Y4 PC | - September 19, 1576.

Dear dJack, . SEP23 1976
2e September 11-12 USEC nmeetin:s decided to include the following
items ir the English, french and upanlsh 1IDB at this stage:
) and 2) Two articles submitted by the Japanese section, one on the For
tugruese revolution, another one on the Eurovean document.

3) The culy 1975 US EC resolution on res sroupment.
4) The SWP PC re-ly to that resolution (for the time veinz withouts the
sppendixes. We wait with the printing till the Cctoner USEC meeting

settles the matter of -the avpendixes one way or another).

5) The minority faction statement on the situation inside the FI without
any eprendixes not previously submitted to the USEC. ’
y ! h o

6) The minority faction statements on the Portuguese, Mexican 2nd Its-
lian elections campaigns, without any appendixes not prev iously
sutmittéd to the USEC.

7) The statements made by major ity nmembers of the USEC on the Portugue-
se and Mexican election campaigns atbached to the mlques 0% the
July 1976 USEC meetluc( co(&e, ALMM;:,OL/WH.L-cemrM@!‘M é’./\

&) The exchange of letters between Lutte Ouvriére and USEC without any

sppendixes (i.e. The initiesl Hwo letters ol L.Q.; the USEC ansver;
the second letter of L.0.; the second USEC answer).

G) Comrzde A. Jones' reply to the SWP PC answer to the USEC regroupment
pesolution. '

10) L statement of the September 1976 United Secretariat on factual.
inaccuracies contalnei in the SWP PC gnswer o the regroupment re-
solution. Mie odacicl éo L { .t A@vﬁﬁuexﬂaﬂwélxblfy

I helieve you already have all these documents, except document 10
whick is enclosed herewith (as is.ie.qopy of 2 letter we sert to the
OCRFI, in appllcatlon of the July 19/o resolution on regroupment). In
case yeu don't have document 9, we asked cde A. Jones to send you ano-
ther cooy-

.Concerning the sppendlxe° to item 4: we want to rediscuss the
whole wrocedure of such "appendixes", which gets more and more ques-
tionatle. It was decided to refer matters to the October USEC, at which
comrades of the SWP will be present The same applies to the appendixes-
of your report, if submitted as such. Of course there is no objection
against any SumeSQ10“ of contrlouUlona of your faction as separate
contributions.

As for the women liberavion document which you subnit, it con-
cerns a8 resolution to be submitted to the vote oI the World Congress.

Therefore, it seems more regular to us to offer it first for considera-
tion and vote to a normel lea¢e"sh1p body of the movement, i.e. the
next (or o"er-next) USZC meeting. We regret in any case tbat vou have
prefered giving factional status to that document. We thouzht tThat the
re had been a clear understanding, both in the Bureau with the ainor:it
faction revresentative, and between the women conmission and cde Mary-
Llice, thet there would be 1 preliminarv open discussion on this gques-
tion between all comrades concerned, before submitting final draiss
and certainly before handling them as faction or tendency documents.
We do not believe that the question of women liberstion should become
an object of the faction fight. Hor do we exclude that we could coept
Lary Alice's draft as basis for a common USEC decument. So we thinik it
wiser to have in any case a preliminary discussion at the next USEC
mvetlu%.' : _
Pirslly, comrade Mario 1nformea us at the Septemver USEC neeting
that tne "holshevik tendency" (the lorexno groupln”) will submit its

vl
tendency platform before the end of the month. We decided to give

®
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priority to the publication of that platform, as soon as it is submit-
ted to the International lesdership. ‘

X X X X

_ For thne October USEC meeting, the IMT will subdbmit a lengthy self-
criticism of the majority document adopted at the 9th world congress,
for publication in the IIDB. It is already drafted.

Tne Bureau will submnit to the ¢3EC October discussion a first dratt
talance-sheet of the Vietnamese revolution, defininy reunified Viet-
nam as a bureaucraticzlly deformed workers state. AS on the women lide-
ration question, we think a preliminary discussion in the normal leader-
ship bodies is indispensable vefore this document is submitted to the
IIDB, either ss a majority document or as 2 uranimous document (voted
in its general line, i.e. leaving open the possibility of amendments).

A We decided at the September USEC meeting to launch sn international
solidarity campaign with the South African freedom movement. We think
this could be a cenmtral snti-imperislist cafpaign for the F.I. forces
for & long time to come, as this struggle will in any case be a lenglg
one. The political and adwinistrative aspects of that campaign will be
discussed at the October USEC meeting. Any proposals or suggestions

you will be bringing with you on that subject will be most welcome.

Also @n the October USEC meeting, the Buresu will sudmit a draft
resolution on an internstional campaign for solidarity with the politi-
cal prisoners in the Soviet Union and Eastern EBurope, a draft of which
will be sent to you well in advance, so that you could consider it be-
fore you come here.

We want likewise to raise with you the possibility of launching
an appealfor a solidarity fund with FI or sympathizing political refu- .
gees and victims of political repressiob. We are more and more in
trouble with helpinz an increasing number of Latin-American and Middle-
Bast refuzees. There. is 2lsa the Bengal.case yhich remesins embarrassing
The USEC bdudget or sections funds' ¢ annot cope with these increasing
expenses anymore. We believe a broad financial appeal for individual
donations, if necessary with an independent administration and adress,
would be the best solution. If you have any suggestions in that respect
we would be glad to consider them during our meeting.

We would urgently need for Inprecor_an article on the latest devel-
opments in the class strugzggle in the USA: the rubber workers mim long
strike, the stirrings in some unions like the steel workers union, the
Ford UAW strike etc. Could you have us sent such an article?

Finally, two points worry us: the de facto refusal of cde Hansen
and the SWP leadership to apply the IEC resolution, as amended by the
Mexican parity coumittee, as to the need to publish in the USA comra-
de Ricardo's reply to the one-sided and factional account of the split
in the LS, which was published against our express advice in I.P.; the
unilateral decision you seem to have taken to expand I.P. into a Spa-
nish language version. Bothm these unilateral decisions, which go a
long way towards transforming the minority faction into a public fac-
tion with public faction organs, public discipline overriding F.I. dis-
cipline, and refusal &f elementary democratic rights to opponents of :
the faction inside the F.I., we cannot accept under any circumstances.
If maintained, they will lead to serious consequences, as we shall
have to answer them in defence of the integrity of the F.I. We want to
discuss these questions likewise with you in our October meeting. They
will be raised in the October USEC meeting in any case.

X X X X

A serious matter has arisen in relation with the "0.S.T." of C os~-
ta-Rica, regarding accusations said to be advanced against its leading
member of Nicaragua origin. You will have received the copy of a letter
which the "0.S.T." sent us on phat matter. We believe this to be suf-
ficiently grave to be immediately transmitted to an ad hoc control
commission, sitting in Mexicc and Central-America (jgry d'honneur). We
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have suspended decision till we can consult with you in October, but
beyond October this metter can not be allowed to rest.

X X X X

We think it useful to indicate to you some of the more general
problems we want to raise with you during our October meeting. Our cen
tral concern is to defend the statutes of the International as they no
stand, without any change, without any "tightening of centralism", but
with the full acceptance of thelr validity and loysl and real applica-
tion as they are. VWe want to defend the democratic centralist structur
of the FI as an organisation, within the limits of the present statute
For us, this is not a tactical or organisstional question, but a2 basic
programmsetic issue. Any questioning of the binding nature of majority
decisions of world congresses, IECs and USECs, within the limits of th
statutes, means for us a liquidationist retreat from Trotsky's concept
of the FI towards a London Buresu, IInd International type of gatherin
i.e. a basic turn towards centrism of the SAP and Kautsky variant.

The necessity of an internstional organisation with common disci-
‘pline, instead of an interneTmlonal discussion club which only agrees
by coéonsensus, i.e. in case of uranimity, in our ,opinion unavoidably
flows from the very nature of the imperizalist iﬁﬁgﬁe wh ich, while it
keeps the conquest of power initially a problem posed at the national
level, implies a gualitatively higher®dezree of international integra-
tion of economics, politics, class struzzle and state power than zt
previous epochs of capitalism. It is therefore an unavoidably corocllar
of the theory of permanent revolution. To abandon that organisetional
structure means to retreat towards "trotskyis! ("socialism") in one
country". We are not ready to make the slightest concession to such a
retreat, neither in formulation nor in practise. It is for us synonymo
with a liquidation of trotskyism. For us no authoritative world con-
gress can exist if its decisions are not recognized by and binding upo
2ll sections and menb ers, even if they disagree with them, as long es
they are majority decisions within the limits oI the present statutes.
To establish rules for democratic pre-congress decisions, without simu
taneously reaffirming the binding nature of congress decisions and the
authority of the democretically elected leadership, would be completel,
meaningless for us, now that the bindirg nature of megjority decisions |
been openly challenged by you in the "closed" session of your Conventi

We believe this issue to be 2ll the more burning to-day for two
specific reasons, unrelated in and by tkemselves to your questining of
the principle.

In the first place, the growth of the wovement now creates the co
crete possibility of attrecting wider centrist leftward moving forces
in several countries to sections of the F.I. Centrist organisational
and political pressure wxdd upon our movement will, however, simulta-
neously grow. The question of the Internstional, its nature and struc-
ture, will play a key-rble in that context. Any concession we would ma
ke to you or to the Lambertists on the question of the nature and the
structure of the Internatiomnal, would be used by forces conrciliatory
to centrism inside or at the periphery of our movement. Political con-
‘cessions to centrism are bound to follow on the faoatsteps of the orga-
nisetionsl concessions: the whole history of the international working
class movement testifies to this. Regroupment can only operate in fa-
vor of revolutionary marxism, i.e. of building genuinely rgvolutionary
perties, if tacticsl flexibility is combined with utmost firmmess on
basic principles, both political and organisataonal ones. To retreat
on this to-day ovens the road towards centrifugesl disintegratlon to-
morrowv.

The developments of the last years have likewise confirmed that an;
concession made to the trsnsformation of the F.I. into a loose federa-
tion of public Tactions ceuld only unleash a dyhamic of splits in na-
tional sectimdns too. The corollary is that any contingation of the pre
cess of splits in en'increasing number of countries could only lead to
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have suspended .decision till we can consult with you in October, but
beyond October this matter can not be allowed to rest.

X X X X

We think it useful to indicate to you some of the more general
problems we want to raise with you during our October meeting. Our cer
tral concern is to defend the statutes of the International as they no
stand, without any change, without any "tightening of centralism", but
with the full acceptance of their validity and loysl and real applica-
tion as they are. We want to defend the democratic centralist structur
of the FI as an organisation, within the limits of the present statute
For us, this is not a tactical or organisational question, but 2 basic
programmatic issue. Any questioning of the binding nature of majority
decisions of world congresses, IECs and USECs, within the limits of th
stetutes, means for us a ligquidationist retreat from Trotsky's concept
of the FI towards & London Buresu, IInd International type of geatherin
i.e. a basic turn towards centrism of tke SAP and Kautsky varisnt.

: The necessity of an internstional organisation with common disci~
‘pline, instead of an interneTmdonal discussion club which only agrees
by consensus, i.e. in case of unanimity, in our opinion unavoidably
flows from the very nature of the imperialist iﬁﬁgﬁt wh ich, while it
keeps the conquest of power initially a problem posed at the nationsl
level, implies a qualitatively higher® dezree of international integra-
tion of economics, politics, class strugzle and state power then et
previous epochs of capitalism. It is therefore an unavoidably corollar
of the theory of permanent revolution. To abandon that organisestional
structure means to retreat towards "trotskyis! ("socialism") in one
country". We are not ready to make the slightest concession to such a
retreat, neither in formulation nor in practise. It is for us synonymo
with a liquidation of trotskyism. For us no authoritative world con-
gress can exist if its decisions are not recognized by and binding upo
all sections and nemb ers, even if they disagree with them, as long 2s
they are majority decisions within the iimits oI the rresent statutes.
To establish rules for democratic pre-congress decisions, without simu
taneously reaffirming the binding nature of congress decisions and the
authority of the democretically elected leadership, would be completel
meaningless for us, now that the bindirg nature of msjority decisions
been openly challenged by you in the "closed" session of your Conventi

We believe this issue to be all the more burning to-day for two
specific reasons, unrelsted in and by tremselves to your guestining of
the principle.

In the first plece, the growth of the wovement now creates the co
crete possibility of attracting wider centrist leftward moving forces
in several countries to sections of the F.I. Centrist organisational
and political pressure mxid upon our movement wil}, however, simulta-
neously grow. The question of the Internationsal, its nature and struc-
ture, will plsy & key-rfle in that context. Any concession we would ma
ke to you or to the Lambertists on the question of the nature and the
structure of the International, would be used by forces conciliatory
. 4o centrism inside or at the periphery of our movement. Political con-
cessions to centrism are bound to follow on the foatsteps of the orga-
nisetionsl concessions: the whole history of the international working
class movement testifies to this. Regroupment can only operate in fa-
vor of revolutionary marxism, i.e. of building genuinely revolutionary
parties, if tacticsl flexibility is combined with utnost firmmess on
basic principles, both political and orgsnisataonal omnes. To retreat
on this to-dey ovens the road towards centrifugsl disintegration to-
mMOrrov. '

The developments of the last years have likewise confirmed that an
concession made to the transformation of the F.I. into 8 loose federa-
tion of public Tactions ceuld only unleash a dyhamic of splits in na-
tionel sectimons too. The corollary is that any contingation of <the pr
cess of splits in anlincreasing number of countries could only lead to
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Le Seccétariat Uriiié de la IVe Internationele e discubé
de ses rezpports avec deg orianir ﬁtlons trotskystes, ou s'sppelant
otskyqtes, qui ge trcouvert & L'extérieur de la IVe Inte_”atloﬁale.
"Il a voté a ce proypos une Tés olttloﬂ qui contient un passage concer=—
nent votre or**::scbﬂon, ceci dane le corntexte ¢e votre I“Oﬁoalflon
adressée au Secrétariet Unifié G'entamer une discussion pour lgquelle
_vous ue soumebtez sucuxn crd.ie &u Jour étatbli & l'svance.

I1 gerait opportun A'avoir une rencontre entre les repré-
senterte Ze nos ceux orisrisations en vue d'examiner divers espects
de rereille discussion éventuelle. Vu le nécessité de voir participer
& cette réunion Jdeg carmarnsdes qui récident dans différents peys fortd
distants les uns des autreu, noug ?wePeLevloﬁs fixer la dete de cette
réunicrn sux slentdurs du 15 octobre 12976. Pricre de nous comauriguer

cusel vite que possible si cette cate peut vous converir.
Salutstions conmmunistes internationalistes,

[{n)

- Four le Secrélariet -Unifié de la Quetrieme Iutermnoctionsle

Ernest MNerdel.



STATEMENT OF THE ULITED SECRETARIAT OF'SEPTEMBER 12, 1976

The "Statemeut of tre Folitical Committee of the SWP on ﬁhe'obje

tions raised to inviting the OCRY¥I to kkx observe the 1976 convention
contains in point I references to "conversstions" sllegedly conducted
in Psris, Erussels ezd London, %y "leaders of the LCR and of the Inte
national Majority Tendency" with the internationsl grouping called
International Revolutiowory biccxist Tenlency {the Pablo gr ouping). Th
passage of the statement co“taius uisrepresentations of facts wiich h
ve to be immelicstely nectilied. '

1e°
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At no time did the leadershic of any Zuropean section envage in an
discussion with {he internastional grouping called kRevolutionary la
xist Terdercy ror invite it to any of its rethering, prior to a co
sultation witih the leasdershin of the Feurth International.

Accordin: to what they exrlicitly declare, at no time did the lead
of the International lhisajority Teniency engage in suny discussions w
the internastional Revolutioncry Morxist Terdency.

When the IRKT aprroached the leaderehlp of the ICR, the French sec
tion of +ne r.I., for a cocuton discussion, the leadership of the L

imnedisztely and correctly rerferred this question to the USEC.

The UCEC discussed this guestion at its January 1976 meeting and
erd decided to prcyose To the IRMT ¢ discussion between s USEC
delegation and the IZiT. This was a unanimous decision of the USEC
Ir the USEC dele;cticn electz?, ¢ representetive of the minority
factio E L ow e gy T I . ™™ includ
(see sppendix A). ' (kc£ﬁav4ov£%téu&éb
The meeting tool rlace in .DI'USuelS, on January 26. #ha SWP observe
was presert at thet meeting irom the cegiuning till the end.

e letter of uickel Pablo tec Iruest l.enfel refers to that meeting
“as is obvious both of the contents of the letters which correspond
ex actly to what Pablo said at the sbove-mentioned wmeeting, as fro
the dote.K :

The absence or any mention cf these two fzcts in the SWP's PC Stet
ment, in spite of the verfect knowledze of them by the SWP observe
nenber of the PC, is a Ilairent nls“e;resentotlon £y omission

The Februazry 1875 USEC nosr?d rort on thet meeuing‘which
3id not contain cny proposal © ggestion of follcw-up, and
there’ore wes vot ‘1r1=fai a8 Tl 2. Bt many mirerity fsc-
tion USLC menters zgnd ceverol SWP observers were vreseut ¢t thot
weetins and heard thet rTe t ct equzlly not mentioned in the
SWP PC staterment,

The copy of Ghe letter by .dchel Fablo to Ernest ilandel wezs put in
the USEC cerresuponiernce filie ancd a copy of it was handed to the

IR e

minority USEC menbers &nd SWE observer of the USEC.

when Tablo contseted e IMNG, vis the lew Left #®eview, ené propos
a meeting, the IKG 1eede*s~1p pursued the policy which it always
followe in these notters. It ”W”Jﬁpef an informel gathering, heerd
Psblo explein his politicol rositions, eswed sowe (uestions regar
diry swprecioticns he wede on sone Lisborical events:; iv Jiscussged
ro metters ¢f seteerncl firovesipn of the luternotional. Jecause 1t
wvas owaobe of the vwousibtillty ol o wmeuoesuvel By Lhe IRuI, It encure
that & wes%ar o° =Fe Subtrrastieval miungrity fzetion wae hre°ent
ot thie rotherding. 1% lorediovely convecved the LUSSC to infors the
of the neet:nr crd Fe vroposals, end scked for o «SBEBC cdecisio
on wihat teo do Tree sunendix ). It naturally will heve no @iscussi
with Pahlo, or even = to g furtrer meetlnb, without prior 2ppr

;81 by tlic UBLC.
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4e opperres cleerly from these fects, the Urnited Secretariat
hes follovwed exoctly the szume _procedure ir relstiorn with the IRMT as
the ore it hes concistently defended on guestions of relations with
tre OCRZI. '

Given the gravisy of th2 omisciorg contained in the WP PC ste-
temert, wihich could lecd to gerious wisinformation of the wembership
of the SWP, we request that this statenent be included in the Inter-
el ZElletin ef the Bk :
Sesteunbver 1z, 157C The United Secretarist ol tne Z.I.




Avrendix A

Extract of the rinutes of the United Secretariat meetlnv of Jsnuary
She=5, 1576

P.3, point 7 rlgcellaneouu, cubrection c¢)s
fc Meetinz with MRT

welter informs about meeting between USEC and representatives of ¢
FRT (Peblo grouping) zsked for by the MRT. ;

Fotion to send ¢ deleustion composed of Gelois, Welter, Roman, Dur
(iaric 1§vited %0 participate in delegotion, stated he wes unsble
to éo =0).

Cerried unsniwously.”

Apnendix 3B ,
Letter of Alan Jones to the United Secretoriat

e 97 Csledonian Rd
(without date) fondon N 1

To the United Secretoriat,
Deer Conrrades,

This is to inforwm you of events concerning Pablo in Britein. Pab:
was in IDritein last week and contacted wmewmbers of the IMG - first
through the Hew Left Revzew and ther by errenging on informal meeting
with comrefdes from the IMG leczdership. As is the noruwal practice with
the IMG vhen g person from snother orrsnisation withir the workers mo-
vemenrt ests for z weeting, we a;reed cubject to the fact that we will
not discuss irnterral affairs of the F.lI. or political differences wi-
thin the Intérngtional, nmor will we NEVe ¥ Weeting With en oIgalifaThl
which is carrying put o policy of violent attacks on other sections
aud where we are aware thzt the section would not like us to have &
neeting with this organisastion.

At the meeting with. Pablo, cdes simply asked bhim & number o* que
tions regarding his rrase~t onud vast roliticnl positions. The mailn
vointe he izzde were thot dl-éeﬁenceq with the Irternational were in h:
opririon marroving £ud that Hhe Treneh LOR sheould unify with the PSU.
Within this Tromework, he expressed s number of differenced concernin;
Portural. As tuis involved diflerences within the Internstionzl, we
de ro stateuent, cother than referring him to ﬁublis red poqitionu, but
sinply ssked questions. Ve strmited that if he considered &ifferences
were nerroving, ti:en he should contact the International,

In order both to 2veid nmisunderstanding within the International.
end any false conclusions on FPablo's part, wwe ensured that at this
neetins wmembers of both the IilT and the LTIF were preseut.

'ghlo indiccted thzt e vould be returning to 3Britain in the au-

tumn and would lixe scue furtrter discussion - a point @repeated by the
merher of his swmsll Eridtish orgenication who attended., I think the Und
tea Secretariat shtoulld cecide whether we should have any further svch
zeeting, or unetue“ »elatiore with the Pehblo :rouvping should be hondle
siwply et sn Internsitioc:nzl level, snd what general attitude we should

toke to this ciLrvont intdrmationclly ozd Tetiomally,
Fraternslly,
(signed) Alsr Jone



