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THE CASE OF COMRADE JOHN E

"For us the party must be a combat organization which leads a deter-
mined struggle for power. The Bolshevik party which leads the struggle
for power needs not only internal democracy. It also requires an imper-
ious centralism and an iron discipline in action. It requires a prole-
tarian composition conforming to its proletarian program. The Bolshevik
party cannot be led by dilettantes whose real interests and real lives
are in another and alien world. It requires an active professional lead-
ership, composed of individuals democratically selected and democratical-
ly controlled, who devote their entire lives to the party, and who find
in the party and in its multiform activities in a proletarian environ-
ment, complete personal satisfaction.

"For the proletarian revolutionist the party is the concentrated ex-
pression of his life purpose, and he is bound to it for life and death.
He preaches and practices party patriotism, because he knows that his
socialist ideal cannot be realized without the party. In his eyes the
crime of crimes is disloyalty or irresponsibility toward the party. The
proletarian revolutionist is proud of his party. He defends it before
the world on all occasions. The proletarian revolutionist is a disci-
plined man, since the party cannot exist as a combat organization with-
out discipline. When he finds himself in the minority, he loyally sub-
mits to the decision of the party and carries out its decisions, while
he awaits new events to verify the disputes or new opportunities to dis-
cuss them again.

"The petty-bourgeois attitude toward the party, which Burnham re-
presents, is the opposite of all this. The petty-bourgeois character
of the opposition is shown in their attitude toward the party, their
conception of the party, even in their method of complaining and whining
about their 'grievances', as unfailingly as in their lightminded attitude
toward our program, our doctrine and our tradition.

"The petty-bourgeois intellectual, who wants to teach and guide the
labor movement without participating in it, feels only loose ties to the
party and is always full of 'grievances' against it. The moment his toes
are stepped on, or he is rebuffed, he forgets all about the interests of
the movement and remembers only that his feelings have been hurt; the re-
volution may be important, but the wounded vanity of a petty-bourgeois
intellectual is more important. He is all for discipline when he is lay-
ing down the law to others, but as soon as he finds himself in a minor-
ity, he begins to deliver ultimatums and threats of split to the party

majority."
-- J. P. Cannon, The Struggle for
a Proletarian Party (pp I4-§§5 -
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Comrade John E, has been in the organised ostensible Trotskyist move-
ment for nearly four years. Splitting from the Socialist Workers League
with the Communist League he was won to us from the CL via the Revolution-
ary Internationalist Tendency. Although on the National Committee of both
the SWL and the CL, he did not play a key role in either organisation.
John has posed a number of apparently unconnected and sometimes seemingly
inexplicable organisational problems to us from the earliest period of our
association with him. Since his return from overseas the comrade has for
the first time been expected to integrate himself thoroughly into our day-
to-day work, and this has confirmed for us that he has a number of severe
inadequacies as a Bolshevik. In a subjective response to criticisms of
his functioning in Europe, his delayed return from Europe, and his func-
tioning since his return, the comrade has put up a mass of defensive and
disloyal evasions, and now, having generalised that performance intc some
sort of a program, has both given us some powerful new insights into it
and has set out on a dangerous political path. This document is an appeal
to the comrade to draw back from the consequences of inability to face his
political record squarely, and from the unprincipled use of factional meth-
ods of struggle to which that inability has led him,

It is no mere coincidence that it is only now we are trying to com-
plete his integration that the programmatic consequences of the comrade's
weaknesses are becoming clear (though they are as yet far from rounded or
finished). : ‘agreement with us, though apparently sincere
and principled,.of necessity had somewhat of an abstract and untested’ ¢har-

“aeter.

Too Much Trouble?

If our rank-and-file thinks that we are taking too much trouble over
an isolated and feeble element who has on a number of occasions laid him-
self open for summary expulsion, then let it be remembered that in comrade
John we see only an extreme and concentrated form of the problems which,
in less crippling manifestations, beset many members when they first enter
the organisation. The fight against John's resistance to the authority of
the party is of course, extremely important, but the fight can have a far
greater importance if it can also help the whole party understand better
(because scrutinised in concentrated form) those lesser forms of resistance
to the authority of the collective which constitute a real impediment to
the advancement of the organisation.

Leaving aside for a time the background to %
BRAEy in this particular case, let us 150k at the comrade'’ s‘gen-
0litical argument as it unfolded: first in a discussion with me on

the evening of Thursday 18 July, then,after pressing for the discussion tc
be delayed for a fortnight, in a discussion held on my initiative in the
Sydney Local meeting of Sunday 21 July, and finally in a partial form in
his letter to Susi of 21 July.
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On 18 July, one night after asking me if and when I could arrange for
him to be able to live in Britain with comrade Susi (of the Berlin Commit-
tee), John discovered his letters had been real by me, precip-
itating first a discussion on the question of the right of comrades® pri-
vacy of correspondence, and ghe.comrade then went on to argue that: tﬁ%
Spartacist League gefierally interfered too much in the«parSonai 1vesiof
its:membdrs, and that he had believed that for a long time. Although it
did not come as a very great surprise to us, he had never egy;essed this
view before, sc I carefully explained to him how, WheFe & 00 DET-

3l needs pspcted those of the: party ‘they became legiting mibjacts
" OO ‘the party, but that in situations in which it is le-
szrable that personal needs be subordinated it is far better to rely on
the consciousness of members than on discipline. Thus we quite frequently
try to argue a comrade into moving from one city to another, but unless
he were a member of the Central Committee we would not order him to move.
I explained to him that in view of our conjunctural difficulties we unfor-
tunately have to put more pressure on comrades than is usually desirable,
and I then asked John what had caused him to develop this criticism of the
Spartacist League leadership, and to give examples of how we had illegzit-
imately interfered in the personal lives of cther comrades. He answered
only after fully five minutes of evasions such as "It is what I have ob-
served" but finally came out with the same example as he did later, at the
Local meeting on Sunday July 21, when it was so effectively rebutted by
Vicky. He said she should not have been forced to give up her baby to
foster parents.

The Ogre of Bolshevik Consciousness

Poor John is starting to see himself in a nightmare, terrorised by
the same Red Ogre who steals little children and gives them away to strang-
ers. Presumably the care and attention given the mother by the Ogre, the
supply of baby clothes we made, and our care for the child -- in some per-
iods as much as sixteen hours a day, five days a week -- are merely part-
icularly devious touches. Presumably the fact that we did not force the
comrade to have an abortion suggests not that we rely on the consciousness
"of comrades but only that we wanted, out of pure vindictiveness to cause
the maximum possible personal suffering. Likewise the fact that we then
. waited until the child was five months old to "force' the mother to have
it fostered must be seen as positively diabolic.

The truth is that our advice to Vicky -- that her contribution to the
revolutionary movement would be very limited if she kept the child -- start-
ed to carry much more weight with her as it became clear in practice that
she was going to have continuing difficulty coping. It was the realisa-
tion of this which led her to find a means of having the child far better
cared for than were she to keep it and remain a professional revolutionary.
Comrade John seriously denigrates the consciousness represented by a very
difficult decision for which Vicky must take full credit.
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If the same choice were before him, John would have found it more im-
portant to bring up his own child than to make a revolution. As he said to
Vicky on the night of Saturday 20 July "I'd never allow any child of mine
to be adopted.” The comrade had attempted to make an idealistic distinc-
tion between politics and some particular intimate personal sphere in which
the party has no business whatever. This really reduces to his plaintive
plea -- there are some areas in which John E is sure he could never allow
politics to prevail. 'Please", he is asking, "could the party refrain from
the struggle over my weaknesses as it would expose them to the light of
day and be most uncomfortable."” That these areas are in fact somewhat
larger than any intimate personal sphere is shown by his actual function-
ing. John has got to learn that the party can cope with all kinds of
weaknesses in comrades, that it can make all kinds of concessions to com-
rades' personal needs. We can certainly even accept comrades having child-
ren, desplte the dlfficultles wh1ch our small size puts us under. JBut we

; iple which says. that there are some' areas.in the '
"hi&e fton.the or=

Every comrade must be dealt with as having specific needs, and is
able to give his most to the party under different conditions and with
different allowances being made for those needs. We must accomodate to
the personal needs of every comrade but to say that many personal needs
of members must be accomodated to by the party is not to justify those
needs or render them immune to the influence of the party. Once last year
after a long argument over his functioning the comrade came to me and in
a remark of rare self-perception confessed: 'There is something you should
know about me. I always find it difficult to admit I was wrong.'" I told
him, rather gently, that most people did find it a bit difficult, but that
he, like everybody else, would be wrong very often, and if he were going
to contribute fully to useful debate we would have to push him a bit to
help him learn to admit when he was wrong. The comrade's reply at the
time was astounding. We would have to accept the comrade as he was --
we could not expect any change. Now although John has a high opinion of
his political development, he doubtless believes that he will continue
to develop politically. But the horror of also being pushed to develop
by growing out of such intimate and personal attitudes as self-pride is
just too much. For John E that has just got to be put beyond the sphere
of the party. Of course he would find this more difficult to argue open-
ly than an absolute principle of keeping his personal relationships out
of the sphere of the party -- but nevertheless he has in fact argued for
it.

Anything the comrade says about agreeing that "everything personal
which affects the functioning of a comrade is political" is contradict-
ed by the above example in practice, by the example of the child which
he used both in discussion with me and later at the Local meeting, and
also by a whole range of examples, including his maintenance of an ab-
solute right of privacy in his relationship with Susi while at the same
time using that relationship as an argument that he should be trans-
ferred to Britain.
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While of course the Spartacist League normally has no interests in,
for example, the sexual attitudes or habits of its members, even these
cannot be given absolute immunity from scrutiny of the party. In extra-
ordinary cases the party must intervene. It is not for nothing that we
have our lifestyle rule: "Members will not in their personal appearance,
habits, conduct or lifestyle be either a serious or chronic detriment to
the SLANZ."

Some extremes require rules and discipline, but it is not only in
extremes that the party is interested in overcoming those traits which
come into conflict with the needs of the party. The whole task of build-
ing a revolutionary party is a task of putting together and training
cadre. At every stage the building of the party requires massive 'per-
sonal sacrifices' on the part of every member; there is no political task
whatever devoid of a personal content. A Bolshevik struggles for an in-
tegration of his personal and pclitical life, and his party struggles to
help him in that development.

It is to be noted that the party was kept in ignorance of comrade
John's belief that there are some personal things beyond its province
for a long time -- probably a year (if it developed about the time the
child was born) but at least seven months (when it was fostered). While
there is a consistency in keeping his position from the party, it is the
consistency of one who takes politics and the party umseriously, who
doesn't think it really matters that the party has a deeply flawed con-
ception of itself. The corollary of comrade John's view that the party
should not touch his own most personal concerns is that his concern for
the party is not very deeply personal.

The Local Meeting -- On the Blurring of Factions

At the Sydney Local meeting of 21 July comrade John's views on the
right to privacy were developed considerably beyond what was presented to
me the previous Thursday night. After presenting his views on the invicl-
ability of intimate personal affairs including personal correspondence,
he went on to merge these views with a conception of the rights to secrecy
of non-factional political correspondence. His argument was that while
this right was unnecessary in a healthy organisation "such as ours", it
had to be maintained in case our organisation degenerated when the ab-
sence of such a right could lead to the smashing of a revolutionary min-
ority. Although in fact such a minority would be, surely, a faction, the
idea that a decisively degenerated party will maintain for Bolsheviks any
rights of political struggle -- factional or non-factional -- is of
course sheer utopian-liberal nonsense. The more interesting implication
of the view that we need special rights in case we degenerate is, however,
as comrades Dave S and others pointed out at the meeting, that there is
no qualitative difference between a healthy organisation '"such as ours"
and a degenerated organisation such as (to use the comrade's examples)
the CPs in the late 1920s and the SWP in the early 1960s. Comrades noted
that John was equating me with Stalin.



6

In a bureaucratically deformed centrist or reformist party revolution-
aries must often deceive the apparatus by carrying on secret correspondence,
but it would be ridiculous and anti-Leninist to base the norms of a revo-
lutionary organisation on such conditions. As I said at the Local meeting,
degeneration will not be prevented by any organisational rules, but only
by the consciousness of the membership developed through open political
struggle. While it is necessary to preserve the rlght of\factlonal secrecy,

John further argued that 'pre-factional' material should be privil-
eged, and implied that the party should be able to do nothing to inter-
sect the development of factions -- that they were good things. In fact
factions are useful only in that they reveal something wrong in the party --
something wrong in either the leadership or the minority. The leadership
of the party has the responsibility -- and must have the means -- to pre-
vent the disruption to the party that factional warfare precipitates by
wherever possible correcting the wrong before it develops to a factional
stage.

A blurring of the distinction between factional and non-factional
situations can only lead to the worst kind of manoeuvering, unprincipled
hiding of differences, and playing of ome group of comrades off against
another. Secret non-factional political correspondence, like other prac-
tices blurring this distinction (all associated in our movement with the
development of Pabloism) cannot preserve the party from degencration, as

John would have it, but can only weaken the party and lay the very con-

ditions which prepare it for degeneration. Comrade John's attempt to

break down that distinction can of course by no means be accorded the status
of a conscious attempt to prepare the party for degeneration, but it does
reflect his primary concern for the establishment of rules in whic¢h he as

an individual can operate, when he feels it is necessary, against the party,
rather than for rules in which the party can as a collective best operate
against the bourgeoisie. This, like his campaign for an absolute rule of
privacy, reflects his distorted scale of values: John E before the party!

kgremely important.prineciplé that if a comrade wants to cor-
/ he must Pi¥dt win his' correspondent to a faction on the

: ¢Fistruggle for a principled position. You can't have the "ad-
vantages" of factional rights without the 'disadvantages'". As was noted at
the Local meeting, the comrade simply does not understand the party and
furthermore is not particularly interested in it. He said he had not even
read the Cunningham-Moore-Stuart documents, and since then he has also con-
fessed to not having read the.Ellens-Turner documents.
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The Letter to Susi

During the Local discussion comrade Joel Salinger handed me a note re-
marking with extraordinary prescience that Jchn was really asking how he
could gain the advantages a faction has in being allowed secret correspond-
ence. We were later to learn that in fact the Local meeting had interrupt-
ed the writing of his 21 July letter to Susi, which was to be -- for as
long as possible -- a secret, ostensibly non-factional document designed
to line up the Berlin Committee against the leadership of the SLANZ.

This letter defines a narrower area of privacy rights, confining it-
self to the question of correspondence, and is more careful than his verbal
formulations. He tries somewhat inadequately to identify Lenin in 1903
with his own view ‘'that personal correspondence of an intimate naturc nas
a right to privacy'". Now any organisation would be stark crazy tc want to
make 2 habit of looking at its members' more intimate correspondence. It
is something which must be reserved for extraordinary situationse But
there are such situations -- situations for example in which either the: -
intimate takes on a political importance or it is believed possible that
what is held to be intimate is not in fact so intimate.

It is simply not possible to draw an absolute line between the per-
sonal and the political. This is the real lesson John should draw from
1903, when Lenin split the editorial board of Iskra primarily because the
personal habits and lifestyles of Zasulitsch and Axelrod had become a pol
itical obstacle (see Trotsky's commemt in My Life, pp 161-163).

With his letter to Susi of 21 July he sent also Sharpe's letter of
30 May 1974 and his own reply to the letters of Sharpe and Brosius dated
6 July, which had at that point not even been sent to Sharpe and Brosius.
He had given an untyped copy to the organisation and it was in the process
of being stencilled for circulation. Although he had not previously com-
plained of the delay (occasioned by the need to fit the stencilling into
our press typing schedule) he later claimed that he was entitled to go out-
side the prcoper channels for the distribution of such a document because
the organisation had failed in its duty to type his letter earlier. Chal-
lenged as to whether he held we had ''sabotaged" his document he said "I7
will have to think about that.' He gave little heed to the party's need to
decide on the priorities for its few competent typists.

While previocusly we could extrapolate something of our comrade's view
of the party, his now expressed political positicns and his method of
fighting for them allow us a far higher understanding than we previously
had of the inadequacies of his day-to-day functioning. No doubt some of
these views only became fully conscious as we struggled against that low
level of functioning, but they nevertheless encapsulate in generalised form
the political thrust responsible for it. Let us look at the record.
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comrade first learnt (through "passing remarks') that comrade Brosius thought
it would be all right for him to go to Vienna, and that he later approached
her saying something like '‘Comrade Robertson doesn't think it's a good idea
for me to go to Vienna -- What do you think?" It is equally clear that
comrade John did not tell comrade Brosius that he had agreed with comrade
Robertson's "advice" or that both comrades Sharpe and Hannah had given him
quite explicit instructions not to go to Vienna.

Although at one stage he was certain he had mentioned comrade Sharpe's
views and at another he thought he had told Brosius that he had agreed with
comrade Robertson, he has since that time acquiesced to this resumé at least
three times, and on the last occasion said ''Yes, but that is not bad. You
sometimes don't tell comrades everything either." (!)

(Incredibly -- comrade Brosius' instruction for him to keep his mouth shut
notwithstanding -- when the comrade returned he was boasting of the good work
"we" did in Austria, explaining to the benighted Austrians the proper organ-
isational norms!)

Of course he says he is sorry he was not more honest with comrade Brosius,
but he still tries to mitigate his mistakes by saying

(a) Brosius was very busy so he didn't have time to tell her what he should
have. He didn't have the gall to put this in writing.

(b) He claims to be the victim of the indisciplined norms of the organisations
he has previously been in. It is simply untrue that the SWL is undisci-
plined. And

{¢) He didn't know that the SLUS used democratic centralist norms in its
European work.

Thus he can claim "I did not 'play one comrade off against the other' or told

'half-truths' or use 'deception'.' The comrade evidently prefers to be be-

lieved stupid.

The comrade's views as he has expressed them do not go so far as to argue
for a general right to indiscipline however they are perfectly consistent with
the comrade's actual exercise of such a '"right' to indiscipline and both the
views and the functioning stem from an impulse which puts the individual before
the party. :

The late Return to Australia

The comrade had explicit instructions to return to Australia as quickly
as possible and a letter from Adaire of S May 1974 told him to try to find a
means of cutting his stay off before expiry of the 45-day minimum period in
Europe allowed by his air ticket, that is before 4 June. While it was not
possible for him to return before 4 June, he failed to arrive in Sydney until
24 June (thereby missing an important national gathering at which we had
hoped for a report from him on the European situation). The contempt in which
he held his instructions was best expressed in the excuses he gave pather
than the lateness itself.
(a) He had to stay in England a few extra days because he wanted to see some
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more contacts. That the organisation saw it as more important for him to
get home was of no consequence; that he would have had plenty of time
had he kept to the itinerary given him rather than going tc Austria was
forgotten. )
(b} The comrade, by way of exception, honestly admitted that his personal affair
in Berlin was responsible for part of the delay, but only the part between
7 and 14 June. (No doubt he could have secured permission for the much
longer delay he actually took had he tried tc do so on this ground alone --
despite the disruption it would have caused to the work of the SLANZ, and
no doubt also the Berlin Committee. At one stage the comrade argued that
as telephone was the only way this could have been done it would be too
expensive, though there seems to be no lack of telephone calls between
Sydney and Berlin these days.)
(c) Great play was made of the ticket difficuities. They in fact account at
most for only the days from 14 to 19 June, and one wonders if pressure
on the airlines office in Berlin could not have produced a speedier result
by telex.

It does appear that the comrade tried at least to announce to the SLANZ
some of his delays by telegrams which failed to arrive owing tc strikes. For
a time, of course, he pretended this exonerated him.

In the delayed return of comrade John we see quite clearly the real
meaning of his position that the party should not look into the personal lives
of its members. Let us be clear on this: we will not have such indiscipline
again, but if a comrade honestly discusses out with the party what he wants
we will be pretty generous in making allowances for personal needs.

Functioning in Australia

The questions of the comrade's .functioning in Europe and his delayed
return would be matters which would be considered closed if they did not form
part of a pattern which has continued unabated since. But while his failures
overseas are in substantial matters, the same mode of functioning has since
been expressed in a myriad of petty incidents, most of which taken separately,
would hardly be cause for comment. Together, however they have constituted a
totally unacceptable pattern, resistance to which has put the comrade under
some considerable pressure. His response has been subjective rather than
coming to account with his general mode of functioning.

The point must be made that the triviality of the incidents in which the
comrade has, since his return to Australia, erred, in no way suggests that his
problem is trivial. We have not assigned him areas of work in which his prob-
lem could find its fullest expression but he has been invested with a real
authority as "commissar'" responsible for the supervision of domestic tasks and
general tidiness in the larger of our organisational communes. John's per-
formance in this role has not been too bad, although I know that the comrades
have to consciously suppress a subjective reaction to his methods of leader-
ship there. John should take their example and restrain his constant com-
plaints about the supposed arrogance of his comrades (including John Sheridanl),
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about their "tone" (Dave Reynoldsl) and "attitude'" (at different times all but
the most junior comrades). His own criticisms of the SLANZ must start from
what it does, its programme, moving to personal criticisms only when he can
show that they are essentially linked to programmatic errors.

Comrade John has not yet chosen to link his personal and political
criticisms of the leadership and he is probably not yet conscious of the links
but the strength of his feelings about the personal styles of the leading
comrades has a programmatic thrust -- the programmatic thrust of failure to
recognise the primacy of programme and the organised fight for it. This is
in perfect consonance with his belief that the political needs of the party
must be subordinated to the personal preferences of individual members --
whether it be to a personal dessire to live in Britain or a personal distaste
for the attitude of leading comrades.

Trade-union work -- A Question of Discipline

The comrade's trade-union work is most notable for simple disobedience.
Right from the day he applied for the job (when it was explained to him why
he must get out to the factory by 9 am and was found still in bed at 10.30)
he has simply failed to see the importance cf the work and his instructions.
Thus when a problem arcse over men on the plant seeing hims as an outsider
(and expressed this in rather rude and unambiguous terms), comrade Sheridan
as trade-union director, gave him a whole series of explicit instructions.
One of these was to read at the factory the trashy Daily Telegraph, a news-
paper directed at the working class. It was explicitly and clearly explained
that no other paper should be read.

The next day the comrade did in fact buy a Telegraph and read it on the
train going to work, but he also bought an Australian, a paper directed at a
rather better class of readers, and it was the Australian he read at work.

.The comrade's indiscipline has been shown on many other occasions, most
seriously in respect of his instructions -- necessary at this stage -- to
refrain from talking politics. At one point he asked a worker from a defermed
workers state if he had escaped from his homeland. (According to John's
account the worker responded that he asked too many questions.)

The Press -- A Question of Care

In many cases such subordination of the needs of the party to his own
needs becomes an outright attack on our functioning. This is seen most
markedly in slip-shod work for our press. The comrade has two jobs in this
area:

(1) looking after press clippings (which, as he has been explained, should
if performed conscientiously expand to doing research jobs) and
(ii) finding suitable photographs for publication.

On the clippings, supposed to take an hour a night, John now does the job
in half that time, but the clippings are often rendered unreadable through
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sheer thoughtless stupidity. So far he has only been on the job long enough
to do the photographs for one issue of ASp. The comrade was told three weeks
in advance what kinds of photographs were needed, then he was prodded by the
editor a week before the deadline to set aside time, which he claimed was un-
necessary. He then promised tc spend the afternoon of the deadline date on
the job, but failed to do so, trying tc finish the job in ten minutes late at
night. He failed to look adequately at even the sources directly suggested
to him by the editor, made no attempt to select the best of what he found,
and gave the whole operaticn so thought whatever. It would seem that the
comrade simply does not care what the party's press looks like.

Eagerness to Please -- Enemy of Truth

His habit of saying what he thinks his comrades want to hear gets him
into constant trouble. Possibly the most startling instance of this occurred
at the Political Burecau meeting of 26 June 1974 immediately following his re-
turn when I asked him how he thought the leadership of the SLANZ compared with
that of the SLUS. He replied that they were on the same level, to which I
guffawed, so he hastily modified with a string of qualifications about our
need for experience, etc. A related habit is his excessively wishful think-
ing. A typical example occurred when a close sympathiser reported that
members of the Communist League accused John E of failure to pay his dues
while in that organisation. Leading comrades could not remember the facts
for a time, and questioning the comrade it was first posed that he had, of
course, paid by cheque. He agreed, and it was therefore suggested that he
should request (in Australia one must make a specific request) the bank to re-
turn the cancelled cheque. He immediately became absolutely certain that he
paid in cash. Looking at the correspondence between the comrade and his for-
mer organisation, however, it is quite clear that he never paid it at all,
having agreed only to pay when he was shown a proper accounting of his debts,
which he had not been shown at the time he was expelled from the Communist

League.

It is one of the comrade's good qualities that he wants desperately to
do well, but this usually takes the form of trying simply to impress. In de-
bates it is often a matter of scoring points with dates and definitions rather
than serious political argument. He always claims to understand an argument
or instruction for work long before he does. This habit gets him intc troub-
le when he is shown not to understand his instructions. The editor tells that
at least twice on his press tasks he has first claimed to understand his in-
structions perfectly, he has then failed to do the job properly, and blamed
this consecutively on not remembering that the instructions had been given
(implying that they had not been given at all) and then after an argument, on
not understanding them (implying that they were not clear -- but presumably
also that he had not bothered to clarify them). Exactly the same kind of
pattern is reported by the head of the trade union fraction.

A further problem with the comrade is that when one is talking to him and
he becomes worried by a point he stops listening. The most recent example was
when I read to him slowly and explained -- with painstaking care -- a PB mo-
tion which both recognised him as a candidate member and set up a Control Com-
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mission to look into allegations of his dishonesty. The Control Commissicn
was worrying to him, so five days later he telephoned me to ask for his mem-
bership status to be clarified. He thought he would not be a candidate mem-
ber until the Control Commission had reported!

How Wilful are his Deceits? -- And how Much does it Matter?

Defensiveness, evasions and factual inaccuracies are so much part of the
comrade's pattern of functioning that John may actually be viewed with sym-
pathy by comrades who have seen his petty and cften simply stupid departures
from the truth so incredibly frequently that they are inclined, and comrades
have expressed this to me quite sincerely, to wonder if he is really capable
of distinguishing truth from falsehood.

In fact comrade John's desire to please, his general defensiveness and
his inattentiveness -- and the examples above are but the smallest fraguents
-- make it very difficult to distinguish wilful deceit from a mire of low con-
sciousness and unconsciousness, but whatever the psychological motivation,
when his words are in contradiction to the truth, as when his actions are in
contradiction to his instructions, it is clear that this stems ultimately
from a failure to recognise the authority of the party. Whether in a part-
icular case the comrade was motivated by a desire to please so strong that
his judgement of the tyuth was warped, or by some more wilful process mat-
ters little; likewise it matters little if an instance of his frequent fail-
ure to carry out instructions is a result of deliberate disobedience, lack
of sufficient attention, or simply failure to have bad instructions clarified.
In any case the comrade does not care sufficiently that the party is told
that which it must know in order to operate, and he does not care suffic-
iently that the operations it decides necessary are properly carried out.

One of the most politically destructive forms of what I shall call the
comrade's objective deceitfulness (in order to avoid the question of wilful-
ness) consists in his attempts to play leading comrades off against one an-
other in order to achieve decisions satisfactory to himself.

Possibly the clearest case occurred when he came to me -- I am generally
believed to be very soft in such matters -- late one Saturday night to say
that a task he was to have completed under Adaire's eye was still unfinished
and he was; very tired. Could he go to bed and finish it in the morning? I
simply said that he should ask Adaire as she was familiar with his and the
Local's tasks for the next day. He then repeated his request, saying he was
sure there would be time for everything the next day. I again said he would
have to speak to Adaire. He left me and went right on with the job, care-
fully avoiding Adaire, and not going to bed for possibly three more hours.

As with other forms of objective deceit, some instances of playing lead-
ing comrades off against each other are apparently more wilful(like the one
above) than less blatant ones, which are simply petty and time-wasting. For
example, the comrade fails to explain his responsibilities in one area of
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work which conflict with needs in another area; he can always blame the
trade-union fraction when he is late tc work on the press; or the press for
keeping him from his household tasks. But he has never tried to avcid the
situation, he never tries to discuss out the levels of priority of his diff-
erent tasks or their inter-relationships, despite all encouragement. If a
comrade were expected to be at a meeting from 5.00 until 6.30 and also to

start a press job twenty minutes walk away at 6.30, he should discuss it urgently.

That apparently unconscious sliding into a situation in which differing
responsibilities come into conflict with one another -- and if it were not
for an understanding of the problem the leading comrades in charge of these
differing responsibilities would also come into conflict -- amounts to a
failure on the part of the comrade to take a proper part in collective decis-
ion-making. This can only result from an attitude of unconcern as tc whether
correct, efficient organisational decisions in harmony with the broadest needs
of the organisation are reached. It would be impossible to hold any organis-
ation together unless most of its members struggle to urganise it. I think
it is our common perception that comrade John is not a comrade who struggles
to organise the ‘party, or even his own activity in the party, and so, although
I am sure his workload seems very heavy to him, and I am sure he is kept
quite busy, he has been entrusted with a workload which is, I would think,
somewhat smaller than that of any other comrade in Sydney.

On Supplying Necessary Political Information to the Organisation

In his 21 June letter John tries to argue that he was not given suf-
ficient opportunity to supply me with the political material from his corres-
pondence, either through not being made sufficiently aware of it or through
not having sufficient time. First, it should be noted that it is quite clear
he knew of our norm, which he explains accurately to Mary-Ann in a letter of
6 May 1974, a copy of which he sent to our Central Office in the correct way.
Second, not only did Adaire speak to him "about two weeks'" before his letter
of 21 July, I also spoke to him on 25 June, saying that I would be very in-
terested if he could type up the political sections as soon as possible, at
which tige he promised to do so in the next couple of days. On Saturday
6 July I reminded him, saying that if time were a real problem, although
naturally I would prefer typed copies, if they xeroxed reasonably well that
would do and that he could mask anything personal. Again he said that it
could be done in the next few days. I reminded him again on Monday 15 July.
The Local Organiser reminded him on, I believe, at least two occasions (on
one of which the comrade said he did not see why he should copy out the
political sections of his letters.) And as for time, well the comrade has
found things pretty busy, andhe certainly would have found it difficult to
type extracts from the letters in the first week of July during which we had
a crisis in our trade-union work, but since that time he should, for example,
have been free by 7.30 pm or 8 every weeknight except when there have been
meetings to go to. Thus by 17 July I could no longer believe that he intended
to give them to me.
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The Problem Worsens

The events which led directly to comrade John's letter of 21 June,
and thence to this document mustbe seen in the light of our experience
of the comrade's extraordinary functioning and objective deceitfulness
on the onc hand and our inability to find a way to deal with them on the
other. .

The comrade was naturally under a great deal of pressure to perform
better but was reacting more and more defensively and getting decidedly
worse, and while my own view of the comrade was rather soft (for which I
was harshly berated more than once), there were distinct rumblings in
the ranks ~- and not only in the ranks -- to the effect that we would be
better off without the comrade. In short he posed a massive personnel
problem which was coming rapidly to a head.

When in this situation on Wednesday 17 July the comrade told me that
he wanted to live in Britain so that he could live with Susi we were
more than somewhat worried. When asked why not the United States or
Australia his only answer was that Susi would nct want to live too far from
Germany. I felt I could not ask "And why not Germany?" for fear of a ''Yes
please' answer, handing our problem right over to the Berlin Committee.
At the time I simply told the comrade that Britain was a long way off,
that international transfers involving members from the smaller groups
could be made only with the most careful consideration, that any decision
would have to be made in the lnternational centre, and that if the relaticn-
ship proved stable over a long period of time, then something could doubt-
less be done to enable him to live with Susi. Before our short discussion
ended I again asked him about the sections of his correspondence with poli-
tical implications, and said that in view of his request it might be a good
idea to let me look at the whole of the corre5pondence. As usual he said
he would get the political parts typed up in the next few days. In view of
the comrade's record his request did not look like one which could be taken
at face value. The tendency certainly could not allow this comrade to live
in Britain, at least until an extremely stable and solid organisation is
built there (or the comrade himself is utterly transformed), but the matter
did not end there as the choice of Britain obviously had some relationship
to the dynamic of the comrade's demoralisaticn. While on the one hand it
was quite apparent that Susi and John wanted to live together -- though no-
body couldykncw how much -- on the other hand.ds. locked very mich as ifthe

L “making % plea to get out é?'any ‘stru organisation into

mmmﬁm ivision of labour was extremely’ ¥Ye "

It was in this context that I decided to look at the comrade's cor-
réspondence without his consent. Now while that decision cannot in any

' way be condemned in principle it must be judged in the light of an important

general policy against such invasions of privacy, the violation of which
can lead to serious breakdowns in the relations of trust necessary for the
functioning of the organisation. These considerations seemed to be out-
weighed by the need tc find some way to turn him from the absolutely hope-
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less path he was on. Factors to be remembered are the comrade's gross
indiscipline in Europe, his egregious political functioning here, his
contempt for the authority of the party, the barrage of communication

with Susi in Europe (something almost every second day, of which we

heard nothing), his expressed desire to move to Britain (which has

serious consequences for the tendency), and the need to intersect the
situation before it got completely out of contrcl. My hope was that we
could, without completely smashing any remnants of confidence he had in
the organisation, discover some of the things he was obviously hiding, and
thereby help him to start playing a useful role in the organisation.

As a plan this broke down when the arrangements made to> detain the
comrade elsewhere broke down. Furthermore I could find no carbons of his
own letters. (It is clear that he never had any intention of giving me
political extracts from his own letters.)

In fact we learnt what was motivating John from the subsequent
cvents: most immediately from my Jiscussion with him that night,

What followed can be dealt with briefly.

The minutes of the Political Bureau meetings of Saturday 20 and its
decisions (which I read to him on the morning of Sunday 21) and of Monday
22 July (the changed decisions of which I recad to him on Tuesday 23) are
clear enough. The Local meeting of 21 July has been described. The next
relevant event occurred on Friday 26 July when the comrade for the first
and only time actually volunteered a copy of a portion of a letter, his
letter to Susi of 21 July. On reading it I immediately discussed it with
the available leading comrades and called a Political Bureau meeting, the
minutes of which explain some of our considerations in controlling the
discussion which Jchn had started, whether he was fully conscious of it
or-not, in an unprincipled factional way.

At a later point of time John tried to prove that he had all along
intended to give the carbon to me, but the fact is he did not do so until
the night after forming the impression, as a result of a telephone conver-
sation with Susi, that his letter had already caused the Berlin Committee
to write a document in his defence. Only when he came to the belief that
he had established a bloc in his defence did he dare to give us the letter,
and of course at that time he had to, as we would learn about it anyway.
However, as evidence of good faith, John. later claimed that although it
was not on the carbon as given to me, it was noted on the criginal that a
copy was to be given to me. The Berlin Committee was thus given the im-
pression that he was acting in an entirely principled way, and they must
still be wondering why the hell they never received from us a note saying

“The situation is more complicated than John's letter would indicate; please

wait until we have time to tell you what has been going on."

Bill Logan
4 August 1974
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POLITICAL BUREAU MINUTES (NO 7) ...ivtiiiininnernnnnen 20 July 1974
Present: - PB: Bill, Adaire, Joel
alt CC: John, Dave R, Dave S, Marie
other: Keith (Sydney Local Organiser)
Meeting convened: 8.00 p.m.
Agenda: 1. Melbourne
2. Trade Union
3. Personnel
4., Finances

1. Melbourne:
Discussion:
2. Trade Union:

Discussion:

Motion:
_——

3. Personnel:

Discussion:

Break 10.10 to 10.

Motion (Adaire):

Motion (Dave R):

Motion (Joel §

Adaire):

Report by Bill

Adaire, Bill,

Bill, Keith, John, Adaire, Dave S, Adaire, Dave S,
Bill, Adaire, Bill.

To table the motion from the previous FB on the
control by the Sydney Local of the trade uaion
fraction,

passed unanimously

Bill, Adaire, John, Dave S, Marie, Joel, Dave R,
Keith, (4 rounds),

30

That the PB will not accept John E as a candidate
member.

tabled

That the PB notes that there is a serious question
as to whether comrade John E is qualified to be a

candidate member and that the Sydney Local be ad-

vised accordingly.

[put in counterposition to a later motion]

That the PB suggest to comrade John E that he seek
clarification of his status by applying for member-
ship in the SLANZ, and that comrade John E's ap-
plication be decided upon by the PB.
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Motion:

Motion (Dave R):

Motion (Joel §
Adaire
as divided):

Motion (Joel §
Adaire
as divided):

4. Finances:

Discussion:

Meeting closed:

To divide the Joel/Adaire motion, {irst counterposing
the second part to Dave R's,

passed unanimously

For: full PB: Bill
alt CC: John S, Dave R, Dave S, Marie,

That comrade John E's application be decided upon
by the PB,

For: full PQ: Adaire, Joel.
other: Keith.

2§§sed

That the PB suggest to John E that he seek
clarification of his status by applying for
membership in the SLANZ.

passed unanimously

The organisation is in a serious financial squeeze,
finding it necessary to cut back in expenditure

Joel, Bill, Dave R, Adaire, Marie, John, Dave S.
(2 rounds)

12.00 p.m.
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FROM THE MINUTES OF POLITICAL BUREAU/SLANZ 16 DECEMBER 1973

International Information:

(b) Personal international communication within the Spartacist Tend-
ency: As the International Tendency develops we must be conscious
of the possibility of the development of Pabloite-type cliquist
international manoeuvering through secret correspondence, whilst on
the other hand we must preserve the right of confidentiality of in-
ternal factional communication internationally.

TR 5 g "';’,Jm: 5 ol < g g B Rt e i ,’,,‘,;.-,,. 'ea'@h sec-
fon as7far as possible, except when thls would dlrectly v1olate the
confi&ent;al;ty of factional cOmmIDM g g:and other ma-
terial communicated internationally shou d'gaﬁnrally be available to
the leadershlp of the :ectlon from‘whlch they cone, partlcularly when

‘filsness and in order to'provxde section leadershlps with an ad-

‘of the ‘political views and attitudés of members.

The history of our tendency has repeatedly emphasised the dangers and
general undesirability of international communication kept from sec-
tion leaderships (N.B. Ellens, Gager, Moore). Ken M.'s cop-out shows
another possible variant. With the likelihood of a rapidly increas-
ing number of personal links crossing section boundaries (in itself
extremely desirable) we must establish clear guidelines.

Although where possible personal relationships must be accorded some
privacy this is secondary to the demands of the development of the
international tendency.

Moved:

stzons be : ] i
£itwo dlfgerent sectlons, including or; isational infor-
mat1ona1 and. porsonnel nnterial The copxes should omit only

people directly communiSat ing: - t be

is an expectation whlch must be given very high authority.
The exception to:this expectation aliows the ‘con®identiativy
of “intérhal factional communication.

passed unanimcusly

<§:>k)$~v\AAAC\QE>
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LETTER INTRODUCING JOHN E
Sydney, Australia.
4 January, 1974,

To members of the CC,
Bay Area, Chicago, and New York.

Dear comrades,

John E is a member of the RIT who works in solidarity and close
co-operation with the Spartacist League....

Widely read, cosmopolitan and capable of learning to write, John
is Polish (with Australian citizenship) and identifies strongly with
the tradition of Polish communism, having, among other things, an af-
fection for Isaac Deutscher. He has held on his own merit positions con
the National Committees of the Socialist Workers League and Communist
League in the past, but unfortunately this reflects only on the low
level of those organisatiocns and the Australian left as a whole. He
has some inadequacies in fully sharing in the organisational division
of labour, lacks consciousness on the question of security, is defen-
sive, and prctects over-much his self-pride.

It was resolved by the PB SLANZ "That we recommend that [he] spend
approximately two weeks on the West Coast, the bulk of his stay in the
US in one of the larger and better-functioning locals outside New York,
such as Chicago, and that he spend a few weeks in New York." It is
particularly important that he spend at least two months in a single
situation to gain experience in a tight organisational framework and
a thorough understanding of local functioning.

John's round the world concession ticket expires on July 4 and he
would like to spend as much time as possible overseas although the or-
ganisation here would prefer he were back a month before this. His ten-
tative itinerary: arrive San Francisco 4 January; to Chicago 19 January;
to New York 1 April; to London 18 April; to Paris 30 April. We would
look upon it with the utmost disfavour if, beyond this, he were not to
either return, be on assignment from the International Commission, or be
granted leave of absence by the SLUS. He would like to look around
Europe.

There are two things regarding his plans after leaving the US which
require the special attentiom of the SLUS leadership: (i.) he wishes to
visit Tamara Deutscher in London; and (ii.) he would like to spend some
time in Poland. These things may be allowed only with the approval of
the SLUS and under its guidance.
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John is extremely important in that if he thoroughly assimi-
lates Spartacism he can give the SLANZ a dimension it would otherwise

lack
Comradely,

Bill Logan.
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REYNOLDS' LETTER TO CHICAGO

Sydney
January 8, 1974

Steve G.
Chicago

Dear Steve,

Things are about to become somewhat hectic here very shertly,
so this may be the only letter you'll get from me for a while. The
organization here is in pretty good shape but a_ lot of demunns are
being made on it. To wit: an organization of { - EOREREs -- very
dedicated but with little polltlcal development in many cases, and a
certain lack of technical/organizational skills -- are going to produce
an 8-page monthly paper, build an industrial fraction, do systematic
campus work (in Melbourne), and carry a heavy load of public work. On
the positive side: a pretty solid leadership, a high degree cof per-
sonal commitment, basic political clarity, a lot of potential and a 1ot
of opportunities.

All comrades here must tolerate -- out of political and econ-
omic necessity -- personal impositions much greater than are made of
rank § file members in the U.S. The party barracks (commune) in Sydney
consists of about 9 pecple in 2 houses with a common budget, etc. The
houses are very like the B. St. house in Detroit, only more primitive.

A g &ter. and an outhouse (although the othe? has
V*toilet)« Most comrades are being systemati-
cally taught how to type by the crganization (1-2 hours practice on a
regular schedule). The cost of living is not substantially cheaper
here than in the U.S. -- in certain respects, and relative to the in-
come of comrades, it is higher. Consequently, the pledge schedule is
substantizlly steeper herc in real terms. (E.g., minimum dues= A 32
per week = A$8 per month = US$12 per month at a roughly equal real
value). (All this ammunition if people start bitching.)

As for me, I am managing editor (!) of the paper to appear in
March (!) (under Bill's supervision) and for the time being also the
following: (1) on Sydney local exec; (2) Sydney local secretary; (3)
interim House treasurer; (4) must be used for interventions and con-
tacting; (5) have to perform the functions of ed board rep; (6) will
be used for internal educativnal. All leading comrades have similar
kinds of loads. Dave S. will be Sydney local organizer but must at
the same time work full time as a part of the projected industrial
fraction in its initial stages. Added to this is the short-term necess-
ity of finding new living quarters for expansion in Sydney and the
long-term (year or two) necessity of colonizing London. (Not to men-
tion the world-wide paper shortage!)
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The experience of working in an organizaticn of this size,
but a national organization is completely different from that of work-
ing in a lccal, which is part of a national org., has a delimited
range of worries, etc. JR has referred to us as the Sydney local,
which is in a sense true -- but the problems are entirely different
and require the development orf a feeling for the situation which can-
not be fully gained in NY. Superficially, Australia is highly
Americanized. But it is a distinct culture, with different traditicns,
wholly different class traditions and labor movement, a different ccn-
figuration cf class forces, etc. General social attitudes parallel
those in the U.S. but are closer to Britain and slightly askew from
both, sometimes in subtle ways. Despite superficial similarities, at
bottom the left is entirely different here. The influence <f the
Labor Party is an extremely important factor in this. Outside of us
and the Healyites, the entire left wallows in a mushy "family of the
left" concepticn.

This is all really background for the main purpose of this
letter, which is to inform you about the comrade who will be coming
to Chicago from Australia via S.F. on about Jan. 19 -- John E, a mem-
ber of the RIT working in solidarity with the SL. You should be re-
ceiving a copy of the letter of introduction Bill wrote for him (which
he has read) and which will give you an idea of what he is like. John
will be a certain problem. He has been on the NC of both the SWL (SWP-
ites) and CL (Mandelites) beforc being won to the RIT. He is basically
pretty committed to us; but his wide reading of Marxist literaturs is
not a measure of his political understanding, which is much less ex-
tensive. He is organizationally sometimes atrocious, while capable
of a minimumm of organization if badgered. He really has no idea of
what Bolshevik functioning is. He has been very careless about se-
curity in connection with the RIT. It is still doubtful that he under-
stands security, although he has had to be fought cn this several
times by the other comrades here. He exhibits a strange combination
of complacency and self-satisfaction with defensiveness and sensitiv-
ity. He tends to think that correct ideas are sufficient, and not to
take a serious attitude toward the work of building the party. For
example, when on the Sydney local exec he played entirely a passive
role. This ties in with his irresponsible attitude toward security
and assignments (which is not the result of bad faith or disloyalty).
Politically, this is manifested in a tendency toward cbjectivism
which is also in part a hangover from Pabloism. Although he can rec-
ognize intellectually what is wrong with this, it persists on a less
conscious level. Because of his past (he emigrated from Poland in
his early teens -- his father was a functionary in the Stalinist
bureaucracy) he identifies with the traditions of Polish Commumnism
and retains an affection for Isaac Deutscher; he will defend Deutscher
by trying to deny Deutscher's revisionism and also by excusing
Deutscher's political abstenticnism in the post-war period. He does
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not,however, defend any of Deutscher's programmatic conclusions (e.g.,
admits he was wrong in 1938) when pressed. He is also a little soft
on. Luxemburgism (as distinct from Luxemburg). He has little self-
discipline, letting things go to the last moment. He can be very de-
fensive about criticism, although he has 1mproved some in this repect.

It is important to keep in mind that John's prior political ex-
perience has been with the rotten unprincipled cliquist scoundrels who
wallow around in the almost apolitical Australian left. Political groups
rarely 'split' or 'fuse' here -- they sort of ooze together and ooze
apart. For example: when the CL split from the SWL, there were no facs’
tions in existence -- just a couple of minor organizational atrocities by
the leading SWL clique, after which the 'minority' -- which had gever been
an organized faction and consisted mostly of a group of peoplc personally
loyal to John McCarthy, who were in his organization prior tc its fusion
with another to form the original SWL -- just walked out, without even re-
signing, and later started a publication without botherxng either to hold
a conference or to explain why they splitl There is nothing remotely like
the SWP here. Such an atmosphere scarcely promotes political clarity.
Furthermore, John was apparently to a certain extent an unwitting tocl in
the cliquist maneuvers of the SWP-ite Percys and the McCarthys, so that
his leading positions reflected primarily his superficial erudition, self
esteem, good public speaking, and naivete rather than a real leading pol-
itical rcle or organizational competence. Accordingly, his vices were
encouraged and his virtues undeveloped.

We wanted John sent to a local like Chicago so that he could have -
the experience of hard work in a real, active political organization
among political equals and betters, tu get some discipline, organ-
izational competence, perspective and humility. We do not expect a qual-
itative personal transformation; but if he can improve sufficiently
quantitatively he will be a very useful comrade here.

The best thing would be for him to become the servant of the local.
He should be available full time. He will undoubtedly want some time to
look around Chicago, etc., which would be worthwhile, but he should not
be given a free rein. You should not hesitate to use him and to limit his
activity in this area if it conflicts with his political activity, or with
the needs of the local. He should be given some responsibility which is
not tco important, and which he will probably f--k up at some point. When
the first f--k-up occurs you should be very hard on him (privately).
(Possibly this will sink in over there where past scoldings here have not
not). There is a certain danger that comrades will go easy on him because
he is a foreigner. This would be bad; better for him to be smashed (in
a comradely and friendly way) in some political argument. In general he
should be integrated as much as possible into the work of the local and
encouraged to play an active and leading part wherever he can. It might
be a gcod idea to assign him to lead an external class. He is good
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enough that with some prodding it will be at worst only mediocre and dull. He

tends to forget about preparing for educationais and then tries to bulls--t his
way through. If you don't like this idea it would be gcod to give him some re-
sponsibility in an area like this where he can't do much harm; it will help in
his development. If he responds well you might find him quite useful. In giv-
ing assignments you will have to be absolutely clear about what is expected of

him or (a) it won't get done and (b} he will attribute his own irresponsibility
to misunderstanding and thus learn nothing from it.

I would strongly suggest that John not stay with cdes. F and C (particular-
ly in combination). John needs to live in a situation where he is in an organ-
ized framework and is not permitted to be too sloppy, and where he can be
watched over. There is room for the development of political deviations in
John which either F or C might unwittingly fuel and which would tend to feed
into and exacerbate the other problems. He must not be encouraged either to
spend all his time reading and talking or to be disorganized perscnally. The
ideal would be to put him up at Win., where B and M.F. in particular could
have a good effect (partly just by example) -- M.F. being very good with
people generally and highly organized, and B being hard and aggressive in pol-
itical argument -- tending toward left rather than right -- without being un-
friendly or insensitive to easily bruised egos -- and where you and Susan
could easily keep an eye on him.

John should be encouraged to attend all meetings he can -- all RCY meet-
ings, at least some TU Fraction meetings (ideally all, which will help give
him a sense of security, at least) and definitely one or two exec meetings so
that he can get a feel for the organization and how it works, in addition to
Local meetings. (You ought to take him aside and explain to him early on
that TU security is a life-and-death question! It is hard for anyone to dev-
elop a security sense in Australia.)

This letter has necessarily dwelt on the negative side of John. Among
his most redeeming qualities are a basically political outlook, and clear
desire, if somewhat abstract, to make a revolution; and a genuine, strong en-
thusiasm about his trip to the U.S. He can be a good public speaker (when he
isn't mainly trying to impress). He has the ability to write, but at such a
painfully slow pace at present that he is not yet useful. He is also not
very perceptive about politics. He is articulate and literate, though, and
has a good basic grasp of Marxism; and an important political history. It is
not accidental that he has come to us. He must not be underrated. We need
this comradel

your comrade and friend

Dave Reynolds
cc: SLUS-CO, SLANZ-CO, files.
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SHARPE ON CORRESPONDENCE

c New York
- 29 March 1974

OBL
Berlin group

Dear Comrades,

In the matter of correspondance, we discussed our prior
experience, both within the SL/US and internationally over a period
of several years with the SL/ANZ. Within the SL/US, every comrade
has the right to written political communication with any other comrade. /
This is an essential part of the political discussion which can eventu-
ally lead to forming factions: any limitation on this right would pose
a threat to the ability to carry on a political discussion and eventu-
ally to form a faction. Naturally, particularly where sensitive ques-
tions are concerned, comrades who are not in a factional situation
should communicate to their local leadership the essential political
content of their letters. We have occasionally had the experience of
sensitive information being spread further than was wise. In addition,
comrades sometimes make errors of fact or in interpretation which it is
then the responsability of the leadership to correct so that incorrect
information is not spread through the organization.

»

Although the problem of correspondance is more complicated on
an international level, it is not fundamentally different. As you no
doubt know, several comrades from the US have gone to Australia. They
naturally write back to their old friends, in addition to the reports
from the Australian leadership which come to the center in New York.
This has in the past sometimes led to a situation in which SL members
in the field possess more information about events in Australia than
does the center. The Australian comrades thercfore passed a resolution ¢ft}'//
recommending that all comrades who are not part of a factional forma- .
tion give copies of the political part of their personal letters to the
leadership. While it would be totally improper to restrict the right
to personal correspondance, this enables the leadership to pass on in-
formation to the center as well as to correct any misinformation or
errors which comrades may write. It goes without saying that in a
factional situation, a minority faction has the right to private cor-
respondance among its members which is not shown or communicated to
the majority leadership.

It was with this history in mind that the international group
voted to bring to the attention of the Political Bureau of the SL/US
the following motion:

The international group notes that violation of the right
of comrades in a common international tendency to com-
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municate privately is a breach of international discipline;
that for comrades not part of a common faction internationally
to undertake a secret correspondance behind the backs of local
or section leadership is a violation of procedure which, if
persisted in, is suggestive of cliquism rather than inexperi-
ence. Comrades who do show such correspondance to their local
committee are under no further obligation to their local or
section. If the local committee disagrees in fact or inter-
pretation with such correspondance, it has the full right to
circulate within the international movement contrary opinions
and assertions.

I should perhaps clarify our conception of the diffcrence be-
tween a violation of discipline, and a violation of procedure. A viola-
tion of discipline takes place essentially toward the outside and is
counterposed either to political positions of the organization or to
clear organizational directives or rules. This is relatively clear. A
violation of procedure, on the other hand, is qualitatively different.
It represents a departure from the norms of the organization, but is
not necessarily in direct contravention of an actual rule. Thus, for
example, it is an organizational norm for comrades to consult with
other comrades before taking an important step: not to do so would be
a breach of procedure but not necessarily of discipline. Similarly,
to fail to inform leading comrades of important correspondance would be
a violation of procedure but not of discipline. Again, organizational
information normally is passed from one local tc another via the respon-
sable comrade (e.g., local organizer). Other circumstances being equal,
not to do so would be a violation only of procedure.

A violation of procedure is normally subject to warning, cr
even, inmﬁbétfﬂdmf cehsure, but not of expulsion,
whereas a yj i f discipline may result in expulsion, even on the
first ocCasion if it is suf?iciently serious.

We believe that our position, in addition to being derived
from our own experience, is in accordance with the experience of the
communist movement as evolved by the Communist International of Lenin's
time and by the later experience of Trotsky and the Fourth Internation-
al. The question of correspondance, as was pointed out in our discus-
sion, was a major point at issue between the SWP and the British RCP
in the post-war period, in particularly in the major fight of 1946.

Comradely greetings,
Sharpe

International Department
SL/US
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LETTER FROM SHARPE

New York
30 May 1974

SLANZ
(Personnel)

Dear Comrades,

Certain problems arose concerning comrade John E during his
stay here and his trip through Europe about which we wanted tc inform
you. These revolved around a number of specific incidents, each of
which is difficult to assess clearly when taken in isolation, but which
taken together form a pattern.

The first problem arose when John arrived in New York after
his stay in Chicago (during which time he apparently did very well) in
relation to his desire to visit Eastern Europe. In an international
group meeting, comrades raised the arguments against his going very
strongly. Although John immediately stated his agrecement with the
arguments, we had a sense that he capitulated to us rather than actually
agreeing with the basic political positions. At that time, it was more
feeling than anything concrete.

On several occasions I attempted to discuss with John his
opinions of the prospects for ANZ, colonization of England, his opinion
of the leadership, etc. He was oxtremely relyctant to express _any,
oginion whatsgever on any of the above subjects, and 1t was only after

insisted on the need to ''get different viewpoints" and even insinuated
that various members of ANZ might unconsciously be subject to the pull
of self-interest concerning England that he ventured even timid opinioms.

My whole impression was that of uneasiness, manoeuvering and lack of
forthrightness. He seemed to react out of a comb1nat10n of careerlst

The other major series of incidents surrounded his return to
Australia. The first concerned the baggage question. We attempted to
ship 105 1bs. of literature to Europe for the big Chile conference (24-
27 April). I explicitly told John to make sure that it would go with
him on the plane on the Monday prior to his Thursday departure. When
he came back to the office on Monday, he said the clerk told him there
would be no problem, and I failed to push him about it. However, when
I called the airlines on Thursday morning, the baggage department said
it was impossible, that they were all booked up for three days, etc.
When John and Cory went to the airport, they found a ''cheaper' rate
for magazines, and shipped it that way. However, instead of going on
the plane, it went the next day and not to Paris, but to Frankfurt (al-

2/...
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though clearly marked "Paris"). How many of these difficulties could
have been overcome -- by insisting, going to the airport on Monday in-
stead of Thursday, giving the baggage man $10 -- is of course hard to
say.

In any case, the literature did not finally arrive in Paris
until the following Thursday. In the meantime, John had left for
Frankfurt, which was a mistake (mainly on the part of the’Paris leader-
ship), since it was shipped in his name. He should have stayed to get
it. There was then trouble with the customs/police, and the litera-
ture was shipped to Brussels. '

I had told John to go back to Paris after Frankfurt to help
sell at the OCI meeting on 3 May (at which our comrades did in fact
have some trouble). Instead, however, he went to Berlin, and on his
way back to Paris through Brussels he did manage to get the literature.

I had also discussed with John the question of going to
Vienna. Adaire I believe told him that it wasn't a good idea to go;
Jim told him the same thing, and he apparently agreed that he should
not go tc Vienna. I told him explicitly not to go to Vienna since he
would be in the middle of a very difficult situation, the dynamics of
which he was not familiar with. He agreed that that was correct. How-
‘ever, in Paris he asked Helene, who said she didn't have anything a-
gainst it. So off he went to Vienna, having successfully played one
comrade off against others.

I am not at this point interested in whether it was in fact
correct to go to Vienna or not. The point is that his behavior through-
out has been extremely individualistic and highly irresponsible. He
has consistently told (or assured) comrades one thing and then proceeded
to do the opposite. Thus it is only good luck and presumably extra work
on the part of other comrades that the series of addresses for England
got to him, since they were sent to Paris (where he said he wculd be)
and not Vienna (where he said he would not be).

Lastly, the tone of his letters concerning his efforts to get
around the ticket provisions leads, I believe, to the conclusion that he
either did not try very hard or, in any case, was very happy with the re-
sult.

As I said, any specific incident would by itself be somewhat
unclear: taken as a whole there is a pattern. A pattern of disregard
for disciplined functioning in favor of "free-lancing", together with
an unwillingness to be frank and open with his comrades, and in par-
ticular with leading comrades. Under such circumstances, while I don't
believe that there is specific basis for taking any measures against
comrade John, I would be very hesitant to put him in a position of
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‘i{ - leadership without a lengthy period of testing and the accumulation of
evidence contrary to the above; that is, until he shows that he can
work responsibly and in a disciplined fashion as part of a ccllective.

Comradely

Sharpe
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LETTER FROM BROSIUS

C 23 June 1974
) Paris
SLANZ
Sydney

Dear Comrades,

A few comments on cde. John E. who .has just returned to SLANZ -after a
lengthy stay in Europe. John did some competent political work while

he was here. At the Frankfurt Chile demonstration he was very effective
in the sales work and found the most promising contact that we made at
that event. In Paris he took a lot of the responsibility for chasing
around to find the 52 kgs. of Chile and Cuba bulletins he was supposed
to have brought with him from New York. Later he made a special trip to
Brussels to pick them up, made the proper arrangement with the Custom's
officer to get the material and lugged them singlehandedly back to Paris.
Of course, had the boxes gone as originally intended as part of his per-
sonal baggage, this whole mess may have been avoided. John came up to
England for the Chartist conference which was useful, considering our
perspectives, and he was a help at the conference. Later, in England he
seems to have done an outstanding job of following up our contacts there
including bringing Nick to many of the sessions, helping to integrate
Nick into the tendency. In the main, it seems that he has improved a
great deal through his work both here and in the US.

John left Paris on 7 June for Berlin, making this trip for primarily
personal reasons. At the time of his departure he said that he intended
to be in Australia no later than 10 June because he was aware of the
fact that he was badly needed in SLANZ. You can imagine my surprise
when, arriving in Berlin two weeks later, I discovered that John had
not yet left for Australia! The first question I asked him when I saw
him was '"Does your central committee know you're here?" He assured me
that it was all approved by responsible persons in SLANZ. Furthermore
he explained to me that this prolonged stay in Berlin was necessitated
by difficulties with his ticket.

Since my return to Paris, and discussions with Sharpe, it has become
clear that John used a tactic of half-truths and (unconscious or not)
deception vis-a-vis the leadership of the SLUS as represented by Sharpe,
on the one hand, in New York and myself as representative in Europe.

The clearest example of this was regarding his proposed trip to Vienna.
He had reesived explicit instructions from Sharpe not to go to Vienna.
None-the-l¥ss, he approached me and asked my opinion on the subject with-
out mentioming Sharpe's instructions. I told him, having just come back
from there, I thought it would be all right for him to go, as long as he
kept his mouth shut. As far as I know he did that. The other example
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is, of course, his failure to follow Adaire's instructions to return to
Australia as soon as possible.

The comrade seems to have very little concepticn of what discipline
means in these cases. For him it seems to be getting some person in
authority to tell him what he wants to hear. While he certainly has the
possibility of becoming a fine bolshevik, a profound gap in consciocus-
ness now separates him from that.

Communist Greetings,

Brosius

cc: Paris, NY
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REPLY BY JOHN E

Sydney,
6 July 1974,

Dear Comrades,

The following letter is in reply to cde. John Sharpe's letter of
30 May 1974 to SLANZ and to cde. H. Brosius's letter of 23 June 1974,

Whilst agreeing and disagreeing with various points expressed in
the letters, and after a discussion of the matter at a SLANZ PB meeting I
have come to the conclusion that my functioning in Europe has not been
disciplined in the way it should have been. It is a thing which I shall
strive to overcome: not simply by assurances, but by decds.

Before beginning, a word of apology for going through the letters
point by point but unfortunately, this is the only way I feel the ques-
tions will be clarified.

First to deal with the various questions arising in John S's
letter.

(1) The second paragraph dealing with the question of going to
Eastern Europe and the discussion of this matter at an international group
meeting.

The circumstances of the meeting should be pointed out. Early
that day, April 27, I had arrived after a night's ride by train from
Chicago. Sometime after my arrival at the office I had asked:ede. Adaire
that I would prefer the meeting postponed, or if I coul d possibly attend
at another time. At the time I was feeling groggy and not very capable
of arguing or thinking too clearly.

Moreover, the question of the trip had been discussed between
cde. Bill and myself and cde. Adaire, and in his letter of introduction
cde. Bill L. stated as he stated to me - that he would leave it up to the
SLUS PB to make the final decision. Furthermorec, I had also discussed
this question with cde. Adaire at the C.C. plenum and very briefly with
cde. John Sharpe also at the plenum. After getting back to Chicago I was
weighing the various arguments: ie. that it would be foolish and reckless
for me to- g0 to Poland at this time versus a desire, basically subjective
and emo of wanting to go there; a desire which I know ignored poli-
tical r ~‘y and was trying to assure me that I would be safe.

Subjectively I suppose I was still hoping to go; but on the
other hand, rationally I realized that that would be dangerous and reck-
less. Therefore my argument on the first round only, at the internation--
al department meeting. I was very tired, otherwise I would have put for-
ward further arguments to make sure that I was absolutely convinced. How-
ever, I did feel that my wanting to go was basically a desire rather than
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a well thought out decision. Consequently, it was not a 'capitulation to
basic political positions' but rather the conviction that I really had no
rational arguments to offer for me going.

(2) The third paragraph dealing with the question of the discussion
of leadership in Australia and g¢ulonization of Bngland., As-far as I can're-
call we discussed these questions at cde. John Sharpe's place on two oc-
cassions over breakfast.

Concerning the colonization of England, I said during the first
discyssion that I thought that it would be possible for a number of com-
rades to go to England, provided however, that we developed a secondary
leadership. Also, I mentioned that the whole question would have to be
considered and reviewed towards the end of the year. During the second
discussion I asked whether he thought that cde. Adaire had been too opti-
mistic about colonizing England. To that cde. John Sharpe replied that
SLANZ leadership may have been subject to the-pull of self-interest and
I replied that possibly that was true, but that it was an important pri-
ority to colonize England. Again I pointed out that the whole question
would have to be reviewed towards the end of the year, to determine
whether we had developed a secondary Aust. leadership capable of leading
the organization if cde. Bill § Adaire departed. We then had a brief
discussion about various comrades in the SLANZ.

This is what my memory tells me and I have tried to recall it
as frankly and honestly as I possibly can. First I should state that at
the time I was unsure of the question of discipline and exact relation-
ship between SLUS § SLANZ .. je. of comrades of the SLANZ or SLUS in U.S.
& Aust. respectively, regarding discussion of political questions §
personnel matter. I had been made unsure regarding some comments of cde.
Tweet about the Russian question --Ijp.she said that cde. Bill L. had not
stated whether he has agreed or disagreed with the arguments against his
position. Thus primarily, I felt that my discipline laid with SLANZ and
thus the cause of my reticence. Still. it was my fault that I did not
consult cde. Sharpe and cde. Adaire to discuss this question with them.

Further on this point to deal with the question of ''careerist
ambition", although I think the above largely explains it.

First of all I shall state that I am ambitious. It is a
quality that most professional revolutionaries have in common. Above all
it is not an ambition which is careerist. My ambition is to make a
Socialist wevolution and to act in the process which will begin the_estab-
lishment of proletarian dictatorship, thus enabling mankind to progress
further to the eventual establishment of commumnism. Consequently I want
to contribute as much as I possibly can towards the achievement of this
goal; being at the same time aware of my potentialities and limitations
and having them judged by other comrades.
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Secondly, I shall state that ambition which is not firmly tied
to the wheel of the revolution is brittle and useless; it is an ambition
which will end up in academic or parliamentary halls buttressing bour-
geois society. Indeed when I did decide to become a profession revolu-
tionary, to dedicate my life to communism, I did not do so lightly but
after a careful, thoughtful and weighed consideration. Had I been simply
after a career I would have found it with the confines of bourgeois in-
stitutions.

(3) The fourth paragraph dealing with the question of baggage.

The alarm I heard was sounded by John Sharpe on Thursday morn-
ing, 18 April. He said that he rang the airlines that morning and that
he had been told that the planes were booked up for the next three days
or more. Immediately I rang the shipping office number at the airport
of TWA and was told that they had room aboard the plane on my plane.
Moreover, I related the conversation to them of John Sharpe with the
other airline officials and was given the answer that the other airline
officials were wrong.

Before explaining what happened at the airport, I should clari-
fy that I rang TWA office on Monday, as instructed by cde. John Sharpe
and was told that I should bring the baggage to the airport at least one
hour before departure. Furthermore, I went to the TWA city office on
Monday just to make sure, and asked them about shipping the boxes on the
same flight. Again, they checked for me and gave me the same answer as
the people at the airport.

The rate for magazines was cheaper than for other baggage and
that is why it cost less. I asked the baggage man at least three times
in the presence of cde. Corey whether they were going on the same flight
as the one I was taking. He assured me most decisively that this would
be the case.

The other question in relation to this concerns the picking of
literature by cdes. J-- § Jw-<,

I had to go to Frank“urt to be there for Thursday morning. The
conference was to start then and I was instructed to go there and meet
cde. Eric from Berlin. Before leaving for Frankfurt I wrote a letter (for
TWA officisls) authorizing cdes. J-~ § J--~ to collect the baggage and
giving as proof my International Driving Licence. The problem arose with
the police and J-- decided to ship it to Brussels immediately. I wrote a
number of letters to cde. John Sharpe asking him to be more cautious in the
future in sending so much literature aboard a plane and suggested a num-
ber of alternatives.

(4) This point will deal with para. 5 in the letter. I do not re-
call cde. John Sharpe telling me to sell at the OCI meeting on May 3.
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Had I been instructed to do so, I would have straight away noted it down
in my diary, as I did the OCI's election meeting of April 20 and the
Frank conference of April 24-26. The first time I heard about it was
when I was told of a telephone conversation that cde. Eric had with cde.
Sharpe, in which cde. Sharpe asked cde. Eric whether I had attended the

OCI meeting of May 3.
(5) The question of Vienna in para. 5.

First I did break discipline, however, it is something which
still stems from my experience in centrist organisations -- i.e. I was not
fully aware of the gravity of the conversations I had with cdes. Adaire,
Sharpe, & Jim R.

In Frankfurt and Paris comrades in passing remarks, encouraged
me to visit Vienna. I had asked Helene on Saturday May 11 after the
OCI intervention at home, whether it would be advisable for me to go to
Vienna. I said that cde. Jim R. and other leading comrades in the C.O.
have said that it would not be advisable for me to go at this time. Per-
haps I did not stress it sufficiently and this was, of course, my fault.
However, I did not ''play one comrade off against the other', or told
"half-truths" or used 'deception'.

The fact is that I was not aware of the relationship of auth-
ority between cde. Helene B., John S., & Jim R., and this again is my
fault because I should have found out. (I knew that cde. Helene was
the PB rep. in Europe and that is why I told her about the advice of the
leading cdes of SLUS).

Moreover, I realize that it is up to me to overcome such de-
viations as soon as possible and to realize and be highly aware of such
questions.

6) The question of addresses which were sent to Paris in para. 5.

I had asked cde. John S. in New York explicitly to give me all
addresses which I would need when in Europe, I had been given the French
and Nick's in England only, I was not told that any addresses would be
‘sent to Paris. It was also known that I would most probably go to Berlin,
and then definitely again to Paris before my departure for England.

Lastly, in conclusion to John Sharpe's letter I shall say that
while disagpeseing most emphatically with his characterisation of
"manoeuvrisg” and ''careerist ambition', I do agree that there is quite
a lot of vgém for improvement in disciplined functioning and openness to-
wards ¢ 8 in political and organisational matters generally.

The problem for me has been that I kept many questions within
myself, instead of bringing them into the open, with the exception of
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what I consider major political questions. To be sure, this is a trait
which stems from my past experience in Pabloist organisations, where per-
sonnel questions and changes of political line were never discussed in the
open, but rather behind people's backs -- something which has always re-
pelled me and has, I feel, been the cause of my lack of openness.

It is a trait which I must overcome in order to become a func-
tioning Bolshevik.

Just a brief note arising from cde. Brosius's letter dealing
mainly with the question of departure from Berlin.

At the time of my departure from Paris on the night of June 7
I told cde. Helene that I wanted to be in Australia on the tenth, or a few
days later. This I also wrote in a letter to cde. Bill L. of May 31. In
Berlin I decided to depart for Aust. on the l4th, wanting to stay four more
days because of personal reasons. I booked my ticket but when I went to
confirm it at British Airways they claimed that it would cost 165 M extra.
In short what happened was that the ticket had to be sent to the Frankfurt
Qantas office to be confirmed without me having to pay extra money, as there
is no Qantas office in Berlin. This took five full days till Wednesday
June 19 and then I decided to prolong my stay two more days to attend cde.
Brosius's talk on the transitional program and trade union. This was a
break of discipline and I do not seek to excuse myself.

The other question which arises from the letter is the conversa-
tion we had in Berlin upon Helene's arrival on Friday 22 June. Cde. Hel-
ene B,has said what she has written in her letter. I replied yes and walk-
ed off to the next room at Susi's and Albert's place as we were busily pre-
paring for the intervention. By her question I understood that she had been
asking me whether I had informed the SLANZ leadership of my whereabouts and
the reasons for my late arrival. I am not sure whether I told Helene that
I had sent telegrams informing SLANZ that I had difficulties with my ticket .
and that I would be arriving as soon as possible. As far as I am aware I
did not assure cde. Helene B. 'that it was all approved by responsible per-
sons in SLANZ". This would have been impossible on my part because it was
not the case. All I did was simply to send one-way telegrams. There were
other Berlin cdes. in the room and they should recall what happened. Having
had a conversation with cde. Bill L. on this matter ie. of cde. Helene's
question and my answer, I can see that my answer could possibly imply that
it was approved by 'responsible people in SLANZ'.

This, however, again points to more openness and discussion of
questions on my part.

With Communist Greetings,

John E
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. Sydney, July 15, 1974
* _ 22.00 pm

My dearest Jearest Krysia,

Have just received your letter of June 28. Bill gave it to we tonight.
[ was very supprised that it took so long to get here. Ishill try to cnquire
what huu happened. Also, tonight I got your pustcard dated July 1,

Yesterday, I sent off an aerogramme to you. iloreover [ was intomding
to write finally that:long letter, but again I had to prepare a t.u. reporet,
clean tne house, and prepare for an educational at nicht. ihis letter will
hopefully cover many things.

I sent a letter during my flight -- ie. I gave it to the airhostess at
Bombay. It seems that you have it because you said over the phonc that you
have got one bearing a postage mark of Singapore then, upon my arrival, the
next morning I think, I sent one from Sydney, this letter was partially
written on the plane and partly in Sydncy. After that time [ sent unother one
from Sydney dated, I think 30 June and after that a few more. 1 promise cvery
minute that I shall find I will write -- if only a few wordr on a postcard.
Une of my greatest wished is for you to develop into an outstanding
revolutionary and anything that upsets you upsets we also.

Krysia, I do see a perspective for our mutual future. I shall apply
for 'work' in England. this will be probably at this time next year; and
how will I be able to tolerate this span of time witnott you, I just do not
know. the only small consolation perhaps will be frequent correspondence.
If work in England is not possible I shall go/come to Berlin. On Wed.
night I am having a discussion with Bill and shall discuss this (uestion at
length with him.

I am awaiting for more of your letters wigh great impatience. the one
dated June 28 is the latest I have plus the postcard of10 July. In your
replying letter list down what you have sent, so that I can make sure that
I have everything. I shall do the same from now on.

The work in the local has been consuming all of my time. I would

" have written more frequently, and moee extensively if I have had just a little

spare time. But this has not been the case until now, still, no matter what
happens 1 shall find time to write to you as much as I possibly can.



...The pace of life here at present is such th.t there isn't even time to
masturbate. '

Jchn

ps the reason why my first letters from Sydney arrived late was probably
because of the wail strike which ended around 1 or 2 July.
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% M‘// The letter which I wrote to you last Sunday and sent it late Monday after-
' ‘E;,. noon (yours) as yet I haven't given to Bill the reason for this has been that

7 in this letter I wanted to use the 21.2.74 letter to elaborate on the things
that I stated there. The reason also was for the delay of this 24.7 § 25.7
letter has been due to (1) Monday night t.u. fraction meeting (2) On Tuesday

’ after having finished clippings and talking with Bill, I went to bed at 22.00

! because [ was totally wiped out -- physically and lack of sleep. (3) Wed. I

managed to write part of it. Tomorrow, I shall give Bill a copy of the 21 July

g letter and relevant parts of todays. ’

' On Wednesday 17.7.74 1 had a "discussion" scheduled with Bili. The

: “discussion' was arranged a week perhaps five days beforehand. It was part of
the discussions that Bill had with all individual comrades in the organisation,
The questions that I was'asked and other comrades also was how we telt the oryg.
was going and how I felt other comrades have been tunctioning and developing.
It is part of our practice here from time to time and has also given me the
opportunity to talk to Bill about us. I suppose I should have done it (ie.

? talk about you and me) earlier but the atmosphere towards me -- ie. a PB

| meeting (I shall describe it perhaps in the next letter), a local meeting and

; a t.u. meeting (will also describe them). all dealing with me -- made me

f reluctant to speak about my personal problems. This is no excuse, of course

and I shall try to rectify it in the future. Anyway I took brief notes after

tihat '"meeting'" with Bill -- ie. dealing with the discussion about us -- because

I was shocked about what Bill had said about you. Here they are with addition

of the first person and eneremark which I forgot to add.

(1) When I said that you and I wanted to live together, I stated that you
asked in a letter that I come to Berlin, possibly in Dec. for a holiday. I
(page 8 of remarked that the way things were now, it was pretty much impossible because
\is draft) of my trade union work.

(2) Bill stated that he would write a letter to B.K. asking them whether
it ‘. . would be 0.K. to let you go in April. We also talked about the possibility
of you staying longer than 3 weeks in April so as to get to know the situation
better.

(3) Bill remarked that "'Christina has had affairs with at least four
comrades in the tendency' (approx. quote but pretty much exact if not completely
s0). I said that I was aware of that and that I knew of three (ie. W, R, § me).
Moreover, I said that you hgd told me about them Bill also stated that '"Tina

has fallen head over heels gVér a number of comrades in the tendency' and that
he wanted to see if our relationship still held out 1in a few months time.
Furthermore he stated thst the international organisation has no objections
for comrades to live together if they want to strongly cenough for a period of
time. He also asked me whether I knew that you have had a relationship with
Richard. I said that I did and answered, "what about it''. I was taken abumck
and did'nt know what he was getting at in making these remarks about you.
They are trivial, stupid and have a flavour of petit-bourgeois respectability
about them. s
The thing that worries me about these remarks is that they are what I
] said above they are, but mose the reason why they were said. Either Bill
'i; believed them or he was trying to prove what he said (not explicitly) he
proved on Friday night. (It should become clear if you will read what happened
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on Friday).

You see, until them I have had full confidence and trust in Bill; |
therefore, was taken aback when he made these remarks. What I should have
Jone was to scream and irake him admit that he was engaging in petit bourgeois
y0ssip. At that time I had no inkling whatever of what the other possibie
motive in Bill's part may have been and which emerged on Friday night.

PR

(4) e said that ho saw it as impossible for Ch. to work in Aust. and
tor me to work in Berlin. (ie. that vou are needed in Borlin). 1T also said,
from wnat [ can recall that Wedn., that you could'nt live in Aust. because of
your mother.

(5) England -- "perhaps this time next year, but only two leading comrades
will be goinyg for quite some time and it would be unlikely that I would.

(6) I told Bill that we wanted to live closely together -- ie. close
physically.

(7) Bill insisted that I show him my letters to which I said that I
would have the typed up parts ready by the weekend -- the political ones in
other worlles. I said that I would have had them ready sooner if I had been
allowed to write them longhand. Bill said that he was prepared to read yocu
handwriting but not a rewritten scrawl. then we agreed 2hat I would type out
the political parts and sometimes if political parts were handwritten I would
give them to him. Bill ctaimed that he was worricd about what you said in your
postcard (the open one of July 10) and that consequently it was important for
hiam to see correspondence.

In the postcard you say ''there is nothing to console me besides your very
real presence in Berlin or my real presen ce in-Sydney.'" and that you are
very lonely without me). At the time he said that this was the only way he
could see in helping us.

On Thursday the incident of reading my mail, which I describe in my
letter of 21.7 occurred. Bill's remarks (some of the, the one's that I can
remember that night were that: (1) in principle there was nothing wrong with
what he did; (2) that in a larger party you and I could possibly form a
clique; (3) said that I should "bitch to you how badly they have been treating
me'" to which I replied that I was in fact intending to write to you about
what happened and of giving Bill a carbon.

-10- _
On Friday another discussion occurred; Bill suggested it that Thursday
nigiht.
-9-

(4) He said that he saw it als impossible for Ch. to work in Aust. and for
me to work in Berlin (ie. that you were needed there). I also said, I think,
that Wedn. that you could'nt live in Austr because of your mother and I definitely



said it on Friday.

(6( England -- perhaps this time next year, but only 2 leading comrades will
be going for quite some time and it would be unlikely that I would.

(o) I told Bill that we wanted to live closely together -- ie. close physically.

(7) Bill insisted that J show him my letter to which I said that I would have
them ready by the weekend. (See my letter of 11.7)

On Thursday the incident of rcading my mail, which I Jdescribed in ay
letter of 21.7 occurred. Bill's remarks (some of them, the vnes that 1 can
remember) were that: (1) in principle there was nothing wrong with what he did
(3) that in a larger party you and I could possibly torm a clique (3)
said that I should rclate what happened to you to, which I replied that I
would and that 1 would give him a carbon.

On Friday another discussion occurred -- Bill suggested it that Thursday
night. Bill asked me whether "Christina' want to live with me. I replied,
yes. He asked where and I said that most probably in England. I expl,ined
that because of your mother you could'nt really live very far from Europe.
Horeover, I did not quite see why he immediately wanted to know where we
would live. I told him that and said that at the moment it was not important
to know mxxzxxskaxisexximm the exact location We could surely discuss it
(ie. you and I, I thought). I told him that we talked about England. He kcpt
needling me on the point for quite some time.
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Berlin, July 1Lth, 74

sy dearest Janusz,

First of all I want to tell you that you should not feel guilty. It is
not & juestion of guilt. I[f you raise the question oif guilt, I am at least
as uch guilt, as you are but we are not yuilty. [If vou want, the circumstances
At gu 'y,

I hope that you are answering my several questions whi:h I raised in ay
longer letter.

When I go to the States I shall talk to Jim about us. ile is the only
one whu could do and is willing to do something for us. (This i3 by the way
no poui. statement, therefore you are not obliged to type it out) I have yot
to know Jia on the conference here and I have yreat coufidence in him.

... Ihope that wa soon get the chance to see cach other again. It would be
wonderful if you could telephone me every two weeks....

- Please tell the respons. comrade of the S&/A.Z tdht they should only
write to our Postlagerkarte . Without any name.
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Berliin, July 17th, 74
24.00 p.m.

My dear . John,

I also have the premonition that the comrades will not allow you to come
to Berlin at Christmas. Am I right? Perhaps it is not even possible to get
a holiday from the factory. I hope that I shall receive a letter clarifying
all thea>? questions soon..... Which roal perspective Jdo we have to seo ®ach
other again? Is there any? In spite of my premonition I shall open this
account and save as much money as I can. By the way it is not necessary to
send me money -- better save it for coming here. W. will give me money if I
need it.

[July 18th, 74}
My dear John,

Yesterday we talked a little about my criticism on the draft for organising an
International Trotskyist Tendency. She [Mary Ann] is sympathetic towards my
view of point 4 of it,.-although she said that she had to think move about it.

Did you have time to read my article in W§R? I am also interested in knowing
how you like the work in the factory?

I shall continue with the political part of my letter on a sepurate page.
[which follows below]

Did you already read the article about Portugal in the last WV? 1 shall
prepare a letter to WV criticising the fact that a main problem of the
Portuguese society is not dealt with, not even mentioned. Portugal is at e
least half agrarian and a majority of the population consists of poor peasants
and agrarian workers. Revolutionists therefore Lave to raise demands which
can mobilise thgse poor peasants and agricultural workers for the socialist

revolution. By raising transitional demands like f. ex. demmnds raised by
Trotsky in “A Program of Action for France'" in paragraph 8 as well as 14 and
15, it will be possible to establish an alliance between the rev. working
class and the rev. peasantry, leading the rev. peasantry+into the struggle
against the bonapartist regime in Portugal.

+ under the leadership of the proletariat)

Without such an alliance with the bulk of the poor peasants and the

agricultural workers the Portuguese proletariat will not be successful in
smashing the bourgeois state.

Did you by the way receive a few copies of the 2nd edition of the

. o ’; .

by



Austrian Bulletin? I suppose that you did not. You should ask them to send
you some, even though it might only be for your archives. The 2nd editdéon
deals with: Concerning the question ofthe bureaucracies, Chinese Menshevism,
(a translation from Spartacist 15-16) Trotsky: Letter to the Chinese
Comrades and Portuguese Perspectives. The last article has been written by
this conspiracy group in Vienna, with which they have permanent discussions.
Am I right that you have heard tof this group during your stay in Vienna?

If not to your information they are a group working completely in the '"under
ground'' (the OBL has only discussions with two of their members). The agree
to a major part of the trotskyist program, they disagree to the tactic of
the fighting propaganda group, to the tactic of regroupment and supported
Mitter 'nd in the second round. After a discussion with comrades of the OBL
they wanted to reconsider their standpoint on the French elections, i.e. thei
view on the Popular. Front. ‘

We are planning of editing a special of the KK with the declaration for

~ the organizing of the International Trotskyist Tendency including a translati

of the communique of the International Secretariat out of WV. It shall be
published in common with the OBL. OQur next regular number of KK shall deal
with the T.U. work in the USA. We have assigned for the purpose of writing
the articles (two articles -- 1 about the work and intervention of MAC --
2nd about international campaigns initiated and led by the rev. caucuses in
the T.U.) a commission to which belong Eric, Heidi and I. These two articles
shall be finished at least as a draft before Aug. 15th, ie. before the
departure of Eric, Heidi and me (possibly) to the States. Heidi has become
the production manager of the KK. I am very glad for her transfer to
Berlin. It will save us a lot of time in the production of the KK. Hope-
fully from nowadays on the production of KK will not paralyse the whole

BK. I think that shy will be of great help for us not only as “far as
production problems are concerned. :




July 20 th, 74
13.00 p.m. (_. "1 A

My dearest. John!

Yestorday I have received your letter of July 10th and 13th ...

Just a few minutes ago I had another discussion with ilona and Wolfgang.

We talked about the possibility of Jdelaying my exuminatfon for half a year,
which might be necessary, after I have got the baby. It all does not look
very favourable for ma and the baby. It would also imply that I could not
come to Australia but you had to come to Berlin.

My love, don't be so sad and desperate although I understand you so
woll. We both are living under difficult conditions at the moment but once
wev; shall be united again. You complain that I did not write regularly.
Did you not get receive my letters, one is from Monday and one from Thursday
of this week? I have indeed regularly written and don't know what the hell
the post does with my letters. I have written to you. Did you not get my
letter from the Summer Camp from Austria? What I shall do from now on is I
shall put down the date when I send the letters to you, then we have a con-
trol which letters you get and which not.

I think you should insist of going to England, then we had at least a
chance of seeing each other more often. My love, you m'st know that I am think-
ing of you day and night, I am suffering with you. I think that you are
doing too much work whicli will destroy you in the long run, if the leading
comrades don't understand that too much work is dgstructive for the organisation
they are lacking the right understanding of how to lead a bolshevik organisation.
Your work seems to be very tiresome and hard. I am sure however tpat you will

get used to it. Also I think it will somehow be possible for you to change
to another sector of the factory. By the way the overactivism of the SLANZ
reminds me ofthe overactivism of the QBL. My doar John, I shall try to come
in April for 4 weeks but it only makes sense if you are on holiday both from
the factory as well as from the org. Otherwise it would be a fiasco. If we
want have time to go away from Sydney may be to the coast, you also must be
freed from the organisation during the weeks I am there.

Yesterday I was in society of a Russian Jewish woman from the Russ. Ukraine speak-

ing broken German. We talked quite a lot about the living conditions in the SU.,

how bad they are, how little money the workers earn. I agreed to all thst and

explained to her that the S.U. is not Communist state but ruled by the Stalinist

bureaucracy. She agreed to that but when I mentioned Lenin she said that under

Lenin the living conditions were not better. She was very sympathetic towards

Solchenitzin. Well, she is very disoriented as perhaps most of these people

are. When I mentioned Trotsky and Marx all she said was that they were Jews.

If she only knew how much M and T. rejected this way of being a Jew. Anyway

she was emby sympathetic with me. I liked her even though she had reactionary

Yer
7




views only due to the policies of the Stalinist bureaucracy. VYesterday evening
her busband, her little son of 3 years, another relative fram Russia, who

spoke Yiddish when he addressed me -- mixed up with Russian words -- a young
man ®wlso a relative who emigrated to the USA and works there in a factory as

a worker. He was very sympathetic and quiet. I would have liked to talk

more with him but the .....[scene?] was more or less dominated by Ida -- that
is her name. ‘

1 gave her my address, so that she can telephone me in case of help
although I shall not be able to help her finding a flat because I dont know
anybody influential -- as you can well imagine. My dearest Janusz, I shall
write again tomorrow and tell you about the most recent information.

v

Yours Krysia.

RS 2
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Berlin, July 21st, 74
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My dearest Janusz, P

Until now I did not receive your express letter, which is really strange.
It is possible that the Bundes [unintelligible] (the German FBI)
has stopped the letters in order to copy them. I hope nevertheless that I
shall receive your letter yery soon.

I am well, only sometimes the belly aches. I think I willnot be able to
go to the summer camp. First of all I want to relax after the operation and
my stay in the hospital and second I want to save money for my trip to Sydney.




Berlin, Aug. 8,74
~ A
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My dearest Janusz, e

this mornihg I have received your two letters of Aug.4 and 5. I thank you
very much for them. As I told you on the phone I did not yet have the
abortion and explained also why....

Do not worry because you cannot send me any money. It is not necessary. You
should try to save as much money as you can from now on hecause when you come
here, it might be dirficult for you to get work, also 1 think you should first
learn German very intensively. You can inscribe at the University, which does
not cost any money or only very little. They have study groups for toreigners
who wegat to learn German. You should also make inquiries at the Sydney
Universities, if you can get a scholarship for studying in Germany. I do not
know how these things work but it coudd be that you only can get a scholarship
from there. Did you get a scholarship when you studied at a Sydney University?
What do you wAgt to study here, math and physics?

To make arrangements for your transfer means to invest tima which you must get
from the organisation. I do not know how must money you have to pay for the
org., but I think that you should be able to save money -for a certain time
here. You should make clear to the comrades that it is extremely difficult to
get work here from the beginning therefore you must be able to save money for
a certain time here. I am interested to know how much (percentage?) you have
to pay for the org., also I want to know how much you eam' in che factory.

Until now we did not gef mye information about your transfer and the whole
aatter from the IST, but I think you have first to write this appeal and there
must be a decision. These things are now most important!

There is practically nothing which I could tell you about our activities in the
BK because gkere have been none. Just imagine! We had a real break from all
activities. I suppose this could not happen to youl

Wolfgangis well. As usual he has study difficulties. We hope to go for a
holiday sometimes in fall or winter at least for lg days because Wolfgang and
me too need some free days. Ihave lost weight and at times I feel really bad.
Did I tell you that he has separated from Ilona? I think I didn't. I shall
explain to you why when you have come to Herlin, because I Jo not want that
other people again get to know things they should not knowl

It does not look like me coming once to Australia to get to know it, your

family, your sister and your friends. I am a little bit sorry about that.
Also I like travelling. Well, let's wait and see.

I did not hear anything again from this Russian woman Ida, although I had given




" per my telephone number. But I think she might be very busy now, finding a
flat, finding work etc. It is a real shame what the Stalinist bureaucracy has
made out of these people. They are coming from working class background.

This one has to consider all the time. They are completely desillusioned about
the so-called Russian type socialism!

Please ask the corresponding c¢omrades if they did not receive my Open Letter
of Protest and a copy of my letter to the IST! I wonder if they did not!

Your Tina




24/7/74

Jear John,

1 read your letter that came a couple of days bLefore 1 left (to T) [
cant collect my thoughts about any of this though; just want to let you know
that 1'm keeping up with you, thinking about you, and hoping your work in all
its facets, has regularized itself. Quite a lot ha.ppened all at once. I
hope you have been able to work things out by tajking to cdes. and not had to
keep it all inside. The experience of recruitment and growth inside the org
it seems to me must always be a staggering thing. For yourself, from a
purely individual point of view, 1 hope you have found ways to channel

your thoughts and feelings -- failing that can only obstruct your self-confidence,
or make you bitter. I don't think you will do either one of thosec things
though. You seem to me to have a lot more than that.

Much affection,
and communist greetings!!

Mary Ann
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EXTRACT: LETTER FROM JOHN E TO SUSI

Sydney
21 July 1974

On Thursday night after having finished my clippings I went home. The time
was a little after 20.00 hours and to my surprise, as I entered my room I
found Bill hiding my letters (i.e. yours) underneath his jacket. What fol-
lowed subsequently was a tragic-comic situation. Bill tried to distract
me so that he could get the letters back into my briefcase and then went
later to the other house to get other comrades to do the same. This they
attempted to do, but I couldn't stand this playacting any longer, so I cal-
led Bill into my room and asked him whether he had read your letters. He
replied that he did. Then our conversation ranged over why he did that
and so on. I shall elaborate.

About two weeks ago I was asked by cde. Adaire to type out your
letters. She maintained, i.e. said that I should type out "everything in
them except the lines where she is sending love'". 1 disagreed with this
but failed to argue out the question with her. Still, I resolved to type
out relevant political material as soon as I had time to do so. The only
time I had to this was on the weekends, and both of them were taken up
with organisational work, and replying to cdes Sharpe & Helene and more-
over on the first weekend I had only two of your letters which you sent
before 1 arrived(I read them in Berlin). Because I am a slow two finger
typist at this stage, I told the organiser at the beginning of this week
that I would have them finished by the end of the weekend -- ie. today.
During our conversation I reproached Bill for not asking me -- ie..if’
he thought that the letters were or contained urgent political matter --
to read out the relevant political comments or asking me show them to him.
One thing that I forgot to mention above: I told our organiser that I could
possibly have the letters ready earlier if I was able to write them out
instead of typing them. Also, during my conversation with Bill on Wednes-
day I told him that I would have the letters ready by the end of the week-
end.

Furthermore, I do not agree with cdes Bill § Adaire in regard to the
question of where the line should be drawn between political and personal
matters in personal correspondence. Bill argued that everything personal
which effects the functioning of a cde. is political. Thus far I agree,
but I also maintain that personal corresporndence of intimate nature has
the right to privacy. So, what I say is that it is up to the cde. concern-
ed to tell the leadership what his/her personal problems in such matters
are, if they arise, and if the cde. chooses to do so. During that conver-
sation on Thursday night I told Bill that this may be 2 reflection of the
differing views that we have on the question of the party. To me a Lenin-
ist party is a voluntary. association of individuals acting as a col-
lective in carrying out the party's programme and under the discipline of
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its leading bodies -- je, I agree with Lenin's main contribution to the
question of the party which he proposed as an amendment to the party's
draft statutes at the 2nd Congress of the Russian Social-Democratic Party
in 13903, " A member of the Social-Democratic Party is any person who accepts
its programme, supperts the party with material means and personally par-
ticipates in one of its organizations'. This was counterposed to the draft
written by Martov, and which expressed the views and practice of the II
International. In Martov's draft the words, 'personally participates in
one of its organizations" were substituted by 'personally § regularly co-
operates under the guidance of one of its organisations". The difference
between the two was that Lenin envisioned a tightly-knit centralized party
whilst, as you know Martov and the Mensheviks proposed a locsely knit party
which allowed fellow-trayellers and other indisciplined elements to be un-
der the guidance of the organisation.

The point that I am making in all this is Lenin's conception does
not rule out the right to privacy in personal matters, such as gorrespond-
ence. What do you think? I would like to know your position[Susi].

21 July
24.30[hours]
My dearest,

Didn't have the possibility of finishing this letter as I wanted to
before the local meeting.

The question above was discussed and the lines that were drawn were
the same. I was the only one who maintained my position -- je. everyone
took the position that Bill had the right to read my correspondence and
that correspondence received by a member of a party can be read by re-
sponsible individuals in the party. I shall describe a2 number of other things
that were raised during that discussion in my letter tomorrow or the next
day. There is not much time now (it's 24.35) and I must get up at 5.30.

Briefly, I have given the correspondence between you and me to Bill
becsuse he insisted that I do and because it is a question of discipline.
I think, however, that he honestly wants to help you and me out in our
relationship in regard to us living together. When I talked to him on
Wednesday § Friday he said that ycu could come here in April and that he
wanted to see if our relationship would still hold out in a few months
time -- he remarked that you had relations with at least four cther com-
rades in the tendency. I said that I was aware of that. Obviously he does
not understand you and your problems and our relationship. This perhaps [is]
understandable, but I think that Bill on his part should have been more
cautious before making such a statement.



My love,

I shall have to describe everything that has been happening here. I do not
quite know how to react or fight the various accusations that have been thrown
against me in the last few days. I have been called a maneouverer in reference
to what happened in Austria and now apparently whatever I do is linked to man-
oeuvering, a liar also in reference to the Austrian trip. Furthermore on the
question of correspondence I have bcen named a Menshevik by Cde Adaire.

It'$ getting really late. I shall write more extensively tomorrow or
Tuesday, replying to your letter of 9 & 10 July..........

P.S.S. Enclosed find a letter of John Sharpe § my reply



PB ATTACHMENT

NOTE ON THE DISCUSSION IN THE POLITICAL BUREAU
ON THE QUESTION OF COMRADE JOHN E's MEMBERSHIP

At the meetings of the FB on 20 and 22 July some heat was
generated on the question of whether John E should be accorded the
status of member. Throughout the discussion my position was that in
the last months he has worked so closely with us that to deny him
membership would be an inappropriate way of dealing with his bad
functioning, including admitted indiscipline and apparent dishonesty.

There are a large number of recorded indications that he
has not been treated as a member in the past period -- for example
his listing in Local minutes as an ''other' rather than a member --
but many such indications are in fact special security measures, and
despite these indications the comrade has been expected to act with
the level of discipline and committment of a member, he filled posi-
tions on the Sydney Local executive and as a minutes secretary of the
Sydney Local, and I believe that the rank-and-file of the organisa-
tion generally believed he was ''practically' a member of the organi-
sation. In fact, perhaps, he was neither a member nor a non-member,
but it would be a bureaucratic way of dealing with the situation if
this unclarity (an atrocity which is the fault of the organisation)
were to be resolved to his disadvantage simply because the organi-
sation believes him to have acted in an undisciplined and disloyal
way towards it. He must be accorded the rights of membership, and
then if sufficient cause is properly found they can be taken away.

At the 20 July meeting my view was that the comrade should
apply for and be admitted to membership, but the two other full mem-
bers of the PB felt unable to condone admitting to the organisation
someone they believed had lied to it, and I subsequently realised
that the more satisfactory formulation avoided the problem of ap-
plication and admission by simply declaring that despite the unclarity
he was in fact a member. It was with this conception that I moved
the motion which is now operative. (After some consideration of de-
claring him a full member, it occurred to me that he had been under-
going a conscious testing process very similar to candidature.)

BILL LOGAN
24 July 1974
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PB ATTACHMENT

Although I was against John E's admittance to the
organisation at the PB meetings of 20 and 22 July

and voted against Bill L's motion of 22 July recog-
nising comrade John E as a candidate member I now

see that the motion which was passed is correct.

My attitude was based on the belief that John E is

not fit for membership of the Spartacist League. I
failed to sufficiently see the importance of determin-
ing this question of his fitness for membership in a
way appropriate to the situation, seperating the ques-
tions of his existing status and the necessary measures
to deal with his organisational and political failures.

Adaire Hannah

24 July 1974
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POLITICAL BUREAU MINUTES (NO 9) ...... ceaees cresesesnass 26-27 July 1974

Present: PB: Bill, Adaire, Joel
alt CC: John 8, Dave R, Dave S
other: Keith (Sydney Local Organiser)

Meeting convened: 11.0C pm
‘Agenda: Personnel

At 9.45 pm tonight comrade Jjohn E handed Bill a copy of a
letter of 21 July to comrade Susi of the Berlin Committee attacking the
leadership of the SLANZ. He alsc sent Sharpe s letter of 23 June and
his own reply of 6 July (which is still in the process of being
stencilled and has yet to be sent to New York). Comrade John told Bill
of a telephone conversation he had with comrade Susi last night in which
she reportedly said she had already received the material, that it had
been the subject of a discussion in the Berlin Committee, and that the
Berlin Committee was writing a document in defence of John E.

In view of the possibility that international co-thinkers
may react hastily to situations of which they have been supplied with
incomplete information we have a responsibility to use our power to
regulate discussion, whilst in no way limiting the right of any comrade
to express his views throughout the tendency.

While it is usually improper to restrict the right to private
political correspcndence among comrades, when this is being used in 2
factionally motivated way to win support for a disputed pclitical pos-
ition the party's right to regulate internal discussion prevails. We
do not wish to place any restrlctlon on private correspondence of a
personal nature.

We note that on the face of it the Berlin Committee may have
gone outside international democratic-centralist procedures by dis-
cussing the material supplied by comrade John E without first passing
it on to the secretariat of the Interim Highest Body in order that the
information in their possession could be centralised and for another
view of the matter before discussion of it themselves.

We must inform the Berlin Committee of the situation with
John E as we see it. While this matter will necessarily lead to some
delay on the production of the press, we cannot liquidate our work into
pursuit of this issue.

The comrades in Germany shculd be told through the centre
that John E went outside the proper norms for distributing information
and raising his differences, and that they are not now in full posses-
sion of the facts.



POLITICAL BUREAU MINUTES (NO 9) cont'd

Discussion: John S, Adaire, Joel, Dave R, Bill,

Dave S, Keith (12 rounds)

Meeting recessed: 1.00 2m

Meeting reconvened: 11.00 am (all present oxcept Reynolds

Motion:

Motion:

who is on assignment)

Comrade John E clearly broke the proper norms of Bolshevik
functioning by circulating documents internationally with-
out the knowledge of the PB of the SLANZ, including the
letter of John Sharpe (23 June 1974) and his own reply (6
July), together with a letter to comrade Susi dated 21 July
stating his own version of matters in dispute and attacking
the views of the SLANZ. This effectively denied the Berlin
comrades access to another view on the question raised. His
letter was not supplied to the leadership until 9.45 pm on
26 July when he informed the chairman of the SLANZ of his
international activities.

We refrain from taking disciplinary action against the com-
rade in the interests of a political discussion unclouded by
organisational measures. The discussion precipitated by com-
rade John E shall be regulated by the PB of the SLANZ and by
the secretariat of the Interim Highest Body internationally.

In view of the irregular and dangerous methods chosen by com-
rade John E to further his position the PB prohibits discus-
sion directly between comrade John E and members of the tend-
ency in any other country, except in the case of internal
factional discussion. In the mean time all discussion shall
be in the form of dccuments, to be circulated by the PB/SLANZ
and the secretariat of the Interim Highest Body.

passed unanimously

Meeting recessed: 11.15 am

Meeting reconvened: 7.30 pm

That the control commission be composed of Dave R, Tony and
Keith.

passed unanimously

Meeting closed: 9.15 pm



STATEMENT APPENDED

Dave R who was absent when the vote on the motions was taken de-
clares his concurrence with them.
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Sydney

August 12, 1974
Helene B
Dear Comrade, ~ T

You should be receiving a copy of a reply by John E to your letter
of 23 June 1974 to the SLANZ and cde Sharpe's letter of 30 May 1974 to
the SLANZ, both concerning problems in cde E's functioning overseas. Cde.
E was asked to write this reply in order to clarify the events which led
to the two letters. Because of the discrepancics betwecen his letter and
vours, and because there have been other allepations of dishonesty by cde.
E to the tendency, a control commission has been established by the PB of
the SLANZ charged with reporting:

" "on the questions raised by the letters of comrades Sharpe (30 May 1974)
and Brosius (23 June 1974) and his [comrade John E's] verbal and written
responses to their letters, with particular regard to the matter of the
comrade's honesty to the tendency.'" (Motion passed at SLANZ PB, 22 July
1974, PB Minutes No.8.)

There is of course bound to be some uncertainty arising from vague
recollections or possible misunderstandings. Therefore in order for the con-
trol commission to make a judgment it must also establish the degree of un-
certainty. It would be desirable if you could indicate the areas and extent
of ambiguity in your response and supply possible sources of verification (in-
cluding excerpts for any documentation now unavailable to the SLANZ, ecg,
diaries, notebooks, correspondence). We are requesting a response and clari-
fication from cde Sharpe as well, regarding the parts of the disputed issues
relevant to him, and some other matters.

We direct your attention in particular to the following points and
evidence:

1. Vienna --
John E letter to Mary Ann, 6,11 May 1974:

[6 May] This Thursday I am leaving for Vienna; from thef{l will be
going back to Paris."

"[11 May] Instead of going to Vienna as I had intended to do, I went
to Brussels. I rang Helene in Paris and the CM were needed urgently."

John E letter to Adaire, from Vienna, 13 May 1974:
""Just one more point: white in Paris I talked to Helene about going

to Wien.... She thought that it would be worthwhile -- even if only I
talked to comrades about the SLUS and SLANZ and their functioning."
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John E reply to Helene and Sharpe, 6 July 1974:

"In Frankfurt and Paris cdes in passing remarks, encouraged me to

C visit Vienna. I had asked Helene on Sat. May 11 after the OCI

' meeting at home, whether it would be advisablc for me to go to

Vienna. I said that cde Jim R and other leading comrades in the CO
have said that it would not be adyisable for me to go at this time.
Perhaps I did not stress it sufficiently and this was, of course, my
fault...." "The fact is that I was not aware of the rclationship of
authority between cde liclenc B, John § and Jim R, and this again is
my fault because I should have found out. (1 knew that cde Holcng
was the PB vep in Europe and that is why T told her about the advice
of the leading cdes. of SLUS Y

Dave Reynolds notes from SLANZ PB, 26 June 1974:

"[JE report] ... Vienna -- JR and Sharpe both advised against [going
there]. In Paris, Helene asked me whether going to Vienna. Helene

said it didn't matter .... [on round] ... Vienna -- irresponsible in
sense that I didn't realise the gravity of the instructions given to
me.... Should not have gone to Austria no matter what Helen said ...

[I] Did not argue. [I] Said what -JR and Sharpe said and asked Helen
if it was ok |to go to Viemna] ...."

John Sheridan notes from SLANZ PB, 26 June 1974:
"Jim/John said 'not advisable to go'"

, Helene B letter to SLANZ, 23 June 1974:

"... he approached me on the question and asked my opinion on the sub-
ject without mentioning Sharpe's instructions. [ told him, having just
come back from there, I thought it would be all right for him to go, as
long as he kept his mouth shut. As far as I know he did that."

JE letter to Logan, from London, 26 May 1974:

"[In Vienna] I argued [at OBL internal meeting on the question of the
"Leitung''], together with Weezie, that since no member of the OBL had
been aware at the time of the election that the body he or she were
electing has the powers which it tried to assume for itself later on,
it should be up to the future national conference to elect a CC."

"I discussed the question with Helen here in London and she agreed we
took the right line."

2. JE's stay in Berlin from 7 June to 22 June and his delayed departure --

According to your letter (23 June),

... arriving in Berlin two weeks later [after 7 June], I discovered

% - that John had not yet left for Australia! The first question I asked
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him when I saw him was 'Does your central committee know you'rc here?!
He assured me that it was all approved by responsible persons in SMANZ.
Furthermore he explained to me that this prolonged stay [beyond June 10]
in Berlin was necessitated by difficulties with his ticket."

JE reply, 6 July 1974:

"By her question I had understood that she had been asking me whether
I had informed the SLANZ leadership of my whereabouts and the reasons
for my late arrival." [Thus this is what JE presumably thought he was
saying when he responded affirmatively.]

But in respect of "the reasons for [his] late arrival”, his affirmative
answer would be simply incorrect. A review of JE correspondence sent to NY
and Sydney at that time -- including those items which we did not receive

due to a postal strike until after his return to Sydney -- fails to reveal
any mention of reasons for going to Berlin at all, not to mention the 2 or

3 days spent in Paris after leaving London. The only effort to inform the
SLANZ or his visit to Berlin appears to be copies of letters sent from Berlin
on June 8 to Nicolau and Sharpe. Telegrams followed mentioning only ticket
delays. Prior to that JE had not informed Bill of any plans to stay in Paris
or Berlin, saying simply that extra work required a longer stay in London.
Likewise, no notification of the SLANZ was attempted to our knowledge of the
extra two-day delay from June 19. (We note you found him in Berlin apparently
on Friday, 21 June). The following excerpts from letters summarise the '"in-
formation gap'":

JE to Logan from London, 31 May 1974:

"My stay in England will have to be extended for two or three days....
One more thing I should mention about my departure from Europe: I will
have to leave from Paris, and not London ... You should expect me in
Sydney on the tenth -- perhaps a few days after. I will send you a
telegram informing you of my flight number, time, etc."

Compare JE to Susi from London, 27 May 1974:

"I have found out that I will have to leave for Australia either from
Paris or from another continental city .... This has worked out fine,
since I wanted to spend a few days in Paris before leaving .... I will
be in England till the 30th and could be in Berlin by the 2nd or 3rd...."

and JE to Susi, 29-31 May 1974:

"[29 May] ... The way things look now I should accomplish my assign-

ment by Sunday or Monday [2-3 June]. So please send your letter to the
Paris address. It seems that I should be able to come to Berlin for

about two days -- I rang BOAC and they said it makes no difference to

them whether I leave from Paris or Berlin ...."

"[31 May] After the Chartist conference and the addresses that I had
received from NY about our contacts .... It will mean that I will

have to prolong my stay in London for about a day or two [emphasis added]."
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Given the discrepancies, and the fact that even according to cde E's strict
definition of his understanding of your question, his reply to it would bec
ingaccurate, it would be useful to know: (a) what cde E actually s:id when
he spoke to you in Berlin; (b) what led you to conclude he had '"authorisa-
tion'; (c) whether he attributed the delay solely to the ticket difficultles,
as your letter seems to say.

3. Other matters --

When did JE arrive in Paris from London (before going to Berlin on
June 7)7

According to a letter from Susi so JE, lo June 1974:

"I suppose you will soon get literature in Polish from LIRQI,the Varga
group. We have agreed upon an exchange of lit. between our orgs. I
have said in my letter to them that you would send them Australian
Spartacist in exchange."

Further, in a letter of 15 July 1974 from JE to Susi:

"... So far I haven't received anything from LIRQI, but am expecting
it any day to arrive."

The SLANZ knew nothing of the matter until Susi's letters to JE were sup-
plied to cde Logan on 18 July. Knowing that relations of our tendency with
the Varga group were at one point open to question, Cde Logan asked John
about it. According to Logan, John claimed the exchange, and his personal
receipt of the Polish language Varga material, were authorised by you in
Europe. Do you know anything about this? We are requesting information
from cde Sharpe on any arrangements that were made.

With Communist Greetings,

- .
P S S
rd

Reynolds, cha#rman,
control commission

cc. SLANZ CO
INB Secretariat
Control Commission files
Logan C/0 New York
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New York iy
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Dear Comrade,

I am writing on behalf of the control commission established by the PB
of the SLANZ on 22 July, 1974:

"...comrade Ebel's status is that of candidatc member, to be reviewed
on the receipt of a report from a control commission, on the questions
raised by the letters of comrades Sharpe (30 May 1974) and Brosius

(23 June 1974) and his verbal and written responscs to their lctters
with particular regard to the matter of the comrade's honesty to the
tendency."

We have written a letter to comrade Brosius, and have certain questions
which will involve contacting the Berlin Committee. However, we felt it
best to allow the IHB Secretariat to forward the letter to Brosius and pass
on requests to the BK, &8 with the very useful excerpts from cde Ebel's
letters to Susi we have already received. Therefore, we have enclosed the
letter to Helene, plus one copy of each letter for the IHBS.

g You should be receiving a copy of cde Ebel's reply to the Brosius/Sharpe
| letters. We refer you to our letter to Helene for any comment on your part.
We would also like you to respond on the following points.

1. Do you know of any evidence that might contradict the apparent deception
of the SLANZ leadership by cde Ebel regarding the details of his return from
Europe indicated by the material summarised in the letter to Brosius?

2. On the trip to Vienna -- Although cde Hannah also maintains she instruct-
ed Ebel explicitly not to go to Vienna, he still evidently maintains that he
was merely "advised'" not to go. Please specify where, when, and with what
words you gave the instructions concerning Vienna to cde Ebel, and what are
the limits of any possible ambiguity in them. Are there any grounds for the
! assertion in JE's reply, '"The fact is that I was not aware of the reclation-

! ship of authority between cde Helene B, John S and Jim R...."?

3. Are you aware of any arrangements having been made with the Varga group,
involving an exchange with Australasian Spartacist? (See our letter to
Brosius) We received a bundle of French-language LIRQI lit in June, with a
request for an exghange but have not acted on it. Were you aware of JE's
arrangement to receive the Polish Varga material? Did the International
Department make an attempt to inform the SLANZ of any arrangements? Did the
BK make any such attempt? The fact that the SLANZ has not received such in-
formation seems to conflict with the evidence of cde Susi's letter to JE and
JE's assertion that his arrangement was authorised by cde Brosius; but due to
the disruption of mail in Sydney around that time, it is possible that the
SLANZ failed to receive some mail.
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4.. The problems with the shipment of Cuadernos Marxistas (CMs) entrusted
to John is not central to the control commission's purpose, to the extent
that there was a real misunderstanding, regardless of whether that misunder-
standing reflected carelessness on John's part. However, certain things re-
main unclear. At a 26 June meeting of our PB, cde Ebel maintained that it
is especially wrong to send the large shipment, claiming the CMs had been
"lying around" the CO for some time, a week or weeks. At the meeting this
was denied by Adaire but reasserted by cde Ebel. Adaire, who was in Canada
at the time, reports that his departure had becn planned to coincide with
the completion of the CMs production. It is her impression that the CMs
wer: available = only a few days at most before cde Ebel's departure. While
cde Ebel did not mention this point in his reply to your letter, he did say

"I wrote a4 number of letters to cde John Sharpe asking him to be more
cautious in the future in sending so much litcrature aboard a plane
and suggested a number of alternatives."

We are aware of only one such letter, of 15 May 1974 from Vienna which said:

"Briefly, I talked to Jan and Joan and decided you deserve an ex-
planation of what happened to [the CMs].

"I would like to add that in future we should not send so much literature
in boxes to any country in Europe. They immediately draw attention of
customs. There are a number of alternatives available. I have discussed
them with Kelley and offered some suggestions. This is an important
question and if we want to send big quantities of literature in the
future we should take this matter up and make the necessary prior prep-
arations."

We would like to know how many letters were scnt with criticism and advice,
and would like copies of any other such letters with your responsc. We also
need to know: How the CMs were in fact sent -- as baggage or frecight; what
instructions had been given on this point, and how cxplicitly; to what cx-
tent cde Ebel was misled by airport officials (cde Cory should be asked to
give an account of what happened at the airport); and details on the avail-
ability of the CMs before JE's departure, whether other means of transpors
were feasible, etc.

5. We cannot reconstruct from the correspondence at our disposal the
location of cde Ebel from Friday, 17 May -- when according to his letter to
Adaire of 13 May 1974 he was to leave Vienna for Paris -- and Friday 24 May --
when he actually arrived in Paris (according to JE to Susi, 27 May 1974, from
London). Can you give us any information on this point?

6. The Poland Question -- At the 26 June SLANZ PB meeting, JE did not mention
his fatigue or other "extenuating circumstances', when answering comrades'
questions about your letter. Nor did he mention at that time the request for
a delay in the International department meeting. He spoke along these lines --

Dave Reynolds notes on 26 June PB --

"[JE on round] ... [on Poland] -- Tried to put forward positions for going--



said would be difficult for them to know mc politically, plus [my] ex-
perience [with Wthis problem]. But |[I] was convinced before [the LD
meeting], but didn't tell it to Adaire. Suppose I should have. But the
question was going to be discussed [anyway]."

Adaire's noteS on PB:

"[JE] -- When talked to Adaire [before ID meeting] put up argument for
going but really believed otherwise. Didn't tell Adaire. Perhaps wrong."

Was the meeting going to discuss the point regardless ot whether cde tibel
agreed beforehand that he should not go? Do you have any further obscrvations
of the incident? A note by Adaire is appended with her recollections of the
meeting and circumstances.  Susi's "Open Letter to the SLANZ' says:

"He [JE] made a self-criticism where he was right and Sharpc was wrong,
namcly the question of Poland."

We would like to know, in view of his responses at the 26 June PB and in his
6 July Reply, if and when he expressed to Susi or anyone else in Europe the
view that he had changed his opinion or thought the ID was incorrect?

7. JE Reply (6 July):

"I do not recall cde John Sharpe telling me to sell at the OCI meeting on
May 3. Had I been instructed to do so, I would have straightaway noted
it down in my diary, as I did the OCI election meeting of April 20 and
the Frankfurt conference of April 24-26. [etc]"

8. On the addresses -- according to JE's letter to Adaire (13 May 1974)
"Received your letter dated 5 May on Saturday, May 11, when I arrived in Paris."
In his reply he says:

"It was also known that I would most probably go to Berlin, and then
definitely again to Paris before my departure for England."

Since this itinerary was abandoned by JE by going, and after going to Vienna,
what itinerary was established or made known to you and when; and (outside
of the Vienna question) how much was the itinerary to be left open?

9. Comrade Ebel attaches importance to the amount of contacting which he had
to do in England. Was he sent any contacts other than those listed in Adaire's
letter to him of 5 May? Did the SLUS or any representative of it authorise or
request that he spend extra time in England to pursue contacts or anything else?

10. Cde Ebel's relationship with cde Susi is important in that

(a) it appears to be a principal source of his indisciplined behaviour in
Europe;

(b) it remained unknown or obscure to the SLANZ leadership for sometime
(specifically until 16 July); and

(c) it has led to demands on the organisation of a rather severe character.

It is a subject of investigation for the control commission to establish the

degree of cde Ebel's reticence about the relationship; the weight that should

be given to it in judging the comrade's actions; and because their communi-
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cations have been a source of the '"information gap' referred to in our

letter to Helene. There have also been charges that cde Ebel in these
communications tried to line up in an unprincipled way comrades in the BK
against the leadership of the SLANZ, largely by providing a one-sided picture
of the organisation. Here the control commission is not concerned with the

political charge of unprincipled struggle, but with the question of deception --

that is, whether cde Ebel neglected to tell the SLANZ leadership important in-
formation that he discussed freely with cde Susi, or actually provided mis-
leading or false information to the organisation (or to the Tendency in
Germany).

The first possible instance is the apparent desire of cdes Ebel and
Susi to live together. Ilad either ever informed either the BK or the ILHB
Sccretariat prior to cde Susi's "Open Letter”, of their desive to live to-
gether?  The SLAND became aware of this problem only on Tuesday, lo July,
the day before cde Ebel proposed to cde Logan his transter to Britain. Yet
we note the following in the letter of 9-10 July from cde Susi to John:

"I think we made a mistake by not writing a letter to the CC of SL/ANZ
telling them that we want to stay together for a while and so on.
Don't you think that they must have understood that. Did you already
tell the comrades of the SL/ANZ that we want to live together?"

Cde Susi's '"Open Letter" of 29 July 1974 says,

"In one letter Franz told me of his impression that the discussions were
not mainly held in order to clear up things but in order to humiliate
him."

He did not express this opinion to anyone in Sydney until directly asked

about this passage by cde Logan. Since then, the control commission has met
with cde Ebel to ascertain whether he had Tgy complaints or grievances that

he felt fell within the control commission's jurisdiction and that he wished
it to investigate. Among the things we asked him about was this passage.
Agreeing that he did in fact use those words in a letter to Susi, and after a
detailed discussion about the meaning of "humiliation' and its application in
democratic-centralist organisations, cde Ebel agreed that there was no in-
cident which he felt required investigation by the control commission in re-
gard to this charge -- except a remark by comrade Helen R during a trade-union
fraction meeting here which JE insisted was vindictive (the control commission
will prepare a report on that incident). Moreover, one of the few examples
that he was able to give at that meeting of the control commission were some
harsh remarks by cde Adaire. However, he at length agreed that Adaire often
directs -~equally harsh remarks at other comrades, and thus he had no cause to
believe himself singled out for atuse from her. Another example he gave was
an accusation made by comrade Logan to him in a private di<cussion that he was
manoeuvring. He also agreed that cde Logan's opinions were not matters for
investigation by the control commission, ie, that they were within the frame-
work of bolshevik procedare.

Although in this way his remarks about humiliation to Susi have been
clarified, his use of the 26 June PB meeting (particularly Adaire's comments
at that meeting) as an example of "humiliation" appears to conflict with an
earlier statement he made in a letter to Susi (1 July 1974):

& sl
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"By the way, 1 was severely criticised by the PB over my late arrival
and a number of other matters. But things have worked out for thce
better and after a long discussion with Bill we have begun to under-
stand ourselves, particularly my reactions to vgrious things at
various. times ... You are in no way responsible for my being late; so
please don't blame yourself and just forget the question."

(This is apparently in reply to Susi to JE, 24 June:

"I hope that you do not get in trouble with the comrades of the SLANZ.
If you have let me know then I shall write a document entitled: 'In
Defense of our Love'. Do you think I was ivresponsible tor holding vou
back from departing? [ hope not.")

Another problem arises from the fact that the "humiliation' passage {rom
his letter to Susi was not included among the excerpts from lctters ot JL to
Susi supplied by the BK. JE made no carbon of this letter and submitted no
excerpts from it to the SLANZ at any time. Moreover, when formally requested
to supply carbons of all political excerpts from his letters to Susi to cde
Lagan as SLANZ Chairman on 7 August, he handed over a single sheet with parts
of two or three sentences from his letter of 15 July and no more. The control
commission requests from the BK a copy -of the letter in which JE made his re-
marks about humiliation. ‘

In her "Open Letter', S#si writes:

"I openly ask him to refuse to hand over my letters in the futurc.. In-
stead, I shall type out the political parts of my letters to Franz."

Two letters of Susi to JE of 15 and 17 July were shown to cde Logan by JE.
Cde Logan recorded the following passjge:

'""[July 15] When I go to the States I shall talk to Jim about us. He
is the only one who could do and is willing to do something for us.
(This is by the way no political statement, therefore you are not
obliged to type it out)."

It is important both for the SLANZ leadership in its consideration. of a
personncl problem, and for the control commission in weighing its eyidence
that information of the kind cde Susi rejects as '"apolitical" be supplied to
the SLANZ. Substantial doubt exists, given the above and cde Ebel's failure
to relay any real information about his correspondence, whether the judgement
of either JE or Susi of what imformation to supply the tendency is sound.
Moreover, the question arises whether the excerpts received from the BK were
assembled with sufficient completeness, and whether the selection of letters
supplied by cde Susi to the transcriber was complete. Can this be conveyed to
the BK, along with our more specific requests?

In addition to letters, there have been numerous phone calls between the
two comrades. Thus it is possible that some other apparent holes in the JE
excerpts we were provided are accounted for either by missing letters or by
the content of these phone calls. For example, the excerpts do not include
any source for the references in the following material:

P )
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Susi to JE, 9-10 July:

"By the way, Mary-Ann told me about her difficulty to get along with
John Sharpe. Did she tell you? I think the best way to fight
- is to fight in a very calm but politically
sharp way. Never lose your nerve. Remain cool! Try to be always
rational, never start personal attacks. This makes a bad impression.
"You know that I think of you as a very good comrade and I think that
the comrades of the SL know that too. If Adaire has certain reservations
towards you you should convince her from the contrary by your day-to-
day work. Iam sure that you will be successful in doing so, also show-
ing that you can function in a disciplined way.'" (Missing words illegible.)

L

LU STV
In particular, there is no reference in the excerpts from JE's Lottorsihy
Adairce or other comments about Adaire. Nor is there any reference to what-
ever it is that is to be fought. We would like to rcquest from cde Sust
summaries of any material such as this discussed with cde Lbel over the

phone.

11. There are a few other discrepancies. Cde Susi, after initiating a
discussion on the translation question, apparently remained in doubt about
cde Ebel's status while in Europe. While her argument on the question did
not hinge on cde Ebel's status, it is evident that unclarity on this point
was discussed. On 11 May Susi wrote to JE,

""Not only Eric but also the other cdes of the Komitee held the position
that you were here not as the rep of the SLANZ but as a cde who happen-
ed to stay here more or less by chance."

Your letter to the BK of 22 May stated explicitly: "Franz ... was in
Berlin essentially as a tourist and had no political responsibilities
whatsoever." Yet in her letter to JE of 9-10 July, she recounts a dis-
cussion with you apparently at the European summer camp in which this,
along with a number of other points was raised again:

"I had a discussion with John Sharpe basically about the translation
question, in the course of which he said that you do sometimes things
which you are told not to do -- f. ex. the SL leadership had told you
not to go to Vienna which you did and that you did not tell Helene
about the decision of the PB in NY, above all you should not have sent
the literature to Paris by airfreight.

"I am not sure that you told me all this. Another thing is that John
said, when I asked him if you had been the official representative of
the SL/ANZ, no -- you were on a private trip. There must have been a
clear decision in the SL/ANZ about the character of your trip, hasn't
there been? ... I think it is a mistake that you went to Vienna against
the explicit decision of the PB.

"By the way, Mary-Ann told me about her difficulty to get along with
John Sharpe ...."

It is puzzling that Susi should still have been confused concerning JE's
status. The BK was evidently already informed of his status in May when
the translation dis¢ussion came up. . It appears possible that JE was not
entirely honest with cde Susi on this score, although cde Ebel assured us at
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the 26 June PB that he did not consider himself an international representative
of the tendency while in Eu?SEé (or any other time). (The SLANZ's decision was
conveyed in Bill's letter of introduction dated 4 January 1974 which had been
read by JE before he left Australia) We would like your account of the con-
versation with Susi, and would like to know the source of cde Susi's con-
fusion, as well as any other comments you might have on these questions.

I would like to apologise for putting you to so much work; but it is
urgent that the questions concerning cde Ebel's reliability and functioning
are resolved as quickly as possible and with the grcatest possible and most
scruplous attention to detail and fact. The control commission, omginally
established to investigate questions relating to behaviour overscas, has been
turther ecnpowered by the PB (as is only proper) to investigate any other
problems or allegations rclating to cde Ebel (PR, 10 \ugust 197.4).  Scevoral
other matters arising after his return to ANZ are being studicd; and we
have, as I mentioned, exploréd cde Ebel's possible grievances. The control
commission will undoubtedly be filing one or more interim reports to the
PB-SLANZ, which will be sent immediately to the IHBS.

For the control commission,

With communist greetings,

m.»ﬂ . ,(/l /'-""" ., 1 A /i-:
y ' ‘ l/
Reynolds
cc: CO SLANZ
Logan ¢ NY

IHB Secretariat
Control Commission files
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DIRECTIVE

John E's responsibilities for the organisation include everything

necessary to his trade-ujion work as long as he rewmains in the Metal

fraction, one hours's work on tine press clippiugs cvery .Jay ‘mudav to
Thursday and at least one hour on Saturday, one hour's typing practice
every day (to be performed under supervusion at the Local tiall) except
Friday, and attendance at all Local «eetin; s und od.-aticszds {internal
and public). ite must Ve available dor orvanisation i Lashs oa Saturday
10,00 ai until 6.00 pm (though his savusday ypiln, respousibilities will
be ulloweu ror within thds tiucspian).

in order that hLe has reasonable time to work 0w his oppositiaonal
docuwents dand waterial for the AnZ and intemational control cownissions
investigating hi§ case, he is relieved of nis job as hwuase comiissar hut
must do a reasonable share of domestic dutics in his “vening and week-
end free time. ile is relieved of his Jduties in finding photozranas for
our press. He shall not be assigned any coantacting or niwhlic interven-
tions, though on specified request may be allowed by the Local executive
to do some such work. He shall not be required to o any specific ar-
ganisational tasks after work oan Friday, after 6.00 pm on Yacurday or
before 5.00 pm on sunday (except that n= must Jo his Sunday typing prac-
tice before 5.00pm).

While all senior comrades are expected to supervise tne courade in
terms of this directive where practicable, any senior comrade way vary
it in accord with his responsibilities to leual tue organisation. liowever,
where posshble any variation from the terms of this directive shail he
recorded in writing and filed in the C0.

i1l Logan

Chairman

cc: John E
vSecretariat IST
Sydney Local Organiser
Editor
TJ Director
Metal fraction head
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SPECIAL CONTROL COMMISSION INTERIM REPORT -- 12 August 1974 o

. CE)[A]LAL¢MHP€1'\J
Today the control commission met with cde Ebel to ask him a scries of
informational questions. In the course of the meeting, which was tape-

recorded, he gave misleading, evasive, vague, or outright deceptive answers
to several questions.

The most clear cut was his statemeat, regarding uils roturn to Sydaey
from Europe, tnat ne decided only after arriving in Puris frou London to
spend time in Paris and to yo to Berlin. lie had been rewinded that he stated
neither fact iu his letter to cde Logan of 31 May., Asked if he was sure
about his answer, o replied, 'pretty sure'. This stutemont contlicts with
his statements in letters to Susi of May 27 and May 29-31, which in any -ade
are clearly at variance with his letter to cde Logan on il May . (Seu tuo
control commission letter to cde Lrosius). Thus
(1) cde Ebel could only have consciously misinformed cde Logan when ho wrote

his 31 May letter; éhd

(2) cde Ebel has attempt to avoid blame by deliberately mislvading the con-
trol commission. That his statement to the control couwmission was 4

conscious deception is the only reasonable interpretation, since:

(a) if he were unsure, the reply would still have been a conscicus deception,
especially in light of his frequemt claims, in answer to other questions
which presented difficulties, that he could not recall or was unsure,
making his certainty on this point stand out;

(b) the evidence of the letters to Susi shows him planning iis trip to Berlin
at least nine days prior to when he now claims ne first planned it, and
it is uareasonable to believe that he could casily makv such a dofinite
mistake simply froam faulty wmemory;

(c) cde Ebel has accurately cited or referred to some aspects of correspondence
from that time period, indicating he is capabie of retaining inforzation
that loag;

(d) cde LEbel insists that he remembers some things bgtter than cdes Brosius,
Sharpe and flannah, all responsible cdes nhose(lardlear-cé;ht, and all
in cases vhere he is subject to criticisa; and

(e) point one above demonstrates that he is quite capublo of such petty
deception.

Asked what he had discussed in his let“ers to cde Susi, he neglected to
mention the section of one of his letters with his remarks about humiliation
until reuminded of it by cde Reynolds. It is improbable in the extreme that
this was a normal lapse of memory, since that particular passage had been
discussed with him by the control commission for about an hour yesterday
afternoon. Proeviously, he had been asked by comrade Logan to show him copies
of political sections from his letters to Susi, and he nanded cde Logan a
single sheet with parts of only three sentences.

Confronted with the fact that he said in a letter to Mary Ann dated
May 6 that he intended to go from Berlin to Vienna without passing through
Paris, (see control commission letter to Helene), ne answered at one point
that he had originally planned to go straight from Berlin to Paris, and
claimed that he had discussed his visit to Vienna with Helene during the
Frankfurt Chile conference on April 24-26 -- a claim never made before



either verbally or in his written response to Brosuus' and Sharpe's letters
criticising him in this matter.

This ts only an initial selection of examples, demonstratimg at a
minimum the unreliability of cde Ebel's testimony.

At the end of the meeting . the control commission, as it had previously
decided, formally requested tfrom cde Ebel docwaents and correspondence;
specifically relevant notebooks, his diary, any copies of hisletters to cde
Susi and other comrades, and letters he had received from cde Susi. Cae
cbel's initial response was to ask why the documents were being requested.
The general purposes and the specific areas of investigation, as woll as the
powers of the control coumission were explained several times. He said fisst
that he had no objections, and then objected that Susi has asked him not to
hand over any of her letters. Helater said that e would nave to consult
with Susi first. Finally he said that if it is a question of discipline
(it nad been explained at least three time that it was), "I certainly don's¢
want to be expelled for such a thing -- so I'll hand them over.'" The meeting
then adjourned to collect the material. But before the comrades had risen
to leave the room, cde Ebel reopened the question. A ten minute discussion
ensued, re-covering the previous ground. At length the control commission
passed in cde Ebei's presence the following motion:

"If cde John does not hand over the material formally requested from
him by the control commission within the next ten minutes that the
control commission recommend that disciplinary action be taken against
cde Ebel to the Political Bureau.'

The meeting = . was than adjourned again.

At the end - of the ten minute period, the three members of the control
commission went to cde Ebel's room and asked iiim ir ne had decided to hand
over the material. After attempting to argue the question for another five
minutes or more, cde Ebel finally refused to hand over anything but some
copies of his old correspondence to Logan and Sharpe. At this time he ex-
plicitly refused to submit his diary er notebooks because it would interrupt
his work onhis political document. Cde Reynolds indicated thatthe material
could be returned certainly in two or three days and that cde Logan and the
PB could be expected to grant him extra time if he felt he needed it because
of this delay. Cde Ebel maintained he could not accept & a delay of as
little as one day. iHe then requested time to find the copies of letters to
Logan and Sharpe. The control commission informed him that it would act on
its motion, and told him to have whatever he was going to submit ready by
9.00 pm tonight. Comrades Reynolds, Olerhead, and Naughten were all nresent
and took part in these discussions.

At about 6.30 pm, cde Logan, having been informed of the events, as
SLANZ Chairman called cde Ebel to inform him that ifhe did not hand over all
the correspondence and other documents to the control commission by 9.00 pm
that he would institute the strongest charges against him and support the
strongest disciplinary action, and read him a section of the decisions of
the IST as regards the jurisdiction of national sections in cases of dis-
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cipline. At 8.53 pa cde Ebel phoned cde Logan to ask that more free time

to write his document on his minority position be guaranteed before he
submitted the material. Cde Logan told him that he must comply with the
control comaission's decision irrespective of his ability to write his docu-
ment, and refused to give such a guarantee. At 9.00 pm cde Reynolds went

to cde Ebel's room, where cde Ebel was engagod in assembling his correspondence
as i{f to submit it to Reynolds as chatrman of the control commission, but re-
quested an additional thirty minutes to assemble them. Cde Reynolds agreed,
and returned to his room at 9.30 pa. At that time cde Ebel denied that he

was giving the letters from Susi to the organisation, and again questioned

the power of the control commission to demandthea. Cde Reynolds suggested
that he write a document. Cde Bdbel then agreed to give fiveicams to cde
Reynolds, including none of his letter’ to Logan and Sharpe, but a single
rough draft of a 29 May letter to cde Susi, two notebooks, a memorandum book,
and his disry. Cde Reyholds informed him that these items did not satisfy

the requirements of the control commission and took the material he offered,
with a 14st (cc: JB) signed by both JB and Reynolds of the five items. These
events were witnessed by cde Vicky.

The control commission regards cde Ebel's wilful defiance to be in-
tolerable in a bolshevik organisation. In addition to the fact that cde
Ebel has chosen to regard the discipiine of cde Susl as more important
than the discipline of the SLANZ and bolshevik procedure in general, such
actions if unchallenged will destroy the ability of any control commission
to fulfil its duties. All meabers of the control comaission ars prepared
to recommend the strongest disciplinary action commensurate with open
defiance incampatible with membership in a bolshevik organisation. The con-
trol commission feels that just a censure woudd be too light and that expulsion
should definitely be considered.

David Reynolds
for the control coamission
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ATTACHMENTS TO CONTROL COMMISSION 12 AUGUST 1u74 INIERIA RLPUKT
Ay

A. Notes submitted by cde Logan: NG

12 August 6.30 pa (approx)

I rang Ebel and told him that the control commission Lad ashed him to hani
over certain Jocuments, and that he had refuseld. 1 rcal the sppropriate
section of the rules and said that 1f the control comnission's resolution
wera not complied with by 9 px toniyzht I would have to scisort sovare ciis-
ciplinary action agatnst him,

12 August 8.53 pa

Bbel rany saying that he was prepared to hand over tho Jocunents, althouyh
he didn't know about the personal letters, but that ic would tnerefore be
delayed in writing his document, and he required extra time to write tils
document.

I said that he must comply with the control coumissionds docisicva irrespecs
tive of nis ability to write his document. I refused to guarantee him beiuy
granted extra timc free of organisational dutios in order to free his to
write a document.

As I told leadinyg comrades immedistely afterwards, I would support hina being
given extra time to write his dogument, but not us a condition of his couw-
plying with the control commission requirements.

B. Hxcerpts from the tape of the 12 Aggust meetin, u. tho controi commission
with cde Ebel:

J6 -- {consulting diary] I arrived in Paris on June 5 at J5.5cC.

DR -- When did you decide to visit Paris and Berlin after lecaving britain,
that is to spend a few days in Parls and then o on to serlin? You
did not mention your plans in respect to oither in yo:.r letter v bill
of 31 iday.

JB -- That I didn't explain my plsns?

DR -- You did not mention -- you mentioned that you would Le leavine froam
Paris —

JE -- oh ysah

DR -- aud did not mention you would be spendin; any tiso in Paris aa! Jid
not mention you were ;oing to Berlin so the juostlon is when lid you
decide to do that?

JB -- Uh, let's see [pausé) I decided when I was in Paris I think. I
originally (pause) because of my relation with Tina or Susi -- I de-
cided to leave Paris as soon as I could. I think I spent only two
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days in Paris after srriving there.

DR --

Ja --

JB --

JE --

DR --

DR --

JB --

you left on June 7,

Taat's right. Um -- yesh. 1 Seft on June the seventh. I wanted to
stay with Susi until the tenth or a few days later after. I think I
mentioned it in the letter to Bill didn't I?

You mentioned the tenth, you didn't mention the reasons why. An you
didn't mention you were going to Berlin.

Yeah, well I may not have decided at that stage. If 1 had I would haw
writtea it.

Are you sure -- uh --
Because I wrote tho'lottor froa Londan.

Right -- um, you¥ sure that you did not decide until after you got to
Paris?

Yeah I'm pretty sure.

All right. Ua -- [next question]

in your letter to Mary Ann of sixth of May which you sent us a carbon
of,you say that you had intended to go straight frow Berlin to Vienna

.and then to Brussels, and that you only went to Brussels, Paris and

then Vienna becsuse of the probdéas with the CMs. But um, you did
not ask cde lielen whether it was all right to go to Vienna until you
happened to be pasiing through Paris, on May 11. Um, morsover in
your letter to Adaire of 13 May, from Vienna, you said that liclen
said that it would be worthwhile for you to go and that lielene
suggested that you spesk to the Viennese coarades about the function-
ing of the SLANZI and the SLUS. Um -- now this differs from your
description of what Helen told you, in the PB meeting of 26 of June,
and also from what you said in your reply of 6 July. Moreover the
fact that you expressed your inteation of goinz straight from Berlin
to Vienna suggests that you did not intend to ask cde Brosius until
you ended up going to Paxis. MNow, can you (a) explain the discrepan-
cles and (b) clarify what you said to courade Mary Ann.

Well first, the question with Helene. lelen did I think mention waen
she talked to me on a number of occasions hbout Vienna that it would
be worthwhile to talk about democratic centralisa, functioning of,
just the experiences that I've seen in SLUS and SLANZ. Um, she did
asntion it at sowe period of time. She uh, lets seo -- what was the
other thing?



DR

JE

DR

JE

DR

JB

DR

JB

DR

DR
JB

DR

JB

Well first of all why did you not mention those things in the PB
meeting of 26 June or in your laetter of 6 July responding to cde
Brosius?

Nell I thought I did mention it in the PB meeting didn't I?

No, I've checked my notes and the nptes of cdes Sheridan and Adaire
wa -- and you did not.

I don't know why.

wWhy didn't you mention it in your letter of 6 July, responding to
cde Brosius' letter?

I think I did make.a point that I was Jenerally encouraged and that
I was generally given the feeling that it would be wortiwhile for me
to go.

Yes, you said by some comrades in Paris and Vienna without being
specific,

(pause) Well I also meant cde Holens. And that is the case [?]

ﬁ)mﬂ Um, ok. The other question pertains © whether you originally
intended -- [interruption] -- the question was whether you initially
intended to ask permission from cde ilelenetto go to Vienna, since you
indicated to Mary Ann in & letter of 6 May that you initially intended
to go straight from Berlin to Vienna.

Yeah I did because -- as far as I know/I range Helene, from Berlin to
Paris, on the question of literature, now can you um, [pause, looks
through diary] Yeah -- I rang Helene from Berlin to Paris, right --
saying that I would be in Paris on Friday or Saturday, May the tenth
or May llth, because of theliterature, right, I wanted to go to
Brussels to pick up the literature as soon as possible. I changed --
just a minute (pause). I think I wanted to go to Paris straight from
Berlin originally um and then I wanted to ask um as far as I know um
Helene whether I could go to Vienna.

In your letter to Mary Ann you said that --
What is the date of the letter?

May 6 -- um, you were to go from Berlin to Vienna and then to Brussels
but because of the literature problem that you'd have to go to Brussels
and Paris and then to Vienna.

um... I sdid what, that uh I would have to go to Brussels?

Well um -- I don't know why I did that, I think I may have had a dis-
cussgion or so with Helene in Frankfurt about the question of Vienna --
um -- when we were at the Chile conference ....
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STATEMENT BY THE SLANZ SPECIAL CONTROL COMMISSION TO THE IHB SECRE-
C TARIAT ON COMRADE EBEL'S AUGUST LETTER TO THE INTERNATIONAL SECRETARIAT

You should have received a letter of protest from cde Ebel re-
garding action of the special control commission of the SLANI in-
vestigating his case.

Cde Cbel's letter amounts to a misrepresentation, both by com-
mission and by omission, of the events.

Cde Ebel: "I was given 15 minutes notice -- i.c. at [1.45 cde
Keith, one of the members of the Control Commission intformed me that
a session was to be held today at 15.00 hours." 1In fuct, cde Keith

notified him at 2.15 or 2.30 pm that hc was to attend at 3 pm, but he
did not actually join the meeting (due to unavoidable delay) until
3.30 pm. Possibly his clock or watch was wrong. He was rung at 1.30
pm but appar@ntly did not hear the phone ringing (his room is on the
other side of the house from the phone).

Cde Ebel: 'When I asked why I had not been informed previously,
I was given the answer that this was not necessary.'" Cde Keith re-
ports that cde Ebel's only objection on this score was the effect that
the Timing of the meeting would have on the writing of his document.
Cde Keith says he pointed out to cde Ebel his sometimes inefficient
use of the previous three days of frece time he had been granted (Monday
12 August was the fourth). One the other hand, the answer that carlicr
notification was not necessary would have been correct. The time for
the meeting was definitely set only on Sunday night. It had bcen in-
tended to inform him of it on Sunday night but this was neglected
through an oversight. However, it would have made no difference. No
preparation was required of him for the meeting and he did not request
any preparation time. On Monday afternoon he was working on his politi-
cal document, as he would have been at that time in any case. When
asked at the beginning of the meeting if he had objections to its being
held then, he raised another objection, but did not mention the amount
of notice given. From the tape of the meeting:

DR -- If it is absolutely necessary --

JE -- Why aren't we holding this on the weekend?

DR -- Um -- do you have an objection to holding it today?

JE -- Well, I'm writing my document and --

DR -- I'm supposed to be writing several articles for the next issue
of the press, particularly next weekend which is the weekend be-
fore press production and on that weekend you _will also have to

! . do some looking for photographs, which I have'nt got around to
z working out yet. ’




JE

DR

JE

DR

-- This is in two weeks?

-- This coming weekend. The paper's going to press two wceks from
yesterday -- or two weeks from today, actually .

-- Oh -- two weeks from today? Yeah --
-- So, that's the problem. Uh, olay....

Cde Ebel: '(a) I was refused a rcason/cxplanation why thesc

letters would be held." From the tape recording:

DR

JE

DR

JE

DR

JE

DR

JE

-- Comrade, it is nd the responsibility of the control commission
to reveal the reasons why we want the material in those letters,
I think a number of questions have come up where uh it should be ~icov
to you what kinds of reasons therce arc. That you have this after-
noon referred to copies of correspondence which you may have which
bear on the questions we've been asking you etcetera. But in any
case the control commission has decided on the basis of what we've
discussed and gone through so far to make this formal request.
Now this formal request is under the power of the control commission
as stated in the rules of this organisation --

-- Yeah but um -- I have no objections, I mean -- but -- the thing is
though that -- well first of all Bill did have a look at those
letters -- which relate to what I said right now -- that is about
my desire to live with Susi -- and hers. So he sort of had a good
look at them. The other thing is that thosce letters contain per-
sonal matter.

-- As I pointed out yesterday all this material will be confidential
to the control commission and the PB of the SLANZ --

-- I mean it's something which is not simply mine, I mean it's also
Susi's.

-- Well it is more or less simply made [?], the control commission
has been empowered to investigate these things, and uli, and uh
we found it necessary in the course of our investigation to --
to make definite -- to have definite, concrete material on the
stuff. And it certainly does not make sense for us to rely on
the memory of cde Logan about what he may have seen in those
letters.

-- Well other PB members have also seen then.

-- Well that's really beside the point. The control commission
feels it necessary to see the documentary evidence.

-- Well -- as I say, its not simply my decision, you know?



JE --

JE ~~

DR -~

DR --

JE --

DR --

JE =~

DR -~

JE --
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Un -~ It's not your decision at all - its the organisation's de-
cision,

Yeah but it's also Christfla's decision.

Um -- not unless its factional, internal factional material be-
tween yourself and cde Susi which it cannot possibly be since
there is no declared faction. Cde Susi is also part of the in-
ternational Tendeycy -

Sure but I mcan she uh -- she objccts me showing personal --
matter, and [ also -~

Comrade it's a question of discipldne. The contvol commission is
empowered to request this material. Com -- All comrades arc re-

quired to submit to the control commission any material that they
may consider necessary.

Well I can read out the parts you're interested in -- if that's
what you want.

That's not what we requested.

Do you intend to refuse to give them to us? It's our decision
whether we need to see them or not.

Well -- as I say, um -~ [pause] its not simply my decision, be-
cause these aren't simply my letters.

I'm going to repeat my question. Do you intend to refuse to hand
the material over to us?

I'm not refusing anything, the point is that I would have to first

consult -- um as I say, it's not simply my decision --

Cde Susi is not a member of the SLANZ but she is a member of the
international tendency. And uh -~ in any case the rules of our

organisation are quite explicit -- on the powers of the control

commission.

Well am I under the discipline to hand these over?

That's what I said before. And its clearly stated in the rules --

ETJ'ik-... why don't you want me to [inaudible] -- Presumably you are

3
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interested in those parts of the letters which relate to us
living together, right?

'E“ DR -- That's not the only thing we're interested in, and it's up to
' us to investigate.

JE -- Well I don't see -- a reason why -- well as I -- well I'm
prepared to have it perhaps -- donc at a place where I am, but
I don't want the letters taken away trom me.

DR -~ 11 vou wish you can make a list, and when they ave veturned to

you, as they can be shortly, uh, you can check the matertal
that's returned to you against thc list to make surc that nothing
is missing. Um -- you're going to have to trust the comrades of

the control commission not to be irresponsible enough to lose the
material and I can give you a reasonable guarantee of that. I
will personally guard the material -- and it will not go outside
| the control commission's files, just like the rest of the ma-

; terial in the control commission's files.

JE -- Can I be given a reason why these are requested? And for how
long will you have them?

DR -- They arc requested for the purposcs of the control commissionsy
investigations into your functioning in Luropc, and functioning
since your return, uh and your relationship with Susi as it rc-
gards these questions, some of which arc the points raiscd in
cde Brosius' and cde Sharpe's letters, some of which arc other

questions which have come up since. Now -- um, I'm not going
to give you any more of a reason than that. I don't -- it's,
it's -- that's sufficient reason. The control commission has

an obligation to carry out a thorough investigation into all
kinds of allegations that are brought to its attention. And any-
thing that comes to its attention in the course of the investi-
gation.

JE -- Well I'm not sure the control commission has thc right to uh take
personal letters --

DR -- I suggest in that case --
JE -- and [inaudible] simply with personal relationships.

DR -- I suggest in that case -- in the case that you jave a political
objection to handing over the letters, that after handing over
the material, you protest to the PB of the SLANZ, or to the
International Secretariat. [pause] But in any case if they are
not handed over the control commission will recommend discipli-
nary action to the Political Bureau.



JE -- Well what I want to know is whether the control commission has
the jurisdiction to demand letters of intimate nature.

DR -- It's for the control commission to decide --
JE -- But surcly you can --
DR -- We're not under any obligation to explain to your satistaction

why we want the material.
1 ]

JE -- Why not? You can surely tell me why you want thc material.
DR -- I told you why.
JE -- You did?

DR -- In order so that we can -- investigate certain things which the
stuff bears on. And its our judgment that it bears on it. And
its our responsibility to do according to our judgment.

Cde Ebel: '"(d) I have given my personal notebooks and my diary
because I have been requested and told that I was under discipline to
do so." In fact, at 5.15 pm cde Ebel refused to hand over thesc things
at all, saying he needed them to write his document, and submitted them
only later after speaking to the Chairman (scc Intcrim Report). To cde
Ebel's point (e) -- thc control commission did not rcccive the list of
his letters from Susi until 9.30 pm Monday night.

We note that in his letter cde Ebel clecarly acknowledges his breach
of discipline, but attempts to set against thc rules of thce SIANZ a
motion adopted by the PB of the SLUS (reprinted in IST circular lectter
no 1, 2 August 1974). But that motion is not counterposed to the rules
of the SLANZ; and in particular, cde Sharpe's letter of 29 March con-
veying that motion to the OBL cites, without criticism, part of the
motion which had been passed by the SLANZ PB, which begins:

“We note that section leaderships have the right of access to non-

factional correspondence of members where it is important to the

functioning of the organisation.'" (SLANZ PB, 16 December 1973)
The Provisional Organisational Guidelines of the SLANZ state:

"Article IX: Discipline ... 4. It shall be obligatory on every
member of the SLANZ to furnish the Central Committee in the course
of such investigation, the Gntrol Commission, or their authorised
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" representative with any information they may require, other
- than material exchanged entirely privately between members, i.e.,

between individuals within a tendency or faction."
This differs from the corresponding rule of the SLUS (MB no 9, pt 2):

“It shall be obligatory on every member of the SL to furnish the
Control Commission or its authorised representatives with any
information they may require, other than material exchanged en-
tirely privatecly between SL members, ic., between individuals or
within a tendency or faction.'" (cmphasis added)

The differences -- including the omission of the word, "or" -- rvesulted
from a conscious and deliberate political decision of the SLAN. CU when
it drafted the rules, which were presented and adopted at the Second
Organisational Plenum of the SLANZ in September 1973. Cde Ebel attended
that Plenum, and voted for these rules.

We also note, in IST Circular Letter no 1.:

"We also discussed the question of discipline and transfers inter-
nationally. Discipline generally resides in the local sections;
that is, only the section has the right to try (expel, censure etc.)
a member. The international usually enters discipline proceedings
only at the level of an appeal."

While any ambiguity arising from the differing formal rules of the two
sections should be resolved by a decision of the IST, cdec Ekbel broke
discipline by refusing to submit to thc control commission matcrial which
was not part of his personal correspondence; and his refusal to submit
any personal correspondence was in fact also a breach of the discipline
of the SLANZ and of the principles of democratic centralism, regardless
of whether the comrade had decided the rules of the organisation were
wrong. (Cde Ebel was censured by the PB for his initial refusal to
comply with the control commission's requests, even though he had by
that time agreed to comply and has since submitted material requested.
However, this reversal on his part came only after his letter to the
International Secretariat had been written, as you will note. The PB
minutes with the motion of censure will be sent under separate cover.)

cc: Int Sic (,2.)
Bl L
yﬁ/l/z Con T/ Com
SYANL G o fofes
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Berlin, 29 July, 1974 O 1 08 74

C 1B, New York - , ¢

Dear Comrades,

Things don't look exactly cheerful here, with respect to the Franz problem.
Susi is extremely depressed, both because of the question in itself, and her
other problem of which you are aware.

All of the members of the BK were disturbed to hear of the expropriation of
Franz's maib--this is obviously a very serious step, for which there must
be considerable justification. However, as the situation has escalated to
a factional one, and in view of the Control Commission which has been in
existence in the ANZ, we should clearly wait to take any position on the
question until all information is available to us. In light of this, I
have announced that I will present the following resolution at our next
regular meeting:

"In view of the seriousness of the situation in the SL/ANZ regarding Cde Franz,
as demonstrated by the formation of a Control Commission and by Franz's reported
declaration of faction, and in view of the lack of information on the situation
available to the BK membership; the BK affirm the necessity to await full
documentation before any position is taken by the BK on the question and any
subordinate issves."

The motion has not been voted upon, since we have not been able to have a
formal meeting. (Due to two leaves of absénce--Sybille and Fred, and Susi's
illness.) The motion was worked-out by Heidi ond me, and is supported also
by Fred, whom, although on leave, was specifically invited to meetings while
he works on his dissertation, and is therefore informed of the situation.
Sybille is on leave in Hamburg, and although I have informed her that we have
. a problem of a personnel sort, has not been informed of what is specifically
going on. If it is absolutely necessary, we may of course cancell her leave.

As far as I know, both Susi and Albert fedl that it is possible to take a
position on the question of correspondence without awaiting other information.
In KSusi's case, this is so extreme that she threatenned yesterday to ask

for a suspension or leave for herself, since the BK refuses to act promptly
on the issue. Albert's position is not so extreme, but it is difficult to
project its ramifications.

It is significant, however, thot Susi has expressed disapproval, or inconpre-
hension, of Franz's declaration of faction (both, actually). However, she

is extremely emotionally involved, and has tended to draw conclusions about
the leaderszip of the SL/ANZ which could become a factional issve, as well

as about the "lifestyle" in Sidney--i.e., barracks, overwork, destructive
"asceticism" etc.

Obviously, we need information on what is going on as soon as possible--and

. also clardification on the sort of situation which makes the expropriation of
g personal correspondence justifiable. Heidi has typed out 6@ the politicol

‘2# portions of Franz's letters--with Susi's agreement--and they should be in the

mail today to NY and ANZ.

Best comradely greetings,

%d‘o&.#m; __2);5.‘%' = Zae

Eric
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Susi Pilar

Berlin, July 29th, 1974
Berliner Komitee

@w%

OPEN LETT: R OF PROTEST TO THE SL/ANZ

I refer to rfranz' letter of July 17and 21 as well as to Sharpe's
letter of Hay 30,1974 and the answer letter of Franz of July 6,1574.
1, | |

I sharply protest agéinst the fact thet 3ill and other comrades of
the SL/.NZ have read my private correspondence without Frunz' and
my knowledge. This event is completely unacceptable and has nothing
to do with Bolskevism. My opinion is until now shared by ilbert,
and fred. I shall fight for my position in the "Berliner Xcnitee".
2e

I remind you of a letter of Sharpe to the CBL and to the "Berliner

Komitee" of March 29,1974 (copy of which you should have in your
files!). In this letter you find on page 2 a motion adopted by

‘the Politbureau of the SL/HS reading as follows:

"The international group notes that violation of the right

of comreades in a coxmon intvernational terdency to communic-
ate privately is a breach of irternational discinline; that
for comrades not part of a common faction internaticnally _
to undertake a secret correspondence behind the backs of the
local or section leadership is a vioclation of procedure which,
if persisted in, is suggestive of clijuism rather than inex-
perience. comrades who do show such correspondence to their
local committee are under no further obligstion to their loc-
el or section. If the local committee disagrees in fact or
interpretetion with such correspondence, it has the full right
to circulate within the international movement contrary opin-
ions and assertions,”

This motion was adopted by the "Berliner Xomitee" unanimously. I
defend tnis motion! #Jhat iogan and other comrades did, is counter-
posed to this motion. The fact that you have read my whole corresp-
ondsace, incl. tk2 most iantimate parts of =my lettars is a vioclation
of socieslist morality. ~8 you can see irom rfranz' letters, ae wnad
already or was going to type out the political part of my letvters.
Therefore there was not reasom whetsoever to read ay correspoudence
to ¥ranz behird the back not only of bim but also of me,



-2-

S ¢

I protest against the factual capitulation of i¥ranz to the leader-
ship of the SL/AlLZ by handing over voluntarily? my letters. I know
however that he shares my position in principle. I openly ask him
to refuse to hand over my letters in the future. Instead I shall
type out the political parts of my letters to Franz. I openly attack
the leadership of the 3i/.ivZd of having put pressure on sfranz which
finally led to his capitulation without that he had changed his
position. '

4,

Some remarks to my (4#1?) relationships quoted by Bill.

He speaks about my supposedly 4 relationship I had or have in the
international tendency. That is a ners impudence!!! I could call
him a liar, but I renounce to do so. I simply state that before

one says things like that one should have ask me if these things
are true., In fact, they are not! It is however unimportant how

pnany relationships I hmd with comrades im the international tenden-
¢y. The number oi relationships I had does not predicate anything
about the character and nature of my relationship to rFranz. lou
should however from nowadays on be well enough informed kx about

ny relationship to Franz tharks to your unexcusable curiositye.

Also in this question I am supported by the comrades of the "Ber-
liner Komitee". I think that the attitudegtaken by Bill and others
in this question is petty-bourgeois, moralistic and reveals a tend-
ency towards asceticism. Also the fact that comrades in the SL/ANZ
do not seem to have a private life, is - I believe - a sign for this
- asceticism,

Se

Now to the question of the transfer 9f comrades out of personal
reasons: I do mot want to mix this question up with the political
question of colonization of Zngland. These two questions have to
be dealt with separately. The mostcapable comrades must be trans-
ferred to ingland - a question whichhas to be decided by the Int.
3ec., and by toe oSi/Alid.

oric has told me some days ago that tne maximum time until now
comrades were separated amounted to six months. The organizasion
bas no right to separate people for much longer and destroy here-
with +hatr 15 fa. - ccand avamnle 1ia Jan. who had annesled to the
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leadership of the SL/U3 to ge allowed to retura to the States,
where her friend lives. Zric also mentioned taat they did not
know each other for a longer period of time tian I know Franz
and vice versa. The six nonths of being separated will have
passed in December., There can be omly the question of me going
to Australia or rranz coming to 3erlin.

Here the reasons for which I am not able to g0 to Australia and
the reasons for which I am not willing to go there:

1. At the time being I attend a school for workers and employees
where one can pass one's baccalauréat (Abitur). I shall finish
school in December 1975,

2. I have the prospect of studying at the university, I know that
only after 4 semesters one could successfully receive a stipend
for a university in a foreign country,

2. My duties towards my mother are thus that I cannot and am not
willing to go to the end of the world. She is completely alone

and has noone besides me.,

My father was anRussian officer in the "ied army". You should be
aware of the fact that Stalin had forbiddenm any legal relation-
ship between Russians and Germans after the Russian .rmy had occup-
ied Germany. #hen such tings became known, the correspondent

person was immediately transferred to a different place or region.
The same happened to my father. ”

4, I am not willing to go to Australia and to work umder such cond-
itions. I am not willing to live in a sterile commune with people
nosing in my correspondencs.

Conclusions:

Here is the danger that franz is destroyed politically by the SL/
ANZ., The comrades of the SL/ANZ are calling him a manouverer amnd

a liar. where is the material basis for such amcusations! I do not
discover them either in the letter of Sharpe. In one letter Jranz
told me of his impression that the discussions were not mainly led
in order to clear up things but in ordar to humiliate hiz., I of
course cannot judge this but what I ¢an say is that the result is

a deep demoralizatiom and despair on the side of Franz. I extremely
dislike the tone of his answer to Sharpe. iiec is terribly submissive

- e P U T T T R YR ST W T Y
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He made a self-criticism where he is right and Sharpe is wrong,
namely in the question of Foland, I think the main thing is that
be did not break discipline and did not go to Foland. The fact
that he dill would have liked to go is a matter which is out of
interest for the 6rganization. liobody who hes a gcertsin understand-
ing what it means to be forced out cfone's homeland into another
complete alien culture will ask of him tbhat he agreed to this with
pleasure. uvnly comradeswithout any feelings and sensibility can
call this manouveringl!l!

I accuse the SL/ANZ, mainly the leadership of this organization,
of destroying the political life of a valuable comrsde who

is deeply rooted in the traditiom of the international working
class movement and who has dedicated his whole life to the libera-
tion of the oppressed toiling masses. '

From what I and other comrades of the BX (Albert, Zric, rred) have
seen here in 3erlin and Frankfurt of how he works, I must say

that he eagerly and enthusiastically participated in our politi-
cal activities. I suppose this is due to his x& awbition. .<hat

a very positive guality when the results are thusi

Towards the reconstrﬁction of the Fourth Intarnationall

With Bolshevist greetings

Susi Pilar

cC:

Int. 3ec.

Franz
our files

P.S. 1 send this letter only to SL/ANZ and tie Int.sec.The Int.
Sec. myy decide whether it should be more widely distributed
inside our tendencye.

- RY
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Susi Pilar :
Berliner Komitee Berlin, dui# August 1st,7%

Té the International Secretariat!

Dear comrades,
here an extract from the letter of Franz to me of July 18th,74:

T was intending to send ay long letter (ca. 14 pages) that I
have promised and to ring up; however, I am unable to do so -

I shall send several pages of it whick do not contain politiual
material - because I have been informed by sill that the 5 of
3LANZ passed a motion and that tue Int. Sec. Lhas verified it,
that all political mutt:r nust pass through the Inter.zec.
Letters wnicih centain joliticul material must pass through the
Inter.32c. 2nd are rzsarded as documerts. at present, I am not
aware of cae exact orocedureg but we snall find out."

In nearly each letter I receive from Franz things are containsd
like tnis mentioned above, for which I really have no explanation
whatsoever! I want to know, if these facts mentioned above corrss-
pond to the truth. If so, I want to know why tilis motion has (been
adopted by the PB of 514ALZ and verified by the Int.3ec.

xx I mentioned in my Open ILetter of Protest to the 3LALZ with
copy to theInt.Sec. the motion concerning the correspondence
question adopted by the B of 5LUS. lhis moticn clecrly expresses
the right of the comrades to private &s'well as political corresp-
ondence. as far as this motion goes, it =m seems to me that you
have broken discipline, although it is hard to imagine that you.
did.

I am very worried about the events happening in Australia and
do not know now to interpret them. Zven after each phonecall
with you, the contradictions are becoming even worse. There must
be a lot of misunderstandings because everythlno seems to be so
extremely illogical.

€omradely,

18

\-"\

ce: &LalNZ, Franz, !1les
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Resolution of the Berlin Committee

Accepted on 29 July, 1974

Unanimous: Four votes for (Albert, Eric, Heidi, Susi), one consulting vote
for(Fred).

The BK stresses the urgency of receiving full information on the case of
Cde. Franz (minutes and reports of the development of the situation since
his return to Australia), because: 1) this case directly effects one of the
members of the BK, 2) the case, and reported decisions respecting correspon-
dence between members of our tendency, are of significance to our tendency
and its international functioning as a whole.

The BK notes that it would be premature on its part to toke any political
position on the question and its subordinate aspects before such informatiaon
is available to its membership. But it stresses the necessity of receiving
such information with all due haste.

In porticular, the BK urgently requests clarificotion on the reported expro-
préation of the personal correspondence of Cde. Susi to Cde. Franz (see his
letter to Susi of 17221 July), on the declaration of faction attrituted to
Cde. Franz by Cde. Sharpe and denied by the former in a telephone call of

29 July initiated by'Cde. Susi, and on the reported ban on political correspon-
dence between Cdes. Franz and Susi on the part of the SL/ANZ (communicated

to Susi by Franz during the above-mentioned telephone call).

The BK notes that political or otherwise relevant portions of correspondence
to Cde. Susi from Cde. Franz have been transcribed by a neutral and responsible
Cde. (Cde. Heidi), aond forewarded to the IST/NY and the SL/ANZ.*

*(Note Franz's letter to Susi of 7 July: "Also, in the future we will have
to write the political stuff on separate pages and if you can send me dwo
copies of that page; I've been told that I must type out the political matter
in your last three letters and I om a very slow two finger typist.")

IST
ANZ
BdK Files

CW@ Slognvz

"‘1
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Franz Sydney, Ausust 12 , 1974,
“TAN7" .

APPEAT, TO THF INTRRNATIONAT, SECRETARTAT,

Dear Comrades, .
| I appeal to the International “ecretsriat to grant
me permission to transfer to the Rerlin Committee for the following

reasons:

I, I am finding extremely difficult to live without uzi, We both

want to be reunited as soon as my transfer is aporoved,

2, Suzi cannot transafer : (a) because of her mother , (b} because

of her school,
Looking forward to a speddy reply on this matter,

With Communlst greetings

\'/ § G P

Franz,

cc: SLANZ
B.K.
file,
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Franz “ydney, August 12 , 1974,
STAN?

To The International SEcretariat ,

Near Comrades,
Today,the B8ontrol Commi=sion met at 15.00 hours,
I want to notify the i%@rnational Secretariat that:
( 1.)I was given I5 minutes notice - ie, at 14,45
cde. Keith,one of the members of the Control Commlssion informed
me that a session would be held today, at,15.00 hours, When I asked
why I had not been informed previously I was given the answer that
this was not necessary.
(11) I was asked to hand over to the 8ontrol Commission
for an unspeciflied period of time cde, Suzi's lettera to me, In

b, Y
have seen“these letters, (b) I said that T was prepared to read out

this cont:;%li)want to note that : (a) cde, Bil11 T.,, and the P,B,
the relevant parts which the Control Commission wanted. (¢) I wses
refused a reason/ explanation why these letters would be held.
(d) I have given my personal notebooks and my diary becmuse I have
been requested‘and told that I was under dlscinline to Ao so,
(e) I have given a date-list of Suzi's letters that 1 have,
in refrence to point (ii) Iwant to draw to your
attentlion that:(I,)1t is not only up to me,but also up to comrade
“uzi to allow the intimate parts of her correspondence to be

scrutinised., (2) I believe that the action by the "ontrol

i e— P
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Commi=sion contravenes the P,B.S.1..U.S, motlon which states:

" The international group notes that violaticn of the right
of comrades iIn a common 1lnternatlonal tendency to cormunicate priv-
2&21Xﬁ15 a breasch of international discinline ......" (my emnhasis,)
"urthermcre,I want to polnt out that [ Lave been
informed by comrade B11l7l., that I was breaklnq discipline’ and had
been given until ZI.Oﬂbhours to hand over the corresnondence, 1 ﬁ%e
not given 1it. In addition,cde. Bi11 . . stated that I " was no
person but had toiRAARLASE®L obey Bhe C.C," and that I could be
expelled for such a breach. He also informed me that such a measure
is under the jurisdiction of a national crganisation,
I request a clariflication of this matter by the Inter-
national body. |
W¥ith Communist greetings

Fromr-

Pranz,

ce: qLAN’Z. .
: I leave up to you to send a c.c. to the R,K,
: flle,

-~y uiue ""ontnl‘o.]_‘
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Franz “ydney, Auguat 12, 1974,

c o eTANT

A2PRAT TO TLANZ.

Near Comrades,
I anpeal to STANY to grant +wa permission to transtfer

to the Berlin Committee for trie following reasons:

I. I am finding extremely difficult tn live without <uzi. e both
want to be reunlted as soon as my transfer 1s avnroved by the

International “ecretarilsat,

2. Suzi cannot transfer : (a) because of her mother (b) becauss of

her scbol.

With Communist greetings=

cc; International Sec, -
B * K *
file.
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Sydney, Australia

14 August, 1974

Interim Highest Body T 7 4
Spartacist International tendency -

c/o Box 1377 G.P.O.

New York, N.Y. 10001

U.S.A.

Dear comrades,

Herewith are the tapes of Sydney Local Meeting 13 August 1974 regard-
ing John Ebel. You will note that side 2 is only partly used due to

the tape sticking.

comradely,

Joel Salinger

4/

cc: file
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Berlin Comittees Political Report C::> LMJWTTi?j

24 July, 1974
Copies tos NY, Vienna, Paris, Israel, Sydney, BK-Files

Comredes: In its sixth month of political existence, the BK has
consolidated 1tself -cmewhat politically &nd organizaticnally,and
has been quantitatively strenthened as far as personnel is congcer-
ned. (Through the transfer of Cde. Heidi and the recruitment oz
Cde. Sybille.) It remains however an isolated island of Bolshe-
vise in a milieu dominated by the lMaoist (to the left of the CP),
and by the GIM &nd Spartacusbund among the ostensible Trotskylstse

Althcugh the BK is composed of experienced elements (average period
in ‘the ostensibly trotskylst movement isf about five yvears), &ad
represents a large repository of leedership potentizl, its work is
not as yet sufrficiently structured (division ot labdor is astill
lacking{ resulting in a doubling &nd tripling of runcticns for
individual comrades. (thut is, the BK is a nutional center, an
editorial office for the KK, a translating center, & local, &nd
mgst increasingly strive to support the OBL and aid in the develop=
ment of its cadre,)

One important political success has been the recruitment of Cde.
Sybille, 8 Tormer memb:r of the "Leitung"™ of the KJO vnd a five~
yeer veteran, after several months of intensive political discus-
sions The coumrade had been functioning in & discip.ined fashion
under our direction for at least six weeks prior to her acceptance
into membersnip (attempting to programmatically differentiate the
*Xompag" grcuping, a split-off from tne IKL-KJO, altnough due to
the bureaucratioc nature of thils ®"study circle”, we didn't get too
~fare Sybille was promptly expelled as soon &8 her political criti-
:iams beceme known, and the organization thereafter refused to talk
0 her,) .

- Another important development has been discusrions with a young
Healyite (ex-Healyite) leader, which after two months of discue-
sion arrived at clear political agreement on ail points. However,
the occmrade 18 not remaining in the country. we hope, however, that
this comrude (a six-year veteran) will work with our friends in his
projected destination. He seems to be an experienced, politically
developed and dedicated comrade, and he does not a,pear to suiier
from the debiiitating demoralizution characteristic of comrades run
through the Healyite mill. Le has stated his intention of working
within our international tendency.

Generally, our perspective for the immediate future is one of linear,
rather tran “logarithmiec® growth. Althougk the pgrospect or a left
eplit from one of the larger ostensibly trotskyist groupings cannot

be excluded, our ability to intervemne in such & duvilopment is serious]
limited--especially on & nationul basis (more on tkis point under
ORCBe) At the mom-nt, we have only one relatively sericus symputhiger,
C., & young and inexperienceu but appsrently sericus conrade (who

has regulurly reau »V as weli as our Cerman 1lit., etc.) Ve must cone
tinue to strive to win experiencecd cadre from the increasingly epliinte:
ostensibiy trotsiyist vikUs, while makinrg the formation of & study grou;
of younger comrades & central priority--we ocoulid use £ some "new blood!
.and & little frenetic overactiviei. from German RCY-equivalents.

Key to the oconsolidation and growth of the BK is the Kommunistlsche
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Korrespondenz. The decision to produce the Kk Was taken haphazardly
and without sufficient consciousness of the ernormous commitment
which such a publication involves, However, the KK has developed
tremendously Kalthough too organically, without sufficient planning)
in both its politiczl and especially iks technical aspects. The
transfer of Cde. Heidi is an especially important boost as far as
professicnalizing cur production capacity is concerned, and preven-
ting repetition of earlier experiences--when the production of the
KK often paralyzed the work of the BK for extended pericds of time
(up to ten days).

The KK must increasingly take on a more balanced character. Initial
issues were devoted almost exclusively to the Spartacusbund. Although,
because of our (correct) orientation to the SpB and because of the
factional intervention of Cde. Fred, this oharacter was inevitable in
the short-run, the BK isf not an external faction of the Spartacusbund,
but the core of an independent revolutionary-trotkyist group, and the
KK must reflect this simples fact, Although the article on the Frencn
elections &nd tke issue on the Women . uestion were steps in this
direction, they were merely stepss The KK must become an orgen
dealing on a high theoretical-propagandist level with the most
important political occurrences on the German and internationeal
scene--with & hard interventionist line not merely towards the
Spartacusbund and the other ostensible trotskyist§ but increusingly
towarde the Maoists and poskible left-wing orystallizations in the

DKP and SPD. :

KK No. 5 should hopefully appear within two weeks (maximum), with
the "International Declaration", the report on the summer camp,

and the report on the IT-expulsion--all from WV 49, We project &n
issue on "kevoliuti.nary Trace-Union work in the US"™ as either No. 6
or 7, and an Erii£Z£/#h 1ssue on the USec., 1f the conflict between
the GIM majority and the GIM-KompaB comees to a head. VYe further
project a series of articles on the historical develorment of
trotskyism and pabloism in Germany, although preparations for an
issue on a poesible GIU-split take precedence in the short-term.

~ The affiliation of the BK to the "Core for the early crystalliza-

tion%"ete. requires a change in the masthead in keeping with this
fact. Since the designation of the XK and BK will have to include
the entire complex formulation on our "tendenoy", it will probably
be transferred from the masthecd to a box on page two.

ORQ'ss

The left wing of Germen pabloiem is the Spartacusbund, which remains
& long=term orientation. The political spectrum of the SpB ranges
from syndicaelism or eocnomism bearing little resemblance to even
*ostensible™ Trotskyism} to very left centrism, closer politically

to us than to the SpB majority, but organizationally integrated &and
politically determined to avoid identification with the "sectarianiem"
of the BK and SL. Since the Berlin-SpB is elanted leftward, while
the Berlin-GIM is christawful, it remaine ourmain arena for ORO

work in Berlin.

Generally, the SpB is probably stagnating, with the euphoria c¢f their
fusion slowly wearing-oif. However, they obviously hope for & p:rs
or all of tue GIli-sozmpuss, vasn it 15 ectagulicd out, oI the Usec (or
decides to leave), &nd the organigation stills shows catious opti-
mism about 1ts prospects. Its structural instability doesnlit seem

to be becoming "antagonistic", that is, there doesn!t seem {0 be a
0lear political polarization--although certain elements have the
prospect of "reforming® the organigzation to the left. These comrades
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(comrade? Jeff) presentec a counter-resolution to the org. resolutiun
on tactics at the last SpB NC (the third this year!) But the counter-
resolution or amendments (I'm not sure which) were rejected. One
should note that the resolution on tactice was supposed to be &ccepted
at the first conference six months ago, but was delayed for months
because of inefriicienc:’. Then the first more-or-lecss final draft
wapg rejected ¢t the s:icuond SpB NC this spring. (We have not seen these
doouments.) The next KC (scheduled for Fall, I believel) is supposed
to deal with internati nal questions, The largest group plans to
build their owr internaticnal tendenoy (sicy sickl), there is e
small group which wants an entry into the GIM, a yet smaller group
which i8 orienting, or wents to orient, towurds the OCKFI, and one
comrade who wants to collaborate with us (Gotthold, Berlin).

It Is difficultofo orient to the GIM in Berlin, because the organize=
tion 1s a model spontaneist, mensghevik unseriousness. The local is
large but most of the members don't come to meetings, so it doesn't
matter much. The GIM in Berlin can attract up to 300 petty=bourgeois
swine to a Teach-In (if somebody famous is to eppear, and especially
if there's music), but there secms to be no Kompess-faction, &nd not
even any Internationsl minorityites (to our knowledge)e. The GIM 18
publishing, by the way, a German LIT document in tineir next theoreti-
cal journal, Since the article differentiates itself from the IMT
only in demanding that the GIM orient more towards the women's,
movement (and maybe the high-schoolers) its easy to see why the
majority allows "“freedom of criticism®™, I haven!t run into any

GIM cadre recently, so I don't know how they've reacted to the IT
expulsicne (or for that matter, if they've heard about them yet.)

On the other hand, the BIM-Kompass 1s a very important prospect for
interventidén. Unfortunately, most of them are in Frankfurt and envi-
.rons, so we don't run into them here much, Qur interventicn is there-
by reduced to a literary one, with occasional reids while passirg
through town. The prospeot of a part of the GIM-Kompass fusi.g with
‘the Spartacusbund to form a larger centrist swamp is an unappetizing,
- but very poesible, development.

JAK, SABs Both the small Lambertist and the somewhat larger Healylte
group are not a central focus for our political interventiocn at the
moment., Both hawe small numbers of integrated, very rotten, cadre,
with a soft, young and inexperienced periphery. The IAK is a
particularly rightiet form of Lambertism, representing the logical
extension of policies which ocen not be seen in theilr pure form in
the OCI (as evidenced by their genuinely Pabloist deep~-entrism in
the SPD.) Due to our disoussions with H. (the ex-Healyite leader),
we may interseot the SAB somewhat more thcn their sigze would warrant.
Also, an expansion to Frankfurt in the medium-range would mean entering
onto their home ground.

Meoistss We have had little to do with the larger Maoistf organiga-
tions--the KPD, KPD/ML, KBW and KBN until now. W%e have also not
sufficiently developed @ political analysis of them (for instance,
can any of them be considered centrist? These are large, hard
orgenizaticns, and especially the KPD (and perheps the KBN?) have
very hard, subjectively revoiutionary cacre, But we ocsn do little
to dent the:m witi cur present Iforces. hLowever, we must project &n
increasinrg literary orientation to them.

SAG, Soz. Bliro, etc. The left gooial démooratic, eopnomist milieu
may beoome of some importance to us with groth, or through factional
A differentiation within these .organizetions. They are not, however,
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izmediately central arenas, both because of their geographical strong-
holds (again, Frankfurt)--snd because of their disdain for program.
¥e will certainly have to deal with them once we beginr Tul. work,

but until then we will probably not interseot tiem often. (The lerft
S4Ger with whom Helene talked at the L.0. Fete may open some perspece
tives, but we have not heard with him sinoce before the summer camp.)

SEW-DKP-SPDs The traditional bourgeois workers parties are not as
suoch &n immediate area in wnioch we can hope to intervene. But we
must be sensitive to leftward moving ourrents in or on the periphery
of these organizations.

Growth of the organization and territorial expansion (or, the "Drang
nech ¥esten®); Berlin is not the sort of place that one wante to be
isolated in, unless one has the perspective of remeining a sect--even
the Spartacusbund, the originsl one, discovered that, and paid for it
in blood. With recruitment we must expand outside of Berlin. ITue to
H.'s absence, we may remain in isolaticn somewhat longer than we had
hoped (although there are possibilities through contects of his.)

But we must project & second local (or organizing committee) within
the year in any event. In this perspective, we must orient to cifties
possessing both industrial proletariat and a radicalized, largely
student, left movement. Two oities comeg to minds Frankfurt and
Hamburg. The former isf a GIi, SAG znd KFD oenter, with a lurge,
relatively radical uniwersity (a2and is the nerve-center of German
capitalism.) The latter is the nation's second largest city, and

the center of the KBN (perhaps the most interesting and contradictory
of the Maoist groups.) The Ruhr area is of central interest to the
workerists, but for us must be a more long-range perspective. OUnly

8 break in SpB cadre in that area (for instance, Lzsen or Gelsenkirchen)
should move us to consider an organizing committee in this area in the
near future, sinoce it does not present the possibilities for OKU work
and short-term recruitment whioch the larger urban centers (with
universities) offer.

We must note that we have & couple of oontacts in L., a medium-sized
industrial town in the S$S&4¥ area, The young comrades have been orga-
niged for some time, but are not highly developed theoretically.

Their personal situations are &lso very unstable, since they are about
to get drafted. Since L. is not even a long-term perspective, we would
seek to get them out of that erea, if we won them--although it would:"
depend on the stage of our development whether we would went them to
come to Berlin or another 0.C.

Recently we have been dowi to less than half-strength, since Sybille
has been on leave (in Hamburg), Fred is on leave to w.rk on hise
dissertaticn (until the begi ning of August), &nd Susi has been sick,
We are primarily occupied with KK iio.5, whicu occuples all of Alberts
free time (for trsnslating), ancd all of Heidi's (for the technical
work)e Ve have tried to maintain a public fuce through weekly lit.
tables &t the T.U. (Tecunical University), but most of the left has
left town for the suumer vacation. OSyvbllle, from reports, seems to
be aggressively contacting former KJO members in Hamburg, a local
(KJO) which she formerly worked in, and has been huntiig up bookstores
for the KKk. I plan to go to Hamburg at the beginning of August, &na
will try to talk to these people tuo, &8s well &8 perheps & Kun honcno
with whom I talked oncee Generaliy, iowever, there is little going
on here. I have written to the courades in L., &nd I plan to write
to H.'s contacts in PF.,--we slall see wnat cowes of that.

domradely greetings,
o
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Paris, 11 May 1974

Just a brief letter to tell you what happened in th: last few
deys, Right now I am sitting in a caffee and my train is leaving
in two hours (10 p.m.) for Vienna,

Would you believe that afterall I did catch the wrong train; My
wag leeving twenty minutes later, ...

At 11330 I arrived in Brussels, Straightaway I caught a train
to the eirport., I won't relate what heprened because it is gquite
uninteresting; except to say that before I wrested Cuadernos Marxistas
from the Belgian customs I had to bribe one official, and spent from
12 a.r, till 5:00 p.m, at the airpori e« thkis whole time being taken
up with seeing a number of officials and tinally bribing one; oiherwise
I would not have: seen CM:; I hesitatc to say but I came close to the
conclusion that Belgiur is a country with most pctty minded officials
that I have ever seen., In fact, the lower their authority the more
important they feel. This oconclusion stemmed from a number of incidents
1 was involved in other than this asbove cusc,

Meanwhile, when I did get the 105 1lbs,., of CM they presented some-
what of a transportation problem. 1 did gct them on the train, with
the help of porters and a taxi, and luckily had no problem with the
custom officials at the Prench border (they took samples of CM's but
left me alone).

The train arrived in Paris at 10 p.m. To my annoyance after taking
a taxi to Jan and Joan®s place, I did not find them at home, Subse-
quently, I found out that they did know that I was coming last night,
To add to all that Helene wasn't at her hotel either, Finally I left
the CU with the caretaker of the building and took a room out at a hotel,.

This morning I found them at home. In the afternoon we went to an
OCI meeting (election mtg.) Indeed they gol pretty viclent, although
in a very disorganised and sloppy way -- ie. they did not use their
goon squad, At the beginning an OCI member began abusing Jan and Joan
calling them streetwalkers? and soon after other high ranking OClers
told them to get out and so on. 1 should say that the OCIl meeting was
held in a bookshop to which one enters through a courtyard. They then
fetched the landlddy who also insisted that we get out. Then Stephane
Just arrived, began arguing and abusing Helaine¢, and ~nded up on a
note, "I Stephanc Just order you tc gct out"1 At tiat point a number
of OClers began to get violent and we decided to leave,

How have you been? I will be in Vienna till Friday morning. It
scems possible that I will be able to csom= to Berlin for two days
during the weekend....

London, Hday 27 1974

You are probably surprised that I am already in London. I arrived
here early or rather late Saturday morning (10:45 a.n.)

After arriving in Paris as scheduled on Friday aftermoon and after
booking a hotel room I went to see Jan & Joan. Joan had already
departed for London - she was inforged earlicr in the week that the
R.C.L., (the Chartists) were hodding a national conference over the
week-end - and had invited us. So, after being in Paris for about
seven hours I departed for London,
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After arriving in london on Saturday morning I was unable to get
in ocontact with the Chartists', Helaine or Joan. Unfortunately for me,
they had not telegrammed Paris to let Jsn know wher: the econference '
#as being held; so after trying all the 'Chartist® telephoae nos, I
went through all the other telph, nos. that I had. Again no one knew
where it was, My last chance was the I.S. bhookshop. I went there dut
rec:ived the same answers: they did X not know, Finally, at 10330 p.m.

I was able to get hold of Janet Pickering, one of their members,

As I found out later, Saturday was devoicd to the discussion of a
revolutionary party., We were invited as observers and had no rights
%o tako part in the discussion. The next day the discussion torica were:
Ireland, Secretary's Report, Lador pParty, work in the OCRs.L, and the
W¥oman wuestion,

There appear to be :three “"tendencies"” in the RCL: not factions or
tendencies as understood by us, but rather cliques around three persone
alities « Conolly, Atkinson, & Knight. All these people have confused
and bad positions on the above and other key questions, although
Connolly is the best of them, If we had 3 group here there would be &
possihility of recruiting him and sonme of his co-thinkers, I will be
seeing him in the next few days and will try to hamaer Lim. ¢e shall
sce what happens, In addition, wex were able to see the inner funotioning
nf the RCL and a glimpse of their internal life, Both reflect a verg
amateurish sloppy petit-bourgeois tendency. ‘'They have no idea whate
soever cf democratic centralism or general Bolshevik functioning. True
to their nature they display all the worat features of centrism,

Apart from Nicolas we were unable to remain for the final session,
when the election took place and a discussion of their lcadership. Helaine,
Xelly & Joan had to ocatch their boat back to France and I had to have a
discussion with Helaine on *'The Chartists!'., Nicoine was instructed to
tcke notes and count the votes and I will find out tomorrow what the
outcome had been - he had to leave for 3Sussex and I will be going out
there tomorrow to see him., (I forgot to add that Helainc had beuen given
2 15 mins, speaking time on the 2nd day and gave an excellent speech)

ees AB 8con as the train left the platform I went to my compartm:nt
and sat there for about half an hour, reminiscing about you and me,
looking at your pictures and despairing that ~c¢ won't see cach other
for at least one and a half years, The time span scencd to me at the
time to be luitleaao oo

I have found out that I will have to leave for Australia either
from Paris or from another continental city. Apparently, I can't from
London because I landed in Paris when I arrived from New York -« in their
langgage ie, of the airlines it means that I can't "backtraok", This
has worked out fine, since I wanted to spenc a few days in Paris before
leaving. I haven't forgotten your Goyas ... Yoreover I will make
inquiries tomorrow about the possibility of leaving from Berlin for
Sydney - today England is on holidays, Boxing Day or something like that,
everything is closed amix% ...

It woi:ild be wonderful if we could se: cach other again, if only
for a few days before the long break., I will be in England till the
30th and could be in Berlin by the 2nd or jrd. ...

s eat ?Hml %A«»ﬁb
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ees I would forward you my address if I would stzy lonscr, but
th2s way things look now I should zcccrrlich my issignment by Sunday
or Monday. So, please send your letter to the Paris adaress,

It secems that 1 should be able to come to Perlin for sbout two
days = I rang BOAC and they said it mekes no differcnee to then whether
I leave from Paris or Berlin, ,..

4 few comments about lLondons it*s hug<! vould vou belirve that it
takes on the average about 45 mins., to an hour to g=t from someonat's
placc to another; there ere also lots ond lots of bocksho s inoclucing
many with out of prink bocks, Today, I visite:a seviral: the farous
Collets (a C.P. bookshop, carries all Marxist 1it., Lowever) as well
as two others. I was trying to obtain the two volume biography of
Rosa L, by Nettl but none stocked it, However, I managcd to buy
several pamphlets and books among them a book edited by Tamara lLeutscher,
*Not by Politios Alone - the Other lénin', It looks excellent; I will

be getting a copy for you, Briefly, it desls with the various aspects
of Lenin's many sided personality - ie, lLis personal life, Its contents
is divided into six parts whieh inelude letters and descriptive charaester
sketches by his contemporaries, ...

At eleven o'clock this morning I had a talk with Tamara Deutscher,
I arranged a meeting with her last Mondey. She was not familiar with
our international tendensy, although she had seen several issues of
Workers Vanguard. Our discussion ranged over current and historical
questions, Her positions and ours coincide on many roints, except of
course the viability of forming the FI in 1938, Morcover, I talked
to her about our work and asked her what her future plans in relntinn
to this were., As you know she is a very experienced, erudite and
eloquent Marxist., During Isaac D, lifetime she seems to have limiteud
herself in doing large part of the research, discussing and critieising
and lesving her name out of his works. Put look at the beginning of
I.D.*s Stalin and you will get a glimpse of their relationshir (there
is a dedlcation to her before the introduction). Among other thines
we discussed her publishing plans, At prescnt she has no long range
plans of any major works, but is planning anthologies; 1s intonding
to write m shert artioles and so on. She has written excellent reviews
of books: assessment of Solzhenitsyn for examrle; which as far as I
know, apart from us or perhaps before us analysed the reactionary ten-
dencies implied in Solz, works (ie, his embracing of Greek orthodoxy).
Moreover, she is determined to carry out her work and when I asked her
whether she had plans to complete I,D.*'s incompleted 'L2nin' she
answered resentfully that she did not want to be seen simply as I.D.'s
xidsw faithful widow, I will he meeting h~r again on Sunday - she will
show me their archives and I will try to find out more about their
exparienoces in the Polish C.P.

Yesterday, I visited Nicolau S, at Sussex University, He is a young
comrade who has been in contact with us for several years,

Friday, May 31, 1974 (part of same letter)

I did not have time to finish this letter, Frankly, I have been on
my feet day and night. After the Chartist conference and the addresses
that I had received from N.Y. aboul our contacts, I have been going
around London from one contact to another, It will mean tiat I will
have to prolong my stay in London for a dayor two.

Otherwise everything is going well. The contact work is pro-
ceeding steadily, Nicolau is very bright and enthusiastic,

Hope everything is going well in Berlin, How is vYolfgang and
Ilona?, and the work of the ote,
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Sunday (on plane from Frankfurt to Bombay)

ese write me how the discussions with Ilona are proceeding. You and
Albert, but especially Albert, should encourage her to read our publi-
cations and arrange discussions on positions where difierences exist,
between her and us,

esoirite to me before the summer camp and tell me what has happened in
Berlin since my departure.

eeel Will write another letter and post it from Singapore.

P.S. You and I must start a separate bank account so that 1 can come
to Berlin or you can come to Australia in July or August next
year, It will perhaps be easier that way, because the money
won't be spent on anything else,

Sunday (on plane from Bombay to Singapore)

¥e are approaching Singapore and will be landing soon,

I feel very tired, although I slept two more hours [ think (?) But
then I am looking forward to seeing everybody back again. Probably
they won't let me go for at least five hours, I shall try to get more
sleep, so that I oan satisfy their curiosity.

It's morning here; the sun is rising and the sky looks very pretty
from the window of the plan., I was thinking of you all back in Berlin;
right now you must be getting ready to go to bed, Wwhat was the meeting
like? Pid you get some sleep before it? And what was your journey
back home like?

I suppose you have a very busy week coming up. With all your
schoolwork and preparation for the summer camp yo: will most probably
be burning the mid-night oil, ...

P.S. Send me the forwarding address for the camp.

Sydney, 25 June 1974 (part of above letter)

Just a few words from Sydney. I got up this morning « haven't
slept well because it has been so cold and at present I am sleepfng
in an unheated bare room e- and went to the 7lebe point road where our
headquarters are situated,

I 3 was to have a discussion with Bill about my trip, but he had
to0 go buy a car, so we shall have one tonight.

" At present I am at the post-office, Alrecady I have been put to

work « I am in charge of filing three main newspapers for future
reference, to be used by Austral, Spartacist,

P.S. Check for me what has happened to my telegrams, There is a post
office strike here, but I just asked the attendant and she said
that they should have been here, If it's too much work don't
bother, they will probably be here in a few days.

oy T meANE RA
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Melbourne, Jume 30

I am sitting in a plane on my way to Sydney. In all I have spent’
three very busy days here, FPlease forgive me for not writing 2 long long
lotter, but it's just hard. to imagine the numb r of peorle - comrades,
ny parents, my sister amd some asquantanoes - that came or I went to see,
zes ...

Mow I shall desoribe what has been haprening to me since my arrival,
As you know I arrived in Sydney on Monday night at 6:30 p.m. (Aust, time)
Noone knew that I arrived because of the meil strike heres, When I arrived
at our offices everybody looked as if they had just gone through a
battle, The paper had just gone to the rrinters and everybody was
working for about 24 hours, without a break to get it on time to the
printer, This kind of shocked me, beceuse I did not really rcalize how
much energy is spent on the press, As it turns out, we are usually
immobile for about a week before the paper deadline,

At present, we are living in another s:«t of barracks .hich were
acquired during my absence., It's a biy lhouse which is occupied by
everybody in the local here, exocpt for the threc comrrdes who live in

the house where the offices are, 7he house iteelf is a dump - cold and
old, but it's clean and freshly painted; und dbearable, It was chisn o
only 5 O dollars a week - 80 it means a biR saving for everybvody., Put
hcpefully we will be able to move out when our finonces grt a little
better,

Mcnday, 1 July 1974, Sydney 23.40 (sane lettcr as above)

You are probably wondering what has happened. You see I had wbne
eged to write for a few minutes only on the plane, It was a very sheky
trip. After arriving in Sydney at 25,30 I had to be briefed about the
t.u, situation. As I wanted to tell you atove, but untfortanatcly
didn't get to, I've been implanted in a big metal plant here., Yost of
us work tihere and of course that 1s where ouvr t.u. work is being tested,
The work starts at 7 in the morning and ii's quite & aistance away; so
that we Lave to get up at 5130 to get thcre on time, Tonight, straight
efter work we had a long discussion about the plant situation., +we will
be having these all week long, basioally in order to straighten cut ithe
situation. 1ln the last week and previously a lot of misiaskes hud beon
committed, but apparently last Friday's was the worst, I shail go into
the details in that 'long long letter' that 1 promised, But, [ think
it will have to wait till the week-end, Please forgive me, but truly
1 won't even have one hour to spare, Till Friday 1 shall try %o write
snort letters or posteoards,

[ X N J
Right now you must have arrived at the summer canp. Deseribe and
writc your impressions of it, if you don't have time in Austria, then
do it in Berlin. I would very much like to read them., A3 you know
Bill will not be coming. He will go to ithe U.S. instead, for the con-
faercnce,

My next letter (the long one) will inform you of everything. by the
way, 1 vas severely criticised by the F.,B. over my late arrival and a
nunber of other matters, But things have worked out for the better and
after a long discussion with Bill we have degun to understand ourselves,
particularly my reactions to variouvs things a. t_nes, Llore of it in the
next letter, however, Oh, Just one more thing on this question., TYou
are in no way responsible for my being late; so please don't blzame
yourself and just forget this question,

I must finish here because it's past 12 already, and I will have to
get up in five hours,... and will eross out the 56C days ... till our
reunion,

PR
. -
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nostcard, July 4, 1974, 18,00

es. Por the last three days I have not -van had an hour to myself.
¥2'=2 having extraordinary meetings of th2 t.u., iraection - i.e. straight
after #ork at about seven (19), after we have writtemn revorts of the
plant situation. This is to laast for oanz week only, ac that we can
ascertain what is actually haprening on the factory flnor and so that
we can straighten out our mistekes, I sh:ll Zecsaribe it in ny next
letter,

sunday, July 7, 1974, Sunday, 10.45

eees For the whole week I had been getting four to five hours sle2p,
As you know (I send ysu a postcard, do you got it?) we have been having
extraordinary trade union fraction meoting from “onday till Thursday,

On Priday night, I also had to typc ocut a t.,ul report ani at & pm o'sloek
I was feeling so tired and exhausted that ! want to bed and woke up

the next morning at 9 in the morning. Yesterday, I hud to atteni a house
coarittce meeting from 10-12; then I had to work on n3wspiper elipnings
from 12-5, then I had a me:ting with Bill ani then I had to @#ork on a
reply to two letters, the first from JolLa Sharpe and the other froa
Drnsius., I was to explain in that "long lerg letter" what havpened at
last waooks P.,B., meeting here, ahich concurns John Sharpa's letter, and
Halaine's I saw laast night,

Today, I got up after sleaping for 3 1/2 hours and must cleam ur
the iitchen in this houses ie, the 2 fridges, cupords, floors and the
stov:. Then more work on the oelippings, then [ must 7o ov:r the draft
n? my reply to John Sharpe & Brosius :ad th-n a loesl n:or ting at 17 hours
w*hicih will probably last till 24 hours,

You should get the two latters one of Sharpe, the other of Bros.us
end my reply. This will eclarify that has hanponed. Also, in th> futura
wa will have to write the political stuff on separate nazes and if yom
can s2nd me two copies of that page; I've been told that I must type out
the political matter in your last thiue letiers and L an a vory slow
two finger typist. So it would be mnch easier for me if you could do
that. Do you want me to do the same for you?

L R ]

P.S5.S5. I forgot to tell you what my duties and appointmants in the
organization are at present., I cm :espoasible for clipping >
filing the daily press (3 Aust. newsrapera) for at least one
hour each day; also, I am the locals treasurer; and also I am the
house commissar at Quarry St. All these jobs involve a lot of
tine and effort, althouzh some of them perhaps do not appear
to. DBesides I will be asked to write articlass for th2 press,

P.S.S.S5. A few questions for you. What havs you bsen doing? What was
the summer camp like?; how is your work goinm? ,.. and how
is the work of the Berlin Cte, going? Tell me everythin?z
as you have done so well in your previous letters,

(:NK?T hostanz 3 &‘:5 y

R
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postcard, 9 July 1974, 16 hours f

Last night # 1 was 1ntending to write & letter, Again I was held
up by the press olippings which the editor had told me had to be
finished last night, (the one's from last week). Tonight I have a
t.u. fraction meeting which should last from 19 till 23 or 24,

- jr.'i’,‘-n

Sydney, July 15, 1974 22,00 p.m,

One of my greatest wishes is for you to develop into an outstanding
revolutionary and anything that upsets you upsets me also,...

I do see a perspeotive ¢  our mutual futurel I shall apply tor
'*work* in England. This willﬁprobahly at this time next year - zmixham ..,

It *work® in England is not possible I shall coma to Berlin. Om

ned, night I am having a discussion with Bill and shall discuss this
question at length with him, .

Wes the address of Pierre Naville that I gave W, the right one?
How is your sehool work going?; Have you finished the paper on the
‘+erman Revolution and have you begun your holidays already? What have’
you been reading lately?; you ask me in the letter of 26 June (I think)
for material on Polish Communism. The interview with I, Deutschor in
‘Marxism in Our Time" is quite good; there is also in existence, in
English, a book by Dsiewanowski entitled 'ihe Communist Party of Poland‘,
He is & bourgeois asademic - a liberal - but the book has nevertheless ’
a2 lot of useful information. There is another book of value, but
unfortunately it is in Polish, R. luxemburg's biography by Nettl is
also worthwhile; what was the outcome of the diseussion in B.,K. and
how did comrades feel about the *Dratt for the 'International Trotskyist
Tendenoy*?; what was the summer camp like - formal discussions plus
informal eto,; was hitehhiking pleasant or did you get very tired?

eos 30 far 1 haven't received anything from iLilwl, but am expecting
{t enyday to arrive,

The work in the local has been consuming all of my time, I would
have #ritten more frequently, and more extensiv=ly if I have had just
a little spare time, But this has not been the case until now; ...

Lo

- i

-

postcard, Sydney, 18, July 1974 6.00 a.n,

After having made the phone ocall to you last night, I rushed hone
and begmn the second part of my letter. Unfortunately I mmky had only
15 minutes to spare and thereby I could not finish it. ... Last night
I had a talk with Bill about you and me, He thinks that it would be
possible for you to ocome in April, but that it would be impossible
for me to come to Germany in December, because of my implantation.

He also asked whether you wanted to live in Sydney and my reply wus
that you definitely did not. Furthermore he thinks that you should
possibly come here for more than three weeks in April, to get to know
the situation in Aus, and I agree witk that, and also want to say that
if you possibly oould do that it would be wonderful to have say

5 or 6 weeks with you together. Colonizing England is at present
indefinite. Perhaps this time next year - but only by 2 comrades
initially, I shall write more about it in my letter,...

S
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Sydney, July 17, 1974 18.00

] Have just got baok from the post office, I r .

17.2 0 our time - ie. Berlin is nf:‘ hours behind g;gnzgu ® sbout
Please don't be angry with me for not writing more frequently

agd more extensively, My two weekends which I have spent in Sydney

since my arrival have been completely taken up with organisational

#work and meetings (I shall deseoribe these below), and the weekends

are really the only time that I have to write long letters to you

You 8see on every weekday I have m s meeting and in addition from ’

16,30 (16.30?) = 19.30 1 have to out up and file newspaper clippings

Below I shall outline a typieal day - today- just to give ym a feal'.

what a normal week day is like for ne, ' ) e
Today I got up at 5.25; then the t.u. fraction hzd a ashor

ing vefore going to work '- ie while we were drinking milk gggkgr::;gﬁgt

left house at 5,50; arrived at staticn 6.10; train arrivei -t work-sat ;

?.40; work started at 7.00; work finished at 15,303 train arrived nt

home* station at 16.15; went to ring you at the muaian post olffice

& had to drop a numder of *Aust, Spart.* off to a bookshop, Then

I will have to start cutting up the press - it takes about 30 min;tea

to go over to the Glebe Pt, Rd, House - then at 19.30 I must typc up

a ?oport for the t.u. fraction and them a talk with Bill. In fact-

today there is no meeting, Last night we hed s t.u. me~ting which

f$nished at 23,30. So that apart from the lack of time that I have

had during the week to write I am also incapable of cpmposing a letter

worthy of you, except on the weekends, -

Sunday, 27 July T4, 12,00 (part of same letter as above) o

First of all I must expjaia wny the delay of four duys. L was

irntending to finish this letter by Thursday night.- I thcughi that I
wculd have free time from 21,00 on Thursday - but an inciduniu(s) oe-
curread which prevented me from doing this, Below i shall explein what
heppened, '

But before doing that I should say that on Friday after I rang
you, I wandered around the oity till 19.00 hours (I rang jou at 8,00
or perhaps a little earlier) just thinking what has been happening
here and about us; then I went to a SWL-SYA intervention to sell our
publications, Afterwards I went back to the Glebe Ft, house had a
telk with Bill there about what had happened om Thursday wnd o2lso about
you and me; and after that back home.to the 'new! house (Quarry St) with
Joel, Yesterday, I had to search for photos for our prese till 186,90
hours and after that I re-read gumx all your letters =nd was intending
to write, but found myself distiracted by comrades and a feeling that
I would be fresher in the morning, and so I ended up drinking bzer
till 25,00, This morning after waking up at 3.00 I went through iV
before sitting dom to write to you. Also, I am enclosing the postcard
which I began writing on Friday just before I rang you so that you oan
sce the frame of mind that I was in, At present I do not know what
steps I should actually take; 1 feel very uneasy and depressed about
what had happened and what has been happening sinece my return. One
more thing I should mention; perhaps, I have been subconsciously
delaying writing over the last few days because I wanted to resolve
all the questions which I felt I had to before writing - ie., I eould
have written last night. 1 shall be completely frank in tz2lling you
what I think - and I think that I have done this in the pust.,..

(,.75»-{ v SLanvz 3 ﬁua,

. e\mi ot



Sunday, 21 July 1974 (ooht.) .

on Thursday night after having finished my olippings I went hnme, The
time was a 'little after 20,00 hours and to my surprise, as 1 entered
my room I found Bill hiding my letters (ie, yours) undernesth his
jacket., What followed subsequently was a tragic ocomic situation, Bill
tried to distraot me so that he could get the letters back into my
bricfcase and then went later to the other house to get other comrades
to do the same, This they attempted to do but I couldn't stand thas
playacting any longer, so I called Bill into my room and asked him
whether he had read your letters, He repliea that he did. Then our
eonversation ranged over why he did that and so on. I shrll ~labhor-ate,

About two weeks ago I was asked by ode, ‘daire to type out your
letters, She maintained, ie, said that I should type cut "«verything
in them except the lines where she is sending love", I disagreed
with this but failed to argue out the question with her. Still, I
resolved to type out relevant political material as soon as I had the
timn to do so. The only time I had to this was on the weekends, and
both of them were taken up with organisational work, and ruplying to
cdes Sharpe & Helene and moreover on the first wcekend [ khad only tuo
of your letters which you sent before I arrived (I read thom in Berlin),
RBecause 1 am a slow two finger typist at this stage, I told the orgnniser
ik at the beginning of this week that I would have them finished by the
end of the weekend - ie, today. During our conversation I reproach.d
Bill for not asking me = ie, if he thought that the letters were or
oontained urgent political matter « %0 read out the relevant politicel
couments or asking me to show them to him, One thing that I forgot
to mention aboves I told our organiser that I eould possibly huve the
letters ready earlier if I was able to writc them out insterd of tyring
them. Also, during my oconversation with Bill on Wednesaa y { told him
that I would have the letters ready by the cnd of the weckend,

Furthermore, I do not agree with odes Bill & Adaire in regard to
the question of where the time should be drawn between political and
personal matter in personal correspondence, Bill argued that ~verye
thing personal which effects the funotioning of a cde, is political,
Thus far 1 agree, but I clso maintain that personal correspondence of
intimate m nature has the right to privacy. So, what I sany is that
it is up to the cde, concerned to tell the leadership what his/her
personal prodblems in such matters are, if they arise, and if the
cde, ghooses to do so. During that conversation om Thurasdaynigzht I
told £ Bill that this may be a reflcotion of the differing views that
we hadxamxikmxgmmzi have on the question of the party., To me a
Leninist party is a revolutionary association of individuals roting
a8 a colleotive in carrying out the party's programme andx under *bhe
discipline of its leading bodies - ie, I agree with Lenin's main
contribution to the question of the party which he proposed az en
amendment to the party's draft stetutes at the 2nd Congress otf the
Russian Soeial-Democoratic Party in 1903, "A member of tha Sociale
D:nooratic Party is spyperson who accepta its programme, supports
the party with material means and personally partieipates in one of
its organizations”, This was counterposed to the draft written by
Yartov, and which expressed the views and practice of tha II Internae
tional., In Martov's draft the words "personally partieipates in one
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one of its organizations" were substitutcd by "persor=lly & rugularly
co-operates under the guidance of one of its organizations", 1The
difference between the tro was that Lenin envisioned a tizhtly-knit
czntralized party whilst, as you know, Vsrtov and the Xconsheviks pro-
posed a loosely knit party whioch allowsd fellcwet:avellers and other
indisoiplined elements to be under the "suidance™ of the crgamaizztion.
_?__ the point that 1 am making in =11 this is th-t Lenin's cons , tion
4608 not rule out the right %o priveey in nersoral metisrs, cuch -
cor-espondence for es. #hat do you think? T would like *o lnow your
position Suzi,

21 July 24,30

Lidn't have the possibility of m finishing this latter as I wanted to
before the looal meeting.

The question above was discussed and the lines thot wore drawn
wore the same, I was the only one who muintainea my .pcaition ie,
everyons took the position that Bill had tho risht to reuld my cors s
pondence and that correspondence received by a member of a pariy sin
be read by responsible individuals in the party. I snall descrip: 2
numher of other things that were raised during that discussion in .y
leiter tomorrow or the next day, ‘here is not muchk tinmo now (ii'u
24,39) and I must get up at 5,50, i

Briefly, I have given the correspondence botwean you and ae to
311l because he insisted that I do and bhecause it is o question ot
iiseipline, I think, however, thet he honsstly wents to holp you and
me out mfx in our rclationship in regard to us living tozether, Than
I telked to him on Wed. & Friday he said that you eould zome hare in
tpril and thet he wanted to eece¢ if our relsntionship would 3tili ho!d
cut in a few months time - he remarked that you had relations with
at least four other comrades in the tendeney. I 3aid that I was
wvarce of that. Obviously he does not understand you or your prodblens
2nd our relationship. This n.rhars is understandsble, but I thin™
thet P11l on his psrt should have been more cautious before makins
¢ieh 2 statement, .

I shall have to describe everything that has been hacpening
Lere, I do not quite know how to reaet or fight the various zccusie
ions that have been thrown against me over the last revw duys, 1
neve been called a manoceuverer in retrence to what happen:a 2bout
;ueiria & and now apparently wheiever 1 do is linked to manocuvring;
- liar in reference to the Austrian trip. JFurthermore, on the quzstion
of correspondence I have been nemed a Menshavik by ede. adrnire.

7e8.5. Enclosed find a letter of John Skarpe's and my rerly.

Pe$5.5.8. I will show a copy of this lett-r to Bill and all ny s hre-
quent correspondencc as it is a question of dieei; line,

- +8.5.5. The correspondence thet I am enclosing - ie. John Suurpe's
letter and my reply should answer quite a faw quesvions
which you asked in your lctter of 9 and 19 July. In my
following letter, however, I shcll elaborate,.

CW P Stane ;’,ﬁuﬁ,

N

D T
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E POLITICAL BUREAU MINUTES (NO 8) ...cvevvecverncenennans 22 July 1974
Present: PB: Bill, Adaire, Joel
‘ alt CC: John, Dave R, Dave §
other: Keith (Sydney Local Organiser).
Meeting convened: 9.25 p.m.
Agenda: 1. Personnel

1. Personnel:

Discussion: Bill, Joel, Dave R, John, Keith, Dave S, Adaire,
(4 rounds)
Motion (Bill): That the PB recognises that John E, although never

formally admitted as a member of the Spartacist
League, has been accepted as a member for many
purposes and filled positions on the Sydney local
executive and as 'secretary of the Sydney local.

The PB resolves the unclarity by declaring that
comrade Ebel's status is that of candidate mem-
ber, to be reviewed on the receipt of a report
from a control commission, on the questions raised
by the letters of comrades Sharpe (30 May 1974)

and Brosius (23 June 1974) and his verbal and writ-

i ten responses to their letters, with particular re-
gard to the matter of the comrades honesty to the
P tendency.

[Put in counterposition to Adaire’s motion]

For: PB: Bill, Joel
alt CC: John, Dave R, Dave S
other: Keith

passed

Motion (Adaire): That John E apply for membership of the SLANZ and
that the application be decided by the PB on the
basis of findings by a Control Commission appointed
to investigate his functioning while overseas and
on return to Australia.

For: PB: Adaire
failed

Meeting closed: 12.00 p.m.
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