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London H.22

26 September 1976

Dear .ack,
| Thank’you for your two letters of 16 September and 18 September.They
raise a large number of issues so I will ‘try to go through them in some sort
of Qider.
* ' » ' *»

In relation to the campaign against Healy things are going relatively well.As
Conni? has prbbabiy told you we have provisional agreement from a number of
gtoups for a big meeting. We have sét a tentative date of'31 Octobér or the
first weekend in November.The decision between the two depends on availability
of halls,speakers being free etc.If we get the right plétform -1 am pushing
for one of Joe,Ernest,Pablo,Lémbert,Thornett = there is no reason why we can't
get a2 minimum of 1500,and prcbably more like 2000,at the meetinge.There are
a number of tricky obstacles still to be negotiated (what to do with all the
little groups,the IS,Coates etc) but things.so far are getting on quite nicely.
We are discussing the final plan at the Political Committee this week ana I
will make sure you know the outcome,

* * *

On the rBI case I am enthusiastically in favour of internationalising the
issue - and so are the cdes in the leaderspip I have discussed it with.I would
suggest that Coates would be a very useful guy on this = he has a network
of’MPé,left bureaucrats in the unions etc. He is a real shit on many political
questions (at the moment he is waging a campaign to prevent the IMG affili-~ting
to the "non-partisant Institute for Workers Control),but on this he wouid almost ~
certainly be very helpful.,Would you like me to fix up a meeting or would you
prefer to do it from your end?In any case you should send him all your stuff
on the case if you dont't already do so.

On the impact of the case incidentally I think it is'quite clear that the
Buropean cdes underestimated the importance'of the campaign - a fact I suspect

is not unconnected with sectarianism tewards the SWP (2lthough I include the IMG.



in this perticulor self-criticism®).T don't think the International has made

ong tenth of the use of the case it could have, In Burove the nopects of the thing
nend to he widened of courne,in pﬂrt%cwiar evidently the corcentratisn hare hes’
to he cn the GIA ot al and not the FBI as resnrds direct 1nv01vannu,but noert
fror disenssing the izsue in Bri*ain I thin¥ it sho: 4 b~ put on the U,Sec =zgende,
i

4s I believe in being errrect in thece things I dontt mind writing that dowm

and sizning it if you wantl
3* _ , l * : it

On Malik's tour,this is best discussed when you are over here as Brian Grogan,who
-is in charge of the anti-racist compaign work,is basically cubt of town for two
iweeks on a tour and T haven't been able to discuss it with him, T know he in

in favour in principle however, The only point he raised was that at present

in Brl.uln onrthe racist struggle,apart from the direct v1olence here,it is the
South Afriecan issue vhich dnmigates the scenz and he wes worried this might
affect the size of the mectings,This is best discurs~ed ocut in concrete detail

however so I will just mﬂke sure the relevant_ cdev are availzhle "ben you are here,

# " %*

T was most 1nterested in the correspondence withk Iambert Given that tqe meeting
is going to take place T think it is a very good fact to have an IMT cde present.As you
chose to cuote me}however I would voint out that in the document I wrote I made other
conditions abeut our meeting with Pablo than simrly o1 IPF memher being preséﬁt.Th ese
other conditions,such as secticas agreeing -(Irume his letter is headed OCI and nct
0CRFI),only meeﬁinq once,vhet we discus:ed etco.Given that we ae the Internaticnal are to

hove a mecting with him in O tober = I assume Ernest sent you a covy of the letter

decided =t the last U.Sec = I'r not svre the reeting is a good thing in MNew York

“even from the point of view thot would exist if the U.Sec mejority!s noliey on the
OCRFI had beosn correct from the basinineg,
If we turn to the substance of the matter T am sure that peonle ore going t- protest

gbont the mecting -« and T supvort some of their pointg,Howrver I perscnally am in fovour

]

of the SWP meeting Lambert as many ti es as possible ~ vrovided it is done through
the Internaticnal,T wont you to roglly f?nd out wh~t their volitical vositions crecd
small tnste of their method comes out in his letter,Do you rially want to tic vourselves

internnticnally to = grour vhose leaders denl with political opronent groups



by talking of their leaders as the 'provocateur varga' = not to mention the
previously 'éuspected of working for the nolivian policei Moscoso? I thougﬁt
we were trying to stamp out that sort of shit with our campaign against Healy.
As for his political views,does the SWP really fancy a future with someone
who is so incapable of a serious and balanced political positi-n that they
have to attempt to claim that Ernest openly proposés the liquidation of the
International or that the LCR supports a Popplar Front?You can be sure a person
_wﬁo is ihcapable of making an objective judggment on such an issues is 'going
to have a warped positi'ns on a whola number of externai poﬁitical igsues
as well,for there is no iron wall between atﬁitude to otheg'grcups and other:
"political issues - which is why of course I agreed with you at obexlin>when
you said that if the LCR took a sectarian stance on the Lambertists this mﬁst
affect their ofher politics also.
.If you can really get a discussion going he would have even nore intereéting
things to discussx- why the 0CI claims that_the productive forces have
nbt developed at all since 1938,why we should be neutral in wars between the
Arab states and Israel,why the ulI retains the relations it does with thé rJUM,
and why it evades letting people know ‘irotsky's real views on that group,ely.
If I have not misjudgzed the SWr rather groteséuely I don't think he'll have much
‘success in winning you over on those ones} |
Perhaps in a real discussion through the Internationai you can win over either
him or some. 6f the ranks of the OCRFI.~ although I am rather nore optimistie
about the latter than the ‘former.I am very much in favour of a discussion with
the OCRFI but I think it very important you don't have any illusions about
‘wthéif'reaiﬂ;;iitiéalnpositions at present.Aparf from the one issue of Popular
Front's in Europe,and even there I don't think you have agreement with them on

what practically to do (their vote on Mit%erand,the slogan of SP government #in

Portugal etc),on every other major political issue iyour positions are not at
2ll those of the Lambertists.A split in the incernational,and your attempting
to create some sort of international current wifh them, wou'd not only be

a pplit whiéh was not justified on a principled basis, but is one that would

end in a disaster for the SWP as any such tcurrent! would blow up over any one



of a dozen issuese.l know that you always say that but I gét a strong impression
that you don't really grasp it.Sot?iﬁ can see just what a disaster such a
manouvre would be is one of the four chief reasons (together with hoping tq

win over some of the ranks of the OCRFIjexposing their manouvre if it is onejand
the remoteppossibility that at least a section of their leadership has genuigiy
changed fheir minds) why I favour diséussions with the OCRFI,The more both

the leadership and the ranks of the SWP find out about the polities of the
OCRFI the bétder um this’ fiont, |

_Naybe I am wrong and the Lambertists aren't just manouvering, a discussion #s
‘the best way fo find out,but I must say that the letter to you doesn't:exactly
change my mind on thate.In any case however,whatever our differences on
interpretation of their intenticns,I am sure we can win the International for
a discussion with them -~ if th?t's what you se:iouslz want of course.Just
don't have any illusions about theme.Don't do anything unprincipled and ecrazy,
whether it be a split or smmething short of that which forces one on us,which
would be a diséster for the Fourth International but an even bigger one‘for the
SWP.

‘Finally,no matter what you think about the internal regime of the LCR,don't
have any illusions that once they had split up the International the OCI would
give the SWP anything like the possibilities to win people to their political
positions that the sections of the FI give. V

All this may be obvious to you,I don't'know,but it certainly isn't obvious . .
to the ranks of the SWP and even maybe to the majority of its 1eadership.For.
them not to grasp it is extraordinarily dangeroﬁé. |

* * ' *

On your proposal concerning a trip here:TI think it would be a very good ide=
for you to come here prior to fhe meeting in Brussels as you propose.We can
certainly go through all the initial items you raise.However I can't,for
political and personal reasons,get to prusseks before the dape the meeting staxrtse
However,apart from a couple of unshiftable engagements,I have got plenty of time
availtabe in the déyS'you mention.By far the best option of those you suggest

is theréfore that you come to London.We can certainly arrange all the mertings



you want,

I must say that IAﬁm slichtly unclear from your letter however as to gzégglgbwhat
youu went to discusse.l csmme it is not just Melik's trip as yvou refer to these
tinitial motters' in a vav thet refers to the diccussicr we had in Oberline on
which incidentally I think it is 2 zreat pity you didn't make any comments .on the -
propcsals I made Hzre I am perfectly willing to have a discussicn but I must make
| one proviso,I will be at the i-formal meeting in Brussels for the BMT end while
anyone who comPromises on principles is a scoundrel whe will never build anything,
it is alsc the case tﬂat it is necessary ﬁo observe cerﬁain guidelines and anyone
who isntt orepnred to make concessio~s on secondery questions is an irresvoansible
idiote.In thc present circumstaﬁces it must be obhvioug that I éan't discugs as the
IMT and discuss details of what it hes decided or discussed for the October meecting,
However as a member of the United Secretsriat and a leader of the IMG ;oﬁody can
or will vrevent me from discussing with anybody the general situation inside the
" International and the chief issues at stake,On that basis I am always willing
and keen to discuss with cdes,and in perticﬁlar those in the LTF,on the

situation -~ ag Barry can tell you from long é;ﬁéfience at the U,Sec,, I think that
The Militant in the old days of the Left Opposition used to carry a quotation from
Lenin which said that anjone vho didn't read both sides of the argqument was an idiot
_who conld be dismissed.That is my attitude to discussions with the LTF - I freguently
dont!t agree with them but I want torhear'whet théy have to saye.Furthermore,as I,
for evident geographical reasong hesé~what the IMT hes to say 98% of the tire,I am
aluays particularly glad to be able to hove a discussion with the cdes of the SWP
ani the ITF,T would therefore be extremelyr havvy to have a discussicn with you,ond

I think it co-ld be useéful,orovided it is within the fremevork I heve indicated,

3 3 i

.Tb indicste how I do see things freor a U.Sec ond TMG point of view,as oprosed
to a specificelly IMI one,I think it is worth just briefly describing how I
think ot least some of the edes in Britain see thines, The mest important to
stress is thot I think every cde on the leadershingexcept parheps for 2 counile
of factional idiots,is auite clear that thore is going to be no such thing as

env TMT 'discipli~e! on what comes out of the October U.Sec = nor any ghence that



the MG will nct make ite views knowm,This is nbt marel: for geﬁ?ral ressong of
nrincinle but because on ot least thrre corerete =nl impertant igoues now - relaticng
with the OCRFI,the motive hehind tec remov-1l of the OCRFI ecrresnsoadence fror tha
ITOB,and th~ pogiticr trkon o% the ISR PR deciczi~n on the SWP convention - evary cde
T hove sooken to is coivineced thot the U.ch tool & vrons vogiticn.One thing we
h-ve learnsd about in the IMG,freavent?y the hard wev,is about tendency ani froebion
fightseThe ezsiest thing in the world ir the last five yesrs would have been to
split the IMG or completely errode the authority of its leadership,If we hadftaken
the types of decisions the U,Sec hes on some of these questicns we cohid‘have
accomplished it easily,The MG leedershiv genuinly surports the IMT politically bﬁt
;I don't think it trusts the U,Secs orornissticrnal judgement on a whole number of
things,I hone very much thct wh;tbcomes out of the Octoher UsSec is correct but if
it Jun't the MG will tske its own nositicn on it = ond thet particilarly applies

| ,
on issuss such 28 relstions w’éh the OCRTI,tronsloticns of bulletins cteo In the
RIG we don't suppress anyonels vievs cr democrecy and we still win ¢ rmejority and
I am desply suspicious of anyone vho flunks om-this questicn = it S'gﬁeSts to me
thet they don't hove confidence in their idess or dontt understand the reason why
they suprcrt varticular positions and ther=fore fesl they cantt defend t' emeHe
inteni o bvild @ pO‘"rful organisztion in Britein and you can' do that with a
membership which only supports @ linc becausce it has never heard any other co-e
put bafore it.

* #* *

If ve tn“ﬂ to xﬂdt the BiG will HUﬁ“ort I think it depends entirely what position

g to'en on the nrincinled vositicn on infernatisorne? demoeratic centraligm,Pleass do

net nole any ristske abhout it hut for vg,ond T think for the P, tR3s e & gnlit isong,

As I =nid at the convention ve eon hove disagreemente over vhrt nowers intermaticnal

j-do

boliz= ghould heve yinl cortaial’ noeone ia zoing to do norething so idiotie
e to snlit cver whather the OZRFI atteiils the SWP ccnven?irx,(althnugh you pay

2 rrics in the vay thet the memhe rshjr of the r-etiong ges yon vhen you break

U,30c doeisions cn suchiduest iC" ) bnt the nrincinlel ~uesticn <? international

)

demceratic eontra®ion ig sorething oitte different,It s o prorrommatic pegiticon,Onee

-
)
Q
]

soreone stonds up,if they weore to,znd says not tinternotionz ding boltes should

have X end Y right tc toke dacisicng but nobt Z rightt' but instesd fthere is no democratic



contralisy internstic- aliy Nothing is bindiﬂg' then that is jus£ 2s ruch a vieletion
of rrinciples as if someone were to core forword and pror-se vie were to zltew

our resition cn the clogs neture of the Soviet unicn,the role of the beur-ecizie

in colonicl covntries etceI dontt lilke te be pémpous in letters but on suel an

~ka

issue I cantt helr but quote whet cur Merxist térchers hed to oy unanimcousler cr

this ismue

Rosa Inutemburg:

™

"mbn center of gravity of the orgenisatiocn of the proletsriat as
clese ie the Interncticnal,The Internsticnzl decides in tire of
rezce thertacticsrto be zderted by the natic ﬁel sectiong on the
nesti ns of m lit arism,colonial policy,cormercial policy,the
.celebration‘of May Day,and finally,the collective tactic %o be
aprplied in tirme of ware
Tba obligation to carry out the decisions of the Internationad
tekes precedence over all else,Netional sections which do not conform
with this place themselves outside the International,"(Theses on the
Tesks of Intérﬁéfi:nal Sceial Democracy in-Bhe Junius Perphlet)
Tenins
"A11 the Cecisions of the congresses of the Communist Internstional,as
well a8 thevdecisions of its Executive Committee,are Dinding on 21l
parties belonging to the Communist Internati:nal,The Communist
International,working in conditicas cf acute civil war,must be fer
/more centrelised in its gtructure thon weo the Second Internationél.
Consideraticn mst of course be given by the Comrunist Intcrnaticnal
and its Executive Com~ittee in all their cctivities to the varying
cenditicns 1 vhich the individual parbies hsve Lo fight and vork,znd
they rust take decisicns of senerel validitynon.y.when ~uch
decisicns ore poscibles"(Thesis 16 of the Terms of Admissicn into
the Comminist Intarnsticnal)
1038 stotubes of the Fourth Tnhorn?ticné] - rrevered for the congregs when Tvots&y
wes ohill 21ive of coufSe

"Tre internsl gtruchnre of the Interacticoal,on tha local,n "lierel,

and vorld scuzles,is determined by the princirles ond rrictice of



dercev2tic centraliom,
The srchicns are required to cbserve the decisions and razolubicns
of “he Internfficnal Genfers nce, and,in its abscence,of the
Internc tirnel Executive Cemrittes,reprcsented during the intervnls
betiraen it roatings by the Internsbicaal Seecretariat - vhile
nevertheless retoinine the right of arverl before the noxt higher
bodies until the next Interrcticnal Conference,"(Poirt 4)
These rositions,vhich ere from emeng the rmost enthoritative docunents of the
forrist vovemént on voeliticel ond orseniseticnal nuestiong,are cuite unecuivoesble,
Yhile esch places perticvlar limits on vhut rights the Internstiocnel and its
leadinc hedies chou’d heve = Luxemburg by explicit definition of areas,lenin through
2 general werni-=z injuncticn,and Trofeky thrcush his practice - nevertheless there
is not the slightest doubt that ¢11 these positirns stend for the binding chereckhe:
of decisions cof Internationalilecding bedies = although of course they might we3l
have had differences on emectly what subjects binding decigicns could be teken on etee
The reason for the orgsnisaticnsl position teken by Luxemburg Lenln and Trotsky

|

is'of course cbvious = while progremme is fundamental an organisaticn can cnly be
built eround thet prosrermme hy definite orgenisetional statutes,norms and methods (a
gocd Cannonist priﬂcible);AnﬂIﬁternati¢nal' nof founded on this basis wou'd disintegre
A brgakdown of the derocratic centralist charecter of the Fourth Internasticnel

would in a few years,snd 2bove all in the types of powerful class strmgzles vhich

are develoring,lead to the destructicn end liquideticn of the majority of thejcadres
of the Fourth Internstionel,In that sensé,if the SWP did come out acainst the

real prineciple of internztic-zl democratic centrzlism,bhe situstion revoluticnaries

in the Internaticnal won'd be foeced with would te 2 1953 in reverse - in 1953 the

SWP felt that with Psblo's undeymining of the democrzcy of the Internatirnel it wrsg
neces-2ry ¢ mee & snlit 50 sore the codras fro? liquideticn while in the trésent

cere,freced with the SWPs threst to the exis aen of the Internsbie "’1 s WEs nlee

D

he veengoeTy to hoko the rrvrorriche sters to teve the cedres (T of corrse don't say

. Je

f there

thet the SWP wan c-»racht in the ciaerets gune of 1953,hut I arree that
rezlly vz 2 thrard &n breall un the aeccumilated forces of the Interncti-nzd then

2 snlit is rreforshle to ellowing such & vrojech to o threuch)e

¥ * *



'So thet Shere is no misunderstendine of whot is meent by irternatiorsl derrcratic
centrel”sm hovever T will Fust spell cub what T sec ¢s the
The cuesticn of Ialera: tic 2l demcers

of nobicnel secticns ond iaternstionsl lecding bodies,is bosed on the dis

[

nter-releticn of two olements of Trotslyion - firstly thet the peliticel

devalorrent even in sn individucl comntry ig¢ compesed of thdelements of the world

rrecess gnd gecon on'Hc”b er, that eceh gotnkyy lg & grecific 2ad mnigus Lemn

of ccrbingticn of these elemenlishg Trotisghy ~ut if Mthe neltioral peculicrities
represent en erieingl cenbination of the basic festures of the world preecess.This

aificence for revelubicntry sbrotezy over ¢ span
of meny verrs '(Frefzce Lo Permanent Revelution),The orggaaisational correlate

of this is)simultaneo slrgthe existence of of en internaticnal organiscticn
bosed on demcerstic certrelisr ond based cn the dominstion of the world prccess
over each indiViduél cecuntry (astrotsky rut it "only an internzticnel orgenisaticn
can be the besrer of an internétirnal ideology") and at the seme time the

right of the nationel secticns to determine netional tacties - only an orgrniseticn
implanted in thetoriginel corbinsticn',as both theoretical ccnsidératio~ and

r:ctical exrerience shows,is in 2 positica to dgtbrmlne the specificity of the
el ’ . P S

tuaticn in which noticnel tectics must be based,

[~te

s
. The exact relaticn between this internstionsl process and nationel taétics

" of course differs in differing conditicns,Tn certzin extreme situsticns it rey
even be ccrrgct and necessery tp sacrifice netiorel vecticng to the interests

of the internst£0ﬂal develorment = Lenin wrs cuite clesr thet in the event of th

|

start of the German Revolution the Russian state wovld heve to irtervene #n its

support whatever the ccnscfuences for Rusce itself,If we were in such extrere
co"di icng,if for exzrple one of cur secticns hed teken power In 2 ccuntry and

ve were weging @ cemne’n avgicgt an drrvericlizt ermed interventicn,then an
sedyeven semi-military,internaticnel discipline wuld te necescrry,
Byery gnegticn of nr tione? Yretics @ ~uld be cormmletaly swbordinate to thie

gigantic fect of ke dntern tionrl cless strurgleldt the cther cxtrere Lousvern,

where vhet s invelved 35 ¢ queshion which 3is ¢ Y3fe end denth cne for the

netic-2l perby but net the dominsnt »le~ent of the interneti ol nreccer,the

e
i}

cnel h

("

intern:t

[}

g no risht to dctermine even the most bagic is~ue of notic»nrl actics -
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I nete for exerple thet Lenin ond Trofcrky both severely attrcked the line of the

Ital

s

cn Porty under Rerdize econfronted with the rise of fasciemyand Lenin crenly
declzarael his guprort for the policy of Gromsci,but the Third Tnteracticnnd never
aftee ordored the Ttelisgy Prety Bo chedige 506 Zine vvon althensh it failire Be di%e
such oo cltabebivy wos litersl thygigel swicide for rogt of the perty.RPivwlis of
the Internocticoanl legding bolies are besgt advwige’ to |

Lell rnyene te deoyos 71%tle 48 ressible ond @1 o elaborate geherel tesfis,cfiev

-~
|

edvice,remlate releticas betieen secti no where theore ere disrute
vitevnational  Aemocvatic cedbralym ana
Retrcen the two funderentzl tlimitst,i,s, the rrinecirled questic

timeless and shigtorieal ansver can be ziven to the functioning of an Internsctic-zl.on

3
o
j-
-
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1seHowever the ganersl gmidelines seem to me roughly to te the following

1.The Intericticnel hasg the right to decide,end heve s binding,the lsunching

o

AN of dinternetional cempeigns on decisive copechs of the werld class struzgle,

ii,Every secticn hes the duty bto meke lnoun the views of the Interncticnel

o

cn the clase struggle even where it disagrees with it i.e, cuch sect1 n h'

the right and duty tc express itgelf in its own press on-all asrbcto of the

retlon 1 snd internoticnzl’ cTa» st rng ;1¢ but it has the duty bot to distrivate

o)
2

interasticnal or-ang of the Fourth Internsticnel tc meke %noun ‘n its own

n

precs whet are the vieys of the Internati ~al, (ICP &nd Filitant are invrolved here).

1ii,0nly tbn I-ternstionzl cen rerulzate releticns with internaticnal volitical

orzenisaticns = such relestions cffect rany sections end therefore the right to

determine thom cznrot bhe regu’cied by cne perticuler section,

iveThe Internctic-al has the richt to repgulate both its cwn right to be heesrd

end the organisetiocn of internstionel discuseicn i.e. it hes the ~~ht to tabe
binding decisicns on the orgenisation of internctic-el discuauirn,fo ingtruct

cng bt mnle novm the viewg of the Internzticns] to thelr merbeors £ this

34 heirnr ghotruveted bo drgf vt pedlorel] saogbicsg %C pplke Whown tho witye of

Fekerncionel Tandcnpian 1 2 orrrenrent wibh ¢ neticrme ] refbien L7 "hig 18
et ¢ rpepaated ate, (Chestic v 7ieds bed dn vetobige vo ac¥irdn pmestfena bok

the U,Sec ¥ojeritr),
Joihe Talarhe Bleow X bos bhe #'=kh 52 pagulele Intertnohisn=d ferceppay ©, . bhab
no-one crn be erveluded frer the Trnkarnsticnel for cur orking a 212 vhich is

net in agpecment with o neticanl sechicn (el if sereoe i threum et of o



o

secticn fer suprorting an internatic-al tendency the Internzticnal cen recoonice
that these reople =zre not cutride the Tourth Internaticnal;if the ICR refus s to
discuss with the main comronent of the CORFI this ciniob be telien 5 2 vete on

diseussiuvn witn tnem)e

n

There 2re of acirce other megbirag *nvolv&d in dnterncti rzl deroeratic
centralism but these seom to me the chief ones fer the rresent,
gidering the rregent craoniseticnzl disputes therefore I find myself rether
strongly in disacrecment with the SWP cn certein questicns (the use of ICP,rels icns
with the OCRFI of 2 unilatorddk cher:cter ete) but I also consider that thece
questicns of genirclignm cen only be reelly posed vhen the U,Sec mejority ceres
forverd as = real defender cf demcexscy -~ derocracy being the preconditicn for

—

centralism it rresent the U,Sec Majority does not de this‘fhich is vhy I cen egree

to joint ection with the SWP/ITF on these issues such as bulletins,the OCRFI etc,
However,just so there is no misunderstanding,once these issues of derocracy ere
fesolved then I think it necescery to heve a resl fight for centralism,

None of the voints I heve rsigadd cut across the right of nntlona] secticns to
deterrmine nrticasl tectics = on the contrary T ccasider this just as integrally to
Vbe defended es intérns ticnel democratic centreligm,However the voits I have made
do i'volve the interncticnsl being able to take binding decisions in scme aress on

the nstifnal s=ctions,It is on that latter reint thet a disssreerment in orincivle

may existIZ so of course 8ll rertict:ler aquesticns such as the OCRFTI pele i-to
insignificernce, |
I
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At prosent however we dentt “row if we heve a Aifference in vrincinle,We Xnow
there rro particular cetions of the SUP over which thers is disssreenent,thora
sre sove ateberants of vours in the dercaition to the court;and therebis ladials)
very wild tail fror scve LT members (T menticned i Oberlin the discusgicn I

hed with Arb Yourng),Founver 235 verrrds c¢en v2] statements thore fre only
fancus gpacches,with wrich T #m wall aconeinted ut wbich dontt resolva the
srecif’c roints under discussicn,and the revticuler achicns of the SWP -

addition of ccufse te the cuesticn of no binding decisicons on nehicnel toet

As r-gerds the achions of tha TTPF it is ocuibe clear theb they teke positinng
vhich gre not in line with the view thet nothi-g is bhinding,For exermple if nothing
is binding cn anybody anyuwry why on earth is it worth teling 211 the treouble to
get a correct U,Sec rosition on the World Congr-s3s?o you gericusly reintein that
2 secticn is not hound by a U.Sec or IEC resolution to,for examrle,leunch activity
as pert of sn internctional campaign in defence of the black messes of Socuth Africe
or to szve Hugo Blenco's life? ng cantt the SWP discuss anythinv-it vants with
Iamﬁert,insteed of referring in yorr letter to him to metiers non;nn tyithin the
framewcrk eateblished »Hr the United Secreteriett,if no one is bound by those
decisicns of the U,S2c anywey?If nobody is bounulby anything decided internaticnelly,
‘how cn esrth can the IMG even do such a trivial thing as sun*1¢ you with its interral
bulletins - after 21l you might suddenly decided to cive them to our n011t~0a1
opponents?

Until some of the recent short and not very cleer,statemen’s made by the SWP,in vhich

confusicn seems to me exist in frrmuleticn enyway,I had never resd anything which

sugested that the SWP considerad nothins binding,The baternsticnal to heve no
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right to deterrmine nntirnel techies is obsoclutely intesral to internati

derocratic centraliar for theeoraficcl reasong bubt fo ktake & step hevend that to

v

nothine heing hinding is ¢ violaki n of »rrl zrincinlen of tho cormunicst roverent

1$senssion of wvhob i chything,ron mesn by inteyncti-1n’ democerritic

contrelian i sheclutely emicisl to deterrine whether there is discoracrent Iin
pireinle on this isevn,If thare ias such a veel distigreecrent in roineirle then

obvicnsly it ta%es rriority oger all other diarues - 3% is o 1ife ond death questicn

to neve the Internrbicrnel This question is certainly cne of the mest urcent T woo T



like to diseuss with the SWP,In particuler how -ih sees the positicns of Luxerburg,
Ienin,end Troticky outlined,
3* R 2 ; #*
If we look 2t this isrue.of derocretic centralism from snother engle however
we also heve to note the sitnition of the INT,It pdy be the cese thet the SWP
hellenges the nrincivied basie of internrticral democretic centrzlism - thet remniné

to he nrovpn;Wh?t is vroven alrea’y however is thet the U,Sec Majoritr in certain

of its setions alreadyr has scted in rractice aﬂrinét internaticnzl demceratic
centrelisml If there is no transleticn of decumen* s,if there is no circulstion of

documents,if there is no rirht to attend conventicns,if there is 2 discririretory
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cettitude to rolitiesl discussicns with cutside forces then in faet there

undermining «f derocrecy.And without de#ocracy there can be no centrelism,I an

very strongly for centr2liem on thoae ismucs where it is cocrrect - which is not

naticnel tectics but interneticnal camraigns;duty‘to circulate the vress of the

Internaticnaljduty to make known the positions of the Internaticnzl even vhere

thea section disegrees with iﬁ°right of the International to attemnt to versuade ,not
oqnnu»huq

order$sections to toke a p= vtlculrr linegrelations with' mnternﬁtlona]{fllihas issues

not of taeties but of nr1"c1n1e etc. Howaver en sbgolute precondition for such

contralism is der cv,Tha is wﬁy I =m perfectly vrevrred to co-orereste,nrovided

thers is no orincipled obstecle,on the issues I cutlined in my:original dreft,

In reletion to this I have been 2ble,since I sent my letter of 6 Seﬁtember,to .
have a lot rore discussicn with cdes as they got beck off their veestions,In rarticule
T have had several diseussions with Rrien Grogen and Taric,Although we need sore
further diséuo,unns on pertienlar noinks Ler very pleased thet azreement apresrs to
exist on at lesst certsin points - nost imrortantly verio:s of thé{féndency A cdes

ere,on recc'sideration,changed their positicn on the is<ues of discucsicns with the
Iambertists,On such-issuss &s trenslebion of docvments;the-rositicrn of the IC” e
there wes earreement snyvew,I think that,nrovided therc wes no disasresmont witk the
SWP or prircipled ovesticng,the ~“enerel nosition cf the MG lecilershin weuld be
2long the lines we sterbes dicenaaing in Cbherlin,What this evidently reices ig the

nzact nrecticsl coures of

EctiOn.

On thig I think there ero tvwo vossibilitieg,If the October U,Sec pasren -~ cnr-oct

pecitien then T think the MG lesdrrchin will endorse it and rmoke it their cun pl?tfor



jo0e makXing it clerr,in 2 statement i the Intarnrticnel,thet 28 fer es we ere

caonecerred there will he no authoritr*ive andl dorgeratic wnrlad con7rcss,rﬂ4 troyrefore
» U,8cc resolution)
a0 world cengresc,unless b erwont in cerried out to the Iﬂ*tcr.

b

In the event that the U,Sec does neob tele o corvect voaition, b thot wve acree

cleng the lines v dizerssed of Charlin,nid »c differencs of nrincinle evicts on
the cresticn of dnter niicael deroer bic contrelism,then I porsenglly wendd fzvenr
exactl vhet vou ousreate? iq the Sonvontion = 2 zlesr aerd public,within the Irtorretd

~21,bloc te ficht on certrin key orornianntic el creationg,I think the cies in the
DG weld ant to dizeups this of corge - btho Rupsrian vroverb 'cesure vour cloth
seven tirns before rou cub it is very sz-pogite on such cuestions - but I think the

MG leedercri iz by now well odqcptéd%on orgenisation cquestions of principle,If they

vy opinicn they =ro,then I think the corrset seticns woulld he teken,

3¢ * *

What ‘moeel we:ld the DG drking orel a rositios hrve? T think it wonld hrve sorn

tt lerzt,The DiG,while not by eny mcong the big est secticn in the Interasticnel,is

not ninute It hes ¢ ceortein strategic geo-pcliticel pesiticn in the debetes In the

\
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Internc ticorel, It heg £ Lot of contacts in the Zurcrlesn sectiong.It is o sclidly

G-

T scebions (929 ot *he Taot vote) which cervios sore weizhb,I think such 2 bloc
. ! “ .
would heve a bigrer effect certainly than the ITF/SWP by itself or by m-rely parcllel

pogiti-ns IMG-SWP,
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enl:ly that T wold enl fovrewr such 2 scluticn in extrenmisel
would rmuch prefer to rerenade the U.Sce mejority cnto ¢ right conrsee.But the IMG/
totelly cemmitted to criositicn to ¢y split In the In ternutloqal vhich is not;

justified by principle - cne thing we hrve rezlly done is srash the srlit mendIf

the SWP cere cub ersinat 1o herqetionsl dnrccrstic centrolicn thet would inevitably

n Lk

Jezd to a szlib for rriraiple” vesgoms,®ub the precticel ccurse which the U,Sec

ngaoriny hes belen o oerrieio guislicnz v froveke on warrinelsled orli® oo it
is Srrpea’lils e Re'd Lo stbue avsn & w1t A e =alned fon, ot plaae v Tolpieell
crmstn the “rafp ¢4 808 nd Bhe e B doede™ e thEey beve tolensTo vrtyent @ieh
sn unprinetrlot rrove g 2 grlSh T Eiax w TN wewld T prepemed Hl@ pole

g verd) Ticht wooiaet Mo UgBee Vi fovity -~ o #1 00k vhiegh ¢ F thin atege 7 the peme

Jents fugt peamiet @ 2o Fepelwtl p8 by Do 815 ’H#Eocsoﬂs I ttenl Mbe 0% Qerling
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it is not & fight T weuld undertcke lightly or ~aber1v and will certainly nok be

mancuvered into it to serve ony suproscd factional interect of the SWP or LT -

vhich is what T meznt by my rerork chent refueing to he » left cover fer the SHP,I am

only rrepered Lo meke such a fight if it ig for the *+terents of the Intere ticazl
. o
which go right rhove tendencics or facticns = tpjrst thelerse thet T do errsiden
a__ri
the issuec we Alsgosead ‘such Cuesticng,
. -~
% 3% %

Briefl:r on the Ceonoon crticle.Iﬁ ig oxtreorely ‘ntepesting - ahsclutely exeo’lent
6% Prineiplas on Wby to deal with vnificr fien apﬂroéches but no go cleer on the
Tfochion and pertylsuentiorn,On the latter T think by fer the best shrtemert of hig,
end in frel the test single thing T bnow cn the lacve,is Connontls letter to the

have done come Irportent rethinking on this “ssue a2g the pesition in thet 1941
letter is ruch more rounded and ccrrect that the statemant cn the seme issue
in the ferous 'Tactional Struggle end Party lcosdershipt!(See Speeches to the Perty

p186),The stztement of 1961 is so gocd in fact thet,together with Trotsky!ts
stctoment of th#issﬁes invyolved which cen be fowd in his Writﬁngs_1932-33 54,1 thirk
Connonts vords cold be put verbatin into the statutes of the Internsticrnel,As

cutside of Tro'sky,I thin': there is more to be leernt from Cannon then frcﬁ znyone
else in our ~overent on how to build a Perty (which is a truism to you but which

T cen 2s-ure you ig very far from being the {conve‘ c12l wiszdent outside thr United
Stotes),T en alv:ys extrer=ly plecnzd to dlgmiaz his viewg, T hOFQ‘U? 2gn £o

- Tl

thrcugh the ﬁi?cussicn on the article 2zt bere roint,

3* . £ 3

Finally T zm sorry this has been zn extremely lons letter,Cne conclusion I hrve

drewn frorm five years frcticn fichliag in the IMG heuereryen. bofore thab 2% bhe

rather rouzher school of the I5,71 that the only rrédeticsl relitics iz ~rincinrled

politicg.Everyone I hovne ever met n that tire yhe tried & moncuvre fing?’+ aow
1t blow up in hiz feea, T helieve now 'n »rincipled reliticos becsuse T 1ike -

I wanted theorefore to btok» o Jittle tire to . ut down excctly whot I think,Ven (i.eeSWP)

mey be sencavevicpg Wi'e e elap avg fob sl T ‘thew,slihoe=k T heee nekylest 18

you &re T just know it will blow up at some point,:



In the IMG we iatend to nild a rowerful secticn in e peuwerful Interncticnsl sc I

ol S,

dentt thinl watll rgﬁonvre.I hone yor denlt intend <o either becsusa if you‘rvaﬁ-J
crra,in = fermoig word,to col]bberate,then I 2m cure wa can ot thidgs dona vhich
hoth the VG and the SUP reve nn iateorest din <« and in 2ny case whenever I rane o
to collaborstie uith tha SUP cdes T alweyn lrsrn so-ethingd

3 ) #*

Tha only voint I wouid z£dd on orectics) isaves to the cutline T sent is T would

1i¥e tc hezr your views on TICP/Inrreccr,

e
3
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T='"en together with thelovtl*re T scnt,with the ahove addition,this letter
rerresents rore cv less my cnrrent thinkineo cn the situsticn in‘the Internaticnal,lX
hove,if voun consider it profitsble,ve cen ccontirue the discussion we starited =t
Oberlin;'After a rother dresdful start I hsd the feeling thot thst reetingz locked

as if it might get scorewhere,You must understend,as I pcinted cut,that I can't

js )}
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188 before the U,Sec IMP matters,but even cutside those limits I thirk it is
rossible te hava a fruitful discussiocn, I rerscielly would be very hepry to zo

throush the voints reised.

|
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Iet me knew as much es vosaible
fix up-my schedule - I need scrme rricr uwsrn’nz beceuse of orsenising ensecemaznts
which een be moved but which becore preogressively herder to do so the less tive

I have to dc it,

freternelly

e

worldHevever T tm or voee A3 of mr Horly texh = T e dedre ¢ veed hichtorrs € Wia
enrrentla rien rnd 721] < ond T dont't beve tire ho rewrite this. Pecouss of Ehs bing
or on tho meglt therofere T hove cent iE e 1F i

Junt Tooence o chonl o vhong vle sa versrhey oibh Reyver what T otold his ohaet 85
; ! ; e s

arn Yo gonbrabed ot bore o tha cwendns b ek nftey 1nem, ous (1A
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n zdvance whether you intend to come so that I can



