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Where We Stand et s/ wor ker sd c oaformisi ldaders af the Laboup -
press the inevitable counrter party and trade unions

1. WE STAND WITH revolution of private capitalist 5. We oppose all immigra-
KARL MARX: 6 T h &Profi aaaipst plapned produc- tion controls. International
tion of the working classes must tion for the satistaction of so- finance capital roams the planet
be conquered by the working Cialised human need. in search of profit and Imperial-
classes themselves. The struggle>:  We recognise the necessity ist governments disrupts the
for the emancipation of the for revolutionaries to carry out lives of workers and cause the
working class means not a serious ideological and political collapse of whole nations with
struggle for class privileges and Struggle as direct participants in their direct intervention in the
monopolies but for equal rights the trade unions (always) and in Balkans, Iraq and Afghanistan
and duties and the abolition of the mass reformist social demo- and their proxy wars in Somalia

all class rul edC (atheS PP (OPPti Y fpadperkoeratis Republia of t i ¢
Wor ki ngmends Alesnite, their prqapitalist lead- the Congo, etc. Workers have
1864, General Rules). erships when conditions are the right to sell their labour

2. The capitalist state con- favourable. Because we see thenternationally wherever they
sists, in the last analysis, of trade union bureaucracy and get the best price. Only union
rulingclass laws within a judicial their allies in the Labour party membership and pay rates can
system and detention centres leadership as the most funda- counter employers who seek to
overseen by the armed bodies mental obstacle to the struggle exploit immigrant workers as
of police/army who are under for power of the working class, cheap labour to undermine the
the direction and are controlled Outside of the state forces and gains of past struggles.
in acts of defence of capitalist their direct'agencies themselves,
property rights against the inter- We must fight and defeat and
ests of the majority of civil replace them with a revolution sypscribe to Socialist Fight
society. The working class must &Y leadership by mobilising th anq 1n Defence of Trotskyism
overthrow the capitalist state Pase against the prapitalist
and replace it bufppucratic misleggers tg @pf Fourlssues: UK: £12.00, EU:
state based on democratic sovi- the way forward for the struggl £14.00

for workerso p Restofthe World: £18.00

Socialist Fight produces IDOT. 4. We are fully in support of please send donations to help
Itis a part of the Liaison Com- &ll mass mobilisations again in their production

mittee for the Fourth Interna: e onslaught of this reactionar cheqes and Standing Orders
tional with the Liga Comunista, SOFHP Dem coalition. How- to

. . s ever, whilst participating in thi: -
Brazil and the Tendencia Mili- struggle we will oppose all pol Socialist Fight Account No. 1

tante Bolchevique, Argentind. cies which subordinate the Ynity Trust Bank, Sort Code

Editor: Gerry Downing | working class to the politica ~ 0860-01, Account. No.
Assistant Editor: John Barry. agenda of the petbourgeois 20227368.
Introduction IG and Workers Power/LFI, who parted

This is the third part of a reply to the Ausfitmpany with the RCIT just a few years ago.
anbased Revolutionary Communist InterMée also looked at the history of Ted Grant
tional Tendency (RCIT) on a wide range2Bfl his successor groups because these hav
political and historical issues that have B neglected by left Trotskyists for far too
controversial in the history of Trotskyism.!@#g. Other groups are dealt with as occasion
tackling these issues we found it necessa#j3®s during the polemic. This publication
address the whole history of Trotskyism &Aficentrates on the Marxist position on the
how various groupings saw it. In particiiEate.

we addresBedt ¢ ki otilhePasyWWludghatg @ she Fourth Inter-
the Spart ofamil yo hationa ef the latg 19405 apdeearly g930s @n
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t he cl ass char act eon othis St a

Eastern Europe was resurrected in -B28guestion G
with the fall of the Berlin Wall and the célnd alsc TM W
Trotskyism

lapse of the USSR following the Yanaty®y politics

coup and Y e-totupsof Augustof c o the

1991. We will see from the struggles we haverna- and the

outlined below that the Stalinist bureauti@al Bol- Second World War
cies became divided into three camps follow-e v i k
ing the defeat of the Brezhnevites by Gorbandency
chev in 1989; those Gorbechevites on the(IBff) as it
who wished to retain the degenerate mmtdrvenec
deformed wor ker s6 st athese
economic plan by glasnost (openness) eaahts. Bu
perestroika (restructuring), those in the rfidt  we
dle (Yanayev and Deng in China) who sowghtiook at
the restoration of capitalism by slow, plan@Gadntism Jeeadil

measures, maintaining the Stalinist buraad- the

cracy as the vehicle of restoration and thedate, its prime revision of Marxism as identi-
on the right like Yeltsin who sought a rafiet by almost every other far left group.
capitulation to western Imperialism and their )

own enrichment by plundering the state a2roblems of Grantism On The

sets in alliance with western transnational State

corporations. We can observe at least Hie- problems of Grantism on the state go
ments of these three tendencies in mospawk at least to 1949 [1] when Ted Grant
the counterevolutionary overturns of 198%rote his Reply to David Jamasich his

92. erroneous theory oProletarian Bonapartism
The first debate on the nature of the Esit made its debut, as far as we know:
European countr i es Swuabnsm i3 d forinlbfeBondpattismrthatdoa- r
in the Fl in the late 1940s eventually resudtgglitself on the proletariat and the institution
in the correct conclusion that they were @lestate ownership, but it is as different from
formed workersd stathes,nolbunt ommucah woornkf eurs
remained. We will look at the position agsdirgeois Bonapartism differs from the
as it emerged in the debate over the c¢lass of bourgeois democracy, which is the
character of Cuba in the early 1960s andré#st expression of the economic domina-
debate about the class character of Camhigghaand rule of the bourgeoisie. Now it

in the late 1970s following the invasionsegms that Stalinism, once having become
Vietham on 25 December 1978. And tleé government, is based on the proletariat
course, as we have mentioned, the dehiedause it is based on proletarian property
following the victory of the countef or ms , Othe institut:i
revolutionary restoration of capitalism Tihus it has ceased being counterrevolution-
Eastern European and Asian states in thealgtén NATURE because it has performed a
1980s and early 1990s. progressive historical act. The confusion here
We will look at the politics of Workers Polg-between its essential class character and its
er Britain (WPB) anafdoeuVres. dStaliGisna lednifigson tber pfole-p
(CWI and IMT today) as it manifested itself

Socialist Fight: PO Box 59188, London, NW2 9LHstp:/ /socialistfight.com/Socialist_Fight@yahoo.co.uk.
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tariat can, under given conditions, balammean owner of enterprises, but only an in-
between the opposing classes to strengtenediary between their owners. These two
itself for its own ends. We have seen toWwi ngs ar e not ident
this was accomplished in Eastern Eurap@@ t hi s subject: O0The
We now have a similar development takind integrates the economy, but does not run
place before our eydas (iondiChiignea.® paita

Stalinism was and nen nfoa |rdealolnyo molae a mio
the proletariaté atmandpoly obproductionswouldgbe riothieg
class threat to lean essentially if indirectpant col |l ecti vi sm. 6 (J

Imperialism and far more directly on theasants and small proprietors in general, the
peasantry to accomplish this. However fasist bureaucracy takes the attitude of a
above quote is also wrong because it dirdutiatening lord and master. Toward the
equates the assumption of state power byadpitalist magnates, that of a first plenipoten-
Stalinists with otheuiryst iofThhtei s pof ast
ershipé, as if t hatther elptraelsieannt eMa rax i & e f,
workersd state. Intieacsaltéds sclpehrrlkasef dm
define any real Marxist scientific categoryolini takes upon the state the whole risk of
all. In some cases Stalinists conquered theri-enterprises, leaving to the industrialists
tory and never overthrew capitalist propérth e pr of i t s of explo
relations at all (Austria, Finland and Afgh#mis respect follows in the steps of Mussolini.
stan to name but a few). In some cases Tieylimits of the planning principle, as well
only did it after attempts to maintain capita-its real content, are determined by the class
ist property relations failed (Eastern Euralpendence of the fascist state. It is not a
from 1945 to late 1947/ early 1948, Yugoglzestion of increasing the power of man over
via and Albania in 1948 [3], China in 195hature in the interests of society, but of ex-
-53). It was never the case that the degrgelofoi t i ng soci ety i n t
nationalisation determined the class charécterd e si red, 6 boasts Mi
of the state. If we take a quote from Trtgly & which really has not happertestate

s k yTBesRevolution Betragedan see howapitalism or state socialism, | should possess
essential the subjective factor is; how thetediy all the necessary and adequate objective
of Lenin and the Bolsheviks and the willcob ndi t i ons. 6 Al | e xXc
the Stalinists were both capable of credtorg of the class of capitalists. In order to
wor kersd states wh eealizetthisegndition fagcisnowolldehdve toh
tire state bur eauc gaove tothBather sidleeohtherbdrrcdiest
based on the programme of the world redovhi ch really has not
lution; the Stalinist states were based on fiadty assurance of Mussolini, and, of course,
ing a compromise with world Imperialismviill not happen. To expropriate the capital-
maintain their own privileges in their ovwets would require other forces, other cadres

bailiwick. And Mussolini only wishedtosava d ot her | eaders. 6 |
capitalism by s mas Bf cowse there was mevér eanysdbubtoof
sations in his corporate state: Leninds intentions b

0The words of -fddrths of gramme was based lorr fighting for the world
Italian economy, industrial and agriculturale®lution and overthrowing capitalism glob-
in the hands of t h all.shesStalniét (dbblogy wasebasedlof thel
not to be taken literally. The fascist statthéory of socialism in a single country in

Socialist Fight: PO Box 59188, London, NW2 9LHstp:/ /socialistfight.com/Socialist_Fight@yahoo.co.uk.
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order to reach an appropriate compror
with Imperialism internationally. If th
could do so without overthrowing capita
property relations they would do so a
evidence by Maods
(the peasantry, the working class, the
petty bourgeoisie and the nationalist [a
posed to the comprador] bourgeoisie),
theory with which he took power at the h
of the 6Red Army®o
es with Nixon in 1972, for instance, after
institution of the
19523 when immediately threatened by Ifr e s i dent Ri chard Nixon an
perialism via the Korean War were entirelysaTung in 1972.

line with this narrow, nationalist outlook of

Stalinism, concerned primarily with its ostrives to develop. We reject both purely
country and the bubdbeaovooaoacygdDamrdi vpiureegley
sition as the prime beneficiary of the smtte a wor ker sd state.
feed bag. continued existence of nationalised property
Therefore having not understood what #red the continued suppression of the law of
essence of the Marxist theory of the stateahse, irrespective of the political regime,
applied to Eastern Europe after WWII hile the latter equates Stalinist bureaucracy
cannot understand whah &aheowheksedsEtat e
Trotsky says the class character of a statess of capitalist development in the former
defined by the property forms that a giwem r k er s st ates makes
state guards and defends. We put forwarathe law of value unlikely in the short to
following from the Leninist Trotskyist Temedium term. As Trotsky anticipated, the
dencyd Comrades for a Workers Govenmestorationists will be obliged to retain a sig-
ment (South Africa) fusion document mificant sector of nationalised property. This
January 1993 as the correct understandimghefitance from the past will continue to
the Marxist theory of the state under thé st or t the &édnor mal d
headingThe class nature of Eastern Eurgpa bnde . 6 [ 5]

the eoviet union We would add China, Vietnam, Cambodia
0The states of E a s @nd ltaos toEhe listoopstatesavhede capitalesm
Soviet union can no longer be categoriseldaasbeen restored now. The analysis was
def ormed or degene fleshed aut bythe LKE in a ng sidclamterd s
root, a wor ker s8 sih 24994eTheiMarxisbThedry of the State ancl H
bourgeoisie is politically suppressed, lea@oiapse of Stalinismb [&]s e d on Tr
to its economic expropriation as a class. Whist a Workersd aand N
is what such apparently disparate eventome other of his writings. [7]

the October revolution of 1917 and the bu-. - .
reaucratic overturns in Eastern Europe, Aégj Stalinism Change its Nature?

Im

and Cuba after 1945 have in common. BH&it is the confusion contained in the capi-
class nature of a given state is determindd®/ | sed ~word ONATURE
the property relations it defends and /@f @ant ds real weakness

Socialist Fight: PO Box 59188, London, NW2 9LHstp:/ /socialistfight.com/Socialist_Fight@yahoo.co.uk.
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f ost er eid(Stainsm)t has céasedwbeingk er sd st at e, t he
counterrevolutionary in NATURE becausdséd. Wasa complex of institutions comprising
perfor med a pThirtowlsnsllions ef pdoples it voould be absurdata tallkod

ly wrong and as we will see itwas notlofy a 6dual natured o
before Grant was assigning a progressivdrary, inThe Transitional Programentead
O6natured to all manmmtem of bourgeois nat

regimes which also became deformed werk- from genuine Bolshevism (Ignace Reiss)
ersd states accor ditorcgmpletofastismniF. Butemko).iThe revd- ¢
gous to the position taken by the CWI/IMuitionary elements within the bureaucracy,
on the left trade union bureaucracies. Anghiy a small minority, reflect, passively it is
prepared the ground for the notion of tramste, the socialist interests of the proletariat.
forming the state via parliament, from abdVe fascist, counteevolutionary elements,
like Mao, although the circumstances vggosving uninterruptedly, express with even
just not at all comparable to those in Britagreater consistency the interests of world
Stalinism did not change its NATURE huatperialism . . . Between these two poles,
changed its orientation in its own interdbere are intermediate, diffused Menshevik
because of its changed circumstances. B.Rdiberal tendencies which gravitate toward
mained counterevolutionary but notinthd our geoi s democracy. 6
Ot hrough and t houg What leerdid writeoabouthvas the aluakrdle,
advocated by Joseph Hansen of the US §WiPe du a l function of
against Pablo; it performed a dual or coritia- bureaucracy, more or less interchangea-
dictory role or function forced on it by itdy. And that was no accident, the bureaucra-
circumstances, as a TU bureaucrat mightgdibd usurped the state, leaving the working
a strike and so perform a progressive futess no role or function within it. The Marx-
tion thereby, despiitsd rceomeaiempitn go na offl atbhoe
tenant of capital d the mle df defencenobthelstate and of cordrel e
In fact this erroneous formulation was initafl-its bureaucracy to the working class, or-
ly coined by Brebtradtarve in his 195hanised in Soviets. The capacity of the class
documentWhere is Pablo Goivigeh op- to perform this role had been portended by
posed only the later degeneration of Pdbéoshorlived Paris Commune of 1871 and,
but not his initial ideological capitulationttoa degree, proved by the early experience of
Stalinism by asserting that it had a progwestrevolutionary Russia. However, under
sive, revolutionary side: the appallingly difficult conditions of the
oAl I the experiencésrstncedat&var dawerds!l
the role of the Soviet bureaucracy withthe working class surrendered the role. By
creasing clarity and simply express its ttheamid1920s, if Trotsky is to be believed,
charactdt workingclass and countethe Thermidorian reaction had occurred and
revolutionarfi its fundamentally contraditc-he bur eaucracy had b
tory nature, and i tFsy oimmptahses el. @l bipgdjeASparts
Dave Br uc e drstskydaodcthe Mateke the same mistake. [10] In refuting Da-
rialist Analysis of Stalirfigiy explains thisvid North they repudiate the essence of Jo-
error: seph Hansenos progr e
ol t c a n n-giréssed that, on\sm@te afstinct in seeking to repudiate Michel
widespread claims to the contrary, TroBkg bl o 6 s assigning to
never referred to orhentbaltuiad n 6n abtyu rtehdeorh s

Socialist Fight: PO Box 59188, London, NW2 9LHstp:/ /socialistfight.com/Socialist_Fight@yahoo.co.uk.
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the correctness of Pablo against Hanse
equating orol ed wi
ing piece. It is undoubtedly the source of
Spart f aSmiallyidns sme &
Army i n Af g-hR)@and ednta
ued characterisation of China and Vietna
def ormed workerso6
direction of the economy and the social
tions those states defend by relying sole i
the continued existence of the Stalinist
ties at the head of these states:

oBut North could well be hoist on his o\
petard. InThe Heritage We DelfendvritesPart of a mural occupying an entire wall on the sec-
that oTrotsky had Oﬁdrﬂotélr A @eeiep Aty PRlage (P@‘i'oﬁef'a$ ni st
reaucracy as 0Ocoun. ?OHI_?;IS oéﬁ&hf"ﬁdg%”&r Me ¢ hr
and throughdé. 6 One can 00 through ev
rything Trotsky ever wrote and never finch r o u g h 0? -a@dfolhtﬁreaa RuUs-0 U 1
this falsely and stupidly esided formula-sian fascist, something out of the predant
tion. On t he c drhetClasPanyat or perhaps @ Clé&\ andlal in thenKGB
Nature of the SovietéStatect obec oul H3 3f)i:t this bill.
OWhoever fails to uesdiberthet Stalirdst buleaucracy aAl conr
Stalinism in the USSR has understood neéhvative nationalist caste resting on the pro-
ing. 6 The for mul at ilemian praperty fotms restablished hyt theo
through and t hr ou g Rdssian Revaution,the Kréntlin bereabaraayc
es was the wor k ofigtherpmduet of and eflects thehcantradi¢- h
devil incarnate of Healyism, the aagbknttions of a bonapartist regime issuing from the
himselfdJ os ep h Hans en. 6degeneration of a workers revolution in a
ol t first i ssued fobackward d¢olnty suorrougpdedaby dmpetiaft w
mouth of Dave Weiss (D. Stevens) duiing m. 0

the 19553 fight against the p®&talinistl n N oot a Wor ker s
liquidators in the Cochr&larke faction inState ( November 1937),
the SWP. And it was Hansen who landedsthé i n t he words &6a r
assignment of def ethidmen ga nWead pspsrfe sstealt ecrhea
This Hansen did with his usual quite capéble then it flows not from the mistakes of
vigour, including the amplification that ttheught but from thecontradiction in the very
Kremlin Stalinists were not onbjtuation of the USBRs precisely because of
ocounterrevol ut i on ahisyhattwh reject thehtheaynod sodiatism anu
but o6to the cored6 @OOWWhatoutnhe yNédw Yor k D
cussion Has Reveal ddrfrom characterizihg theaboreaacnacy aS'
Internal Bulletin, Vol. 15, No. 4, Februarxc ount errevol uti onary
1953). Indeed Hansen was the biggest erpthe Transitional Program, the founding
nent, if the number of pages count, of thecument of the Fourth International, Trot-
view North falsely ascribes to Trotsky. ¥ek y wr ot e that oall s
who in the Soviet Union could be charactee to be found among the bureaucracy: from
ized as oO0count er r egeminal Bolslhevisar(lgnacé Reiss) wogchm-

an (

w O
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pl ete f asci s mduélRatucd Blatange opkiiag) tidat sbrheebureaucratic sec-
the Kremlin oligarchy is fundamental toth@r s may obal k at t he
Trotskyist position of unconditional militaigrrevolution (in China but not in the DDR
defence of the Soviet Union combined withUSSR?!they nonetheless oppose seeking t
the call for political revolution to oust thg N— P :
bureaucracy. : ' '
Trotsky presented his fullest analysis of
contradictory nature of the Stalinist bime ¥
the last political battle of his life, against §
repudiation of Soviet defencism by the pe
bourgeois Shachtman/Burnham oppositil
in the SWP in 19240. Even in the contex
of some of the most heinous counterrevg
tionary crimes of the Soviet governm&njig
the destruction of the Bolshevik Party, &
strangulation of proletarian revolution
Spain by the Kremlin bureaucrats, the otsK . ,

neading of the Red Ay Troisky never |15 1%)L F 215, Eh0) Sereay oon
characterized the bureaucracy @sretary; Natalia Trotsky (Sedova): Raya Duna-
ocounterrevol ut i on ayevykaya(RaerSgeuelgHussisa Feaetant h r o u
But Shachtman certainly did. (Our emphasis)

If the ICL are confused between the roletoh e bur eaucracy i n tI
Stalinism i.e. the material basis from whighvblution [11]

draws its privileges and the nature of Stdlims confusion has clear implications today
ism as a political phenomenon, i.e. the factassessing the likely trajectory of the left
that it is counterevolutionary then Jan NoStalinist leadership of the Numsa split from
dends I nternati on althe 8MCoandoSACPs Trdtskyris clwar onstle .
he is in making the confusion explicit imoée of Stalinism and he certainly does not
polemic against the ICL in March 2001; hihiisk like the Spart family that because they
arguing, as Pablo did in the late 1940samadbliged to do certain progressive things in
early 1950s that Stalinism has a dual chadefiemce of their privileges that this means
because it performs a dual role, i.e. as Rhhtothey are counter revolutionary most of
asserted it can 0 p rhe jtimechut ravolutienary dnusbnieoooca-r
tationo: sions, as Pablo thought. Here he spells it out
0Such revisionist mOgaben®98% s directly ¢
dict Trotskyism. Trotsky repeatedly stressed .

the odual position,QéA—égelngﬁLéﬁ'—i%qréy
roleé and odual characterat8f€Phe sStal
bureaucracy: Some voices cry out:
.In claiming that the Stalinis¢gthe coun-© 9 ni ze the USSR as a
terrevolution, the ICL in effect declared thave to establish a new category: the ceunter
the bureaucracy had lost its dual nature tHa§tV 0 | ut i onary workers
ceased to be a contradictory layer. If tGii§MPts to shock our imagination by oppos-
the SL/ICL leadership takes a quastep iNJ' @ good programmatic norm to a misera-
backwards when their revision becomes§e Mean, even repugnant reality. But have-
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ndt we observed f r cewolutdrery mbvemedts pf gseatnscope. :
how the Soviet state has played a moreéaid ( Thesi s of the Lyc
more counterevolutionary role on the inteBleibtreu).

national arena? Have we forgotten the ekpdhe following extract fromVhere is Pablo
rience of the Chinese Revolution, of the 1@26ngBleibtreu sides with Pablo against the
general strike in England and finally the yfeyr mor e O6ort hodox RC
fresh experience of the Spanish Revoluttonand Grant:

There are two completelyesmintemary wadkAs f or us, we think
er sd i n(bue emplaasid S&)n Bhessguided the international discussion on the
critics have apparently forgotten this obl ems posed by the
Ocategory. o The t risatdeecorractnniethod;seacho thesis Rvasafullyc
Great Britain, the United States and otpersented by various comrades (we are
countries support completely the counterspeaking of the comrades of the majority
olutionary politics of their bourgeoisie. Thiko at the Second World Congress came out
does not prevent us from labelling thegainst the revisionist tendencies, which dis-
trade unions, from supporting their progresived after having fought us with a series of
sive steps and from defending them aganbtect attacks [Hasten is the prototype in
the bourgeoisie. Why is it impossible to éms regard F.B.]).

ploy the same method with the countdle then attacks Pablo from the right for
revolutionary wor k dhinkiny Maotwaststél 2 Stalinist dnth advahca
ysis a workersdstate is a trade union which es t he 6 Pabl oited not
has conquered power. The difference in &ttit (first time out® SF) that whilst not un-
tude in these two cases is explainable bgltter st andi ng Tr ot skyods
simple fact that the trade unions have a l@wplution Mao was actually implementing it:
history and we have become accustomedl fol) The birth of the
consider them as realities and not simply &ase begi nni ng of t he
Ocategoriesd in oumMmSpabgnamm. But , as re
t he workersd st at e (2tTheeGhiaesei C® stdpeed Ibetpng aeStalinist c
inability to learn to approach it as a real pisty and became a centrist party advancing
torical fact which has not subordinated iteelf ong wi t h t he revol u
to our program. [12] that the Chinese CP became a revolutionary
The weakness of B | party lipsor facto. dtsretaidedl drammits past a o
the nature and the role of Stalinism andgbeBes of incorrect and bureaucratic concepts
USSR bureaucracy in particular comestlmttcame to be reflected in its actions:

clearly in its Pabloite line on Yugoslavia HedPablo) shares the same erroneous criteria
China. Its oppositional line is driven by thencer ning the ©6Stali
emergence of an ulRabloite opposition iMmunist Party. The Stalinist nature of a CP is
Lyon, as the documeonstibited bgits dinead ane totdl depehderee
00Once the war br e a lnsrespeat to thé interests landrpeliey wictmea
will no longer have any reason to opposetieentievalogfusal on the part of the Chinese
ment of mass revolutionary strtiggliesperi- CP to accept the legal existence of a Trotsky-
alist camp. Quite the contrary the bureauistatendendy either inside or outside its

cy will have every interest in developing aamwk$i and even the repression against this
thing that will help undermine the militagndency would in no way constitute a criteri-
strength of the imperialist camp, includmgn t hat 6demonstrate:
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Stalinist charactemp@rg¢@pdlsl acc)oonskutt ug oloele
of understanding of the permanent revautension of the methods he had used since
tion, a lack of understanding that is not dpe-gained the franchise of the IS and JP Can-
cifically Stalinist. We have often been sen@din particular in the middle to late 1940s.
up such absurditiesR; roveo t he oSt
character of the Yugoslav CP, which pet8-— € d’ 0O _cont
bourgeois ideali s 8ss€ §1 6 @At |hV9|etChlﬂ@tteo td
Stalinism without StnalJduwlly 188 §agloniaGReeohtiod
In 1957 W Sinclair (Bill Hunter) producadh d t he Def o rravealéd thido r
Under a Stolen FJad] It is a far better docdre had moved far to the right on the ques-
ment than Bl eibtr etobefthdstate: nonet hel ess |
fers to the FrenchoBeeaytse obf 19068 (hes
France, Pablo placed the PB and the C@ pfpl y Mar xi sm and 0 M
the French section under the discipline ofe¢hecrete manner they have landed them-
IS, refused to allow the PCI to designatesétves in ludicrous contradictions. Thus they
own PB, forced a split in the party and Heclared Eastern Europe to be state capitalist
reaucratically expelled the orthodox, proldtart94547 & while Russia, which occupied
ian mgjorityd. However he failed to tells us Eastern Europe with the Red Army, was a
that he himself had voted for the expulsipll e gener at ed wor ker s
of this o0orthodox, pregentdhese tsects fromrsimuitang¢oosly ide-
the 1951 Third Congress and he makeslatng Eastern Europe still to be capitalist.
explanation whatsoever of the previous Bigti na r emai ned Ost at e
tory of oOPabloi smot lé m Hermtl iyl alnd5 1t hoer HBre

group. There is no examination of the m&jon i n a , from being 06st
probl ems wi t h Bl eitletrri @wdd y dtorcamsfnar, meid
Pabloism of an earlier vintage. stated! o6 [15]

Even though David North of the USlere the major problem is the overturn of
WSWS/ SEP and ot her sapi@listar¢lationsHarentakerr t6 be synony-
ument as proof of the continuity of Trotsky- mous with the occupation of Eastern Europe
ism for us it is an example of left centrikmy St al i nds O6Red Ar my
The 1946American Thesesthe course for n 1943 and the victc
the catastrophism of both SWP for a decad&949. But occupation and property over-
and a half and for Gerry Healy for therestofir n ar e di stinct pr
his life. This mindless and objectivist dogsaiing control of a country after the collapse
was correctly opposed by both the Gobdithe capitalist states did not define the class
man/Morrow opposition in the US and tlodaracter of the new state regimes thus
Haston/Grant leaders of the RCP in Britafiermed or signify the institution of deformed
The catastrophism had a useful-effectonwor ker sd st ates. St al
Healy. He was able to use the formulaig&inproperty relations in Eastern Europe in
Lenin used inWhat is to Be Danel903 to pursuance of its peaceful-edstence with
demand the powers that would have to op@perialism in the very same popular frontist
ate in illegal conditions for the leadershipwiay that it entered post war capitalist govern-
for himself. The infamous Fifth Congressnaénts in Western Europe to defend capital-
the WRP in 1981 where he demanded iandagainst revolution there. Trotsky discuss-
got extraordinary powers to override all the
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es here why Stalin did not sovietise Finlar@tion with world Imperidism. And he nev-

in 1939: er abandoned the bloc of four classes posi-
ol speci fi ed ifshe war mtoh, intposime it on tthe dntlonesian Com-
Finland was not submerged in a general nvanist party with disastrous consequences in
and if Stalin was not compelled to retrd®65; over half a million communists were
before a threat from the outside, then rhassacred. [17]. This is the account of how

would be forced to carry through the sovidta o 6s | i ne wor ked at
ising of Finland. This task by itself was méAdteady in 1965, the Chinese regime, based
more difficult than the sovietising of Easterm i ts prestige as t

Pol andéNeverthel esd etnieni mitldi togprpyosvitd tomr
Stalin over Finland would unquestionadfier the Sind@oviet split, had encouraged
have made fully possible an overthrowtha powerful Indonesian Communist Party

property relations with more or less asgif K1 ) into a close a
tance from the Finnish workers and snpalbulistnationalist leader, Sukarno. It was an
farmers. 6 [16] exact repeat 0

So these are two dis-
tinct events whereas
Grant is convinced they
are one; he suggests
that it was ridiculous

that these two could be
counterposed in any
way: 0Thus

clared Eastern Europe
to be state capitalist in
194547 & while Russia,

which occupied Eastern

alliance with Chiang Kai
shek in 1927, and it ended
the same way, in a blood-
bath in which 600,000 PKI
members and sympathizers
were killed in fall 1965 in a
military coup, planned with
the help of US advisers and
academics. Beijing said noth-
ing about the massacre until
1967 (when it complained
that the Chinese embassy in
Europe with the Red Jakarta had been stoned
Army, was a during the events). In 1971,
6degener at ed wor k e rChirfta alsotopehlyeappladdedLthie bleodyi sspe

Mao defeated Chiang Kaih e k : 0 @ressionaf the €retskyist student movement
mai ned O6state capi (hsisinsotrett, tree dvPoverd hoh Tgotsky-o
unt il 1951 or 195 3 dsts Sk) gnadeylon gnowl Srid ankaj. tnuhe

sition, according to Grant. In fact Mao tosame year, it supported (together with the
control of the state with the perspectivelifited States and against Soviet ally India),
the &bl oc of four Pdkisitaisdetatdr Yaya Khars who overaasvs
the peasantry, the working class, the urbassive repression in Bangladesh when that
petty bourgeoi si e aourdry (gravieuslydpartof Halostam) Heiclared o
geoisie. Excluded and expropriated wereirttiependence. [18]

6comprador bour ge o iAfer thed KongdnoNarheaudted dnol950 arm o
ed with the Imperialists in seekingto defd o0 e mbar ked on the 0
the O6Red Ar my?©d. S o in 1081, essantiatlyterpropriatidg the eompra-
property relations because he was progdon-bourgeoisie but retaining the nationalist,
matically wedded to that position and pgatriotic bourgeoisie. But the threat from the
wished to establish a position of class coll#b-invasion of Korea grew ever closer and
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new capitalists were arising profiting frdmar complete or approaching completion,
the war industries in Northern China; he neere heavily defeated.

could not af ford t eWhieahealecision fofravdrse this positioru
his government whilst the Imperialistarraee d e xt end t he FI1 &8s
threatened. He hit back, launched the cddim-i on t o t he def or mec
terattack by sendi mtgp in the rigthdirectiors ¢he distession /
to the assistance of the North Koreanforaksir i ng t he oObuffer zc
He then unl eashed tdahigh Bagrees of dethodological aomfp-a
essentially entirely overturning property reian, which sowed the seeds of future crises.
tions in 1952-53, modelled on the USSRhe debate surrounding the Cuban revolu-
because he had no choice: tion demonstrated that none of the theoreti-
Eventually the Communist Party reveatall issues had been resolved. The United
that it would no longer protect private buSecretariat (USFI) was formed in 1963
ness, and that Chinese capitalists wouldnmind broad agreement that Fidel Castro
ceive treatment no better than foreign. Thad cr eated a oOheal th
Korean War initially provided opportunitiedile, the rump of the International Commit-
in Northern China, giving risetoanewcthsse ar ound Heal yf6s S
of capitalists, many of whom would be prasfused to recognise that anything had quali-
ecuted under the Marxist policies of the tatively changed, and clung to the untenable

Communi st Party. 0 [pdsRBidn that Cuba remained a bourgeois
state.

The Buffer States Debates And  the Fourth International responded to the

Cuba postwar developments inadequately. Not

As The LTT documeniThe Marxist Theoryoi | y was t he FI ds ti
the State and the Collapse of Stadingsrtic-was defective, and prepared the political col-
ularly section 4. Stalinism and the-Wf@stlapse which followed. It remained the prison-
Social Overturns: Problems of the Eensitiohthe prognosis that capitalism could only
plained: be destroyed in Eastern Europe as a result of
0The FI&s Second WosrtlrducCan@anesassmneti | at
April-May, 1948, after the decisive overtliorg as had been the case with the eastern
had taken place. Its main document w@se of Poland and the Baltic States in-1939
0The USSR and St al40. ™Onhce i a@bandoped atdsepbrépective, b
Mandel . 0To deny tréadily accaptet that Stalisigm could after ralk
these countrieso6, ioprojecmed, réamouni en
acceptance, in no matter what form, of HH@wvever in assigning a progressive role to
Stalinist revisionist theory, it means serioligly Wohlforth theory of structural assimila-
to consider the historic possibility of a den (1964) the LTT ignores his June 1961
struction of capi tdecumestQru by a nodt etrhreo rDe f ¢
aboved without t hel[21rBg theotime Wohlonhshadyproduoed résr
tion of the masses .vérsion of the theory of structural assimila-
Amendments proposed by the RCP (Britdsh he was already seeking to abandon his
led by Jock Haston and Ted Grant), argwagier document and bend his political anal-
that the overturn of capitalism in the buffefes and conclusions to suit Healy and Lam-
zone, and the control of the bourgeoisie dwert. The LTT document also manages to
the government and state apparatus wage¢ioi d Ji m Robertsono:
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fends Wohl forthos eda&i lciheracdcoocrudnse nt o mpl @
uct of joint discussion according to Robgrbsition inNot a Wor ker sd a
son. He correctly identifies two fundamer8tdtedthat is the class character of the state
problems with Wobhlfort is defined by the property
document, the arllarxist forms it guards and defends.
theory of Wohlforth says that not
stated i.e. i huntidl #ne Bay of Pigs inva-
fined class character, § |sion in April 1961 were
Cuba between 1959 3 g matters finally resolved in

P

3
SeptembeOctober 196 i the state apparatus and the
(this was also current in § E decision irrevocably taken
earlier buffer states debd 1% | to maintain indefinitely the
in the late 1940s and e: ﬁekuﬁ:c ! | sovietisation of the econo-

RISIS|
1950s) and the belief thg - 3L ES £ my:
peaceful political revoluti gEi KE%E 0The S e-@ctobemb e |
was possible in Cuba o L atEL e ; nationalizations raised the
cause the state was sin Tim Wohliorth ¥ question of whether the
to the USSR between 1%= — bonapartist governmental

and 1933, when Tr o tagpargtus,confinuirgjtode ftee o@rstrol bye
of the Stalinism and not a political revdlue working masses, would firmly base itself
tion. Suffice it to say that Tom Kerry had oo the new property forms in Cuba or
problem in demol i sWwhethegitwiddhséek m retutm €gba tg ¢s+ |
tural assimilation theory in the following wagntial capitalist relations. We can say that
0So we have the f olwhileuwhe svweepind rationadizatiorts aof thec
sion: Castro i s a Gc&emeepcwbet peripd laid tHeebpsés riod e
the o0direct or indiCubatdbecomingl aofief be
ers and peasants of Cuba, and completaly not automatically determined that the
dependent on the Kremlin to surviyeettybourgeois state apparatus would defend
Doesndt t hat ma k e afdadevelop these prppenty nforms.flt wash
Moscow bureaucracy and Cuba theretbesefore incorrect, in my opinion, to charac-
eligible for the tierezef Cabasarutchar at
|l ated deformed wor bktatee s6 stated? Make se
of it those who can! Trying to grapple witlwas the invasion of April th which clearly
Wohl forthos t h e or e showed that thei Castlorregime, dan all it <
trying to wrestl e aveaknessessvwas definigely comnmifte?l #o]the
Shane Madge proposed that Cuba becadefesmce of the new property forms. This was
def ormed wor ker s& shovnffirst of wliirt tie ddfence of the reve-a
nationalizations in the summer and fallludfon which Castro carried through so well.
1960, which liquidated the bourgeoisie &$oee important, the invasion made it per-
class. This was accepted by Robertsonfegity clear that imperialism was not interest-
became central to the Spartacist line edein an accommodation with Castro. The
since. imperialists were seeking first of all to over-
But Wohlforth put his finger on the real cifiwow the regime if at all possible. Should
terion for determining the class charactethf not be possible, as | am sure they now
the state in that June 1961 document, readize, the imperialists wish to force Castro
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precisely into the arms of the USSRo Gr ant 6 s 1 9Th&ColdnincRevuieationt
becoming a Stalinist country. For this wag d t he Def o muoseloe s¥éa r k
the imperialists are able to limit the appealsofa response to the renewed debate that
Castro and contain the revolution. The pobicgke out within the USFI between the US
of the U.S. State Department only mag¥gP and Ernest Mandel on the class nature
sense if interpreted in this way (and beliesé @ambodia/Kampuchea following the war
or not, there is a bit of method in their madth Vietnam which culminated in the inva-
ness! )6 [ 23] sion of late 1978. MaAlice Waters, Fred
That is up to that point Castro was doing-atdman and Steve Clark wrote the US SWP
an independent petty bourgeois leader pbstion which was adopted because the
movement what every petty bourgeois StaliWP defended the use of Cuban troops in
ist government initially did once the state thas African continent in pursuit of USSR
in their hands either through the conquestooéign policy (including supporting some
the 6Red Armyd or very dodgy regines in the Horudof Africa) e
war; they tried to maintain bourgeois progerd they supported the Vietham invasion
ty relations on the basis of socialism in baeause Cuba supported it.
country and its corollary, the two stage reMeeir position basically came down to the
lution. And they tried to do thisto appeass ser ti on t hat a def c
Imperialism, to show they were not reallynes into existence when state power had
international revolutionary socialist at all falien into the hands of the Stalinists because
were prepared to cut a deal with Imperialisin;the victory of their soal | ed
they would not seek world revolutionoreéf my 8 (t heir ar med f
courage revolution in any other country piterefore collapsed and they had utilised at
vided they were allowed to remain in poleast a partial mobilisation of the working
in their own country. But US Imperialisttass from above to overturn capitalist prop-
just would not play ball, which forced tbdy relations and institute a planned econo-
hand of the Stalinist plenipotentiaries; thgy albeit bureaucratically deformed. The
initiated def or med priercexisteace sfdhe ISR tvas flso ra qpre-
on the USSR to defend their own power aeglisite, they correctly claimed. But see
privileges. Peng Shuzi on the real reasons behind this
The political capitulation of Wohlforth as pasition, confirming they were uncritically
independent thinker to Gerry Healy amefending Cuba foreign policy (without en-
Madgeds exit from tdorgng ki positigngither). [R4¢ MandelRanb
as the sole remai ninatgcceptohistandobeatsk 86 Tr ot s k
that time but later events were to deménOnce one accepts the
strate his sectarian methods and the ptiodt one can have a capitalist state without
lems of his understanding of Stalinism, wapitalists, without a ruling capitalist class,
ble only in that absence of a material analjtfi®ut capitalist property and production
of the role and not the nature of Stalinisshations, and without the economy obeying
and in not accept i thglawd/ofimbtiorrof daptalismctioen 9eper t
mation of when the state was sovietised fidlyt of the traditional Marxist case against
after April 1961 and the Bay of Pigs invastbe. various theories of state capitalm
. commencing with those of.the Mensheviks
Debate o n_ Vietn dhd e Social DAntodats, 'thrgughoutothf)se
Cambodia of the Bordighists, C.L.R. James, and Tony
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Cliff, up to those of the Maoists &
Bettelheimd collapses. The misera®*
remnants of that case then hang or |
single thin thrg
nationalisations and on them alc
The razoisharp factional minds of t e
state capitalists will find no dlffICU|t)
cutting through
But as we have noted above whilsi =
state was in the hands of the Staliy, 4
from the beginning, they had not
overturned 0cap :
production r el atAppeiresié counte®\folunomr®aﬁmneﬁ end fupder e
might point to the fact that Lenin ary the CIA captured during the Bay of Pigs invasion.

the Bolsheviks did not overturn capi-

talist property relations in Russia until lataild not have dreamt of telling us that he
1918 but then, unlike the Stalinists, Titoisegeed with any outside the ranks of Militant.
Maoists and Castroites, there was no dodbtwever this was empiricism because up to
ing the revolutionary intentions of the Btie point of property overturns it is clear that
sheviks, there was never a question of L8tatin, Tito, Mao and Castro really did want
handing the state back to the capitaliststohenaintain bourgeoisie property relations
was for driving forward the world revoluticand did, partially at any rate, bring back ele-
One might note that this empiricismthatthee nt s o f the ©O6nati on:
state was in the hands of the revolutiorgoged to the pramperialist comprador kind)
leader who had expropriated the majorityand if circumstances had allowed they would
the capitalists s o allihave mappsytallowed theamaket to Kuacr <
was exactly the line of thinking that led Jatioesin production apart from bourgetipe
Robertson to conclude that Cuba must beationalisation. This was because of their
def ormed wor ker s0 $dpaar feontist arigntatioa @avingaapitalisms
response in 1966 t osHWWII by participatiob annsis egoverrd s
that it remained capitalist with a weak baoents in western Europe) and this in turn
geoi si e (Healy) 0 r wasnbiaged on their theoty afdsocialismo if a
bourgeoi si ed ( Lamb esingle)country; they wanted to establish and
oWhile the nati onaraizmttdiom rienl aAk st aornf
amounts to some 15% of the economy, Wi global imperialism and so sought to
Cuban economy is, in essence, entirelymaaatain the regime that was least offensive
tionalized; China probably has more vestigeswhich was compatible with maintaining

of its bourgeaoisie. If the Cuban bourgeoisidér own rule and privileges, as we have pre-
indeed oOweak, 6 as Vvidusly obser@ed. Thely fwere preparedota e
only observe that it must be tired from aftow the remaining capitalists (nationalist, i.e.
l ong swim to Miami  patrioticdourgeosie)do cpriiriug to exploit
Amusingly demolishing Healy like this caubedworking class at will. They only aban-
Robertson to be ejected from the 1966 HGned this plan when Imperialist manoeuvres
6Third Worl d Congr becang veryBludatenindg with the Marshdll s
position that Grant accepts, although Rlan in Eastern Europe, conflict with Imperi-

of
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alism over Trieste for Tito, the Korean WaHa s CI i f f forgotten
for Mao and Kim Il Sung in North Korelessons taught by Marx and assiduously
and the US economic blockade for Castrdearned by the Bolsheviks, was the failure of
And the Stalinists always did mobilise ttheeFrench proletariat to nationalise the Bank
working class to overturn of property retd-France? So we see a state can be a prole
tions even if they did it in a bureaucraticihan state on the basis of political power, or
controlled way from the top. And it was #lcan be a proletarian state on the basis of
ways on the basis that the independent ntbki-economy; or it can be a transition to both
lisations of the working class had been peVi- t hese as we will s
ously crushed by t Ale ndidheofdthe Aansitipndl.statd\is wrang, n
fault the left centrist Bleibtrélavre onthis;and t he &6ei ther or 6 |
00On the other hda SFIt is not either oh e madisi ohpolitical paver
liquidationist attitude toward the revolutionon the basis of economic power (the seeds
that began in France in 1936; the way it bfudater degeneration are visible in this
tally crushed the conscious cadres of&tecr at c hd) but i n th
Spanish revolution; its complicity with Hitletween the two. But just to show that it is
in order to allow him to crush the Warsadeed a very minor scratch back then he
uprising; its Yalta policy against the intereftsms us a few lines later:

of the revolution in Greece, Italy, Yugoslawy
and France; its blockade and military
sure against t he
the hope of delivering it bound hand
foot to imperialism (contrary to the inter

express theéncompatibility between the
reaucracy and the development of th
revolution. Such a revolution would rq
i mmedi ate and dir ¢
existerared it would do so even more shage
if it were to take place in an economicall
backward country.o offer-1,11949: At a huge rally on Tiananmen
Ted Grant osCzebszloﬁ’/aklaasuaegdrcel €Mao claims the bir
Issues Involtzakles very well this issue liobf China (PRC).

wh a't mi ght happen in an O0economically |
backward countryo6, 0Fhewismagnet hawsi woualhd
mor e culturally a drevelutian eod thenpart of dhe bouvgeoisiee |

Action Committee could sustain the orgdhe Old Man correctly argued that in the
ised workers in control of the state far beteent of a bourgeois counterolution in
than Russia in 1917 and after. And the 1Rd4Ssia, the bourgeoisie might, for a time,
article, Against the Theory of State Capitaliem retain state ownership before breaking it
al so an excell ent dpeanddandingiit tomprivatefowneérship.yTo &€
positions. If we have a quibble it is in #@holar it would appear then that you can
section on the statd\ationalisation andtthave a wor ker sf st at
Wor kersd State on the basis of state ownership, or you can
have a workersd state
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