ERNEST MANDEL -
WHY THE FOURTH INTERNATIONAL?
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DOCUMENT FROM THE DISCUSSION FOR THE FOUNDING CONFERENCE OF
IJHE LIGUE COMMUNISTE - 1252

"It is possible for a national grouping to maintain a
constant revolutionary course only if it is firmly connected
in one organisation with co-thinkers throughout the world
and maintains a constznt political and theoretiecal
collaboraticn with them., All purely national groupings, all
those who reject intornational organisation, eontrol,
discipline, are in thsir essence reactionary,"

( fronn 'On the unification of the British section' -
Intoernational Secrotariat of the Fourth Inturnational 1938)

For members and ccntacts of the International Marxist Group -
British secction of the Fourth International




INTRODUCTION

Birninghan IMG hnos decided to reproduce this document because
it is a wver concise argunent for the nocessity to begin to
construct a revolutionary International. However, in order
that the document be fully comprehensible, it is necessary to
say socmething about the situation in which it was written,

The Ligue Communiste = the now banned FPrench section of the
FI whieh has reappeared under the name "Front Conmuniste
Revolutionaire® - was formed in 1969 from a fusion of two
organisations (JCR,PCI) and the many new militants thoy had
recruited in May 1968, In the debate which tock place for

the founding conference an ultra-left tendency, based on the
Paris region and led by Riviere and Creache, intervened in the
debate to, amongst other things, oppeose the affiliaticn of the
new organisation to the Fourth International, This minority
found a big echo anongst sections of the youth who had been
reeruited through the ilay-June upsurge, =and at one time it .
locked as if they werce going to win at the founding cenference,
Their document opposing affiliation to the Fourth International
was entitled "Internatienalism and the International",

Erncst Mandel intorvencd in this debate (under the guise of
"Andre®) and this proscnt document is his eritique of
"Internationalism znd the Internaticnal". Comrades will grasp
from Mandel's document the extremely confused nature of the
Niviere=Creache nincrity, who walked out of the Ligue in

1970 with 200 mcubers cf the Paris region, to form the
orgonisation "Revolution !", This tendcney has evolved
considerably since its departure from the Ligue (for exanple
4t has abandoned the definition of Russias znd Eastern FEurope
as workers' states for its own unique comhination of the
theories of state eapitalism and buresucratic collectivism)
and is guided by onc basic prineciple = at all times be tc the
left of the Ligue |

In the 1969 dubate landel's document was a turning point in
favour of these advoeating affiliation to the Fourth
Internaticnal, His document is a devastating critique of all
those whose enthusiasm for a revolutionary intornational

"in principle” or "at some point in the future" is not
matched by any enthusiasm for actually doing scmething to
bring it into existence.

P.Lawson




BUILD THE PARTY -
BUILD THE INTERNATIONAL/

The docurient 'Internationalism nnd the Internatinnaf doeclares war

on organisational fctishism, which, according to the authors

consists in particular in identifying "internationalisno as inter-
national urganisatiunﬂ Truly, its a greve sin to wish to haroonise
our analysic _ur concepts, with our action and our organisational
forms., The intercst of the debate for the International itself

doesn need to be derionstrated. It is not a matter, nevertheless,

of professing faith in vibrant intcrnationalism ( even the worst
social demoerats and stalinists do that gladly), but to set ourselves
the task of solving the problems of the construction of the Internat-
ional starting with the presont situation., However, this debate is
inportant because it clarifies also our conception of building a
revolutionary party, which is insepcrable from building the Internat-
ional.

Specific National Characteristies and World Revolution.

Starting with a phrase of Marx's and passing across twenty years of
the Tentribution of Lenin and Trotsky - not forgetting Rosa
Luxemburg and many others = the docunent Internationalisn and the
International reproaches sone counrades with under-estinating the
"gpecific national characteristics " of the revolution, which will
start in one country and extend itself intcrnationally. "The classics
of Marxism have taught us that cach revolution occurs under
specific national conditions", For some coorades, on the contrary,
it is a gqucstion neither o peoples nor circumstances, but only of
the "fetishism" of the International.

_ince the docuriont sees fit to repeet that "the living soul of
Marxisn is the concrete analysis of a concrete situation", lot us
sce if we can, by such an analysis, concretise the relations botween
the national specificity of the revolution and the international
noture of the revolution in our opoch,

1, The specific national characteristies of the rcvolution in the
inperialist epoch arc themsclves, at least partially, a function

of the international context, The underdeveloped ccuntries are
underdoveloped in rclation to the industrialised countriocs ( and
not in the absolute or absract). Monoculture is literally "ioported™
from nbroad. Russia ond Chih werc the "weakost links in the imper-
inlist chain' bocausc of the way they fitted into the world market.
The "pure" specific national characteristic of Russia was the oushik,
who by himself would never have made the revolution.. The "concrete"
specific national characteristic cownbined this muzhik with the
proletariat (produccd by the aﬂby of foreign capital into Ruasia],
the weakening of Czarisn (due to its international defeats at the
hands of Japan, Germany ctc. ) and the role of the international
social democracy {prndunnd by Europecan developunents as a whole).

2. Tho specific national characteristices of the revolution arc only
partial, rolative and not absolute. Otherwise, no strategie rule,

no historiecal law could be formulated and Marxism would be conplotely
uscloss. The heralds of the absolute "spefific national characterist-

ies" of the Nussian revolution were tho Narodniks and their
- . - ] i




social-revolutionary hecirs, who denied the capitalist developrient
of Russia and thc leading role of the proletariat in the coning
Russian revolution, and who thought that a leap from the prinmitive
persant commmne to modern compmnisi possible. To detach "specific
national characteristics' fron the wider historical context is the
classic excuse of all opportunists for rejecting the strategile
tecachings of Marxism., Under the pretext of "specific national
chorpcteristics" of the Chinese revolution, Stalin-Bukharin
subordinated the Chinese commmnists to the Kuonintang in 1925-7
with well-l:nown results, In Indonesia, under the pretext of
"spoeific cherpeturistics”, Aidit maintained, until the eve of the
generzl's cour d'ctat ( and with the approval of Mao) that the
Indonasian si-%te was a "speccizl" state: half bourgeois and half
popular, We a.l know the disastrcus results,

3. If every socialist rovolution starts on the national lovel, the
rhythn of its international repercussions 1s extrcumely rapid. A
yvoar after October, Russia was at war with a dozen intervaontionist
arnies, Less than a vear after the victory of the Chincse revolut-
ion, China was confronted with US iaopoialiso in Korea. The logical
conclusion is that this will be repeated next time.

4, The internationalisatidn of capitzl, which, in comparison to the
years before the sccond world war, has rccently made very —“ronoun-
ced progress, confronts revolutionaries with conmplexes of "specific
national eharacteristics" which cannot be separated as eansily as
sone conrades suggest. France possesses a speeific inperialist st-
ate, within tho francwork of the Conmmon Karket ( which severely
linits its own cecononie and comperciczl independonce and toumorr
will perhaps equally linit it on the monetary and budgetaery levl),
within the franework of the Atlantic Alliance ( which limits this
indeopendence on the nilitery level also, whatever thoe Gaullists

may say). It is foolish to spoak of inter-inmperialist coopetition
in the abstract, without taking intoc account the international
interpenetration ¢f eapital in our epoch, in the concrete
circunstances of today. Of course there is nc such taing as "super-
inperielism"; inter-iuperinlist ccmpetition is always an important
foctor and even intensifies. But it exists in a conecrcte world
context qualitatively different from the situation beforc the
firat and sccond world wars, No great inter-imperialist war is
conceivable in this new context, It is competition in the framework
of an. alliance. For failing to understand this, the PCF burned its
fingers in the CED affeir, The pro-chinese almost did it at the time
of the De-Gaulle-Peking flirtation.

Then this documecnt szys that intornaticnalisn is first of all a
taking of positicns on all questions (,which arg of deteruining
inportanco for the world movemont); when it adds that " an analysis
of thw world situation is the pro-requisite for any taanicnl-
structural scheme for constructing a world crganisationj- it in
reality creates a clecavage between the immdeiate national practice
of class struggle, and the, international dimension of this struggle
which is added "by thc analysis". This distinetion is inconplete,
and therefore falsc mechanistic and abstract., In the imperialist
world, all revolutionary struggle, even if it starts in a2 national
franework, inmedistely has an international dimension, The armed
rosistance in South Victnan was no more "purely Vietnamese" than
the May revelution was "purely Froench", It has not taken long to
see this borne out in real lifey; ms tuch in the eneny camp as in
that of the revolutioaries. Therefore, it must be concluded:that
the international character of the eclass. struggle and of revelution
in our epoch has objective roots in the structure of world econony




and of world polities ( including "military polities"), Intcr-

nationalisn, then, is first of 211 tho conscious recognition of
this rcality., Analysis is conditicned by this roality, that is,
conditioned by an effective intorvention to change it.

To be internationalist noans to understand that it is impossible
te overthrow capitaliso in France withcut overturning the Coommon
Market and the Atlantie Alkance, ic without running up against the
international bourgcoisie. There is no rovolutionary struggle in
France "which is sustoined" by an intornational analysis. There

is a rovolutionn struggle dn France which possesses innmedintel
and inevits*le ~n intornational dimension., This intornaticnal

dimonsion exists indopendently of our will,

The relationship of feoreos on a national scale exists in an
international context, and this international context ( the relat-
icn of forces on an international scale) reacts on the national
relatien of forees., All reovolutionary action alwayd has inter-
national implications, whcther one is conscious of thenm or not,
The whole gquestion is whether or not it imn't better to be consciaus
of them, i€ it isn't better to crient y &t least partielly, the
international implicaticns in a desired dircection, towards desired
ends. In other words, the wholc question is to know whether or

not it is advisable to abandon cneself in this area to the spon-
tancity of the "roporcussions", or if it is not preferasble to
preparc them, even with linited neans,

Mass Ruvulutinnggx Inturnatiuggi and Orgonised International
?anggﬂrd .

The ecomrades wax irondc about the illusion of artificially creating
leadership or leading from a contral point "The NLF, Black Power,
Castroism,student struggles (everywhere in the world), mnss strikes
(everywhere in the world) the Cultural Revolution in China, etec,”
That this caricature is supposcd to demonstrate is the inpossibility
of creating, at the present stage in' the process of the world
revolution, a "mass rovoluticonary internantional" right away., Clearly
our preposal to join the Fourth Internaticnal does not Proceed from
a grotesque illusion of giving leadership to all theso nass nove~
nents which are a2l1ll, objcctively and on a historical scale,
"progressive", that is, which ultinately bring closer the world
socialist rovolution. But precisely because of this irregular,
contradictory and complex charncter of the "actual movenent",
revolutionary Marxists cannot content themselves, each cne in his
own country, to adapt te it,

Was it merely necessary to be a good wilitant of the HMay revolution
in France, without eritieal perspectives, without any opinion

on the way the spontaneeus nmovement could open the way towards

the initiation of dual power, townrds the overthrow cf French
capitalism, without any effort to correcet the lack of organisation,
the insufficient consciocusncss etec,?

Should a Chinese Marxist be content to be a good Red Guard without
any opinion on the prcblem of how to put the brake on bureauc-
ratisation, whether this should be acheived by selection or, in-
stead, by election of organs of leadership; without any opinion

on the Mao cult, of freedom of tendencies for all conrades

of the workers! novement 7
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Should an Ameriean revolutionary be content with advocating
black power, without asking the question of how the major
socinl forces con be mobilised against the power of big
capital in the United States, without trying to develop a
revolutionary socinlist programne for all of thw workers 7

The passage from the Communist Manifesto which our conrades
use as evidence, proclaims that in all actual liberation
pnovenents throughout the world, communists count first of
all "interests which are independent of nationality and
comrion to tho whole proletariat", and that they represent
always "thoe interests of the movement as a whole".

Don't revolutionary Marxists have a duty of carrying out
precisely these tasks which the mass novements are not yet
at the present stage, cble to carry out ? And won't they be
able to do this all the nore effectively if they are
organised internaticnally ?

It is not a natter of a mass revolutionary internaticnaly 4t
is a matter, more modestly, of an international vanguard
organisation such as it is today: weak, toc weaklin relation
to its tasks, but stronger than its numbers would imply,

both by the force of its programme and by its organisational
cohesion., Negleet this cohesion, and you modify the situation
only in one dircction: weakening the vanguard, It is hard

to see how this weakening could contribute to the progress

of the soecialkst revolution,

The Logic of Spontaneism : Opportunism and Tailism

But here the comrades' opportunist slip is showing, as it is
after the appeal to principles. " If we proceed, under the
pretext of building an organisation, to a cascade of prelim-
inary expulsions ( valuntary or involuntary) we will cut
ourselves off from the international revolutionary movement
as it is today", Clearly this meanst if those who, all the
while basing themselwves on the on the objectively profressive
character of the struggle of "the NLF, of Castro, of the
Red Guards, of Black Power, of student rebellions, of
ccononic strikes", try to go beyond the linmits of the
movements and defend within thon the interests of the

whole proletariat and "represent always the interests of the
novement ns a whole", they will cut themselves off from

the actual movement |

Fron this position, the only way open is that of adaptation
to the "actual oovhent" with all its imperfections, in

other words, vulgar opportunism and tailism, It goes without
saying that inorder to be consistent, this reasoning cannot
1imit itself to the international domain, Its ioplications on
the national level would incontestably have liquidationist
conclusions, It is, on the contrary, vital to participate in
the actual nass movement, while defending within the progranmne
strategy and organisation of revolutionary Marxismi and this
defence id the best way tc assure the worldwide victory of
the novement, From this it follows that there is no contrad-
iction whatever between immediate national and international
organisation, and particip-tion in the day-to-day movement,
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We ngree with the comrades coupletely when they proeclaim
the primacy cof programme over organisation: " Fron now on
we rmst ask ourselves the decisive questions for the whole
international novement; these questions den't ceme ocut of
our heads but are posed concretely across the clecvages and
lines of separation in the world working class movement",

But why the question's exhortative form 7 Are these questions
only posed right now? Is our movemont to be deprived of

all reference, all its past, all its experiences 7 Has it
not furnished the answers to the important questions, sueh
as social patriotism and imperialism, " pecaceful roads to
socialisn" or proletarian revolution, the one-party roginoe,
"revolution by stages" or permanent revolution in the undor-
devaloped countries, the dogma of the infallibility of the
general secretary or sccialist denocramy self-pangenent and
the right of tendencies and of a plurality of workors
parties in' a soedinlist regime ?

On all these inmportant questions, the positions we have do=-
fended conform to those of the Fourth International; they

are wholly or in part different fron all other large currents
(refernist, Kruschevist, Maoist, Castroist, anarchist), of
the international working class novement, Is it not up to

us from now on to assceciate with tiose with whom we agree

to carry on a nore effective struggle as part of an
international revolutionary tendency ?

“Then our conrades say " An cnalysis of the world situation
is a prerequisite for any taetienl-structural scheme for
constructing an international orgonisation", they cormit a
double error of method. "The analysis" of the world situantion
rmust include elements of differcont guality: structural
clenments which refer to historical tasks of the world
ravoluticn ( in each of the thrce sectors of the world
revolution: imperialist countries, seni-ecolonial countires,
bureaucratically deformed or decgenerated worlkers' states);
and conjunctural elenents which invclwve tactieczl pestinstions.
To refuse tc join with hfose wio share our strategic vicws
under the pretext of differences over conjunctural problenos,
or simply the possibility of such differcnces, is to exhibit
an obvious "organisational fetishisnm".

"The analysis" of th world situation is detached from
revaolutionary practice on the international scale. What then
is this nmnalysis ? A literary excercise ? A perusal of

the newspapers with commentary 7?7 Our ccorades can't seen

to understand that toaffirm that a revolutionary analysis

is the work of an international orgenisation, does t not
rnoan that " goed structure produces gcod thought! but

signifies simply that a theoretical analysis can bo verified
only in practice.

And how cculd anyone wish to have an international analysis
without an internaticnal practice ? How could anyone wish to
have a cocnerete mnalysis cf the prcblems of the Latin American
revelution, unless this cnalysis is to be applied to Latin
America by Latin Anerican revoluticnaries, and results in

part from that practice; to analyse Black Power without
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this nnalysis being applied by North Anerican ravoluticnaries,
to analyse mass strikes in Britain unless this analysis is

to be verified by the anction of British revoluticnaries?

And how could zn internaticnal analysid be verified with-
cut permanent ccntaets, discussions, exchanges of experience,
internaticnal co-ordination, that is to say withcut an
international orgcnisation 7

3
The corirades add a bizarre argument; " Why shouldn't ancther
_sevoluticn tomorrow introduce ancther perspective ? Why
wouldn't this cther perspective today introduce another
organisation, another revelution tcmorrow ?"

All this seens to mean is: we will not associate ourselvos
intornationally with the Fourth International, since that
would cut us off from future organisations ( that is, present-
ly non-existent 1) nnd would make it more difficult tc join
with them. This replaces the ccnstruction of the vanguard

by = dependence on spontancous generaticn, awaiting the

coming of the MHessiah. /And what thon is this new perspoctive
which will give rise to ahother crganisation, ancther
revelution ? Vhy do they wait before revealing to us this
miraculous solution which will open to us so many doors ?

Do cur conrades hcld this perspective in reserve or do they
hope to discover it by way of a long analysis and brain-racking ?
In =any case, it is still a matter of gratuitous hypothesis

and they only alternative they offer consists of a pyranid

of hypotheses. It is eurious that at this point the conrades
abandon the "roslistie" point of view they have claimed to
defend,

Reality of the Fourth International today

The current association c¢f the rovolutionary Marxist vanguard
on the international scale, we repeat, is not a mass revo=-
luticnary international. llc one pretends to see the pre-=

cisc forms and stages by which we will pass from thoe first

toc the seccnd stage, anynore than anyone can foresee =zll the
stages of the construction of the revolutionary party.

If the given factors of the problem were found to be modified -
by new realities, massive ocnes, and not hypotheses, - it

would be necessary tc re-exacine the problem.

We are not fotishists about organisational forms. IT
tomorrow nass revolutionary [arties aorose in oneé cor nany

. couant: ries, outside the Fourth International, we could

only be plecased by this faet and exanine the organisationel
conclusions whieh would have to be drawn from it, But today,
these partice don't exist, Refusing to associate with the
existing revolutionary forces internationzally is assuredly
not the best woy to hasten their rise.

Let us not pretend to be naive, Infinite analysis will not
roveal the existence of non-existont currents or partiés. It
is precisely in rocognising the inportance of programnatic
agrecenent that oneo sust logically recognise the néecessity of
associating with all who agrece with such a programme. This
progranmatée agreonent exists with no tother tendoncy.




There are, undoubtodly, national groups which don't belong
to the Fourth International, but which have no preofound
programoatic differences. Without trying to exnmine the
crigins of this rcecgrettable situaticn in every caso, we should
considcr this as a problem to be solved, and see our own
affilistion to the Fourth Internstiocnal =28 a stagc in the
struggle to construect the rovoluticnary international org-
anisation of theo Marxist vengurd,

The Specifiec Forms of Internatiocnal Organisation

" Depending on circumstances, Horxist theoreticians, guides

of the proletariat, Jjudged it necessary or not teo crcate or
perpetuate an Internaticnal," write the ccnrades. This passagse,
and othors, make one think that the International serves an
episodie, conjunctural role, that is has no permanent necessity
and that on the whole we could easily cdo without it, Even
further, one gets the impression, that in the conrades' minds
the Internaticnals - "which are all dead" - have played a
largely negative role, and that one must be ecareful under

these ccnditions about building a new one.

What is singular in our comrades' analysis, is that while
extolling the virtues of "concrete analy&is", they shut
thenselves up in abstractions and end up discovering general
laws independont of historical poeriocds, independent of

the stage of the dovelopment cf eapitalism and indepondent
of the proletariat's situation,

Indeed the historiecal survey of the attitude of Marx, Engels,
Lenin and Tortsky with rogard to the problem of organisation
which they prescecnt to us, is totcally abstratced from the
cocnerete and fundapental historical line of distinetion:

that of the imperialist cpoch.

That Marx could live betwecn 1850 and 1864 without an
International; that Engels woited freoom 1876 to 1889 to
reconstitute the International, has ncothing to¢ do with the
present pericd. That one cculd validly inmitate this behav-
icur in he imperielist epoch, and above zll in the contemp-
erary periocd, in which the eclass struggle has acquired a nore
dircetly international choracter than ever before, is a

truly bewildoring conclusion.

In order t ba abkle to use their historical survey in such

o way as to nmake the reader sceptieal sbout the iomedinte
necessity of an international organisation, the comradecs

are not afrald to coomit t0 wiclaticns of historieal truth;
1. They declarc that Lenin "refused" toc build a new Internate
ional from 1914 to 1919,

2. They declare that Trotsky hoesitated z long tioe before
fecunding the Fourth International, from 1933 to 19138,

The reality is cthorwise. Right from the time that the
elitical collapse of the Second lIntecnational had become
apparent, Lenin proclaimed: "The Seccnd International id dead,
long live the Third Intcrnoticnal" (article of 1lst November,
1914,) Right from the time that the political collapse of
the Third Inte nntional hade beccne apparent, by the cap-
itudation of the German Cormmunist Party before Hitlor,
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Trotsky Droclained : "The Third Inte:national is doed, long
live the Fourth Interncotional.™

And, right fror the time that “enin cnd Trctsky made these
declarations, not having the habit of opposing their pratice
tc their thoery, they set themselves the task of organising

a new internationsl., A reading of the articles and 1att'g

of Loenin from 1914 to 1918 will show how passicnately he foll=-
oecd tho factionel struggles in the social-denocracy of every
country, in crdet to separate the internstionalists fren the
socinl-patricts and the partisans of revolution ( "of transforn-
ing the imperialist war into civil war") from the centrist
pocifists, His organised intornational faction saw the light
of day at tho Zimmerwald Conforence: this was the "Zinomerwnld
Leftv,

Trotsky didn't act any difforcntly. He began by organising on
the international scale those partisans of thoe Feourth Internat-
ionzl that he had broac progranoatic agrecnent with.

Our comrades nsnifestly confuse intoprnaticnal organisation
gnd ®he "official proclanation® of the Intornational or the
latter's title, It is true that Lenin and Trotsky waited five
yoars before "proeclaiming" the International ( others - like
Rosa Luxemburg - thought the the proclamation was premature, )

But they didn't wait a singlo day to orgsnise internationslly
these conrades _in struggle whe shared their progrannatic ideass.

That is what the disecussion is nll about today. One éﬁy beleieve
that the International was born "preomaturely". It is true that
it is nct a mass internationzljthat remains to be built. But
the Fourth International is g roality; it has eadres, organis-
ation, sectivities in pbout fifty countries. Our programmatic
cerientation is identical with that of the Fourth Internaticnzl.
Is it not nccaessary, under these conditions, tc wage togother
the struggle for the maes reveluticnary international. 7 -
If cne wishes to ccnsult what Lenin and Trotsky did, the answer
is obvious.

Centrist Arguments Ageinst the Internagtional

It is also interesting tc note the continued existcocnece of

the centrist arguments against the necessity of a new revol-
utionary intorn-tional crganisation. At the Zinmnerwald Conference
Lenin prides hinself on having gathered around the Bolshevik
Party, "the Marxists of consaequonce of Russia, Poland,Lettonia,
Gernany, Sweden, Norway, Switzerland and the Netherlands",
(Thatlis, having created the embryo of an international organisat=-
ion: an international facticn}. (The Revolutionary Marxists at
the International Confercnce of 5«8 September 1915 - article of
1st October 1915

But at this sane conference the French delegatc hesitated to
approve this line, "Wo didn't ccme here to find a formula for
the Third Intornational", they say, (Lenin answers then: but
the ecompromise nanifesto you have approved already contains o
forrmula for the Third Internaticnal I}. "in France the workers
arc different." Here is how Lenin answered thecentrists who
in 1915 hesitated on the questicn of the new International
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" But from this fact ( the situation in France is 'different!')
the only conclusion that can be drawn is that the French sccial-
ists will arive later at the general Eurcopecan level of
revoluticnary nctions of the prcletariat; not at all that
these netions are uscless. The problenm of finding out at what
thythm, by what path, and in what forms the proletariat of
different countrices is capable of realising the transition
towards these revolutionary anctions is a problem that has

not been posed at this conference, and cculdn't be posed here.
For that, tho prerequisite facts are missing. Our task fcor the
noment is to covey tho ccrreet tactic, and aftervards the
cvents will indicate thc rhythm of the cornmon movement and

the modificaticns (national,local,union)."

So we sec: Lonin doesn't say: since there is no mass novement

to co-ordinate everywhere, lets wait before putting the org-
anisation, the Internaticnal, intc practice. No: he says,

until these novenments are produced, in order tc accelerate their
ripeningand reise the level of consciousness, let us crganise
innediately intornaticnzlly so as to propagagonte these

acticns.

Let's return for a ninute to the famous "tasks which revolution-
aries assign themselves" on which would depend "the need
revolutionaries have for an international”. Thcese tasks must

be specified on twe levels:

a) On the level of objective historical necessity, it is
clecar that the world-wide struggle of the working class, the

ecentralisation of ioperialism's counter-revoluticnary role,
dermand an international co-~ordination of revolutionary
activities, the cbsence of which considerably strengthcns

the eneny. That is what Che Guevara expressed in his fanous
proclanation on the war in Vietnam: "Crekte two, three, many
Victnams®". The experience of Stalinism undoubtedly sustains
nolmall degree of distrust by people who, fearing manipulation,
have a tendency to identify centralisation with bureaucrat- °
isation., But it is really exhibiting very little cooprchension
of the immediately and conecretely international character of
struggles throughout the world to get heavily ironic on the
subject of this centralisation condemining an International

to be contrary to the initiatives of the masses,

Undoubtedly the Internationzal of the nasses, which corres-
ponds to an urgent and permanent neccesity in relation tc the
daily reality of the class struggle in our era, is not
realisable todny becausc of the gap which continues to exist
between the historiec necessity and the cdédntinuing insufficient
naturity of consciousness of the nasses and the weaokness of
the organisation of the vanguard, But it is necessary to realise
that this gap is an evil, for which humanity pays and will
continue to —ay 2 very hoavy price ( the comrades in Brazil,
Vietnam and Indconesia have paid very heavily in the cvursc

of the last few years.,) At the noment, with the nodest forces
nt our disposal, we cannot nodify this sifuation in a deeisive
wWaYs g

b) But what we can do is to join inmnediately, internationally,
with the vanguard which shares aur strategic and programmatic
vicws., This association, considering our tasks, permits at
the same timc a better grasp of the international reality,
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( an internaticnal thoory verificd by international practiec);
therefore ncre effoctive zetivity on the national secale, eon=-
tinued =zmctivity on the internaticnzsl scanle, thus accelerating
the re-~inforecnent of the wanguard and the reduction of the
tine which separates us froo the advent of the niass revolut-
ionary dntornational.

It should be added that the necessity of this intecrnational
vanguard organisction oven cnorges fronm irmediate practieal
tasks: co=-crdination of spocifie actions in the student, worker
and anti-inporislist milieuj preparaticn and suppoert for
revolutionary initiatives in ccrtain ccuntries (Latin America,
Africa), soclidcrity which goes beoyond the finaneial stage,

or that of Platonie dencnstrationsy acceleration c¢f the ripen-
ing conscicusness by critical conrmnicaticn and assimilation

of the experienco cf the vanguord in other countries, We can
only roalise this inmperfectly boecause cof cur limited forces,
But this is certzinly not a reascon' to rcfuse under the pretext
that it cannot yot be done "perfeetly", any nore than we should
refusc to builld a politieal orgenisation knowing perfoetly o
well that it is not yet a mass revolutionary party.

Orgnnisationnl Fetishiso and Buresucratic lessianiso

Tc show the necessity of an international orgonisnticn flows
fron the internctionsl nature of the class strugzgle, it would
seen, is to exhibit "organisational fetishism". But to deduce
from the specific notlonsl characteristies of the revcluticn
the need for a national crganisction "for the moment", is this
not succumbing toc the samc fetishiso 7

"The connectiocn between the world reveoluticn and the world
organisation is neither an abstract political nor a moral tie."
Quite right, we rgree. "It should be thought cof firstas n funet-
ion of the world situation and secondly as experienced noct

by internaticnal cffices, but by the reveclutionary movenents
which exist effectively throughcut the world," Here, the non-~
sequitur, or rather the accumulation of non-sequiturs, is
bewildering. !

If we are toc understand ccrrectly, cverything that is not

"thought of in rolaticm tc the world situation" and "expericnced
by the oxisting revolutionary povements" is "abstract", This

is at best a narrow and arbitary definiticn of the word "conerete'.

Vhy should the world situnticn be ncre conercete than the struct-
ure of the world narket or the military strategy of ioperialism ?
ind why should what has a2lready been experienced by cevery
"affective revcluticnary novement be "conerete", but nct what
has been experienced by o third or a tenth of theo 7 Was

the guerrilla not "ecnecroete" when Fidel was the ohly one

applying it coffectivoly in Latin America ? Did the Zengokuren's
denonstraticns have no internaticnal wvalue until the French and
German students hod initated them? TIsn't this struggle for

this internationzl transplantation of experiences "concrete" ?

Is any struggle for o programme not yet aprlied by the nnsses
"abstract® ? Was Earl Liebkneht "abstract" when he alone
distributed leaflets with the slogan "tho cneuy is in ocur own
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country" during the inperielist war, inasmuch ns this slogan
had not yet been tested by any "mass mcvenment" in any country 7
Didn't Y--in, from his office, invitc all socialists toc do the
sane, before having permitted the masses to "expericnco! 2

But he was surely n great "fetishist" about organisation. In
order to bring their struggle agoinst "organisational fetishisn"
to a conclusicn, our ccorades hove to elevate tailisnm to the
lovel of a prineiple,

The glorification of the "actual movement" and tho "gopontaneity
of the nasses" as an antidote for international corganisation
condeons our conrades to use the arguments of all the partisans
of "national comnounisn", in favour of "national roads towards
sccialism": "We fecl that these inmages", they write, "camouflage
poorly what they cover up: the underestination of the initintive
of the massesind of the national or continental conditions
which give revolutiocns their rhythm and their faérm, in other
words, their specifie strategies”.

Since it is the Fourth International that is undeor discussion, it
would be beotter tc specify where and when it "undorestimates the
national or ecntinental conditicns" which give revolutions their
specifie strategies. In Latin Ameriea ? In Africa 7 In North /merica ?
Aneriea ? In Wostern Furope 7 In Eastern BEurope ? In the MNiddle

East 7 The cdiscussion would gain clarity if this had boen done.

In reducing the problem toc two factors: the "world situaticn”

and the "experience of the actuesl povenconts, the ccorades clininate
the key factor, that is, the conscious rocle of the vanguard

and its prograone, Do they think that the initiative of the
nasses, however heroie, can by itself spontaneously reach the
level of conscicusness and organisation necessary for the
overthrow of world capitalisn ? Do they think that the masses

are capable of reproducing spontanecusly the lessons of a century
of accurmlated experiences in revoluticnary proletarian struggles,
in other worus, tha progranme of the world revolution ? Shouldn't
those who have assinileted €hesc experiences, this progranne,
crganise themselves to —ake it understoof to the rest,( naturally
not only by propagaondsa, but also by nction as well ?)

Our comrades declars that Lenin would never have taught that it
is inpossible t6 have revolutionary theory and practice

without a reveolutiocnary vanguard crganisction, and in this way
show a failure to grasp the vory essence of tho Leninist thecory
of the party. In Chapter One of "What is to be Done?", in the same
chapter (d) ontitled "Engels and the Importance of Theooretical
Struggle" - where we find the phrase 'Without revolutionary

theory no revolutionary novenment'! -~ there is also the

sontence underlinced by the author: "Only a party guided by
vanguard theory can play the role of vanguard combatant"., All

of Lenin's "What is to be Done ?" is centred around the idea that
outside of a revolutiohary crgsnisation, the worker or intellectual,
even with the bost of intentiocns, riskks falling under the
influence of a petty-bourgecis or bourgeois ideclogy; and that
between organisational cohercnce, revolutionary practice and
revoluticnary theory, there is an indissoluble dialectical
interanction, In the same work, written in 1902, Lenin mentions

not only the international esscnee cof the movement, but alsoc the
analysis. Howeover, wc are told in 1969, that "specific national
characteristics” must once aganin get the upper handisscsccesas
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Sguntuneitx and Organisation

In the eourse of the discussion we have drawn sone conelusicns
upon which it is necessary to throw sone light. Thc argument
being put forward by comrades against internaticonal crganisation
is in reality an argumont which belongs to the spontancists,

If the comrades were consistent, they would reject the
construction of a vanguerd crganisation in France with the
Same arsunents which they used to deoonstrate that it is
not necessary to build an international erganisaticn, or =t
loast, that the conditicns for its construction are not -
Presaont today.

The s~ccusation against the Internationnls mande by our conrades,
great amateurs of the concrete, sins in a small detail, It

does not try to understand the rensons for the failures of
these internationals. They didn't fall from the sky, dear
comrades. They are very sioply and very <ircetly the consequ~
ence of the degecnoration of the prineipal patties, or in the
casc of the Third Internaticnal, the prineipal party -~ the
Solshevik party and the Soviet state, This elencntary faet has
escaped the notice of our comrades; but thorefore the accusation
should be extenced and directed primarily against the parties
whiech are the scurece of tho bankruptey of the Second and ird
Internntionals, It is in any case inpossible tc dissociate

the bankruptey of the Internaticnals froo the bankruptey of the
parties. It would be good tc know what ccnclusions the conrades
draw herc.

TThat do our conrades finally propose ? To start arsin frono the
beginning, disrecgarding the irineiples which have guided our
action in the past and which have successfully undergonc the
test of events ? Thay feign ignorance of the politieal points
of rceforence which we hold in coemon with the Fourth International
which they say "Should nct be privileged" in relation tc the
positions token by other tendencies., They propose a rupture
with the past, without advancung any perspective to replace

it, exeept a stanmering spontaneism, It is necessary to be
clear and not to play ganies with nethodcoclogical debates: their
hostility to the Fourth Intornational is n hostility to its
rrogramme, It would be better for the clarity of the discussion
if the debate freely and frankly unfolds on this terrain,

Febunry 1969




