gun" is beginning to come apart A section
of the leadership is trying to develop political forms of
action, a course that raises the question of political
program and alliances. At the same time, in the face
of solid opposition from all governments and institutions
of Irish society, many of the Provisional rank and file
are moving toward more consistently and profoundly



revolutionary ideas. In particular, there is a tendency
to turn to mass mobilization to fight the repression instead
of relying on influence in high places and to insist on
this even at the expense of alienating conservative and
wealthy contributors.

14. The biggest obstacle to the development of a revo-
lutionary current in the Provisionals is the guerrillaist
orientation, reinforced by the Fenian military mystique.
As long as the hopes of the organization remain centered
on the commando group terrorist campaign in the North,
the politicalization process will fail to develop.

(a) Political discussion will be discouraged on the
grounds that it is a distraction from the war effort, that
it causes disunity and undermines discipline.

(b) Political positions will be avoided that might alienate
the conservative Irish-Americans who provide the money
for arms.

(¢) The Provisional leadership will see no need for a
united front against the repression or for any other specific
objective in the North or South with forces that do not
support the military campaign.

15. The biggest obstacle to the development of a revo-
lutionary socialist tendency in the Officials is the economist
trend, which threatens to divert them away from the na-
tional-liberation struggle, which has immediate revolu-
tionary potential, and lead them into a left-Social
Democratic or frozen centrist position.

V. The Tasks of the Fourth International

1. The Trotskyist movement offers the only theory that
can point the way forward to victory, the theory of the
permanent revolution. It offers the only revolutionary
method for mobilizing the masses, the method exemplified
in the Transitional Program, it offers the only body of
useful experience in the techniques of revolutionary orga-
nization. It offers the only approach capable of unraveling
the complex ties of Irish society — historical, dialectical
materialism.

2. Part of the task of building a revolutionary party
in Ireland is to end the isolation of the Irish revolutionary
movement by promoting the widest possible contacts
between revolutionists in Ireland and the international
left and fostering an international outlook. Of all existing
left tendencies, the Fourth International is in the best
position to do this.

3. A fundamental task of the international Trotskyist
movement, which will help create a favorable climate
for the growth of Irish Trotskyism, is organizing an
effective movement to demand the immediate withdrawal
of British troops from Ireland.

In Britain the possibility exists for building a power-
ful mass movement in support of the anti-imperialist strug-
gle in Ireland. In North America, there is a potential
for developing -at least a significant, broad movement
in support of the Irish struggle. In order to achieve this:

(a) The slogans of support organizations must make
it clear that Britain has no right whatsoever in Ireland.

(b) The slogans of support organizations must make
it absolutely clear that British troops cannot play any
positive role in solving the problems of the Irish people.

(c) The slogans of movements in defense of the anti-
imperialist struggle in Ireland must be capable of mobiliz-
ing forces broad enough to have an impact on general

public opinion and to affect government policy.

i. In Britain and North America such slogans must be
primarily democratic, along the lines of calling for the
governments involved to let the Irish settle their own
problems and to end repression.

ii. Since Northern Ireland is still politically a part of the
United Kingdom, the repressive legislation enacted against
the Irish nationalist community is a direct threat to the
British working class, and the struggle against these laws
is an integral part of defending democratic rights of the
working class in Britain.

iii. In Britain, a central demand must be for immediate
withdrawal of British troops.

iv. The movements in defense of the anti-imperialist
struggle must make it clear that the nationalist community
in Northern Ireland is fighting a system of caste repres-
sion and that the conflict is not, in essence, a religious
one. This means supporting the nationalist community
unconditionally and exposing the reactionary nature of
the caste system.

4. In the continental countries of Western Europe, where
there has been no massive Irish immigration and the
historical ties are more remote than in the case of the
English-speaking states, significant movements can also
be built in support of the anti-imperialist struggle in Ire-
land. This is especially true because of increasingly close
trade and political relations among the West European
countries.

(a) In Western Europe also solidarity work must be
built around democratic slogans in order to mobilize
real political and material support for the Irish people
and in order to effectively expose the British government.

(b) The movements in defense of the anti-imperialist
struggle in Ireland have an especially important role to
play in giving worldwide projection to the Irish struggle
by presenting it to the proletarian vanguard as a part
of the international struggle against the imperialist system
in circles and regions where there has been no knowledge
of the history and traditions of the Irish people.

i. An important part of this is translating the literature
of revolutionary Irish nationalism and socialism into
various languages and disseminating it.

5. In colonial and semicolonial countries as well as in
Japan, any interest shown in the Irish struggle and any
demonstrations in support of the Irish people will give a
significant moral boost to the historically isolated van-
guard in Ireland and encourage it to think in international
terms. Such actions will also help to expose the British
government by clarifying the imperialist character of its
domination of Ireland.

6. In the East European workers states and the Soviet
Union, the coupling of support for the struggle of the
Irish and the struggle of the nationalities oppressed by
Stalinism will not only help to clarify the democratic
objectives of socialists in respect to small nationalities
but help expose the treacherous nature of the Stalinists'
nationalist demagogy in Ireland.

7. The Fourth International can help the nucleus of
Irish Trotskyists develop an effective Marxist organiza-
tion in the following ways:

(a) It offers an international program and perspective.

i The immediate international context is important in
the case of Ireland, where the struggle for national libera-
tion interacts directly with a whole series of countries.



Close collaboration with revelutionary organizations in
the English-speaking countries in particular will be an
important factor in the ability of the Irish Trotskyists to
lay out a convincing perspective for winning the national
liberation struggle and the socialist revolution. Moreover,
since all the nationalist groups in Ireland are organized

throughout the English-speaking countries, such interna-

tional collaboration among Trotskyists is an important
part of building .a party that can. assume the leadership
of the national and social struggle in Ireland.

iil. Marxist analysis of the specifics of Irish society is
still in an early stage. Because of the peculiar combined
character of this society, many aspects of international
revolutionary experience are relevant to this task. This is
realized even by the non-Trotskyist left groups in Ireland,
which draw on superficial analogies with the workers
struggle in Britain, on the one hand, or with the struggles
of the colonial countries like Cuba and Vietnham on the
other. Through their participation in the Fourth Interna-
tional, however, the Irish Trotskyists can discuss the prob-
lems of the Irish revolution with the most conscious revo-
lutionists from every sector of the world and draw directly
on a fund of international experience available to no other
group in their country. Such international collaboration
can be extremely helpful in analyzing'the intricacies of
Irish society and its place in the capitalist world as well
as- in helping the Irish Trotskyists to orient themselves
in a difficult and complex political situation. Likewise,
through the Fourth International, the Irish Trotskyists
can take the lead in ending the historic isolation of the
Irish national and -social struggle. and in educating the
heroic Irish fighters in the spirit of internationalism.
Through the Fourth International they can develop a com-
plete program for the Irish revolution integrated into the
program of the world revolution as a whole. In this pro-
cess, they will make important new contributions to the
theoretical and practical arsenal of international Marxism.

ili. Involving the Irish Trotskyists in a fraternal way
in the discussions of the international movement will en-
rich the political life of the Irish group and help them
conduct systematic and fruitful political discussions so
that they can serve as an example in this regard to Irish
radicals moving to the left. At the same time, participation
in an international organization will offer the Irish
Trotskyists a wide range of concrete experience that can
help them set the example for effective united-front work.

(b) The Fourth International must help the Irish
Trotskyists develop their press and propaganda appara-
tus.

VI. The Way Forward for the Struggle in Ireland

1. The fight in Ireland has now entered a defensive
phase as a result of the demobilization of the mass move-
ment.

2. Since all the bourgeois institutions in Ireland have
embarked on a course of repression, the main objective
for the next period is to build a united defense movement
throughout the country.

3. Any mass, militant civil-rights action in Ireland will
be an anti-imperialist movement in effect. Now that the
repression of the militant nationalist movement has ex-
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tended to the formally independent part of the country,
the fight for civil rights has become the spearhead of the
anti-imperialist struggle throughout the island.

(a) This means that the demands of such a movement
must in no way recognize the authority of Britain in
Ireland. Since the British troops are the agents of repres-
sion in Northern Ireland, the demand to withdraw them
is a civil-rights demand as well as an anti-imperialist one.

(b). At the same time, in a defensive phase in particular,

it is unlikely that the focus of a mass movement can be

direct opposition to the border, which is a key element
of imperialist political control in Ireland.

(c) The fight against imperialism must start as a strug-
gle against the concrete effects of imperialist political con-
trol and the denial of bourgeois-democratic rights. Within
the context and dynamic of a mass civil rights struggle
it will be possible to show that the fundamental demo-
cratic rights denied in the North can only be secured in
an all-Ireland context and that the source of the threat
to civil liberties in the South in particular lies in imperial-
ist economic control and therefore indirect political control.
At the same time it will become apparent that the only
effective way the Southern people can defeat British repres-
sion is by seizing imperialist property.

However, since political struggle against imperialism in
the South is still on a relatively low level, it is important
for revolutionists to fight economist attempts to divert the
attention of socialist republicans from the issue of repres-
sion, which is the concentrated political expression of
imperialist control. In particular, it is important to ex-
plain that the economic struggle around wages and condi-
tions of work, trade-union rights, housing, etc. cannot be
separated from the political struggle against repression of
anti-imperialist fighters.

From the start of the present crisis in Ireland, the fight
against repression has been the driving force in a dynamic
of permanent revolution. The civil-rights movement grew
to massive size in the wake of attempts by the govern-
ment to suppress or intimidate demonstrators. The police
and Orange militia pogroms of August 1969 sparked off
ghetto rebellions that led to conditions of incipient dual
power lasting for many months in some nationalist areas
of the North. The internment raids provoked the rent
strike, a refusal by ghetto dwellers to pay any money
to the state, and often any bills at all, challenging some
of the basic prerogatives of capitalism. The massacre of
thirteen civil-rights demonstrators by the British army in
Derry sparked a general strike in the South.

Thus, from a revolutionary standpoint there is no
contradiction between trying to reach the masses through
the issues that directly concern them and defending even
the most elitist nationalist fighters against imperialist and
the pro-imperialist repression of the local ruling classes.
In fact these tasks are inseparably linked. Socialists must
take the lead, in fact, in defending the politically more
backward nationalist fighters, both for the sake of the
struggle as a whole and as a means of winning the con-
servative nationalists away from reliance on their luke-
warm bourgeois supporters, since the bourgeois national-
ists have shown their unwillingness to participate in a
mass, activist campaign against repression.

June 28, 1973



Statement of Support to the IEC Majority Tendency

By Micha, Arie, Elie, Mikado, Nabil —Israeli Socialist Organization (Matzpen-Marxist)

The political discussion that is now taking place in
the Fourth International should be the concern of every
section and every member. Although we are still only
a sympathizing group, although we are still numerically
weak, and although most of our members have only
identified with and collaborated with the Fourth Inter-
national for a short time, we have decided that we must
publicly express our position.

We don't think that the discussion in the International
is counterposing ultraleft partisans of guerrilla war, on
the one hand, and those who want to build a Leninist
party on the basis of the Transitional Program, on the
other. In fact, the discussion concerns the character of
the period, the method of building Leninist parties in
a prerevolutionary period, and the role of the Transi-
tional Program.

We don't accept the position of the IEC minority ten-
dency, which, we feel, is developing a propagandistic
and sectoral concept of the Transitional Program, linked
to a spontanéist concept of the relationship between the
party and the masses: the party spreads ideas to the
different sectors, the masses spontaneously carry them
out. This kind of an approach has already resulted in
tail-endist deviations that have nothing in common with

11

the Transitional Program of revolutionary Marxism. We
ran up against this kind of approach with the position
of our American cothinkers regarding a "democratic and
secular Palestine," which meant uncritical support to a
slogan that was the entire program of the petty-bour-
geois leadership of the Palestinian resistance movement.

We are, on the other hand, in agreement with the basics
of the IEC majority's call for the constitution of a ten-
dency.

While we may not agree with all the positions of the
International Majority Tendency, especially concerning
the path followed in Latin America and the insufficient
criticism of that path by the International leadership,
we think the danger that today threatens the Interna-
tional is not ultraleftism, but rather the tail-endism charac-
terizing the political line and activity of certain leader-
ships taking part in the International minority tendency.

That is why, despite our criticism of certain aspects
of the concept of some of the leaders of the International
Majority Tendency, we intend to proclaim our affiliation
with this tendency.

August 10, 1973



The Mote and the Beam

A reply from the Political Bureau of the Ligue Communiste to the

Political Committee of the Socialist Workers Party

The Political Bureau of the Ligue Communiste has ex-
amined your criticisms of the Ligue's electoral policy
in March 1973, as well as the place of this letter in the
tendency struggle preparing for the upcoming world con-
gress of the Fourth International. [See IIDB, Vol. X,
No. 14]

Your criticisms were summarized as follows in this
letter:

"Our differences with the policy you adopted center on
three questions: (1) the decision to call for a vote on
the first round for all candidates of the 'far left," i.e.,
those whom you define as 'candidates who reject the elec-
toral and peaceful roads to socialism' (Political Resolu-
tion, Rouge, December 16, 1972); (2) the decision to
call for a vote on the second round for the candidates
of the Union of the Left, as opposed to the candidates
of the Communist Party and Socialist Party only; and
(3) the ambiguity of your attitude towards the Social-
ist Party as expressed by the decision taken at your last
convention against characterizing the Socialist Party as
a working-class party with a bourgeois-reformist pro-
gram."

Before examining your criticisms, we would like to make
a preliminary statement that we will return to at more
length at the conclusion of our reply, and that has for us
a fundamental importance. The statement is the following:

At no time in the eight pages of your letter do you take
into consideration the political situation in France the
relationship of forces between theclasses, their repercussions
in the electoral arena, how the elections appear to the
working masses, and how the Ligue can influence these
class relations.

In discussing the politics of the Ligue, you make abstrac-
tions of the actual social and political forces; in discussing
the Ligue's action concerning and in the course of the
elections, you begin from what you call "principles” and
"criteria." We shall have occasion later on to show what
these are and where they lead you.

Our point of departure concerning the Ligue's interven-
tion in the March 1973 elections was the existence in
France of a powerful revolutionary upsurge of the masses,
an upsurge that the leaders of the French Communist
Party (CP) and the Socialist Party (SP) tried to channel,
by means of the Union of the Left, into electoral and
parliamentary paths. On the subject of the Union of the
Left, you write:

". .. it would, in our opinion, probably be correct to
designate the Union de la Gauche as an embryonic or
incipient popular front. . . .

"We are not interested in the semantics of the question.
Whether we should put the label 'incipient popular front'
on the Union de la Gauche, or some other designation
can be put aside as long as we agree on the essence:
that the Union de la Gauche was, from its very incep-
tion, an electoral class-collaborationist project of the Stalin-
ists.”
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We do not agree with this point of view, which consti-
tutes the very pivot of your whole argument. You begin
with what, according to you, is in the minds of the leaders
of the CP and the SP: they are seeking bourgeois allies
in order to form a coalition government. For the moment
they have only been able to come up with the left radicals,
who are insigificant, but "little minnows become big fish"
when the time comes. The label of incipient popular front
flows from this, and with it the policy Trotskyists must
follow.

What is in the minds of the leaders of the CP and SP
is one thing, and it is probably not as simple as you
think! However, beginning from an analysis of the situa-
tion in France we have put forward a quite different con-
ception of the Union of the Left. We have said that the
Union of the Left was not, and could not have been,
a new edition of the Popular Front, even if its program,
like that of the Popular Front of 1935, was a program of
reforming bourgeois society. Why did we say that? In
1935, the Popular Front was necessary for very impor-
tant wings of the French capitalist class. On the one hand,
faced with the rearmament of Hitler's Germany, they needed
an alliance with the Soviet Union. On the other hand,
they needed an economic policy of the New Deal type
to assure the relaunching of the economy after years of
crisis. In addition, there was also a working-class up-
surge that the workers parties were already trying to turn
to their advantage. It was for these reasons that the Radi-
cal Party, the most important party of big capital, which
had governed the country for three decades, sought a
political bloc with the workers parties on the basis indi-
cated above.

Today, the foreign policy of French capitalism in no
way requires an alliance with the workers parties. As
for its economic policy, a policy of extreme yet absolute-
ly necessary capitalist concentration —this is fought (al-
though in vain) by the CP and the SP. There is at present
no objective basis for an electoral alliance between any
substantial wing of French capitalism and the workers
parties. This is why no real bourgeois party, no ap-
preciable current of French capitalism, has sought to
associate itself with the Union of the Left. The Union of
the Left has as its sole origin the reaction of the two
parties that comprise it to revolutionary upsurge of the
masses. In the face of such a pressure, the presence of a
bourgeois party would seem to be of littleuse. Jean-Jacques
Servan-Schreiber’'s attempt to revive the official Radical
Party has resulted in failure. The same fate has met efforts
to try to separate the Socialist Party from its alliance
with the CP.

In fact, since May 1968 the French bourgeoisie has
had much more need for a strong Socialist Party, one
capable of counterbalancing the CP to keep the working
class from being polarized around a single party, the
CP, which would have nothing on its right in the working
class, and which would thus risk being outflanked on



the left. The bourgeois politician in Mitterrand understood
precisely that the policy followed for so long by Guy
Mollet could only lead to the ruin of the Socialist Party.
He understood that the SP could regain the ear of the
masses only be breaking with the bourgeois parties (though
of course not with bourgeois politics) and allying with
the CP. We repeat: there is no wing of any significance of
French capitalism in the Union of the Left. The left Radi-
cals are only some remants of the Radical Party of yester-
year, local politicans interested in their local offices. They
came to the Union of the Left after it was constituted and
had adopted the Common Program. Moreover, if there
were left Radical candidates, they were not there as such,
but rather as having taken the place of about 40 SP
candidates. The SP has taken them aboard as "fellow
travelers," the counterparts of the "progressives' of the
CP. It is worth noting that these politicians received fewer
votes than the candidates of the Ligue and Lutte Ouvriére.
If they are not yet integrated into the SP, it is because
Mitterrand thinks that it is too soon, that they can still
make gains within the official Radical Party, and that
their entry is not desirable before the United Socialist
Party (PSU) in turn rejoins the SP, which would facilitate
his balancing act.

But the difference between the Popular Front and the
Union of the Left does not consist solely in the fact that
there is, for all practical purposes, no bourgeois party
in the Union of the Left. The central difference is that
these two electoral bloecs do not formally have the same
perspectives. We do not accord the slightest confidence
to the proposals of the leaders of the Union of the Left,
but we realize that their proposals nevertheless correspond
to definite circumstances, and that they can have far-
reaching consequences. According to the leaders of that
period, the goal of the Popular Front was to bar the
door to fascism. Our movement said at that time that an
alliance of the workers parties with a section of the bour-
geoisie could not attain this goal. Today, the leaders
of the Union of the Left present their alliance as the means
for realizing, by a parliamentary and peaceful road, an
intermediate democratic stage of short duration for the
transition to socialism. They do not say that because they
want to; they say it because not only the present social
crisis but especially the temper of the masses during this
crisis place the question of the transition to socialism
on the agenda as a concrete task of the day. This prob-
lem is widely discussed today, not in a general fashion
but as to its actual realization. We must of course make
use of the experience of the Popular Front to point out
that if it was not permitted to stabilize some reforms within
the framework of the capitalist system, there is even less
reason to think that one can move to socialism by an
accumulation of reforms within this system. But to base
a campaign around stating that the leaders of the CP
and the SP are seeking an alliance with the bourgeois
parties would miss the real problem that the creation
of the Union of the Left pretends to resolve: How to make
the transition to socialism? That is why we have placed
at the center of our campaign the following question:
Electoral road or revolutionary road to socialism? And
it is also for this reason that we would have liked to have
formed a bloc of candidates supporting the revolutionary
road to confront the Union of the Left.
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You pay no attention to this analysis of the situation in
France, and you put nothing in its place. But in so far
as perspectives are concerned, you assert it may happen
that the left Radicals or another bourgeois party, a more
important force, will come to occupy a place of the first
magnitude in the Union of the Left, sinking us back into
a Popular Front more or less like the one of nearly 40
years ago. Won't the little fish grow larger if God gives it
life? The "essence," the "ultimate goal" of the Union of the
Left, you write, is to prepare for a "coalition government.”
We cannot exclude a priori such an eventuality.

Certainly, if unforeseen circumstances led to the entry
of formations characterized as bourgeois into the Union of
the Left, we would rectify this estimation. But for the pres-
ent, we take the Union of the Left for what it actually is,
namely an alliance of the two big reformist workers parties
supported by the great mass of workers, an alliance that
proposes a perspective of a peaceful march toward social-
ism, a perspective that we know to be illusory. We do not
take the left Radicals for a real political formation but
for that which they actually are at present: a collection
of electoral parasites who represent neither a political force
nor a social force. To the Union of the Left, we counter-
pose the perspective of revolutionary struggle for workers
power. We have never at any time given our approval
to the Union of the Left and itsprogram, as certain formu-
lations in your letter could lead one to think. The vote on
the second round never meant, for anyone in France, ap-
proval for the program of the candidate for whom one
withdraws. No implicit or explicit declaration on our part
concerning the first and second round permits the slightest
confusion on this point. We did, however, commit an error
in the second round in not having called explicitly for
no vote for the left Radical candidates, a small number
of whom remained. Those candidates did not change our
analysis of the Union of the Left, but it was necessary
to oppose a vote for them because they were bourgeois
candidates.

In your justification for making a distinction between
the Union of the Left and the two parties that made it up,
you introduced another argument, again one independent
of the situation, applicable under any circumstances: "What-
ever their relative weight in any particular country, what-
ever their conjunctural ups and downs in size and in-
fluence,” you write to justify a vote in favor of the Social
Democratic and Stalinist parties, "they [these parties] rep-
resent historical currents within the international working-
class movement."

This sentence is correct, but it cannot justify electoral sup-
port on our part to these parties, independent of the cir-
cumstances. We know of no "principle" of this sort. There
cannot be any question about voting for a bourgeois
candidate, but that does not signify, inversely, that we
vote for a candidate of a workers party representing a his-
torical current in the workers movement in order to dem-
onstrate class independence. Moreover, you introduce a
"criterion" that contradicts this general principle when you
criticize a second-round vote for the Union of the Left,
saying that it was from the beginning a "project of class
collaboration.” Isn't the entire politics of the British Labour
Party a "project of class collaboration," even if, given
the political configuration in Great Britain, the question
of forming a coalition with a bourgeois party has not
come up in decades for the Labour Party? However, you



are for a vote in favor of the Labour Party (so are we,
in general, but not by principle). Let us take another his-
torical example. In 1918-19, in the course of the German
revolution, the question was posed of whether to partici-
pate in the elections for the National Assembly. Rosa
"Luxemburg vigorously opposed the ultraleft abstentionist
currents within the infant German Communist Party, but
there was no question for her of the extremely weak CP of
that period voting for the Social Democratic party, which
had an enormous majority in the working masses and
even close to a majority in the country. To do that would
have meant voting in favor of theleadership of the counter-
revolution of that period. Moreover, your formulation
does not apply to the most frequent case, i.e., when the
candidates of the two parties oppose each other. Our elec-
toral intervention, like every political intervention on our
part, can only be determined by starting from a concrete
analysis of each situation. We shall return to this.

In your argument, you seem to stress a single point:
the class nature of the Socialist Party. The class nature
of this party has raised a debate in the Ligue that was
not concluded at our Third Congress. A majority seems
to have been won over to the definition of this party
as a "bourgeois workers party,” in the sense given to
this term at the Fourth Congress of the Communist Inter-
national and recently taken up again at a meeting of the
political bureaus of the European sections. There are
still comrades who do not share this point of view. But
having said that, the differences between you and us con-
cern the following point: for you, the class nature of the
Socialist Party in France would not raise any problems.

This was a question that was already debated for some
years within the Parti Communiste Internationaliste (PCI),
among longstanding Trotskyists, new adherents to the
Fourth International. And for good reason! Since the
end of the 1950s, the Socialist Party had been in a state
of steady decomposition and had lost above all its work-
ing-class base. Within it, bourgeois elements (of the type
like the old Radicals of the south of France) were be-
coming more and more dominant, the notables who had
given their adherence to this party that was, during the
Fourth Republic, the pivot of the bourgeois power as the
Radical Party had been during the Third Republic. In
1958, the split that would lead to the creation of the
United Socialist Party called into question for a moment
the adherence to the Socialist Party of what remained of
its working-class base. Moreover, this loss of confidence
ran parallel to the decline of the industries (mining and
textiles in the north of France) that served as the last
bastion of the Socialist Party. From 1968 to 1971, the
very existence of the Socialist Party was called into ques-
tion. All these events raised questions about the nature
and future of the Socialist Party. We have already said
that Mitterrand understood that to build the party it was
necessary to not only ally with the CP but also to break
with the Radicals and the other bourgeois elements. He
relegated to second place the old trade-union bureaucrats
of Force Ouvriére [Workers Power — a trade-union feder-
ation), representing a reactionary and often obsolete sec-
tion of the working class, in order to turn toward the
leaders of the CFDT [French Democratic Labor Federa-
tion] in an attempt to find a base among those categories
of salaried workers that are improperly called the "new
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middle classes." The last word on the Socialist Party is
still far from having been said. In any event, it is the
study of the evolution of the Socialist Party that convinced
the majority of the Ligue that the SP is a bourgeois work-
ers party. Such a conviction could not have been ac-
quired by starting from an a priori definition, ignoring
the fact that there was a real problem to be resolved and
that it was necessary to seek the terms of the solution
in the present transformations of French society.

Let us turn to the reproach concerning the vote on
the first round for the candidates of Lutte Ouvriére. You
say that you agree with our attempt to obtain an "elec-
toral agreement" to share electoral districts with Lutte
Ouvriére and even with the OCI [International Commu-
nist Organization —the Lambertists], but that you disagree
with the attempt to create an "electoral bloc of the far left."
The electoral agreement would be a sort of "nonaggression
pact,” while the "electoral bloc" would rest on a "minimal
program." (All the terms in quotation marks are taken
from your letter.) We have no more desire than you do
to get involved in questions of semantics. The electoral
agreement that we reached with the Lutte Ouvriére rested
on a minimal declaration against the electoralist road
to socialism and did not include any "minimal program"
or any "nonaggression pact." In the discussions in which
representatives of the Ligue, Lutte Ouvriére, and the OCI
participated, there was at no time any question of a "min-
imal program." The sole line of demarcation was consti-
tuted by the question whose importance we noted above:
Electoral road or revolutionary road to socialism? We
wanted to eliminate right from the start any possiblity
of an agreement even for a geographical distribution
with the United Socialist Party as such, because of its
equivocal position toward the Union of the Left.

In the electoral campaign, the Ligue Communiste pub-
licized its full program wherever it was able to do so,
including in the districts where it had no candidates. It
did this in the meetings called by Lutte Ouvriére. It even
openly criticized in Rouge certain features of the Lutte
Ouvriére campaign. Would it have been better for pro-
grammatic clarification (as you say) to have called on
the first round for a vote only for the candidates of the
Ligue and not for those of Lutte Ouvriére? In the elec-
tions we found ourselves faced with an electorate of about
30 million, the immense majority of which is totally ig-
norant of the differences that divide the far left, and is
not interested in them. Those who are interested in these
differences follow them in other ways than in the elec-
toral campaigns; and on this point, no one can accuse
the Ligue of not conducting an unceasing ideological
struggle within the far left. Its press and pamphlets pro-
vide irrefutable testimony of this. What programmatic
clarification could we have brought to bear by refusing
to vote on the first round for the candidates of Lutte
Ouvriére? None that we can see, but we would certainly
have given proof of ineffective sectarianism, all the more
stupid when one knew that everyone, including ourselves,
would total the votes of the Ligue and Lutte Quvriére to
measure the impact of the far left.

You also write that this "electoral bloc" of the far left
is not unrelated to the concept of seeking to regroup the
so-called new mass vanguard and transform it into a



revolutionary party, as proposed in the United Secre-
tariat document The Building of Revolutionary Parties
in Capitalist Europe.

In writing this you show that you have not understood
what is in the document proposed by the United Secre-
tariat and voted for by the International Executive Com-
mittee. In calling for a vote for the candidates who were
in fact opposed to the reformist road and who were sup-
porters of the revolutionary road (thus not just for the
candidates of Lutte Ouvriére), we wanted to assemble
the greatest force possible on the basis of posing an al-
ternative to the Union of the Left. But no one among
us dreamed for an instant that in carrying this out we
would "regroup the so-called 'new mass vanguard' and
transform it into a revolutionary party." This is an idea
that Lutte Ouvriére, among others, put forward after May
1968. We fought this and counterposed to it the concept
of unification around the Trotskyist program. We know
that the revolutionary party will only be built on this
program, and not through a regroupment on just any
program. In fact, this was the central point in the debate
at the founding convention of the Ligue Communiste over
affiliation to the Fourth International. Several pamphlets
have been published by the Ligue on this question. But
experience has shown that in Europe there exist right
now tens and even hundreds of thousands of men and
women who have escaped the grip of the old reformist
leaderships, and who are seeking to give a revolutionary
solution to the social crisis that rages over this continent.
This is a new vanguard, not a so-called vanguard in
quotation marks, as you write. Despite its confusion and
state of organization or disorganization, it is also an
appreciable political force, above all when it unites in
action. It is a force that makes an impression on large
sections of the working class, including many rank-and-
file working-class cadres who continue to vote for the
old leaderships. It is certainly not easy to unite this van-
guard in action. We have learned from experience that if
we manage, in gaining political hegemony within this
vanguard; to mobilize it around certain points of our
program, we will be able to find a more receptive audi-
ence in the broad masses for the whole of our program
and for our methods. It is only experience, not just the
propaganda of our ideas, that can convince the broad
masses. In any event, we never dreamed of regrouping
the vanguard during the election campaign because there
are strong currents in it that are hostile to any partici-
pation in elections.

Up till now we have responded to different elements
of your criticisms. Behind them stands the profile of a
deeper difference, a difference, moreover, that led you
to take the initiative of introducing your letter into the
international debate. We are even more delighted that
one of the fundamental differences dividing the majority
and minority has appeared in this manner. You begin
from "principles" and "criteria” taken, of course, from the
program that unites us in the Fourth International; but
you use them without ever taking into consideration the
circumstances and conditions. Whether it is a matter of
Europe, Latin America, Vietham, or the United States,
you never begin by making an analysis of the objective
situation, the social forces present, the relationships of
forces, the tendencies asserting themselves in the develop-
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ment of the society. Your "principles,” your "criteria" thus
become things in themselves; you have transformed the
teachings of revolutionary Marxism into dogmas that
you determine mechanically, independent of conditions
and circumstances. For you a Socialist Party always
remains a socialist party, no matter what happens to
it. A Radical Party is always a radical party, whether
it is a matter of the main party of French capitalism in
1935, or a tiny collection of parasites in 1973. A Com-
munist Party is always a Stalinist party of "class col-
laboration,"” even when it is a case of the Vietnamese Com-
munist Party, which is conducting a form of class col-
laboration that Nixon and Thieu find unacceptable. An
anarchist is always an anarchist, forgetting that during
the war in Spain our movement made a distinction be-
tween Durutti and Federica Montseny.

You reason as though history repeated itself, as though
there were nothing new under the sun: there was once
a Popular Front, there will be a new Popular Front.
Abstaining from any concrete analysis, you surrender
yourself to formal analogies and thus avoid giving revo-
lutionary politics the concrete content it must have to start
from the concerns of the masses and raise their level of
class consciousness. Seeing a popular front everywhere,
you have been led in your letter to slander (we cannot
use any other term) the Ligue Communiste by writing:
"the comrades of the PRT-U [Revolutionary Workers Party
of Uruguay] made [ in the 1971 elections] an error that
resembles the error made by the Ligue Communiste in
the recent elections in France." You reason by syllogisms:
The Broad Front [Frente Amplio] in Uruguay was a pop-
ular front. The Union of the Left is an "embryonic" popu-
lar front. The Broad Front thus equals the Union of the
Left and the Ligue Communiste is thus placed in the same
category as the PRT-U.

Unfortunately, this reasoning begins by omitting the
objective conditions. The Broad Front was much worse
that the Popular Front of 1935. It was a bourgeois opera-
tion led by General Seregni to gain his accession to the
presidency. He used the organizations claiming to be part
of the working class in the way the candidates of the
Democratic Party in the United States use the trade unions.
You also forget (and this is really monstrous) that the
PRT-U demanded that it be accepted in the Broad Front,
renewing the operation of the POUM [Workers Party of
Marxist Unification] toward the Spanish Popular Front
in 1935, an action that our movement, with Trotsky at
its head, characterized as a betrayal. Moreover, the PRT-U
printed sample ballots in its name that carried General
Seregni at the head of the list and included some members
of the PRT-U as subordinate candidates. Independently
of the proposals it was able to put forward during the
elections, the PRT-U had thus subordinated its activity
on the general political level to the Broad Front, a sordid
electoral combination. Did the Ligue demand affiliation
to the Union of the Left? Did it mix its candidates together
with those of the Union of the Left? To say that what
the Ligue did during the March 1973 elections is identi-
cal with the conduct of the PRT-U toward the Broad
Front —this is, we repeat, a slander against the Ligue.
It certainly was not your intention to do that, but this
is "a consequence of your method of raising "principles”
into dogmas and forgetting the concrete in each situation.



You make a reference in your letter to your belief that
our orientation could "miseducate” the members ofthe Ligue
and other sections. We are not very fond of being given
lessons in place of political arguments. But since you
do it, you force us to say a few words on the matter.
In the internal discussion bulletins of the SWP we have
noticed several articles by supporters of your tendency
who raked the Ligue over the coals, but we have seen
nothing from them about the PRT-U and the Broad Front.
That is, permit us to point out, the result of your "educa-
tion" or of your "miseducation." It is true that we are
plunged in a tendency struggle, and that the PRT-U is
the very obedient little sister of the Moreno organization.
This is the same Moreno who finds a way to proclaim
the necessity of an independent workers pole in an election
campaign under a dictatorship that outlaws even the Com-
munist Party, while at the same time defending, in a dis-
cussion with Campora, a program similar to that of
Peréon in the past. It is easier for you to find the mote
in our eye than the beam in yours.

Your letter contains the following sentences, which are
very revealing about the orientation you would like to
give the entire International:

"At this stage in our development the sections of the
Fourth International have no other reason for participat-
ing in elections than to utilize the electoral arena for pro-
paganda purposes. Our primary purpose is to take our
program to the broadest possible layers of the working
class." [Emphasis in original.]

It is perhaps here that the fundamental point of our
disagreements lies. You refuse to write a document of
analysis and perspectives when it is a matter of a continent
like Europe under the pretext that the differences between
the countries that make up the continent are too great.
Yet you do not hesitate to set one and the same task for
all the organizations of the Trotskyist movement, regard-
less of the objective conditions in which each one of them
operates, and regardless of the forces at their disposal
and of their place in the political scene of their country.
The primary, essential task, according to you, for all
the sections of the Fourth International, is to make pro-
paganda for our program. Of course propaganda for
the Trotskyist program is a daily task of all the sections
of the International. But the fundamental task of building
revolutionary Marxist parties does not begin here. Accord-
ing to you, there are no other tasks for our sections but
"propaganda" in the class struggle. You are not supporters
of the intervention of our sections as sections, based pre-
cisely on this program, concretized in conjunction with
the objective conditions. You support the intervention of
our militants in struggles only when the intervene in the
mass movements and on the political level of these move-
ments. Your letter confirms this position, whichwas already
set forth in Comrade Mary-Alice's article on the European
document.

To place oneself on the level of the mass movements
is to proceed to an arbitrary, opportunist choice, because
it leaves the field open to all the deviations possible, inside
and outside of our organization. Moreover, in making a
distinction between "mass work" seen in this way and
the "propaganda" of the sections, what becomes of the
program itself? A bookish abstraction. The Transitional
Program in particular was not made solely to be taught,
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learned by heart, or recalled in every article. It should
be employed by our sections, which have to concretize
it in relation to the objective conditions. Our sections, acting
in their own name, have to introduce the slogans formu-
lated in it into the class struggle. They ought to do this
even during election campaigns.

Your sentences on this subject also show your dogmatic
way of approaching the question. For you, an election
is the same thing for all the sections, whatever their longi-
tude and latitude, whether the election takes place on
a local or a national scale, whether it takes place under
conditions of political apathy or revolutionary upsurge
of the working class, whether our sectionisweak or strong.
Once again you eliminate the concrete conditions of the
political action in order to guide yourself only on "prin-
ciples" taken in themselves.

We can understand the difficulties that the rudimentary
existence of political life in the United States causes for
you, and in consequence, the use you make of the slightest
electoral possibility to get out propaganda, general so-
cialist propaganda such as the pioneers of European
socialism did for decades. We can understand the dif-
ficulties in a country where certain points of our program
—the dictatorship of the proletariat, workers councils —
have not appeared. But in Europe, and more particularly
in France, this kind of propaganda is no longer necessary
—the workers are only too familiar with it. It is the debate
on the conditions of the transition to socialism that is on
the agenda. This is why the Ligue has always approached
the question of elections in a concrete fashion. We have
deliberately left to the side all sorts of elections that had
no political interest. In the municipal elections, we inter-
vened in the large cities, where it was not a matter of
indifference for workers whether they had a CP or UDR
[Gaullist] municipal government. We intervened, to the
general surprise of the whole political spectrum in France,
with a candidate in the 1969 presidential election, because
we understood the enormous political interest it would
create about the Ligue and the whole Fourth International,
and experience showed how correct we were. As for the
legislative elections, we actively supported the boycott
in June 1968 and we ran a hundred candidates in March
1973.

Why this difference? In 1968 we boycotted the elections
because they were the fruit of the betrayal of the movement
of May by the traditional leaders of the working class.
At that time the only possible slogan was "Elections-Be-
trayal!” In 1973 we participated in the first and second
round, but not as simply an occasion to make propa-
ganda. In the present situation in France, the results of
the election could not be a matter of indifference, either
to the working class as a whole or to our movement in
particular. The March 1973 elections could not, of course,
have done anything to change the social system; but their
results, that is, the composition of the National Assembly,
could have very important political consequences. If a
Union of the Left majority had emerged from the elections,
or even a parliament without a majority for either side,
the situation, already critical for the bourgeoisie, would
have become even more critical. If Mitterrand were to-
morrow elected president of the Republic, as the candidate
of the Union of the Left, the situation in France would



not be long in reaching an extreme sharpness. By the way,
how would you distinguish between Mitterrand the can-
didate of the Union of the Left, and Mitterrand the can-
didate of the Socialist Party? Perhaps it is not without use
to point out that the majority of the leaders of the Ligue
Communist broke with the CP in 1965 because the CP
had decided to vote for Mitterrand, the "independent” bour-
geois politician, under the pretext that he had the best
chance to defeat De Gaulle. For us, elections are not simply
periods of propaganda; we place them in the political
context that produced them and each time adopt an ap-
propriate orientation, keeping in mind the principles of
revolutionary Marxism drawn from the history of the
workers movement. In no case do we begin with abstract
"principles," with categories that are independent of reality;
we do not have a unique model of entirely confining
our sections to general programmatic propaganda. This
orientation, which you are supporting, is not the one
found in the political resolution adopted by the Ninth
World Congress, and by you in particular. The orientation
adopted by the Ninth World Congress includes precisely
the concept of going beyond essentially propagandistic
cadre organizations in order to become— given the most
favorable circumstances for Trotskyism — organizations
capable of being factors of influence in class struggles.
It is your right to withdraw from this orientation, but
it is necessary to state it openly and not conceal it behind
a struggle against a supposed ultraleftism menacing the
Fourth International.

We reject entirely the concept you defend of "principles”
raised to dogmas. We heard this concept formulated with
a certain eloquence by one of you at the last meeting
of the International Executive Committee meeting. Princi-
ples, he told us, were for him the same thing as a stop
sign when he is on the highway; it is necessary to come
to a halt. But for us, principles cannot be things that
paralyze us, that immobilize us. We always begin by
analyzing the situation in which we find ourselves and the
perspectives that flow from it. In this way we determine
the social tendencies it is necessary to work with to bring
the movement forward. Of course, in doing this we refer
to the past and its lessons, to the principles our move-
ment has drawn from them. We refuse, however, to trans-
form these principles into dogmas; instead, we apply them
according to the materialist method and in conjunction
with the conditions of the class struggle, which are
constantly changing. To use your dogmatic method of
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applying principles, it would be necessary to build a
computer, not a revolutionary Marxist party. The best
pages we have read on the application of principles to
revolutionary politics are found in the chapter on "Tra-
dition and Revolutionary Politics” in Trotsky's The New
Course. Reread it. Here are just a few passages:

"Marxism is a method of historical analysis, of political
orientation, and not a mass of decisions prepared in
advance. . . .

"The simple appeal to tradition never decided anything.
As a matter of fact, with each new task and at each new
turn, it is not a question of searching in traditions and
discovering there a non-existing reply, but of profiting
from all the experience of the party to find by oneself
a new solution suitable to the situation and, by doing
so, enriching tradition. It may even be put more sharply:
Leninism consists in being courageously free from con-
servative retrospection, from being bound by precedent,
purely formal references and quotations. . . .

"The weapon of Marxian investigation must be con-
stantly sharpened and applied. It is precisely in this
that tradition consists, and not in the substitution of a
formal reference or of an accidental quotation. . . .

"Leninism is orthodox, obdurate, irreducible, but it does
not contain so much as a hint of formalism, canon, nor
bureaucratism. In the struggle, it takes the bull by the
horns. To make out of the traditions of Leninism a supra-
theoretical guarantee of the infallibility of all the words
and thoughts of the interpreters of these traditions, is to
scoff at genuine revolutionary tradition and transform
it into official bureaucratism. . . ."

We believe that we have been genuinely faithful to the
revolutionary tradition as Trotsky set it forth in these
pages. We do not doubt that in acting in this way we
have made errors and may again make them. But we
see this as the sole way to have revolutionary Marxism
and the Fourth International go forward. We cannot have
confidence in formalist methods, the dogmatic application
of "principles" in themselves that give rise to bookish
propaganda, that encourage routinism, and that lead
finally only to political passivity.

June 14, 1973
Political Bureau

Passed unanimously with Comrade Roger abstaining be-
cause of disagreement on the question of the nature of the
SP.



Some Questions of Method Concerning

the European Document
By A. Duret

Mary-Alice Waters concludes her criticism of the resolu-
tion of The Building of Revolutionary Parties in Capitalist
- Europe by stating:

"The discussion on European perspectives and orienta-
tion is not fundamentally about 'Europe.’ It is about differ-
ing approaches to and perspectives on party building."
(International Internal Discussion Bulletin, Vol. 10, No.
3, March 1973, "A Criticism of the United Secretariat
Majority Draft Resolution on 'The Building of Revolution-
ary Parties in Capitalist Europe' — An Initial Contribution
~ to the Discussion," p. 27.)

This is really one of the most clairvoyant of Comrade
Mary-Alice's statements. In fact, her document and those
that have been introduced into the discussion since the
~ International Executive Committee (IEC) meeting [Decem-

ber 2-6, 1972] indicate more and more the real points of
difference between the two tendencies. It seems that the
center of the debate is actually focusing on an estimation
of the changes in the objective conditions of the general
framework within which the development of the Fourth
 International has been taking place since 1967-68.

It is this context, which determines the development of
- the Fourth International and its sections, that the Ninth
World Congress sought to come to grips with in emphasiz-
ing the fundamental changes that had taken place. The
main features of the analysis can be summarized in the
following manner:

® the appearance of decisive factors that determined —
and always determine — the rise of world revolution;

® emphasis on the emergence of what has been called
a new vanguard with a mass character, which in practice
escapes the control of the reformist and bureaucratic ap-
paratuses;

® emphasis on the existence of objective possibilities
that make both possible and necessary the transition from
propaganda activity to an activity that