New York, N.Y.
December 15, 1973

To the Steering Committee of the Leninist-Trotskyist Faction

Dear Comrades,
Enclosed in this mailing are the following items:

1. A report by Stateman on the November 23-25 convention of
the Japanese section,

2. A letter from Dumas in France, plus the platform of
the newly formed "Against the Stream" tendency in France. Some
of the other documents mentioned in this platform are currently
being translated and will be printed as soon as possible,

5« A statement by the Compass Tendency in Germany, outlin-
ing what a vote for their tendency means.

4, A letter from the leadership of the Compass Tendency
to the United Secretariat, calling attention to the fact that
Pierre Frank and members of the IEC Majority Tendency have been
conducting discussions with opponents of the GIM, without even
informing the elected leadership bodies of the section.

5. Three documents relating to the tendency struggle in-
side the Basque ETA VI, This culminated recently in the expul-
sion of supporters of the Leninist-Trotskyist Faction from ETA
VI, because they demanded the right to maintain an organized
tendency. An introductory note to these documents explains in
more detail the evolution of the situation in Spain.

6. An exchange of letters between comrade Kailas Chandra
in India and comrade Gus Horowitz, concerning the IEC Majority
draft political resolution.

At the convention of the Communist League of India, held
the first weekend in December, the overwhelming majority of
delegates supported the positions of the Leninist-Trotskyist
Faction. According to a report from Stateman, who attended
the convention, on Latin America the vote was 16 for our bal-
ance sheet, 2 for the IEC majority, © abstentions or not voting.
Of the delegates who spoke during the discussion, 18 said they
were politically with the LTF. Of these, 13 joined the LTF
at the convention, 5 (including Kailas Chandra) decided not to
Join the faction. Two other delegates said they were neutral,
and 2 were for the IEC majority.

The two delegates supporting the IEC majority are probably
the only two members of the section with those views.

Comradely,
Mary-~Alice



INITIAL REPORT ON JAPANESE CONVENTION ... 23-25, 1973
by Stateman

lMembership: There are 225 members in the section, 106 in
the Tokyo region, 56 in the Sendai region, 50 in the Osaka re-
gion, 7 in the southern island of Kyushu, and 6 in Okinawa.

The format was presentations by Sakai, for the Japanese
Political Bureau, Tariq for the IEC Majority, and myself for
the LTF and Secretariat minority -- on each point before the
world congress.

The IEC Majority document on Europe has been translated and
circulated for some time, as well as Mary-Alice's criticism. The
documents on Latin America, including the Balance-Sheet, were
out only a week before the convention. Delegates were elected
not on the basis of votes for the opposing international resolu-
tions or the resolutions of the Political Bureau.

Only delegate s were present, a total of 43,

The first point was on Europe. Sakai outlined the PB reso-
lution. The main points he made were: (1) The PB supports the
general characterization of the coming prerevolutionary situa-
tion in Europe contained in the IEC Majority document. (2) This
puts dual power and the self-defense of the working class on
the agenda -- tasks which cannot be separated from party build-
ing. The minority doesn't understand the objective situation,
and therefore doesn't understand these tasks and line (dual
power and arming of the working class) as immediate perspec-
tives. (3) The PB supports the document on the new mass vanguard.
(4) This vanguard is radicalizing young workers, and represents
a new stage in the youth radicalization.

But the PB has some criticisms. The document doesn't base
itself on the perspective of the Socialist United States of
Europe. It should analyze Europe as a whole, and make clear the
perspective of the socialist revolution in Europe. It has no
analysis of the trends towards capitalist integration, e.g.,
the EEC, and the relation of Europe to the colonial countries
such as Ireland. The document should be more clear on and have
analysis of European revolution as a whole, integrating analysis
of contradictions and different situations in the different
countries. Problems of Ireland, Spain, for example, are not
dealt with, and our specific tasks in relation to such problems
are not dealt with.

The slogan of United Socialist States of Europe should
become more than propaganda.

The document's line is building sections on the basis of
the perspective of dual power country by country. This can
leave room for empiricism, since other tasks (women, youth,
etc.) are not integrated into the program. It should concentrate
on the idea that the purpose of the party is to be an instru-
ment to lead to the taking of power, not just the building of
dual power,

We should build youth organizations to reach the young
workers. Has differences on the balance sheet of entryism.
Supports the "three tactics" part of the document, however. A
section should be added on the historical development of Euro-
pean imperialism since 1939,

Tariq gave a weak presentation, as if he wasn't much in-
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terested. Comrades later said I "took advantage" of him by
going second. At any rate, there was no overt support for the
minority position in the discussion that followed. The follow-
ing is a sampling of remarks made in the discussion, with the
comrade's city indicated:

Extreme north, in Sendail region: had no discussion in ranks,
only in city bureau. Had some criticisms of deriving dual power
line from general considerations.

Sendai: supports PB analysis of critical support to Euro-
Pean document,

Akita (in Sendai region): haven't discussed.

Another comrade: thinks both sides are empiricist a bit.
Wents to know what the SWP does, what the SWP minority is doing
in the working class.

Tokyo: We have had similar experiences to those of Euro-
pean sections and feel sympathy with them and with the docu=-
ment. gThis idea was repeated over and over by different com-
rades.

Osaka: We had general meeting to discuss. Split in Inter-
national should be avoided. No one supported the minority.

Kyushu: European document should be supported as a start-
ing point. Mary-Alice's criticism is based on pre~Ninth World
Congress method.

Sendai: Analysis on dual power is OK, but relation between
vanguard and mass not clear in European resolution.

Sakai: Tariq explained that dual power line comes from
objective situation. Stateman does not follow the logic of his
own admission that objective situation can produce big strug-
zles. Mass vanguard and question of power is the central ques-
tion. In Japan, will have the most extreme movement of new mass
vanguard.

Another comrade: Agrees on dual power and workers control
line, but thinks that Tariq is somewhat spontaneist. Stateman
cays that Tariq is economist, but SWP is economist because it
doesn't pose the problem of power.

Nishiyama (member of PB): SWP opposition to the European
document shows the character of the SWP. This was the basis of
the Cannon-Pablo debate. SWP just stands on general Trotskyist
rositions.,

Myvamoto (Osaka leader): Minority thinks we must leave open
rnore possibilities (concerning objective situation). Also, thinks
that workers control is only part of transitional program, while
the majority concentrates on this point. Minority has a general
character, while majority concentrates on specific activity.
Agrees with majority. We should educate and prepare our activists
for the struggle in the near future. SWP poses dual power as
only one among other possibilities. How to prepare for coming
confrontation? What Stateman says is correct in gemeral, like
Nishi [abstract, general principles]. So he supports majority
and opposes minority.

. Tokyo: Agrees with Nishiama on method [Cannon vs. Pablo].
Minority is in opposition to Japanese section's thinking. But
najority document is present orientation, not how to build party.
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Nishyama: SWP stands on gengral [abstract, generall] Trot-—
skyist positions. Experience of Yapaiaese section confirms posi-
tion of European document. SWP position is grounded in history
of SWP and we have to find out more about that. But it would be
sufficient to talk of radicalized layers, not "new mass vanguard."

Sakai: The basic problem is that all struggles, strikes,
etc., now objectively pose dual power, pose the question of
power. That is the central problem.

The Transitional Program is a program for power, and can
only utilize it in situation when power is posed, not in the
general day-to-day struggles. The European document itself is
wrong on this question.

Agrees with European document on importance of new mass
vanguard. But still have to criticize from the standpoint of
party building because document is weak on program.

[Has a suspicion that the idea Tariq presented on the need
for the International to write a document about what kind of
socialism we want contains "structural reform" ideas. This was
said by my translator, not Sakai.l]

On Latin America

Sakai: Ninth World Congress resolution said that city up-
risings are unlikely. It underestimated city struggle. It con-
tained a guerrilla war deviation. Armed struggle must be linked
to the masses,

The present majority position is correct but is a 180° turn
from the Ninth World Congress.

The minority correctly criticized guerrilla war but not
sufficient on armed struggle.

Quotes resolution of POR in 1969, Says this raised slogans
for mass movement and for armed struggle, but these were not
related or connected.

Armed struggle should be based on mass struggle.

Real record of POR, line of POR, was an obstacle during
the rise of the mass struggle. Responsibility for this lies
with the Ninth World Congress, not the POR. While the POR
changed its line in 1971, this didn't leave enough time before
the coup to apply ite

Quotes resolution of PRT (Combatiente). Basic line is
Cuban~type people's war. PRT was dissolved into ERP, PRT
couldn't intervene in mmss city struggles. The majority of the
United Secretariat started to criticize PRT, then Santucho
split. Majority admits mistakes of PRT. Basis of errors is
one-sided approach to armed struggle. Majority admits this.

International has responsibility to make a clear history
of Argentine Trotskyism.

The PRT (Verdad) avoids concrete question of power, dual
power and arming of the massese.

The PRT (Verdad) has a left-pacifist position. Its elec-
tion campaign was left-pacifist.

Minority position stresses method of Transitional Program,
but real character of minority is to avoid central question of
power.
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We have to learn from Lenin's 1905 experience., IEC should
work on a program for Argentina and regroup splits from PRT,
I'STy into a new section,

I won't go into discussion because there wasn't much. Most
was questions. Many hostile questions about the PST. Also ques-
tions to Tariq about does his new position mean a change in
line. Tariq finally said that there are differences in the major-
ity over that. He also said that the Ninth World Congress made
mistakes on guerrilla war, but stands on new position (Statement
on Armed Struggle in Latin America by IEC Majority).

Sakai summarized that as on European discussion, majority
is more correct because it is trying to orient towards coming
confrontationse.

Sakai on organization resolution from PB:

1) At the Ninth World Congress, new generation represented
in Canadian, SWP and French sections. French CL couldn't parti-
cipate fully.

2) After the Ninth World Congress, new turn and leap made.
Now main force in the International is the new generation.

3) Main significance of the Tenth World Congress is that
the new generation meets to discuss. This will be the first
time that the Japanese section sends a delegate and participates.

4) Must have a thorough discussion of all political ques-
tions before the International.

5) At the Tenth World Congress these questions cannot be
settled easily.

6) The congress should make clear who is the majority and
apply democratic centralism.,.

7) He reads 10 points. Japanese section supports the 10
points.

8) Thinks that discussion after the world congress should
be public on the political questions -- would help us grow.

In response to a question, indicated that Japanese section
would continue its own tramslation of documents and discussion
on Europe and Latin America although these are closed for
international bulletin.

Tarig made these points:
1) Tries to blame any split on us for forming a faction.

2) Points to Canadian section. Says crisis is a result of
the Canadian section's not having recruited group who supports
IEC Majority. This violates spirit of 10 points.

3) No such thing as the "secret faction."
4) Exclusion of IT from SWP National Committee very bad.

5) Says they will not expel the PST, although he doesn't
think it should be made the section. And, will not "play games"
by saying that PST doesn't represent the sympathizing group.
Characterised PST as "centrist."
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There was no discussion on the political resolution before
the convention. The night before the PB drew up the following:

1) Agreement with general analysis o Europe, loss of
hegemony by American imperialism, analysis of workers states.

2) Criticisms of the resolution:

a) fails to analyze the victory of the Vietnamese
revolution, and its meaning for world revolution;

b) fails to analyze impact of crisis of bureaucracy in
USSR on world situation.

They have some amendmentse.

Tariq didn't speak. I had time only to quickly discuss the
detente and Chile. The PB reporter agreed with me on the popular
front character of the Allende regime,

Votes: unanimous on PB reports omn everything, except one
abstention on Europe.

The above is from notes and I have included only or mainly
what the Japanese said.



Le 6,/XII1/1973
Dear Mary-Alice,

1) I was very sorry indeed to have been unable to meet
you when you were in Parisce.. I tried but it appeared really
it was not possible to manage. Please, next time you know
you're coming, send a note or a telegramc..

2) As you have seen, no doubt by discussing with the two
French comrades, Krasno and Reiner, things are beginning to
change inside the French section. We decided to create a ten-
dency on the subject of the international debate which consti-
tutes a traumatism for everybody: for us first! TFor the whole
organisation: It will be very difficult, given the backward-
ness of the French comrades about the problems of the 4th Inter-
national, but it is on the whole positive to have begun such a
battle. I can't comment too long in this letter.

3) You have received, I suppose:

~— The two documents by Kompass: Europe and Amerique
Latine; yes, I received this last one in English.

-- One 80 pages typewritten document on Europe and a plat-
form of the Marxista-revolucionaria Tendency in Italie. (We
can send you the address if you have nothing from them, which
would surprise me.)

-~ One first document by our tendency in France: "Contre
le Courant."”

L1t

-- the November 17/18 "communiqué" -- Frankfort.
4) We shall have next week one whole bulletin composed of:

-- A préambule sur les documents de la tendance "Contre
le Courant";

-— Plate-forme de la tendance (enclosed here)
-- Frankfort communiqué.

-- Dumas/lesage: "En avant vers une troisiéme tendance
internationale au sein de la IVe Internationale."

If the SWP was to decide to tramnslate and publish those
documents for its International Information Bulletin as you
did for the first declaration by Marcel (Belgium) and Kompass,
may I suggest that they should be put if possible in the same
bulletin and in the following order (it seems to me more com-—
prehensible than what will be done here!):

a) Frankfort

b) Preambule

c) Plate-forme

d) Dumas/Lesage

e) "Contre le Courant” -- Krasno, Reiner...
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Another good idea would be to hzve the German and the
Italian document on Europe in the same bulletin as the French
one signed by Eleanore, Samuel; ¢ice., who wrote a fascinating
document about the "new large vanguard,"” but unfortunately did
not make up their mind to join us in the tendency...

That's all for to-night. The demonstration of the general
strike was exhausting to-day: 9"-30 -- 16"30! And I know, I
can't say everything in this letter. I know I should explain
how we see the differences between us and the LTF...too long!
Let's discuss them next time.

Very fraternally,

Dumas

cc: (Secretariat de la Tendance CLC)

But this was not an "official" letter!



Platform of the 'Against the Streem? Ta?icnqy_[France]

(I) The comrades who have sigrced below have joined to-
gether after having discussed the »zlitical reasons that make
it impossible for them to affiliate with either of the two inter-
national tendencies formed following the December 1972 Interna-
tional Executive Committee meeting.

The debate carried out in the Fourth International over
the last four years leads to the following conclusions:

(a) The IEC majority bases the perspectives and tasks of
revolutionary Marxists on a mechanistic analysis of the period,
on an analysis that stakes almost everything one-sidedly on a
deepening of the aspects of the crisis of the imperialist sys-
tem, on the "irrepressible rise" of struggles in the three
sectors of the world revolution; on an analysis that idealizes
the character and political function of the "new broad vanguards";
all of which finally leads to an underestimation of the specific
tasks of building a revolutionary Marxist workers party with
mass influence.

(b) In the process of making certain principled and ab-
stract criticisms of the majority's political line, the LTF
(Leninist-Trotskyist Faction) avoids a series of fundamental
problems that revolutionary Marxists must integrate into their
strategy; this is the case for the question of preparation for
armed struggle on the part of the vanguard.

(II) Given these circumstances, the comrades who have signed
below refuse to accept the way the debate has been organized
since the Ninth World Congress; they also refuse to accept any
responsibility for either the dead end to which it has led the
Fourth International, or for the split dynamic it involves. It
should be acknowledged that the Fourth International is composed
of tendencies proposing different orientations that do not go
beyond the framework of revolutionary Marxism, which in our
opinion is the framework in which the two present tendencies
are situated. Only the political education of the cadres and
the membership, along with the application of the Bolshevik
tradition of democratic centralism, will permit the political
homogenization of the members and sections of the Fourth Inter-
national that is indispensable to its functioning and transfor-
mation,

(III) Given the poor conditions for preparation of the
world congress -- and in spite of them -- the comrades who have
signed below have decided that it is absolutely necessary to
form an organized tendency and to refuse to accept being limited
to written contributions to a debate that would thus remain a
monopoly of the two international tendencies. For these com-
rades, the Tenth World Congress is only a first step toward
the formation of a third international tendency -- a tendency
for which the objective need is already clearly felt, and for
which the initial nuclei already existe.

(IV) The Against the Stream Tendency is based on the gen-
eral line of the following documents:

-- "Against the Stream," by Krasno, Reiner, and Lemalouf;
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-— "Forward with the Building of a Third Tendency in the
Fourth International," by Dumas and Lesage;
-— The November 18 Frankfort "Communique."

In our opinion, there are other documents that in large
part parallel the theses set forth by the Against the Stream
Tendency:

-~ The counterresolution on Latin America by the Compass
Tendency in the German section;

-- The amendments to the European document by the same
comrades;

~-"New Vanguards or Building the Revolutionary Party," a
contribution to the debate by Comrades Eleonor, Lesueur, Nemo,
Roc, and Varlet.

Signers: Lemalouf, Lesage, Dumas; Reiner, Krasno, Letourneau,
Marla J.R., Decampe, Manuel, Rose.

December 1973



TRANSLATION TRANSTATION TRANSTATION TRANSTATION
Compass Tendency in the GIM Frankfurt, Nov. 11, 1973
To all Groups and Supporters of the GIM:

The following are the positions of the Compass tendency on the
questions at issue at the Tenth World Congress (Fourth Since
Reunification). They are presented for a vote in the branches of
the GIM during the pre-world congress discussion period.

1. European Document

For the Compass draft resolution for changes in the European per-
spectives document as presented and motivated in International
Internal Discussion Bulletin Vol. X, No. 10,

For the necessity of deciding upon an EPD at the world congress
as a general perspective for capitalist Europe. Against the po-
sition that no general perspectives document for capitalist Eur-
ope should be decided on.

2. Latin America Orientation

For the Compass tendency's draft resolution "On the Orientation of
the Fourth International in Latin America" as presented in IIDB
Vol X, No. 22.

Against the draft resolution of the IEC Majority Tendency "On
E%e Question of Armed Struggle in Latin America," IIDB Vol. X,
0. 20,

This first-mentioned draft resolution summarizes the Compass
tendency's position on the controversy over Latin America in the
International. For this reason we are not submitting a separate
document on Argentina and Bolivia, because, first of all, we
believe that these points in the discussion are subordinated to
the general orientation, and second of all, because we are not in
a position, nor do we feel that it makes sense, to add our own
views to the "battle of factd'over the Bolivian and Argentinian
experience,

Therefore we are supporting the position on Argentina and Bolivia
that is most acceptable to us.

3. Bolivia

For the analysis and evaluation of the Bolivian developments set
forth in sections 1-7 and section 9, paragraphs 1-4 of the IEC
Majority Tendency's draft resolution "Bolivia -- Results and Per-
spectives" (IIDB Vol. X, No. 6.)

Against the general line of this draft resolution "Bolivia--
esults and Perspectives" since this is a reaffirmation and reen-
forcement of guerrilla orientation, which we regard as incorrect
(on this point, see especially IRB np. 7, p. 15) [We haven't
received this bulletin in New York yetl.

For the general line of Part II ("The Lessons of Bolivia") of the
TEC Minority Tendency draft resolution "Argentina and Bolivia —-
the Balance Sheet" (IIDB Vol. X, No. 1). If a vote is taken on
anything beyond the general line of the text, we will abstain.

"The Lessons of Bolivia" unlike "Bolivia ~- Results and Perspec-~
tives" offers no thorough general analysis but basically limits
itself to dealing with the orientation and practice of the POR
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(Combate). We agree with the assessmaent that the Latin America
line of the Ninth World Congress lecd Uhe POR to an incorrect or-
ientation. However, there are a whcl: number of details in the
discussion on the facts that are disputed. Moreover, in our
opinion, a whole series of points such as the assessment of the
Popular Assembly need more precise discussion, and above all,

it seems to us that the document is overly limited to a critique
of the POR(C) and contributes too little to the formulation of an
alternative line, including a correct conception of military worlk.
(On this point, c.f. section 3C of the Compass resolution in

IIDB Vol. X, No. 22.) Therefore we will only vote for the general
line.

4, Argentina

Against the IEC Majority Tendency draft resolution "Perspectives
for the Revolutionary Struggle in Argentina." This resolution
contains valuable elements of an analysis in its first ten sec-
tions, elements that can be adopted in a new overall document.
However, in contrast to the Bolivia resolution of the IEC major-
ity, this analysis is combined with attempts at justifying the in-
correct orientation adopted in Argentina in such a way that we
cannot vote for even part of it.

For the general line of "The ILesson of Argentinz" (Part III of the
c¢raft resolution "Argentina and Bolivia -- the Balance Sheet."

If a vote is taken on the literal content of this document we

will abstain.

A number od elements of general analysis are lacking in this
draft resolution. In this respect the majority resolution is
partially superior to it. However, in contrast to "The Lesson
of Bolivia," "The Lesson of Argentina" contains a thorough ana-
lysis of the period treated (since 1969), an analysis we agree
with in its broad outlines. This analysis has to do with the
assessment of the development of the class struggle and the politics
of the PRT/ERP. Once again the draft resolution is in its presenta-
tion of an a2lternative line, and once again it avoids going into the
problens of party military work. Possibly the authors take as
their point of departure the tacit assumption that the PST is
the alternative and nothing more need be added. For these reasons,
and once again because in a number of details the facts are con-
tested (e.g., "How the ERP Flag Got on the Coffin") -~ only a
vote for the general line.

5. Recognition of the PST as the Section

At the Ninth World Congress the PRT (Combatiente) was re-
cognized as the section purely for reasons of numerical size --
because it was in the majority after the 1968 split. Comrade
Maitan acknowledges this as the only possible criterion in such a
cas ("Let's Keep to the Issues, Let's Avoid Diversions!").
~ That is, if the then PRT (Verdad), the present PST, had been
in the majority at that time, it would now be the section. In
the meantime, the PRT (Combatiente), the PRT/ERP, has left the
Internationsl. If we go back to the 1968 split and the criteria
established then, nothing can stand in the way of recognizing the
PST as the section. This is not a case of recognizing a completely
new section -- in such a case according to Comrade Maitan (op. cit.)
the political criterion would be primary -- rather it is a matter
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of recognizing an organization that was already recognized as a

sympathizing group at the Ninth Woxrld Congress and was not
recognized as the section solely for reasons of numerical size.

Up till now, we have been able to conduct only a few discus-
s¥ns with the comrades of the PST. Our impression is, however,
that we have differences with the PST on a number of questions.
One question is that of the parallel military apparatus. At the
same time, we maintain that these differences are in no way lar-
ger or qualitatively distinguishable from differences we have with
other sections -- without our contesting their status as sec-
tions in any way. Therefore:

For the recognition of the PST, sympathizing group of the Fourth
Infernational, as the Argentine section of the Fourth International.

These five points of the platform of the Compass tendency in the
GIM were unanimously agreed upon in the Compass tendency member-
ship meeting in Frankfurt on October 27, 1973.



Compass Tendency in the GIM November 28, 1973

To:
The United Secretariat of the Fourth International

cc: Pierre Frank
Joe Hansen
Political Bureau of the GIM

Dear Comrades,

At its November 24, 1973, meeting, the CC of the GIM dealt
at length with the regroupment tendencies in the Trotskyist
organizations in West Germany outside the Fourth International,
which formed out of the 1969 split in the German organization.

It decided to seek organized discussions with these groupings.

In particular it decided to immediately seek discussions with the
minority of the former KJO Spartacus, which broke from the KJO
Spartacus about three weeks ago and is now vigorously seeking
discussions with the GIM. On this occassion a few members of the
CC of the GIM supported the view that this grouping could quickly
be brought close to the GIM.

In fact, even before this CC meeting and before these decis~-
ions were made, an organized discussion with this grouping took
place, although not with the Fourth International and the GIM as
a whole, but rather with a tendency in the Fourth International
and a tendency in the GIM. On the occassion of Comrade Pierre
Frank's visit to the Berlin GIM group, where he spoke as a rep~
resentative of the IEC Majority Tendency in the international
discussion, a candid discussion took place with the Berlin sec-
tion of this grouping that split with Spartacus, in which besides
Pierre Frank (IMT) a number of comrades in the "Internationalist
Tendency" of the GIM (supporters of the IMT within the GIM) took
part, among them CC members of the GIM who belong to the IT (and
the IMI')., The CC, the PB, and the organizational secretary of
the GIM were not informed about the discussion that had taken
place at its November 24 meeting. The CC accepted this report
without taking a position.

Our tendency welcomes the attention that the CC of the GINM
is paying to this regroupment process, a process that may have
positive results for us., Further we gather from the report on
this discussion that was given by IT comrades in the CC that these
comrades who have split from KJO Spartacus expressed their under-
standable desire to become acquainted with the positions of all
tendencies in the GIM. There is no majority tendency in the GIM
at the present time. Since the Fourth International does not
recognize different rights or conditions for different tendencies,
our tendency, of course, claims the right that the IMT and the IT
have already exercized for themselves. Therefore, we too will
conduct our own discussions with this grouping insofar as it
desires to have such discussions with us. This does not contra-
dict our readiness to take part in GIM "tendency parity" dis-
cussions with this grouping. We welcome such discussions and
hope that they will soon come about. What is at issue here is,
rather, a normal consequence of our equal rights with the IT as
a tendency, as well as our interest in seeing that the former
Spartacus comrades do not get a one-sided picture if the discus-
Ssions with them have already been taken up on the tendency level.

Herbert Obenland The Steering Committee
© Frankfurt, Nordenstrasse 30 Albert - Juan - Karl




Introductory Note

The attached documents relatc to the tendency struggle
during the last year between pro-1CR (En Marcha) and pro-IC
(Encrucijada) factions in the Basque Nationalist Organization
ETA VI (FEuzkadi ta Azkatasuma -- Basque Nation and Freedom).

Included are:

l. A letter to the United Secretariat from the Communist
League (formerly Encrucijada).

2. A letter to the United Secretariat from members of the
Leninist-Trotskyist Tendency (pro-IC) in Eta VI who have been
expelled from ETA VI,

3, Two letters to the United Secretariat from the (pro-
ICR) ETA VI leadership.

During 1972 (that is, prior to the split in the ILCR,
the Spanish sympathizing organization) the LCR had won influence
in a left wing of ETA that was moving toward Marxism. In the
fall of 1972 at the Sixth Assembly (national congress) of ETA,
there was a split., Two organizations resulted. One, calling
itself ETA V, is a nationalist-terrorist organization. The
other was a centrist grouping which included Trotskyists and
called itself ETA VI (the "VI" refers to the Sixth Assembly).
Later, a large centrist grouping, nearly half of the organiza-
tion, calling itself ETA (lMino) f"Minority"] split from ETA VI.

What remained of ETA VI, under the leadership of pro-
LCR elements, conducted a discussion on the gquestion of join-
ing the Fourth International and fusing with the Spanish Trot-
skyists, Meanwhile, the debate in the LCR between the En
Marcha and Encrucijada tendencies had ended in a split. Both
tendencies, however, appeared in ETA VI in the summer of 1973
and ghe debate continued up to the Seventh Assembly in the fall
of 1973,

One and a half months prior to the Seventh Assembly, the
pro-ICR (En Marcha) leadership demanded that members supporting
one or another tendency declare themselves in order to deter-
mine the size of tendency delegations. Claiming that undecided
members were somehow less serious or important than those who
declared for a tendency, the leadership also decided to give
many more votes to members belonging to a tendency than to non-
aligned members (this was later modified to one vote for
every 3 members in a tendency versus one vote for each 4 unde-
cided members). Aside from the obviously undemocratic weighting
of votes, the pro-LC ETA members viewed this as an attempt to
block consideration of their views, because members had to de-
clare for tendencies before the documents of the minority were
even available,

At the Seventh Assembly, the ETA VI split. The pro-IC
minority was expelled for refusing to dissolve their tendency.
The majority fused with the ICR,

The pro-~-IC minority won the organization in the city of
Pamplona, where ETA VI had important influence in the working
ciass and had played a significamt role in the June 1973 Pam-
plona general strike.,

As explained in their letter to the United Secretariat,
the three main charges of the ETA Leninist-Trotskyist Tendency



S

members are: (1) their documents were not circulated in time to
be discussed or read; (2) the wcinhiiang of votes was undemocratic
and alien to Trotskyist traditicu: azd (3) they were denied the
right to maintain a tendency, also a violation of Leninist norms.
All three charges are expressly confirmed in the letter to

the United Secretariat from the pro-LCR "Leadership of ETA VI."

Ed Shaw
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Novewber 20, 1973

To the United Secretariat
of the Fourth International

From the Political Bureau of the Copy: Steering Committee
IO (Bubefyis) of the LTF
Comrades,

The members of the Leninist-Trotskyist Tendency, expelled
from the ETA VI at its Seventh Congress, have given us the en-
closed letter to send to the United Secretariat since, following
their expulsion, they have no other way to send it.

Along with the letter they have sent us a set of documents
that explain the position of the pro-En Marcha leadership through-
out the debate in preparation for the Seventh Congress. These
texts can be a valuable aid for a specific understanding of the
development of the Seventh Congress discussion. We can soon
send you copies of them.

Fraternally,
For the P.B. of the IC
(SBOOf.iO)
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To the United Secretariat From the Leninist-Trotskyist
of the Fourth International Tendency Expelled From ETA VI

Dear Comrades,

After our expulsion at the end of the Seventh Assembly the
members of the Leninist-Trotskyist Tendency believe it is nec-
essary to inform you of the fundamental violations of democratic
centralism that have taken place during the debate and at the Sev-
enth Assembly. We believe that the United Secretariat -- through
an investigation by the International Control Commission =- can
effectively use its moral authority to guarantee internal dem-
ocracy in the ETA VI and maintain the unity recently broken by
our expulsion. For our part we are prepared to accept whatever
decision the United Secretariat or the IEC makes that guarantees
the rights of minority tendencies within the ETA VI within the
context of a democratic centralist functioning and in keeping
with the traditions of the international Trotskyist movement.

The fundamental facts which indicate that the Seventh Assem-
bly of the ETA VI was bureaucratically prepared and carried out by
the pro-En Marcha leadership, thus denying the members of the
organization the benefits of a democratic debate, are:

1) Publication of discussion documents. The document "Con~-
struct the Party on the Basis of the Transitional Program," the
central document presented by our tendency for debate and vote at
the Seventh Assembly, came into the hands of the membership as
a whole only two or three days prior to the convocation of the
assembly. Other contributions of our tendency to the discussion,
such as an answer to Miguel's document on "The Two Leagues,"
were not even printed. Because of this, the great majority of our
membership, especially those in the provinces such as Guipuzoes,
had no knowledge of our positions, and therefore, did not have
a political basis for rejecting them,

2) Election of delegates to the Seventh Assembly. The lead-
ership of ETA VI iIn charge of preparing the Seventh Assembly,
made up totally of members of the pro~En Marcha Tendency, basing
themselves on the decisions of the second part of the Sixth As-
sembly, established that the votes of members declaring for one
tendency or another one month and a half prior to the Seventh
Assembly should have a higher value than those members who had
no definitive positions at that time. This forced many members
to take a position rapidly, without sufficient political basis,
and limited the time of discussion. But, above all, it signified,
against all Leninist norms, giving more weight to the opinion of
some comrades as against others. The members who declared for a
tendency received one delegate for every three members, while
members who had not declared for any tendency had a representation
of one for every four members.

For our part, we protested each of these bureaucratic measures
of the leadership without any results. In spite of this, in order
to be able to pursue the debate, we accepted the assembly as
organized by the leadership; in the same manner, we are prepared
to accept the new leadership elected by these methods in this
assembly and to respect party discipline in all areas of inter-
vention, as long as we are guaranteed the right to defend our
position within the organization.

But, the leadership of the pro-En Marcha Tendency did not want
te carry through the debate to its full conclusion, it did not
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want to continue the debate which only begsn with the holding of
the Seventh Assembly, it did not win To discuss in depth their
positions against ours before the cauioe organization. Thus, the
majority of the Seventh Assembly, by -passing the most elementary
norms of democratic centralism, shoving aside the discussion, de-
cided to dissolve the tendencies. But at the same time it refused
to give any guarantee to open a period for discussion in prepara-
tion for the Tenth World Congress, where, in the main, the debate
is the same as the now truncated debate in ETA VI: The construction
of the party as a section of the Fourth International.

Our position was to refuse to dissolve our tendency, consid-
ering that the debate was not settled. This was the reason we
were expelled.

We wished to present you with our views on these events even
though not in a detailed form, because we believe that advice or
a decision from the US can prevent the hardening of a split which,
without doubt, delays the construction of the section of the Fourth
International in Spain. We remain at the disposition of the US
to clarify whatever facts you need or to provide the documents
considered necessary.

Communist greetings, Long Live the Fourth International.
Leninist-Trotskyist Tendency
Expelled from ETA VI
November 1973
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To_the IEC of the Fourth Internati< a2l =nd to the United Secre-~
tariat

Comrades,

Through a long period of political differentiation that
fundamentally began in the first part of the Sixth Assembly with
the split with the radical nationalists -- who later went under
the banner of ETA VI -~ and became deeper in the second part of
the Sixth Assembly last year with the break with the minority wing
captured by eclectisme..

After a prolonged process of debate which lasted nine months,
accompanied by a centralized and planned intervention in the class
struggle following the orientation laid out by the second part of
the Sixth Assembly...

We assumed in this period our organizational responsibilitics,
promoting unity in action on a privileged basis with the ICR,
which was to find an even higher expression in the signing of the
protocol agreement regarding the discussion of problems relative
to the unification of our two organizations last May...

The Seventh Assembly of ETA VI held recently has decided to
add our organization to the ranks of revolutionary Marxism through
various resolutions which we can synthesize as follows:

Regarding politics:

1) Reaffirming the permanent character of the proletarian
revolution in Spain along the lines of the resolution "Toward
the Revolutionary General Strike," drawing on and expanding the
orientation in the editorial of the Fourth International of June
1972, "Spain, the weak link in the imperialist chain in capitalist
Europe," and the Second Congress resolution of the ICR.,

2) Adopting a tactic of constructing the party based on the
text "The Building of Revolutionary Parties in Capitalist Europe,"
approved by the majority of the United Secretariat of the Fourth
International, applying the general line of said document to the
specific conditions of our country in the manner the document
itself recommends.

3) Concretizing our intervention in the different sectors
depending on the actual situation and the objective of the adop-
ted "Tactic of Construction of the Party" (win hegemony in the new
vanguard).

In the organizational area:

1) Proclaiming our affiliation to the Fourth International,
prepared to give all our efforts to the task of theoretically,
politically and organizationally strengthening it with the aim
of constructing the mass revolutionary International which the
world proletariat needs to achieve its objectives.

2) Adopting a concrete manner to commence, from today, the
process of fusion with the ICR, a project which -- majntaining
still relative autonomy between the two organizations =- is
expressed essentially by the formation of a unified central commit-
tee (of which one third of the members have been chosen in the
Seventh Assembly) and the publication on a national scale of the
public organs (Combate and Comunismo) as organs of the unified
LCR-ETA VI leadership.

The Seventh Assembly of ETA VI has decided, likewise, that
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the unified central committee will decide fihs concrete forms
(statutes) under which we will as!” “cr sur integration in the
Fourth International, based on ou: iesolutions and those of the
Third Congress of the ICR, beginniiy with our direct and active
participation in the Tenth World Congress.

We would like to indicate that the comrades of the Communist
League (f.s.f.i.) and, above all, of the ICR (s.0.f.i.) played a
fundamental role in overcoming all the obstacles we found on the
path of making our old nationalist ETA a Trotskyist organization.

We believe that this is a correct and valuable application
in practice of the orientation of the IEC of the Fourth Inter-
national for creation of sections not only through lineal growth
of the primitive Trotskyist nucleus, but also through bringing
centrist organizations closer, but only when this coming together
is realized on the basis of firmly maintaining the organizational
and political principles of revolutionary Marxism.

Long Live the Fourth Inter-
nationall

Iraultza Ala Hil!

October 1973
Leadership of ETA VI

l. This autonomy will be maintained until the holding of a fusion
congress which approves the total unification of our two organi-
zations, There, the statutes and name of the new organization,
like its leadershlp bodles, will be decided upon by the totality
of the delegates coming from the two organizations.
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To the United Secretariat of the Fourth Iavernational

The objective of this letter is to answer the accusations
made by the Communist League (Spain) and the ex-tendency pro-
Communist League (IC) of our organization, the accusation of il-
legal and factional bureaucratism. Possibly when you receive
this letter you will have in your hands one or various written
accusations along these lines. Because of this we consider it
opportune to clarify all the questions beginning with the condi-
tions under which the assembly was held in order to then go on to
what occurred at it.

1) At our last congress (second part of the Sixth Assembly),
held at the end of 1972, it was decided not to paralyze the inter-
nal debate, but to continue and deepen it with the objective of
overcoming, as soon as possible, the centrist context within which
-~ and we were conscious of it -- we still found ourselves, The
type of debate which was approved at that congress was limited to
choosing between what we could call "the Trotskyist currents."

At the beginning the only defined current that existed was
the one maintaining positions approximating those of the ICR.
Later, the internal debate received a new impulse when a pro-IC
tendency was constituted, both tendencies being definitively
structured at the beginning of the summer (on June 17 the platform
of the pro-ICR tendency was submitted; and July 11 that of the pro-
IC tendency).

Therefore, the duration of the internal debate was nine
months (from the beginning of January until the end of the summer),
the last three months with two structured tendencies, a time-span
we believe amply sufficient for the preparation of a congress.

Another fact which must be taken into account is that at
the time of its constitution the pro_IC tendency asked for a
minimum of three weeks postponement, the Central Committee de-
cided to postpone a month and a half, twice the time requested by
the comrades.

The comrades of the pro-IC tendency criticized as factional
a decision of the leadership in reference to trips by the tendency.
The problem was posed in the following manner.

a. — The two tendencies had the right to visit all the cells
in the organization, it was obligatory to attend all the meetings
called by either of the two tendencies.

b. -~ That is how it was done, without any problem, in Viz-
caya and Navarre.

¢. - In Guipuzcoa ( a province that suffers the strongest
repression and police control of the entire country) the comrades
missed ten appointments, altering the normal organizational func-
tioning of the organization and placing the members of that prov-
in danger.

d. = On this basis, the provincial Committee of Guipuzcoa asked
and obtained from the Executive Committee a regulation that from
then on if the comrades in that province called new meetings,
attendance would be optional. That is to say: each cell would
decide whether to attend or not, without the possibility of
disciplinary action being taken against them for not being present.

e. ~ The Central Committee ratified this decision.
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2) The development of the Assembly.

a) At the beginning of the zssembly the comrades of the pro-
IC tendency, before the meeting ccustituted itself as a Congress,
proposed the postponement of the meeting because in their view the
necessary requirements for a democratic assembly had not been
met anc the organization had not reached a sufficient under-
standing of the topics in debate. They based the above
affirmations on the following:

I) Documents

The fact that the last two bulletins had been distributed
to the organization only two or three weeks before the congress,
and that the text of their tendency, "Towards the Revolutionary
General Strike" -- their most important document according to
the pro-LC tendency was distributed to the orsanization one wee':
prior to the congress, meaning that the minimum tiwe required
by the statutes of the Fourth Internationsl had not been met.

Regarding the above it is necessary to point out that:

~~According to the decision of the Central Committee, all
the documents had to be submitted to the Congress Committee (a
Parity Commission to prepare the congress of one delegate for
each tendency) by the first of September.

--In this Congress Committee it was decided by both ten-~
denciesthat in order to better counterpose the two alternative
positions we would include documents from both tendencies on the
same topics in the different internal bulletins. The comrades
systematically failed to comply with this decision, obstructing
the clearness of the debate, delaying the publication of bulle-
tins and disorganizing the work of the internal publication
apparatus.

--The pro-ICR tendency handed in all of its documents
within the time specified. The pro-ILC tendency handed in one
text ("Towards the Revolutionary General Strike") approximately
15 days after the deadline. Nevertheless, since the comrades
affirmed that this was their main document, it was published
(not being planned, it created a new disruption for the in-
ternal publication apparatus). This is the history of the
text distributed one week prior to the congress.

__The argument of the comrades that this failure to
comply was due to their being swamped with tasks that they
had to confront is annulled if we keep in mind thet the pro_IC
tendency collected internal documents of the IC and presented
them as texts of its tendency (for example, the document "To-
wards the Revolutionary General Strike" presented to the Con-
gress Committee was composed of some pages in handwriting,
others by typewriter, and most by photocopies coming from the
IC). We do not at any time criticize this method of functioning
by the tendency. What we do criticize is that, while not pre-
paring their own documents, they used the pretext that the
amount of work they had to do prevented them from complying
with their organizational obligations.

-- Finally, there have been some documents of each ten-
dency in the discussion (that is to say, texts not presented
as resolutions) that have not appeared. This is due to an
overload of work for the internal publications apparatus, the
disorder produced by the attitude of the pro_IC comrades and
to the clandestine situation within which we work which makes
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it impossible to function as well as we would like.

II) Votes

In the second part of the Fourth Assembly it was decided
that in order to promote political clarification in the orga-
nization, we would give privileges to the tendencies present
in the congress. This assumed that the relationship between
members and delegates would be less for the election of dele-
gates by tendencies than for the election of delegates through
the province structures (the members not belonging to any
tendency participated in these).

Later the Central Committee lowered the differential,
finally leaving it as follows:

~- for every three members of a tendency -- one delegate.
-- for every four members not of a tendency -~ one delegate.
Regarding this we have to make the following clarification:

The decision to give special privileges to the tendencies
formed, as we have said at our last congress, must be placed
in the context in which it was adopted: It was an organization
which == through its split with the radical nationalism of the
0ld ETA prior to the Fourth Assembly -- struggled to end the
centrism and eclecticism that had characterized the immedi-
ately previous state. It was a unanimous decision of that con-
gress (end of 1972) aimed at using all of its resources to make
a definitive decision for a concrete alternative, not only ideo-
logical and political, but also -~ and before all else -- or-
ganizational by means of the necessary internal debate. Since
there was no tradition of internal debates, the measure was
aimed at giving privileges not to one or another organizational
proposal %that is to say, one or another tendency that in turn
would mean one or another organizational proposal could be
raised) but instead to the sectors of the organization struc-
tured in the only tendencies capable of presenting an overall
alternative.

Finally, we should note that of all the delegates to the
congress one-tenth belonged to the pro-IC tendency, eight-
tenths to the pro~-ICR tendency, and one-tenth to neither.

III) Lastly, the comrades said the debate by the leader-—
ship as projected was false because it separated the national
from the international debate which was left for a future time.
According to them, we should have carried out a national and
international debate at the same time, because the fundamental
difference raised was the method of comnstructing the party,
all of which was based on the two different interpretations of
the meaning of the Transitional Program.

We are convinced that in the last analysis there is no
separation between the national and international debate, be-
tween the positions held on one side and the other. But 1t vio-
lated all logic to think that you can take up both aspects of
the debate at the same time. From the organizational point of
view, in the actual development of the sections and sympathizing
groups of the Fourth International, it would be political sui=-
cide not to see the specifics of the international debate in
relationship to the situation in the different countries where
there are organizations that adhere to the Fourth International.



| T

Because of this we believe that the statutes of the Fourth In-
ternational are correct where they impose at the international
level specific, concrete regulations for the world congress
with its own discussion period, publication of documents deter-
mined by the agenda of the worid congress and with the election
of delegates on the basis of the positions maintained in the
international debate.

Along these lines the leadership of our organization, like
that of the LCR, assured that the unified Central Committee will
organize the distribution of the intermational discussion docu=-
ments and will use all the resources necessary to produce a real
debate throughout the entire organization and guarantee that the
delegates who attend the Tenth World Congress will be chosen by
the entire organization according to the specific regulations.

Regarding these arguments, nine~tenths of the delegates
participating (that is all except those of the pro-IC minority)
adopted the constitution of the Seventh Assembly of ETA VI.

3) The abandonment of the organization by the pro-LC
tendency.

Pollowing the logic of its previous arguments, the pro-IC
comrades proposed in the congress that, considering that the
discussion could not be settled, their condition for remaining
in the organization was that they be allowed to continue as a
tendency and function as such.

The assembly took the position that, although it may be
that in a Trotskyist organization you can never terminate a
discussion, the tendencies are -- after a congress--- auto-
matically eliminated until the new leadership bodies of the or-
ganization determine the opening of a new tendency debate and
organize the concrete basis for its realization.

In this sense, the congress affirmed that the guarantee of
the right to a tendency no longer existed because:

1) The functioning of tendencies in the democratic debate,
such as existed in the period of discussion prior to the congress.

2) As a dissolved tendency, the comrades of the pro-ILC
would have one-sixth representation in the Euskadi (Basque) lead-
ership (a proposal which at first the said comrades agreed to).

3) The right to constitute themselves as a new tendency in
the next period of discussion on the international questions
which will be opened by the unified Central Committee.

Refusing to accept this decision of the congress and re-
fusing to dissolve their tendency, the comrades of the pro-LC
abandoned the organization.

We should clarify that the congress considered that only
the delegates present in the congress had abandoned ETA VI, not
the whole tendency. But it was noted, as the pro-LC delegates
clarified, they had consulted the whole tendency on this eventu-
ality, all the pro-LC comrades deciding to leave the ranks of
the organization should the condition they demanded in order
to remain in the organization not be accepted by the congress --
as occurred.

c¢) One last point regarding the intervention at the end
of the congress by the comrade of the IC invited to our con-
gress.
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The members of the pro-ICR fterdercy had taken the floor,
declaring that the initial position of the pro-IC comrades,
that they would remain in the ETA VI, could only be considered
an opportunist maneuver,

Totally falsifying the context of the said intervention
by pro-LCR tendency members, the LC comrade accused the con-
gress of maintaining a factionalist stance not only toward the
pro-LC tendency but also in respect to the minority in the
Fourth International and that this would be a very important
point when an investigation on the legality of our congress
was opened., In order to avoid this type of argumentation we
would like to show that:

a§2The accusation of opportunism was (as previous facts
proved that these comrades would stay within ETA VI only

for factional reasons, not because of any intent to fortify
and construct the organization, accepting the discipline of the
resolutions of the congress.

b) But, in any case, this logic had to prove itself in
practice. Thus the two members of the pro-ILC tendency itself
first proposed that one-sixth of the new leadership in Euskadi
be based on what would be a pro-ILC ex-tendency.

October 1973
ETA VI Leadership

1) Actually we know that the ex~pro-IC tendency wrote to the
Control Commission of the Fourth International, it does not
surprise us that at that moment the organization had not yet
adhered to the Fourth International.

2) See annex l. [We have not received it.]
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Bombay
17 November '73

Dear Comrade,

Thank you for sending me a copy of the "Draft Political
Resolution" submitted by the IEC Majority Tendency which has
since been published in the "IIDB." I am sorry I could not reply
to you immediately as I was out of the city in connection with
trade union work and did not have adequate time to study the
document along with other comrades.

You are perhaps aware that the national conference of our
section has been convened to meet in the first week of December
(1 to 3) at Baroda when the differences in the FI leadership
will be considered and a formal stand on them taken. Meanwhile
Comrade Tariq has been sent here on behalf of the IEC majority.
We had discussions with him also. He is expected to leave for
Japan and on his way back might stop over here to attend the
conference.

We did not know this earlier. I am intimating to you so
that a representative of the LTF also can participate in our
deliberations if it is possible. It may be helpful to have a
balanced discussion on the differences. You may discuss this
with other comrades and let us kmw w whether it is possible to
send anyone. Unfortunately there is not much time for you to
make the preparations.

Now my personal views about the "Draft Political Resolu-
tion": I think the document has been prepared by the IEC major-
ity with a view to avoiding a direct confrontation with the
minority positions on crucial issues involved in the controversy.
The one is conciliatory. There is no direct reference to the
strategy of "armed struggle" in Latin American countries and
"minority violence" in European countries., The relationship with
the so-called "new mass vanguard" in advanced capitalist coun-
tries has been more clearly explained. The formulations on the
characterisation of the Chinese CP has been made somewhat dif=-
ferently. That is not to say that the differences on the key
tactical and organisational questions have disappeared.

In fact the statement of the IEC majority "On the question
of armed struggle in Latin America" (IIDB Vol. X, No. 20) re-
iterates the earlier concepts though in a different manner.
Happily there is some healthy self-criticism made by the IEC
majority about its organisational intervention in Latin America
sections. The new emphasis seems to be on the "strategy of
armed struggle" being "combined with the struggle for the transi-
tional programme as a whole."

After reading the IEC majority tendency's "Reply to the
Minority's Faction Declaration," I gain the impression that even
on the concept of a centralised leadership of the FI some at-
tempt has been made to accommodate the minority criticism, es-
pecially in the relationship of the centre with national sec~-
vions. In other words, I consider the "draft political resolu-
tion" as a compromise -- despite the belligerent language used
-~ and it can serve as a basis for healthy discussion.

We have made our views clear on the differences in the in-
ternational leadership. The differences centre around essen-
tially issues of a tactical nature and therefore can be con-
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tained within a common intermational organisation. We are Op-
posed to any split in the FI at the crucial Juncture when we are
likely to have a breakthrough on a global scale. We have wel-
comed what has rather than been a "massive exchange" of docu-
nents insofar as they have served as a big source of education
of the new recruits to the FI movement.

Our appeal to all concerned is that these differences
should not be stretched to the point of a split. Much of the
bitterness, to my mind, has been caused by the conflicts that
exist in different national sections (Argentina, Canada, Bri-
tain, etc.) between different tendencies rather than by differ-
ences at the leadership level. I think you comrades in the SWP,
who have been trained in the o0ld traditions of the Trotskyist
movement, have a special responsibility in maintaining organisa-
tional unity. The bulk of the cadres that have come into the
movement in European sections are new to the FI traditions. But
it will be a big mistake to drive them out of the movement by
creating the atmosphere of a split. A split will prove more
damaging to the European sections than what it seems today and
despite the "united approach” they have adopted in relation to
the minority tendency.

In a sense, I think the political struggle conducted by
the minority on a principled basis has yielded positive results.
The IEC majority has been compelled to modify its earlier posi-
tions and also admit its mistakes at least on issues like its
relationship with PRT, etc. Now that the PRT is out of the FI
fold there is evidently a new situation even in Latin America.

From my discussions with Ernest in August and with Tarig
now, one thing that seems to worry the IEC majority most is the
fear that the LT Faction, if it remains a minority, would not
honour the verdict of the 10th World Congress and pave the way
for a virtual split, We on our part have categorically asserted
that the LTF with which we are politically associated wod d not
take such a course. They complain that there are "hot-heads" in
the LTF who are spoiling for a split. To that our response was
that there are "hot-heads" in the IEC majority tendency also
that are spoiling for a split without understanding the deeper
implications of such a course. The "Barzman letter," apart from
revealing the sectarian attitude of some elements in the IEC
majority, at least confirms a basic fact that senior comrades
like Ernest are anxious to avert a split. We cannot deny that
this is a healthy approach.I, therefore, feel that the LTF must
make it explicitly clear that it would abide by the general
political line that will be adopted by the world congress while
continuing the debate internally whatever be its status after
the Congress. That would disarm the "hot-heads" in the IEC major-
ity who are now conducting vituperative campaign against the
minority. The FI sections in many countries have yet to acquire
the mass bases to enable them to intervene in mass movements.
Mistakes will certainly be made by different national sections;
but it should be the responsibility of the central leadership to
correct them and guide them in a sympathetic manner.

This is a bit of loud thinking I am doing. We know our
enemies (including the intelligence agencies in different coun-
tries) are following our comntroversy with great interest al-
though the debate cannot reach the militant ranks of other left
parties. Even the Soviet intelligence forces seem to be follow=-
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ing the debate, from the casual talks we are having with Soviet
diplomats here. For one thing all our mail is open to police
security. This is perhaps inevitable.

It is necessary to create conditions for a healthy discus-
sion on differences at the world congress. It may be argued that
the national sections did not have enough time to study the
various documents that have been circulated. In an organisation
like the FI, with its limited resources, there will not be a
big change even if the debate is continued for a few months
longer. But a split in the FI will benefit only the enemies of
the revolutionary Trotskyist movement. We would be setting a good
example of our functioning as an International based on the
principles of democratic centralism if only we decide to work
as a united team despite the present differences.

We shall communicate our views to you after our party
conference., With revolutionary greetings to all other comrades
including Comrades Joe and Reba Hansen.

Yours fraternally,
s/Kalais
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December 6, 1973
Dear Comrade Kalais,

Mary-Alice is out of town for two weeks, so I thought 1
would reply to your letter of November 17, lé?}, addressed to
her. You raised several important points that are on comrades'
minds, and that should be considered within the leadership of
the Leninist-Trotskyist Faction. I think there is a need for
this kind of discussion and will give you some of my thoughts
on the questions you raise.

First of all, on the IEC Majority draft political resolu-
tion. As you estimate it, the resolution represents a bit of a
retreat -- "avoiding a direct confrontation with the minority
positions on crucial issues involved in the controversy." In
one sense, you are right about this, but I think it is a mis-
take to view it as a "compromise," as you describe it later.

If it indeed represented an effort at reaching a real com-
promise, there would be similar indications in other documents
written by the IEC Majority at about the same time. But this is
the only document open to such an interpretation.

As I see it, the IEC Majority political resolution is de=-
signed to skate around and camouflage some of the political dif-
ferences. All the other documents of the IEC Majority show that
these differences have not diminished.

For example, in the same bulletin the IEC Majority document
on armed struggle in Latin America reads like an addendum to the
political resolution. It reaffirms the line of the last world
congresse 1ts criticisms of the PRT (C) are basically only tac-
tical. Considered by itself, the IEC Majority political resolu-
tion evades this question. The intent seems to be to shift the
dispute over the guerrilla warfare line away from the political
resolution so those who are in opposition on this question (their
numbers are increasing) might vote for it while those who sup~
port the guerrilla warfare line can also vote for it in good
conscience, knowing that the matter is handled separately. By
this sleight-of-hand a key question that objectively demands to
be included in the political resolution is made to disappear.

Similarly with respect to the extension of the ultraleft
error to Europe most clearly expressed under the rubric of
"minority violence." The IEC Majority political resolution does
not use this term. It uses "initiatives in action." But the sup-
~orters of "minority violence" know that this is Aesopian lan-
guage. This becomes quite clear on reading "Let's Discuss Poli-
tical Differences, Not 0ld Wives' Tales" in the same bulletin,
which explicitly favors "minority violence." (The endorsement is
in the form of a complaint that we are "denying" the European
sectigns)the "right" to conduct acts of minority violence. See
Page 27,

In addition, in "Two Ways of Comstructing the Revolutionary
Marxist Party and Engaging It in Action," Pierre Frank explicitly
defends the firebombing of the Argentine embassy in France in
August 1972, following the Trelew massacre of political prisoners
in irgentina. He also defends a similar action taken against the
loneywell-Bull corporation offices in France because of their
complicity in the Vietnam war. Here is what he says:

"In our opinion, the crime of Trelew required an immediate
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response and, as everyone knows, one cannot always summon up
mass demonstrations. Thus the question of a vigorous action was
posed, and we were of the opinion that the Trelew crime required
more than a telegram or a customary gesture. But in the question
of Honeywell-Bull, one finds a problem posed that Comrade Mary-
Alice didn't seem to suspect. Why did revolutionary militants
attack this American firm if not because it made material used
against the Vietnamese revolution? We are for the defense and
victory of that revolution, of the workers state of Vietnam. On
this question we are not Jjust for mass actions but also for the
sabotage of the capitalist troops and of their armamenteces

"The action against Honeywell-Bull, symbolic as it had been,
fell into this category...and one can simply regret that there
weren't more of them and more vigorous ones." (IIDB, Vol. X,

No. 14, p. 10.)

That line, clearly expressed by Pierre Frank, is not rejected
in the IEC Majority political resolution. The question is evaded.

What has happened is that in face of the criticism from us,
the IEC Majority has drawn back from such open advocacy of gue-—
rrillaism as was noticeable at the time of the Sallustro affair.
This is all to the good, of course. But so far, there is no evi-
dence that they have changed their line on minority violence or
guerrilla warfare. Rather, under pressure from us, they have begun
to make some adjustments in the presentation of that line. In the
political resolution, the IEC Majority speaks in a more orthodox
way. That is all.

Only in that sense does the IEC Majority political resolution
avoid a direct confrontation with our positions. But still there
is no clear rejection of the type of "minority violence" activities
that Pilerre Frank and others endorse. Instead, the ambiguities
and evasions in the document provide cover for thema.

This type of document, which can be interpreted to mean all
things to all people, stands in the way of clarity. More than ever,
we need clear documents, documents that mean exactly what they
say. How else are we to avoid a repetition in Europe of what hap-
prened in Latin America? With new disasters explained away with a
few words about "elliptical and synthetic" formulas? I don't
think we can afford to do that,

I am enclosing a copy of an article that Geoff Mirelowitz of
the YSA has submitted to the YSA preconvention discussion bulle-
tin. It is a critique of the IEC Majority draft political resolu-
tion. He notes in particular the way in which the militarist de-
viation of the IEC Majority affected their analyses of Vietnam
and Chile,

* * %*

On the organizational questions.

) Here, in my opinion, the new IEC Majority document, "Let's
Jiscuss Political Differences, Not 01d Wives' Tales," is of special
significance. This document, it seems to me, represents a big step
backward from the ten-point agreement reached unanimously at the
September United Secretariat meeting. In tone and spirit, "Let's
Discuss..." represents a lamentable lapse by the IEC Majority. Its
misrepresentations along with its bellicose language cannot help
but give a green light to those in the IEC Majority who believe

a split is dinevitable, perhaps even desirable, and are willing to



-3
drive ahead disregarding the dangers.

I think that the IEC Majority supporters who Jjust split from
the Canadian section took it that way. I'm also convinced that the
decision to split was not Jjust an internal Canadian decision by
the supporters of the IEC Majority in Canada. Undoubtedly they got
bad advice from some of their cothinkers in Europe. And no advice
from others who could have stopped them but didn't.

The Barzman letter, you observe, indicates that "senior com-
rades like Ernest are anxious to avert a split." Barzman's report
is strong evidence for the accuracy of this impression, particu-
larly since Barzman indicated that there is a directly opposite
view in the IEC Majority; that is, some of the leaders are spoil-
ing for a split. This places heavy responsibility on comrades like
Ernest. The greatest danger lies in the fact that Ermest in par-
ticular does not seem to be rising to the occasion and exercizing
leadership in the responsible way required. For instance, he did
not do anything to try to avert the split in Canada. You know,

e leadership of the Canadian section had become very worried
about the deteriorating situation and appealed to him beforehand
to intervene. They were certain that his intervention would be
decisive. But he simply didn't do anything. What do good inten-
tions matter, if nothing is done to implement them?

Meanwhile, the IEC Majority produced "Let's DiscusSces".
I take it that the author of that was Pierre Frank, who is "senior"
to Ernest. That article certainly did not help restrain the wing
of the IEC Majority who prefer a split, as Barzman indicated in
his letter.

What is motivating those who prefer a split and who seem to
be setting the line in practice -- to judge from what happened in
Canada -- is the desire to break free from our pressure which con-
strains them from moving away from the methods of the Transition-
al Program.

They are, it seems to me, becoming more not less responsive
to the moods and pressures of the ultraleft milieu they are work-
ing in. . They see great possibilities if only they were able to
move more freely in this milieu.

"If only," they think, "if only we could be free of those
propagandistic, conservative, traditionalist-minded, archeo-
Trotskyists, then we could really advance.,"

It comes through in the "Let's Discuss..." document, where
the author talks about minority violence. "By retreating from
this turn and by reducing the role of our sections, as such, to
a propaganda role, the minority actually denies them the right to
take any action on their own, Including, of course, any action of
minority violence." (IMy emphasis -- IIDB Vol. X, Nos 20y Bs 27s)

How revealing! In what way do we deny the sections the right
to take any action on their own? The only thing standing in the
way is the spotlight of political criticism we throw on minority
violence as a deviation from the method of the Transitional Pro-
gram,

The LTF has said before, and we say again, that a split would
be unjustified. But I do not agree with the statement in your let-
ter that "the differences center around essentially issues of a
tactical nature." The differences are political, Moreover, they
are deepening. They are even beginning to touch on our theoretical



evaluation of such questions as Stalinism and the postwar over-
turns of capitalism. I think Joe's document proves this case well.
The different positions, as expressed in the written documents we
have before us, have not, however, reached the point where a split
is Justlflable on polltlcal grounds. That is centrally important
to us and why we oppose a split.

But’ this is 'all the more reason to cool down the atmosphere.
Organizational measures, no matter what their intent, cannot solve
the leadership crisis now facing the International. 6n1y through
further clarification of the issues at stake can we hope to find
a solution,

The author of "Let's DiscussS..." takes just the opposite ap-
proach. To him, the debate itself, and not the political differ-
ences and the crisis in leadership, is the source of tension and
danger. Here is how he puts it: "On the contrary, prolonglng the
debate well beyond the limit provided for by the statutes is now
provoking a cumulative tension that is resulting in national splits.
And what is the solution to the "problem" of too much discussion?
"It is now necessary to pull the emergency cord on this dangerous
process, reverse the engines, and open up a period of detente in
which public activity and building the International will take
precedence over internal debate." (Page 23.)

But on what line is public activity to take place? That is
the question of questions.

"Democratlc centralism" =-- at least the IEC Maaorlty s con-
cept of it -- is the emergency cord the author of "Let's Discuss
+e+" has in mind. And that, too, is reason for disquiet. For, in
addition to the highly faotlonal tone that you pointed out in the
‘Let's:Digcussese’ document, it aglso:lays out with considerable
expllcltness a.concept of. .demogratic centralism that .canpnot .facili-
tate ‘building the Foupth Internatlonal.ql do not at.all. agree w1th
your estlmate that . the, IEC. Magority- has made; an attempt in this:
document ; to: accommodate ‘the. mlgorltyA,‘1tlclsm,lespec1ally in . the
relationship of the,center with national sections.”™ It seems to
me they have’ done‘the‘contrary¢

~-Will it _now be.considered:a . violation.of democratic.centralism
for’ Peter Gameao'to'wrlte an,. artlcle in the. ISR,cr;ti¢al of .Gue-
varaism? .Will.it be perm1s31b1e -for Plerre,Roussetgto publish a
book- in:Erance arguing that the Vietnamese CP is non-Stallnlst
but a v1olatlon of democratic centralism for the ISR to run a
critical reviéw 6f that book? Palk-about”&-doubleTstandard! If
either -of ‘these isva’ “¥iolation“of sdemocratbic’ centralism, then
every séction ¢iolates ‘democratic ‘centralism ‘when it publlshes
anslyses that ' do hot ‘always conforii torthe! p051t10ns of"thée major=-
ity~on current ‘éventss What ‘would' imposition of centralism 6f that

kind “doto "‘the''relation between the cénter-and’the 'séetions?

“+ A good,example. is, the- Sallustroqkldnapplng. The:Militant
standing on.the position’ that kidnapping.is not im the Iradition
of \Marxism, -called attention to-its-ineffectiveness as-a tactic.
The - author of . "Let!s; Dlscuss...ﬁ 1mplles that publlshlng an edit-
orial of that nature was not. in keeping with the norms of the
Fourth Intérnationaly (He says nothing, naturally, about the in-
appropriateness &f“the Kidnapping 1tseif, or of the editorials
and artie¢les in .the newspapers.of:the. Kuropean; sections hailing
this terrorist: actlon -t Qtskylst.« We have said, and we mean
1t that we would Tun 8 51milar edltorlal -again.. under similar
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circumstances. Would that put us in violation of democratic cen-
tralism, or just double-standard democratic centralism?

If these are examples of the type of democratic centralism
that the IEC Majority wants to impose after the world congress,
then it is a "democratic centralism" that is not in keeping with
the previous norms of the International or its statutes. And if
that is the case, then the IEC Majority should say so, because
it means changing the statutes and it means going counter to the
spirit and the letter of the unanimous 10-point agreement reached
at the September 1973 United Secretariat meeting.

You say, "...one thing that seems to worry the IEC Majority
most is the fear that the LT Faction, if it remains a minority,
would not honor the verdict of the ldth world congress and pave
the way for a virtual split."”

Will we accept the authority of the decisions of the coming
world congress? Yes, if it is a democratic world congress. Whether
it will be a democratic and authoritative world congress remains
to be seen. What are the conditions that would make it such? They
have already been specified. The April 1973 unanimous United Sec-
retariat statement and the unanimously agreed upon 10 points of
the September United Secretariat set forth the conditions for a
democratic and authoritative world congress, What more need we
say? If these conditions are met, then both sides agree that the
decisions of the world congress can be considered authoritative.

The big danger to unity stems not from any unwillingness on
our part to accept as authoritative the decisions of a world con-
gress that conforms to these unanimously agreed upon conditions.
The big danger stems from the desire of the split-minded wing of
the IEC Majority faction to get rid of our pressure, no matter
what the consequences.

* * *

Well, this has been another long letter. Enough for now.
But the issues you raised are important. Write and let me know
what you think.,

1 assume that you meant to bring your thinking to the atten-
tion of the leadership of the LTF. S0 we are sending a copy of
your letter and my thoughts on it to the steering committee.

Regards,
s/Gus



