August 12, 1974
To the Steering Conmittee of the Leninist Trotskyist Faction

Dear Conrades,
Enclosed are the following itens:

1. A letter to the United Secretariat fron the Political
Comnittee of the Canadian section concerning the recent tour
of Canada nade by Conrade Alain Krivine on behalf of the Rev-
olutionary Marxist Group.

2. A letter to the United Secretariat from Darrel Furlotte
for the LSA/ISO Central Office, concerning the dues status of
the Canadian section.

3. A letter fron Conrade John Riddell to Conrade Dick F,.,
enclosing six itens related to negotiations between the LSA/LSO
and the RMG on nutual support for each others candidates in the
recent federal elections in Canada.

4. A reply fron Conrade Walter to Conrade Barry Sheppard's
letter of June 28, 1974, concerning the resources of the So-
cialist Workers Party and the finances of the Fourth Interna-

5. A translation of an article on the French presidential
elections written by three conrades of the Leninist Trotskyist
Tendency in the GIM, subnitted to the internal discussion bulle-
tin of the Gernan section.

* * *

We have received & notice fron the United Secretariat
Burezu that the next meeting will take place in Septenber as
regularly scheduled.

Conradely,

Mary-Alice Waters
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LSA/ISO

334 Queen St. West,
Toronto 2b,

Canada,

July 16th, 1974.
United Secretariat of the Fourth International.

Dear Comrades:
il

Comrade Alain Krivine, one of the best-known leaders of
the Fourth Intermnational, a member of the International Execu-
tive Committee and a leader of the International Majority
Tendency, toured Canada during the first week of July on behalf
of the Revolutionary Marxist Group. The RMG is a sympathizing
organization of the Fourth International, most of whose members
are in political agreement with the IMT'. Comrade Krivine spoke
at election rallies of the RMG in Winnipeg and Toronto, as well
as at a RMG public meeting in Vancouver.

The plans for this tour were concealed from the Canadian
section, the League for Socialist Action/Ligue Socialiste
Ouvridre. We learned of the tour with some astonishment, only
on June 27, through wall posters announcing the RMG meetings
with Krivine.

We then immediately wrote comrade Krivine and the RMG to
propose our collaboration in his tour, either through joint
sponsorship of his meetings, or some other mutually agreeable
form. As we stated in our letter to comrade Krivine "joint
sponsorship of your meetings in Canada by the RMG and the LSA/
ISO will make your tour a demonstration of unity by Fourth
Internationalists in this country. It will prevent any impres-
sion that you are taking a public partisan stand on the division
among adherents of the Fourth International in Canada.

"Both the RMG and the LSA/LSO have fielded candidates in
the July 8 federal elections. Your Toronto meeting is billed
as an election rally in support of the candidates of the RMG.
Joint sponsorship of your meetings will prevent any impression
that your tour gives political support to the candidates of
onlg one of the two organizations of the Fourth International
in Canada.,"

On July 1, comrade Krivine, along with several RMG rep-
resentatives, met with two of the leaders of the LSA/LSO.
Comrade Krivine frankly informed us that the purpose of his
visit was to assist the RMG election campaign and to build the
RMG. He said that he had discussed his tour with the leader-
ship of the French Trotskyist organization, the Front Communiste
Révolutionnaire, and that his decision represented the views
of the FCR leadership. They had foreseen that the LSA/ISO,
upon learning of the tour, might request joint sponsorship; they
had decided in advance to refuse the request.

We wish to underline the significance of this event and
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the implications behind it for our world movement. Krivine's
action in accepting the sponsorship of the RMG, a sympathizing
orgenization, while at the same time rejecting the sponsor-

ship of the LSA/ISO will be clearly understood on the left in
Canada as an act of public political opposition to the Canadian
section, LSA/ISO, by the majority leadership of the Fourth Inter-
national.

This was all the more serious since the LSA/LSO was also
waging an election campaign for its own candidate. (The LSA/
LSO also called for a vote for the RMG candidates.) XKrivine
did not mention the candidacy of the official section even once
during his public appearances, let alone indicate his support
for its efforts. We expected that Krivine, in addition to his
call for support for the RMG's election candidates, would call
for a vote for the candidate of the LSA, the official section.
The political basis for his failure to support the LSA election
candidate was not explained.

The blatant factional manner in which this tour was con-
ceived was brought out even more clearly when, during the
course of several interviews he gave on Canadian television,
comrade Krivine stated, "I am here (in Canada) to speak at the
election rally of the Canadian Trotskyists, the Revolutionary
Marxist Group" (CBLT, 11:20 pm, July 7). He thus excluded the
c%ncgptRﬁgat there was any Trotskyist campaign other than that
of the .

It was in order to reinforce the unity of the world move-
ment in this difficult period that the delegates to the last
World Congress adopted the nine-point "Agreement on Measures to
Help Maintain the Unity of the Fourth International”. Included
in that agreement was the ten-point agreement unanimously
adopted by the United Secretariat on Sept. 19, 1973. Point 4
of the latter reads as follows:

"That in those countries where two or more groups exist
because of splits or other reasons, the united moral authority
of the Fourth International be brought to bear for the earliest
possible fusion of the groups on a principled basis.”

Comrade Krivine's tour did the exact opposite. It set a
precedent in the post World Congress period for partisan public
intervention by leaders of the International on behalf of con-
tending groups, thus exacerbating existing divisions and pro-
moting splits. The actions of those who organized the Krivine
tour violated the decision of the last World Congress. By
declaring that they are no longer bound by the nine-point agree-
nent, leaders of the IMT have nullified the agreement.

The manner in which it was organized, and the blatant
public display of partisanship involved in the Krivine tour
leave the unmistakable impression that a section of the official
leadership of the Fourth International has decided to begin a
process of de facto recognition of the RMG as the representa-
tives of the "real" International in Canada. This can only
have the most serious consequences. It would amount to a
decision to adopt a course which will provoke a deepening
international split. Once this kind of unprincipled factional
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maneuvering is accepted, democratic discussion and collabora-
tion become impossible., Any group which has disagreements with
the inner leaders of the IMT will become the target of a secret
wrecking operation.

¥

We have read the materials relating to the split organized
inside the Socialist Workers Party. While the SWP cannot
belong to the International because of reactionary U.S. laws,
we think there is substantial evidence of the complicity by
the International Majority leadership in the preparation of
that split by the Internationalist Tendency. We were amazed,
for example, to learm of the existence of a "North American
Bureau," on which the RMG has representation. When did this
secret body come into existence? What is its program? What
are its terms of reference? Is there a Latin American bureau,
an Asian bureau? Are there other secret regional bodies act-
ing behind the backs of the section leaderships who are not
political supporbters of the IMT?

What part did the NAB play in the unprincipled split in the
Canadian section prior to the last World Congress? What are the
real views of the IMT and its components?

Publish the secret resolutions and discussions of the IMT,
so that the whole world movement may consider them.

111

There is a clear connection between the two events mentioned
above. Comrade Krivine's tour was not a personal initiative.
While neither the United Secretariat nor the elected leader-
ship of the Canadian section were informed of the plans for the
tour, others were surely consulted on so serious a move,

It is not unreasonable to assume that the tour was the
product of a decision of one of the secret bodies of the IMT
in consultation with the North American Bureau. If this is
the case, it only increases the seriousness of the matter, addu-
cing further proof that the IMT leadership has set out on a
course of violating the agreements reached by both sides, and
endangering the unity of the world movement in the pursuit of
their narrow factional ends.

This conduct poses the gravest danger to the International
since reunification. It is time to call a halt, to take emer-
gency action to stop the actions of the pro-split wing of the
IMT. We urge the United Secretariat to act promptly and affirm-—
atively upon the SWP's call for a special World Congress to
resolve this question and ensure the unity of our movement. We
urge other sections and groups to take a similar stand.

Comradely,

s/John Riddell,
for the Political Committee
of the ILSA/LSO.
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ISA/LSO Central Office
334 Queen Street West
Toronto, Ontario, Canada
July 2, 1974

United Secretariat
Bruxelles

Dear Comrades,

With regard to Jen's letter of May 12, 1974 concerning
our dues to the United Secretariat, we last sent an account-
ing of our international dues to Gisela Mandel on January 25,
1974. Perhaps with the reorganization of the center and the
moving of files, this letter may not have come to your atten-
tion. In any case, I enclose a copy of this letter.

As you can see, due to the unusually heavy expenses in-
curred in the latter part of 1973, we are paid up in our inter-
national dues through to the end of June 1974.

Comrade Crandall of the ILSA/ISO is now on the secretariat,
so 1 assume we will continue the previous arrangement of using
our international dues to cover his united secretariat travel
expenses. We can begin this procédure for comrade Crandall
beginning with July, and I can send you our semi-annual account-
ing at the end of December, as usual.

Within the framework of assessing our overall financial
situation, our Political Committee has discussed what we can
pay as international dues in the coming period. In assessing
our finances the Political Committee noted the negative effect
of the two splits in the past year; the split of the Revolu-
tionary Communist Tendency, and the group around Ross Dowson.
It also noted that while the League had made good progress in
stabilizing its finances, it still had not totally overcome the
problems accumulated over the past five years during which the
League had committed itself to expenditures beyond its resources.
Those commitments beyond our means included our increasing our
international dues to $250 per month.

In order to bring our expenditures in line with our re-
sources, the Political Committee decided to cut back on expen-
ditures, cutting our central office expenditures by $1,055.

The central office staff was reduced from six to three, and the
office and travel expenses were also cut by half. In this
framework, we decided to reduce our international dues from
$250 to $125 per month.

This reduction is only for the immediate period ahead.
We hope to be able to revise it upwards as our resources grow.

Conradely,

s/Darrel Furlotte, for the
LSA/ISO
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LSA/LSO Central Office
324 Queen Street West
Toronto, Ontario

July 23, 1974
Dear Dick:

Here is the record of our negotiations with the RMG, in
our unsuccessful attempt to agree on a text for a joint state-
ment of support for the four revolutionary candidates in the
July 8th elections.

Item no. 1 is our original proposal, a suggested text for
a joint statement, which we delivered to the RMG on June 26,
some days after we had informed them of our support of their
candidates.

Item no. 2 is the RMG Political Committee's explanation of
why they were not supporting our candidate. Dated June 18, it
was not delivered to us until June 27.

Item no. %3 is the RMG's proposal for a joint statement.
They delivered it to us the same day, June 27. They wrote into
the statement a paragraph about the "final goal," workers power,
a theme omitted from their real election program. But this
paragraph is followed by another which implies some kind of
division between these "revolutionary objectives", and the
"immediate solutions."”

What follows presents the kernel of their schema for to-
day's struggles: proposals of an organizational character for
the struggles of the labor movement, which in their view have
a "revolutionary dynamic.,"

Item no. 4 is our second proposal. We gave it to the RMG
on June 28. As you see, it retains as much of their text as
possible.

On June 30, the RMG told us that two of our amendments
were inacceptable. These are the underlined portions of item
no. 4. In each case, they demanded that we accept their text,
and said this was not negotiable.

We then made them a final proposal (Item no. 5), which we
gave to them the same day. Before the day had ended, they
phoned us up to tell us that they had rejected this as well.

They had made clear at the outset that if no joint state-
ment was agreed on, their position would remain non-support of
our candidate. But the next day at the LSA/LSO-RMG debate
Sniley declared they had changed their stand and were support-
ing Kate Alderdice in Eglinton.

They promised us a letter stating their new position.
But this letter never arrived. We have now written them, ask-
ing what their final position is, (Item no. 6). We have yet to
receive a reply.
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The documents of the negotiations indicate many key
points of difference. We were struck by their refusal to in-
clude the passage from the Transitional Program, which the IMT
ostentatiously included in their international tendency dec-
laration. RMG negotiators told us it was "not relevant" to the
July 8 elections.

Comradely,
s/John Riddell.
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ITEM NO., 1
TROTSKYISTS UNITE EFFORTS IN FEDERAL ELECTIONS

Statement of the Revolutionary Marxist Group and the
League for Socialist Action/Ligue Socialiste Ouvriere.

The RMG and the LSA/LSO are presenting revolutionary can-
didates in four ridings in these elections: Bret Smiley in
Toronto~Greenwood, Kate Alderdice in Toronto-Eglinton, Linda
Peevers in Peterborough, and Murray Smith in Winnipeg-North
Centre. The RMG and LSA/LSO are presenting separate prograus,
and are waging separate campaigns.

Nevertheless, the programs advanced by the two organiza-
tions express major areas of agreement on the central issues
in this election. That is why we have decided to join forces
in calling for a vote for the four revolutionary candidates,
and the engage in joint activities to promote their common
aims. Through this stand, both groups can unite on a platform
that advances workers' political consciousness and explains the
need for independent class action, while retaining their full
right to criticize the other group, in areas where they dis-
agree.,

As revolutionary socialists in a common world organization,
the Fourth International, we are combining to focus our fire
on the ruling class and their parties. We further aim to expose
the social-democratic mis-leaders of the working class.

We call on Canadian workers to support the revolutionary
candidates of both the RMG and the LSA/ISO, on the basis of the
following programatic points, which we hold in common.

* * *

The capitalist system is bankrupt. Inflation is built into
it. Capitalism cannot provide jobs for all or an adequate
standard of living for workers. It oppresses women and national
minorities. It wastes resources and pollutes the environment.
Faced with economic problems and increasing difficulties, cap-
italism tries to resolve these through attacks on the working
class.

Capitalism must be abolished. Working people need to
throw the capitalist parties out of office and form their own
government, commited to policies that will fundamentally trans-
form society. The entire apparatus of government and state,
set up to defend the interests of the bourgeoisie, must be re-
placed by a workers government and state ruling in the interests
of the toiling masses. The capitalist system of private profit
must be replaced by a socialized, planned economy.

. The major asset of the ruling class in this election is the
political weakness of the working class -- its lack of clear per-
spective. The workers movement has shown its will to struggle
and built powerful organizations. But they are headed by a con-
servative bureaucracy, while the workers need a revolutionary
leadership. Overcoming this deficiency is the central respon-
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8ibility of revolutionaries.

In the current federal elections a class question is posed.
At present the NDP is the only mass political organization of
the working class. By virtue of its organizational ties and
the class character of its support, if not its program, the
NDP remains a component of the labor movement. It is a labor
party. In all ridings where the LSA/LSO and RMG are not pre-
senting candidates, therefore, we call for the election of
NDP candidates, not as a vote of confidence in the NDP program
or leadership, but as a working class vote against the capital-
ist parties.

But in calling for a vote for the NDP on this basis, we
give no support to the strategy and program of the NDP leader-
ship, which has the reformist perspective of making the capi-
talist system work better. In B.C., Saskatchewan, and Manitoba,
NDP governments are the loyal servants of capitalist interests.
We oppose the NDP's class collaborationist alliance with the
Liberals in the last Parliament. We call for an unequivocal
break with all forms of class collaboration. To the reformist
and parliamentary strategy of the NDP leadership we counterpose
t?e proletarian method of independent mass action by the working
class.

In addition to our common approach on this question, we
also agree on a number of other key issues in this election.
In particular we call for the following:

1. Support Quebec's right to self-determination, that is, the
right to form an independent state if the Quebecois so desire.

2. Fight inflation with a rising scale of wages which go up
in direct proportion to a cost-of-living index determined by
the trade unions.

5. Fight unemployment with a sliding scale of hours.

June 26, 1974
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ITEM NO. 2

Political Committee, LSA

Dear comrades

As you know, we are not supporting your candidate in the
federal election. We wish to explain why, both to you and to
the leadership of the Fourth International.

Our position is based on our analysis of the present po-
litical conjuncture in Canada. By now you will have seen the
latest issue of our press and should be familiar with this an-
alysis. We will summarize the main points.

We believe that Canadian capitalism is going to experience
economic, social and political problems in the next immediate
period such as it has not faced in the last quarter century.
While the worst effects of the deteriorating condition of the
world economy have been partially offset by the benefits accru-~
ing to Canada from the boom in resource prices, this does not
pernit a long term economic upswing nor does it compensate for
the continuing decline of the manufacturing sector, reflected
in the unemployment level (which has been only marginally re-
duced in the last two years). The inflation rate is already
provoking a perceptible increase in workers struggles in both
the private and the public sectors. These coincide with re-
sistance in the public sector to state efforts at rationalizing
and legal restrictions on the right to organize and strike, as
well as widespread unionization and strike campaigns among var-
ious layers of "professional" employees. Simultaneously, we
see a much more advanced working class offensive in Quebec, end-
ing the lull which followed the defeat of the 1972 upsurge.
These various factors are combining to produce a political
crisis within the ruling class. The essential division is over
whether or not to use the federal state in a much more direct
as an instrument of intervention in the economy and in the class
struggle, in both Canada and Quebec. This is the significance
of the Stanfield program in the present conjuncture. Regard-
less of the outcome of the election, it is clear that the Tory
line is supported by appreciable sectors of the ruling class
and that its general approach will become increasingly favoured
by the bourgeoisie as the problems of capitalism intensify.

Such an analysis permits us to establish both the positive
and negative possibilities in the situation. Positively (from
the proletarian point of view) the working class, which has not
suffered any major defeats for many years, can take advantage
of the political disunity and weakness of the bourgeoises to
strike a number of serious blows at the class enemy. Such a
situation would favour both the development of a broader workers
vonguard of class struggle militants and the development of new,
more advanced perspectives for the labour movement.

Negatively, the political inexperience and backwardness of
the working class, the regional and sectoral fragmentation of
its struggles, and the absence of any serious opposition to
the labour bureaucracy poses the danger of a number of serious
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defeats being inflicted on the workers.

As for the NDP the relationship of various social and po-
litical forces completely excludes any possibility of it posing
itself as a governmental alternative at the federal level. It
is not seen as such by its members or by anyone else. The '
options for the NDP are essentially twofold: to offer its ser-
vices (at a modest price) as the guarantor of parliamentary
stability in a context where the bourgeoisie is unable to arrive
at a unitary political formula, or to maintain a "principled"
stance of opposition to both bourgeois parties thereby revert-
ing to it traditional marginality and impotence in federal
politics. Either choice is fraught with political problems
for Lewis and Co. Hence their present vacillation.

The responsibilities of revolutionaries in this situation
may be summarized thus: to clarify the essential elements of
the conjuncture to worker militants, to define the objectives
and methods of struggle for a working class offensive outside
the parliamentary arena, to cut across the isolation of the
Quebec class struggle from the English Canadian workers and to
popularize a merciless and extremely concrete criticism of
both the NDP and the trade union leadership.

This perspective is the fundamental theme of our own elec-
tion intervention. It also constitutes the basis from which we
have derived our position regarding both the NDP and the ten-
dencies to the left of it, including yourselves. ILike you we
call for an NDP vote in the ridings where we are not presenting
candidates. Unlike you, we do not do so as a matter of prin-
ciple. We do so at the present time because in our estimation,
the support given to the NDP by large numbers of workers and
snall farmers does not primarily signify approval for NDP col-
lusion with the Liberals, but rather a primative awareness that
the NDP is not a party of the capitalists. While such conscious-
ness is laden with reformist ideology, it is none the less
progressive in relation to the backwardness of those sectors
of the working class which continue to support the bourgeois
parties. In the period when the working class in its entirety
participates in the electoral process, we stahd with those who
wish to support a workers party, albeit reformist.

But the axis of our intervention in the elections is not
to mobilize support for the NDP. It is to explain to worker
militants that their class faces the prospect of serious de-
feats unless it prepares itself for struggle and that the NDP
offers no solution for avoiding such defeats, much less acquir-
ing new gains. We consistently emphasize the treachery of the
NDP and advocate a reliance on working class mobilization, unity
and self organization, not on the futile parliamentary maneouvr-
ing of the social democrats.

Your approach is precisely the oppsoite. You lament the
bankrupcy and opportunism of the NDP. But the central focus
of your campaign is to call for the election of an NDP govern-
ment (with the rader, new in your progaganda, of "socialist
policies") 1In the Labour Challenge supplement on the federal
elections, the only Iorm oI action you propose for worker and
student militants, with the exception of calling for the re-
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opening of union contracts and the negotiation of escalator
clauses, is work in support of NDP candidates and a struggle
within the NDP to win it to your "socialist policies".

The contrast between our electoral platforms flow from
this central difference. We advocate a program of direct and
immediate action: objectives which can broaden the scope of
workers struggles and improve the relationship of class forces
in favour of the proletariat; methods of struggle which unify
the working class and give it experiences in self-organization
and proletarian democracy. You advocate the "socialist poli-
cies" which the NDP government of your dreams would implement.
Your platform of nationaling this and nationalizing that is
very pretty. But it does nothing to clarify the concrete meas-
ures which are absolutely essential for the working class at
this time. Such a platform would have been adequate for the
first militants of Canadian socialism seventy years ago. It is
no doubt acceptable to the remnants of left social democracy
within the NDP. But it is useless as an instrument for modify-
ing the dynamic of workers struggles in an anti-bureaucratic
and anti-capitalist direction under present conditions. And
inasmuch as it presents the NDP as the only possible vehicle
for the road to socialism, it continues the outrageous deception
about social democracy which you have promulgated for over
twenty years.

The practical consequence of your orientation is to trans-
form yourselves into a left appendage of the NDP and the union
bureaucracy which it represents and to reduce your criticisms
of Lewis to those of a loyal opposition which respects the
eternal sanctity of the social democratic arena. Thus, you con-
cluded these criticisms with the announcement that you intend to
"campaign actively in support of the NDP'. The slogan "For
an NDP Government" blares from the headlines of your press and
the advertisements for the common meetings of your candidate
and those of the NDP.

We wish to make it clear that for us, the question of sup-
porting other candidates of the far left is an open one and is
not contingent on their full agreement with our program. It's
rather a question of evaluating the situation and drawing cer-
tain lines of demarcation. Despite the opportunism of your
program, we could conceivably support your candidate, if the
political situation meant that an LSA vote would constitute a
pole of identification for significant anticapitalist forces
in opposition to the reformist working class leaderships, re-
gardless of the programmatic deficiencies of your campaign.
Such conditions prevailed in France, for example, at the tine
of the 1973 Legislative elections. In that contest, the support
given to Lutte Ouvrier, despite its economism and opportunism,
by the Ligue Communiste was in our view correct. But such con-
ditions, most fundamentally the existence of a broad anti-capi-
talist vanguard, do not obtain in Canada at the present time.
The value of revolutionary intervention in this election is
almost totally defined in terms of its educational content. It
is therefore a question of measuring the comprehensibility and
impact of such intervention on the advanced elements of the
working class. Thus, the question of the NDP and the necessity
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of posing an orientation of offensive, extra-parliamentary
struggles for the labour movement is the primary consideration
for us. Our assessment of your campaign is that it will make
virtually no contribution to this process. While the electoral
platform of the Maoists of CPC(ML) is in some ways closer to

a class struggle line than yours is, the purpose of their cam-
paign is completely unintelligible to workers militants and for
this reason, we have also refrained from calling for a vote for
their candidates.

Finally, we are compelled to express our curiousity at
your motivation for supporting our candidates and your proposal
for what in effect amounts to a joint campaign. Our electoral
platform does not reflect any change in our politics. When we
advocated the same demands around self-organizations and work-
ers democracy during the postal strikes, your militants actively
collaeborated with the union bureaucracy to oppose them. When
we advocated the same themes of internationalist solidarity
as a platform for the Chile committees, you split from the com-
mittees. When we advocated the same approach vis-a-vis the NDP
during the tendency struggle in the ILSA, you denounced us as
anti-Trotskyist. Why do you now consider it acceptable to sup-
port exactly the same political positions on the electoral
front? There has been no shift in our programmatic orientation.
And, despite a more left rhetoric and the new display of token
independence from the NDP symbolized by the Eglinton candidacy,
there seems to have been no substantial shift in yours. You
have made no such overtures to any other forces on the left
and you present no reasons why you would distinguish us fron
them. When we requested your endorsation, we did it on the
basis of our platform. (We had not yet seen yours). Comrades,
what are your criteria? We remain of course always willing to
engageé in common activity with you on a principled basis (as
we are presently doing in the campaign against the Brazilian
trade tour.)

Communist Greetings
The Political Committee,

Revolutionary Marxist
Group
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REVOLUTIONARY SOCIALISTS UNITE EFFORTS IN FEDERAL ELECTIONS

STATEMENT OF THE REVOLUTIONARY MARXIST GROUP AND THE LEAGUE
FOR SOCIALIST ACTION/LIGUE SOCIALISTE OUVRIERE

The RMG is presenting rev-
olutionary candidates in three
ridings in these elections:
Bret Smiley in Toronto-Green-
wood, Linda Peevers in Peter-
borough, and Murray Smith in
Winnipeg-North Centre. The
ILSA/LSO is presenting a revo-
lutionary candidate in Toron-
to-Eglinton, Kate Alderdice.
The RMG and LSA/LSO are presen-
ting separate programs, and
waging separate campaigns.

Nevertheless, the programs
advanced by the two organiza-
tions express major areas of
agreenent on the central is-
sues in this election. That
is why we have decided to
Join forces in calling for a
vote for the four revolution-
ary candidates. Through this
stand, both groups can unite
on a platform that advances
workers' political conscious-
ness and explains the need for
independent class action while
retaining their full right to
criticize the other group, in
areas where they disagree.

As revolutionary social-
ists in a common world organ-
ization, the Fourth Intecrna-
tional, we are conbining to
focus our fire on the ruling
class and their parties. We
also aim to criticize the bank-
ruptecy of the policies of the
NDP and the trade union lead-
ership and to explain why
these policies are purely di-
versionary with respect to the
~ressing tasks which confront
the working class movement.

We call on Canadian work-
ers and socialists to support
the revolutionary candidates
of both the RMG and the LSA/LSO,

The RMG is presenting revo-
lutionary candidates in three
ridings in these elections:
Bret Smiley in Toronto-Green-
wood, Linda Peevers in Peter-
borough and Murray Smith in
Winnipeg-North Centre. The
LSA/LSO is presenting a revo-
lutionary candidate in Toron-
to-Eglinton, Kate Alderdice.
The RMG and LSA/LSO are presen-
ting separate programs, and
waging separate campaigns.

Nevertheless, the progra:.:
advanced by the two organiza-
tions express major areas of
agreenent on the central issues
in this election. That is why
we have decided to Jjoin forces
in calling for a vote for the
four revolutionary candidates.
Through this stand both groups
can unite on a platform that
advances workers' political con-
sciousness and explains the
need for independent class ac-
tion while retaining their full
right to criticize the other
group in areas where they dis-
agree.

As revolutionary socialists
in a common world organiza-
tion, the Fourth International
we are combining to focus our
fire on the ruling class and
their parties. We also aim to
criticize the bankruptcy of
the program of the NDP and the
trade union leadership and to
explain why this program cannot
resolve the pressing tasks
which confront the working class
movement.

We call on Canadian work-
ers and socialists to support
the revolutionary candidates
of both the RMG and the ISA/LSO,
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Item no. 3 - RMG Draft

on the basis of the following
programmatic points which we
hold in common.

The capitalist systen is
rapidly exhausting its capa-
city for reforms and conces-
sions. The historic crisis
of international capitalism
is expressed in the high un-
employment levels and soaring
rise of prices which have be-
come generalized throughout
the capitalist countries. It
is expressed in the inability
of capitalism to amelior-
ate the oppression of women
and of national minorities.
It is expressed in the insta-
bility of the parties and gov-
ernments of the ruling class.
Faced with this crisis, cap-
italism attempts to preserve
itself through intensifying
its attacks on the nass orga-
nizations and standard of liv-
irg of the workers.

As revolutionaries, our
goal isthe seizure of polit-
ical power by the working
class and the use of that po-
litical power to abolish cap-
italist social and economic
relations. The capitalist
governments and the entire
apparatus of the existing
state nust be replaced by a
government based on mass rep-
resentative bodies of the
workers and small farmers,
bodies which can arise only
out of mass mobilizations and
struggles., The factories,
mines, banks and other large
economic enterprises must be
expropriated by such a gov-
ernment to begin the transi-
tion to a socialized, planned
econony.

Such revolutionary objec~
tives in no way contradict
the need to struggle for im-

Item no. 4 - LSA/LSO Second

Draft

on the basis of the following
programmatic points which we
hold in common.

The capitalist system is
rapidly exhausting its capacity
for reforms and concessions.
The historic crisis of inter-
national capitalism is expres-
sed in the high unemployment
levels and soaring rise of
prices which have become gen-
eralized throughout the cap-
italist countries. It is ex~
pressed in the inability of
capitalism to eliminate the
oppression of women and of
national minorities. It is
expressed in the instability
of the parties and governments
of the ruling class., Faced
with economic problems and in-
creasing difficulties capital-
ism attempts to preserve itself
through intensifying its at-
tacks on the mass organizations
and standard of living of the
workers,

As revolutionaries, our
goal is the seizure of polit-
ical power by the working
class and the use of that poli-
tical power to abolish cap-
italist social and economic
relations. The capitalist gov-
ernment and the entire appara-
tus of the existing state must
be replaced by a government
based on mass representative
bodies of the workers and small
farmers, bodies which can arise
only out of mass mobilizations
and struggles. The factories,
mines, banks and other large
economic enterprises must be
expropriated by such a gov-
ernment to begin the transition
to a socialized, planned econ-
omy e

Such revolutionary objec-
tives in no way contradict the
need to struggle for immediate



2.

mediate solutions to the eco-
nomic, social and political
problems which confront the
working class. They are, in
fact, the logical extension
of such struggles. The major
asset of the ruling class at
this time is the political
weakness of the working class
-- its lack of clear perspec-
tive. The workers' nove-
ment has shown its will to
struggle and built powerful
orgenizations. But they are
dominated by a conservative
bureaucracy, which seeks to
maintain the status quo in
order to preserve its own pri-
vileges. To this bureaucra-
tic domination, we counter-
pose the self-organization of
workers struggles and the
principles of workers' democ-
racy. ©Such measures are in-
dispensible to ensure the
unity of the working class and
the broadest possible mobi-
lizations to fight the ruling
class, They are also indis-
pensable in order to popu-
larize a revolutionary pro-
gram in the labour imovement.

At the present time, no
revolutionary organization has
significant support in the
working class. The NDP is
the only mass political or-
ganization of the working
class. By virtue of its or-
ganizational ties and the
class character of its support,
if not its program, the NDP
remains a component of the
labour movement. In all rid-
ings where the LSA/LSO and
RMG are not presenting candi-

solutions to the economic,
social and political problems
which confront the working
class. The task for revolu-
tionaries 1s to help the masses

in the deily struggle to find
the bridge between the present
demands and the socialist pro-
gream of the revolution. This
bridge should include a system

of transitional demands, stem-—
ning from todays conditions and

from today's consciou

the wide layers of the

class and unalterably leading
Yo one final conclusion: the
conquest oI power by the prole-
Eariaf. The major &sset of the
ruling class at bhis time is
The political weakness of the
working class movement -- its
crisis of leadership. 7The
workers movement has shown its
will Yo struggle and built
powerful organizations. But
they are dominated by a conser-
vative bureaucracy, which has

a reformist strategy whose

aim is Yo maintain the capi-
talist system and with 1T

thelir privileges. JTo the ref-

ormist program of the bur-
eaucracy, we_counterpose the
strategy of the transitional
program: mobilization of the
masses for a sliding scale of

wages, open the oks, expro-
riation of va s, end

tary spending, self-deter-
mination of oppressed nation-

alities, factory c >
orkers democracy: lea t

he_building of the revolution-
ers

ﬁ

ct|=

E

At the present time, no
revolutionary organization has
mass support in the working
class, The NDP is the only
mass political organization of
the working class. By virtue
of its organizational ties and
the class character of its
support, if not its program,
the NDP remains a component of
the labour movement. In all
ridings where the LSA/LSO and
RMG are not presenting candi-
dates, therefore, we call for
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dates, therefore, we call for
a vote for the NDP candidates,
not as a vote of confidence in
the NDP, but as a working
class vote against the capi-
talist parties.

But in calling for a vote
for the NDP on this basis, we
give no support to the strat-
egy and program of the NDP,
which has the reformist per-
spective of making the capi-
talist system work better.

The election of an NDP
government will not solve the
urgent problems which face
the working class. In B.C.,
Saskatchewan, and Manitoba,
NLCP governments are the loyal
servants of capitalist in-
terests. We oppose the NDP's
class collaborationist alliance
with the Liberals in the last
Parliament. We call for an
unequivocal break with all
forms of class collaboration.
To the reformist and parlia-
mentary strategy of the NDP,
we counter the proletarian
method of independent mass
action by the working class.
Only through such mass action
outside the parliamentary
arena can the labour movement
effectively respond to the
developing crisis of Canadian
capitalism,

In addition to our common
approach on this question, we
also agree on a number of
other key issues in this elec-~
tion. In particular, we call
for the following:

1. Quebec: Support Quebec's
right to self-determination,
that is, the right to form
an independent state if the
Quebecois so desire,

2. Resist inflation through
fighting for a rising scale

of wages which go up in direct
proportion to a cost-of-liv-

the election of the NDP candi-
dates, not as a vote of confi-
dence in the NDP, but as a
working class vote against the
capitalist parties.

But in calling for a vote
for the NDP on this basis, we
give no support to the strat-
egy and programn of the NDP,
which has the reformist per-
spective of making the capit-
alist system work better.

Workers cannot rely on the
election of an NDP government
to solve the problems which
face the working class. In B.C.,
Saskatchewan and Manitoba, NDP
governments are the loyal ser-
vants of capitalist interests.
We oppose the NDP's class col-
laborationist alliance with the
Liberals in the last Parlia-
ment. We call for an unequiv-
ocal break with all forms of
class collaboration. To the

reformist and parlismentary
stra egg 0 e eadership
we counterpose the proletarian
method ol independent mass ac-
tIon by the working class, Par-
Ticipation in éIéb%ions and use
oY _the parliamen T €

can _only be one aspect of the

mass action strategy of the

working class, the main thrust
of which will develop outside

the parliamentary arena.

In addition to our common
approach on this question we
also agree on a number of other
key issues in this election.

In particular, we call for the
following:

1. Quebec: Support Quebec's
right to self-determination,
that is, the right to form an
independent state if the Que-
becois so desire.

2. Inflation: fight for a ris-
ing scale of wages which go up
in direct proportion to a cost-
of-living index determined by
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ing index determined by the
trade unions.

3. Resist unemployment through
fighting for a sliding scale
of hours, that is, the equal
distribution of all available
work with no loss in pay.

the trade unions.

3. Unemployment: fight for a
sliding scale of hours, that
is, shortening the work week
to spread the available work
around with no loss in pay.



. UNITY PROPOSAL BY LSA/LSO REJECTED BY RMG ITEM NO. 5

The following material was the last proposal made tothe RMG
Political Committee in an attempt to make possible a united
stand by revolutionary socialists in the federal elections.
The RMG Political Committee rejected the proposal.

234 Queen St. W.
Toronto 2b, Ont.
June 30, 1974.

Political Committee
Revolutionary Marxist Group,
Toronto, Ont.

Dear Comrades,

We believe that the federal election programs of the can-
didates of the Revolutionary Marxist Group and the League for
Socialist Action/Ligue Socialiste Ouvrildre indicate a sufficient
area of agreement to justify a united stand by the two orga-
nizations in support of the candidates of both groups.

On June 26 we proposed to you that our two organizations
make a joint statement declaring our united support for the four
revolutionary candidates. We gave you our proposed text for
this statement.

But negotiations to agree on the text of the joint state-
mnent have not been successful. We have been unable to agree
on the proposed sections describing the role of the Transition-
aldProgram and indicating how it should be applied in Canada
today,

The LSA/LSO Political Committee has therefore redrafted
the proposed joint statement, to limit its scope to areas of
our respective written programs where our positions coincide.
The text of this new proposal is enclosed. It consists of sec-
tions of the statement already agreed on by both groups, plus
section no. 12 of the election program of the RMG.

We hope this proposal permits us to reach rapid agreement.
It records the agreement of both groups on the fundamental ques-
tions posed before socialists in this election, particularly
in counterposing a class struggle course to the reformism and
class collaborationism of the present leadership of the English
Canadian working class. It would be incorrect to allow dis-
agreements on other questions to obstruct our united stand in
the elections.

Regardless of your response to this proposal, the enclosed
statement outlines the principled basis on which the LSA/LSO
svpports the three candidates of the RMG in the July 8 federal
elections.

Conmradely,

s/Arthur Young



REVOLUTIONARY SOCIALISTS UNITE EFFORTS IN FEDERAL ELECTIONS

Proposed statement of the Revolutionary Marxist
Group and the League for Socialist Action/Ligue
Socialiste Ouvridre.

The Revolutionary Merxist Group (RMG) is presenting rev-
olutionary candidates in three ridings in these elections:
Bret Smiley in Toronto-Greenwood, Linda Peevers in Peter-
borough and Murray Smith in Winnipeg-North Center. The League
for Socialist Action/Ligue Socialiste Ouvridre (LSA/LSO) is
presenting a revolutionary candidate in Toronto-Eglinton, Kate
Alderdice. The RMG and LSA/LSO are presenting separate pro-
grams, and waging separate campaigns.

Nevertheless, the programs advanced by the two organiza-
tions express major areas of agreement on the central issues
in this election. That is why we have decided to join forces
in calling for a vote for the four revolutionary candidates.
Through this stand, both groups can unite on a platform that
advances workers' political consciousness and explains the need
for independent class action, while retaining their full right
to criticize the other group, in areas where they disagree.

As revolutionary socialists in a common world organization,
the Fourth International, we are combining to focus our fire
on the ruling class and its parties. We also aim to criticize
the bankruptey of the program and policies of the New Democratic
Party and the trade union leadership, and to explain why they
cannot resolve the pressing tasks which confront the working
class movement.

The RMG and the LSA/ISO believe that workers can best
indicate their class sentiments by voting for our candidates.
But in most ridings, a class struggle candidate will not exist.
The question of the electoral policy of class conscious workers
in therefore posed.

The NDP is a qualitatively different type of political
organization from the capitalist Liberals and Tories. As much
as it tries to hide the fact, its base lies in the trade unions
and the working class. It receives no support from any apprec-
iable sector of big business.

Politically, the NDP has repeatedly betrayed the interests
of the working class. Its liberal program offers no positive
perspective for working people. In B.C.,, Saskatchewan and Man-
itoba, NDP governments are the loyal servants of capitalist
interests, Militant workers and socialists must wage a sharp
struggle against the NDP leadership in order to politically
rearm the labor movement.

But by virtue of its organizational ties and the class
character of its support, if not its program, the NDP remains
a component of the labor movement. In the ridings where we are
not presenting candidates, therefore, we call on workers to vote-
NDP, not as a vote of confidence in the NDP, but as a working
class vote against the capitalist parties.

In addition to our common approach on this question, we
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also agree on a number of other key issues in this election.
In particular we call for the following:

1. Quebec: Support Quebec's right to self-determination,
that is, the right to form an independent state if the Qué-
bécois so desire.

2. Inflation: Fight for a rising scale of wages, which go
up in direct proportion to a cost-of-living index determined
by the trade unions.

3. Unemployment: Fight for a sliding scale of hours, that
is, shortening the work week to spread the available work around
with no loss in pay.

We call on Canadian workers and socialists to support the
revolutionary candidates of both the RMG and the ISA/LSO, on
the basis of the above programmatic points, which we hold in
common.
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334 Queen St. W.
Toronto, Ontario.
July 10, 1974

Political Committee
Revolutionary Marxist Group,
Toronto, Ontario.

Dear Comrades,

We are now preparing our coverage of the election results,
and we wish to include a report on the Revolutionary lMarxist
Group's (RMG) stand on the League for Socialist Action/Ligue
Socialiste Ouvriere (LSA/ISO) candidacy in Eglinton riding.

On June 18, your Politiceal Committee adopted the text of
a letter to be sent to us stating the reasons you were not
supporting our campaign. You gave us a copy of this letter
on June 28. On July 1 you announced at the LSA-RMG public
debate that you had changed your stand. Bubt we have as yet
received nothing in writing setting out your new position..

Moreover, we note that at your major public meeting in
Toronto on the election on July 6, you did not tell the aud-
ience that you were supporting our campaign. You did not even
reply to & question posed during the meeting as to your stand
on the LSA/ISO campaign.

What final conclusions did you come to on the question of
the LSA/ISO campaign?
Comradely,
John Riddell,
Executive Secretary
LSA/LSO

¢e: United Secretariat.
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Note: As of August 9 no reply has been received from the RMG.



July 31, 1974
Dear Conrade Sheppard,

Your letter of June 28 contains in nmy opinion misunder-
standing on three accounts.

In the first place, neither the United Secretariat nor any
of its members ever raised the question to disregard the special
status of the Socialist Workers Party created by the Voorhis
Act. We know perfectly well that you cannot affiliate as a
section to the F.I. as a result of the reactionary legislation
in effect in the USA, and that, in the framework of that leg-
islation, dues or financial contributions to the F.I. are pro-
hibited. Nobody wants to take any "factional advantage" from
that situation or wants to change acknowledging it.

If you received information to the contrary, this can only
be interpreted as misunderstandings or mistaken reporting. It
would have been wiser to check with those whom your informants
claim to have been guilty of such change of attitude, rather
than to record without verification an alleged irresponsibility
or the fact that "threats" were made against you. Otherwise,
the way in which "reports" of oral discussions at United Sec-
retariat meetings are being "transmitted" could put into jea-
pardy the freedon of discussion at such meetings, which, in the
denocratic tradition of our novenent, is conplete and unrestric-
ted, and will renain so, without anybody having the right to
warn anybody that "anything you say might be written down and
used against you."

Representatives of the IEC minority faction in the United
Secretariat have several times insisted upon the same principle.
It would be wise if they and you would stick to it.

In the second place, the questions raised in the United
SBecretariat neeting did not concern the Socialist Workers Party,
but the IEC ninority faction which is a faction of menbers of
the F.I. who clain full nembership and voting rights and there-
fore have full nenbership duties. It so happens that, since the
10th World Congress, with the honorable exception of the New
Zealand section, not a single section or sympathizing section
whose leadership Supports in its najority the IEC minority fac-
tion has contributed a single penny to the budget of the inter-
national center. Far from being a normal and traditional sit-
uation, this is a new one. It is true that some of the organ-
izations whose leaderships support in their majority the IEC
ninority faction had already made such a "turn" before the 10th
World Congress. We raised this matter several tines before
and during the world congress, but didn't want it to cut across
the absolute priority of conducting a political debate to clar-
ify political issues.

However after a world congress, this situation changes.
The continuation and generalization of what can only be des-
cribed as a financial boycott raises grave questions as to the
application of denocratic centralism on behalf of that faction.
The strengthening of the international center is explicitly
nentioned as a key task of the world Trotskyist movenent by
the political resolution adopted by a clear najority at the 10th
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World Congress. A refusal of the IEC mninority faction to take
its full part -- to the extent of its membership claims -~ in
the expenses inplied by the strengthening of that center can
only be interpreted as a shirking of its statutory duty, if not
as an outright refusal to apply world congress decisions.

In the third place, you are absolutely right that it has
always been the custon to give credit to those organizations
doing so for any genuine expenses of an international character
not directly made in the fornm of contributions to the center.
Nobody proposes to change that custom. But your nisunder-
standings regarding that natter concern:

(a) The nature of these expenses. Only those which have
been previously aggeed upon can be credited, not any expense
arbitrarily decide vy one side as being of such a nature. To
give two exanples: travel expenses in Europe of an IEC nminority
faction supporter in the United Secretariat, who has never
been assigned by thce United Secretariat to any activity in
Europe whatsoever, cannot be credited as supporting the build-
ing of the world Trotskyist novement. They are faction build-
ing expenses, and should be supported by the said faction, with-
out any credit being given for this to any organization. Travel
expenses incurred in bringing to United Secretariat neetings
"translators" without previous agreenent (or even proposal nade
to!) by the United Secretariat to underwrite such expenses can-
not be credited either. Likewise, expenses explicitly exclud-
ed by United Secrcbariat decision from the financial efforts
for building the world Trotskyist nmovement and channelled toward
special campaigns cannot be credited in any way as international
expenses to any Trotskyist organization.

Differences of appreciation on the above nentioned ex-
penses already run into the equivalent of several thousand
dollars. This has been brought to the attention of the IEC
ninority faction nany tines.

In short, we do not propose to nodify anything in regard
to nutally agre¢d upon credits. The IEC ninority faction sup-
porters seen to have decided a change in attitude, "crediting"
unilaterally what they want. This we cannot accept.

(b) If credits have to be evaluated, they have to be eval-
uated for all seckions and synpathizing organizations, several
of which ificur the sane type of expenditures you nention over
and above the dues they pay. In that case, it simply is Tot
true that the credits you nention, in so far as they concern
nutually agreed upon expenditures, anount to "several times nore
than the contributions of the largest sections."

(¢) Our key complaint is not this question of "credits,"
or a change in their evaluation compared to the past prior to
the eruption of the present faction fight. It is the question
that over and above any genuinely creditable expenditure on
international natters, the sections and sympathizing organiza-
tions of the F.I. led by IEC ninority faction supporters had in
the past regularly paid contributions to the running of the
inbernational center, Sonetines they were large, sonetines they
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were nodest, but they were always real. We want to return to
that situation, which is the only normal one.

The proposal nade by us involves contributions of bhis
sort not covering "a large part" but hardly 20% of the currcnt
expenses of the center. They are not ultinatumns but proposals.
We would be perfectly willing to consider any reasonable counter-
proposal.

We understand that, inspite of the reactionary Voorhis
Act which prevents you fron formally affiliating with the IEC
ninority faction in the sane way, as it prevents you fron af-
filiating with the F.I., you have close relations of synpathy
and collaboration with the leadership of that faction. We
think it would be wise if you would most strongly advise that
leadership to change its behavior in that respect, which is ab-
nornal and intolerable.

In no organization could the rank-and-file -~ not to speak
of the leadership -~ accept that those who clain more than 40%
of the nembership and nore than 40% of votes at congresses pay
nuch less than 20% of the financial contributions for party-
building purposes (not counting, we repeat, faction building
activities, which cannot be included in these).

Fraternally yours,

s/Walter



-translation translation translation

THE PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION IN FRANCE AND
THE POLITICAL LINE OF THE FCR

What is the "Union of the Left"?

The dispute over the political character of the Union of
the Left dates from its founding. With each new French election,
it waxes hot again. We recall the dispute and exchange of
letters between the SWP and the Ligue Communiste during the
legislative elections in the spring of 1973 (this will shortly
be submitted by the LIT for publication in the German-language
edition of the IIDB). At that time all the differences had
indeed come to light, but their depth could not yet be precisely
estimated. Since then they have developed farther in every
respect:

a) In the reantine the question of the character of the
Union of the Left has clearly been answered by the events then-
selves,

b) The mistakes made by the leadership of our French or-
ganization with respect to evaluation and political action have
considerably widened and deepened in the current presidential
election.

The 1973 debate turned on the question of whether the Union
of the Left is, essentially, a united front of working-class
parties, or whether it represents a class-collaborationist
maneuver, of a different class character than the working-class
parties it is mainly based on. The comrades of the LITF showed
even at that time that the latter was the case.

*The Union of the Left program is a moderate bourgeois
program aimed at winning over bourgeois parties.

*Al1l the words and deeds of the Union of the Left's archi-
tects are aimed at pulling the liberal section of the bour-
geoisie into the bloc.

*This has already succeeded. The Left Radicals, an indis-
putably bourgeois formation, are already involved in it.

From this, the political character of the undertaking was
deduced by the Leninist-Trotskyists as early as spring 1973:
it represents an offer made by petty-bourgeois working-class
lcaders to the bourgeoisie L0 resolve BLREir Crisis of leader-
ship with the aid of a popular-Iront mancuver.

The bourgeoisie in its majority 4id not go for it, above
all because the class struggle in France has not reached the
stage where it would appear advantageous to the bourgeoisie to
form governments with the CP, or to make them dependent on CP
support as in 1936 and 1945.

In this presidential election the question is even clearer
than in spring 1973. The transformations within the Union of
the Left are characteristic of its nature. The role of the
Communist Party has become more and more discreet; it is stepp-
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ing more and more into the background and even doing its best
to minimize its role. Mitterrand is turning to the right, tak-
ing somewhat more distence from the CP. The Common Progrem
hardly plays a role anymore. And the CP is very helpful in
this: they give Mitterrand carte-blanche and display discre-
tion. Marchais states that the government should be formed

on the basis of equality for the three parties participating
in the Union of the Left, that means, 6 to 7 ministerial posts
each for the SP, CP, and Left Radicals (Le Monde, April 24,
1974, p. 5). Of course, Mitterrand's cendidacy is formally .
independent from the Union of the Left, but unimaginable with-
out it. The character of the Union of the Left is decisive in
determining the character of Mitterrand's candidacy.

At the seme time, the gentleman of the "Left" indefatigably
proclaim that their venture brings only good things for French
imperialism and deserves every assistance. Thus, Gaston De-
ferre, chairman of the Socialist fraction in the Assenbly,
stated with respect to the fears about accepting CP ministers
in the government voiced by government minister Guichard: "It
is not dangerous. Quite the contrary. It is insurance. After
sixteen years of backward social policy, the presence of Com-
nunists in the government will be a guarantee for us. We will
be able to avoid a certain number of difficulties with social
unrest." (Le Monde, April 24, 1974, p. 5)

In this way, a certain measure of success was attained by
the "gaviours of the nation": the left Gaullists, the "Front
Progressiste," are supporting Mitterrand even in the first
round of the elections and are campaigning everywhere for the
cendidate of their choice with the Cross of Lorraine (Gaullist
symbol). And Monsieur Marcel Jeanneney, a worthy De Gaulle
minister, advises a vote for Chaban Delmas in the first round
of elections and in the second...Mitterrand (Le Monde, May 2
1974, p. 4).

So, while they certainly have not yet succeeded in making
a decisive breakthrough, they have won some ground. The Rad-
ical Socialist gentlemen and those of the Democratic Center
stand ready on call, but still hesitate. Their hesitations
reflect those of the bourgeoisie.

IT. Rise of the class struggle with a Mitterrand victory?

Our French comrades have decided to call for supporting
Mitterrand on the second round. In our opinion this is an
unprincipled decision, which flies in the face of one of the
fundamental programmatic bases of the Fourth International;
namely, an uncompromising attitude toward popular-front be-
trayals. The decision to vote Mitterrand can be traced to
pressure from the "left" milieu; the PSU and OCI/AJS are sup-
porting Mitterrand even in the first round of the elections,
Lutte Ouvridre in the second. Furthermore, the fear of (tem-
porary) isolation from the masses is involved. But the decisive
argument used by the French leadership to Jjustify this step
is that a victory by Mitterrand will without fail lead to a
sharpening of the class struggle.

The inadequacy of this argument can be demonstrated on
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various levels. First, the tendency toward sharpening class
struggles is a general one. It began under De Gaulle, continued
and deepened under Pompidou, and will go further if the working
class does not suffer a decisive defeat. The popular front is

a sure means to lead the class into such a defeat. It must be
shown that an election victory by Mitterrand will result in

an immediate upsurge in the factories, in the universities, and
on the streets. That can well be doubted. The opposite is

more likely. The whole maneuver is in fact expressely organized
for the purpose of diverting the mass struggles into parlia-
mentary channels. That will not succeed in the long run, but
can have limited success.

Second, the argument has no bearing on determining our
position on the elections. It is simply not a criterion.
Under certain circumstances, the assumption of power by a right-
wing regime can lead to the sharpening of class struggles, as_
shown previously in England and elsewhere. That is for us no
reason to call for the election of the Tories or the CDU
[Christlich~-Demokratische Union -- Christian Democratic Union,
the main right-wing party in Germanyl. With a somewhat more
realistic evaluation, our French comrades -- according to this
criterion -~ should come out for Giscard d'Estaing. The CGT
has, after all, threatened amn offensive if he is elected.

Third, one simply can not disregard the negotiations now
in progress, Mitterrand can already go knocking on doors with
an offer from the trade unions "to maintain social peace"
for his first six months in office. Isn't that some offer!
Who else could now make that promise to the French bourgeoisie
but Mitterrand?

Our comrades, however, are building their whole campaign
on *hs opposite assumption. Comrade Krivine is already on tel-
evisicn warning about a right-wing putsch, issuing an appeal to
scldiers to turn against their reactionary officers and not
march against the people...in case of an election victory by
Mitterrand. The whole campaign is moving in an unfortunate
direction. All the arguments lead to the conclusion that even
in the first round one should vote not for Krivine, but for
Mitterrand. It is wholly analogous to the campaigns of the
DKP [Deutsche Kommunistische Partei —- German Communiss Party--
the pro-Moscow West German organization], which suggest meta-
phorically: better vote SPD. Comrade Krivine begins his ar-
ticle in the May 4, 1974 Le Monde (p. 10) thusly: "To defeat
the right, to get rid of Thé regime that has raged for 16
years -- that is the immediate stake for the workers in these
elections....The workers will not give the representatives of
the bosses a single vote, not a single vote for Giscard, the
Plague, or Chaban, the Pox. And to defeat the candidate of
the right in the second round, it is necessary to mass all
working-class votes behind Mitterrand, provided in the meantime
that he hasn't made an agreement with the bourgeoisie." The
last qualification can only be understood as a bad joke after
all that has gone before.

It is sad to have to say that the politics of our French
organization can at best be characterized not as Trotskyism,
but as POUMism. Trotsky's critique of POUMism is as relevant
now as then.,
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ITI. The middle layers and the elections

It has become clear in the last years, particularly in
France, that the general upsurge of workers' struggles is no?t
isolated. The deterioration of the economic situation has
also produced intensified struggles in the middle petty-bour-
geois layers, that increasingly meet with greater economic prob-
lems. Their political conduct is one of the more interest;ng
aspects of these elections, especially since the bourgeoisie
finds itself in a leadership crisis.

In the faceof this crisis of leadership, part of the Gaul-
list movement -- even if numerically not especially significant
-- has called for the election of Mitterrand. The Democratic
Center is split: 8 section led by Lecanuet is for replacing
Gaullism with Giscard d'Estaing. The Servan-Schreiber Radical
Socialists haven't officially issued an election recommendation.

We should add that the Left Radicals have supported the
popular front for a long time.

In his election campaign, Mitterrand, as candidate of the
popular front, has wooed the middle petty-bourgeois layers and
the Radical Socialists to a very considerable extent. He has
tried to lure them in by explaining that the class-collabora-
tionist program of the Union of the Left is not binding, etc.
It is hardly surprising that the PFC accepted this "tactic."

The renunciation of a separate program and independent
struggle by the working class for its own goals had, of course,
already led to the Common Program. The approval of Mitterrand's
election tactics by the PFC only makes more clear the Stalinists'
readiness at any time to betray the goals of the class in return
for rurticipation in the affairs of the bourgeois government.
Ti¢ cuncession is explained to the working class by referring
to the necessity of establishing an alliance with the petty-
bourgeoisie, etc.

In the struggle for class autonomy of the workers as against
the class-collaborationist maneuver of the Union of the Left
and Mitterrand's popular-front candidacy, a clear answer to
the qQuestion of how an allisnce with the petty-bourgeois layers
is to be established is required.

The FCR's propaganda has largely ignored this topic. To
be sure, without giving a satisfactory answer to this question,
you can hardly weaken illusions in the popular front and fur-
ther the resolution of the crisis of revolutionary leadership
for the working class. '

Of course, the FCR is right when in connection with an
election victory by Mitterrand it points to the necessity to
breach an eventual social pact; when it emphasizes that the
class nust struggle independently for its interests. But it
ignores the decisive question and the "most obvious" argument
of popular front politicians for their readiness to make con-
cessions when, on the basis of the Chilean experience alone,
it abruptly cells attention to the danger of a putsch and summons
the soldiers, in this event, to resist. That comrade Krivine
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offers only such answers shows that the FCR has no ready answer
for the workers on how to minimize the danger of a putsch.

That would certainly be the first question to come up.

An election victory by Mitterrand clearly presupposes
a turn toward the popular front by a significant section of the
petty-bourgeoisie. The problem of every popular front (and
Chile can be studied as a model) is that by virtue of its
fundamentally bourgeois politics, it cannot solve the econonmic
problems it faces, at least not in a period of general downturn
in the imperialist economy.

If the econonmic downturn leads to a leadership crisis for
the bourgeoisie, with a section of the petty-bourgeoisie turning
toward the popular front, and to its victory, this is because
a popular front suggests strength on the parliamentary level,
and the petty bourgeoisie expects decisive solutions for its
difficulties. To be sure, the popular front represents strength
only on a parliamentary level, since it directly depends on
tieing the hands of its most militant section, the conscious
revolutionary workers, with illusions.

Given an intact bourgeois state apparatus, decisive inter-
ventions in the economic structure are not only not on the ager?a,
but also impossible, Parliamentary cretinism will thus inev-
itably lead the petty-bourgeois middle layers to look around
for an alternative -- under certain conditions, a fascist move-
ment. Similarly, in view of economic difficulties and a dimine-
ishing mass base for the popular front, the danger of & putsch
also increases.

But such a danger can be avoided -- if starting today the
works 4 88y "no" to concessions; if they show their full stren-
g-a in struggle and unequivocally reject their petty-bourgeois
leadership in the elections; if they offer the petty-bourgeois
layers genuine action alliances, making an energetic struggle
against the bourgeoisie possible.

IV. The political line of the FCR

Unfortunately, that is not the political line of the FCR.
The question of establishing an alliance with the petty-bour-
geois layers -- a cardinal question for every class-conscious
worker concerned with making his class interests prevail -- is
not raised, or is only treated insufficiently. Instead of
pointing out how this problem is bound up in content with a
totally independent class struggle, and thus unequivocally (!)
taking a stand against popular front politics, their readiness
to support Mitterrand confuses the issue. Instead of emphas-
izing that appeasement politics, which the popular front pol-
iticians pursue in the class struggle, make a putsch more pos-
sible and accordingly deserve no support, they support the
popular front, although critically.

Briefly stated, we do not believe support to class-colla-
borationist maneuvers of petty-brougeois working-class leaders
is wrong simply on the grounds of abstract principle. A tactic
must stop at the class line -- any other conduct is opportunist!
And opportunism is not corrected by seeking to prop it up with
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an extremely subjective analysis, in which one maintains that
the victory of a popular front candidate would have a positive
effect on working-class struggles. What is wrong in this rea-
soning?

We have mentioned that popular front maneuvers can only
be realized in specific situations of capitalist downturn --
whenever the bourgeoisie, in the face of an upsurge of mass
struggles, finds itself in an acute leadership crisis, and the
petty-bourgeois working-class leaders offer the bourgeoisie
a bloc to contain these struggles within the framework of the
parliamentary system. The obJjective basis of this phenomena
is the sharpening of the contradictions of the capitalist sys-
tem! Whether the betrayal of working-class struggles by the
workers' organizations supporting the popular front yields
success depends on the depth of the objective crisis (!).
"Success" in this case means: acceptance of restrictions by
the workers and no turn toward a revolutionary alternative.

If the Trotskyists pursue the wrong political line, if they
offer no clear political alternative to popular front politics
and its false perspectives, if there is a persistent crisis and
a series of struggles, that is, if the containment power of
the popular front reveals itself as insufficient, then a putsch
threatens. To place this in the forefront of election prop-
aganda, now (!), as is the case, shows what kind of political
evaluation the FCR has of itself....But in any case, it is
ridiculous to speak of the treachery and containment measures
of the popular front politicians as historically progressive.
Working-class illusions in treacherous leaderships can have no
progressive function. In a crisis situation they can only
hinder the development of struggles. In contrast, what should
t.e nonition of Trotskyists look like in the second round?

In the presidential election, in contrast to the 1973
legislative elections, programs in the form of individuals are
up for elections, rather than parties. The possibility of cal-
ling for a vote for only the CP and SP, instead of the Union
of the Left, therefore does not exist. It is only a choice
between two essentially bourgeois candidates, between Giscard,
the right-wing Plague, and Mitterrand, the popular front Pox.
So the only possibility that remains is to call for abstention.
Under certain conditions a temporary isolation from the masses
has to be accepted.

We should maintain a principled position in the present’
period, carry on uncompromising agitation in opposition to the
popular front swindle, point out the fact that Mitterrand's
candidacy is not only a betrayal of the historical interests
of the class, but even of its immediate interests (e.g., the
trade-union social pact). Then we would be in the best posi-
tion to face the coming period with its unavoidable disappoint-
ments and disillusionment,

V. The question of the Socialist Party

The Compass tendency has proved to us once again that po-
litical mistakes must be promptly corrected or they will deep-
en. After further confusion about the nature of the non-German
Social Democrats, the die is now cast once again and another
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iece of Trotskyist analysis is lost: the Socialist Party of
%rance is an ordinary bourgeois party.

In the Compass steering committee's April 27, 1974, po-
sition paper on the French presidential election, the reasoning
is as follows: The SP has also gone through a transformation
into a "people's party" only it was not as successful as the
SFPD. The "new" SP under Mitterrand has merely taken a tactical
turn. It is not a working-class party, since it is only based
on peripheral (?) sections of the working class (public sector,
service sector, white-collar sector, "climbers" in the wage
hierarchy, class-politically backward sectors (!), as well as
the main sectors of the petty bourgeoisie. It is not based on
the organized working-class movement, and its electoral follow-
ers want to preserve the capitalist system, while the electoral
followers of the PCF want to overthrow the capitalist systei.

What is striking here, first of all, is the method of
analysis. While in the case of the SPD, the basis of argu-
mentation was that the SPD's control over the trade unions
plays no role in determining its political nature; here in the
case of the SPF, it is considered important that the SPF's
trade union federation, force Ouvriére, has degenerated, and
its base in the other trade unions is slight. The transforma-
tion into a people's party under Gaston Defferre has indeed
"succeeded," but was not "successful." Hence: operation success-
ful, patient dead. But the patient, conforming to the motto
"You only live twice," rises up again: as bourgeois. And after
that follows the next operation: Operation Mitterrand.

Let's get serious agein: the "new" SP under Mitterrand
dses net differ in political nature from the old SP, the SP
under Gaston Defferre, nor the SP under Leon Blum. During the
1926 popular front therec was a shifting of ramnk and file sup-
porters from the SP to the CP; the 1973 popular front will
fairly certainly have the opposite shift.

But we don't want to concentrate here on the question of
the SP in too great detail, since the characterization by the
Compass comrades is too sketchy and doesn't offer enough
points of decparture for a thorough critique. We will say only
this: in no way do they try to point out where the politics
and program of today's Socialist Party differ fron those of the
earlier SP, something they at least tried in the case of the
SPD. It isn't indicated in what respect the class base has
changed., (Is it in the shifting from "central" sectors of the
working class to "peripheral"? Not enough "real" workers in
blue overalls?) The argunent is used that the SP does not base
itself on the organized workers' movement. That is not accurate.
Of course, its trade union federation, F.O., is actually fairly
uninportant, but it is currently in the process of procuring a
larger base in the CFDT. By the way, one more thing on juggling
with criteria: in the SPD discussion this criterion was always
played down with a reference to Peronism (here not comparable),
but now in the case of the SP this must be reckoned with. And
lastly: the Union of the Left is "still not a popular front"
(see p. 3 of the Compass position paper), but the SP is a bour-
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geois party? One nmust admit that with this "innovation" the
confusion has grown considerably.

The French comnrades present a similar contradiction.
Their congress in 1972, as is well known, refused in its major-
ity to characterize the SP as a bourgeois working-class party.
This makes support of the popular front by the French conrades
even more unprincipled.

We will take up this problem again in connection with the
SPD in the discussion on the Social Democracy.

VI.Would support of Piaget's candidacy have been the correct
response to the current situation in France?

The question of whether, in the current presidential elec-
tions in France, it would have been correct to forgo an FCR
candidate and support instead the running of a working-class
candidate who represents independent working class action, we
consider a tactical problen, which has to be decided on the
basis of the concrete situation.

In principle, there is nothing to be said against such a
tactical course, provided such a candidacy:

a) Represents an attempt to unite all forces that are
decisively opposed to every form of class collaboration and
support class independence behind such a candidate.

b) The candidate as an individual symbolizes independent
working class action, e.g., the leader of a significant strike.

¢) Provided the support for such a candidate does not
hinder our comrades from leading a campaign with independent
content, which serves to present and explain to the masses the
revolutionary Marxist program.

We reject in principle any eventual programmatic blocs.
They are not within the tradition of the Trotskyist movement.

Such a candidate, as a representative of the independence
of the working class, could have been counterposed to the pop-
ular front candidate Mitterrand.

Such a proposal would also be justified as a maneuver to
win over fron those organizations supporting the popular front
their members who are against this policy, be it in the first
or second round of elections (e.g., the PSU).

The split in the PSU shows that such a maneuver, based on
the above premiscs, would have been thoroughly justified.

However, such a proposal loses all sense and purpose if one
takes an oppourtunistic attitude vis-a-vis the popular front,
as is the case with the FCR.

] We have the impression that the consi®rations we have out-
lln?d did not underlie the FCR's proposal for a united canpaign
behind Piaget. The FCR proposal was based neither on a correct
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assessnent of the popular front maneuver, nor on a thorough
analysis of the internal situations in the left organizations.
Rather it appears that the conrades of the FCR have simply
enthusiastically adopted the proposal of the Maoist newspaper
Libération. This, and the fact that the FCR wanted to present
aget so that he would be known as the united candidate of the
"prevolutionary left" (?), suggests that in supporting the Piaget
candidacy, the FCR let itself be guided not by the objective
needs of the class struggle, but rather by the "needs" of the
"ggx)mass vanguard" (?) (see communique in Rouge from April 5,
15 .
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