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British International Marxist Group and of the Spartacus League, in
February of this year; 6) a report by George Novack on a conversation
with Brezard of the French Communist League.

Comradely,

Berey Slappend

Barry Sheppard
National Office



REPORT ON UNITED SECRETARIAT MEETING OF MARCH 20-21
by Peter Camejjo

The last point on the agenda was Latin America. The
discussion began Sunday at about 11:00 AM. and continued until
about 5:00 P.M.

We learned upon arriving for the meeting that not only
would Jean Pierre be there but that Livio had also visited
Argentina and would be giving a report.

Livio's report began with a long analysis of the situation
in Argentina. In essence he tried to paint a pre-revolutionary
situation. I will not outline here everything he said but simply
give a summary of this aspect of his report.

According to Livio the bourgeoisie has its "back up
against the wall." There's no room to maneuver. The economic
situation is forcing the bourgeoisie into a showdown with the
working class. The Peruvian road, the Brazilian road, etc.,
are not really likely to be repeated in Argentina. In Argentina
the army is the key and without the army "everything would
collapse." For there to be an electoral outcome there would
have to be an agreement with the Peronists and that has not
happened, etc.

The key city and the vanguard in Argentina is Cordoba
which has the most modern industries. In Cordoba the trade union
bureaucracy "lost control" during the recent struggles. The
workers would listen only to their local left leaders. A van-
guard numbering in the tens of thousands exists, possibly
numbering 100,000.

The political vanguard is the same as the international
tendencies except in Argentina you have the left Peronistas.
CGT-A (Ongaro's ultraleft so-called trade union federation)
failed as a trade union but, according to Livio, is a pole
of attraction for revolutionaries and some revolutionary ten-
dencies have grouped around the CGT-A. (Later on I asked him
to name the revolutionary tendencies that had grouped around
the CGT-A since my information was that the CGT-A is nothing
but Ongaro and five of our own comrades from the MO tendency.
Livio dropped the whole thing and said nothing.)

Then he went into the left tendencies that either oppose
armed struggle or at least have not initiated it. The CP is
growing a little. The PCR (left student-based split-off from
the CP) is almost exclusively student oriented. The Maoists
in the Communist Vanguard are oriented to the factories and
have influence in some factories. In some of the demonstra-
tions in Cordoba pictures of Mao were carried. They (the
Maoists) attack armed struggle as being adventuristic. (Livio
made no mention of either the Lambertists -- Politica Obrera —-
or of La Verdad.
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Then he went on to the groups carrying out armed struggle.
He said there were three Peronist groups: the Montoneros, FAL
and the FAP. The FAP is the most Peronista. The FAL claims to
be Marxist-Leninist and came out of the PCR but it recently
split with one group accusing the other of being too militarist.

Then, of course, the ERP, which is Combatiente's "army."
The ERP is by far the most active of all the groups by the
judgment of everybody. You can read about them in the daily
papers every day. They are the only people who carry out actions
on a national scale. The FAL has carried out more spectacular
actions.

At this point Livio briefly mentioned that the Communist
Tendency had disintegrated into three or four little %rouplets.
That Daniel was down to four or five people and that the group
led by Bernardo was inactive. (At this point I asked him if he
had spoken to Bernardo. He said no. So his opinion was based
on discussions with Combatiente, Ignacio, and Daniel.)

He said the MO people had a line of work. That they had
between 30 and 50 people and some people in some factories.
That they had made modest gains and were doing important high
school work. He reported that there are two tendencies around
the question of their work with Ongaro. One led by Valencia wants
to do "the o0ld type of trade-union work." The others reject this.
(The truth is that Valencia wrote a document calling the MO
line ?n trade-union work ultraleft and proving his case quite
well.

Livio explained that he had had some criticisms of the
PRT Combatiente. But he had discovered that his criticisms were
unjus®. He had thought they were for rural guerrilla warfare
and that the key proletariat was in Tvcuman among the sugar
workers. This was the line of a thick document which he thought
had been passed by their fifth congress. As it turned out this
document was simply the contribution of one member of the CC
and not the key leader, Carlos. In fact the line passed at the
fifth congress was just fine and thus the misunderstanding
is now all cleared up.

They decided by a big majority to stay in the Fourth
International. At the fifth congress there were two lines. One
for rural guerrilla warfare and one for urban guerrilla warfare.
The urban people beat the rural people. And they voted to carry
out actions connected to the mass movement. Concretely, they are
doing four things:

1. They expropriate banks "in the traditions of the
Bolshevik party." (I interrupted and said that this was like
cursing in church.)

2. They expropriate arms and medical supplies. Apparently
they cleaned out a hospital recently and have lots of medicine.

5. They expropriate and deliver food in the barrios.
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4. They pull off actions where there are working-class
struggles, the most famous being the FIAT factory where they
disarmed the guards and spoke to the workers.

Results of their work. Made fantastic armed propaganda.
Huge articles in all the papers. They have definitely won the
sympathy of the people. One of the proofs is their food distri-
butions which could not be carried out unless they had the
sympathy of the masses.

Iivio elaborated on the popular support explaining that
when the police came after them and asked the people which way
they had gone the people said, "They went that-a-way."

They concentrate their actions where they already have
people who have penetrated the mass movement. They have connec-
tions with the working-class movement. Livio said he personally
had met and seen with his own eyes four such worker leaders.

Then the meeting (United Secretariat meeting) hit its high
point. But the interest was not quite as great as one would
expect because apparently everyone hadheard the report except
Ross, Alan and myself. Through much of this, Ernest was reading
a newspaper.

The high point was Livio's descriptions of the popularity
of the ERP. He described how at a mass meeting of workers in
the streets of Cordoba when the flag of the ERP appeared the
masses began to cheer, and broke out in stormy applause. Also
4,000 marched on the prison where ERP prisoners are. The
prisoners spoke to the crowd through the prison windows and the
masses cheered the ERP. Then Livio told the story of the mother
of a worker who died during the strike battles in Cordoba.

When her son was being buried at a mass funeral, she insisted
that the coffin be draped by the flag of the ERP. Livio insisted
on his claim that the ERP is in no way isolated from the masses.

However he said we must make a difference between actual
links and support. He said they are gaining ground. And have
now real connections.

In other words, to sum up: Things are going great in
Argentina. The ERP is doing fantastic; the masses support us;
and it all confirms our line. As Livio says, the Combatiente
is "carrying out the line of the ninth world congress."

Livio mentioned that we did have some problems however.
One is that Combatiente does not have sufficient information
about Maoism. AIter discussing with them however, Livio dis-
covered that there really is agreement and that they are very
open-minded. And actually Combatiente agrees with the Vietnamese
more than the Chinese. In any case this is a point we will have
to discuss further with them. (I asked for clarification at this
point. I said we are for the overthrow of Mao; are the Combatiente
for the overthrow of Mao or do they give him critical support?)




Livio had no answer.

He suggested the International should have more contact
with them and send them more material. He gave no indication
whether they had asked him for reinforcements and whether he
had agreed or not.

After Livio's report 1 asked for a change in the agenda.
That we first discuss Argentina before we go on to anything
else and that I give a counterreport. This was agreed to. Also
T asked Livio who was Domingo, he said he was Domingo.

First thing I did was ask Livio if we could correctly
interpret his report to mean that he believes the Combatiente
group is carrying out a correct line, that he agrees with them.
He said, yes. They are basically correct. He made no qualifying
statement and no one at all seemed to object.

I gave a report on the Combatiente. My report showed how
Livio had twisted facts such as pointing out that the majority
of delegates at the fifth congress were opposed to staying in
the International but that the leadership had convinced them to
stay; also the fact that their concept of mass work is to build
secret clandestine cells in the factories and in fact they have
no line for trade-union work.

I referred to Combatiente as a terrorist group and stated
that the support for tTheir line is further confirmation that the
ninth world congress was an adaptation to ultraleftism and that
Livio's report went even further. I pointed out that the
Combatiente line is a total rejection of Trotskyism and Leninism.

Then I gave a report on the Verdad group and a little
bit on the MO and TC tendencies.

After my report Jean Pierre was asked to add anything he
wanted since he also went to Argentina. Both Livio and Jean
Pierre d4id not bother to see the Verdad group at all.

Jean Pierre began by stating that everything he saw and
found out confirmed Livio's report. He completely solidarized
himself with Livio and the Combatiente group. It became completely
clear that they are all in agreement with the new turn of total
and uncritical support to Combatiente. Like Livio, Jean Pierre
also said that after talking To the Combatiente people he
realized that they were actually in agreement. (Again I asked
him the question I asked Livio and again he had no answer.)

After Jean Pierre's report we had questions. Ernest asked
a ten-minute question which was a diatribe against Moreno. Ie
claimed that Moreno is really closer to the majority than the
minority but that he is a hypocrite in that he does not carry
out any armed struggle. His question was what is Verdad doing
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with all their trade-union work. I explained they were trying

to build a class-struggle left wing. They all tended to laugh

at that. Gisela, I think, said that Verdad does not include the
entire transitional program in the program of their trade-union
tendency. She was a little surprised when I said of course not.
That the purpose of a trade-union tendency is not to mechanically
adopt our program -- anyway no one really cared. They were just
thinking of something to say.

In his summary, Livio said he had explained to Combatiente
about Peng; how no one supports him and that they were satisiied
about that. In explaining why he did not see Verdad he mentioned
Moreno's personal attituge and the Verdad fifth congress
atrocity story. He also tried to justily the public attacks made
by the Combatiente group against Moreno. When I had reminded
them that we had made an agreement at the world congress that
neither group would make public attacks against the other and
that Moreno had lived up to his part of the agreement but not
Combatiente Livio twisted the agreement. He said that political
attacks were okay, that the attacks have all been political.

This ends the discussion on Argentina.

During the Sunday session I had a private lunch with
Mandel at his request. During our lunch he raised several
interesting questions that indicate where their thinking is
going.

They were the following:

1. We (the SWP) are not giving our share of money and they
will change the statutes at the next world congress to prevent us
from doing what we are doing. (I told him I considered what he
said a slanderous attack on the SWP and that in fact the IP
expenditures, etc., are very large. I gave the example of my
trips to Latin America, etc.)

2. We are going along with the breaking of discipline in
England. Specifically the women's liberation business. And that
shows a disregard by us on the general question of democratic
centralism which is becoming a big proglem. (I told him I knew
nothing about England and that he would have to talk to Joe and
Barry on that but that I suspect he was wrong and that in any
case we are very interested in this question of democratic
centralism as it regards the International. That Jack was writing
a letter to Krivine asking the League to explain their views
since we get a feeling that they have some sort of special
centralist concept of the International which they have never
written down.)

3. That we shouldn't use the term ultraleft because this
will force the others to call us right opportunists. (I said
fine, let them if they believe that.)

4. He said the center will soon be moved to Frankfurt
because he got a very high-paying job as a professor in Germany.
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MINUTES OF THE UNITED SECRETARIAT MARCH 20/21, 1971
o o o O
Present: Walter, Pierre, Adair, Sandor, Vergeat, ILivio,

Peterson, Delfin, Pedro
Visitors: Kent, Ghulam, Rachel, Riel
Finance Commission: Martine

10) Latin America ILivio reported on developments in
Argentina.

There is a continuing crisis of leadership in the bourgeoisie
with big upsurge of the masses, particularly in the working
class and developing through the general population and
students. The struggle is most profound and dynamic in

the most so0lidly industrialized area, Cordoba. The

vanguard in Cordoba numbers thousands. The traditional
leadership has lost control of the unions. The Argentinian
section of the Fourth International, the Revolubtionary
Workers Party (PRT) is playing a leading role in the
struggle particularly through the actions of its Revo-
lutionary Peoples Army (ER;% that they just founded and
which has gained tremendous publicity throughout Latin
America and broad sympathy from the Argentinian masses.

Supplementary report by Pedro on the Verdad group which

is undergoing considerable growth publishing a clandestine
ten page weekly increasing its influence in the trade
union movement and moving to establish its legality. He
affirmed the broad sympathy that has arisen for the Revo-
lutionary Peoples Army but challenged that their policy
which he characterized as classically terrorist was the
road to building a Leninist party.

Supplementary report by Riel sustaining the evaluation

of Iivio.

Motion: to adopt declaration on Argentina presented by Livio.
Ammendment by Pedro to delete paragraph three endorsing

the line of the PRT-ERP. Ammendment defeated; Motion

carried : 7 for, 2 against.

Report by Livio on the Italian CP press coverage of the

formation of the Uruguayan Popular Front. It claimed, that

the "Frente Amplio" is supported by the Trotskyists, pre-

sumably by the "Partido Revolucionario de los Trabajadores",

characterized in an article in the March 1 issue of ICP

as "adhering to the Fourth Internmational'.

Motion: to adopt Declaration on Uruguay as shortened.

Carried: 6 votes for; 1 Abstention; Pedro did not

vote and said, would submit written
explanation. Statement to come.

Motion: that the United Secretariat instructs Livio to write

an article in which he explains the position of the Fourth

International on political formations and governments of

this nature in Latin America. Carried



Minutes of the United Secretariat
page 2

Peterson gave notice that the United Secretariat should
discuss ways of avoiding in future such confusion as has

arisen from the handling of the Uruguayan developments
an 10P,

Report by Riel on the movement in other parts of Iatin
America -- particularly on Bolivia, Peru, Venezuela and
Uruguay.
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DECLARATION ON ARGENTINA
e s X o o S

The United Secretariat of the Fourth Internatiohal has analyzed
the development of the Argentinian situation which is character-
ized by an accentuation of mass-mobilizations and where the
class struggle has reached the stage of armed confrontations.

It draws the attention of the International and of the revolu-
tionary workers movement to the importance of the Argentinian
events and to the tasks of international solidarity which flows
from it.

The United Secretariat sends its warmest greetings to the

PRT (Revolutionary Workers Party), Argentinian section of

the Fourth International, which -- through the audacious

actions of the Revolutionary Peoples Army (ERP) -- has established
itself in the front ranks of the organizations which support

armed struggle, and which conducts this struggle within the
framework of large mass-mobilizations.

The United Secretariat expresses its fraternal solidarity with
the militants who are victims of the dictatorship's repression
and emprisonment, to whom thousands of Cordoba militants
during the recent general strike demonstrated a most moving
homage.

March 22, 1971 The United Secretariat of
the Fourth International

DECLARATION ON URUGUAY
O s s o S S RS

In view of certain slanderous reports which have appeared in
the press of the Communist Parties and in other papers in
Western Europe concerning some form of participation by
Trotskyists in the "Frente Amplio" which was recently
constituted in Uruguay, the United Secretariat of the Fourth
International wishes to make following clarifications:

1) That there is no séction of the Fourth International in
Uruguay ;

2) that it is totally opposed, as it always has been to any
kind of collaboration whatsoever by revolutionary marxist
forces in Popular Fronts, i.e. with bourgeois forces,
whenever and wherever they happen to exist.

March 22, 1971 The United Secretariat of
the Fourth International



PATTI ITYAMA'S TOUR OF AUSTRALIA
February 1l6-March 7

Talks with Bala

During my three-week stay in Australia, I was able to
have two extensive talks with Comrade Bala and also to observe
him at work. From the first day we arrived in Sydney, comrades
were extremely anxious to have us tell them about the nature
and extent of the differences in the Fourth International. This
is because the differences between the European and American
positions have been exploited by Bob Gould to back up his
split)with the Percy brothers (more on this internal situation
later).

Anyway, Bala made it clear that (a) he basically agrees
with the European position and (b) the differences basically
are not that great and stem from the fact that both Americans
and Buropeans are young, headstrong, tactless, etc., and there-
fore tend to be unable to see the other side's position.

I do not know how much of the situation he revealed to
the Australian comrades. He does not seem to have talked too
much with the Percys, but he was staying most of the time with
Ron Webb, who is extremely inquisitive and who was extremely
impressed by Bala and spent many hours talking with him late
at night. He talked enough that Jim Percy is very concerned to
learn the American side. Since I did not know enough and had
also been told by Barry not to discuss the international situa-
tion, I steered clear of all discussions on these questions
with Australian comrades. I told them that it would all come
out in discussion bulletins and at the next World Congress to
which they could send a representative.

The first two-hour talk I had with Bala was not very
satisfactory. He spent most of the time elaborating to me
why he thought the differences have taken place: namely,
because the Americans are too isolated in the United States
and tend to think that the whole world revolvec around the
United States, whereas Europe is still the center, both for the
revolutionary movement and for the capitalists. (In France, for
example, people from all over the world -- Palestine, Latin
America, Czechoslovakia, Sweden, Africa, Asia -- flock to the
Ligue's headquarters, so the Ligue has a much better feel for
the international situation than the U.S.) On the other hand,
French comrades do not fully appreciate the situation in the
U.S., which is different from the European countries and the
rest of the world. Both sides fail to see the other's point
of view. And because they are young, they personalize their
disagreements as well. For instance, Peter Camejo got up at
the last IEC and called the French comrades "ultraleft." This
is no way to carry on comradely discussion, to throw around
names like that which do not respond to their politics. Also,
Jack Barnes called a leading French woman comrade (on the Central
Committee) "apolitical" during a heated discussion. He was also
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invited to attend a Central Committee meeting and after the
meeting talked on the phone to someone in America when French
comrades were present and described the meeting as "ten hours
of bullshit." None of this was very tactful and served to
antagonize the French comrades. Of course, French comrades also
have been behaving childishlﬁ; they laugh openly, jeer and make
comments during meetings with -Americans.

In my second talk with him, I was able to get him to talk
more freely about his views on the differences. I had no idea
that the national office would want to hear this; I was Jjust
pursuing it for my own edification, or I would have arranged
another talk with him to get more details. I asked him many
questions.

Forgot that in the first talk, Bala said at the end that
the SWP was also expressing its differences with the rest of
the International through its finances. He understood that
last year our budget was somewhere around $250,000 (N.O.),
and yet we argue that we have to adhere strictly to the Consti-
tution and pay only $200 a month, while the French comrades pay
$3,000 a month. But this is because we are a minority in the
International and are reluctant to give our money when it will
be used to back up positions we do not support. Also, he pointed
out that the U.S. and France were supposed to split the cost
of his airfare to the IEC ($1800), but that the U.S. refused,
so France had to carry the burden alone. Again, this is due
to the fact that Bala has different politics than the SWP. On
the other hand, the YSA was willing to put out the full fare of
$1800 to bring a Ceylonese comrade to the YSA convention this
last December. This shows that the U.S. comrades are much more
concerned with internal developments rather than with the
international ones.

In the second talk, I asked what the differences were on
the question of the Middle East. They seem to boil down to two:
(1) The SWP gives unconditional support to Al Fatah over all
the other Palestinian movements because of the strength of the
Zionist movement here and the confusion of most of the public
(influenced by strong Jewish minority) in equating anti-Zionism
with anti-Semitism. The rest of the International does not
give more support or publicity to any of the groups in the
guerrilla movement, particularly since it looks like we will soon
be opening up a section of the FI among the Palestinian guerrillas.
After all, it would look quite bad it our section of the FI
there gets hold of a copy of The Militant or some other SWP
publication and sees the American section supporting Al Fatah
instead of them. (2) The second area of disagreement centers
around the demand of self-determination for the Jews. The SWP
is against this demand because the Jews are not an oppressed
minority and also because in the U.S., where the Jewish minority
is strong and vocal, the demand could be misinterpreted to mean
support for the Israeli state. The Europeans argue that the
Jewish people in Israel are oppressed and need a revolution as
much as the Palestinians and further that it is possible to




s

to differentiate the people of Israel (the Jews) from the
Israeli state.

I also asked about Latin America. I said that it had
been my understanding that the Latin American comrades had
begun to question and discuss the possibility of changing the
FI line on guerrilla warfare as the strategy for revolution in
Latin America. So how could the SWP be in a minority on that
question? For instance, Hugo Blanco had openly questioned the
validity of that line, etc. (Bala had said that the U.S. was
a minority of one on Jjust about all the major questions -—-
only Canada supports us and we all know that Canada is only a
subsidiary of the U.S. anyway) So Bala told me that everyone
agreed that guerrilla warfare was not the correct tactic. The
question in Latin America had shifted from guerrilla warfare
to that of armed struggle. And it was on that question that all
the Latin American comrades disagree with the SWP. The SWP sees
revolution in Latin America happening on the same classical
model as it did in Russia (and as it probably will in the U.S.):
there will be mass movements among the workers, bringing in more
and more people in mass actions and culminating in a national
general strike which poses the question of power, and it is
only after the masses have been put into motion that armed
struggle should be considered. The Europeans and Latin Americans,
however, understand that this classical pattern cannot be re-
peated in the colonial countries. Because in these countries
the imperialist army could be used (and has been) to crush
workers' movements before they can pose the question of power,
as in Bolivia and Argentina. Therefore, in Latin America it is
necessary to arm the party way in advance. It is better to
resist the repression than just to go under. The Americans do
not understand this, because the conditions are very different
in the U.S. You couldn't use the army to smash the radicalization
within the U.S., but those same troops can still be used against
Third World revolutions. This is just another example of the
Americans' isolation and insulation.

On China (I asked), Bala did say that we had all agreed
to disagree, that it was really an academic question since we
do not have enough information and since we do not have a
section there.

Bala also said that he thought that our paper on the
worldwide youth radicalization was applicable to the U.S.,
but that he had several criticisms of it when applied inter-
nationally -- e.g., it gave students too much social weight.
However, we did not have time to go over these criticisms,
and he said that he would write to me further on this (I said
I would send him a copy of the document and ask him to point
out the sections which seemed incorrect to him).

Although he never told me directly, I got the idea from
some of his comments (and comments of Jim Percy) that Bala is
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rather contemptuous of the SWP and YSA. He sees our leaders as
being young, inexperiences, and parenthetically petty bourgeois,
expecially as compared to the French comrades who although young
have so much more experience with workers, not Jjust students....
He also does not consider us to be theoretically well-grounded;
he thinks that the leadership is, but the membership waits for
the leadership to tell it what to do and what line to take --
i.e., too much centralism and not enough democracy.

Just my own personal comments on Bala: he is a very articu-
late agitational speaker. However, he tells too many anecdotes
and does not deliver enough of a political message, which is
probably why he was so "in" in Australia. I felt that my speeches,
though not as powerfully delivered, had much greater political
clarity. He tends to get rather demogagic at times; however, in
all he did the Trotskyist movement in Australia a great favor and
helped get our name out to the movement in general and trade
unions in particular. Furthermore, his politics were quite good
and supported the Australian comrades against ultralefts, etc.

But he is strangely impetuous for a person who has been in
the Trotskyist movement for 30 years. I couldn't believe it when
the first night we were in Sydney, after only holding a press
conference and speoking to a few members of the Vietnam Moratorium
Campaign, he had the nerve to say, "Well, comrades, after being
here less than 24 hours, I would say that your situation here
in the antiwar movement is very different from the American one
and very much more similar to the European." He knocked some of
the comrades over, since they have been building the antiwar
movement on the model of ours in the U.S. So Jim Percy asked
why, and he said that it was because of the trade union support
that it had. But Jim argued that they had troops in Southeast
Asia. And Bala thought that the trade unionists outweighed that.
Other comrades pointed out that the trade union ; support was
minimal and that rank-and-file were not involved enough. Bala
assimilated this in silence. The last day of the conference
he took up three hours of comrades' time, convincing them
that (a) there is a difference between slogans and demands
and (b) they should raise the demand for immediate withdrawal,
but the slogan for support to the NLF or the Vietnamese revolu-
tion should also be raised. Jim Percy and Bill (from Adelaide)
argued very carefully against having the antiwar movement as
a whole adopt that slogan, although Jill Joliffe and Rod Quinn
(from Melbourne) and Roger Barnes (rather hesitantly) seemed
to agree with Bala. I couldn't intervene, but I did state the
reasons why we in the U.S. do not advocate support to the
Vietnamese revolution and why the demand for immediate withdrawal
is objectively anti-imperialist, etc. He retreated from his
original position when it became clear that the leadership of
the Australian comrades thought that such a slogan would isolate
the antiwar movement from trade unionists and youth. I think
that Bala (a) overestimated the radicalization in trade unions
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(he also tends to overestimate his own influence, but more on
that later); and (b) has no concept of what it is like to work
in the mass movements in advanced capitalist countries (if

left to himself, he would be very sectarian and ultraleft in
Australia): He also called an executive committee meeting of

the Socialist Review group in Sydney to discuss their internal
problems and how to solve them. Unfortunately, I was away when
it occurred, so I did not witness his intervention, but Jim
Percy told me that Bala advised them to clarify the relation-
ship between the SR and the SYA, that they have to make it

clear which organization is the "Trotskyist" organization (I
think that he means the vanguard party when he says that, but

I could be wrong), and that although some members are not so
committed as others, they still have many talents which should
be utilized. In both Melbourne and Adelaide, Bala again initiated
discussion on the pending split in the SYA-SR group, and this

is substantially what he said then, too. I was present at the
latter two meetings and was urged to give my analysis of what
was happening, but I said that I could not do that and could
only talk about what the YSA and SWP were doing and how we
functioned. For instance, I talked about the relationship between
the YSA and SWP, the independence of the YSA, but also the
consultation that goes on so that a person is not given conflicting
assignments in the two organizations and so on. In his advice

on organizational matters, I though Bala was quite good, but

I felt that he should not have intervened so directly into

the movement; he should let the Australian comrades draw their
own conclusions. In Adelaide, he spoke about the influence

his talks with various people had had and how he was confident
that people were moving to solve all the problems now that he
had so clearly delineated the solutions (not his spoken words,
but clearly his assumption). My evaluation was that he was over-
confident of how far his influence had changed people and also
of how much people understood from only one meeting. Both Jim
Percy and the Adelaide comrades (the two male SR comrades,

Bill and John) took his advice with many reservations, which
they afterwards talked about with me; John Percy in Melbourne
reacted quite defensively. I'll go into this in the section on
internal developments.

Bala left Australia about the same time I did. In his
travels after Sydney, he had stayed mainly with non-comrades,
people connected with the Vietnam Moratorium Campaign, some
CPers, some trade unionists, at least one Maoist (in Adelaide)
that I know of. Although he spoke for the Moratorium, he usually
made it pretty clear somewhere in his speech or in question-and-
answver periods that he was a Trotskyist and member of the FI.

He spoke to many trade union meetings, whereas I was concentrated
on the campuses; and he was openly courted by the CPers who have
split from Moscow, have some of our line, and are looking for
direction (I don't think that they will be recruited, but they
can be good allies in some things -- e.g., in antiwar work,

they push our line of mass actions and immediate withdrawal),

the Laurie Aarons-Laurie Carmichael-Mavis Robertson people.
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Publicly, Bala did quite a good job; internally, though,
he dabbled too much.

Bala also mentioned that he was going to propose at the
next IEC that instead of being a federation of national parties,
we all become one big international party. He felt that the
national organization of parties cut across our functioning
in an international way.

Internal Developments

In brief, this group first started out as a loose youth
culture group called SCREW (Society to Create Revolutions
Every Where, or something like that), around Bob Gould. In
19565, when the Pabloites split from the Fourth International,
our section in Australia split, too. Nick Orglass and Denis
Freney were the two main Pabloites; Nick is no longer active
politically (he didn't even show up for the antiwar conference),
and Denis rejoined the CPA (he had left it in 1958 or some such
date to join the FI) and became editor of their paper, The
Tribune. (He was going to interview me, but I couldn't Tit him
into my schedule, so I never got to talk with him.) Bob Gould
was one of the few Germainists. Beginning in 1965, he became
one of the most prominent and active builders of the Australian
antiwar movement, pushing for mass actions and immediate
withdrawal. He thereby gathered some youth around him, and
they formed this amorphous organization SCREW. They were
evidently known at that time chiefly for the great parties
they threw (lots of grass and booze) and also for a small
bookshop they had pooled their money into called The Third
World Bookshop. They began to notice that they were attracting
some rather weird people and also decided that they needed to
become a more serious political group, so they changed their
name to Resistance (not draft resistance, just resistance to
the war and other ills of society) and took on more of a
structure. They got national publicity in 1969 when they
published a small pamphlet on how to get out of conscription.
It wasn't much -- just a mimeographed and stapled pamphlet —-
but they hit the front pages around the country and became
famous overnight. The bookshop became known as THE radical
bookshop and the center for all radical activity. Resistance
at this time was a lot like SDS in the United States around 1965.

Then in December, 1969, John Percy was chosen to go to
the U.S. to attend the YSA convention. There was some controversy
about who should go; Gould wanted someone else to go, but John
was elected by the Executive Committee and voted on by the
membership, so he went. Conflicts had been developing between
the Percy brothers (as the most articulate of the opposition
and also the most politically experienced) and Gould. Gould is
not very good about developing team leadership; he wants to
control everything, from what the opposition says, and he felt
very threatened by the new young leadership that was beginning
to emerge. He himself analyzes the split as being based on
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personality differences and says that the political documents
that came out were all attempts to make the personal differences
political ones. There was also a good deal of conflict about

the bookshop, which had now become quite prospercus ahd which
Gould was claiming as his own because he had mortgaged his

house to start it and he had put the most money into it. The
other side said that the bookshop belonged to the organization
as a whole and should be used more as a tool of the organiza-
tion (for instance, bookshops were being set up in Melbourne,
Adelaide and somewhere else, and because Gould disagreed with
the Adelaide people he didn't give them books on consignment --
this was in the middle of 1970). The other conflict developed
when John came back all enthused about the YSA and saying that
the Australians should form a youth organization like it. Gould
said that now was not the time to form a Trotskyist organization
but first you had to develop this general coalition of all
youth, because all youth were radicalizing. The Percys wanted

an organization with a basic political line for socialism,
political revolution in Eastern Europe, USSR and China, support
for Cuba, Vietnam, etc. The struggle continued all during

1970, and right after Andrew's tour, in August, there was a
split and the Percy brothers formed the Socialist Youth Alliance
and Gould kept the bookshop (right now he is saying that he will
repay the people who sank money into the bookshop soon).

As of now, Gould has no organization; all he has is the
bookshop. He has succeeded in antagonizing just about every
political force in Australia and is extremely isolated. Even
Phil Sanford's group won't work with him, and the only people
Gould has are his employees. He has made no attempt to keep
an organization together. I think he is still hoping that
perhaps SYA will fall apart and he can have the leftovers.

He has seized upon the differences in the Fourth International
to make up for his lack of allies in Australia. He has published
internal documents of the Fourth International and sold them
in his bookshop. He has been telling everyone who is interested
that Mandel's article on Leninist organization in the ISR

is an indirect attack on the SWP. At the antiwar conference,
after I finished speaking at a workshop on the Antiwar University,
he got up and denounced me. He said that Daniel Bensaid and
another French comrade had written a document which analyzed
the antiwar and student movements as dead and that they said
that people should go to the working class rather than parti-
cipating in these "fallen" movements, and he agreed with them
and not with the YSA-SWP line which was to build the antiwar
movement to the exclusion of working with the workers. He said
that there was a split in the FI and that he agreed with the
French comrades, but the SYA agreed with the Americans. And one
of his employees, Stephen Bock, got up at a general session

on strategy and tactics and claimed there was a split in the FI
and again went over the internal bulletin of the Fourth Inter-
national where the French comrades disagreed with the Americans
about the role of the student movement. He, too, agreed with
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the French rather than the YSA-SWP and said that in Australia
and America, the student movement has been coopted and is
falling apart, so the students should begin going into the
factories. (The YSA and SWP are becoming quite well known ‘
in Australia.) Anyway, Gould got only 56 votes on his proposal,
while the SYA got 135, so that illustrates the relationship of
forces, though it exaggerates the influence of Gould. Gould
talked with me for about three hours one morning after I insisted
on seeing him; he spent the whole time telling me how much he
disagreed with the SWP and trying to draw me out on the differences
in the FI. I kept telling him that I couldn't really say any-
thing on that, but that the differences were only minor so far
as I knew, that basically the French and Americans were proposing
tactics and strategy for their countries and were correct in
their own different situations, etc. I urged Gould to attend
both the SWP convention (though I'm sure that if he does, he
will use the internal dispute to try to discredit the SYA)

and the world congress. He says that he will come to the SWP
convention for sure since he will have to take a business trip
to the U.S. this summer anyway; he'll pay for it and wouldn't
think of asking us for help. He says that he is not so sure
about attending the world congress next year; he does not have
an organization for which to ask recognition. He acknowledges
that the SYA will probably get recognition as a section at that
time, but he says that it isn't important since in the long

run he will be shown to be correct. I found out from Bala after
the antiwar conference that Gould had been spreading the rumor
that I had been sent out by the SWP as soon as the SWP found

out that Bala was coming, so that I could counteract Bala; Bala
had to tell the CPers that he and I did not have serious poli-
tical disagreements and that both of us belonged to the same
International. Bala characterized Gould as a political gossip
and dismissed him, and I personally also think that he plays
only that role and is quite ineffective in day-to-day Australian
politics.



For the information of Political Committee members only.

DOMINGO LETTER

[The following is a translation of a letter being cir-
culated in Latin America to which Comrade Peter Camejo's atten-
tion was called during his recent visit there. We did not know
of its existence until he brought back a copy; and we could
only speculate as to the identity of the avthor. The letter
was circulated under the heading, INTERNATIONAL INFORMATION,
and a subheading, Uruguayan Committee (Fourth International).
Under these, the mimeographed bulletin carried the title, fhe
Crisis of the Trotskyist Movement in Argentina.

[We have now learned that Comrade Livio Maitan has stated
that he is the author. We do not yet know what the "Uruguayan
Committee (Fourth International)" is.]

* * *

When a delegate from the leadership of the International
visited Argentina in 1967, the situation seemed promising from
several standpoints -- the base that had been achieved in the
major cities of the country, links with certain working-class
and popular sectors, influence in some universities, the number
of activists, the existence of a team of full timers, a technical
apparatus, and so forth. From the discussions that took place
at the time, moreover, it seemed legitimate to conclude that
there was substantial agreement between the International and
the Argentinian comrades in evaluating the OLAS conference
and the implications flowing from this. It is true that signs
of a certain malaise had already appeared and that at the
leadership level there were evident frictions. However, this
was explained by the Argentinian comrades as the result on the
one hand of an insufficient integration of elements coming from
diverse origins and on the other of some personal habits and
attitudes which would have to be overcome without giving rise
to greater conflicts. In any case no one questioned the basic
solidity of the organization. Unfortunately, the estimations
made in 1967, as well as subsequent ones up until the world
congress and the 1969 IEC plenum proved to be false. Shortly
after the visit of the delegate from the International a struggle
erupted in the leadership and in very rapid order a grave split
developed. The world congress decided to recognize the majority
tendency (E1 Combatiente) as the Argentinian section, granting
the La Verdad minority tendency the status of a sympathizing
organization. Since that time the La Verdad group, disregarding
the responsible attitude the congress took in striving to keep
the discussion on a political level and adopting a solution
that permitted the dissident minority to remain within the
framework of the international Trotskyist movement, has indulged
in unacceptable factional maneuvers, provoking a deterioration
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in its relations with the Internationalal At the beginning of
this year, the Argentinian section experienced additional serious
splits after a deep-going differentiation into three opposing
tendencies -- the Tendencia Proletaria, the Tendencia Comunista,
and the Tendencia Leninista. The tendency recognized by all as
representing a clear majority held the Fifth Congress of the
party and stated that it considered itself the Argentinian
section of the International. But above and beyond the formal
problems, which will be resolved by the International in accord-
ance with its statutory norms, the fact is that our forces
remain seriously divided in Argentina -- all the more so because
the Tendencia Comunista and the Tendencia Leninista at least

are far from homogeneous politically and the majority that

held the congress expressed conceptions and orientations which
are going to provoke discussion in Argentina itself, and the
International obviously will have something to say on this.

For our part we consider the situation extremely grave
and judge that a discussion on this problem must be developed
between now and the world congress in the context of the more
general Latin-American discussion in progress in the International.
By means of this letter we are attempting to suggest the lines
of this discussion, at the same time putting forward some opin-
ions. We may make some errors, among other things because we
do not have all the facts. But we cannot accept the alternative
of letting things slide any longer. Everyone must assume his
responsibility and there must be a complete clarification of
the situation. Some might think that in a situation like the
one existing today in Argentina, action is required and not
discussion. In principle this is correct. But in this given
context, it is a dangerous illusion to think that the diffi-
culties can be overcome solely through action. Unless there is
a clarification on the revolutionary strategy needed in this
stage, on the methods to be used, and on priorities, we will
run the risk of suffering grave setbacks, or in the best of
possibilities of building on sand. '

The crisis of the organization that began in 1968 was
so dramatic that it is an absolute necessity to analyze the
causes. And this analysis requires going back into the past.

Wrong Conceptions

It must be remembered first of all that the group that
played the preponderant role in building the PRT had a very
peculiar role in the vicissitudes of the international Trotsky-
ist movement since the war. The third World Congress in 1951
decided not to recognize it as a section of the International
(this was a unanimous decision) fundamentally because of its
sectarian attitude toward Peronism. After the 1953 split, this
group lined up with the International Committee but without
really integrating itself into it. As a result it developed
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rather independently of the principal currents in the Trotskyist
movement (in the meantime it made a 180 degree turn on the
question of Peronism, adopting an entry tactic toward this
movement, which, moreover, took the form of tail-ending and
complete opportunism). This was also reflected in the fact that
it did not enter the International at the Reunification Congress,
but later as the result of special negotiations within the
framework of the general reunification agreements. One of the
most important consequences of this situation was that the
Argentinian comrades developed conceptions differing distinctly
from those of the International on crucial questions.

At the last world congress, the representatives of the La
Verdad tendency taised a commotion over certain chapters in the
paapnlet El Unico camino [The Only Road] published by three
comrades of the Ar_sntinian majority. In these chapters there
wss an eclectic appreciation of the relationship between Trot-
skyism, Maoism, and Castroism. But ideas of the same type were
rut forward first in the documents of the united organization
and by Moreno himself. As regards Maoism, it is sufficient to
not2 here the features contained in the document of the Third
Congress of Palabra Obrera (1963), as the organization was
called at that Time, and Nahuel Moreno's essay on the Chinese
revolution publjished in the volume 50 Years of the World Revolu-
tion 1917-1967.2 Such positions would have been rejected 1in any
cther sectvion of the International.

But Moreno and his group did not limit themselves to
expressing their own false positions on Maoism. In his pamphlet
La Revolucidn Latinoamericana (1962) Moreno went to the point
of correcting the theory of The permanent revolution and even
to claiming that the role of vanguard could bg played in cer-
tain circumstances by the urban middle class.” According to
the same author, Trotskyism -- like Marxism -- had a "European
character," had not studied the phenomena of the colonial revo-
lution, had left out of its transitional program "agrarian and
national tasks, as well as guerrilla warfare." From this flowed
the task that Moreno proposed to carry out, that is to synthe-
size the correct general theory and program (Trotskyism) with
the correct specific theory and program (Maoism or Castroism).

It is evident that such confusion could not continue
without grave implications for the education of the activists
and cadres, as well as for the political orientation of the
organization. The pamphlet El dinico camino was proof that even
those who broke politically with Moreno were not ready to serious-
ly study the problems that arose and persisted in an eclectic
position. Still today we see that the majority comrades hold
an attitude toward Maoism which, at the least, gives rise to
mistakes. We do not at all dispute the need for studying the
lessons of the armed struggle in China and Mao's conceptions
on the matter. But first of all we must be familiar also with
the contributions of Leon Trotsky and of our movement. There
is no need to use Mao to point up general principles which
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are by no means the property of Maoism. In the second place,
and above all, we must be clear on what the Mao group represents
in China and on the international scale. If the differences
between us and Maoism are not clear, if we fail to understand
why Maoism cannot develop a revolutionary strategy valid for
Latin America -~ as the Argentinian comrades admit -- and why
the Chinese hold a sectarian attitude toward other currents
in the workers movement (the Argentinian comrades have gotten
their own direct experience in this field), the movement will
not be armed for the battles awaiting us and conditions will
be created for new frictions and new ruptures.

We would add that these theories of our Argentinian move-
ment go hand in hand with a weak methodology in which eclecticism,
empiricism, and dogmatic schematism combine and alternate.

Hence their spectacular oscillations, their complete turnabouts,
their surprising opportunist adaptations, their continual pre-
occupation with discovering categories with very little scien-
tific basis and at least dubious practical utility. This is

the source also of a quite peculiar terminology which in a
certain sense is unique in our international movement.

Attitude Toward the International

The attitude of the Argentinian Trotskyists toward the
International could not help but be marked by the specific
vicissitudes we have already mentioned. In essence, the Argen-
tinian movement has never been fully integrated into the Inter-
national; it has not participated in working out common theo-
retical and political positions. Even after the unification,
the organization remained ignorant of the fundamental positions
of the International. A significant episode is this. The state-
ments of the delegate who visited Argentina in 1967 were followed
with surprise by the majority of the comrades because they had
completely false information and impressions about the nature
of the International, its line, and its leadership. (The leading
group in the Argentinian party deliberately represented the
leadership of the International as a team of abstract intellec-
tuals, or still worse as tacticians interested primarily in
maneuvering with the different sections and tendencies.g

In fact, even the material that was sent had been monopo-
lized by the top circle and was known to only a few persons.

Later on, before and after the last world congress, com-
munication with the section became more frequent. But the Argen-
tinian party continued to have a poor knowledge of the concep-
tions and acuivity of the International. The leaders did not
seem very interested in distributing our literature and they
sent insufficient information to the center, which later turned
out to be very unrealistic. Moreover, some sections of the
organization had the tendency to see the International much more
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as a network of useful contacts than a revolutionary organiza-
tion functioning as a world party.

Finally we would like to underline the fact that the
Argentinian organization, in conformity with the traditions
of the country, was much more solidly structured than other
Latin-American organizations. However, in our opinion, the
percentage of full timers, above all in certain periods, was
excessive with respect to the total number of activists. A very
weighty apparatus developed which was not justified by the real
functions to be carried out and at the same time represented
a crushing financial burden for the organization. Sound function-
ing of the party was impeded, moreover, by personal quarrels
and accusations which were initiated and later withdrawn with
a surprising nonchalance, frequently in connection with factional
struggles.

The question arises why we have not discussed the problems
of the Argentinian section in the past. By hindsight we can
conclude that we should have stimulated a discussion and complete
clarification long before now. We note, however, that it was
difficult for us to intervene in the period immediately following
the entry of the Argentinian organization into the International
in the aftermath of the reunification and that we relied on
a process of progressive assimilation. Moreover, when the last
world congress was held, we were faced with the necessity of
making a choice. We reaffirmed some basic organizational prin-
ciples. But on the more properly political plane, clarification
could be achieved only within the framework of the general
Latin-American discussion.

The 1970 Crisis

The year 1969 marked a serious effort on the part of the
organization to create the minimum conditions for carrying out
the policy adopted at the Fourth Congress, which corresponded
to the overall conception approved by the world congress majority.
But -- as appears from the discussion documents of the PRT
itself -- the organizational achievements necessary for such
a portentous undertaking were absolutely insufficient. On the
other hand, the political development of the country, which
moreover confirmed that the PRT's analysis had been far more
correct than that of La Verdad, revealed potentialities and
variants which the party did not comprehend in time and in all
their implications. For this reason, in October 1969 the Central
Committee voted a resolution setting an arbitrary and unreal-
istic schedule for unleashing the struggle, and projected tactics
that failed to consider or minimized the changes that had taken
place. It proved impossible to apply the decisions of the Cen-
tral Committee. The repression that struck the organization
at one of its strong points also contributed to this. And pre-
cisely this failure was the source of the new crisis which led
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a few months later to serious ruptures.

Unfortunately, we have only part of the elements neces-
sary -- we must repeat -- to judge the positions of the dif-
ferent tendencies. We have only a partial knowledge of the
positions adopted at the congress held by the majority tendency,
which has defined itself as the Leninist tendency. Therefore,
we do not presume to ask the International to arbitrate poli-
tically at this time. (From the organizational standpoint we
must, obviously, apply our basic criteria which require recog-
nizing the rights of a majority, if it places itself within
the general framework of Trotskyism and the discipline of the
world congresses.) But in view of the gravity of the situation,
we consider it necessary to intervene in the discussion among
the Argentinian Trotskyists, raising a certain number of ques-
tions and especially indicating the points on which clarifica-
tion is essential in our Argentinian movement.

First, clarification is imperative with regard to Maoism
and in general the Communist tendencies linked to Peking. When
certain Argentinian comrades think that even the bureaucratic
leaders of the Albanian party have their place in a mass revo-
lutionary International, we have to draw the conclusion that
they do not have the least notion of the bureaucratic structure
in a whole series of workers states or of the real role of
certain leaderships. It is time our comrades undertook such
a study, taking into consideration first of all what the Inter-
national has produced on the question. For our part, we must
recognize that we have not made the necessary effort to facili-
tate participation by the Latin-American comrades in working
out common positions. In this sense, we are also responsible
for some of the theoretical and political aberrations. But
regardless of the responsibility, +the problem remains, and it
is an urgent one. All those who seek an all-inclusive solution
combining Trotsky, Mao Tse-tung, Enver Hoxa, and Kim Il Sung
are, at best, victims of an illusion and are preparing the way
for other crises and other ruptures. The Trotskyist and Maoist
currents stand in opposition on a world scale and it is absurd
to try to base yourself on both at the same time.

Also on the international plane, it is imperative that
the Argentinian section correct its estimation of the evolution
in the developed capitalist countries. The Fourth International
cannot be seriously accused of overlooking or minimizing the
crucial portent of the revolution in the colonial or neocolonial
countries. Both our documents and our actions stand as proof
that we understood the historic role of this revolution in the
context of the world revolution and that we saw the existence
of an inexhaustible revolutionary potential in Asia, Latin
America, and Africa. But at the same time our International
stood out by rejecting all theories of the third-world type
which more or less explicitly suggested that the role of the
proletariat in the advanced countries -- that is, of most of
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the industrial workers in the world -- was exhausted. It was
also distinguished by its rejection of any attitude implying
that the activity of revolutionists in West Europe or North
America should be limited to the task of supporting the struggles
of other peoples. This moreover is why the Fourth International
was able to understand better than any other current the sig-
nificance of May 1968 in France and the new rise of the working
class in Europe. This is why we were able, consequently, to
intervene with spectacular results, giving an unprecedented
impetus to our movement on a Europe-wide scale. We were sur-
prised to hear Argentinian comrades express the opinion that
our estimation of May 1968 was exaggerated and that it was

a mistake to count too much on Europe. This is an 0ld refrain
which reflects nothing more than the intrinsic weaknesses of
those who use it.

Coming to Argentinian questions, definitive clarification
is needed on the character of this country's revolution. We are
convinced that in order to facilitate mobilizing the broadest
layers of the masses, the movement must formulate slogans corres-
ponding to nationalist and anti-imperialist sentiments. But
it must make no concession to the idea of an anti-imperialist
or anti-oligarchical revolution. The Argentinian revolution
will be anti-imperialist and anticapitalist simultaneously from
its earliest phases.

As regards characterizing the mass movements, it is worth-
while to draw attention to the need for always avoiding two
shoals. On the one hand, we must not give way to glorifying
the mass movement during a revolutionary upsurge. On the other
hand, we must avoid the sectarian error of judging a movement
exclusively bv the character of its leadership, or lack of lead-
ership, coming to minimize the importance of an upsurge because
of the absence of a revolutionary party playing the leading role.

The Argentinian Situation Today

As we have written in a discussion document published
in the International Internal Bulletin, it is our estimation
that the Argentinian section made a serious adventuristic error
in adopting the Central Committee resolution of October 1969.
The comrades of the Leninist Tendency -- who can claim in the
abstract to be the most consistent -- wanted to establish a
continuity between this resolution and the previous decisions
of the party. They forgot, however, the context of the 1967
discussions in which a delegate from the International parti-
cipated. They forgot as well the conditions on which the line
formulated in this period was based. First of all, in Bolivia
there was the guerrilla war led by Che Guevara. And this factor
in itself was decisive, because we did not conceive of the
struggle in a purely Argentinian context, although we rejected
the opportunist position that would reduce the role of Argen-
tinian revolutionists to political and logistical support of
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the Bolivian activists. In the second place, the situation

in the North was explosive, that is, it was markedly more ad-
vanced than the country as a whole. Finally, the party had rather
large forces and no serious competitors in the sphere of the
revolutionary left. It is evident that at least two of these
conditions do not exist now. Moreover, even as regards the
situation in the North, it must not be forgotten that the poli-
tical effects of economic and social decay are not all favorable
to preparing the ground for a revolutionary struggle. For these
reasons maintaining the 1967 outlook as a short-term perspec-
tive is an error that can bring very grave setbacks and actual
breakup of the organization.

The orientation of the present majority seems all the
more dubious in as much as these comrades -- to judge from
their tendency document -~ underestimate the scope of the
Cbérdoba and Rosario movements. This underestimation is the
basis of their perspective of rural guerrilla warfare in the
near future.

We are perfectly aware that asserting the vital impor-
tance of the movements in the cities -~ above all, when the
people who stress this are the same ones who in the 1968 polemic
denied the possibility of an upsurge in the near future --
may conceal a tendency to become mired in the routine of tail-
ending work in the bureaucratized unions, or on the fringes
of these unions. Neither do we share certain estimations of the
Communist Tendency on the necessity of making the start of
guerrilla warfare conditional on winning political hegemony
over 20-30 percent of the industrial proletariat. A conception
is obviously mechanical when its practical effect is to put
everything off indefinitely, and this precisely at a stage
wnen armed struggle has already begun in various forms. This
said, however, we consider that in the present phase work must
be concentrated in the big industrial cities, developing an
essentially urban armed struggle linked to the struggles of
the masses, their needs, and their political understanding.

All this implies the need for tactical slogans derived from

the concrete situations and closely tied to transitional demands.
It goes without saying that in their intervention revolutionists
can never lose sight of the general political context and fail
to seize every proper occasion to promote an understanding in
the most advanced working-class strata of the perspective of
armed struggle and the need to begin right away making prac-
tical preparations for this eventuality. But this essential
precondition for a revolutionary battle cannot be met by mere
sterecotyped repetition of general slogans. In a country like
Argentina, a clear attitude toward the unions is a prerequisite
of all mass work. The approach of the Moreno tendency is clear;
it dovetails, moreover, with a tradition of opportunistic
adaptation. For this group the struggle is waged primarily in
the area of demands and situated within the framework of the
existing unions. Its objective is essentially to give impetus
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to the leaderships by means of pressure from the rank and file.
We do not deny that such a policy can have its justification.
That is, at certain times it can be acceptable on tactical
grounds. But what we consider radically wrong is making this

the fundamental axis of activity for revolutionists. In this
area, it is necessary to collaborate with trade-union tendencies
and groups that have broken with the bureaucrats bought and paid
for by the government -- in the first place with the tenden-
cies represented in the Ongaro CGT, even if they are very weak.
On the other hand, the initiative must be taken in creating
organizational forms that, in the event of mobilizations such

as those in Cérdoba and Rosario, could become effective instru-
ments of struggle even at the level of armed actions. In any
case, a detailed discussion is necessary on this series of
problems. In fact, it is impossible to really lint ourselves
with the masses in preparing for and launching an armed struggle
unless we are able to do something in the area of their most
urgent needs, to defend those fighting in the front line against
the bosses and the government. It is not enough to stage spec-~
tacular blows that arose the sympathy of the people. The dis-
cussions in progress among the Brazilian revolutionists offer

us an eloquent indication on this score.

We said that three years ago the PRT loomed as the largest
organization on the far left. In this context, there was a ten-
dency to underestimate the problem of relations with other
revolutionary currents and what is worse to conceive of the
relationship between the party, mass organizations, and revo-
lutionary army in a rigid way. In this regard a discussion - s
all the more needed in as much as the PRT has experienced the
vicissitudes we noted, other groups have taken the initiative
in armed actions, and -- at the same time as the above-men-
tioned tendencies -~ the PRT has not been exempt from failings
of the opposite type. It has shown tendencies to blur its con-
ceptions and organizational character with the aim of facilitating
regroupment with other forces. This observation holds true
especially for its relations with revolutionary organizations
in other Latin-American countries. We are in favor of a revo-
lutionary united front, which could even involve organizational
links. But our sections must participate in fronts as Trotskyist
organizations of the Fourth International, without any camourlage
and without creating the slightest confusion between their rela-
tions with such organizations and with the International, which
is a world party.

These are the problems that we would like to see submitted
to the fullest and frankest discussion in our Argentinian move-
menc. We hope that we ourselves will have the opportunity to
participate in this discussion, stating our criticisms and
suggestions more precisely.

Domingo

November 24, 1970
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FOOTNOTES

The La Verdad group held its national congress without giving

advance notice to the International, without sending the
documents adopted, or information on the debates. What is
worse: a representative of the International minority was

invited to attend the congress and in fact participated in
it.

The SWP comrades found themselves forced to explicitly
dissociate themselves from the analyses in this essay.

In our report to the congress preceding the reunification,
we explicity criticized this formulation.



THE FOURTH INTERNATIONAL TODAY
by Tariq Ali

(Transcript from tape of speech given to Spartacus League School,
February, 1971. Uncorrected and unedited.

Comrades, I don't think it's necessary to speak on this particu-
lar aspect of "The Fourth International Today" for too long for two
fundamental reasons. One of them being that we have in fact cover-
ed a lot of ground in the discussion ywhich has taken place today, in
the contributions which have been made today by the other comrades
and even though some of these have dealt with various other factors,
they have in fact covered a fair amount of ground so that I hope that
we will be able to shorten this discussion somewhat.

I want to start by starting with a remark which Comrade Harry
Wicke (?) made in his extremely valuable contribution to this cadre
school on the Fourth International when he said that the Communist
Party of Britain was our life. Comrades may think that this is a
somewhat exaggerated way of putting it, but in fact it isn't. It's
related to something very concrete which happened on a world scale
and which made many militants of the Communist Party think in this
fashion and have an extreme loyalty to the party and the Internation-
al, and that event precisely was the October socialist revolution of
1917, which is why, which put on the epoch, which virtually proclaim-
ed the nature of the epoch in which we live and provided an extreme-
ly valuable evidence of the fact of the actuality of the revolution
today, which is precisely why many, many militants, hundreds of thou-
sands of militants who belonged to these parties, could precisely
feel in that way because their comrades, because the Soviet workers
had in fact conquered and achieved, won and maintained state power
inside the Soviet Union. I start by saying this because I think -
that ultimately when we talk about the future of the Fourth Interna=
tional, the Fourth International today, this does become an extreme-
ly key question for us, the question precisely fo seizing state power,
the question precisely of stopping to think in a propagandistic way,
often —————— forcibly breaking oursecives away from the old propa-
gandistic conceptions, and of beginning even in our own consciousness
to develop: more and more an interventionist attitude within our-
selves and, of course, within our organization. And precisely the
thing which in a sense hampers us, the thing which in a sense, the
comrades who founded the Communist International didn't have to face
at the height of this international, was the question of state power.
Because while it is not only possible, but it's extremely necessary
to lay the foundations of a mass revolutionary international, to move
towards building such an international, until ,and unless we take the
question of state power seriously, I think we're really tinkering about.

This, I think, was in fact why, it's one of the reasons I mention
it, because none of the other comrades touched upon it, it's one of
the reasons, one of the good reasons for bad mistakes, what Pablo in
particular was always looking for, shortcuts, because I'll tell you
another thing about Pablo, that more than any other leader of the In-
ternational he realized the question of state power in a much better
and in an extremely positive way. Of course, he was extremely wrong
in the way he went about it, in the way he was constantly looking for
shortcuts to bridge the gap between the International and not having
state power. But he in fact understood this question, as he under-
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stood it, alas, at the time when our forces were very small, much,
much smaller than they are today, when our resources were extremely
limited, when the International was in fact very weak.

The question then arises: does it imply in any sense that today
the International is well-advanced and strong enough in any country
to build, to seize state power? I don't mean to imply that at all.

I am saying that we are now in a position, because of the various
reasons, which comrades have mentioned who have spoken earlier: the
disintegration of Stalinism; the decline of Social Democracy; the
decline of British imperialism in this country; the effects this has
had; the upsurge, in essence, of the colonial revolution; that new
forces have in fact come into existence which give the Trotskyist
movement its best possibilities in the coming decadesand which will
make it easier for the Trotskyist movement, for the Fourth Interna-
tional, for some of the sections of the Fourth International precise-
ly to pose the question of state power and to move into a dual power
situation.

The other thing which I wanted to mention (and that, of course,
Pat has dealt with) is precisely what discarding of entrism meant for
the Fourth Internationsal. It meant that, for the time being, certain-
ly since 1967, I think, or '68, there did exist new layers, new forces
outside the control of the traditional working-class movement, who are
much more attracted to our ideas; where social democratic and Stalin-
ist ideology was in fact extremely weak; these sectors which weren't
vulnerable to this ideology and which in fact have given the Fourth
International,not only in this country but virtually all over Europe,
a big opportunity to expand, to develop and to grow until today we -
are in a position where we see that the Fourth International, if you
look at it globally, has never been stronger. That's the reality of
it. Because when people like Tony Cliff talk about a non-existent
International to make polemical points, they forget the times that
when they were members in fact of precisely this International, then
you could even, if you wanted to be extra-sectarian, have referred to
it as such, because the forces were in fact small, except for a few
countries. Today what we have seen is a much greater degree of gen-
eralization taking place in various different parts of the world,
which I hope to deal with when we come to that particular section.

So, despite the fact that Trotskyism as a tendency has been
proclaimed dead, discarded, capitulationist, etc., etc., etc., by
sectarians, by the Stalinists, by Social Democracy, by the bourgeoisie,
we are in fact seeing that we are living in a period when more and
more these same people are moved to increase their attacks upon us,
because after all, if Trotskyism is a dead tendency, if the Fourth
International doesn't exist, why does the Soviet bureaucracy in 1969
and 1970 produce precisely two new books to explain what Trotskyism
is? It's a completely meaningless thing to do if Trotskyism and the
ideas of the Fourth International don't pose a danger for you, if you
see in them no threat +to the social, to the political structure which
you are trying to preserve. They have done this, and of course, their
hacks, following their footsteps all over the world. The British Com-
munist Party in this country felt itself compelled to produce an ap-
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palling little document, I can't remember what it was called —-- the
Sins of Ultraleftism, or what -- the British Ultraleft, something -—-
by Betty Reid, who as we know is well versed in this type of dia-
logue by the training she received throughout the thirties.

Of course, now they have to modify it. That's the difference.
That in their propaganda against the Fourth Intermational today which
the Stalinists make, which the social democrats make, but more parti-
cularly the Stalinists, they have to modify it a bit. After all,
they can no longer call us agents of imperialism and agents of fascism.
They have to modify it, precisely because even they understand that
the international balance of forces has changed somewhat. That the
relationship between revolutionary Marxigsm and between Stalinism on
the other hand has modified considerably. Therefore, Pravda attack-
ed the groups in France as mad adventurists, ultraleft lunatics, in
these terms rather than denouncing them as agents of American imper-
ialism, though of course L'Humanité, which was confronted with the
situation more directly, called them provocateurs, but even that with
not very much enthusiasm when compared with what they were in fact
doing to our comrades in France during the Second World War. So what
this proves very conclusively to those of those people who still
doubt it, that the International today, that the ideas of the Inter-
national today, of Trotskyism, that is of revolutionary llarxism, be-
gin to represent something more and more concrete in the actual class
struggle in greater parts of the world than ever before.

And, of course, one of the reasons, one of the concrete reasons
why we have been able to do this, and on this ground we should have
no illusions at all, one of the key reasons, how the International
has developed and has been able to increase its size, and I'm not
going to be going into the specific tactics followed in every dif-
ferent country, is over the last few years the role the International
played in defending the Vietnamese revolution. It's a role which,
of course, the Vietnamese themselves know of, and are fully aware of,
and it was precisely this orientation which helped the International
itself to understand the meaning of internationalism and to understand
the necessity of an International. Because I'm sure that even among
our own comrades many of them before they came to this school, there
were obviously clear-cut ideas about why we had to be in an Interna-
tional, but because there's been such a big gap since the degenera-
tion of the Third International, a big historical gap, and the dev-
elopment of the Fourth International from something more than sim-
ply propagandist groups into groups which can begin to intervene
modestly in struggles which are taking place in different parts of
the world -- the gap has been so great that many comrades, for instance,
themselves have forgotten or have not understood why even it was nec-
essary to build an Intermational in the first place. I won't go into
that here because of the tenor of everything; all the comrades who
spoke before me have said makes it absolutely clear why we have to do
that.

I'm saying that the concretization of this particular process
came by the actions which all the sections of the Fourth Internation-
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al without exception, even in the colonial world, in some countries

in Latin America, particularly in Mexico and Bolivia, in countries
like India, it was our comrades, as they were in Europe, as they are
in the United States, who were in the forefront of in some cases de-
fending the Vietnamese revolution and in the case of the American com-
rades demanding that all the American troops be brought back hone.

And this brought it home very clearly to many comrades what the In-
ternational meant, and what the duties of revolutionary parties would
be if they existed.

Because precisely, it's ludicrous, it Jjust shows the complete
degeneration of the Stalinist parties, that a country they say is
fraternal, they regard it as a fraternal country, North Vietnam, it's
being bombed into, it's being obliterated, large parts of it, the Amer-
icans have waged the most vicious war ever waged by an armed capital-
ist country against another, and the so-called fraternal parties of
the Vietnamese haven't been able to do anything, particularly in some
countries like France and Italy, where they have deep roots inside
the working class movement, where they control two large trade unions.
Because if these parties had even an ounce of internationalism in their
heads, what they would have started to do would have been precisely
to mobilize the working class in these countries by bringing them
out in political strikes in solidarity with the Vietnamese revolution,
by sabotaging, where they had influence in the docks and factories,
goods from being shipped to Vietnam, planes carrying American troops
from taking off from airports. These are very basic elementary
things which a fraternal party does with another fraternal party.

It was precisely because in the face of a big advance of imper-
ialism that these parties capitulated, that the Vietnamese very con-
sciously appealed to other forces on the revolutionary left, because
they realized the people who they know were behind the setting up of
the War Crimes Tribunal were the Trotskyists. They didn't have any
illusions about it. The War Crimes Tribunal was attacked in the
Eastern European press; it wasn't even mentioned in Pravda. Precise-
ly for this reason, the Vietnamese coming themselves from a Stalinist
past, with a Stalinist tradition, coming from the same school of
thought, to come to terms with the disintegration and the total and
utter collapse of Stalinism and Stalinist parties which was taking
place in Western Europe. -And I think, to be frank, we also have to
say that this was precisely the basis on which many of our sections
increased their forces. And while I think —-- I don't think that the
IMG in that particular sense increased its forces very much at that
particular time because of the role it played in VSC -- it has done
so later. Because precisely it played a non-sectarian role, it didn't
put its own interests above the interests of the Vietnamese. It ser-
viced the Vietnam Solicdarity Campaignj; it created it, it built it, it
worked very patiently with it; and I can tell you honestly at some
times at a cost to our own particular organization that it did this.

And today, very clearly a few months ago, startirg from several
months ago, we reaped the benefits from that, precisely because people
understand, and advanced comrades in particular understand, the vital
necessity of this internationalism, precisely because the Social
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Democracy capitulated a long time ago, at the beginning of the First
World War, the Stalinist parties, which have been capitulating from
the mid-1920's onwards, that the burden of internationalism, alas

not a concrete burden, precisely because the Fourth International
today doesn't have a single revolutionary party, and I say this very
consciously, I know some comrades have a different conception of
this, but I don't think you can call any section or sympathizing
group of the Fourth International today a revolutionary party for a
very simple reason: one of the best criteria for defining a revolu-
tionary perfy as sSuch is a party which has a certain amount -- I'm not
saying it has mass roots inside the working class movement, of its
own particular country, but a party which has a significant number

of roots inside the working class movement,which plays a role in the
organized, plays a considerable role in the organizations of the
working class movement; and once these qualifications have been ful-
filled, of course, it follows automatically that if they are capable
of doing this, if they possess this particular quality, they also are
of a certain numerical size.

We build at the moment at best what our French comrades, who
are after all the largest section of the International, very correct-
ly call revolutionary nuclei; the nuclei of the future revolutionary
party, which will not simply be built through propaganda, which will
also be built through a process of fusion, through a process of
struggle, through a process of the correct political line being prov-
ed not on the basis of an existing program because that is to fetish-
ize the program, but precisely on the basis of participating in the
struggle, because it's only in a period of struggle, when your pro-

ram is being put into practice, that it's determined whether your
political line is correct, or whether your political line is right
wing, or whether your political line is nonexistent.

It's precisely during a period of action, during a period of
struggle, that these things come to the fore, and if your political
line is correct, if your tactics in a particular struggle are cor-
rect, undoubtedly the size of your organization will increase. O-
ther organizations who've had incorrect political tactice, who've
had completely wrong political formulations, who have completely a
wrong strategy, with large numbers of people inside these organizations,
when they see this process taking place, will undoubtedly either join
you in a large group -- in this case you have a..(break in tape€)....
where in China, in Vietnam, in Cuba they are correct in that parti-
cular sense; but this doesn't mean that there weren't revolutionary
situations in Europe, that's the crucial difference, and we shouldn't
confuse the objective conditions ... (break in tapej... of the subjec-
tive factor, and this also partly explains why our movement was so
disoriented after the Second World War; because it's not as easy as
that, that Trotsky was 100% wrong and a complete lunatic, no. What
Trotsky underestimated was the mystifying capacities of Stalinism in
the Second World War. If he'd been alive he'd obviously as a Marxist
come to terms with that, seeing precisely the role the Stalinists
could temporarily play in countries like France and Italy and how
concretely this would prevent the breaking away from the Communists
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of large sections, like the CP itself broke away from Social Demo-
cracy, large sections breaking away from the CP and coming to posi-
tions of revolutionary Marxism. It's unfortunate this didn't happen,
because even though capitalism stabilized itself in Western Europe,
it did so after three prerevolutionary situations existed: undeniably
in France, where the workers were armed, unfortunately under the
leadership of the CP which handed back its arms; in Italy, again when
the workers were armed, again:. where the CP under the pressure of the
Soviet leadership, under the direction of the Soviet leadership, hand-
ed back its arms; and in Greece, where the workers were not only arm-
ed, but where the CP was actually leading them, and in the initial
stages had also begun a fight against British imperialism which had
intervened to strangle the Greek revolution, this CP also handed
back its arms and accepted the dictates of Stalin, so the subjective
factor and its importance becomes completely crucial in these parti-
cular situations, and we can't simply say that nothing happened in
Europe after the Second World War,

No revolutions were made, but that doesn't mean that there
weren't prerevolutionary situations. And of course it's interesting
now, because the Vietnamese war tears through the myth which these
CP's gave to their rank-and-file people (if we make a socialist revo-
lution and seize power, the Americans will crush us; American imper-~
ialism will intervene in France, it will intervene in Italy, it will
intervene in Greece, and we'll be smashed to smithereens). And, of
course, one of the reasons for the crisis which affects the youth is
that these arguments are understood and accepted by the rank-and-file
of these parties and handed down to their contacts to the new genera-
tions, and then the Vietnamese war came, and like a big knife, broke
through these myths, and in fact set into motion a period where they
inspired large numbers of revolutionaries, which is why I took excep-—
tion to, and had a friendly argument with Comrade Ross on this ques-
tion yesterday, because you can't, if you are going to be logical and
consistent, accept the fact that it's the Stalinists in Vietnam today
who are making the revolution. That it's the Stalinists today who
have been fighting American imperialism in Vietnam, now since 1960 in
Southern Vietnam, and since 1964-1965 in Northern Vietnam, who are
now continuing to fight in Cambodia, who are now opening up a front
in Laos, and that the Trotskyist movement, what it has in fact been
doing is organizing a big movement of solidarity precisely with these
very people. That's why one has to be careful.

One has to understand precisely the differences between the
parties which have emerged from the Stalinist movement, some, as I
said yesterday, undeniably are Stalinist parties, some because of the
way they developed, because of the objective factors were left-
centrist parties and which obviously had leaderships which were quali-
tatively different from the parties which betrayed the revolution in
Western Europe, precisely under the pressure of the masses, decided
to take the correct path. I don't think you can categorize the Hanoi
leadership today as counterrevolutionary and call for its overthrow.
And this is not because you believe in defending on principle -a work-
ers state against imperialism. Defending a workers state is something
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different than defending its leadership. At the very time when
Trotsky was calling for the defense of the workers state in the
Soviet Union, he was also saying that the war would be the best time
also to get rid of Joseph Stalin, because precisely at this time the
Soviet bureaucracy would be weakened by the war, and while defending
the workers state and the gains, the workers should rise up in arms
and overthrow Stalin. Obviously, we don't say the same thing today
and no comrade has so far suggested, no one in the International has
so far suggested, that we do say the same thing today about the NLF
in Southern Vietnam or the regime in Northern Vietnam. So that is
why I said that we have to be a bit careful.

The other point I make, and that's precisely to stress again ~
that in the move which takes place in the Fourth International away
from propagandistic concepts more and more in a period of internven-
tion some of the ideas which were laid down by the founders of our
movement, whether they were Lenin, whether it was Trotsky, whether
it were the other comrades who have been in the leadership of the
International, who have formulated these ideas, and particularly
some of the early ideas of the Trotskyist movement, which were after
all formulated, written down, programmatized during a period when the
working class movement had suffered a whole series of defeats, during
a period when the Trotskyist movement was after all very very small,
being smashed -- that, to be honest, that's what was happening; it
was being smashed by Stalinism on the one hand, by the so-called
friendly democracies on the other hand, and by Nazism in the third
place, and the comrades didn't stress this enough because people
should understand this about our movement: that in many cases, and
Spain is not the only one, even in Western Europe, the Nazis and the
KGB collaborated to kill Trotskyists. They collaborated to murder
Trotskyists. So there are also some understandable and explicable
reasons why the subjective factor was so weakened during the period
of the Second World War, and many of the concepts and formulas which
developed from this period will undoubtedly have to be altered, will
undoubtedly have to be changed, as the International moves from one
period of its existence to another.

That's why we have to stop seeing ourselves and we must cease
to be a simple negation of Stalinism, simply because that -- in fact,
to be honest again -- was of the early Trotskyist movement. It was
a correct perspective, that it did tend to become a negation of
Stalinism because that's what it was; all its propaganda, all its
resources was geared to defending revolutionary Marxism against Sta-
linism, extremely valuable propaganda, extremely necessary propaganda,
precisely to maintain the thin red line of Bolshevism from that peri-
od right on to today, and give us some understanding of the develop-
ments which have taken place because if those comrades hadn't done
that, it's extremely difficult to see, though of course new groups
would have emerged, the understanding which many comrades have to-
day, of the political situation as it evolves presently. But pre-
cisely because of that, now we have not only to be a negation, we are
now in a position where we are moving to a situation, I think within
the next decade, where this negation can be negated! And the only
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way you can really negate the negation is by seizing state power.

That's the reality of it, because otherwise, we do tend, whe-
ther we like it or not, in fact very much to reflect the fact of what
we were; this is changing already, whether some comrades like it or
not. We are becoming much more than simple propaganda groups whose
sole existence depends on combating Stalinist progaganda, and the
reason for this is not only that we have grown; it's that Stalinism
has weakened. ©Stalinism has weakened, because, and in this Trotsky
was correct, that the theory of Stalinism and the whole existence of
Stalinism was also based on the theory of socialism in one country,
and once the revolution developed and extended outside the Soviet
Union -- of course, he didn't foresee the particular ways in which
this would happen in China.

In fact, in China he did some of his writing, particularly in
The Third International After Lenin, and one particular quote, which
I don't have with me, but which I remember because it's an extremely
useful quotation, is precisely Jjust before the defeat of the Shanghai
Commune, and the massacre in Shanghai, Trotsky wrote in a document
inside the Communist International, that if at the beginning of 1926
-~ this was before Chiang Kai-shek began his expedition to Shanghai
to smash the Communist Party and to liquidate it -- Trotsky wrote,
and I don't have this as a direct quote, I'll find it if I'm challeng-
ed on this, but the essence of the quote was that if before 1926, the
Communist Party had moved out of the cities and had started to lead
the agrarian uprisings which were beginning to develop, had given
these agrarian uprisings some sort of coherent leadership, two things
would have happened: (a) we would have had a meaningful Communist
Party in China, and (b) more importantly, we would through this pro-
cess precisely have built for China a strong Red Army. And now, of
course, regardless of the formulations which Mao Tse~-tung used, and
which various other Chinese used, that's not all that much different
from what Mao Tse-tung did, with one crucial difference -- that he .
did only that. That's an extremely crucial difference -- that he did
that certainly, but what he didn't do was precisely to maintain a
strong organization inside the working class, inside the Chinese pro-
letariat. However, we can discuss that again.

The crucial point I am trying to make is that we've got to
break loose from some of the orthodoxy, fromsome of the rigidity
which undoubtedly still exists inside the Trotskyist movemen.. And
the reason why we have to do this is, the reason why it's necessary
to do this, is precisely if we are going to grow, if we want to
grow, if we don't want just to develop into a -- even we can develop
in the —- we can develop and win a few more hundred people, etc.,
etc., but unless we want to degenerate to a sort of left-centrist
type of organization, carrying out a few demonstrations here, distri-
buting a few leaflets here, we have to broach this question —- I
won't go into it because it's one of the discussions for our national
conference, which we will discuss, is precisely work out how we can
develop from being basically a small revolutionary nucleus and in-
crease our forces so that we can begin on a small scale, modestly,
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to modify the balance of forces which exists between us and between
the organization which controls the vanguard elements inside the
working class movement, that is the Stalinist party; even here,

the most advanced workers in one sense are undoubtedly in the
Communist Party, and these are more so particularly in France

and Italy.

So where are we today? What is the Fourth International
today? Which are its largest sections today? How are these
sections developing? What do these sections represent? Will
the way in which these sections are developing be enough to
ensure that we can build a united, cohesive Fourth International?
The two largest sections today are the Communist League and the
Socialist Workers Party which isn't a section because it's
prevented from being one by some vicious McCarthyite laws which
were promulgated several years ago. But then these are the two
largest organizations of the Fourth International, and they
undoubtedly act, in particular the Communist League in France,
has been acting throughout Europe as a very strong pole of
attraction, because that's the importance of internationalism.
If you have five comrades in a piddling little country, or if
you have no comrades in a piddling little country like Luxem-
bourg, and suddenly you have a massive, bit Trotskyist organiza-
tion developing in France, then it follows even if you don't
do very much yourself, that in a short time you will develop
some comrades in Luxembourg. And actually, if one were speaking
technically, one would say that if you went by population
proportions, the Luxembourg section is probably the only
section which one can say is nearest to seizing state power
(laughter) precisely because the population of Luxembourg is
completely minimal, and if we take the number of Trotskyists
per the number of people there, then we are very large. Maybe,
maybe we can, in a years time, we can even think of calling
them a revolutionary party, but I'm not sure about that as
yet (laughter).

But the point I make is that when an organization like the
Ligue develops —-- and the importance about the Communist League is
that it didn't simply develop out of propaganda work -- of course, it
did a great deal of propaganda, undoubtedly. The importance of under-
standing the League's evolution and why today it does represent a very
powerful pole of attraction to the Trotskyist movement, particularly
in Evrope and also to many other people who move toward Trotskyist
positions. Because the reality is that in Sweden, where we've Jjust
for the first time since a long time established a Trotskyist organi-
zation as a sympathizing section of the International, they hadn't —--
they had obviously heard of the Fourth International, but vaguely.
What had impressed them was the building of the League, how the League
developed, and how in fact the League had political hegemony in the
revolutionary left in France. This played a very important part, and
of course the very first thing they did was to get in touch with the
comrades of the League, get Rouge, get their other literature and study
it. That's how the process began to take place, and that's one of the
reasons why the League took this information to the United Secretariat,
and the United Secretariat moved into action and sent some comrades to
Sweden at a fairly regular pace. Similarly, if the Swedish organization
develops very rapidly, it would act as a pole of attraction for the
whole of Scandinavia, where our forces are very scattered and our
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forces are very weak.

This is precisely one of the concrete demonstrations of the
importance, in the sense of practical importance,of an international
organization: that you can use the success of your comrades in a
particular country to prove the correctness of the general political
line which our tendency has internationally in the revolutionary
movement. That's a very conrete advantage which we have, which no
other comrades have today in the revolutionary movement, which no one
else has in the Stalinist movement, in the Maoist movement, et al.
We are the only organized international tendency today, and that is
the importance of even the development of one section, what the de-
velopment of one section can do even on a worldwide scale.

The last thing I want to be is misinterpreted or for some com-
rades to think a bit mechanistically and say that we don't need to-do
anything, we just wait for the League to grow and grow and grow and
automatically we will grow and grow and grow, because things don't ‘:
happen like that. The importance is that it does give us a certain
definite advantage. There's absolutely no getting away from that:
it gives us, it gives the Italians, it gives the Germans, it gives
the Belgians a very definite -- more for the countries which speak
French -- a very definite and clear-cut advantage.

The other development which has taken place is the development
of the Young Socialist Alliance, which is a sympathizing section of
the Fourth International, as an extremely large youth organization in-
side the United States. Because whatever differences one has with
the comrades of the Young Socialist Alliance on a number of things,
on for instance one can even say, to quote but one thing, the way in

which they organize themselves -- the way in which, in their politics,
we can all, we can discuss that maybe during the discussion period --
you can say that, you can even criticize them -~ and we do -- bub,

and we do it internally, of course, we don't do it publicly. Because
while criticizing them, whatever our differences with them, we have
to understand, and let no one mistake this: that they are the only
existing revolutionary organization in the United States today.
There's been a total and complete disintegration of all the other
tendencies in the revolutionary youth milieu -- there are indviduals
here and there, of course, but the SDS is completely disintegrated,
socially (?) disintegrated.

I think that the comrades of the YSA would have been three times
their size if they had sent a small fraction into the SDS to do entry
work, if you like it; it's not the same as doing entry work in the
Labor Party, it's a different sort of entry work because there, you
have to be very confident of yourself, very confident of your ideas,
and be able to challenge the theoretical challenge which is present-
ed by the Maoists, by the Stalinists, by the Maoist-Spontaneists, by
the Kim Il-sung spontaneists, by various other spontaneists, groups
which are there. But I think undoubtedly that the comrades were,
made a little bit of a mistake in this field, because if they had
gone into the SDS, of course it would have disintegrated. If we had
had some comrades in there, it would also have disintegrated, but we
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would have got a large bulk of them. We are getting many of them
now anyway. But large numbers of them have simply left the movement
because they've been demoralized. Demoralized by the lunatic sectar-
ianism of the Progressive Labor, which is, if you just remove the
"Labor" for a moment, which is organizationally, and in some of its
political conceptions, quite close to our comrades from Clapham

High Street -- the way they organize, the way they behave, their at-
titude to the Black question, in very many ways they are very simi-
lar to Comrade Healy and Comrade Slaughter's organization. And of
course the experience which many SDS militants suffered at their
hands has left them sort of mentally disabled for life -- they've Just
sort of removed themselves from politics. They don't want to have
anything to do with politics, and comrades will know that in the

case of many sincere and dedicated militants, it's a similar story
inside the Socialist Labour League.

So, but despite this, as I say, the Young Socialist Alliance is
undoubtedly an extremely important revolutionary organization. The
crucial thing is, it's one thing to be big, it's one thing to be ex-
tremely dominant when there's an upsurge in the situation; what we
hope -- and on this I have very little knowledge; maybe some other
comrades have a little more knowledge, and if so they should enlight-
en us -- is that unless you are very careful and very strong and po-
litically educating these militants, not only about the situation
inside the United States itself, but on an international basis, un-
less these militants are given a very concrete education in interna-
tionalism,unless they are told that the revolution isn't 'round a
corner —-- no, I'm not saying that anyone's telling them that - but
it's got to be stressed time and time again that there are basically
no shortcuts, that it's going to be a long haul; youcoguld have the
situation, particularly if you recruit people not on a very high po-
litical level, or not on a ...reasonable political level, that when
there's a downswing, you lose these people. That's the reality of
it. And that's the last thing we want to have happen to our comrades
of the Young Socialist Alliance. Today they are the only force in
the United States. There's absolutely no getting away from it _at_ all,
and the only other people who exist are small groups of individuals,
some of them write for this newspaper, some of them write for that
newspaper. Organizationally and politically their weight in the
United States amounts to absolutely nothing.

Now I deal with the situation which exists in the International
today. The differences which exist in the International today, and
I hope these differences will be sorted out, and how I fear —— not
knowing -- not able to predict with a hundred percent certainty the
dialectics of revolutionary organization inside an international.
How I fear if the situation was even slightly mishandled, how things
could in fact get out of hand. One of the differences which are be-
ing discussed, I think we've had a very good discussion on this ques-
tion, on Stalinism, on the nature of the Chines party; it's an excel-
lent discussion, but of course we should continue to have, it's a
discussion open inside the International, there's no reason, in fact
it's a very welcome thing that the discussion like this has started
in our own organization. I hope that it will continue. It's extreme-~
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ly important, and that should continue. Basically I mean when it
comes to concrete politics, we are all agreed on the necessity for a
political revolution in China. The discussion we are having is on
whether the Chinese party was a Stalinist party, whether it was a
left-centrist party, when it was a left-centrist party, what happen-
ed to it when it came to power, etc., which is a very educative dis-
cussion which should go on. That's one of the differences.

The other differences are, and these are somewhat more crucial
differences, there's a difference on Latin America. The comrades of
the Spartacus League who, as a sympathizing section are of course en-
titled to all the internal literature, the internal discussions of
the Fourth International, should read these discussion documents very
carefully, as should of course comrades of the IMG: I hope if nothing
else one thing this school will stimulate is a greater interest in the
Fourth International and the discussions which take place in the
Fourth International, inside the British section and the sympathizing
section in Britain, on Latin America. The difference, again in my
opinion, and I support the majority comrades on the International
Executive Committee, is I think very much a difference between —- the
differences as I see them developing now, I think, could be a bit more
serious than they have been so far, because some of the formulations
which our American comrades make tend in fact to cast some doubt on
the nature of the present, whether there's a prerevolutionary sit-
uation in Latin America today or not, or whether in fact we have mov-
ed back to a situation where reformism is on the agenda in Latin Amer-
ica. I think that's basically what is at issue and from there dif-
ferent opinions and different directions.

There are divergences, because if you believe that reformism is
on the agenda in Latin America -- I'm not saying the American comrades
completely believe that, I'm saying that some of their formulation
would give rise to that particular feeling, that the national bour-
geoisie in Latin America, today the compradore bourgeoisie, is capable
of giving a certain amount of reforms, then of course you have to have
a completely different strategy and completely different tactics.
Whereas, if, as we believe, the situation in Latin America remains
prerevolutionary, then you have a slightly different approach to the
question; you have a slightly different strategy; you do project in
your propaganda and where the resources permit -- I repeat, because
I don't want to pe misrepresented on that: where the resources permit
-~ not only in your propaganda, but also in your actions you project
the theory and the principle of arméd struggle. At the last world
congress the comrades took an orientation to work with the Fidelista
organizations in Latin America, to work with them, and...(break in
tape)...forces of struggle, this is not liquidationism. After all,
the quote which I gave from Trotsky on China does project a somewhat
similar method for building a revolutionary party in a revolutionary
organization through a process of struggle, through a process of con-
crete actions —---- then of course the situation has developed further
and in one sense, even more to our advantage, in the fact that the
Cubans have for the time being, at any rate -- differences on that,
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small differences —-- the Cubans have, for the time being at any
rate, stopped contact -- not stopped contact with, but have stop-
ped supplying aid to the guerrilla movements and to the broad revo-
lutionary fronts which exist in Latin America. So more and more of
these comrades approach the Fourth International directly, and that's
where the question I raised at the beginning, the question of state
power, becomes very important, because while it's possible to give
a limited amount of help, and Pierre Frank explained how the French
comrades did this during the Algerian war,it's possible to give a
limited amount of help, the help which a state can give is, alas,
not within our reach.

Therefore, there are difficulties which arise, because more and
more Latin American comrades who come to Europe get in touch with
the Fourth International, and when you say, "How can we help you?
How can we collaborate?" They say, "Well, comrades, what we need
are x number of this particular gun and so many mortars here, so
many mortars there, etc., etc." Unfortunately, I say we can't
give them all this help. We can help them in some very modest ways.
I say, unfortunately.lf we had, today, in Western Europe, five or-
ganizations as large and enjoying the same political hegemony which
the Communist League does in France, I say our help to these comrades
would be increased ten-fold and twenty-fold. But at the present
moment we cannot supply these comrades with the help, but it shows
very clearly what the situation is in many parts of Latin America
and more important than most parts, Chile, because the last thing
which comrades should cultivate is any reformist illusions about the
development in Chile.

Chile shows very clearly that the level of consciousness in the
masses is very high. That is why these masses have elected a presi-
dent who refers to himself as a Marxist, who -identifies with the
Cuban Revolution, who proclaimed openly that Che Guevara would be
declared a revolutionary hero in Chile when he was elected, and
even proceeded to erect a statue of Che a week after he was in power.
That this man -~ while he himself is a total and completely corrupt
centrist in my opinion -- and well, he has got two options before
him: either he removes Chile out of the world capitalist market, and
integrates its economy with a non-capitalist economy, because that's
the option, either he does that, or he becomes a Chilean version of
Harold Wilson and Willie Brandt and these other people. There's no
third road. Of course, at the moment it's not clear which direction
he will emerge; it's not clear to some., I think,myself, and I hope
I'm proved wrong, I think myself he will capitulate. I don't have
great faith in Salvadore Allende's power to take Chile out of the
world market. What's possible is that when this becomes very clear
to the Chilean masses, then a period of struggle will begin, then a
period of revolt will begin.

One of the first clashes that took place in Chile was after
Allende's victory when the Communist Party, which is after all a
member of his new-type popular-front, new-type because it's a
popular front between the CP and the centrist party instead of the



T

CP with a large bourgeois party. That's the difference between
the Chilean popular front and the popular fronts of Western
Europe in the thirties as we know them. The first clash which
took place was between the Chilean Communist Party people who
went to the university in Santiago and killed two students
belonging to the MIR (Movement of the Revolutionary Left). Just
shot them down after a political debate. And of course this
doesn't, it's a very concrete way of dealing with the situation
but (laughter) it's not something which is going to bring the
socialist revolution nearer to Chile if these ———e—e—- remain
in power. So the question, which will be decided, I think, will
be decided on the initiative of the Chilean masses. If by some
freak miracle Allende accepts this pressure and does move Chile
out of the capitalist world market, then you'll have a period
of civil war, initially civil war, and probably American inter-
vention. So if anything Chile provides, will in a short space
of time provide, exactly the opposite answer to what the Stalin-
ists in fact are saying on the road to peaceful coexistence,
etc.

So on Latin America, the differences between the majority
and the minority, are essentially, I think they can be summed
up basically as the difference between a propagandistic approach
to building a revolutionary organization in Latin America, and
an interventionist approach to building a revolutionary organiza-
tion in Latin America. That's the basic difference, and that's
how I think the differences will develop. Of course, at the
tenth world congress, which takes place next year, it is next
year, isn't it Pierre? Yeah. Next year, we hope that many things
will be much clearer and we'll be able to have a very fruitful
and a very rich discussion with of course the presence, hope-
fully, of Comrade Hugo Blanco, with the presence of Comrade
Hugo Gonzales Moscoso, and all the other leading Latin American
comrades, who'll be able to put us in the picture much better.

The third difference which exists at the moment and which
emerged at the last meeting of the IEC is a difference on the
Middle East, where the differences emerged from two points.
That the slogan projected by the comrades of the Socialist
Workers Party on the Middle East was a slogan which was no
different from the slogan advanced by the Al Fateh organization,
and a slogan which, after all, has been somewhat decisively
smashed by the Jordanian butcher a few months ago: it's the
slogan of a democratic, secular, a democratic secular state of
Palestine, which is the slogan which they project. The class
nature of this democratic secular state is not discussed in
detail. What is this democratic secular state going to be, is
it fish or fowl? Or is it somehow a new historical development
which is suddenly beginning to arise on us, which we are seeing
the first times in the Middle East?

I think that the attitude of the comrades is extremely
misguided and extremely incorrect. It puts us for the first
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time I think in a situation like this: a section of the Trotskyist
movement putting forward what in essence emerges to a develop-
ment of the Arab revolution by stages, because that's what a
democratic and secular Palestinian state in the Middle East
means. The Nasserites raise precisely the same slogan in the
Middle East today. They proJject it a bit more concretely. They
want the West Bank, and that's what the Russians are also saying.
That they want the West Bank to be made into a democratic secular
Palestinian state with its sovereignty guaranteed by the four
powers and all that Jjazz. Whereas the line of the majority of

the comrades is that the Palestinian struggle cannot be seen

in isolation, it is a part of a totality, it is a part of the
Arab revolution as a whole, and even if the Palestinians cap-
tured state power and hold on to a certain base you can't say
this will not stop the struggle there. In fact it will accelerate
the struggle if anything.

The other difference is that the American comrades, and
again I say this with a certain amount of regret, have in their
propaganda, in their public propaganda, tended to side with
the largest of the organizations of the Palestinians, the or-
ganization known as Al Fateh. Whereas the position of the
majority of the comrades in the Middle East is if anything,
giving critical support to the Democratic Front, which is after
all the only organization in the Middle East which even begins
to approach revolutionary Marxist positions and which begins
to discuss the whole question of Zionism in a Marxist way. And
this is a bit sad now because we have seen precisely where Al
Fateh is today. What the theory of Al Fateh, which was precisely
a theory of class collaboration, precisely a theory of not
understanding and giving all this crap about the primary contra-
diction being Israel and the secondary contradiction being
Jordan. Well, what happened is that the secondary contradiction
has suddenly caught up and cut off their head. (laughter) That's
precisely what happened. And that comes when you tend to sort
of divide contradictions in this particular way in a situation
as concrete as the situation which exists in the Middle East
today, so that, again, is such a difference on which we can
have a long discussion..

The other discussion at the next world congress will be
a discussion on women's liberation, where of course at the
moment there is no majority position on this question. The
only position which exists is the position of the comrades
of the Socialist Workers Party, as projected in their press,
as projected in their publications, but if I could be bold
enough to venture a suggestion, I think that certainly our
comrades, our women comrades, the comrades in our women's
caucuses certainly have very grave doubts about this particular
position on the woman question, which they regard in fact as
being both feminist and liberal and I think it's very possible
that the whole question of women's liberation and how the demands
around the question of women's liberation are posed in advanced
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capitalist societies will become a fairly key discussion in
the coming period in the International.

I think there are some other differences which it is
worth mentioning. I think the American comrades disagree very
strongly with the attitude the British section has on the Labor
party. I think they tend to see us as a sort of ultraleft group
which is going to isolate itself by not being aware of the Labor
Party. This they have expressed in their press, etc., and they
generally have a view that -- Joe Hansen said this in one of
his last documents on Latin America -- that we had an ultraleft
position on Latin America and that this ultraleft position
represented the ultraleft turn which the International had
taken also in Europe, and he singled out two countries for
particular mention, one being France and the other being Britain.
So I think in fact we could have a very valuable, educational
and theoretical discussion on precisely what ultraleftism is
and what ultraleftism is not in the International. I mention
these discussions to put comrades into the picture because
we aren't ashamed of these differences. That's precisely the
difference between us and between the other organizations,
whether they be Stalinist, whether they be Maoists, whether they
be Healyite organizations, that we are not upset about political
differences within our own ranks. In fact it shows the richness
of the movement. That you can have a revolutionary movement in
which differences occur, in which differences are discussed.

There's one key question, of course, and that's precisely
the question of how the International is organized. Because
what happens inside a national section? I mean Ross can ge}
up and call me every other name under the sun, and I'll reply
to him in the same way. But when it comes down to what we do
publicly, operating as representatives of the MG, we will
adopt and we will carry out in practice the line of the majority,
without any questions asked. That's what democratic centralism
means: a fully free and democratic discussion inside the organi-
zation, I repeat inside the organization. That i1s why whatever
differences we have with the American comrades, we will not
state them in our public press, we will not state them publicly
at public meetings, we will defend them.

Unfortunately, some of the comrades, particularly the
Canadians, don't seem to understand this particular concept,
because they seem to attack us sometimes in their public press.
Whatever they may do, we will not do the same, because we have
a certain understanding. Our loyalty is our loyalty to the Fourth
International, but it's not a loyalty to that, it's a loyalty
to the principle of democratic centralism and of building a
democratic centralist Fourth International. Because you can't —-
it's a very illogical position to believe in a democratic
centralist national organization and in a federalist inter-
national organization. It doesn't make any sense. If we are
comrades, if we are part of the same movement, if we believe
in the same revolutionary program, then we have to accept our
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international responsibilities, and we have to carry out the
line of the majority of the International.

That, again, was a difference, which, as comrades have
pointed out, it was decided not to raise after the 1955 re-
unification, but the reunification was in 1963, now we are
twenty years -- in 197%. And now ten years later the Trotskyist
movement I think is growing at a very rapid rate. So we have
to discuss these questions very frankly and very openly. And
I say these things and point out these differences to comrades
openly so that they can be discussed openly inside the organiza-
tion. We want to get away from a feeling of where comrades only
talk on the basis of rumor or on the basis of gossip or on the
basis of slander. We say it openly. There are differences inside
the International. We should discuss them: We have a tendency
inside the IMG; comrades can discuss with it. Some of them are
also in agreement on other questions, on international questiomns,
with the comrades of the International, not as a tendency but
as individuals. You can discuss these differences with them so
that comrades are aware, so that when we elect delegates to
the tenth world congress of the Fourth International, comrades
know what precisely is involved, precisely what is being done.

The question which is raised by our enemies: will there
be a split inside the Fourth International, that's what they
raise, the minute they see differences, they say: "Ah! Ah! The
Fourth International is going to split." Well, I don't think
so. I don't think that, as far as, certainly as far as the
majority of the Fourth International is concerned, we are not
interested in any split, and I'm sure also as far as the American
comrades are concerned, that certainly the American comrades
have spoken at length, like Comrade Hansen, etc., they are
not interested in a split in the Fourth International right
now. Of course we can't completely rule it out, because that's
absurd. Nothing can be ruled out ever. Then if you rule things
like this out completely, inside movement, then ten years
later you have another discussion school where some comrade
will get up and say we were taken by surprise again.

We don't particularly want to be surprised. We want to
understand and follow the developments which are going on,
reach a certain analysis. I don't think there will be a split
because the International has grown, and when the national
organizations of the International grow, then the tendency to
split becomes much less, because the sections begin to under-
stand how they rely on each other, how they depend on each
other. Our purpose is to strengthen the International, that
is why we will argue -- certainly I will argue very strongly
inside the British section, inside the sympathizing section,
for us to make a big play on building a democratic centralist
International. You know what the situation is, that we haven't
got enough money to finance a secretary of the Fourth Inter-
national. That's the reality. The center of the Fourth Inter-
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national is extremely weak. Mandel can't be paid a wage so that
he can stay and work full time for the Fourth International.
Instead he has to take a job to teach in West Berlin for three
days a week, so that the other three days he can write, do
political organizational work, go and speak for the section,
work in Belgium and do his writing. This is the stage we are

at in the International.

We want to overcome that stage. We want to build a strong
center. We want to build a powerful center which is capable of
such things as a revolutionary leadership, and giving a revo-
lutionary leadership to the sections of the International.
Which is capable of intervening and tapping a section on its
knuckles when it feels that the section is going on the wrong
path.

One of the reasons we haven't been able to do this is
because we've had a weak center. It's not the weakness of Pierre
Frank, or Mandel or Maitan or any other of these comrades
necessarily, though they may have made mistakes. It's precisely
that we don't, we haven't yet understood how to build a strong
center. And precisely, if we are going to be serious about our
work in the colonial and semi-colonial world, then a strong
center is vital. Otherwise, we are consigned in the colonial
and semi-colonial world to endless propaganda discussions.

Today there are possibilities for us in the Middle East.
Today the province of West Bengal, our comrades there are in
control of land, they are leading a peasant struggle. They
have occupied large areas of land. The police is fighting on
them, against them. The police is firing on them. These comrades
fight back with bows and arrows. Why? Because the International
hasn't got enough money to give them so that they can buy guns.
Because the International doesn't have enough money to give
them so that they can buy a bicycle. Because the International
hasn't got enough money to pay them so that they can have at
least five or six full time organizers to prepare the struggle.
This on the one hand, and, I assure you, because the point
on the uneven development -- on the one hand you have this
situation, and on the other hand you have a situation, which
is good, I'm not opposed to it, I just point it out, that on
the other hand in the United States, in New York alone the
comrades of the Socialist Workers Party have over 60 full timers.
This is the disparity which exists inside the International.
And the only way you can change this is by having a centrally
coordinated international leadefship. And that certainly is
what we will fight for.

Because we shouldn't take it for granted, that because
we are a revolutionary organization, we cannot degenerate. That
there's somehow some magic attached to us. That is, because
we have a revolu...[break in tapel...not only on the tendency
towards a soft...[break in tapel...which in fact afflicts all
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institutions in bourgeois society, but also from existing
counter-tendencies. He [Mandel] means the autonomy of the

paid full timers of an organization. Among these, the counter-
tendencies are the integration of the revolutionary organiza-
tions into an international movement which is independent of
national organizations, and which constantly keeps a theo-
retical eye on them, not through an apparatus, but through
political criticism. A close involvement in the actual class
struggle, an actual revolutionary struggle that makes possible
the continuous selection of cadres in practice. A systematic
attempt to do away with the division of labor by ensuring a
continuous rotation of personnel between factory and university
and full time party functionaries. Institutional guarantees,
limitations on the income of full timers, defense of the or-
ganization and norms of internal democracy, freedom to form
tendencies, etc., etc. I agree with him 101 percent. It's an
excellent article published in the International Socialist
Review, theoretical journal of the comrades in the United States.

An excellent article, but the only way we can reach that
situation is if we build a democratic centralist revolutionary
International, understand what our duties are, not only as a
national section, but as part of a revolutionary International,
raise funds for the International, inject internationalism
very concretely in the heads and the consciousness of all our
particular comrades so that they understand what is going on
inside the other sections. That is how we will grow, that is
how we will develop, that is how we will build, by having a
revolutionary organization in some countries which is strong
enough to seize state power -- any country. If the comrades
in Bolivia seize state power in six months time -- I'm not
saying at all it's going to happen -- but if they did, if they
seized state power in six months time.in Bolivia can any comrade
doubt the phenomenal impact this would have on the international
Trotskyist movement? On the movement in this country? On the
movement in the United States? Or if the comrades seized state
power in Ceylon, or a country which economically isn't very
important to the destruction of the imperialist system? It
would have a phenomenal impact on the building and the develop-
ment of the Fourth International. And that is why we should
bear this in mind, that is why we should see as our main priority
in this country a building of a stronger revolutionary nucleus
which allows us to intervene in the class struggles which are
taking place, and which will continue to take place. What
strategy have we projected for doing this?

Not simply by propagandistic work. Of course, we carry
on by doing that, but precisely by creating a youth organiza-
tion which is capable of attracting an increasing number of
militants on a political basis. No one's saying that you recruit
low people on a low level and then you manipulate them by making
them into sellers of newspapers. And as our comrade Harry
Wickes (?) pointed out, burning them out. That is the o0ld fashion
of organization -- in both the Stalinist movement and the Trot-
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skyist movement, that's how youth organizations have been or-
ganized. Today they are different tendencies, different milieus,
among young workers who begin to tramscend many of their old,
many segments of their old consciousness, and in the student
movement. This is the way in which we can in fact increase
ourselves, qualitatively and quantitatively, if we are going

to change the balance of forces in this country, and are going
to be able to intervene effectively in the class struggle in
this country. This doesn't mean ~- and some comrades who tend
to do this really deserve to be rapped on the knuckles because
I've been misinterpreted on this before -- this doesn't mean that
we don't do anything now. That we just wait. Of course we carry
on what propaganda we can do, what contact we can make, what
possibilities there are within our limits at the particular
moment within, inside the class struggle. But they aren't very
great. Because comrades who say it's difficult to bring workers
into the IMG, they are correct. It's difficult because the
workers, the advanced workers understand that the CP, despite
its degeneration has some advantages: It has an organization,
it has certain other functions which can help these militants
inside industry. But precisely those comrades who say that
should think more carefully of how you're going to change the
situation.

I say that the way we are going to change it is by moving
very rapidly and very quickly without compromising politically,
to build a mass revolutionary youth organization. I say that
this can be done. I say that the school which the Spartacus
League has organized, comrades, the Spartacus League -- it's
not an IMG school —- the school which the Spartacus League has
organized on the Fourth International shows us the potential
of the Spartacus League, shows us what the Spartacus League
can do, what the Spartacus League will be able to do. And there-
fore I would end by urging comrades here, from both the Spartacus
League and the IMG, to make absolutely sure that the effort
they have put into organizing this school is something minimal
when compared to moving ahead very fast to organize the Spartacus
League conference,; because I tell you this conference is going
to be very vital in a way. It's going to enable us to Judge
precisely how we will be able to intervene in the class struggle
in the coming months, and therefore I would urge comrades to
in fact take the Spartacus League conference extremely seriously,
to end any sort of lackadaisical attitude that they have, and
to ensure that we go from the Fourth International school not
by saying that we've just come to a good school, or we had
some very good discussions on Stalinism, we had some very good
discussions, but going and putting some of the things we have
discussed in a concrete perspective, which in this instance
facing us is the Spartacus League conference, This is of course
on a local level.

To end I will say that the future of the Fourth Inter-
national today, and I think all the old comrades will agree,
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is extremely optimistic. The Brussels conference was a small
sign, not a very big sign, it was a small sign which showed
what our International is capable of doing on a propagandistic
scale. That was an excellent display of propaganda for us.
Let's not get away from it. But if we simply say that this is
what we'll do the next year and the next year after that, and
have it fixed in our minds that we can't do any more, then

I think we won't be getting away from the propagandistic con-
ceptions to enable comrades to move out from simply thinking
that we can mandate propaganda conferences, and moving into

a period where we can begin to organize in a modest way the
vanguard elements in the working-class movement throughout
Western Europe, and hopefully also in the United States itself,
in the near future, because there too you can't say that the
working class is battered. There are some small indications
which cost the American ruling class millions of dollars today,
like the General Motors strike, which show that changes are
beginning to take place.

But we will be able to organize the vanguard left and
we will be able To lay a firm base, a firm base for developing
and building the Fourth International, and that is why we say
that the future of the Fourth International in Europe and in
the semi-colonial world -- because the success, the limited
success even we have in Western Europe will determine in a
large and many many ways the future of our sections in the
colonial world. The opposite, of course, is also true. But
that means that our responsibilities are not only to build our
own section, which is of course the main priority, it is pre-
cisely also to help build the sections in the colonial and
semi-colonial world, and thus lay the basis for a revolutionary
democratic centralist Fourth International which is recognized
by the vanguard layers of the working-class movement as the
only existing International, and as an extremely serious Inter-
national who they can look to in the course of the coming class
struggle.

QUESTIONS AND DISCUSSION.

Moderator: There'll be about ten or fifteen minutes, so first
of all if anybody has any questions which they think will be

generally interesting to everybody, we'll take them first of

all, then we'll take contributions.

Question: unintelligible on tape.

Tariq Ali: I'll repeat the question. The question the comrade
asked is whether . I could say anything about the unity in France.
I'm sorry I didn't mention that, I should have, because it's

a good thing -- between Lutte Ouvriere, the so-called sister
organization of the IS comrades, and the Communist League, the
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French section of the Fourth International. The comrade says
"What do I say about the clause in this protocol which says
that the United Secretariat can't change the orientation of
a section?"

I think the answer to that is to be found unfortunately
in the statutes of the Fourth International, because according
to the statutes of the Fourth International, the United Secre-
tariat, at the time of the reunification in 1963, some of the
powers of the United Secretariat were taken away to enable the
unification process to take place much more smoothly and to
remove any bad feeling on both sides. The majority couldn't
manipulate the minority, etc. These safeguards exist in the
statutes as well, and in fact according to the statutes the
United Secretariat, the United Secretariat can't intervene and
change the orientation of a national section. I think this
is incorrect myself. Because it really is a completely federalist
concept which I've been attacking. And it's not a way, I mean
I think it was necessary to do this at that stage, because
there was factional feeling on both sides, bad blood, etc. I
think this is the time of the past. Despite the political dif-
ferences now. All the sections, all the organizations are mature
enough to elect a responsible and democratic and a strong leader-
ship which acts in a democratic centralist fashion.

The reason why it was necessary to point this out rather
specifically, is precisely because, as you've heard, the comrades
describe earlier in the discussion, that the record of the
Secretariat in connection with the French organization has not
been a very good one. They have intervened and removed an entire
leadership, and of course the Lutte Ouvriere (I0) leaders,
who very naturally know all these things, they weren't after
all secrets, wanted specific safeguards. But I would argue
very strongly that at the next world congress, when we discuss
this whole question of statutes, we take this out from the
statutes. There aren't any, they are only temporary statutes,
to be agreed to by the world congress; they will be amended.

But it's an absolutely absurd situation. What's the point of
having a United Secretariat in that sense if you don't give

it any political power, it simply becomes a talk shop. And

I think we have to fight for this very, very clearly. But they
can't change the orientation of the British section either. The
only body which can do that is the IEC.

However, it points out that Lutte Ouvriere has accepted
the first -- that they have —- what it means is it's an
annoying problem. But it means that this is after all, this
protocol is Jjust an agreement to unite. It's not an actual
unification. It's Jjust the first step. But even according to
this what it means is that the only body which can determine
whether or not a group is inside the Fourth International or
outside the Fourth International is the world congress. That's
what it means. It's not the IEC or the United Secretariat,
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which means that if, by some chance, the IO had a majority and
the Soviet Union launched an attack on China, and the Fourth
International called for a defense of China and IO defended
the workers state in the Soviet Union, in Paris the United
Secretariat wouldn't be able to take disciplinary action. The
world congress would be able to take that up, and you would
have to call a world congress.

But T mean I agree and understand perfectly the feeling
of the comrades on this question, and I can assure you that
we have conveyed our sentiments in no uncertain terms to both
the comrades of the Communist League who after all themselves
are involved in this matter and understand, and also to Comrade
Pierre Frank -- but maybe Pierre would like to say something.

Alan . Harris: It seems obvious to me that there are a number
of comrades in the leadership of the IMG who are raising some
very serious grievances against the Socialist Workers Party,
which is not a section of the Fourth International, but a part
of it. Not formally a section.

From discussing this weekend, listening to reports, it's
obvious that there are a whole series of grievances, some of
them are quite serious, some not so serious. It seems to me
that as Comrade ————- says they are duty bound to put down
their ideas in writing, and submit them for pre-conference
discussion to the world congress. Because if we take them at
face value, the future of the Fourth International is at stake
here. That's what comrades are sagying. That, in the main, in
the center of world imperialism, the United States, the section
has somehow gone wrong, it's weak, got all kinds of errors
built into it, and we aren't sure where it's going to end up.

It seems to me that if you hold those views you're duty
bound to put your ideas down in writing so there can be a
fraternal and frank discussion, and we know exactly what we
are discussing. I think now if comrades hold these views, then
they are duty bound not Jjust to speak about them verbally, but to
put them down in writing so that the sections of the Fourth
International can consider them.

Tariq Ali: Yeah. Very briefly, I'll speak....lLet Johnston speak
first, I'1l just say one word. [the following contribution is
omitted from the transcript because of extremely strong accent,
hard to understand -- on Barry's suggestion]

Pierre Frank: I will give some information to (interrupted by
moderator, who says: "Very briefly, because we've got to be

out of here in two minutes")...[unintelligiblel...that is the
roots of the working-class composition of Lutte Ouvriere. Their
composition, which is the identical to ours [break in tapel

Tariq Ali: There is a slight difference in emphasis between
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Comrade Pierre and myself. I think we are too lax in our inter-
national organization, I think that we have to definitely change
the situation.

Concerning Comrade Alan and the points he's raised. 1
think it's wrong as he says to say that we have a hostility
or a resentment against the comrades of the Socialist Workers
Party. (A. Harris:I didn't say that; I said you had a series
of criticisms, those were my exact words.) No, you didn't.
Grievances, Grievances. Well, we shouldn't speak in psychological
terms like grievances and such. There are political differences.
We haven't got grievances. We've got some political differences
with the comrades of the Socialist Workers Party, and we don't
believe in discussing these differences only on the level of
leadership, because these differences also exist in the Inter-
national. It's precisely what we want to do is to enable every
rank and file member in our organization to understand these
differences, and to be able to participate in the discussion
which takes place around these differences. One thing -- I
repeat -- that we will not do, whatever the comrades in North
America do, is that, on paper, we will of course write documents
on our position, but internally, inside the International.
In our public press we will never, and I repeat as long as we
are in one organization, and I think we will remain in one
organization, let there be no doubt about that, we will never
attack the comrades of the SWP or the comrades of the League
for Socialist Action in Canada publicly, openly. That's delib-
erately flouting democratic centralism, even if the International
isn't organized in a democratic centralist way. That's delib-
erately encouraging the right to federalism. That makes it
completely ludicrous in front of the other revolutionary ten-
dencies, when they read attacks on us in papers, public papers
belonging to other sections of the International. That is a
complaint we have, and it's a complaint we made at the United
Secretariat. We've made it to the American comrades. That this
is something that we don't like, which we are opposed to, and
it's a complaint we will also make at the next world congress.
Because we don't believe that organizations belonging to the
same International should attack each other openly in their
press. This is something not -- it's something completely alien
to us.

But, having said that, let me reassure Comrade Alan -
and make our position absolutely clear that in public we defend
the position of our American comrades in their struggle with
the other tendencies, in their struggle with some, in fact,
real ultraleftists, and not the imaginary ultraleftists they
see in the European sections; in their struggle against the
Stalinists; in their struggle against the Maoists. We always
defend their positions. I've defended them in Canada myself
when I spoke for the Canadian organization. We will defend them
here, we will even defend them against these ultralefts and
against the sectarians in our press. And on that there's ab-
solutely no question about it. The only thing we ask -- and
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it's not, after all, all that big a thing to ask, is that the
American comrades do the same. Because what we want to do is

to get away from this conception of not having -- I agree with
Pierre that you can't have an International without state power.
There's a qualification he should have added, which is you
can't have an International which is democratic centralist in

the same way as a national organization -- no, there will be
some differences, of course. Not geographical differences,
because you can, once the colonial sections -- you have an

Agian bureau of the United Secretariat, you have an African
bureau, you have a Latin American bureau of the United Secretariat,
based in those countries. That's no problem.

But of course there will be other differences, but this
is what we should be consciously moving to, instead of making
moves which in fact go away from that. At the end I'd Just
like to say something on a different plane. T think all the
comrades will agree in congratulating the comrades of the
Spartacus League, as a rank and file member of the Spartacus
League (laughter) I certainly congratulate the comrades, in
particular Comrade Dave Kendall, who after all has spent a
great deal of time and energy and patience in organizing this
school and in seeing that this school was successful, and as
I said before, it's an extremely good indication of the way
that the Spartacus League is developing, of the way it could
develop, and I stress again that it's extremely important
that we make it a priority, both the IMG comrades and the
Spartacus League comrades, to see that the Spartacus League
conference is a political success, that it represents a quali-
tative turning point in the development of our organization,
of our group in this particular country, and that when we go
back from this meeting, we go back with one iRe2n 'til this
conference is over: to devote our political energies to building
the conference and to making it extremely successful.

Now there are a few announcements.
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I asked the French representative what he considered the
most important differences. He answered: they fall into three
categories. 1) Circumstantial and episodic, like relations with
student movement; 2) differences due to our different situations,
like the Mideast; and 3) serious differencesy like Latin
American strategy which involves immediate revolutionary action
by our sections. The disagreements over the nature of the
British Labour Party were also very deep.

Upon probing, here were his views on the Social Democratic
formations. Wilson's BLP is an imperialist patrty defending
capitalist interests. He could not say when it changed its class
character which enabled Lenin ahd Trotsky to advise critical
support; it is not necessary to specify the exact turning point.
The decisive class difference between the BLP and the French CP
was not the connection of the latter with Moscow but the connec-
tion with the workers. The BLP does not have the same kind of
base in the working class as the French CP which has cells in
most factories. (He volunteered that the Italian CP does not
have factory cells.)

Mollett's SP turned imperialist at the time of the Algerian
colonial war. The fact that the French CP likewise supported
it at first is not significant. He would not support the slogan
of CP, SP, the trade unions to power.

Brandt's SD Party is also imperialist and cannot be supported.
They have not yet worked out a theory about the nature of the
Social Democratic formations as such but apparently judge from
case to case. He does not know about the Canadian New Democratic
Party. His position is shared by the majority of the League
leadership and the majority of the German section.

The current axis of the class struggle in Britain is in
the factories and unions, not in the electoral field. Suppose,
I asked, the proletarian offensive is so powerful it brings
down the Tory government and leads to a new national election:
what would be your political proposals? He couldn't say but
wouldn't vote for Wilson's party.

We have never been able to find out what happened to the
Italian section, I said. This is his explanation. The Italian
comrades pursued the same line as in France and Belgium
but, after recruiting about a thousand young people, they did
not have enough authoritative older cadres to educate, direct
and hold them. So they were lost to the Maoist-spontaneists.

In Belgium the condition of the section in the French-
speaking area (Brussels) is very bad, full of personal bickering.
It is much better in the Flemish area. He said a problem is
that in Belgium and in other sections in Europe there is a
tendency to try to be just carbon copies of the League, which
is not always appropriate.
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One interesting sidelight is that Germain, Frank and
Livio were hardly mentioned throughout the discussion. It was
like a power-to-power parley.

He urged again that we send over spokesmen to explain
our views to the French comrades. He offered us the opportunity
to send someone (or more than one) to tour all the local branches
of the League, explaining our position on the international
differences. It would be bad to divide the movement into two
spheres: Western Europe and North America, Australia, New
Zealand.

He inquired about my apprisal of the differences. I put
first one he hadn't mentioned: organizational reprisals which
could becloud and divert the discussion we both said was
desirable. You mean, Moreno, he said. Not only that, but England.
And this goes for both sides of the dispute since we do not
control the actions of everyone in the minority.

I said we don't want a repetition of 1953 but an inadvertent
organizational misstep could precipitate a very bad situation.

On the Mideast, he did not appear concerned about the
problem of self-determination but rather with the attitude to
take toward the different guerrilla groups. They think most
highly of the Popular Democratic Front and are most leery of
Fateh because of its relations with the Arab regimes. He
attributed our more reserved and uncommitted stand to the fact
that they are more closely in touch with the diverse participants
while we here in the U.S. are in a different situation and more
removed from the scene of action.

On the question of self-determination for the Israeli Jews,
he was vague in his dismissal of this question. He didn't
discuss it as a matter of principles, but as a demand that
was utopian, couldn't be implemented by any process of the
revolution that he could foresee, rather than being incorrect
in principle.

He considered our Mideast document as "low-level,"
reflecting what he thought was our just beginning to get
involved with this issue. That we put all our thrust on supporting
those forces that fight imperialism was, he implied, a sort of
defensive reaction because we are in the imperialist stronghold.
But in the course of working with Arab students and workers,
you have to be able to speak to a whole range of questions
regarding revolutionary strategy for the Palestinian liberation
movement.

He does not know whether the merger with Lutte Ouvriere
will go through but thinks the League will come out the gainer
in either event since they now have access to the 10 forces.
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I asked why Lambert's group maintains its strength. He
attributed it mainly to their organizational expertise.

He said the IMG is doing well and recruiting; he had no
criticisms of their course.

He remarked that it was surprising to them that so strong
a Trotskyist movement was being built in the stronghold of
imperialism.

I pointed out another difference between us which it
was impossible to resolve by discussion and documents alone:
different conceptions on how to build a Leninist party, even
though we agreed in principle on the need to build them.



