
TO  ALlj   DELEGATES

Dear  Comrades ,

Attached  is  col`respondence  concerning  the
invitation  to  the  OI`ganizing  Committee  for  the
Reconstruction  of  the  Fourth  International  to
obsel`ve  this  conventiono

Comraaely,

{8!ii¢,L`ti.i  .{`,L.LL^jL      I,;jj,*~r,  ,I.

Mary-Alice  Waters
SWP  National  Office



TENSIATION TENSIATION TENSIATION

Dear  Comrade  Hansen,

Our  1-'olitical  Bureau  has  discussed  your  January  2,   1975,
st;atement  and  assigned  me  to  reply  to  ito

The  Political  Bureau  of  the  OCI  consid.eps  this  statement
concerning  our  proposal  to  discuss  our  differences  to  be  a
positive  one®    By  accurately  I'eporting  the  facts  about  the  rela-
tions  between  the  Sti/I  and  i;he  OCI  and  i;he  proposals  of  the  Or-
ganizing  Committee  for  the  Reconstruction  of  the  Fourth  Intel`-
national  to  the  Uhited  Secl`etariat,  it  blocks  maneuvelis  aimed
at  hindering  the  development  of  the  discussion.    In  add.ition,
it  is  corl`ect  in  its  political  estimate  of  our  objectives  and
motives.

Indeed,  as  we  have  wl`itten  --  and  as  we  reiterated  at  the
time  of  the  October  15  interview  --the  basis  of  our  interven-
tion  is  that  among  those  who  claim  adherence  to  the  Fourth  Inter-
national,  the  problems  have  now  reached  maturity  and  can be
settled.

In  other  words,  we  are  convinced,  as  -the  Organizing,`Com-
mittee's  letter  of  May  28,1973,  states,  that  "fol'  t;he  first
time  since  1952-53,  the  current  discussion,  which  encompasses
all  the  major  issues  of  principle,  strategy  and  tactics,  pl'esents
the  possibility  of  resuming,  on a  new basis  and with  consider-
ably  enriched  intel`national  experience,  the  debate  that  led
t;o  the  split  in  the  Fourth  International,  founded  in 1938  and.
reconstituted  in 1943-46. "

That  is  wtry,  for  our  part;,  we  place  no  pl.eliminal.y  condi-
tions  on  the  discussion,  leaving  the  United.  Secretariat  fl'ee
to  decide  on  the  agendao    life  are  awal.e  that  regardless  of  the
starting  point,  the  discussion will  inevitably  end  up  on the
principled  issues  raised  in  the  1950-53  crisis,  which  have  not
yet  been  I.esolvedo

Our  goal  is  the  I.econstruction  of  the  Fount;h  International
on  the  basis  of  the  principles  of  the  program  of  the  Fourth  In-
ternational,  as  we  explained  in  our  letter  of  October  10,  1973®

1,.fe  repeated  our  proposals  again  in  the  letter  adopted  in
I)ecember  1974  by  the  Organizing  Committee 's  Intel'national
Bureau,  which  we  asked  you  to  pass  on  to  the  United  Secretariat:"The  entire  experience  accumulated  in  the  class  struggle  has
confirmed  the  soundness  of  the  basis  on which  the  Fourth  Intel'-
national  was  foundedo     But;,  fall  from  converting  references  to
the  transitional  progl.am  and  its  method  into  a  formality,  this
fact  makes  its  defense  crucially  importanto    Only  on  the  basis
of  its  principles  can we  find  a  solution  for  the  long,  d.eep
crisis  the  Fourth  International  has  undergone®   a   .   a    In addi-
tion,  the  Internal;ional  Bureau  cleclares  that,  whatever  agenda
you  decide  on  for  the  preparatol'y  discussion  for  your  ne3de
Congl.ess,  we  are  pl`epared.  to  participate  in  ito"
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In the  same  letter,  the  International  Bureau  stated  that
it  was  taking  up
natiorral  campaig

I'olitica  Obrera '
mza

a  proposal  for  a  joint  inter-
tions  affiliated  to  the  United

Secretariat  and  those  of  the  Organizing  Committee  against  anti-
working-class  terrorism  in Argentina.

We  I.egard  it  as  a  favorable  development  for  the  intelina-
tional  discussion and. for  the  interests  of  the  Fourth  Interna-
tional  that  the  .Stfl?,  taking  its  stand  from  the  point  of  view
of  ''the  development  of  all  the  organizations  claiming  adherence
to  Trotslryism,"  has  publicly  taha3n    the  responsibility  of  de-
scribing  the  OCI's  proposals  as  opening  the  door  to  a  ''fruitful
dia logue a "

If  we  understand you  correctly,  an  obstacle  lies  in the
fact  that  some  of  our  formel`  characterizations  of  members  of
the  United  Secretariat,  particularly  of  leaders  of  the  iTrench
section,  were  ''excessive."    It  goes  without  saying  that  the
evaluations  we  make  or  were  able  to  make  of  currents  or  of  polit-
ical  leaders  claiming  adherence  .to  the  Fourth  International  are
themselves  part  of  the  discussion  and  can be  put  in  question.

But  you  are  concerned  that  such  evaluations  may still  be''echoed"  in  our  press,  and  that  in  this  event,  you  say,   "  it
would  be  hal.d  to  avoid  concluding  that  the  OCI  is  engaging  in
a  short-term  maneuver  rather  than moving  towal'd  8  basic  discus-
sion with  an  open mind."    As  an  example,  you  cite  an  article
which  appeared  in  Informations  Ouvrieres  for  November  14,  1974,
in which  a  member  6]iih-e  -U-ri:lE6d    ecre  ariat  was  described  as  a"sycophant"  and  accused  of  having  written  "perfidiously"  con-
cel`ning  the  Hungarian  revolution.

In your  statement,  you  indicate  that  we  are  ''serious  revo-
1utionists."    You will  admit  that  one  aspect  of  this  chal'acteri-
zation  is  not  to  bring  forward  the  personal  side  or  to  consider
the  positions  previously  held by  anyone  on  either  side  to  be
an  indelible  bliand.

Polemics  have  always  been  a  natural  form  of  expression  in
discussions  between  organizations  and  militants  claiming  adher-
ence  to  Marxism.    And  in polemics,  epithets  are  often harsh."Sycophant"  would  have  been  a  mim  designation  from  Ijemin's  pen
when he  was  polemicizing  against  Trotslty  at  the  time  of  the
August  bloco

But  epitriets  are  not  essential,  and  for  our  part  we  are
prepared  to  make  all  the  accomodations  in  form,  if  they  will
permit  a  discussion  to  take  place,  which,  as  you  say,  must  be„basic ® "

We  shall  take  two  examples  to  illustrate  our  position.    1`Je
have  expressed  clearly  our  opinion  of  the  significance  of  the
Tenth  ltorld  Congress  resolution  on  "al'med  struggle" :    we  have
defined  it  as  contrary  to  the  Marxist principles  of  the  Fourth
International.    And  when  we  see  tbat  Ernest;  Mendel,  who  approves
this  ollientai;ion,  declares  at;  the  same  time  in  a  debate  with
the  right-wing  Social  Democrat  Hansholt,   "1^fe  d.o  not  advocate
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violence  or  terl.orism,"  is  it  not  difficult  to  consider  his
behavior  to  be  that  of  a  responsible  leader.`?

Another  example:    The  French  student;  syndicalist  organi-
zation,  tREF,  has  been  divided  since  1971.    The  Stalinist
fl`action provoked  a  split  because  they  could  not  tolerate  a  ten-
dency  led  by  OCI  militants  to  gain  I'ecognition as  a  majority
and  to  struggle  to  I.econstruct  the  UNEF  as  a  trade-union  or-
ganization,  after  it  had. been  severely  damaged by  leftist  ele-
ments a

This  year  UREF  decided  to  participate  in  some  university
elections.    It  was  clear  that  this  signified  a  test  of polit-
ical  strength between us  and  the  Stalinistso    Furthel`mol.e,  the
I'CF  apparatus  uriderstood  it  as  such®    1.fe  consider  it  a  political
victory  that  the  slates  of  the  tendency we  suppol.ted  gained  a
vote  that  stood  at  75  percent  of  what  the  Stalinists  obtained
(31,000  votes  fol`  the  slates  we  suppolited,  48,000  for  those
suppol.ted  by  the  fcF)®

One  may  celitainly  disagree  about  the  advisability  of  running
in  such  elections,  or  even  about  the  need  for  a  student  union®
But  when  t;he  IjcR's  organ
ignored  these  elections (¥th:h:i:t:: earlier  yeal's  simply

led  by  the  CI'  and  the
tiaditional  consel'vative  slates  wel'e  the  only  ones),  advises  a"boycott"  and  justifies  it by  the  fact;  that  the  Stalinists  and

::p:£¥::d%:  :=:t:O=¥¥ (:::d:i:::C;a:i:p:%£:€:i:=S::6dw%o a:: )
this  political  identif ication of  us with the  Stalinists  is  a
service  rendered  to  the  latter®

To  come  to  the  al'ticle  you  quote,  we  readily  grant  that
the  epithet  of  sycophant  applied  to  Ernest  Ge]rmain  adds  nothing
to  it®    But  eliminating  it  does  not  take  away  much.    Ihe  desig-
nation  "perf idiously"  is  applied  to  a  statement  that  hil'e
Nagy  yielded  "without  discrimination"  to  the  pl.essure  of  the
revolut;iono    A]rd  what  follows  the  quote.d  passage  shows  it  clearly:
it  is  the  Stalinist  version used by  the  bul.eaucl.acy  to  try  to
justify  the  second  intervention,  that  of  being  ''outflarnced  from
the  right.„

The  heart  of  the  matter  is  that  in  that  I)ecember  1956
article,  Ernest  Germain  contrasts  the  "spasmodic"  development
of  the  political  revolution  in Hungary  with  the  "Polish victory;"
Gomulka's  damning  of  the  political  revolution  in Poland  is  con-
sidered  a  victory,  vthile  the  dangers  of  an  "elementary,  spon-
taneous  explosion"  are  denounced®

Furthem-nope,   it  woulcl.  be  unfair  to  bear  down  on  Germain
alone  for  this®    It  was  the  basic  position  of  the  International
:Secretariat  of  Germain,  but  also  that  of  Pablo,  of  Frark,  of
IIaitan,  which  was  affirmed.  in particular  in  I;heir  position with
respect  to  the  worlcers  insurrection  in East  Berlin  in  June  1953,
a  position  fought  by  the  International  Committee  that  was  formed
following  your  National  Committee's  open  lettero

Thus  we  camot  consider  that  the  balance  sheet  of  Elinest
Ge:rmain  on  the  question  of  the  political  revolution  is  unambiguous.
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But  that  is  not  the  main point.    The  essential  thing  is
that,   in  our  op`inion,  these  positions  of  "eighteen year.s  ago"
remain  current,  because  they  are  at  the  root  of  the  current
orientation  of  the  mad.ol'ity  tendency®     \then  the  Belgian  section's

GaucheOI`8ar) i
one  foot  in  refol.mism  and  the  other  in  the  revolutionary  struggle,I

writes  that  the  Portuguese  Communist  par.ty  has

the  same  method,  contl.ary  to  the  basic  heritage  of  TI.otskyism,
lies  at  the  bottom®

In  addition,  what  would  show  that  the  OCI  is  not  engaged
in  some  shol.t-tel'm  maneuver  is  that  if  that  were  so  we  would
conceal  the  fact  that,  in  our  opinion,  there  al`e  within  the  United
Secretaliiat  and  its  organizations  curl'ents  that  place  in  question
the  pl`ogrammatic  basis  of  Trotskyism,  as  I  pel`sonally  stated  at
the  October  15  interview®    Having  said  this,  it  goes  without
saying  that  we  are  prepared  to  modify  the  fol`m,  especially  in  our
public  statements,   if  that  1^Jould.  allow  i;he  discussion  to  openo

Dear  Comrade  IIansen,   now  I  would  lilce   in  conclusion  to  come
to  i..7hat  is  centl.al  t;o  me  and  to  the  whole  OCI  leadershipo     I
have  just  Iiefel'I`ed  to  I'ortugal®    The  proletal'ian  revolution  is
developing  in  Portugal  and  is  on  the  agenda  thlioughout  Europe.
In  an  internatiorml  context,  the  Portuguese  revolution  occupies
a  place  similar.  to  that  held by  the  t3panish  revolution and  the
revolutionary  rising  in FI.ance  in  1936o    At  that  time  our  inter-
national  movement  under  Trotsky's  leadership,  in  spite  of  its
difficulties,  differences  and  splits  at  the  national  level,
acted  like  an  international  political  imit  and was  ready  for
action®

Today,  because  the  diffel'ences  I'elate  to  the  most  vital
issues  of  the  proletal`ian I.evolution  itself ,  the  Fourth  Inter-
national  carmot  assert  itself  politically  as  a  coherent  force®
That  is  why,  to  give  only  one  example,  the  Portuguese  rol  de-

::3=::i±gt±±:a:±:::°=::mm:#f:a:°r:ga:  i:v:: ::::€g:g) "E: bar
control   Qf  the  state  appal`atus."    li.thich  means  that  the  state
appal.atus  in  existence  today  is  "neutral,"  that  the  task  is  not
that  of  proletarian Iievolution,  of  the  destruction  of  the  bour-
geois  state.    i.thel'e  al`e  the  principles  on  which  our  movement
rest;s?

That  is  w]ry  we  are  so  insistent  on  opening  this  fraalc,  deep
international  discussion  and why  we  place  no  formal  condition
on how  it  beginso    Only  through  this  discussion will  the  Fourth
Internat_i_onal  be  able  to  function  on  the  basis  of  democratic
centlialism  and  within  the  framewol`k  of  the  pl.inciples  of  the
transitional  pl`ogram.

Ijet  me  add  that  we  believe  that  the  concrete  historical
development  of  the  Fourth  International  has  created  a  situation
in  irthich  organizations  like  the  S1,.JP  and  the  OCI  have  special
responsibilities.

That  is  wiry,  in  reitel`ating  the  proposal  made  by  the  Orga-
nizing  Committee ±`or the  Reconstruction  of  the  Fourth  Interna-
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tional  in  its  December  27  letter,  that  of participating  in the
pl.eparatory  discussion for  your  ne3db  international  congress,  I
appeal  to  you  on behalf  of  the  OCI  leadership  --  we  believe
that  organizing  a  real  exchange  of  views  between the  leadership
of  the  Sli.JP  and  that  of  the  Oof  would  I.ep.tieBent  an  extremely
important,  positive  step.

For  ny  part,  I  am prepalied  to  travel  to  the  Uhited  States
this  summer,  brefel'a-oly  during  the  month  of  August,  to  conduct
such  a  I.esponsible  discussion  around  an  agenda  which  we  can
dl`aw  up  together,  in whatever  form  and  cilicumst8nces  you believe
to  be  best.

With fraterml  greetings ,
f or  the  OCI  Political  Bureau
P.  Iambert
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14  Charles  Ijane
New   York,   N®Yo   10014
June  5,   1975

Dear  Coml`ade  Ijanbert,

Thank  yoLi.  for  your  lettel`  again  outlining  your
position  I`egarding  a  discussion  of  the  balance  sheet
to  be  drawn  on  the  internal  differences  in  the  world
Trotskyist  movement  going  back  sevel`al  decades®     For
the  moment  I  will  not  take  up  the  points  you  raise  in
your  lettel`  save  for  two  itemso

One  is  the  importance  of  a  comradely,   open-minded
attitud.e,  particulal`1y  in  public  polemicso     It  is  true
that  revolutionary-I``Iarxists  are  characteristically  not
given  t;o  restraint  in  debating  differenceso     However,
this  is  ral`ely  justified.  inside  the  movement,   in  my
opiniono    And  certainly  it  is  out  of  place  if  thel`e  is
a  narrowing  of  political  differences,  however  deep  the
diffel`ences  may  be  on  other  levelso

The  other  item  is  your  reference  to  Comrade
Mandel's  denial  to  Mansholt  that;  he   "advocates"  tel`-
rorism®     Comrade  Handel  made  a  similar  denial  at
greatel`  length  ii-I  his  reply
publisbed  in  the  October  9,
aental  Press®     His  current.staterient  should    e  welg  ed
in  t  at  contexto

In  the  final  part  of  your  letter,  you  indicate
your  readiness  to  visit  the  United  States  this  summel`
to  discuss  a  possible  agenda  and  the  forms  and  condi-
tions  of  a  responsible  discussion®     The  leadership  of
i;he  Socialist  Workers  pal`ty  would  be  opposed  to  taking
up  such  a  question  unilaterallyo    A  thoroug\hgoing  dis-
cussion  such  as  you  envisage  would  necessarily  involve
the  United  Secretariat  and  would  have  to  be  taken  up
thel`e ®

If  you  plan,  despit;e  this,  to  visit  the  United
States  in  August,  you  and  any  other  comrades  of  the
Comit6  d'Organisation  would  be  welcome  to  attend  as
observel`s  at  the  open  sessions  of  the  convention  of
the  SWP,   which  is  scbeduled  for  that  mont;ho     In  case
you  al`e  interested,   I  would  be  glad  to  send  you  the
necessary  detailso

Fraternally  yours ,
s/Joseph  IIar+gen

cc :     United  Secretariat

E37EL'o:hi#e%gnti-
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oRGANlsATloN  CormTUNISTE   INTEENATloNAI,ISTE
(pour  la  Reconstl.uction  de  la  49  Internationale)

Dear  Comliade  Hansen,

TENsliAIION

Paris,   June  16,  1975
[received.  July  12]

Thank  you  for  your  letter  of  June  5®     It  seems  perfectly
normal  to  me  that  the  SWP  leadership  thinks  that  the  discussion
we  are  proposing  cannot  begin  unilaterally  between  the  SWP  and
the  OCI,  that  it  must  be  cond.ucted  from  the  begirming  with  the
United  Secretal.iat®    As  you  lmow,  we  have  no  objection  to  such
a  discussion.    I  would  simply  underscore  the  fact  that  in  the
proposal  we  mad.e  to  you  we  left  the  SWP  leadership  free  to
determine  the  agenda  and  the  fo]rm  of  the  discussion we  would
like  to  have;  that  is,  it  could  decide  the  breadth or  limita-
tions  of  the  exchange  of  views®   a   .   .

But  that  is  not  the  most  important  thing®    I'olitically  the
most  important  is  th.e  difficulty,  to  one  degliee  or  another,  of
beginning  the  discussion otherwise  than publicly  in our  dif-
ferent  newspapers  and magazines  without  at  least  a  preliminal'y
agreement  between  the  ol'ganizations  on  the  questions  to  be
debated®

As  you  ]mow,  we  first  proposed  to  the  United  Secretal.iat
that  a  discussion be  opened,  and  we  Iiepeated  our  pl.oposal  sev-
eral  times®     We  did  i;his  at  the  October  15  meeting  at;  which
you were  pliesent.    It  is  the  United  Secl'etal'iat  that  has  re-
fused  to  open  the  debate  and  has  remained  silent  since  that   `
Octobel`  15  meetingo     If  negotiations  came  to  an  end  it  was  not
owing  i;o   the  OCI®

In  this  context  and  in  the  face  of  what  we  believe  to  be
a  serious  situation foli  our  international  movement,  we  proposed
a  discussion  with  the  SW13  1eadershipo

Let  me  remind  you  that;  at  the  same  time,  in  the  arena  of
the  class  stl.uggle  in France  and  thus  in I.elation  to  possible
cormon  actions,  we  invited  the  Ligue  Communiste  Revolutiormail`e
to  participate  in  joint  meetings  we  organized  on  April  27o    The
LCR  declined  that  invitation.     So  we  wrote  to  the  LCR  again,
but  so  far  there  has  been no  response  to  our  lettero

As  I  wl.ote  to  you,  we  are  prepared  to  make  every  formal
accomodation  to  avoid  giving  an5r  false  plietext;  for  refusing  to
conduct  a  discussion with us,  and  in  all  sincerity  I  believe
that  for  our  part  our  pl.ess  has  given no  evidence  of  exaggel`ated
or  violent  polemics  in I'ecent  months®  It  would  be  difficult  to
say  as  much  for  the  "form"used  by  Rouge,  for  example,  in  its
polemic     against  the  OCI®

But  whatever  the  tone  or  the  "fraternal"  form  given  to  the
discussion,  the  fact  remains  that  immediate  political  differences
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--which  we  think  involve  the  very  pl`inciples  of  the  Fourth
Int;ermational--al`e  deepening  within  the  United  Secretariat  and
it;s  organizat;ions,   as  well  as  within  the  I`anks  of   "all  the  ol`-
ganizations  claiming  adherence  to  Trotskyism"   (to  r
expression  used  in  your  statement  of  January  2,   197;3:atT::e
positions  some  have  taken  in  the  name  of  Trotskyism  and  the
Fourth  Intel`national  on  such  vital  pl`oblems  of  the  class  struggle
as  Portugal  and  Vietnam  cannot  help  but  lead  to  catastrophes
for  our  movement  as  a  whole  unless  they  are  checked  by  a  dis-
cussion  that  gets  at  the  root  of  these  positionso

Taking  into  account  the  SWP  leadership's  decision  concerning
the  discussion  we  suggested,   I  shall  not  come  to  the  United
Stateso

On  the  other  hand,  we  are  receptive  to  the  invitation  to
the  OCI  to  attend  your  Convention  in  the  capacity  of  observero

Our  Political  Bureau  has  assigned  a  member  of  the  Political
Bureau  t;o  attend  your  Convention  as  an  obsel`ver®     He  will  also
represent  our  paper, Informations  Ouvri6res a So  please   send  us
the  details  you  mentioned  in  youl`  letter®

In  another  connection,   a  longtime  member  of  our  Political
Bureau  will  be  in  New  York  July  29-30  following  a  trip  to  Canada®
He  will  contact  the  SWP  on  his  al`rival,   since  obviously  he  is
eager  to  turn  that  brief  stay  to  good  advantage  by  meeting
the  comrades  of  your  leadershipo

FI`aternally,
/s/

Po   Iianbert    .

Peso     A  comrade  filled  me  in  on  his  telephone  conversation
with  youo     Thank  you  for  giving  us  permission  to  publish  TI`ot;sky's
article  on  freedom  of  the  presso     It;  is  a  pl`ecious  weapon  in  the
battle  we  must  wage  against  a  powel`ful  Stalinist  offensiveo
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August   1,1975

Pierre  Ijambert
OI`ganization  Communiste  Internationaliste
Paris,  France

Dear  Coml`ad.e   Ijambert ,

Thank  you  for  your  letter  of  June  16,  which
we  received  July  12o

We  are  glad  to  learn  that  a  comrade  will  be
able  to  attend  our  convention  which  will  take
place  August  17-21  in  Cleveland,   Ohio.     If  the
coml`ade  will  contact  our  national  office  on  his
al`rival  in  Nol`th  America  we  will  give  him  all  the
necessary  information  concerning  travel  and  ac-
e omodation s o

We  have  heard  nothing  from  the  other  comrade
you  mentioned,   so  we  assume  that;  he  was  unable  to
make  his  anticipated  stopover  in  New  Yol`ko

We  were  pleased  to  see  that  you  were  able  to
run  Trotsky's  article  oil  fl`eedom  of  the  press  in

-\Informations  Ouvri5res a It  is  not  necessary  to
ask  fol`  permission,   as  you  dido     Since  it  was
initiated,   one  of  IP's  functions  has  been  to  pl`o-
vide  a  press  servi6E  for  workers  publications
intel`nat;ionallyo    All  that  is  asked  is  that`  credit
be  given  as  to  the  sourceo

Fraternally,
s/  Joseph  Hansen

cc :     United  Secretariat
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TENSI.ATION TENSIATI0N

REVOLUTIONARY  COMMUNIST   IEAGtH

FRENCH  SECTION  OF  THE  FOURTH   INIEENATIONAL

Paris
June  29,   1975

To  t;he  Executive  Committee
of  the  SWI>

Dear  Comrades,

The  enclosed  letter  was  discussed  and  approved
at  the  most  recent  meeting  of  the  ICE  Central  Com-
mittee  on  June  29.     It  concerns  the  letter  from  Com-
I`ade  Jo  Hansen  to  Lambert,   a  member  of  the  leader-
ship  of  the  OCI,  inviting  him  to  the  Coming  conven-
tion  of  the  SWP®

Awaiti]ng  a  I`apid  Iiesponse,  we  send  our  fraternal
greetings a

For  the  Political  Bureau:
Alain Krivine



TRANSIATION TENsliATION

REvol,uTloRARr  coliuruNIsq  IEAGun
FRENcl[  SECTION   CF   TEE  FOURTH   INTERNATIONAL

Par.is
June  29

To  the  Executive  Committee
of  the  SWP

Dear  Coml`ades,

The  United  Secl'etariat  has  f orwarded  to  us  a  copy  of  Comrade
J®  Hansen's  answer  to  an  undated  letter.  from  hambert.

We  agl.ee  with  Comrade  Hansen  wheri  he  writes  that  any  discus-
sion with  the  OCI  or  its  Organizing  Committee  is  a  matter  that
primal.ily  concerns  the  Uhited  Secretal'iat.    We  will  not  fail  to
make  our  position  ]mown  on  this  matter  when  it  comes  up  on  i;he
Usec  agenda.

However.,  we  do  not  think  your  invitation  to  Lambert  to  attend
the  coming  convention  of  the  SWP  is  an  intel`nal  affail`  of  the  SWP.
We  think  that  this  is  also  a  matter  f or  discussion  in  the  Usec

a::tin£%:EL:¥±:=:L5h€:rStd::::S:£:  the  LCR  (French  section of  the
You  know  that  since  May  1968,  without  going  back  further,

i;he  I`elationship  between  the  IicR  and  the  OCI  has  been  essentially
a  hostile  one  because  of  the  gliave  political  differences  that  exist
between  the  two  organizations  and  because  of  the  OCI's  conduct  in
the  class  st;ruggle  in  Franceo     We  have  never  Iiefused  to  meet;  with
all  the  gI`oxps  on  the  fall  left  with  a  view  to  carrying  out  joint
actions.     This  includes  the  OCI  despite  its  scandalous  conduct  in
May  1968,  the  most  impol`tant  event  in  the  history  of  the  FI.ench
workel`s  movement  in  decades®     The  Lambertists,   let  us  not  foliget,
called  for.  abandoning  the  barricades  in  the  Quartiel`  Ijatin®    I)ul.ing
the  six  weeks  of  the  cl.isis  and  general  strike,  they  never  issued
calls  for  demonstrating  fol'  the  overthrow  of  the  government.    This
got  them  a  clean bill  of  health  fl`om  the  Conseil  d'Etat,  when
the  other  revolutionary  ol.ganizations  were  banned by  the  govern-
ment.

Uhfol'tunately,  there  have  been  very  few meetings  with  the
OCI  and  still  less  common  actions,   less  than  with  any  other.  oli-
ganization.    The  reasons  for  this  can be  easily  understood  when
you  consider  the  following  factso

Throughout  the  Vietnam  war,  the  Ijambel.tists  hal'dly  ever  pali-
ticipated  in  solidarity  demonst;rationso     They  even wrote  once
that  the  Vietnamese  struggle  was  hopeless®    They  showed  a  particu-
lar  predilection for  denouncing  the  Vietnamese  leaders,  even on
the  eve  of  the  liberation  of  Saigon,  accusing  them  of  not  wanting
to  take  the  city!



Jime  29/page  2

In  the  19'74  pl`esidential  election,  they  supported  Mitterl`and
on  the  fir.st  I.ound,   against  our  candidate  and.  the  Ijutte  Ouvriere
candidate.    Before  in  1973,  in the  legislative  elections,  after
sevelial  months  of  tripartite  discussions  including  us  and  Ijutte
Ouvri6re,   the  aim  of  which  was  to  reach  an  agl`eement  on  a  geo-
graphic  distl'ibution of  candidates,  they  broke  off  the  negotiations
to  run  a  few  candidates  only  in  places  where  we  and  Lutte  Ouvl'iere
had  candidates,  in  order  delibel'ately  to  damage  these  campaigns.

As  regards  Politugal  (whel.e  they  in fact  have  no  organization)
t;heir  art;icles  and  leaflets  in Paris  have  "unconditionally"  sup-
ported  Soalies'  party  and pl.esented  the  slogan  "All  Power  to  the
Constituent  Assembly."    Recently,  they  pal`ticipated  in  anti-Franco
demonstliations  under  the  slogan  "Long  Live  the  Republic!"

Ijast  year  in  the  Force  Ouvriere  convention,  they  voted  for.
the  leadel`ship  I`epol`t  given  by  the  General  Secl`etary  Bergel.on,

a::e±:1:PE:s8ga5:±£T_¥Egn6±gLa8:#gd¥±:g±:EeogGRfajg:¥€g:r85±on
controlled  union  federation  and who  has  acted  openly  as  a  strike-
bl.eaker  against  the  pl'inting  workel`s  at  the
at  pl.esent  is  the  main test  of  stl`ength  in  t

Par.isien  Iiibe'I.e' which
ein

FI'ance®     Out  of  the  last  three  issues  of  the  Ijambel`t;ist  organ,  we
f ind  a  shol't  note  in the  fil`st  saying  that  the  attitude  of  Force
Ouvriere  in  this  strike  is  "unacceptable"   (such  a  moderate  term
is  not  usual  in  their  polemics  against  us);  the  following  issue
says  nothing  about  the  strike,  and  the  last  issue  has  an article
whose  f ire  is  dil.ected  entirely  against  the  union  the  strikers
belong  to  and  which  is  defending  a  trade-union gain.

Moreoveli,  they  have  called  the  Ijlp  strike  leader  Piaget,  an
agent  of  the  bosses  and  the  Catholic  hielial`chy®

Ijet  us  also  ref er  in a  few wol'ds  to  their  methods  in  the
workers  movement.     Ijike  Healy,  the  Lambertists  habitually poison
political  discussions,  including  those  that  lead  to  splits  in their
I.anks,  by  hurling  accusations  about  people  being  agents  of  the
bourgeoisie  or  the  Kremlin®     They  have  done  so  against  us.     Thus,
in  theil`  commentary  on  the  last  convention  of  the  IjcR,  they  put
us  in  the  category  of  "all  the  f ol'ces  that  defend  the  social  Iie-
lations  of  capitalist  pl'oduction,"  saying  that  our  role  was  to"betray  the  revolution  in  the  name  of  the  Fourth  International."
So,  after  this  no  cl.edibility  can be  given  to  any  accusations  they
raiseo

The  Lambertists  also  habitually  use  violence  within  the
workers  movement,   especially  against;  the  far-left  organizations.
They  have  done  so  again  recently  against  a  gI'ouplet  that  broke
from  them.

But  while  these  few  indications  explain the  paucity  of  com-
mon  actions  with  the  OCI,  this  is  not  the  essential,  fundamental
I.eason  for  our  objectionto  the  invitation you  have  sent  to  Lambel.t
and  his  people.
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You  have  always  said  that  only  your  country's  I.eactionary
laws  plievented  you  from  formally  being  members  of  the  Fourth  In-
ternational.    This  is  why  we  have  always  considel'ed  you  as  morally
an  integral  pal't  of  the  Foul'th  Intel`national,  t;hat  is,  as  a  part
of  the  Wol.1d  Pality  of  the  Socialist  Revolution,  whose  existing
framework  all  member.s  respect  and  in which  all  members  are  in
solidal.itv  with  the  other  organizations  of  the  Fourth  Intel'national
in other  countries,  not  just  in genel'al  solidarity  in the  struggle
against  capitalism  but  also  against  the  dissident  glioups  that  have
broken  with  the  Fourth  International.    We  have  no  objections  in
principle  to  inviting  fol`mations  outside  the  Fourth  International
to  a  convention  --  we  do  it  --  but  in  the  context  of  the  conception
we  jointly  hold  of  the  Fourth  Intel`national,  we  do  not  think  that
it  is  possible  to  invite  a  gI`oup  without  I irst  ]mowing  the  opinion
of  the  section  in  the  country  in  question®

The  invitation  to  Ijambel`t,  in whatever.  form  it  is  made,  will
inevitably  become  ]mown  publicly  and  intel`plieted  by  everyone,
stal`ting  with  the  OCI,  as  a  political  act.    Everyone  will  conclude
that  the  SWP  intends  to  put  the  OCI  and  the  ICE  on  the  same  level.
And  i;his  conclusion will  be  correct.    in  the  past  of  the  Trotskyist
movement,  this  was  the  interpretation given to  the  invitation
issued  by  Nin  and  his  ol.ganization  to  a  representative  of  a  dis-
sident  groixp  to  attend  the  convention  of  t;he  Spanish  organization
in  Mar.ch  1922  with  the  same  status  as  the  delegates  of  the  Inter-
national  Secl`etal'iat  and  the  FI.ench  section  at  the  time,  and  TI'otslay
was  the  fil'st  to  so  interpret  ito    This  is  how  the  membel`s  of  the
ICE will  understand  it  today®    They  will  undelistand  that  at  the
very  time  they  are .cal'rying  out  an  audacious  decision  --  launching
a  daily,  the  first  daily  published by  a  section of  the  Foul'th  In-
ternational  --  at  a  time  when  they  have  the  right  to  expect  the
moral  suppol`t  of  all  those  who   justly  claim  to  be  members  of  the
Fourth  Intel`national,  the  SWP  leadership  has  put  them  on  the  same
level  as  t;he  OCI®     They  will  under.stand  that  at  the  ver3r  time
when you want  to  celebl`ate  the  1963  I-eunification  at  youl'  conven-
tion,  a  celebration we  would  like  to  join  in,  you  are  giving  aid
to  a  group,  which  along  with  Healy,  has  been  the  most  vicious  foe
of  reunification  and which has  not  given up  its  intention  to
destroy  ito    The  OCI  is  seeking  only  to  shal.pen  the  diffel'ences
and  tensions  in  the  International  and  to  this  end  it  will  use  the
invitation given it  to  redouble  its  struggle  against  what  it  calls
the  "cul'rents  that  challenge  the  programmatic  bases  of  Trots]eyism""within  the  Usec  and  its  organizations."

For.  these  Iieasons  we  were  sul.prised  by  your  move.     We  appeal
to  you vigorously  to  change  a  decision  that  puts  in  question
whether  we  can  attend  your  convention.     We  ask  you  to  inform  us
as  soon  as  possible  of  your.  final  decision.

copy  to  the  United  Secl`etariat
of  the  Fourth  International

FI.aternally,
The  Centlial  Committee  of  the

{±g::cfo£#tg=eoEe¥%:u±5:g£±re
Inter.national)
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July  28,  1975

To:     the  Central  Committee  of  the  Ijigue  Communiste  Revolutionnail`e
(FI'ench  Section  of  the  Fourth  Intemational)

Dear  Coml`ades,

We  I`eceived  your  letter  of  June  29  indicating  that  you may
not  attend  our  August;  17-21  convention because  of  the  invit;ation
extended  by  the  SWP  I'c)litical  Committee  to  the  Organizing  Com-
mittee  for  the  Reconstl.uction  of  the  Foul`th  Intel`national  to  ob-
sel`ve  the  open  sessions.     We  were  sol`ry  to  learm  that  you  had
placed  a   question  mark  over.  your`attendance®     We  hope  our  Iieply
will  clarify  i;he  matter  and.  that  a  sizable  delegation  from  your
leadership  will  be  pl.esent  in  accordance  with  the  pl.actice  you
have  followed  in  I`ecent  yeal`s.

For  our  part  we  wel`e  genuinely  surprised  by  your  reaction.
We  consider  our.  invitation  to  the  OI.ganizing  Committee  i;o  be
within  the  genelial  fliamewol.k  of  the  unanimous  decisions  taken by
the  Uhited  Secretariat  last  October  and  Decembel'®     Since  this
essential  framewol'k  of  the  previous  decisions  of  the  Uhited  Sec-
I`etal`iat  (which  the  SWP  leadership  agl`ees  with)  is  not  I.ef erred.
to  in your  letter  to  us,  perhaps  it  would  be  wol`thwhile  to  begin
by  recalling  those  decisions®

At  the  meeting  of  the  United  Secretariat  last  Octobel'  12-13,
fratel.nal  observers  of  the  SWP  reported  on  the  new  request  from
the  leadership  of  the  OI`ganization  Communiste  Intermationaliste,
on behalf  of  i;he  Organizing  Committee  to  Reconstruct  the  Fourth
International,  to  open  a  political  discussion with  the  Uinited
Secretal'iat®    After  considel'ing  the  request  and  the  background
leading  up  to  it,  the  United  Secl`etariat  unanimously  agreed  to
send  a  delegationtomeet  with  the  OCI  leadership  to  hear  their
proposals.    It  was  agreed  that  this  United  Secl'etariat  delegation
should  include  at  least  one  of  the  leaders  of  the  FCR®     It  was
further  agreed  to  pl'opose  that  inter.nal  bulletins  be  exchanged,
and  that  the  possibility  be  consider.ed  of  collaboration  in  areas
such  as  defense  wol`k  and  publishing  projects  for  Tliotskyist  lit-
eratul`e  in  the  various  East  European  languages.     Several  member.s
of  the  political  bul'eau  of  the  FI.ench  section par.ticipated  in this
United  Secl`etariat  discussion  and  voted  foil  taking  this  step®

Comrades  in  the  leadership  of  the  ICE  are  familiar  with  the
October  15  meeting  with  the  OCI  leadership  as  three  I`eports  on
it  --  one  by  Pierre  Rousset,   one  by  Joseph  Hansen  and  one  by
FI.ancois  DeMassot  --  wel.e  Oil.culated  in  the  FCR  last  fall.

As  proposed  by  the  Uhited  Secretal'iat,  arrangements  wel`e
made  t;o  exchange  internal  bulletins.
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At  the  November  16-17,   and  December  17,   1974,  meetings  of
the  United  Secretariat  there  was  further  discussion  on  the  steps
to  be  taken  in  Iiesponse  to  t;he  request  for  political  discussion
as  spelled  out  by  Coml'ade  Lambert  at  the  October  15  meeting.
There  wel`e  differences  among  the  membel`s  of  the  United  Secl.etariat
on  how  to  intelipret  the  overtures  fl.om  the  OCI  leadership.     Some
thought  it  was  nothing  but  a  maneuver  to  tl.y  to  exploit  and
deepen  the  political  differences  within the  Fourth  Int;el`nationali
others  thought  the  evidence  indicated  that  the  OCI  leadership
was  sincere  in  its  desire  to  pal`ticipate  in  the  discussion  of
questions  of  prime  political  importance  taking place  within the
Fourth  International ®

Despite  differing  evaluations  of  the  OCI's  intentions,  how-
ever,  there  was  again  unanimous  agl.eement  on  the  next  step.    The
Uriited  Secretariat  decided  to  take  up  two  points  with  the  OCI
leadel`ship  before  pl.oceeding  to  further  discussions®    The  fil`st
was  clarification  of  some  stat;ements  open  to  misinterpl'etation
in  the  intel`nal  I'eport  by  FI`ancois  DeMassot  referred  to  aboveo
The  second.  was  a  commitment  by  the  OCI  leader.ship  to  cease  using
public  chal`actel'izations  of  leaders  of  tbe  international  t;hat
al`e  out  of  place  if  they  are  sel'ious  about  establishing  a  fl.ame-
work  for  coml`adely  debate®

In  addition,  coml'ades  of  the  leadership  of  the  French  section
felt  stl.ongly  that  a  public  statement  by  the  leadership  of  the
SWP  was  in  order,  in  light  of  the  publicity  given  to  the  OCI's
contacts  with  the  United  Secretal`iat  by  opponents  of  the  intel`na-
tional  and  their  accusations  of  a  secl.et  intl.igue  between  the
Shiff  and  Oclo     We  were  dubious  about  the  wisdom  of  such  a  public
move,  but  the  opinions  of  the  FI`ench  leadership  were  of  concern
to  us,   and  we  acquiesced®     The  SWP  Political  Bureau  issued  a
statement,  published  in  the  January  13,  1975,  issue  of  Intercom-

to  our  ]mowledge,   this  has  nQL   Hen    u  -
of  the  ICE  member.ship7  or' commented

tinental  Press.    Since
lished  for  the  information
on by  the  leader.ship,  we  have  enclosed  a  copy.

As  you  can  see,  the  statement  details  t;he  history  of  the
contacts  between  the  Uhited  Secretariat  and  the  OI'ganizing
Committee  and  asks  the  OCI  leadeliship  to  altel`  the  character  of
its  public  polemics.

The  letter  of  Coml.ade  I'ielire  Lambel.t  is  a  I.eply  to  the  state-
ment  of  the  SWP  Political  Bureau®     This  reply  clearly  provides
additional  conf irmation  of  the  desire  of  the  Organizing  Committee
to  remove  obstacles  standing  in  the  way  of  a  political  discussion.

This  was  the  conte3de  in  which  the  SWP  Political  Committee
asked  Joe  Hansen  to  answel'  Coml.ade  Ijambert's  letter,   specifying
that  we  continue  to  be  opposed  to  unilatel`al  discussions  between
the  SWP  and  OCI,  but  would  take  the  matter  up  with  the  Uhited
Secl`etaTiat.     As  Comrade  Lambel`t  indicated  he  might  be  in  North
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Ameliica  in  the  month  of  August,  we  extended  an invitation  to  him
or  a]ry  other  comrades  representing  the  Organizing  Committee  for
the  Reconstl.uction  of  the  Fourth  International  to  observe  the
open  sessions  of  our  convention®

In  I'egard  to  your  letter  of  June  29  objecting  to  t;his  invita-
tion  we  would  like  to  make  sevel'al  observations.

1.    You note  that  the  invitation  is  of paliticular  concern
to  the  LCR  (French  section  of  the  Fourt;h  Intelinational)®     We  of
coul'se  agree  with you  that  the  OCI  is  the  strongest  component
of  the  OI.ganizing  Committee  for  the  Reconstl`uction of  the  Fourth
International,  and  in that  sense  the  invitation  is  of  interest
to  the  FI-ench  section®     But  we  would  remind  you  that  thel.e  are
signif icant  groups  affiliated  to  the  OI.ganizing  Committee  in
other  countl`ies,  including  Canada,  Mexico,  BI`itain,   Israel,  and
Argentina,  where  there  alie  also  sections  and  sympathizing  organi-
zations  of  the  Foulith  International  which  are  directly  affected.
That  is  why  we  consider  the  question of  contacts  with  the  Orga-
nizing  Committee  ol'  leaders  of  the  OCI  acting  on  behalf  of  the
Organizing  Committee,  i;o  be  a  matter  for  consider.ation  by  the
United  Secretal.iat,  not  sixply  the  French  section®

Our  invitation was  extended  not  to  the  OCI per  se,  but  to
the  Organizing  Committee  --  an  int;ernational  current  that  con-
sidel`s  itself  palit  of  the  wol.ld  TI'otskyist  movement  and  with  whom
the  United  Secretariat  unanimously  decided  to  investigate  pos-
sibilities  for  certain kinds  of  joint  work;  with whom  the  Uhited
Secretal.iat  unanimously  agreed  to  exchange  all  inter.nal  discussion
material;   and  with  whom  the  United  Secretal`iat  agl.eed  to  explore
the  fruitfulness  of  more  extended political  discussion®

We  would  note  that  other  sections  directly  concel`ned,  such
as  tr`.e  Canadian  section,   expressed  an  opinion  opposite  to  that
now  voiced  by  the  ICRo    At  the  July  1975  United  Secl'etariat
meeting  they  pointed  out  that  those  observing  the  SWP  convention
might  be  influenced  enough  by  what  they  heal'd  and  saw  to  consider
it  desil.able  for  the  groups  aff iliated  to  the  OI.ganizing  Commit-
tee  to  move  more  actively  towards  the  Uhited  Secretariat.

While  thel'e  were  differing  views  within  the  Uhited` Secl.e-
tal`iat  concerning  the  degree  to  which  this  invitation  advanced
i;he  pl.ocess  initiated  by  the  earlier  Uhited  Secl'etariat  decisions
the  July  United  Seclletal'iat  meeting  decided  to  expl'ess  no  opinion
in  disagreement  with  the  invitation.

2.     The  lal.gest  part  of  your  letter.  deals  with  an  enumella-
tion  of  political  differences  that  have  divided you  fl.om  the  OCI
for  the  last  seven year.s,   "without  going  back further,"  as  you
say.     We  would  only  note  that  these  al.e  beside  the  point®    A
similar  list  could  have  been  drawn up  any  time  in the  last  decade.
But  again,  you  leave  out  what  has  changed:    the  disintegl.ation
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of  t;he  former  International  Committee  including  the  split  between
Heady  and  Ijambert,  between  Ifambert  and  Varga,  between  Wolhforth
and  Healyi  between  Healy,  Thormett  and  Black,  and  so  on;   the
effect  of  the  incl.easing pace  of  the  class  struggle  on the  forces
al.oiind  the  Organizing  Committee;  the  effect  of  the  continued

g:8rgfand  development  of  the  Fourth  Internationali  and  the  ef-
the  plioof  of  ouli ability  since  1969  to  conduct  a  fall-

ranging  political  debate  in a  comradely  way  despite  sharp  dif-
fer.ences®    You  also  leave  out  something  else  that  has  changed  --
the  attitude  of  the  OCI  leadership  as  shown by  their  request  to
open  a  political  discussion with  us;  their  willingness  to  accept
whatever  format  or  agenda  for  discussion  we  prefer;  and  their
demonstl'ated.  willingness  to  remove  obstacles  to  this  discussion
by  altering  the  character  and  tone  of  theil'  polemics.    These
wel.e  the  new  factors  that  prompted  the  United  Secl.etal.iat  to
respond  in  the  first  place.

Under  such  conditions,  to  reply  by  simply  repeating  a  list
of  political  differences  that  may  be  under.  pliocess  of  alteration,
and  to  I'efuse  on  those  gI`ounds  to  discuss,   would  be  a  I.esponse
more  appropriate  to  dead-end  factionalists  than to  revolutionary
Mal'xists.    The  conclusions  that  would  be  drawn by  the  entil.e
wol.kers  movement  is  that  we  are  not  confident  or  capable  enough
to  confliont  the  OCI  politically  or  that  we  al`e  begirm.ing  to  act
more  like  a  sect  than  a  Iieninist  leadership  determined  to  build
the  Fourtb  Internat;ional.

You  seem  to  I.ecognize  this  plioblem  when you  state,   ''this
is  not  the  essential,  fundamental  I.eason fol`  our  objection  to
the  invitation. "

3.     If  we  understand  you  correctly,  yoim  fundamental  ob-
jection  is  that  you consider  our'  invitation  to  be  a  bl`each  of
the  noms  of  democratic  centl.alism  because  it  is  not  "possible
to  invite  a  gI.oup  without  f il.st  ]mowing  the  opinion  of  the  sec-
tion  in  the  country  in  question."

But  the  fact  is  that  the  leadeliship  of  the  IjcR voted  in
favol`  of  the  course  set  by  the  United  Secl.etariat.    Our  invita-
tion  to  the  OI`ganizing  Committee  comes  within  this  framewol.k
and  has  nothing  to  do  with  challenging  the  norm  you  out;line.

4®     The  invitation  to  the  Organizing  Committee  is,  as  you
say,  a  political  act,  but  there  is  no  basis  fol`  your  assertion
that  the  SWP  thereby  intends  to  put  the  OCI  and  the  LCR  on  the
same  level.     As  everyone  on  the  left  ]mows,   the  LCR  and  SWP  al.e
part  of  a  common  intel`nat;ional  cur.Iient.     Wel.e  it  not  for.  I.eac-
tionary  legislation  in  the  United  States  we  would be  the  American
section of  the  Fourth  International.    Repl'esentatives  of  our
Iiespective  leaderships  I`egularly  attend  each  other' s  conventions
and  national  committee  meetings,  not  merely  as  observers  at  the
open  sessions  but  as  fratel.nal  delegates  to  whom  the  courtesy  of
voice  has  been  extended  when  I`equested.
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To  avoid  any  misundel`standing  owing  to  incomplete  informa-
tion,  we  should  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  unlike  the  con-
ventions  of  the  French  section,  our  conventions  al`e  generally
open.     Not  only  elected.  delegates,but  all  member.s  of  the  SWP
and  YSA,   selected  syxpat;hizers,  and  members  of  any  section  or
sympathizing  organization  of  the  Fourth  Intel'national  al`e  all
invited  to  attend®    At  this  yeal`'s  convention we  anticipate  that
more  than  a  hundred  normembers  will  be  present  and  possibly  even
reporters  from  major.  daily  newspaper.s®

Under  the  circumstances,  an  invitation  to  i;he  OI'ganizing
Committee  to  send  a  delegation  to  listen  to  the  ol.al  I`eports  and
d.ebates,  which  are  based  on  the  written discussion that  has
all.eady  been  made  available  to  them  by  the  United  Secl'etariat,
cannot  I.easonably  be  construed  as  a  decision  by  the  SWP  leadel'-
ship  to  place  the  OCI  in  the  same  category  as  the  IjcR.

5®    Your  I'eference  to  Nin's  invitation  to  Collinet  of
the  Gauche  Communiste  in  France  to  I.epresent;  the  French  section
of  the  International  Iieft  Opposition  at  the  convention  of  the
Spanish  Iieft  Opposition  in  March  1932  does  not  appeal`  pertinent
in  our  opinion.    Did  the  Intel`national  Secl'etariat,  with  the
agl.eement  of  Molinier,  Frank  and  Naville,   decide  in  late  1931
to  meet  with  Rosmel`'s  group  to  explol`e  possibilities  for  polit-
ical  discussion  and  areaj5  of  collaboliation?    Did  the  Intel`national
Secretariat  decide  to  give  RosmeT-'s'group  all  internal  discussion
matel.ial  of  the  Ijeft  Opposition  and  its  Spanish  section?    Did
Nin  keep  the  Intel'national  Secret;ariat  informed.  of  his  contacts
wit;h  the  Gauche  Communiste?    Did  he  send  copies  of  all  col.I'espon-
dence  and  related  documents  to  the  FI.ench  section  and  the  Inter.-
national  Secl.etariat?    Did  the  International  Secretal`iat  dele-
gation  (Molinier,  Frank  and  Naville)  boycott  the  Spanish  conven-
tion when  it  was  agreed  to  seat  Collinet  as  an  obselrver,  while
they  were  seated  as  fl'atel`nal  delegates?    The  answer  to  each
question  is,  No®    Such  details,  all  of  which  al'e  pertinent  to
the  international  framework,  but  which you  fail  to  mention  in
your  lett;er,  are  rather  impol'tant®

6.    You  seem  to  imply  that  our  action  is  particulal`ly  dubious
in  light  of  the  decision  of  the  LCR  to  launch  a  daily  paper®    The
exact  cormection between  the  two  is  not  vel`y  clear  to  us®     In
any  case,  we  are  certainly  pleased  that  the  French  section  of  the
Fourth  International  today  f eels  itself  str.ong  enough  to  take
the  step  of  publishing  a  daily  and  we  wish you  the  best  of  suc-
cess  in  the  ventulieo     In  light  of  this  considel'able  expansion
of  the  TI.otskyist  pl'opaganda  apparatus  in  FI`ance,  however,   it
seems  to  us  that  it  would be  desirable  to  seek  to  mobilize  suppoi-t
for  this  undertaking  fl.om  all  sections  of  the  FI.ench  left,  in-
cluding  organizations  that  claim  to  be  Trotskyist®

We  thus  see  no  contradiction between  launching  a  daily  and
I`esponding  to  overtul`es  from  a  group  that  might  decide  to  move
further  in our  direction.
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For  all  these  reasons  we  think  the  objections  you  I`aise
in your  letter ,do, not  warrant  withdl'awing  the  invitation to  the
OI`ganizing  Committee  for.  the  Reconstruction  of  the  Foulith  Inter-
national  to  obselt/e  the  open  sessions  of  our  convention®     In
fact  it  would  be  cliff icult  to  offer  a  I'easonable  explanation  for
such  a  tul'nal'ound  and  it  would  open  the  United  Secretariat  and
the  SUP  to  chdl.ges  of  bad  faith.

We  repeat  that  we  sincel`ely  hope  that  repliesentatives  of
the  Political  Bureau  of  the  ICE will  attend  our  conventiono
They  will  be  welcomed  as  fraternal  delegates  and  accol`ded  all
the  courtesies  that  have  unfailingly  been  extended  i;o  the
FI`ench  section  at  evel`y  past  convention  of  the  Socialist  Workers
Party.

With  coml.adely  gI.eetings ,
/s/
Mary-Alice  Watel's
for  the  SWP  I'olitical  Committee

cc:     United  secl`etal.iat
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TO   ALlj   ORGANIZERS   ANI)   BOSTON   WORK   DIRECTORS

I)ear  Coml`ades,

Enclosed  is  a  communication  from  the  YSA  national  office
to  YSA  locals  which  should  be  shared  with  party  Boston  work
directors a

Key  immediate  tasks  in  building  support  for  the  May  17
march  are:     1)     To  encourage  chapters  of  the  National   St;udent
Coalition  Against  Racism  to  approach  the  NAACP  chapters   in
each  area,   to  secul`e  their  endorsement  of  May  17  and  to  dis-
cuss  best  ways  to  build  citywide  coalitions  that  involve  Black
community  groups,   trade  unions,  women's  liberation  organiza-
tions  and  otherso     2)     To   secure   endorsements  of  May  17  from
the  same  broad  range  of  gI`oups  and  prominent  individualso
Such  groups  and  individuals  can  telephone  the  Boston  NAACP
for  further  information,   if  this  will  help®    Endol.sements
should  be   sent  t;o  both  the  Boston  NAACP  and  the  National
Student  Coalition  Against  Racism   (addresses  below)a     3)     To
take  steps  along  the  lines  of  the  YSA  let;ter  to  involve  the
bl`oadest  possible  layer  of  Blacks  and  other  oppressed  nation-
alities   in  NSCAR  and  local  citywide  May  17  coalitions®   ---.In
Boston,   NSCAR  plans  to  move  its  headquarters  into  the  Black
community  and  is  working  to  establish  close  collaboration  with
bl`oader  forces  in  the  Black  community,   especially  the  NAACP,
in  the  work  of  building  the  marcho

Comradely,

Bcwirfu)cS`,xp,ctu
Bal`ry  Sheppard
SWP  RTational   Office

Boston  NAACP
451  Massachusetts  Aveo
Boston,   FTassachusetts
Pelephone  617/267-1058

National  Student  Coalition
Against  Racism
720  Beacon  Street
Boston,   Massachusetts
lelephone :   617/266-9665


