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Lous ’ﬂﬂfu”ﬂs), the need for a set of preliminary d
cns aimed at producine a draft plan whose Aef+areb
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then bYe strussled over resion-wide was apparent.,
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. AT the outsset this orientation was uniformi 1y supported
w1t@1n the RCC, It essentially reflects the concensus
achleved at the "expanded"RCC meetins of 9/2 22/79 where it
was decided to envaze in a 4-5 meetines discussion geries
fluh approx, 20 participants for the purpose of tryineg to

lay the basis for a center" in New England{see draft letter
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of invitation, 10/7/79). At the mte. of 9/29/79 it was
further arreed that the criticism of the Labor Day Confer-
ence raised by the renresen atives of the Theoretical Review
would be the first topic of discussion. IT was felt that
this discussion, raisins as it did both questions concernin
the overall process of the consolidation of the 0G and e

cific quesfions involvins the relationship between majority
and Twﬂorwhy views, tnp correct methods for orsanizine
' R Ete gl basis for pri

O A
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2 ; duction to some of tne L“orr
an or<anizational form op
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This initial period of unity was brouzht to a close, how-
ever, throush the intervention of the NSC(in the verson of JF),.
This intervention succeeded, despite resistance, in thorouch-
ly disorsanizin= the process, Rather than a short series of
discussions which tarsetted the key problems relatins to GG
centers{the So. Calif, struerle, the struggle as alns* feder-
aulop¢qh, relation of the KSC to local centers, TR brltFCiSIS,
etc.), and which drew on the relevent materials alre ady cen-
erated by the national discussion, the RCC under JF's proddi
decided to first draft a plan for the recional center, and
then discuss the differences that arose over the drait,
Fosins as a prOposal to expedite the work of the RCC, the
"draft now--discuss later" approach only succeeded in sad-
dline the RCC with a spontanecus method of strucszle that nad
no hope of resolvine any real differences.

The disastrous impact that this spontaneous approach had
on the RCC's work is best i‘l'atraueﬂ by the actual first dra ft
produc ed(gee draft proposal for the NERC, 11/12/7%). This
document is characterized by an all unﬂty, ne strucgle rela-
tionship between the NSC and the recional center, the erection
of substantial barriers to the dissemination of minority
opinions throush the splinterins of the ideolosical struszsle
into small study =roups, and 2 strictly hierarchical structure
that allows virtually no room to exXpress the political diver-

ity of the 0C forces. The many revisions and additions that
this document has al“eady cone throush only emphasizes the fact
that it was a hopless ly premature effort., Instead of servine
as a step toward unitine the RCC around a viable plan for the
New Eneland center the initial draft offered a caricature of
a revional center that could only(and 1id in fact)serve to
divide the RXCC,

The fundamental error in the approach taken by the RCC was
that it imposed a higher'1 vel of unity on the seneral orien
tation to 0C centers than ..ctually existed, 2nd that it as-
sumed that debate over the specific lansuase of a document
could somehow repla the orcader political discussion on
which that lans UQ'V should have Teen tased in the first place,
In practice, the "draft now--discuss later" line went hand in
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hand with a refusal to tal up the key documents and struscles



that have shaned the national discussion over 0C centers,
Suddenly, the Labor Day Lﬁnre:@h0¢. the So, Calif, struesole,
and the E‘a::C'f' documents on local centers were consgsidered
tancential to the 'real:! task of buildins the ¥.E, center,
(Ironically, the very same documents that the RCC couldn'+
Tind time to discuss have now been zathered torether by the
NSC in the packet of basizc materials on OC centers, )

Objectively, the NERCC has capitulated to the NSC to
the extent that it now takes its task to be the mere imple-
mentati eer olicy on 0C centers, Frorn
the RCC eeih , at mizht challense those
polici eed +: ntial, Instead of a process that
takes Torces in the NZ recion as its startine point
the R mitted itself to an utterly sterile approach
to ideolosical strussle, It is on thig basis that I consider
my continued presence on the RCC =zs fruitless, The debate

over a2 recional center for New Encland must now await the
specific proposal * the RCC and the organized discussion
around that proposal. I i '

As I indicated in our last discussion, my decision to
withdraw cannot be understood as solely the outcome of my
criticismé of +the RCC's work(althouzh those reasons are the
determinant ones), 1In addition, my decision reflects both a
decline in my overall ortimism concernine the OC as a whnole
and personal consgtraints of time and ENergy.

Eriefly, while I am still committed to the effort +o
build a sinele ideolozical center for the anti-dogmatist/
anti-revisionist movement, my confidence that the 0C will be
able to ulflmately £ill that role has been considerably
lessoned. Ky experience in the RCC, the KSC's sectarian
attack on the NNKLC, and JF's cavalier treatment of the prit-
icism's raised by *he Theoretical Review forces over the
Labor Day conference durins the public forum with the Club
Network in De,:momr have impressed upen me the consistency
with which the arvuﬂs of the ISC manifest themselves at all
levels of the 0C's work. It is not clear to me at this time
whether struesgle within the 0C continues to be the correct
path. The actions of the various minority forces developing
in response to the current tendencies could determine that
aquestion,

D

In context of my criticisms of the RCC and my ceneral
views on t ie 0, the suunua_tidl time and enerey needed to
maintain the st“U¢T1e in the RCC can no loncer be justified,
Under these circumstances I see my withdrawal from the RCC as
also a question of seekins the most effective form of inter-
vention in the party buildins movement,

}..

In corcludine this letter I wish to make a self-c:
It coes without sayine that my own participation in

was far from faultless., TFhile there are no Prl.iClSAS in this
letter that the entire RCC hasn't heard before(and in fact
many +1meﬁ), this is the first time I have written them down,

The result is that I too have contributed to the spontaneous

.
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nature of the RCC's internal debate. In addition, what is
now clegr to me g8 I survey the process as a whole, was not
always clsar at each a‘.’“:l every step alone the way,

THL{S,
vhile I have consizten: ushed for orranized discussion %o
lay a real Ld~15 : pel 1 unity for the RCC*s work, I
too acqu?eqc it P vention, althoush with strone
regervations., It sn £il I saw the subsequent draft
rlan and the nature of iscussions that I realized the
masnitude of the error ally, I hope the fact that this
letter is itself nearly a month overdue will not prevent
the RCC from pursuinz the issues I have raised here if doinc
S0 will move ihe process of building and consolidating the
recioral center forward



