June 21, 1972.

Dear Ross and Gary,

I nttended the Licsue Cormuniete's Central Committee
meeting held June 17~-19. Their session on preparaticns for
the cominz World Congress seemed perticularly significint
to me, and I have typed up a transcript of my notes of the
discusaion.

I'm aware of the problems of such a transcription, par-
ticulzr when you take notes in a different language from that
used by the speakers. But I thini: this is a pretty accurate
record of the ideas expressed, omitting moinly*™rrelevant material.
The entire discussion was four houss long. On re-reading the
transcript, I see that I have Vergeat describing the World
Congress of 1969 with more clarity thaen was actually there.
This part of his report, in fact, was highly vague z2nd sugges-
tive; incomprehensible to the unitiated. Other contributions,
like those of Jebracq and Micheloux, have lost their violence
of tone.

Here is a translation of the pseudonyms: Jebracq--Ben Said.
Volodar—~licheloux. Delphin--~Krivirne. Ramos--Lequenne.
@illes~-a leading comrade from outside the center.

A few words on the balance of their Plenum,

A discuszion on Indochins solidarity work generally reaffirmed
their peesent oriemtation, stressing the need toc continue TSI
work over the summer.

A report recommending that the Ligue run as many candidates as
possible in the 1973 legislative electidns met' with considerable
opposition from leading comrades from outside Paris. Oy TAcze

xoatdwxbywiheviezdershkpy Conrades saw little

political gain in such 2 {great expenditure of energy. XKrivine

stepped in and rebutted this opposition,fm making considerable

ractical concessions to it regarding the number of candidates
tcetra, In the end, the vote to run candidates was almost

unanimous,

A couple 0of leading comrades emphasized the difference
between this campaign and that of 1969: the latter was a propa-
gandistic campaign for soviet power; the 1073 campaign would aim
t0 popularize key Wewamizy {immediate demands, ezf.

d M he U

One aspect of the report wes not acceptedi~the recommendation
thet in the "Second Round™ of ballcting next year, we advocate
8 vote for the candiates of the ®"Union of the Left" now being
negotieted bbtween the Communict &nd Socialist Farties.

Comrades of the central leadership (KMicheloux, Vieber) argued
that since the Communist and Soclielist Parties were clearly
going to come to an accord based on a common program {(not Just
an electoral trade-off) the question of the social base of the
Soecialiet Party was irrelevant, and we should vote for the BP
or the 8P without distinction. There was obviocusly a wide
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opposition to this along the lines that we shiould suprort the
CP candidates but not the S5F,

The impliecation of the Veber~liicheloux position wrme elearly
that we could vote SP even if the SF im a bourgeois party,
because it has entered into on electornl bloe with 2 worke.
party on the brsis ¢f 2 common progran..—«aich sounded to my
ears like the cle=msienl definition of © nopular fzont.

In frnet, many French comrades put a big gquestion rark over
trhe elase cherzcter of the SP, and raise that it may be evolving
towezds being a workers party. HWowevepxironiewioxirexz They seen
t0 be retre=zting all down the line cn their nrevieus anprecistion
of the politice of the French vorking clasr. lisw ironic, the
next Aay, to Rear that their bold resseessment of the class
character of the sotial-~democr:tic perties, made in 60-69, was
one of their fundamental disagreements with ue.

The question thet came t6 mind, however, was why the Lisue
Comnuniste did not attempt to intervene in this proceses, which
they say ia one of great ferment which will likely awaken the
broad imvewrwiwafxkke support of the working class—-by trying
to lay out the kind of "Union of the Left" which we feel inm
required, rather then weaiting until the second round of the
elections 40 vote for whatever animal the bureaucracies cook up.

There was also a dispute over 2 report from the Control
Commission. Expulsions of individuvael militoente _apnear $0 he
fairly frequent in the Ligue Comzuniste. One of the latest to
go is Johannees, the advocate of forming & youth movement On J——
two previous occasions, expelled comrader have apvealed to the 'in He
‘Control Commission, which recommended that their exnulsions be / cuse
reversed, and saw its recommendetion sccepted by the Central -~ o
Committee. This time, however, [there was “a Tight. T Victer
The expelled comrade in question was an ex~CC member who i
hgd held a minority position at the lagt congress. Apnarently
a“miﬂun£4a4mmw ck he hed formed e} group of revolutionary
n i chop JFailway workers refused to submit this work to the control
of his cell, saylng he had no confidence in the cell leadership.
The cell threw him out, and was supported by the Trade Union
Comaiarion. They mishendled the expulsion however. ‘The Control
Commission r@#commended thet the expulsion be reversed, but that
the comxrade be reduced to the rank of a candidate member. The
{rade union commission fought the Control Commimsion's recommenfMWWm.
dation, before the Central Committee, The Pplitical Bureaun maiaty;
abstained from the debate, until at the last moment Krivine, [, "0
without making eny politicel comment, proposed o reformulation :Q?
of the Control Comnission reccmmendation (WHiGh Would he MOTe ﬂjudm
acoeptable to the trede unicn commission. This was accented by‘\ £
& vote of 23-17, with the Political Mireau splitting dowvm the
middie. The Control Commission's position was pushed by Ramos
(Lequenne), Thomas--trade union direc*or for Itouxe, and an older
conrade whose name' sounded like "Cliarhon".

Ramos plays an active and articulate role in all the CC
discupseions, with a eriticsl edee %o mosit of his resarks. lie
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appears to Lo well integrated into the Lisuers vork, you neet
him res lsrly in the Imrasse. But he is clearl an vecvteider »
in the leadership, ~hose views are listened to with intecrest;
but who doea not enjoy srest influence.

Pierre Fronk was in Gervany and therefore did not st end
the Centrsl Cormittee meeti::fe

I found it hard to %al: to conrades nt the neeting. The
next day, however, I r~n iuto Verb, a CC nmeaber. Ghe shares
Riel's viewns on many suestious. She said the interaational
discusrion, in her view, had a calm and non-factiornl tone—
though she was referring chiefly to Vergeat and Hrivine., Tiere
sre divisiona intthe leadership, she felt, nnd tiis winn reflected
in the more factional tone of Nicheloux and Ben Said's remarks,
She, to0, felt that she could mgree with neither the majority
nor the minority on Latin America. I'm cccumulating quite a liset
of fakx holders cf tuis pokition.

I, too, a;g:n.ﬁazﬁzw%he superficisl feirness of the discussion.
But I didx not notice ang distinction between the leaders, other
than in their spesking style. They seemed to present different
nuanges of & commonly workec out position. And that position was
Prutally foctional. For it started out with the blunt assertion
of a fundamental difference betvween the Europeans and ti:e old-
fasniondd Trotekyists of Forth Americe. All that was left was
for the discucsion to reveal this difference in diiferent areas.
It started out with the conclusjon-—that the North: American's
views flowed from mm out-of-dute politics thot were noison to
the International. The function of the discussion is then to
provide evidence to juetify the conclusion, What better logle
{than Xhis to line up a leadership, close their ears, and convince =
{them that any sympathy to a view voiced by the SWP leadership is
a betrayel of ell that the Ligue Communiste and all the other
Eurepean organipations mkxmitxfoxx have acuieved.

It xxx is certainly a step forward that Communist League
leaders have recognized that the Latin American discussion has
implications for the whole world. Why then their esgerness to
defend the heritege of the 9th World Congress's continental
strategy--discredited even in their eyes? Do they rezally believe
that they have fundamental differcnces with us on the question
0f the use of violence in the advoanced bourgeois democracies?

It seems gtrained. Surely in many ways their reaction is a
defensive one--gttempiing to rally their forces after the fiaseo
of Latin America (the continent which was not even mentioned by
Vergeat'es ®eport). After all, they are putting their monery on
a fretty heterogeneous bloc, exvmwEwxwings which to vwin must
naintain the unity of the ERP, the Japanese, *the ING Roseites,
and the entirety of the European movemente—s bloc united only
by opposition to the SWP. Such an alliance needs all the glue

1t can get. B}
Ce ads gk e il




PREPARATIONS FOR THE TENTH WORLD CONGRESS
Ligue Communiste Central Committee, June 18

Vergeat (reporter):

I'm going to divide my report in three parts. First, the
lessone of the 9th wWorld Congrecss. Second, the recsrd of the last
three years. Third, our perspectlives for the next World Congress.

First, we must start off by noting the lack of preparation
of the Ligue Communiste (LC) for the debates at the last World
Congreszs. We arrived in Itaely wlth 1lttle knowledge of the debate.
This time, we must ensure that the Central Commlttee and the city
leadercehips are fully in touch. The World Congrees had an importance
which was not clear to those present. The Congress was shaped by
the Latin American question. The theme was: the International is
going to be constructed axmmmdxBmk In Bolivla. We had to orient
to this fact, to prepare to give support, glve practlcal ald, Etc,.
A few things, a few facts, are clear now, which we did not knéw
then. The uneven development of the sections of the Internationsal,
the lack of prior distribution of documents, our lack of knowledge
of the facts, the newmess of the leaderships-~all thls produced
an imbalence ("désdquilibre") which led to decislons whose
consequences we didn't understand et that time.

We belleved at that thime in the reallity of the organlizstions
which had to carry out the line in Latin America. The Argentinlan
and Bolivian organizations, especlally. The application of the
line, however, led to a series of alterztions in these two coun-
tries, Today the questlion is posed to what extent we can work
on the PRT-Combatiente ("egir sur") with a view of Trotskylzing
1t. This question was posed then, 1n 1969: the question of
thelr understending of Staliniem, of the Cuban leadershlp, thelr
appreclation of the traditions of armed struggle in Latin Americe,
of their attachment to the Fourth International. These protlems
were not solved then, but there seemed to be clear possibilities
of solving them.

Why then have things evolved as they have? The work of the
International's leadership with this section was insufficient.
.++ The comrades witxuked assigned to this work had little lmpact
on the education of the militants. The question of the accuracy
of the reports we recelved. A4l1l this tied in wilth the capacity
of the center to travel, to investigate--a capaclty which was
very limited, We knew little,

What is a World Congress of the Internatioral? Traditionally
its function had been to maintain the theoretic al unity of the
world movement, to re-examine and update our analysis of world
capitalism, Many understood the 9th World Congress in thils
fashion, But the 9th World Congress, in fact, was different.

A whole series of new forces hed come in, new sections which were
there on the basis of a breek with the traditional forms of &mx
vawxerbwim activity of the International, its traditions, its
themes of work: the French, the English, the Swlss, And the
themes debated at the Congress had 1little relationship with the
real experiences of these new organizetiona. Thus the youth
document written by the Americans in the name of tnhe United
Secretariat showe gn Imbalance in expe: ience. And the Chinese
dispute--well, thXZ¥°documents were really "Chinece"! The dif-
ferences were not very apgparent. The remlationship of the
differences to present practice wae not clesr. So the debate
on Latin America played the key role. And a whole scries of
themes whilch vere unclear then, but have come out more and more
clesrly since, were trought out: the utilization of violence,
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the response to Ssalinlsm, the approsch to the problem of trana-
formation of the bourgeois state--all these were inherent in the
Letin American debate,

The participation of the LC was "quentitetive"; we had little
political Influence. We had 1little real understanding of what
the Internatlonal was, and what we knew was from books. We had no
idea what 1t means to bulld an international lesdership. We had
a ¥alse view of the posslbllities of the International function-
ing like an Internatiocnal. We didn't foresee the consegences of
the congress for the Internatlional. Seversl sections refused
to accept the line of the Congrees and have continued to dleplay
their particular character("spécificité") since. Wwhat has
‘happened since then? That brings me to part two of my report.

The Internatlonal has developed as never before, quanti-
tatively and qualltatively. This development has confirmed
what had been showen at the Congreses in 1969: the manifest
disequilibrium between the sections who had retained a "pro-
pegandist" mmxk mode of intervention, and the "interventionist"
sections. Thls makes malntalning the theoretical unity of the
International more difficult. Politlcal problems came up that
uargently required solutlion, like that of the class character
of the soclal-democratic party of Germany and of the British
Labor Party.

And in Asla, for example, the moet tumultuous sector of
the world, with the greatest possibllities, apart from Japan,
we Bee elther stagnation, or decline of our organizations.

In Ceylon for example there 1s a lengthy and strong Trotskyist
tradition. But the workerist outlook of the group there, led

them 40 underestimate the youth radicallzatlion. The comrades

couldn't tske advantage of this. When 1t took the form of hhe
JVP, they were bypassed, The political initative, as a result
of this, and the defeat of the JVP, fell into the hands of the
government.

In India, the sectlion has a very rich trsditlon. But
very small, only 70 comrades 1in a country of hundreds of millions,
and in declline. Why has the section declined over the years,
éontinuling to losé its forces by ones, twos, and by small groups?

As for the Partal Acoma in Indonesla, we have been unable,
despite repeated attempts by a variety of channels, to rees-
tablish contact with 1t in recent years., Wwe 4o not know if
anything still exists.

In the Philliplnes a group, a very small group, was
established through the efforts of a Philliplnes comrade who had
been in Europe, and a Canadlian comrede. They had a false view
of the politics of that country, which flowed from trying to
impose European political concepts. Ac a result, the group hes
not progressed.

In Chlna, we have some tens of comrades in Hong Kong;
thex questlon 1s how to utilize their forces. This can best
be done 1n alliance with the Japanece comrades, for printing etec.

Only in Japan, 1in alltaaia, have we made prosress. A
cubstantial growth of the group; it cannot be excluded from the
actions of the left there. wWe have to re-examine the whole
framework of Asla from the starting point of the strength of
the Fapanese section.

In the Arab World, we see the difflcultyy—tire failure of
the Internstional leadersilp in intervening quickly 2nd decisively.



2

In Israel, other orgsnlzations, our opponents llke the Maolsts
and the Lambertists, stepped in and started to utilize the
Israel Soclallst Organization for thelr own ends. We had to
intervene forcefully to bacl up our comrades and assure them

of our support.

In Africa we had only two groups at the time of the last
world Congrese, one in Nigerla, one in South Africa. The latter
had great traditions, but had always been loose . Now
the organization scems very indistinct. ("flou") As for
Nigeria, the group nox longer exlsts as a Fourth Internstlionallst
group. But a certaln progress has been made 1n other countrles
of French-speaking Africa.

We come to Furope., Clearly the European groups now have
a declsive weight in the International., There has been an
uneven development in the International. The debate among the
European groups nhas centered on interventlon in trade union
work, and the relationship of thils work with the other areas
of interventlion. Thils theme 18 unique to Europe. In North
America the central role of trade unlon work is absent, due
to the absence of a politiclzed working class. The specificlty
of Europe demands a mugh tighter integration of the mxx
organizations here., We cannot walt until after the 10th World
Congress to solve these problems., For example, on the question
of Vietnam: our demands have a sharply "¥enguardist" approach
in Europe, as seen in the slogans (victory to the NLF) etc.)
It would be toddlly wrong for us to mise out on this possibility
for the internatiorallst education of the melieu.

As for the youth radicallization, 1ts forms in Asia, Americs,
are marked by speclfic hlstoricsl traditions and have quite
different forms than here,

(He mentions in passing, in one sensence, our groups in
Australia and New Zealand)

The newt World Yongrcss will vote on the recognition of
over 12 groupe that exist now. Australla, New Zealand, Spain,
perhaps Portugal, Switzerland, Sweden, Holland, Ireland, Israel,
Iray, Mexico, Venezuela, Colombla... This poses problems of
how to functlon. The reality 1s that the Internztional has
been developing despite the politics of 1ts center.

You see, the debate on Latin fmerica 1s part of a
broader debate. The North American comrades say there is an
ultra-left development in the European movement. They, in
North America, possess a w&kkx long~established Trotskylst
tredition and habit of legal functlioning (tenant d'une certaine
légalité et d'une wiemxxir vielle tradition du Trotskyenme),
clearly view the question of our development in Europe from
8 certain standpoint. This poses several problems around how
to intervene: the question of self-defense of the workers, of
attacke on U.E. consulates--themes which are rejected by the
North Americen comrades.

In North Amerlca you have a reality of the Internstional
which 1s different., Comrades who have been in North America
have tried to understoand these differences, and why they
exiet., The American sectlon has a specclal place in the nilstory
of the International, to which the Canadisnes are associated.
An unmatched historical continuity, pelitilcal stabllity, strength
of organizational appsratus, in a context in which the working
class 1s not a force iIn the political 1life. Tnls guve the
youth fadlcallization a wholly differcnt fmmmx¥m charscter there,
It took crazy forms,% went off in all dircctions--and tile had
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to be replied to.. The youth radicaliatlon took ultra-left forms,
irrational forms; developed no understandlng of the worklng

class, &Such movements have dominated political 1life in

America. Comrades had to react to this, not Just on the ideologics
plane, but in defence of their own movement sgalnst these

dangers. They extrapolate these attitudes by applylng them to

the youth movements in Europe which are more combatitive.

we'll have to pick tuls up, answer whether we are marked by
ultra~leftism, and explein what ultra-leftism is.

° The speciél welght of Europe 1s declslve in the Internsilonal
today. The Internatlonal cannot function wlthout the strength

of all its sectlons in Europe. £So the functloning of the
International has bo be transformed. We have to establish
structures for the European area. The probleme are evidentd 1in
Germeny and England, We saw in the IMG conventleon that the
organization 1s very much behind in relation to its possibilities.
The IMG has as many members ss Healy, but 1t lacks the tradition,
the organizatlon, the coheslon.

Both the North American comrades and ourselves bear a
reeponslbllity here. The Engllish section was recognized only
in 1969. But previously there wes no section. The group
was bullt up on the basis of materlal aid from North America,
which enabled the new sectlon to be established, and posed the
need for lts Integration into the new European reality. The
gection had been bullt on the basis of North American concep-
tlons. But the reality wa in Britain was determined, after
1968, by European reality. A gep then developed between the
history of the British orgenization snd 1te present, which
wag reflected tarough the formation of a minority around the
questlon of how to develop the IMG's work. Thle gap blowed
down the development of the IMG. For example the minority
gald the IMG should increase 1ts propaganda agalnst Hedley.
The me jority wanted to open up in anothemr direction, by
attacking the International Soclalists. 4And the political
immeturity of the leadershlp made 1t difficult to get control
In the Internal struggle which was a very violent one. 4n
example 1s the debate on woman's liberation work. The Lnter-
natlonal let this sltuatlion--I won't say rot--but continue in
erlsls, when the International should have intervened: eg.
on the characterlzation of the lsbor party.

Another example 1s that of the German organization.
Antt organlzational crisis there flowed from the fallure of the
German leadership to seize the opportunity of the youth radi-
calization. The organlzation was widely discredited through
thie experlence. Today the group is divided into several local
groupings, each with thelr own practice, their own policles,

There are other examples of the development of groups
whilch have not been Integrsted into the European reality.
In the Iberlan penlnsula for example. The question of violence...
(unclear). Developments in a section affecg the whole life
of the Internstional... The speclal welght of Europe am#t involves
the question of the composltion of the 1eadersh1pupf the
International, the finances, the organizational modes, and
the responsiblilitiy of natlonal leaderships in situstions
where they are only indirectly involved. (this section unelear)

I now come to the quesfkion of the role of the Ligue,
and of the kind of international centrslizotion thot we need,
Filrst there i1s the need for Information, for the asdequate
translation and ecirculetion of documents. Then there is the
finances of the internstional. Until now the finances have
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carried by the French and the New.Zealand organizations. This
18 dengerous because who has economic power in these matters
tends to have polltical control--that 1s those who supply the
funde have & very real welght in deciding how they sre to be
used. There's an obvious imbalance here. ("déséquilibre")

The leadershlp of the Internstlonal has developed over the
paet yeare In the following manner. First there was the period
of the Bruxelles center, from 1969 to June of 1970. It had a
full-time staff of four comrades. But thle center was weaker
than any natlional leadershlp--weaker for example than the
center which the Buxembourg comrades have bullt today. It wss
therefore imposslble for thls center to operate effectively.

It was broken up by the departure of the New Zealand comrades

in 1970, who were playing & key role in thelr own section's
work--the New Zealsnders than ceased paying thelr dues and the
International was cgarried financislly by the Ligue. This
sltuation was pertlally reeolved lasty year, giving the Internas-
tional a structure, administrative at least, which was more
effective, These moves reflected a different understending

from the two sldes.

The Americans mraderrEiksrd proposed the Center along lines
which reflect certaln treditlons, They have a position on the
neceselity for there to be an axis of leesdershlp in the Inter-
national. At first this was the Unlited States and Trotsky.
Then, after the war, the United States and Europes-the arrange-
ment which Plew up in 1953 and which they wished to reconsti-
tute as the ¥ United-States--Paris axis. 2Ray An equality
was established among leading groups in dues payments. The
oenter wae relaunched on the basis of a "division of power"
between the two leading groups. We need to expend the center
wlth more participation from Europe, from Japen.

How 18 the World Congress to be organized?

First there wlll be a central text--the question of its
being put for a vote 18 not resolved--a broad political
progrem. But the text ls not agreed on. The blocklng polnt
1e one lssue--the use of violence. If this point dominates
the future debste, it will have heavy consequences for the
equilibrium of the Internstionsl,

Second, Tlsserand, Sebastlen and Walter are drafting
a document on the Europe _sectlions: the fundamental themes
of the programmatic 1nte%ﬂgﬁ10n of the European sectlons.

Third 1e the document on the Middle East, wmhich 18 a
Joint document, which reeks of compromise ("respire le
compromis")., There 18 a point of dlsagreement five pages
long, the questlion of the Hebrews in Isrzel. The American
comrades have a flrm poslition: no recognition of the right of
the Hebrew nation to self determination in the framework of
a sociallst Palestline. For ue, this remains an open question.

Fourth 1s Walter's economlc apnalysis of the present
situstlion.

Fifth: Tariqg wlll be able to produce soon a document
on the situztion in the Indian sub-contiment.

Sixth ie the document on kxk& women's liberation by the
American comrades, There will certatnly be a political
debste there, It's inferesting thst the American comrade
who toured here was astonished to ragmr find, as she reported



6

in New York, mf that the relationshlps between the women's
liberation movement and the clase struegle was beling discussed
in a systematlic wey in each country. (amusement in the hall)

The support of the Ligue is very crucial. The whole of
the Central Committee and city leaderships have to come to
gripe with ("mattriser") thile debate. The axis for us 1is the
neceseity to transform the internstional from a propagendistic
organization to an interventlonist orgenization, and thle can
only be done 1f theleadershlp knows how tocombine forms of
struggle which are profoundly different; so the future leadershilp
must be ... (he fades out.)

Jebracg: (excerpts frowm a rapild 25 min. speech)

One of the key questions at the last World Congress was the
objectlvist approach to problems, Comrades (he means: comrades
representing the pre-1968 mode of analysis) tended to see in revelvtinery
€hp victories the force of objective processes rather than
making a detalled analysis of the subjective factor, of the
characteristics in these leaderships whilch made the victories
of the revolution possible. We see this theme several times in
the centrel document cf the  9th World Congrese. For example
the document says that May 68 in France objectively put the
question of power on the order of the day, -but the sublective
factor was miesing., This is an absolutely meaningless statement.

Similarly, the document on youth proposed a transitionsal
program for youth without takking of the interrelationship
‘between the youth m vement and the vanguard party. This was
entirely lacking in the text.

As for the document on Latln America, it was wrong. False
in its formulatione. But not wrong in its dynemic, For example,
the part which saye that you have to subordinste all to a
brekthrough in one country. The part about rural guerrills war-
fare. (he picke up the texts and reads the relevant quotes from
Livio's "insufficient document" and from the Resolution). This
idea that the International will be built through Bolivia,

This kind of short-cuts. Take Livio's text in response to Hansen,
(he reads another quote) whach draws an abeolutely fallacious
parallel between a guerrllla struggle and a general strike,

Quite false.

Yet we were oblég#led to vote for this resolution in order
to give the necessary impulse to the Internstional. But we can't
let 1t rest there., The debate we have here (he 1ifts the two
volumes of texts on Latln America) 1s a debate of paralytics--—
unless we glve a new direction to the debate. Since 1969 we have
seen defeat in Bolivia. An unclesr bslance in Argentina. If we
don't take the iniltiative, a balance will be drawn of these ex-
perlences of s conservatlve character. This would be a catas-
trophe for the entlre International; it would meen giving up the
new and audacious forms of struggle. Here's the scenario: on the
one hand the apparently orthodox positions of Moreno, end on the
other the opportunist positions of the PRT, which will be tied in
with thelr militsery line. This leads to a terrible confusion if
we do not indervene,

(He talks of entrism: we have to bresk with 1t eompletely.
The need to sttack the AJS more effectlively} Their continuation
of the entrist aititude, thelr united front a:proach, their
oonositinn tn vinlence, ete. We haven't attacked trem effectivelvw



Hlansen points out that the strafegy of guerrilla warfare is
applicable to the entire world. And indeed repression is highly
developed in many countries of Europe, for example. Then lansen
reascerts the myth of the "classical model" of revolution--what took
phace in Russia in 1617. (voice from thc floor: "which ncver
existed!) This framework of reference-—the classical model--is
comron to Livio and Germain, too. (he cquot.s from Livio, and
Germein-~-Kn8lker) This model is a totsl myth which isolates the
revolution of 1917 from the particular conditions which led to it:
the war, the power of the army ®epresenting the peasontry. It is
absolutely catastrophic to apply this fermula to &%= Letin Anmerica.

To prodong the "nropaggandistie" approach in Europe would be
to develop our organlzations without prepsring them in any way for
the revolutionary explosion. In Europe today, a revoluiionary
erisis will not, cennot be limited to one countxry. So our movement
in EBurope must therefore be politically homogemneous.

The schema of 1917, an historic myth, blocks cowmrades from
understanding the rhythm of the reintegration of revolutionary
violence in the struggle in West Europe today.

Volodart
L e )

A certain nimber of sections have found their way empirically
40 building up their movements, ®espite the weakness of the Interna-
44onal leadership. They have done this in different conditions,
n different ways., Superfieizlly, it would seem to have produced a
similar devdopment in dk#fex the various countries. But in fact
4t has produced opposed results, antagonistic results.

, The political problem today is that a workers radicelization

is beginning:, Thiz poses the guestion of an intervention towards
the working elass. The conceptions we applied in Latin America and
4n other questionst they lead ue back to the question of constructing
our sections in Europe and North America. The discussion we must
have on this question--it in no way im is a question of interfering
4n . other sections, but rather of replying to real quetions, real
problems.,

The question of building the section through the establishment
0f a youth organization is no longer posed in any country of Europe.
Rather even in countries where we have only 50-100 comrades, the questiol
ie posed of building these groups through interveneing in working
:clase struggles. In the American sections as well it seems that
questions of this nature are being posed. The kind of problem
comrades have there is in fact a universad one.

The real significance of the turn of the last World Congress
is not just from propaganda to agitetion. MNore precisely, it is the
turn to the building of a working class base. The differences with
the Americen comrades are centered there. Here we have to understand
the history of the United States orgenizstion. When we discusrs the
youth movement with them, or the women's liberation movement, this
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reflects km famk the fact that you have today in Americon society,

in additioxr to a gquite grsdual radicealization of the workiig class, a
very sharp radicalization of Blzcks, of youth, which (isclated

from the working claess! hac led 1o a tremendous waste cf human
resourcea. Thug their justificd preoccupation with poleuicizi.g
againgt ultra-leftism. Confrerted with rising struggles, the
American comrades think first not of how to intervene, but of how
best to explain the ways not to intervene.

It seems clear however th-t to bBild the American organization
means hmwingwvx developing a working clasg orgenization. And &
that there will

(rnore...)
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not be a gradual dc¢.elopment here, but Pather the possibility
of great and very eplosive developments.

«ssThere are thus two poles in the Internatiounal today:
in North America d¢khe two organizations with very developed
traditions in the Trotskyist movement; in Eurore groups that have
grown up outside these traditions., Then there is a third category
of completely backwarg groupss Chile, India, etc.

LI

Delphin

Let me first express my general agreement with the contributions
of Jebracq and Volodar.

It's clear that in the debate in the Ligue, comrades are lost
in the affair. The Central: Committee has to lead this process,
to explain that there is not the same kintl of democratic centralism
in the preparation of an internsztional congress. WEwRERNOYWIUXPEUEWX XV
The debate cannot be mxx & equally grasped (maltriser) by the
cecnyades, by the ranks.

There are two ways of looking at the World Congress. PFirst,
that there are two tendencies; the SWP on the one hand, and on
the other the Ligue, the IMG, etc. But our conception is not this.
We start witgh the fact that at the last World Congress there
was a majority and minority. But there is no way one can speak
today of tendencies. The majority as a tendency does not exist.
.t could exist in the futmre. We have been wondering whether
‘ 8 would be useful. So, on their side, are the SWP comrades with
respect to the formation of an organized minority. But such a
tendency does not exist. There is not sufficient coherence of
“ﬂ§99 mg Jority. No one can say what the positions of the Ligue are
w1 70ni the questions of the international debate.
e

If we do not see this, and speak in this fashion, we create
a terrorist atmosplhere in the movement, tomrades who may
ggree with the SWP will think it is antiéligue Communiste to do so.

There could well be very serious divisions between now and
the World Congress. (Ca risque d'y avoir des clivages tris
profondes d'ici le congrds mondial{ Not on armed struggle.

The Hansen-Livio debate has npo interest for me. It is after all
a debate emong Trotskyists, for no one questions the necessity
of armed overthrow of the state.

Rather there are three points where there are fundamental
differences. (1) The method of construction of the revolutionary
party. (2) The relationship of the vanguard organization and the
mass movement. An example of this is the ambiwmx Vietnam movement.

We understand why the Américan comrades advocate the program they

do for the NPAC. But why does the SWP not advance more advanced ffechps
slogans, on its own, like victory to the NLF? (3) Ef¥few(a laock\ i
of understanding, or of information-—-a lack of information on the

real development of the £ class strugsle, which rroduces a dia-

logue of the deaf. But look at the problem of the elections in
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Argentina. If you don't now the situation in argentina, the positione
of La»Ve§dad do seem very correct, and very similar to the orientation
of The gue Communiste — trade union work, student work, parti-
cipation inthe elections, etc. But look at the situstion. 7o
sporticipate in the elections in Argentina, is this not to give a
{1eft-wing cover ("caution de sauche"”) to the bourgeoisrie? And in
| this sense, we have to put in aquestion the trip of Lindzs Jenness to

\ Argentina, where she spoke to mass meetings of 3,000, speaking

on evarything--except Argentina. * Does this kind of trip not pose
d ter¥ible problem when there are hundreds in the jails of
Argentina?

Now we see what we sre really talking about. There is going
to be no cenera2l text on lLatin America. DBut rather, as Vergeat
said, specific texts on Bolivia, Argentina.

We've go® x in genecral little understanding of what the situation
is in North America. We have to remember that. I rememvesr when
I was speaking in Canade at a university on the Prairies, I talked
a lot about the class struggle, and £fter my talk, a student put
his hend up and asked, "What is the c¢lass struggle?”

These are serious problems. The Unvienwivxiex United Secretarist
vanitexmedxbie criticized the U.5. comrades for their condenndation
of the kidnapping of Sallustro. And one of the reasons for the
action of the SWP is that they say, if you accept the Sallus:iro
kidnapping, you have to accept the terrorist actions of the Weathermen
here, or of the FLQ in Canada. This is a very serious development,.

We have to go ¥hm to the World Congress not just to have a
battle (pas pour se battre) but to law down o@fr political orien-
tations on every point, clearly,: precisely, with no concessions
Whatso ever.

And we will have to 32y vhat must be sa2id to the comrades of
the PRT. Our Political Bureau has decided by thd way to write
to tlye Political :Bureau of the PRT on sthese questicns. The PRT
has submitted two documents for the discussion., The Ikx Red Book,
one of them——well, it makes your hair stand on end, what's in it.
It hasn't much to do with Trotskyism. This document existed bellm- =
fore, wxwihmwxwsk a long time ago, but we didn't kuow about it
it was part of our problem of information. We're going to say
vwhat {8, with no factional considerations.

Some of the comrades of the IMG believe that the SWP is de—-
generated, and is no longer Trotskyist. If that is the case, you
have to!draw the conclusion, including the necessity of ultimately
building & new organization against the SWP in the United;States.
But I do not think so. I do not helieve there had been a degeneré
ation, Therfore I believe there is no split perspective here.

e nhave to be very careful; s non-factional attitude is required.

One the problem in the IMG. The SWP believes that the
orientation of the IMG majority has notlring much to do with
Trotiakyism, that they are herded for the liguidation of Trotskyism
in England.

There was a very violent debnte in England. On the request
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of the Tmited Secretariat, a Tzct Finding Commiscion wac set up
and made a report. The United Secretariat did not accept the
rerort, but accepted its conclusions, which included the droviing
of all disfiiplinary charges ngeinst the minority. This was not
done in a factional manner at =211, you see. There was Gisela,
nyself, an American and a Caunsdian comrade on the commission. And
it made &1l kinde of ceriticisms of the I..G majority. Such an
attitude, a non-fasctional approsch, is not at all coniradictory
with a very hard debate.

Paulet

[ X N N ]

Ramos
—anl

The organization of this discussion is certainly an iunrovement
over the:organizstion of the last, but things are not improving
very fast. I don't agree with the line of the minority on Latin
America, but I don't agree with the line of the majority either.

The Ligue has a big Jjob in creating a more healthy atmosphere
for the discussion.

You have to try to undersitand the point of view of the SWP
in the internationdl. We have no knowledge of the history of the
International. For example, there was a world circulation cf ideas
before 1952, but that didn't stop the split. %+ is not true either
that the International didn't exist before 1968. Several sections
ware gtrong and had an activity going beyond that of a propaganda
groups the DBelivians, the Ceylonese, the SWP. You can't just say
that it all started in 1968 when you are talking to people who
represent the continuity of the International like those in North
America. Phere were ten years which Iecall the period of Pabloism.
The problem of these yeags arises again and again. It's about
time we examined it, Iike entrism: it was a strategy—a stretegy
that lasted ten whole years.

The brochure of Rxkkuxsm Weber continues to say that Pablo
lawer . right (the brochure on the AJS) in 1952, You have to examine
dhe this ; |eheommdismrwotn® (gratter 1'abeds). The truth was that
obcess iablo was not right, nor was Lambert; the truth was between the

WO o

You think the Hansen-Livio debate is of no importance? Look
at the error = we made. The position of the majority at the 9th
World Congress was more than 50 % Fidelista-Guevarista-—that was
the standpoint of the JCR. It wae not:a pressure of ultra-leftism
bug of forces from cutside owr movement. ‘
The "continental strategy" was dead wrong.
And it was poured from the Castroist mould. (calqué sur le castrisme)

Ag for the Bolivian affgir--E'd like to see the balance shee .t
of 4t. ThereW something funny about this business. (Quelque chose
clochait 12.) We pushed the comrades there to a Castrist line,
it seem®, which turned out to be not correct.

If there's: a correct political line in Latin Amerieca in
opposltion to: that of the Najority, then it is the line of Hugo
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Blenco. This is o hictory about which we have enid othing. We
hovea't even punlished the documents. And in the corridors, you
hesr cournies say, "Huro Blanco, we've zot to be careful" —- rcay
thot he's slippinsg ocwey from Trotelzysim.

In short we Loosted 2 positior, the continenial straotegy,
whicl: proved to be wrong.

“hy the milence on the devdlopments in Cuba today@ The
Arerican cerrades have pointed ~ut thot this is in contradiction
with our supnort of the Armel Struigle line in Letin America.

I srree that the auestion of the Internstional's lead:rship
is not golved by a bi-polar French-Anericrn svotem. We must
abeolutely obtnin waweEyxwawxexx rorey for centinuous consuvlt-tion
of the best leaders of all the sections. The dispster of the
Latin Ameriec 1 bureaun was a reflected of the International under
Pablo. But the ides iteelf iz not necess: r¥ly wrong. It could
be pert of the answer.

ftk
Gilles

I see the roots of the debate, of the presant crisis, in
the imbalsince between the part of the Internstional which was
trancformed by the youth radicalizotion and the paxrt which was
untouched LY this radicalization and remeined oo it was before.

The liansen-Livio debate has nothing to do with reslity. Their
cuotations from Trotsky and Lenin have no value, lead us novhere
at 211, The uestions are often rosed abetrectly because we don't
have information. But thiks cariczture (the &utug debate) is
damasing. TFurther, we don't kriow what it is all about. What
re.lly are the differeances. Now, it seems, the debate has shifted
over to other grounds. A harsh criticisn, it seems, of the politics
of the Internscioncl as a whole. These deccuncats don't helvp us
to understiind wh=t it®s all z2bout. As for the problem that Delphin
emphr: ized, of the relationshiyp between mass work and the vanguard,
no one talks aout it.

(lle presses haré for more informetion on what is the
international )

sterne

Why are Asia and Vietnam not on the agenda? They should
be add.d.

The Vietnerm reveolution is a went lever fov us to win the
vonguard on a vorld scale. The socetions don't hnow how to use
it properly. Ycueunet exrlsin the elar-cter =nd the advance
ol the Viedlnsrese revelution execent throush the subjective
iactor, the lesdership of the Vietnamernc Commuriat Party.
(le nroceeds into a lengthy nonecyric of the Vietnsmese comauhiste.)
They understznd the nationsl quertion, w ich the Vieltnamese
Protuxyizte did not, and vhere the Yrobte rist ovement in general
is weak.
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And on the question of the national bourgeoicie--this question
is not at 211 well developed i: our documen:t.s. To write a simple
paracraph blasting the Bolivians for the front there¢ with bourgeois
forces—-—that is ensily done. 3ut why they are wrong, from a
tectical point of view, thet's something which the International
doesn't understrnd very vell, and where the lescons of the
Vietnamese ¥kExi are precious to us.

Yann

+os (e wents Indochina on the World Conggess agenda) ...

Margeanek

(He wants the workers stotes on the agenda)
Volodar

LI N 4

The situation of the Oenter hmm of before last fall has been
surmeunnted--in a purely administrative mamner. We had as a result
all kinds of trouble with the comrades of the IMG who accused w
of forming a block with the X North American comrades to take
over. Now the conrades of the SWP are mad. For example they
made an organigational compromise with us on the question of the
¥iddle East, compromising on a text to keep us happy. Now they
are confronted with a document which agrees with cur position,
and econtradicte that of their last Convention for a secutar
democratic Palestine...

Vergeat

What we z2re talking about is not a question of a break
with the 0ld eadree, with the o0ld Trotekxyism. But it is s very
necessary adeptation of our methods of work to new conditi . ns.

It is not enough to repezt the transitional program, eMes
That is often done in an illigitimete way (d'une manidre abusive) .
Nor it is a question of liquidating it. Rather it must be verified
in a new workd context, that of 2 period of the crisis of Stalinism,
which is entirely different from that of the former period.kikm

(e refers to the danger of the alternctive being posed:
Horeno or the ERP, This is something which could blow up the
International.)

INSERT: page Q.
She speaks of women': liberation, Vietnam, bhut not of the

Argentinizn dictatorship--if she did, these meetings could not
take place.



