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PROLOGUE TO THE MEXICAN EDITION OF
‘THE LIVING THOUGHT OF TROTSKY’

J. POSADAS

11 January 1979

The thought of Trotsky is a live elaboration that still helps
to understand the process of history. Trotsky’s core
analyses of the USSR, up to his murder in 1940, have
become a little dated: the historic stages, the balance of
class forces, the world relations between the Workers
States (‘Socialist countries’) and capitalism - these things
are different now. But Trotsky’s essential grasp, his
Marxist analyses and his dialectical materialism are still
valid to interpret the process.

Trotsky’s analyses sought to fortify the world proletarian
vanguard, intellectuals, scientists, Communist/Socialist
party leaders and Trade Unions. Arming them with his
analyses. It was knowledge that he was passing on. He
interpreted what happens when elements in the historic
process of class and inter-bourgeois struggle become part
of the relations between one lone Workers State (the
Soviet Union) and the rest of the world in capitalism.

Some changes must be made in Trotsky’s analyses. The
organic elements to be found in social classes have not
changed, but the world balance of class forces and the
class relations have changed. And so have the relations
between the capitalist countries. Add to this the combined
weight of today’s ‘socialist countries’, plus that of the
Revolutionary States, and you find a good half of humanity
preparing now to finish with every form of oppression.



Trotsky’s perspective was to elaborate programmes for
specific aims. His immediate programme was for the
historic stage when a newly formed Workers State was
looking at capitalist war directly in the face. Trotsky saw
the Second World War coming a long time in advance.
When war came, the warmongers were the capitalist
countries and the Nazis. Capitalism needed a new war to
settle its internal differences, and above all, to attack the
Soviet Workers State and crush it to a pulp. Capitalism did
set out to do this, but it failed. To launch this attack on
the Soviet Union, it needed to set all its internal
contradictions aside. But because the internal
contradictions of capitalism reside in its nature, they are
intractable and cannot be set aside. This is the reason why
capitalism failed to smash the Soviet Union.

The economic and military power of the capitalist system
has done nothing but increase since the Second World
War, but its capitalist contradictions have done nothing but
deepen. The conditions of today are different from
Trotsky’s. The class struggle is unchanged, but class
confrontation has sharpened. There used to be only one
Workers State facing the capitalist system - note how
capitalism could not destroy it even then - and now there
is a set of Workers States whose existence revolutionises
the 'Third World’ countries of Asia, Africa and Latin
America. This creates a balance of forces unfavourable to
capitalism in the world, and in the capitalist countries as
well. We face another world war of capitalism like Trotsky
did, but we do it now in conditions that did not exist when
Trotsky lived.

Class principles are historic and do not change, but the
balance of world forces changes. This requires alterations
in one’s tactics and points of programme. The need to



prepare to oppose the capitalist regime is unchanged, but
the programme must change. In aspects concerning the
Political Revolution for instance, some programmatic
aspects have had to change as well.

The Political Revolution is no longer developing as when
Trotsky posed it. When he lived, the Soviet Union was
isolated and close to collapse under Stalin. Today, the
Political Revolution is part of the development and world
expansion of the USSR and the other Workers States.
Although with limitations, the Soviet Union now supports
the progress of the countries of the world, and it is under
this form that the Political Revolution is unfolding today.

Political Revolution facilitates the anti-bureaucratic
struggle for democratic principles in the Workers State.
Today, Political Revolution unites with the tasks posed by
the confrontation Workers States vs capitalism. As
capitalism intensifies its war preparations against the
Workers States, the Workers State is affected at all levels:
political, economic, juridical, intellectual. It was not like
this in Trotsky’s time.

The Soviet bureaucracy is still ensconced in apparatus, but
Stalinism has gone. The world masses and their struggles
have defeated Stalinism. Bureaucracy is still present, but
with less force and control. As the struggle against
bureaucracy becomes more tied to that against capitalism,
fewer are the reasons to treat them separately. In the
Soviet Union, the demands are still the same: more
participation, greater revolutionary democracy, mass
political involvement for the Soviet masses. A debate has
started there, although still unresolved, about distribution
‘to each according to their need’.



The above principles are such that the world proletarian
vanguard can easily combine them with its own anti-
capitalist demands. The demands of the workers’ vanguard
in every country must include points for the further
development of the Workers States, speak of the need for
Soviet democracy in the Workers States, create conditions
favourable to the world development of Socialism.

The matter of Political Revolution in the Workers States is
posed differently today. The aspect of Political Revolution
is no longer as pressing as the need for socialist
democracy: there must be more public Trade Union
participation in the Workers States. The world needs to
see the Workers’ Centres and the general population
intervening publicly in political, cultural and scientific life.
Public meetings and debates must be allowed in the Trade
Unions and the factories. People must be allowed to assess
for themselves the situation they are in, and the level of
anti-capitalist struggle in the world. From the Workers
States, the working class must send messages of support
to the masses of Asia, Africa and Latin America. The
masses of the world want to see the cultural level and life
of the Soviet masses. They want to see the Soviet workers
and masses participating in the leadership of their society.

In the Workers States themselves, the masses want a
greater cultural and scientific participation in the
programmes and the policies. In the Soviet Union, the idea
of ending wage differentials has been raised, along with
whether to introduce 'to each according to their need’. The
implementation of these ideas carry an economic cost, but
it would give such an immense example to the masses of
the United States.

A way must be found so that the Soviet Union and the



other Workers States address directly the masses of the
US, of Japan, capitalist Germany. We reiterate that the
masses of the world must see the cultural life of the Soviet
masses, the blossoming of their cultural relations and their
participation in the leadership of society. The world needs
to see the Soviet masses holding meetings, giving ideas. If
this happened, the authority of the Workers States would
be so overwhelming, that in a short time, a class and mass
anti-capitalist Party would appear in the United States.

Trotsky wrote to perpetuate the knowledge that the
Workers State is a necessity of history. If he mentioned
the errors of the Workers State, or the suicidal policies of
Stalin, it was to show that they did not come from the
Workers State but from its political leadership. Trotsky
was teaching the world proletarian vanguard, the
Communist parties, the Trade Unions, the intellectuals and
the world intellectual vanguard. He was showing the need
to distinguish between Workers State and Workers State’s
leadership. Trotsky shows how the Workers State as a
structure is the acquired and necessary vehicle for the
progress of history. The structure of the
centralised/planned economy directs not only its own
progress, not only art, culture and science, but the
elevation without limits of the human relations.

Trotsky wrote to keep humanity confident in the certainty
that Socialism is a necessity of history (and not just a
necessity of the working class) and that the instrument of
that necessity of history is the working class due to its
function in history.

Trotsky wrote so that the proletarian vanguard should not
feel crushed, or lose its trust in the ability of the
Communist parties, the Socialist parties, the Trade Unions
or the Workers State. He insisted to show how the



responsibility for the advent of bureaucracy in the Soviet
Union had come from particular world forces and political
relations specific to the time. He demonstrated that these
forces and political relations had not come from a flaw in
the Bolshevik Party, in the Communist Party or in the
Workers State. They had come from particular world
conditions at the time, which included the ebbing of the
world revolutionary tide, and world relations that had
favoured the rise of Stalinism. Trotsky foresaw that the
historic world conditions of revolutionary retreat would
wane, and that a new revolutionary flux would rise in the
world Communists: This is what is happening now.

Trotsky’s writings wanted to register his optimism, his
confidence, his trust in the scientific method. The
dialectical method had demonstrated that the Workers
State is a necessity of history, a necessary stage of
transition from capitalism to Socialism; this could not be
done without errors, drawbacks and deficiencies,
particularly when dealing, as in this case, with total class
confrontation with capitalism. Word capitalism does not sit
back of course. It takes advantage of every problem, every
difficulty and every error. It puts itself in the way of every
attempt at building the adequate revolutionary leadership.

Trotsky wrote to help organise the proletarian vanguard,
convince that vanguard that Stalin did not represent the
world Communist movement or Communism. Stalin was a
caricature representing bureaucratic layers that had come
from conditions that could still hold the revolution back.
Even then, however, the capitalist system had failed to re-
capture the USSR after 1917. With the Bolshevik Party,
Lenin had allowed the Workers State to grow historic roots
deep enough to wait for the return of the revolutionary tide
in socialist construction.



Trotsky kept focused on preparing the vanguard with this
necessity in mind. His analyses insisted that Stalin’s
perversion was not that of the Workers State. It was not
the perversion of Communism. Stalin did not represent the
future of humanity. Conditions had created him from the
historic retreat which Trotsky called ‘Thermidor’ (1. Today
a new Thermidor is no longer possible.

Trotsky foresaw the German imperialist onslaught which
was then being hatched against the Soviet Union (1938-39).
He never tired of explaining his intransigent defence of the
Soviet Union. Journalists demanded to know why he should
support the Soviet occupation of Poland and Finland (2). To
that, he replied that one must support this action; the
Soviet Workers State has every right to keep its frontiers
buffered against German imperialism which clearly wants
to destroy it. "“The Workers State is the most advanced and
the most necessary instrument for the progress of
humanity” he said. Baffled journalists kept interjecting:
But Mister Trotsky, Stalin wanted to kill you! — And Trotsky
to reply: “It is not my life that decides existence, but the
life of the Workers State, because it is indispensable to the
progress of humanity. It is necessary to defend the
Workers State unconditionally! The Soviet occupation in
Poland and Finland is not intended to subjugate countries.
It is a strategic war to deal with German imperialism”.

This thinking shows Trotsky’s great objectivity. His
analyses always return to demonstrating that Stalin was
neither the result of the Workers State nor of the Bolshevik
Party. The same historic conditions that had brought the
retreat of the 1917 revolution had also brought the
incapacity of capitalism to destroy the Workers State.
Result: Stalinism. The same conditions that had caused the
rise of Stalinism had also weakened the structure of the
Bolshevik Party. Exhausted by war and civil war, the



Bolshevik Party was left with all the tasks of building the
first Workers State.

Trotsky was essentially guiding the proletarian vanguard
towards the human future, towards the years to come. He
knew he was going to be killed. He was determined to
impart as quickly as he could the logical optimism of
history, which is the optimism of dialectical materialism:
the Workers State is a necessity of history; Socialism is
entirely irreplaceable and invincible; it represents the
progress of human intelligence through the economy,
science, culture and art; in the beginning, Socialism takes
the form of the social relations of the Workers State.

The objective and historic necessity of Socialism is
determined by the crisis of the capitalist system. In the
evolution of capitalism, there comes a point when it starts
injecting regression at every point of development, the
economy, technique, science, art, culture, everything.

It is to keep going that capitalism retreats. It rolls back the
economy, science and culture into gigantic whirls of
regression. It monopolises the economy solely for market
purposes. It throws poison and death at people while
putting ever more riches in fewer hands. It discharges its
pollutants in the waters; its factories poison the workers
who develop blood, skin and lung diseases, when it is not
cancer. It kills people every minute of the day. It has for
ever less force, ability or interest in promoting the
progress of art, culture or science. The worst is that, whilst
all this goes on, you see in the economy, in art and in
science, all the conditions and possibilities for the immense
advance not only of the human being, but of the human
relations as well. Here is the main reason why capitalism
must be eliminated. There are plenty of means to do it
thanks to the world proletariat and the Workers States.



The Workers States are the true bearers of the thought,
the will and the historic disposition of the proletariat to
succeed to the capitalist system, take its place.

Trotsky ordered his thoughts and activities to communicate
to the proletariat the historic confidence that Socialism-
Communism is a stage in the historic progress of humanity
where the proletarian class constitutes the instrument of
that progress. The proletariat can do this because of its
weight and position in the economy: it cannot but uphold
the objective need of progress, and no subjective interests.

The principle of ‘to each according to their needs’ was
raised in the USSR in 1977, when the New Soviet
Constitution ) was discussed. In communist terms, this
principle is particularly advanced. The fact that it was
discussed shows that, somewhere in the course of its
existence and development, the Workers State must
eliminate the dependency on property as the central source
of egoism. It elevates intelligence to the point where
intelligence becomes detached from the property interests
that spew egoism.

The present Chinese leaders, though based on a Workers
State, have an anti-Soviet policy. They joined hands with
capitalism and imperialism. They have befriended
historically barbarous and retrograde people like Pinochet
and South African racists. Now they threaten the rest of
the Workers States with these alliances with capitalism.
Bureaucratic camarillas like them could only have emerged
from an absence of political life, and from the small
proletarian weight in the Chinese Communist Party. We say
that they will not be able to re-run the whole of the Stalin
cycle! There is no historic time for this, and besides, the
Chinese masses see, learn and wait for the time when to
play again their full part in this process.
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One of Trotsky’s main aims opposed this sort of thing
entirely: he insisted on people being massively involved
and educated. He wanted them secure in that Socialism is
a necessity of history - not a response plucked out of
someone’s head, Marx, Engels or Lenin’s. Socialism
responds to the necessity of history, which is represented
by Marx, Engels, Lenin and the Workers State. Do not
expect the capitalist system to preside over any progress
in the economy, science, culture, art or technology. It only
grabs hold of technical advances for the purpose of the
market economy, competition, arms-manufacture and war
- nothing whatever to do with helping to develop the
human relations.

Even as champion of the anti-bureaucratic struggle,
Trotsky never lost sight that the USSR, as the instrument
for the progress of history, had to be defended
unconditionally. He saw the USSR as the tool that the
proletariat had forged for subsequent economic, social,
political and State anti-capitalist advances. Trotsky put
great store by the first historic conquest of power by the
proletariat, and the display of its constructive ability.

When he became isolated, Trotsky set out to resist and to
organise the Fourth Internationals). He had done his
utmost to stay in the Third International, in the worst
conditions of accusations, threats and murder attempts -
all this ending up with his expulsion from the USSR (1929).
If he had tried to stay in the III International for so long, it
was to remain linked to the Workers State and to the
Communist masses of the world.

Trotsky’s aim was to stand up as a rallying point whilst
helping to support and develop the Workers State. His long
experience and great theoretical, political and scientific
ability told him the Workers State was still the instrument
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of history for the construction of Socialism. This is what
animated his ‘unconditional defence of the USSR’. When he
looked at the USSR, he saw beyond Stalin and the Soviet
bureaucracy, beyond the extermination of the Communists
and all the murders. He saw the USSR as the instrument of
history which it had fallen to a leadership with a counter
revolutionary policy. Trotsky remained adamant about the
unconditional defence of the USSR.

Trotsky held fast to his confidence in the future of the
Soviet Workers State. In 1938, he knew that the isolation
of the USSR was beginning to end; that imperialism was
going to break its teeth on the rampart of Soviet progress.
When he posed the unconditional defence of the USSR,
things had never gone so bad for him personally. There
had already been several attempts on his life. He felt the
murderous hand of Stalin coming near. How the Soviet
Union would resist the coming war (1939) was not clear. He
trusted in the Soviet proletariat which had already
frustrated many previous capitalist attacks. He surmised
that the contradictions in the capitalist camp had grown
immensely more than its ability to eliminate the USSR: this
was already evident at the time in the conflicts between
British, German, French and North American imperialism.

In 1938, Trotsky said that ‘in the coming war, millions of
revolutionaries will move heavens and earth, and the USSR
will no longer be alone. It will create new conditions in
history’. This is the gist of his thought even if his words
were somewhat different. He posed that the unconditional
defence of the USSR was part and parcel of revolutionary
policy and represented the most elevated scientific
conclusion regarding that moment in human history.

The other aspect to consider is the programme of the IV
International. Whilst it remains generally correct, it is

12



changed by the fact that, as far as the Soviet Union is
concerned, Stalinism is no longer the problem that is
posed. Stalinism has disappeared, swept away by the world
revolution. What is left, at an inferior level, is the Soviet
bureaucracy whose existence is now being challenged as
part of the Workers States’ struggle against world
capitalism.

The struggle against bureaucracy, therefore, is tightly
combined to the defence of the Workers States. It
advances as part of the United Front of the Workers States
and the masses of the world. The struggles of the masses
of Africa, Asia and Latin America unite with the
revolutionary movements of the Revolutionary States - the
anti-capitalist advances of the Communist and Socialist
parties included. Capitalism responds by pitting itself
against the course of history, and this is why it deploys its
means of war all over the world. But its inner
contradictions stop it using those means just as it likes.
Whilst it must cope with this restriction, plus its internal
contradictions and disputes, it has to confront also the
world competition of the Workers States. The social
superiority of the Workers States is substantial, greater
even than the economic superiority the capitalists still
retain in certain aspects.

The programme of struggle Trotsky elaborated for the
capitalist countries is still valid today: the sliding scale of
wages and of working hours, no worker to be out of work,
not a factory to be closed. Since the life of people must
trump the financial interests of the boss, let the State
expropriate the factory. Let there be workers control, the
sliding scale of working hours, and not a worker to be
sacked. The working hours must be equalised and salaries
maintained. Let the State take charge of the enterprises to
ensure that production corresponds to what people need or
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can be exchanged. Let women and youth be in the
leaderships! Trotsky elaborated this programme with the
looming 1939 war in mind, but it is still valid today.

Today, there is no ‘problem of Stalinism’ standing by itself
and on its own. What is left of it will be engulfed with the
capitalist system. Stalinism has already disappeared,
defeated by the progress of the world revolution. In the
Workers States, the divergences you observe now come
from conflicting interests between various bureaucratic
layers. The proletariat has not yet been allowed to weigh
sufficiently: As a class, it still depends on Party, Trade
Unions, bureaucratic apparatuses and workers aristocracies
- all holding back the masses’ revolutionary disposition.
But in the Workers States, social and human relations are
valued; people are no longer unemployed or starving as in
capitalism. Life in the Workers States, in all aspects -
health, science, technology or human relations - s
infinitely superior to life in capitalism. The Workers States
are poles of attraction for the masses of the world.

Trotsky had no doubt at all. This is the meaning of what he
said in 1938: ‘In 10 years, millions of revolutionaries will
know how move heavens and earth, and the USSR will no
longer be alone’. This is one of the most important political
conclusions that he ever drew.

This is essentially what Trotsky was about. He was a
master of history. Our texts pay homage to him, to Maryx,
Engels, Lenin and the Bolshevik masses. We render
homage to the masses of the world fighting for Socialism
against the capitalist system. See how they, too, make an
unconditional defence of the Workers States (‘socialist
countries’). The masses understand well that the Workers
States are necessary in history. When seen as a whole
today, the Workers States correspond to what the USSR
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once represented - the instrument needed by the progress
of humanity.

The dialectical method is the tool we use to understand our
present stage of history. It is the method Trotsky handed
down, although he could not give us the exact formulae for
the concrete and organisational political situation of today.
What has not changed is the dialectical method, the nature
of class and the capitalists’ turn of mind. The Workers
States are still not unified as they should be: faced as they
are by capitalism, they are going to need a United Front.
This necessity is so logical that it cannot be far away. It is
already happening, in fact, in aspects. There is already
enough of a Front to supplant the capitalist system.

Trotsky has handed down the dialectical method of analysis
to interpret the process. Political and organisational
conditions have changed, but the world balance of forces is
more favourable to the Workers States, to the
Revolutionary countries, to the ‘Third World’. It is more
favourable also to the proletariat of the large capitalist
countries and to the big Communist parties of France and
of Italy - partly of Japan too, Spain and Greece. All these
are vital centres for the progress of history.

Trotsky held fast to his task of organiser and craftsman of
the instruments of progress, just as our masters Mary,
Engels and the Bolshevik masses did. Trotsky was
committed to centralise the proletarian vanguard around
those instruments. He knew the method of analysis would
make the vanguard confident and secure in the face of the
coming historic stages. And the stages came! They brought
long new Workers States and advances in the Communist
parties. The latter showed what leaps the world masses are
capable of as soon as they can unite to destroy the
capitalist system.

15



Today is the stage when the masses of Iran are making a
stand. Although they are very limited in the way of Trade
Union and Party functioning, see with what great
confidence they mobilise for the social transformation of
their country. What gives them such a resolve in Iran? The
world balance of forces! It teaches them to receive and
welcome the influences of history. And behind the world
balance of forces, note that the essential motor is the
USSR. This, and the struggle of the Workers States. But
there is also the force of the anti-capitalist struggles in the
countries of Africa, Asia and Latin America. There is the
struggle of the masses centralised in Trade Unions and big
Communist & Socialist parties in France, Italy - partly
Spain and Japan.

The struggles of the British, German and Japanese
proletariat are important aspects of the world balance of
forces. They are natural and objective allies of the Workers
States although in a form that is not direct, programmatic
or organisational. The German proletariat delivered a
particularly big blow to the capitalist system through the
metal-workers strike (s). Capitalism was quite challenged
by it because this strike was telling the world that progress
must benefit the workers, and not just to the capitalists. It
caused serious difficulties to capitalism, weakening its
structure, its force, its social and economic authority. The
British proletariat too Ilaunched big struggles and
movements in opposition to the Labour leadership - this
most corrupt agent of British imperialism. In Japan, the
proletariat has powerful Communist and Socialist parties.
With these parties, it opposes Japanese capitalism,
hindering its reactionary and counter-revolutionary plans.
These things are bedrocks in the world balance of forces.

Trotsky urged confidence in the dialectical method, and in
the future democratic rebirth of the Soviet Union. The
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proletariat is the future leader of society, but it has been
granted little opportunity so far. When you compare
capitalism from its inception up to when it took the helm,
you see how much it was involved and trained in the
economy. Capitalism gained its original confidence,
dominion and influence through the role it was already
playing in the economy. It drew the best of society to itself
through the economy, making it serve. This is not the way
for the proletariat which has to prevail entirely without any
previous involvement in economic directorships or
governorships. The proletariat only comes to its leading
role through the struggle that brings down the capitalist
system. It can only gain its leading position in the direct
course of the class struggle. It is there that it forges its
instruments to win its own demands, bring progress to
society and the social transformation of society.

Trotsky’s writings dwell on these questions. They seek to
give confidence to the proletarian vanguard, to the
Communist and Socialist parties, to the Trade Unions. They
demonstrate that Communism is a necessity for the
progress of history.

Technique, science and the economy have progressed up
to a point, and art also. Boosted by those advances,
human intelligence is now looking for a new sort of human
relations. It is there that the proletariat has started to find
the elements and the relations to play its proletarian
historic role. The proletariat connects with the social layers
that had already been searching for a response to art,
culture, science and intelligence. A proletariat-art-culture-
science United Front has formed with intellectual and
scientific layers of the petty bourgeoisie.

Trotsky’s role was to explain this. He was conscious of a
future he would not see; and of the need to pass on this
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historic experience. He never made any defence of himself.
In ‘My Life” and in ‘The History of the Russian Revolution’,
he stressed that his role was not about a dispute with
Stalin but about the necessity for ideas. Stalin did not
come from a perversion in the Bolshevik struggle or in the
Soviet Communist Party. He came from historic conditions
which cannot recur today because they have lost the bases
from which to reproduce.

Bureaucracy in the Workers States is partially the result of
the backwardness those countries started from. It is also
the result of an unfavourable, once-upon-a-time balance of
forces with capitalism. Such stumbling blocks can be
overcome by developing the Party, the role of the working
class within the Party, and the accession of the working
class to the leadership of the Party. There must be political
education and the development of the experience of the
masses for themselves. The masses must become involved
in the exercise of their own understanding; they must act
on the terrain of ideas, programme and tactics. They must
develop their own capacity and start leading the Party.

In capitalism, the working class is shut out of the
experience of leading society. It can only lead by bringing
capitalism down. To do this, it must combine the tasks of
political leadership with those that transform society and
the economy. The political parties of the working-class do
not have the historic experience of this today, but it is in
Trotsky that one finds the explanations, the apprenticeship
and the forms of preparation required by the process.

For the proletariat, its lack of [previous] historic
experience in social leadership is an enormous drawback.
This shortcoming does not let the objectivity of the
working class weigh sufficiently on society. But there is
only one class, the working class, that is objective in
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history. Individual elevation does not attract the working
class. Due to the conditions in which it must struggle,
there cannot be a difference between the interests which it
defends and those that serve human progress. Mind that
the proletariat has no choice in this matter! What we call
‘the function of the working class’ is not a deduction, a
reckoning or a political precept. It is an actual role through
which the proletariat can only advance itself by advancing
society; the whole of society is taken forward by its
economic conquests and its actions of leadership. There
has never been another class like the proletariat in history.
Trotsky was unswerving in his determination to lay the
ground for the next time when the proletariat would return
to play its historic role.

Stalinism capitulated to history because it was an obstacle
and a hindrance in the development of the USSR. This is
why Stalin disappeared. Regardless of how he died, he
disappeared because he was surplus to requirement in the
Soviet Union.

For an entire period, the bureaucracy of the Workers
States sought compromises and agreements with
capitalism. Even in times of struggle. This imposed huge
limitations on the Communist parties, particularly those of
the Workers States. Trotsky taught us that bureaucracy is
not an automatic, continuous and permanent product of
the Workers State. Bureaucracy arose in the Soviet Union
within a historic stage, at a time when the balance of
forces contained an unbalance between the proletariat,
which weighed little in the political leaderships, and the
intellectual, bureaucratic and bourgeois sectors that took
charge of the Party and of society.

Trotsky reasoned on the basis that bureaucracy would be
made to reteat by the greater advance of the Soviet
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Workers State, the struggle of the world masses, the
advance of the Communist parties and that of the class
struggle. The disappearance of bureaucracy therefore, does
not simply hang on a direct struggle for Soviet democratic
rights in the Workers State. With just the demands for
scientific, economic, political rights. It is a struggle that
needs, on top of this, to impel and develop the Workers
State in its opposition to the capitalist system. Making it
oppose the capitalist system. If anything, it is this, in the
end, that creates the conditions for the elimination of the
bureaucracy. The struggle against bureaucracy is not a
struggle in itself, therefore, because it cannot be separated
from the struggle against the capitalist system. Trotsky is
a teacher in the matter of making deductions.

Trotsky shows how to identify the most important aspects
of a historic period, to combine their necessary strands. In
1940, some months before his assassination, he was still
defending unconditionally the entry of Soviet troops into
Poland and Finland, arguing that this protected the Soviet
borders from German imperialism. If the Soviet Union
comes to win that war, he said, history will leap ahead.
Should German imperialism prevail, history will make a
shocking retreat. But the Soviet Union triumphed. History
leapt ahead, bringing new ‘socialist countries’ as well as
progress in culture, science and the human relation.

Trotsky taught how not to see the struggle against
bureaucracy in isolation, but as part of the means to
develop the Workers State. It was necessary to combine
the anti-bureaucratic struggle with the defence and
development of the Workers State by impelling the class
struggle on a world scale. He taught never to ally with the
class enemy against bureaucracy! He advised to always
seek one’s support in the workers’, socialist and
communist movements. And seek the preservation of the
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Workers State above all, since it is the basis for the
conquest of Lenin’s Soviet democracy and the return to it.
In his historic work, Trotsky never tried to justify himself.
Never tried to show he had been right. His focus was on
the progress of the Workers State and of Socialism.

Just now, Vietnam is struggling against the counter-
revolutionary leadership of Cambodia. The leadership of
Cambodia is not very different from that which used to be
around Stalin. The struggle of Vietnam against Cambodia is
not a struggle between Workers States; it is the
Viethnamese Workers State defeating the counter-
revolutionary leadership of Cambodia. The latter kills the
revolutionaries of Cambodia and carries out an ‘enforced
collectivisation’. This is no collectivisation however, and
the enforcement aims at making people produce under the
whip of a camarilla. The Pol Pot regime has murdered more
than one million people. It allows no political life, and
there is no economic or social development under it. The
Chinese bureaucracy uses Cambodia as a vassal fiefdom,
manipulating it to guard China and Cambodia from the
revolutionary influence of Vietnam. This is how China has
become involved against Vietnam.

In times previous, China had supported Vietnam. It had
been a natural thing to be doing between Workers States,
but China had done this mainly to keep imperialism at
arms’ length. It had supported North Korea previous to
that, again to stop imperialism charging in. The present
Chinese bureaucratic leadership is different. It liquidated
the old Mao Tse Tung’s team, marking the point of change.
Mao’s team had defended and improved the Chinese
Workers State. The Mao’s leadership had presided over
economic and social advance in China, even if it had often
been wrong, nationalistic and backward from the cultural,
economic and scientific point of view. But the present
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bureaucratic Chinese leadership is something else. It is
rolling everything back: it wants the development of the
economy at the expense of the social organisation of the
Workers State. Time will show that this cannot be done.
There cannot be economic development in China outside
the form of the Workers State.

In Cambodia, there is a similar process. The Pol Pot
leadership comes directly from the bourgeoisie, from
Buddhism. Its first step was to murder the Communist
Party leadership and wipe out the Communist Party. It
then adopted inwards-looking bureaucratic measures,
aristocratic even, to serve sectional interests. There never
was anything Communist about this leadership. Its aim
was to satisfy only some bureaucratic layers.

In China, the present leadership is similar to the one that
used to exist under Stalin in the USSR. It is a bureaucratic
camarilla rooted in the Workers State’s structure, but in no
way does it represent the Chinese Worker State. This
camarilla is not inherent to communism. It does not come
from some flaw in socialist construction. It is not true that
the process of socialist construction reproduces the same
evils as those that exist in capitalism. The question here is
that this Chinese leadership - and not Chinese society -
has made an alliance with capitalism. This alliance is the
dagger in the back of the world revolution, in the back of
the Soviet Union. What is counter-revolutionary here is the
leadership, whilst China itself has remained a Workers
State. The remedy is not to roll back the Workers State but
to change the leadership. Trotsky never said that the USSR
should be rolled back. Now the same goes for China where
the basic social revolution is no longer required. The
leadership needs to be removed. It has become counter-
revolutionary in siding with capitalism against the Workers
States. And through its alliance with the Pol Pot counter-
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revolutionaries in Cambodia, it looks for bases and
conditions to stop revolution spreading in South East Asia,
in the hope of serving what it thinks are its interests. This
is a counter-revolutionary leadership that has nothing to
do with the Chinese revolution.

Trotsky formulated all this about Stalin. He viewed Stalin
as the product of historic circumstances and not as a
product of the Workers State. In the same way the Chinese
leadership - or Pol Pot’s in Cambodia - is not the product of
the Workers State. As to why such people can come about
at all, one must consider the lack in a sufficient level of
historic experience. There is also an insufficient proletarian
weight in the life of the workers’ parties — and above all, in
the communist parties and their leaderships. And there is
not exactly abundance in the development of the
revolutionary ideas around these questions either. As far
as the masses are concerned, the proletariat and the
communist leaderships, there has not been enough historic
experience. Our present epoch is dealing with this. It is
creating a new world structure with the Communists, the
Socialists, the Workers States and the masses of the world.

The leadership of the Chinese Workers State corresponds
to that of Stalin’s - a counter-revolutionary leadership. It
works hard at the laying of foundations that only serve the
economic interests of a bureaucratic layer. The latter
consists of intellectuals, teachers, professors, production
experts, technicians and a workers’ aristocracy similar to
that which ushered in Stakhanovism under Stalin. These
people hope to gain enough world acclaim to eventually
have their Stalinian conceptions accepted as ‘main stream’.

The Chinese leadership introduces in China a series of
regressive measures inimical to the economic, social,
cultural and scientific development of the Workers State. It
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takes advantage of what was already culturally backward;
it uses what was already socially limited under Mao to give
acceptability to capitalist policies and relations. As opposed
to this however, there is still a very great development of
socialist social relations in the Soviet Union, in Cuba, East
Germany, Czechoslovakia.

The progress and authority of the Workers States have
already produced more elevated human relations. As the
Workers States give more importance to the human being,
their level of intelligence is higher. They see people more
and more as part of humankind, and less and less as
individuals coming from this or that other society. The
Soviet Union is pushed along by the logical necessity of its
own development. This stimulates it towards thoughts,
preoccupations and projects not entirely opposed to
capitalist overthrow. But it was the reverse in Stalin’s
epoch: Stalin used to actively coordinate and plot with the
capitalist system to destroy revolutionary processes.

In China, the present bureaucratic leadership rests on the
social and political backwardness of the country. There is
an immense progress in the economy and in social
relations, but there is also an immense lack of advance
compared with what could be done considering that China
threw capitalism out in 1948, and has another 20 Workers
States by its sides.

There is no future for the present Chinese policy. The
bureaucratic body that it rests upon is similar to that which
created Stakhanovism under Stalin. Surrendering Party and
State to ex-bourgeois and petty bourgeois representatives
tied to a previous bourgeois apparatus. By the end of the
Second World War, in the USSR, none of these characters
remained outside the Communist Party! Similarly now in
China, the leadership is giving power to layers linked to
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the old oligarchy, mandarins and feudal types, former
landed proprietors and the likes. The Chinese leadership
purchases from these people some semblance of social
support, but at too big a price: Huge concessions made to
capitalism, political alliances infinitely more dangerous
than all the imperialist investments in China. These
alliances with the capitalist system aim at making the
Workers States fail, to fail the world revolution. It is not as
if the Chinese leadership were mistaken. It deliberately
welcomes the bureaucratic interests patronised by big
proprietor and petty bourgeois layers.

The bureaucratic apparatus in China, like that of Pol Pot in
Cambodia - and partly still in Yugoslavia and Rumania -
turns out much worse than in other Workers States. It
contains a mix of sectors with tentacles as much in the
communist movement as in the old oligarchies. And
alongside them, there are also those who became attracted
to the revolution when the old regime was decomposing,
but who never had an iota of communist programme,
policy or experience.

Ethiopia makes its revolutionary experience in conditions
much inferior to those of China or Cambodia; yet it has a
leadership that genuinely develops the country. It
distributes the land to the peasants, increases internal
democracy. The same can be said of Cuba which emerged
from much inferior conditions. Today’s Algeria is engaged
in a revolutionary process on the way to Socialism without
any need to massacre people, enforce collectivisation or
resort to forced labour! The Pol Pot leadership in Cambodia
is a clique rooted in capitalism. It took power when it
realised that the revolutionary movement would overtake
it. Full of tribal notions, it tried to develop the economy in
the most backward way imaginable; and then, it teamed
up with the Chinese who had started doing much the same.
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The Deng Chinese leadership comes from bourgeois layers,
capitalists, proprietors, ancient nobles whose hope was,
and still is, to keep China cut off from the world. This
leadership goes right against the grain of history. It wants
the proletariat, petty bourgeoisie, students and teachers,
to improve themselves by clinging to the capitalist ways,
but this produces an immense social retreat.

It is a delusion to think that, in a Workers State,
production will rise through a part of the population being
harnessed to it without any need for a political, social,
cultural and revolutionary life. In such brutal conditions,
not even the economy makes any progress. If the economy
appears unscathed for a time, it is because State
ownership and centralised planning allow the State to
resist. In due course however, bureaucratic layers get
formed to divert production, hinder economic programming
and oppose planning. The intervention and control of the
masses is necessary to prevent managers, technicians,
workers aristocracies, Party leaders, Party functionaries
and others helping themselves and planning for what just
suits them.

The Chinese [leaders] believe that an eventual war
between the USSR and imperialism will not involve them!
But while imperialism prepares against the Soviet Union, it
has China firmly in its sights. It is aware that arming China
against the USSR would soon turn China into a rival as big
as the USSR. The disputes between the Soviet Union and
this Stalinian Chinese bureaucracy allow imperialism to
continue to advance its own interests.

This is a process that Trotsky could not have foreseen. In
the conflict between the USSR and China, the clash is
between bureaucracies, not between Workers States. The
Soviet leadership has a bureaucracy too, but it impels anti-
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capitalist revolutionary movements. Since this is not the
case about China, the conflict between them boils down to
USSR versus a counter-revolutionary Chinese leadership.
The latter is in direct alliance with capitalism and opposes
the revolutions. It does not represent the Chinese Workers
State. It is a counter-revolutionary political leadership.
Workers States cannot come to blows between themselves
due to their identity and nature. They cannot even survive
without constantly improving levels of mutual identification
and concentration. Differences between them do not come
from their being Workers States, but from the
bureaucratically motivated layers in their leaderships.

Trotsky could not have foreseen this, but he left us the
method to analyse it. We use his method to explain the
nature of the Chinese Workers State, its bureaucracy and
the way it came about. Trotsky’s method in these matters
enables us to interpret the current process despite all the
changes. It is the scientific method of dialectical
materialism that allows this update.

Trotsky’s programme started from the distinction he made
between the Workers State on a one hand, and the
leadership of the Workers State on the other. The Workers
State is a structure that the progress of history has
secured. Trotsky’s programme teaches us not to confuse
the structure of the Soviet Workers State and the counter-
revolutionary policy of Stalin who made an alliance with
Hitler. It follows that, as Trotsky taught us, we do not
confuse the structure of the Chinese Workers State and its
counter-revolutionary leadership.

This is the sort of thing that used to concern Trotsky. He
never wrote to justify himself, but to explain the effect on
the USSR, of the world ebbing of the revolutionary process
after 1917. This ebbing left the Russian Revolution isolated
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and open to capitalist pressures. Under the force of those
pressures, revisionist and nationalist layers gained enough
strength to start weighing in the Bolshevik Party.

See how the Soviet Union survived that period anyway, in
spite of it all, and went on to defeat Hitler. For the Soviet
Union went on to defeat fascism and the capitalist system,
both! See here what a great historic necessity underpins
the existence of the Soviet Union! The fact that it could
become such a powerful source of development for other
revolutions - including the Chinese - shows the paramount
role of the Workers State when it comes to the future of
humanity and Socialism.

In China and Cambodia, partly in Rumania too, those who
rule at the moment represent bureaucratic layers
perverted early in the formation of their leaderships. This
is what happens when the masses cannot intervene. But
these bureaucratic layers represent neither the force of
Rumania and China, nor the future. They are transitory,
like Stalin’s power. What is not transitory however, but
permanent, is the need for Socialist development, Soviet
democracy, planning, workers control and the intervention
of the masses in all the aspects of the life of the country.

Trotsky insisted on the unconditional defence of the
Workers State as tool for the progress of history. Trotsky
knew Stalin was going to assassinate him but he still
defended the Soviet Union unconditionally. He never had a
thought against the Soviet Workers State, even when he
said, when dying: "“Stalin is the one who killed me. I trust
in the triumph of the IV International. Forward!”. The
content of these words councils our present (Posadist) IV
International in not competing with the Soviet Union. What
we want is to protect the scientific ability to understand
the present process, in a stage when the Communist
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parties have dropped the programme for the revolution.

Things have changed since Trotsky. The Posadist IV
International upholds Trotsky’s determination to defend
the Workers State as an instrument of history. It is with
this in mind that we characterise the process of ‘Partial
Regeneration’ in the Workers States. Partial Regeneration
forms part of the struggle of the Communist parties, the
Socialists and the Trade Unions against the capitalist
system. And we, ourselves, intervene in the process of
Partial Regeneration by elaborating and developing the
necessary scientific ideas. This is how we carry forward the
centralised experiences made in the world against
capitalism and its war preparations, as part of the struggle
for Socialism.

By fulfilling Trotsky’s forecasts, history has handsomely
honoured him. His forecasts have held a light to the
necessity of history. On this occasion of the centenary of
his birth, we place Trotsky by the side of history’s greatest
scientists. He is a Master of Marxism, like Marx, Engels and
Lenin who all contributed the very best to the progress of
history.

Through this present publication, we pay our own homage
to Trotsky, to Marx, Engels, Lenin and the Bolshevik
masses. We render homage to the Soviet Union, to the
‘Socialist countries’, to the Communist and Socialist
masses, for they are tools of human progress. Trotsky
proved that he did not waste his time when he chose to
stay on the necessary road even if this should cost him his
life. The result is the clear path he blazed, ready for use by
the proletarian vanguard and future Workers States.

The historic conditions have changed since Trotsky. So
have the policies and the concrete tactics. What is still the
same is the class nature of the capitalist system. Changes
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must now be made to organisational matters, to positions,
to programmes and tactics, but the aim is still the same:
defeat the capitalist regime, put an end to it and build
Workers States.

Addressing himself to the proletarian, intellectual, cultural
and scientific vanguard of the world, Trotsky’s main aim
was to impart a sense of complete security in the Marxist
method. Dialectical materialism is the instrument
indispensable to the progress of human history. The
economy, science and technology play their part in
transforming society, but it is Marxism that puts the
human relations at the heart of progress. No other method
makes of the human relations the condition without which
there cannot be any more human progress.

Socialism is a necessity of humanity, and the working class
is the representative of this necessity. As such, the
working class is both the servant and the ruler of history.
It does this through the Workers States, the Socialist and
Communist parties, the Trade Unions. It is the working
class that expresses the inexhaustible craving of humanity
for progress, and Trotsky was preoccupied with nothing
else. He did not mount a personal defence for himself
against Stalin, or tried to prove the purity of his intentions.
He just did everything to bring the ability of scientific
thought to the proletarian vanguard, to the Communist
movement and to the Communist leaders.

Trotsky had no doubt that Socialism is a necessity of
history, and that this necessity would revive the Soviet
Union. He based himself on the contradictions of
capitalism. One of his sayings shows this thinking well, and
his confidence in the socialist future of humanity: “Since
we could pass from Ape to Man, we can pass from the
Workers State to Socialism. On we go, in spite of Stalin!”

30



Trotsky based his confidence on the logical historic need
for the economy, science, culture and art to develop. For
this to become completed now, a leap in the human
relations is required. A leap that capitalism cannot make
because it putrefies instead. Where you see capitalism
continuing, you see culture, science, art and the human
relations trampled. It is only Socialism now that can
develop these.

Every development in science, culture and art invites more
elevated forms of human relations. As development is
necessary to human progress, it looks up to Socialism
whose objective finality is complete purity in the field of
the human relations.

J. POSADAS
11 January 1979

(1) - Thermidor: Term used by Trotsky in 'The Revolution Betrayed’ to
characterise the moment when the USSR’s bureaucracy finally dislodged
the proletariat from power to install its own dictatorship and Stalin. The
Thermidor concept draws a parallel between this bureaucratic retreat in
the USSR and the forces in the French Revolution that turned against the
original revolutionary aims, in order to impose their own power.

(2) Poland - Finland: The Soviet army entered Poland on 17 September
1939 and Finland on 30 November 1939 to prepare the USSR against Nazi
advance. Trotsky supported this measure which he saw as a bureaucratic
impulse to the Polish Socialist Revolution: See Trotsky’s: 'From Scratch to
Gangrene’, 24.1.1940.

(3) The New Soviet Constitution: 1977, introduced changes in Soviet
policy that went against bureaucracy. See Posadas’ analyses in 'The
Soviet Union: Its evolution from Stalin to today’. It included Soviet
support for the colonial anti-imperialist struggles of the world.

(4) IV International: Faced with the degeneration of the III International,
Trotsky founded the IV International in 1938. This was to uphold the
fundamental principles of Socialist construction.

(5) Refers to the German metal-workers strike for 35 hour week.
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THE LIVING THOUGHT OF TROTSKY

36 YEARS AFTER HIS
ASSASSINATION

J. POSADAS

25 August 1976

Thirty-six years have already passed since Trotsky’s
assassinationa). In hope of blocking the realisation that
war breeds revolution, along came this murder, the
blasting of this citadel of Marxist ability.

When wars shake societies and test all their structures, the
broad popular masses move and become involved. A
common drive for programming and organising gets hold of
them. They start acting as they only do on special
occasions, in times of crisis or when they join protests to
make demands.

In our present historic stage, matters have evolved beyond
protests and demands. Humanity has reached a level of
maturity that unifies it. In times previous to Trotsky, mass
mobilisations lacked in a sufficient degree of identification
with the necessity of history. The experience of humanity
was still limited, but now, the necessity of history is
represented by the Workers States, and human experience
is immense.

Entire populations today pass directly from the tribe to the
building of Workers States. This is a gauge of the maturity,
the intelligence and the vivacity of humanity. In Trotsky’s
time, the movement of Trade Unions, political parties and
other mobilisations trudged against forces that slowed the
masses down. Now the Workers States and the masses
have gained the intelligence and experience to make up for
the deficits. This happens even in the big capitalist
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countries. Having witnessed directly that it is possible to
destroy capitalism and build Socialism, humanity feels sure
that the conditions to do it are very simple and direct.

Humanity has leapt over historic ground to a point where it
has gained much in intelligence and experience. People do
not generally struggle to take the place of finance-capital.
They simply oppose it. And it is not to become landed
proprietors that peasants join the fight. Today’s historic
winds blow the human aspiration towards the forms of
production and of property that improve life for everyone.

From Trotsky’s murder to today, humanity has covered a
distance so immense that it corresponds to centuries. The
existence of the first Workers State of the Soviet Union
gave a demonstration of towering authority to the world,
even at its weakest point, under Stalin. Neither capitalism
and fascism, nor their wars, could defeat the resolve of the
Soviet masses. The latter stood up solidly to defend the
Workers State - and this, in spite of Stalin. The world
proletarian vanguard joined hands with the Soviet
proletariat. Together, they stopped world capitalism cutting
down the Soviet Union.

On the anniversary of Trotsky’s murder, we remember. We
return to the particular events that he foresaw in writing,
like the necessary expansion of the revolution, and the
coming confrontation between the Workers State (USSR)
and the capitalist system. It is from Trotsky’s thinking that
we have drawn the phrase "“final settlement of accounts”.
By this, we mean that capitalism prepares for war against
the Workers States, to eliminate them, not because they
are competitors but because they are historic antagonists.

It is not out of contradiction that capitalism wants the
Workers States dead. It is out of antagonism. Antagonism
means that, in the coming war, one of the two will be
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destroyed. We (Posadists) call this “the final settlement of
accounts”. The coming war is not one more war. If it were,
it would not be the final settlement of accounts, and
capitalism would still have some perspective and some
historic time. But it has not. This is the final settlement of
accounts because capitalism can no longer put up with
things as they are. Trotsky did not phrase this like this,
but he saw that capitalism wanted to destroy the Soviet
Union.

The Second World War failed to destroy the Soviet Union
however; and Trotsky couldn’t say more because he was
assassinated. He outlined two fundamental aspects
regarding the 1939 war.

The first aspect regarded whether the Soviet Workers State
was capable of surviving. If the USSR survived, Trotsky
said, humanity would then go further than it. He never
thought that the triumph of the USSR was pre-ordained,
but he saw that, should the USSR pass the historic test of
the (second) war, humanity would quickly muster the
means and the confidence to retake the socialist road.

Although Trotsky was hugely preoccupied by these
questions, he never lost sight of the anti-bureaucratic
struggle. On the whole however, he considered that the
most pressing task was to pass on his confidence in the
socialist future. He wanted to communicate his confidence
to those who would come after him, the revolutionary
cadres, at whatever level of organisation. He never worked
in his self-defence, but to serve the necessity of history.

Trotsky considered that, since humanity could go from ape
to man, it would surely make Socialism. In 1939 however,
there was no world leadership for Socialism, no policy or
programme. As capitalism was making a great show of
military and economic superiority, the confidence of
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everyone in the capacity of the Workers State to survive
was hanging by a thread. So was the idea of this Workers
State’s superiority, or that it would come out on the
winning side. That thread was only as strong as one’s trust
in the ability of the world proletarian vanguard to preserve
the Soviet Union. It was only as strong as the belief that
the proletariat would hold back the bourgeoisies when they
attacked the Soviet Union.

The second fundamental aspect of Trotsky’s forecast is
connected with his defence of the Soviet Union. He
analysed that, by the manner of its resistance to Stalin,
the Soviet proletariat had the highest  historic
understanding and consciousness. This fortified Trotsky in
his determination to stand for the ‘unconditional defence of
the Soviet Union’ as a principle — a matter in which Trotsky
turned out to be completely vindicated: for no political or
militant leader, no other theoretician or member of any
Communist Party has left such a correct written record of
forecasts about that period. Very far from this. The
Communist International would only be dissolved in 1943,
but just before the war, the Communist parties were
already declaring themselves independent. The Communist
Party of the United States decided to defend Yankee
imperialism against the Soviet Union. Elsewhere,
Communist parties were smashed, undone, broken up.
Some opted for the capitalist camp, others for a policy of
national conciliation with it, and in the end, no one stood
up to foresee the obvious, never mind having a programme
for it. The Communist parties had melted away.

During the war however, from 1944 onwards, other
Workers States started coming to life, even in Poland.
When the Nazis had to halt in front of the heroism of the
Polish masses, that was because the nature of the war had
changed. It had changed so much that it became
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acknowledged. The heroism against the Nazis was no
longer of the ordinary bourgeois, national or Jewish kind: it
was the heroism of the proletarian vanguard in preparation
for greater and higher things.

The masses of Yugoslavia and Tito had no material means
apart from the extremely limited Soviet help. In spite of
being short of every essential, they set up an army and
they started defeating the Nazis. When they finally
triumphed, the proof had arrived that the European masses
and the proletariat of Europe, although led by a small
Communist nucleus, were now using the capitalist war to
create new Workers States.

The thinking of the masses in those days was entirely at
variance with that of the communist leaders. The latter had
dissolved the Communist International, to fall in line they
said with the Teheran and Yalta agreements (2. Through
those agreements, the Soviet bureaucracy had joined
hands with world capitalism, with the intention to stop the
extension and further development of the world revolution.
The Soviet army however, and the Communist vanguard
that had survived the war in various countries, took it upon
themselves to act as Communist leadership. They imposed
on Stalin to recognise China and Yugoslavia, as well as the
other Workers States - something that Stalin had never
wanted to do.

This could only have happened, and made possible, by the
Soviet Workers State having survived: the USSR and its
army, its cadres (when let out of prison) and sundry
Bolsheviks who had remained in the Party that Stalin had
been throttling. These forces united. They insisted in
having the new Workers States of Eastern Europe
recognised, supported and given some structures. It was
the authority of the Soviet Workers State that imposed
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this, its leading cadres included, as they faced the absolute
necessity of the Workers State to expand.

The world proletariat itself had refused to believe in the
destruction of the Soviet Union. Idiot Churchill says in his
1945 Memoirs that, some time in 1944, before the German
capitulation, he had discussed with Roosevelt the idea of
turning all the guns of the West against the Soviet Union.
Roosevelt had answered that this was needed, certainly,
but that to do it now would be folly. Should the West
invade the USSR now, he said, the populations would be
turn against. The had been hints of military defeat for
Germany since 1942, and in 1944, the social situation had
change. Seized by panic in the face of rolling revolutions,
the capitalists could not hold on to Churchill’s idea.
Roosevelt’'s answer is testimony and proof of their alarm on
observing that the masses had the resolve, and the force,
to bring capitalism down. This was so not only in countries
with weak bourgeoisies like Rumania and Czechoslovakia,
but in the large capitalist countries too, like France,
Germany, Italy and Britain.

Trotsky could not have foreseen these events in the form
which they took; but his general orientation had pointed
him correctly in this direction. He could not have said in
advance how, or in what exact way new Workers States
would be created. But he never gave up on the principle
that the Soviet Workers State - and the masses of the
world who had long acclaimed it - would be launching pads
for more Workers States. He foresaw that the world
vanguard and the USSR would join hands in some way
against both capitalism and the Soviet bureaucracy. He
never doubted that victory would go to the masses and not
to capitalism or bureaucracy, even with all the limitations
signified by the great shortfall in political leadership.
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The documents Trotsky elaborated aimed at maintaining
composure and confidence. He wanted the world
Communist vanguard to remain sure that Socialism is
necessary and inevitable; that when leadership is lacking,
it can get created. Trotsky showed prescience when he said
to the North American people in 1938: ‘'In ten years,
millions of revolutionaries will move heaven and earth;
they will know how to make history’. Trotsky may have
worded this slightly differently, but this is the thought. He
could not say precisely how, but he counted on the
masses. He knew they would intervene to defend the
Soviet Union and "move heaven and earth”. In 1948, 12
new Workers States had been born. The masses had
moved heaven and earth.

Trotsky’s forecasts came from his ability to grasp the
essential aspects of a process even when there was no
telling how those aspects would combine. He did not look
for ways to save himself. All he wanted was to be useful.
To do that, he had to respond in the way which he did,
knowing it would cost him his life. Had he kept quiet, not
spoken out or intervened, the bureaucracy would have
ignored him. The bureaucracy decided to murder him when
his theoretical and political ability showed it could educate
and influence the resolve of the proletarian vanguard, in
the world and in the Soviet Union.

The Soviet bureaucracy confronted Yugoslavia and Tito
more bitterly than the other Workers States. Tito’s
resistance held firm, albeit empirically. He stood his
ground in a principled and unbending way - he would not
capitulate to capitalism, even on Stalin’s demand. Tito was
going to conciliate with capitalism himself, later on, but
that was because he could not help it, and his Party was
not prepared enough. When he resisted, Tito demonstrated
to the world proletarian vanguard that one could take on
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Stalin and Stalinism, and world capitalism, both. Of all the
Balkan countries, Yugoslavia had been the weakest from
the economic point of view, and the most exposed, but Tito
had been amongst the staunchest of leaders. And when
Stalin called for Tito’s destruction, no one in the USSR
listened, and the Soviet army refused.

The Communists who launch accusations against the Soviet
Union nowadays may have certain justifications. But they
must consider that even under Stalin, in 1948, a part of
the Soviet army had Trotsky’s conceptions, without being
Trotskyist. The Soviet army acted as if to say to Stalin:
‘Yugoslavia may be a competitor, but it is not an enemy. It
must not be hurt because it is necessary to the Soviet
Workers State. Should it return to capitalism, this will go
against the Soviet Workers State’. Pig-ignorant as always,
the bureaucracy could not see this; but a sector of the
Soviet army did, plus that part of the Communist Party
that had no finger in the bureaucratic pie.

Every conclusion reached here returns to one central,
categorical and undeniable fact: The Workers State
engenders and creates the forces to defend itself. It does
not invent those forces, or even stimulates them. It
creates them. It creates the necessary defences both
inside the Workers State and outside. There is nothing for
it. For the development of the economy, of science and of
society, the Workers State has to expand.

Looking over into the then coming war (1939) and the
post-war future, Trotsky had envisaged a series of
alternatives. One of his remarks reveals his train of
thought. A journalist asked him: ‘If revolutions break out
after the war, what will happen to Stalin, Stalinism and the
degeneration of the Workers State?’. Trotsky simply
replied: ‘In that case, the conditions that have provoked
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the degeneration of the USSR will have disappeared’. He
could hardly say more because he could not invent - but he
opened the road upon which we are walking today. This
reply was an invitation to carry on interpreting this
question, and we have done it. We view this matter as
closely associated with Trotsky’s declaration that “within
ten years, millions of revolutionaries will know how to
move heaven and earth”. Like him, we base our confidence
on the historic role of the working class and the Soviet
Workers State.

Because things have changed, it is not just a homage that
we render here to Trotsky. We bring him today into the
revolutionary life of our own historic process. He is there,
alongside us. We feel his presence in the analyses which
we make. To remember him means to give life to his
thought, to make it apply, the same as he continued the
living thought of Marx. This is how the living thought of
these masters continues to live amongst us.

This is not fanciful you, it is real. Trotsky is here present
with his thought, his confidence, his dynamism, his
dedication to write and write. Through several attempts on
his life, Stalin and the Soviet bureaucracy warned him to
stop, but he could not stop. He knew that in persisting he
was hastening his end, but he kept going: ‘I need another
five vyears to finish this work; after that, other
revolutionaries will know what to do’.

Trotsky is one of the most dignified examples of the
function of the revolutionary. And in the field of the
revolutionary ideas, few have shown better than him the
true force of ideas. No amount of mass suppression, of
assassination, Hiroshima or atomic weapon, can crush the
revolutionary idea, because the revolutionary idea is the
consciousness of the unconscious process of history.
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Trotsky embodied that consciousness although of course,
the existence of the USSR lent consciousness as well to the
historic process. Engels’ epoch, for instance, had been that
of the unconsciousness of history, but when Trotsky wrote,
the Workers State was there, telling the world: ‘This way!’
- beacon of consciousness and guidance.

Trotsky set out to leave behind the principles to interpret
and analyse history, and serve as bases in the future. You
get a glimpse of this when someone asked both Lenin and
Trotsky: ‘Do you think that Socialism will triumph?’ Both of
them replied: ‘Of course!” - ‘Aren’t you worried about
where it all goes, and you making mistakes?’ - Lenin
answered: ‘'Of course. We can make mistakes, but
mistakes do not scare us. We may be destroyed for
wanting to help the revolution in Germany. If this happens,
those who come after us will know better; they will have
our experience before them, something that we don't
have’. He meant the experience of the Workers State.
Lenin was the genius of history. With the homogenous
simplicity of Communism, he held fast to his chosen path
of representative of the necessity of history. Lenin and
Trotsky did not consider themselves geniuses. They never
wanted to attract honour or acclaim, but to contribute to
the progress of history.

Trotsky sought to leave behind a movement capable of
intervening as he had done himself, a movement to work
as world instrument, to centralise the capacity to think, to
foresee and to plan how to intervene. He could not have
known exactly what would happen, but he was certain of
the revolut