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Revolutionary Marxist Committee
P.0O.Box 134
Detroit, Michigan

USA 48221
Alan Jones May 11, 1977
c/o IMG

Dear Alan:

Enclosed is a letter which we just sent to a group in Britain
called the Workers Power group. ULet me repeat the same questions
which Bruce Landau asked you in a recent letter concerning the
Workers League (GB): Is there anything we could do to improve
your relations with Workers Power (assuming that this is your own
desire)? Could you tell us anything about them? As you know,
we have contact with a number of small groups in Britain. Of course
we want to use whatever political influence we may have over these
groups fo encourage them to move in the direction of Trotskyist
unification with the USec and with the IMG in Britain. On the
other hand, we don't want to do anything which would go against
the policies and orientation of the IMG. It would therefore
be very helpful for us if you could indicate the IMG's sttitude
toward the groups with which we have contact, as well as making
any specific recommendations which you may have.

Communist greetings,
8/Eric Olsen

Eric Olsen
for the National Committee
RMC

rs. The National Committee asked me to inquire in this letter as

to whether or not the IMG would be inBerested in placing a
bulk order for our recent Revolutionary Marxist Papers 211,
which contains our political resolution and unification

. proposals. As it stands, the IMG has received a copy of this
document as part of our regular exchange. But we thought it
would be a good idea for you to order a number of them so

that the widest number of the members of the IMG who are inter-
ested could easily get hold of then.

cc: USFI
SWP (US)



Revolutionary Marxist Committee
P, O, Box 13)4-
Detroit, Michigan

USA L8221
Workers Power Group
la Camberwell Uraqve
LONDON SE 5
Ureal Britain - May 5, 1977

Dear comrades:

The Revolulionary Marxist Committee is a Detroit-based US Trotskyist organization -
. pumbering in a few dozens. Since our inception as an qrganization (September, 1975),
pur group hag sought contact and discussion with all currents and tendencies in the

o _.international Marxist movement. Same wegks hack we recaived s cqpy of Workers Power .

#3. WP3 is the first and only contact or knowledge we have of your group's Bistory
and politics. Enclosed you will find a copy of the most recent issue of qur publi-
cation, Revolutionary Marxist Papers,- uhich pummarizga our pgat and gtates our
prosrwm and basic perspgctives. f
Judging from WP3 and especially the article "Failure of & Funion" end your plate

form,;« ere We StandY, there appears to be'a considershle similarity in the palitical
evolution and political outlook of our two groups. Qur group, like yours, originated
as an expelled faction from the IS milieu, breaking with the 1S's economism, national
parochialism, and un<leninist views on program and party-building. = Somewbat similar
experiences to yours with regard to the Workars Fight group wera encouqycrag by us
in the US group, the Revelutlonary Soclalist: Leagupp tin-pot Bolsheviem, leadership
~cliquiem, lack of geriousness toward the development of program and theory, a dis-
- regard in practice of the centrality of the vanguard, ' and a refussl) to pyl forvard
~a clear and systematic strategy for recopstructing the Pourth Internatiopal, Like
yourselves, we consider owr evolution as one of drawipg ¢loger to the wmethods and
program of Trotskyism, with, however, e¢riticisms of its current repxeaeutauives.=
Like yourselves, we consider the Stalinist societies t@ be state capit&li&t. -In
aadition, there appear to be a number of other points of political gireement between
us. L shall not continue this list of comparlsons, hut ratber urég again than you
examine our enclosed publication, RMP #1l., .
' It we have grasped correctly your outlook on the ‘queation of party#build;ns, ve
are in agreement that the role of a propaganda group at tiis sbage pust entaii an
orlientation to the most advanced workers, ;nopaggnda emphasizing the npeeds ol tae
most oppressed, &nd debate and common work yith Lert~novlng radicgl end gspecialiy .-
vroudkyist forces with the aim of achleving px;n01pl&d fusiong and resoupments.
We may, however, have a d¢sagreement as to what cowrse of action this outlook

must lead to under today's conditions. . 0f especlal cancern to us in this regard

is your attltude toward the existing lrotskylst movewent and especially the United
Sscretarigt of the Fourth International. While we sgem to have a generally similar
appraigal of the USKFI (egreement witih the decisive parts of the legacy of Trotskyism
-~ €.85., importance of the crisis of leadership, permanent revolution, core propo-
sitions of tne CI and the 1938 Transitional Program -~ but disagreement with wae
current USFI on the class nature of the Stalinisl societies and with the USFi's view
of purmanent revolution as an autumaltic process that can operate throu-h petty
boucgeois biunt lnstlumean), we may dil'fey on the appropriate regroupmenc poiicy

it adopt towards the USKFI and its secilons. As elavorated in BMP #1i, our moup
betleves tonat priucipled Iusions amung Lrotskyists are botih possible and necessary
;n ti:lg period. We agree with the seciion ol your platiorm (tie secilon entivled

Lhe Principle Pianks ol Our PLdLLuxm ) whicli swa.ese

"For a revolublunary pariy based on a wiansitional proramue and
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orgaunized according to the principles ol democratic~centralism
-~ full freedom oi political debate, disciplined unily in actiou.

For the reconstrucilon of thie Fourth Internallional on the basis
ol au international transitlonal programme and & democratice
centralist practice.” :

And we agree vith your last plank, which states:

"We commit ourselves to polemic, debate and discussion with other
tendencies of the Lelt to clarify the political differences, the
possibilities of Jjoint work, and to lay the basis for e principled
regyoupment on an international and nstional basia."

However, we would stress that the end (reconstrustion of the FI) and the means
(debate and discussion,. Joint work, and principled regroupments) must be linked up
iy a concrete gnd practical strategy. For us this has meant qaekiqg fusion as a
fendency with the US Socialist Workers Party (which is in’ political sympathy with
the USFI but prevented from membership s & section dus to reactionary lavs
~+ In our view, fusions of this kind pre principled Just becausé the pain strategic
task of this period is the recqnstruction;pf the Fourth’ Interqatipml. 8 Drocess
wnich gust begin from vhere the Trqtskylst povepent is today. Forging the Fourth
Interngtional frop the yarious forces outside Staliniam was Qrotsky's method in
the 1930s. Today we must begin with. the existing intgrnationul Trotskylist movement.
Without fusions of 'this kind the grgzanizational fr;gpnnxqtioq ef the Trotgkyist move-
ment will continue to preyent the kind. of doint work,. dehete and common oxgsnizational
- Jife pecessary for the political clhrifiqgﬁion whiqh is ip turn: p@ggpsqu for the ‘

. construction pf & revolutlonar internaticpal with. mliw-bmnd progragpatic and

. pelitical foundations, Without such fusions the ext

tical dxffqngncea among

Trotskyists will continue to generste morg oraanixgb ad aptd atering greater dead-
" end sectarienism, small group oultism qnd impotenge, axpsserltion of &4 ferenges,
_etc. -~ 8l) gt the expense of a oqmmen Tpetskyist front against the £les-cut, oppo-
pents of ravolutlongry Marxism (8talinism,” Maoism, sogiel democracy) &k Wpll 48 at

the expense of the kind of political. clarifitation based en Joint qr ecommap work,
mutugl respect and trust, aud discigling bt w;ll be peeded to achigve g revolutinnary

| a.democr%tic-centralist internatienel.- While it ig obwiously pot without underiying

~ political causes -- historie political. oauges -« the vicipus circle of- ract;onallsm,
 spiitting and political pweturing, fxasmgntgmion, :4nflation of differgncqn an@ 80 on
ptajuing the Lrotskyist movement todsy san gnd uunt.he Pproken, ¥ .
You state at one point in your plaiform;  °° ’

The revolutlonpry party caano;'pq pu;;t.on & national ‘basis ;lnne. We
fight to build an internationsl qampcrabic-centralint paxty -~ to combat
the bourseqisle on the bagis of an: ,x,hteruatzlonal programge for workers

"~ pover, Such an international pragr and party must be bullt on the
lessons and experience oi the fiyst’ 3 our Conaresse; of the Qommunist
International and the re-elabarat;gn of thp 193 programmg of the Faurth

International,

Workers Power does not believe such an Lntexnaulonal party exists, Nei-
ther has the necessary programmetic work been completed. ‘‘he Fourth Inter-
national needs to be re-created around a re-elaborated tlana;tional ‘Program

on a qemocratic-ceahrallsu basis,

this poses but does not answer the question ol the international. What practical
course do you derive from this planx? The FI will not be reconstructed uniess todayg's
YroLekyists take responsibility for making it come about throu.h discussion ana debate
bused on loyadi aud patient payly building within tne main Trobskyist organizations.
In WP 3 you write that you and Wokkers Fignt bo.h agreed thats "Against the USFI we
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bolh insisied wnat an International in the tradition of Lenin and Trotsxy still had

to be bulit”. In our opinion, this stalement simply misses the point, What practical
strategy do you propose for builiding this international? And where does the USFI

it into tals strategy? We do nol think il is enouzh to simply "insist against the
USFI" that en international in che tradition ol Lenin and frotsky still has to be
buiic, For in the meaniime, toe USFI continues to exist, it is without questlon ine
oniy viable international Troissxyist organization of any significance in tne world
today, i\ is more and more clearly becoming the centei of regroupment for Trotskyist
forces, il is growing rapidly, it has sections in simty countries, and, more importantly,
it is the only international current which has important sections in those ccuniries
which are emerging in this period as the pivotal areas of the class strugzle woere

the political differences within the Trotskyist movement can be put to 8 serious and
prectical test. For all these reasons we think that to pose the question "Is the

USFI today the Fourth Internalional in the tradition of Lenin and Trotsky?" is to

pase the question in the wrong way to begin with. For our part, while we have a
pumber of serious political differences with the USFI we consider it to be & revqlu-
tionary organization. More importantly, we think that debategover whether or not

the USFI is "the" international are essentially ebstract and sterile. 'Tq our minds,
the real issue i this: &) the USFI can certainly become "the" internatjonal, and

b) most impoxrtant, it is the only ioternstional Trotskyist organizatiop which has

this potential, ' L ) AR

" We are therefore firmly convinced that unless a tendency is willing to Join the
USFI and work within its sectiona in a loyal and disciplined fashion it capnot and
will nov be able to play any serious role in building & revolutiopary mass international
in thg tradition of Lenin and Trotsky. The argument that "the USFI todey is not
'the' international" was precisely the basis for Healy and Cliff's "go it alone"
strategy. Hence their "build the national party first” perspective. You know the
resulf. It 1 not entirely clegr to us from WF3 whail your perspective ig. But it
appears to us that you envisage g sirategy which attempts 10 elaborate a progrem
whicih will be the only basis upon which you will conslder fusion with other organiza-
tions, That is to say, your perspective ia that of a long term independent organiza-
tion whose goal is to built an international organization is opposition to the USFI.
If this is so (and we readily admit that we are only speculating on theg basis of

the little knowledge which we have of your organization), then we think you are making
a serious pistake. We beiieve that it is impossible for a small tendency which exists
iu only one (o: even three of four) countries to construct a viable international under
today's conditions, To make such an attempt outside of and in opposition to the USFIL
"is, in our opinion, to commit the clagsic mistake which Lenin inveighed against time
and a;ain of attempting to "Jjump over the head of the vanguard". Regardless of the
diiierences which yqu (or weg.may hgve with the USFI, it is absoluiedy clear ~- ag ,
the events in ibexria, to name just one example, demonstrate recently -- that the
political evolution of the USFI is the pivot of the struggle to build the Fourth
international, It ig for this reason that we think that the place of any serious
tendency is within the USFIL, stru:igling to correct the political mistakes of the
USFT on a democratie ceutralist basis wnile at the same time undertaking loyal and
disciplined responsibility ror building the USFI and its national sections,

We expect to fuse with the SWP(US) in a matter of months. Should you teel inte-
resied in pursuing a correspondence wiitli us on the avbove or any olher questions, we
are eager to do so s0 long as we remain an independent organization. Af'ier fusion,
the RMC will cease to exist as an independeni organization and our correspondence
witl of course thencetorth be rezulated by the norms of the SWP's and tne USri's
democratic cencraiism, In tne meantime, please understana that copies of owr corres-
ponaence witi olher tendencies are made available ~- as a routine cowrtesy ana as
par. of the process of consummating an honesl and loyal tusion -- to the SWP and tae
United Secretvariat. In addiilon, we also send a copy of our correspondence witn
Svicish orsanizations t. tne iMu, ,

We woury be interested in exchanging views on all aspecis ol your polilics a.d
curs, very shortiy we witl be pruaucing a new Revolutionary Marxist Papers devoued
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tu the question of siate capitalism and tue proletarian dictatorsihip. %The RMPs which
we have already produced thus f'ar cover a wide terrain: questions of party-building,
tne national quescion, Porcugal, Angola, the black liberation siruggie in the US,
‘Chile, quesiions of Marxist economic theory, eivc. Under olher circumstances, we
would propose an exchange or publications witi you. However, since we do not expect
iv remain an independent organization for very much longer, tuis would be relatively
pointless. Instead, we are encowaging our cumrades to subscribe to youqbubiication,
~ane we would urge you, in turn, to order a bulk order or our publications for your
own members, L am enclosing a list oi' our publications for that purpose, should you
choose to do so. '

In the hope that you wilil respond to this letter, let us pose to you a few ques-
tions which you might be able to take up briefly.

1, What do you see as your course of further evolution?
2. What is your opinion of the USFI? What is your opinion of the IMG, thg WSL
and the IS(GB)? o .

3, Do you agree with T, CLiff's analysis of state capitalism? If not, could you
indicate your principal differences? Especially, what is your appraisal of
Cliff's views on permanent revolution (see, e.g., the articles in IS 61)7

Looking forward to your reply,

Communist greetings,

1%“45‘}1;444n~/
Fred larsonm,

. for the National Committee
Revolutionary Marxist Committee

cc: Usrt
swp(us)
(o)



