Ettn., : Comrades Jack, Barry, Gus ete.
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17 June 1978
To: U Sec Bureau

Dear Comrades,

After reading Conrade Roman's report to the U Sec Bureau
dated May 10, we feel the need to write this report to you for your
reference in the discussions of rvlated problems.

l'11'.r's‘r, we wonld like to express our sincere joy that
since Aurust last vear, ve have heard that responsit:le comrades of the FI
have successfully dissolved the LTF and the IIiT, eliminated the opposition
from these two factions, and strenrtheded solidarity in the FI. That is
exactly what we strongly aspired to in the conclusion of the document
entitled 'Our opinion on the issue over Latin America') that we sent to
vou on tle eve of the 10th W.C. We have also heard the joyous news of
the srcres-ful fusion of orrenizatisns in scveral countries. They are
rood exanples. for,and inmpetus tg,frnternal orcaniza*inrns which are still
s rivine for fusi~n., fusion and solideritr of this %ind are extrerely
sirnificant to trr c‘evelormen! of 'he entire movement,

Atterpis of corades ~° + 0 T ot funions have hecn rralized

rrgdes ertaig . A
afier ige'7:ave ~onruered X8R ndencins of divisi~n, after they have

A

clarified politiecel Aiver-c~necies.and reesvined arreerent, andeith their

insistence on the fusion “#ing tasced on comron political and organizational

principles. We aprreciate your conscious efforts; we completely support

vour rresent ef‘or*s of helpins the divided organizations in other

countries to achieve fusion. And tecause of this, Fong has expressed to

Comrade Roman ‘htat we hope this effort will ‘e extrnded to other Trotskyist
) 3

orrenizations wi.ich 'av. still not et recopsnized the leadership ©f the

U Sec lureau. For examrle, if we can win over the French Lambert faction

o ‘e fused with I~ French scction, a rass party will rise in France
which can 1cnd strorles with greater strength and serve as a greater

impetus to the conversence or fusion of forces in other countries.
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A The problem of fusion with RMHL

In convergiﬁ%ﬁ@orces here and striving for fusion with RHML,
we work witsséhove attitude and wish. We react to your call in your letters,
asree to work towards fusion with the RML, and go through a series of
practical steps: we have rade a rcport of this to yocu in our lefter dated

25 Nov 1974,

() Acinal moves to 2”vence the fusion

This wish and attitude of ours are expressed in many facts.

As early as when cde Wu suddenly announced h.s withdrawal from the RCP and
the FI to set up another organization, despite its r-jection to us, we
£+ill trjd our test to approach it and cooperate with it; despite its:
refusal to join with us in holding mass rallies, we still support%% %%}ion,
joindits rallies, and assisted it financially. Only because it did not
regard itself as Trotskyist, there was no question of fusion of the two
orranbzations. Still, we recognized two persons in that organization --

Wu and Yeung -- as ?:otskyists. Later, with the assistance of cde Sakai,
wve, they, and cdelavor IWP, together formed a co-ordinating comrmittee. The
chief responsitility for the failure of this committee to play an active
role lav, we think, not on us.

Despite the fact that cde Wu, being leader of RML, has never
énswered us on why he previcusly withdrew from the RCP and the FI (we have
madé ‘a report on this matter to you at the time), and despite the fact
that he stated in internal articles that RCP had degenerated to ' a
reactionary position of hetrayal of the revolution' and taunted cde S.T.
Pengogﬁ?pvblications, we ctill do not ask for his clarification of these
nnes’'icns as a preconditicn for the fusion discussions (raztionally speaking,
a responsitle revolutiocnary should, of his own accord, first settle these
cvestinons clearly. And, on the position of the RCP, we should first obtain
a reesonatle explanation.) This shows that we are extremely tolerant in order
to echieve fusion, snd *hat we sincerely work to overcome obstacles.

Tre first actual step both sides took towards fusion was to
asrirn vs to draft a draft 'Joint Statement'; within the draft, there was
the suf-estion to 'cease any open criticisms of the other organization'.
The fraft was sen®t to the RIL for *heir study with a view to adopt it
jointly. But a month later, RNL published on Combat Bulletin(6th issue)
the article 'ilao “se-tun- and the Chinese Revolotion' under the name of
l.eo Lan Yau (Vu's penname). The article greatlywhitewashed lao Tsetung
ané the CCP, condemned the 'mistakes of the tradifional Chinese Trotskyists'
five times each time with several words s attacked S.T. Peng by name, and

even znnounced that from the next issue onwards,Cdmbat Bulletin would
discuss 'the mistakes comritted by the traditional Chinese Trotskyists in

tre Third Revolution!

Apart from the above as answer to the draft 'Joint

Statement' that we proposed, they have given us no other answers.
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In the letter the RCP PNC sent to the RML Standing Committee
and to all RiL comrades dated 30 October 1976, we asked them about their

ioun s ) 3
py%X%reﬁely severe criticisms of RCP, zng we restated our request of the

b 4

termination of open criticism of the other pa§t¥, we asked that our letter
that we
be issued to all RML comrades for discussion, and/be told fthzm the results of

their dJiscussions (we have translated thisifggtggv%%sghat time and sent to
ybu). But after that, we have never received a reply, except at a meeting,

we “ezrd Wu express orally that: their open criticism of us was only a kind

of historical study which mexXivkexdo was permissible. (Of course, we do not
acree that tris is tl'e proper wethtod in studyinsg a historical question, which
will zchieve any rood effects, and not result in the danaégeo}v%ﬁg @gotskyists)
Tzageddx Despite all these, later we still decided to appoint 3 comrades
vho, to~ether with another % comrades from thre RiL, formed a co-ordineting
comriittee which, on the one hand, discusses and promotes the fusion process,

and on *‘he other hand cazrries out daily work that toth sides can cooperate in,

(2) Differences in the fusion process

We telieve that in order to achieve a fusion based on common
political and organizational pringiples, we must first carry out political
discussions on our programmatic positions on “hina to find out the areas
where toth sides are comnon or different. When the programmatic principles
have been confirmed to be common and the differences that exist are only of
secondary importance, then mam the fusion has a firm base on principles.

We do not agree to some other ways, such as before discuscions
have “een carried out, people prophetically proclaim that the two sides do
hot have differences in programmatic principles; or, people think though there
exist manr cdifferences, the fusion should first be realized and after that,
discusricns will re carried out within the sane organi~ation. The former
wav ne~lects the irportsnce of political and organizational principles. If
there were no serious differences, then, past divisions and s&tting up of
another orranizaticn in oprosition *o the original organization was a mistake
unprincipled split , The many yeosrs of division show. that there inevitably
exists varions differences. If we do not first clarify and stlve the
differences, tut ins*ead, bring the possikim serious differences that may
exist into t'e fused orzanization to e then argued, the new organization
will tog down into disturbancesfind Jisputes; it will not te able to carry
out ordinary work and play its role, but very probably, it will have opposing
sifes and xay even a nev split.

This proxatle development does more harm than good to the
en‘ir-~ moverent. We nre very unwilling to see this. Therefore, the
Aifferences that exist while we work towards fusionmggg}ﬁiffereﬂces in the
actual process =nd methods, These differences xzunpok¥ must not be viewed as
evidences of mgreement wr opposition to tre fusion.

The process and method that we propose are basically similar
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to the metheod used hy F'I leading comrades in strengthening FI solidarity
this time: they first clarify past issues of political arguments, overcome
actual differences, affirm the common positions of the two sides, and then
‘dissolve the factions tonﬁni fuse them as one. Why is it that the FI method
that has proved effective should not be .- applied here?Why is it that Eg%s

sugrestion of ours should be considered defeatism that hinders fusion?

(3) Political differences that have been discovered

On Novemter 26 last vear, all members of the leadership of both

organizations held a joint neeting and decidej to have the siz probléms
listed in the mhxoxexxentinxmned Discussion Programn which murxwrzanizaxizm ve
vroposed as : problems of programmatic principles for the fusion. If there
can be gygxexrxpxxitesx unanimity ksxepiaioxraxkxxxeadoditienenomx on these
six 'problgms, that will constitute the basis for fusion. At the same tine,
the meeting decided that the leadership of bhoth organizations would each
prepare a written document on the six‘ problems :. to facilitate
discuscsions.

Leater, we produced our written opinion on the gkexg six
guestions ( except part of the &tk question about the Constltutlon ),
and The RML produced ?dccxmentoon gquestions 1,2, and 5, and su:gested some
corrections to our document on khkexfkk question 6. The RHL did not write
rrxoxdirx e2bout ocuestions 3 and 5, btut they indicatedthat basically, they
agreed with the related documentéproduced by us.

As for the documents the RML prodiiced of questions 1 and 2, we
immediately pointed out that they were too concise and relatively %xmm of
ceneralired theory and not concrete enough, thus evaded or concealed
posritle differences concerning real pre quesntions on China. RML, on the
ofher hand, proposed to he theoretical as fer as posuible and to bLe concrete
only +hen the pro~ram Wwas being drafted. fis for concrete protlems, RML
ifdicated that they 7id not agree with our criticism of the CCP's foreign
policy of co-existence we mentioned in our document on ghestion 1, and they
said 1Fis's%ou38 not hte consicdered as a question of pro~raraat1c p051t10n.
QEQ %;7¥u%stlon % atout asricultural communes, a question which posed the

ost o*vious differences, after scveral discuscions, RHL has corrected quite

oining
2 lo* of their orinicn, but Xkeyr V#llixxnxxskgﬂxkgagxxmzygﬁe/fhrﬂl prddaction

orrenizations, they still insisted not to include thgriggép%% rospect for
peasants' own will; but this was what we expressly proposed auixadoxpied in
the prozram adopted in the Confcrence of April last year.

Durinz the political discussions, we asked them: were thefe any
changes in their opinicn expressed in the programmatic document the RML put
forwerd on &4 Mary 1976 (entitled 'The crisis of CCP's bureaucratic rule, and
vrospects for tle political revoluticn' and published in the 5th issue of
Combat Bulletin)? Their answer was no. But we have always considered that
tris document contains the following main, serious mistakes: Firstly, it

asserts that'the Mzoists' main social badis has always been on the strata
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of the hichest political consciousness among the proletariat and the poor
lower middle peasants; basically, their convergence basis is political
ideolosy."As for the Chow and Tang faction, they are the rightists whose
social tasis has been on administrative personnel in science and technology,
the intellectuals, burcaucratic cadees of the state organ, and the relatively
well-off peasants; their convergence rtasis is political, economic and social
privilezes.

Secondly, it asserts that "the lianoists represent the tradition
of the CCP »s mass ~ovement'", that "the success " of the coopcrative movement
end the commune mogemsnt "has been accomplished b: ‘hc form of mass movenment',
"These hasic positions of the Maoists determine . their centrist position".
(In our opinion, the communalimation policy has not succeeded and kas not
teen a 'mass movement'. Instcad, it has been carried out by - order
fonr from above, a bureaucratic order similar to Stalin's promotion of
collective farms in the U.S.S.R. starting from 1929.)

Thirdly, it thinks that the flaoists hope "bureaucratic policies &
mass will can be entirely concordant, and orders will Wecomé& the subjective
demands of the masses'", that '"the Maoists &ully allow:’ 'horizontal democracy'
to-exist, ie, when the workers and peasants are carrying out - orders from
above, under the tasic condition that they do not object to the policies,
they can collectively decic®how to carry out the policies and the details of
the édistribution of work." Suca a%%gggﬁTb\which contradict: the facts
=nd gild the liaoistsshould "support thre Kaoistgp§8§9fhe rightists', and 'have
no reason to insigt the line of political revolution afainst the llabists®
(remarks of cde Wang on that programratic document). Dut the line of
political r-volutien is the most si-nificant, central guestion in a progeanm
on Qhina, and there must not be allowed a contradictory, am“iguous and
evasive atiitude.

Above mentioned are sornc »of the more olbvious did€férences that
have teen discovered concerning the two organizations' view on the programmatic
question on China. This bas been clesrly pointed out by cde Lee See at the
joint* meeting which cde Yoman participated. “egides that, there are some
actual differences between the two ». znizaticons in their views on Taiwan
(see Joint Internal DBulletin,Issuc 1, 'Foundations of fusion for the Chinese
Trotskyist rovement', and cur orinicns on that document), in the agitation

slocans we should now {orward in lo:; Kong and liacau (we proposc the slogan

slogan of Soviets), and in the advocation of the RHL in its 'Outline of
¥olitical Program' that the RNL ""should wrepare and carry out armed
strus-le xmxHomrgxKomg if class strurale in leng Kong develops to a certain
level or under special circﬁmstances;“ etc. (As to questions such as
the appraisal and arguments on China's past history, the appraisal of the
pest mistakes of the Chinese Trotskyists, there will be quite a number of
differences; hut btoth sides have agreed to talk about them in detail in the

futnre and will n~t teske them as questisns of programmatic principles which
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must first be solved in the present fusion,)

In January this year, when we were discussing the first
three questions and when the last three cuestions were not yet discussed
on pzper, RNL gave us a letter and put forward 8 concrete sufgestions (it
is said this letter has been sent to you). Cur opinion was that discussion
-shoul? bve completed according to the original plan,'but the time limit for
the completion of the digcussions, for thedgg:?%ggg g¥cthgspr0grams "
for each to call its party congress to decide on the fusion, etc, should
re definitrly set. "

Vhen the discusscions of otk the leadership of both sides
ended in early‘March, they jointly set up a document drafting committee.

We were responsitle for drafting the program on China, and that document
we have given to the RML for study on June 4, We are still waiting for
their opindon.

The =x¥pxzxmerkirmed many diffe?ggg%g xgn§gg¥51x are difficult
to discover if both sides have not exchanged their views and discussed
the  SuSEeEoRL o tn e FHELERERE bR nR N1 ILBROTRE Yho aides will be
quite considerate and quite significant if the RML does not seriously
consider and alter their obviously incorrect opinion, does not clarify some
guestions Xkax pending clarffication, and make concretz&%uestions they
previously theorized as far as possible. The truth is always concrete,
and the progframs must also be concrete and clear. Without a concrete and
clear poditical program, we will not bc able to base on it in outside.
proraranda end arsitation, and win th iasces to our movement, and educate
comrades internally. . i A

_ A1l the above facte erSGaggaifiéagsaiggtﬁggpggs%gégoi?
EXYXINXS{YKRIRRREXXIxYyx&RExXNxX we attach great significance to the political
and or~anizational principles and positions as basis for fusioﬁ??the methods

and steps we “ave taen are necessary.

(k) York in Honz Kon= ahd cooperation betwern the two parties

Before and after the two organizati-ns carried on tlie above
mentionc:d discusnions, we have wmace an effort to seck cooperation and
joint action in outside work (such as holding open mass rallies, issuing
staterents, protesting and demonstrating).

In these Tew years, political mxxxworking situation here has
indeed bteen much more favouratle than beforc. The chief reason is that, the
CCP's factional strugrles and mistakes have heen shockingly revealed and
t-at mryrrely has dealt 2 severe tlow to the CCP's prestige, increased the
discontent of the gxexx=? masses, and xaisridxthexundzrsiantding helped them
to 2 better understending. 7

But, the subsccuent glory of the CCP's leadership in the
succes~ful Chinese r-volution is still remnant. The CCP is still a strong
party with over 25 million members and ruling a country of 900 million

prople.It still has & great influence and deception in Hong Kong, and the



general peoplefﬁgvzl§§ill_illusions for it, be they many or few, be they
continuous or interruptéd. As for us, though our political views and
propositions are correct, our force is still too weak (the several
organizations kave a total of less than a hundred members) and our voice
is stfll very small, In additidnf}%ge CCP's long tactic of slamdering ™ us,
hagexrersnitedxinxihexsnatixnunkzrxe® people who trust us andxirxihe are not
many and even with Xxks people who have sympathy with some of our views, we
are mostly considered '"idealists'. Since the political opponents we face
are so0 strong, our vork is of course more difficult to carry out and slower
in achieving effects. This can be imagined.
sl getive Fortunately, with favourable objective conditions and

continuous/effort, it is doubtless that the Trotskyist political influence
i8 mounting day by day. Several Trotskyist publications are published openly,
Trotskyists carry out activities and strugsles in society -~ these have now
been known to mote people. Our political views have been considered,
sympathized and even partly accepted by some progressive elements. This is
reflected in facts such as: some university students are willing to get in
touch with us, some university student publications have published articles
taken from the October Review many times, or invited the October Review to
supply them with articles. 4

Another mxax significant example is that: it is a8id that H.K.
members of a former red guard organization in the mainland (they claim they
have 7000 members spreading in big cities in China) have keer frequently’
risked smuggling October Reviews into the mainland starting from a few years
ago. When four of thebr members were arrested in Hangchow on 27 Feb last year,
they were carrying two issues of Octoter Review. They we?%}executed in early
March (at the time foreign press reported that the government ggfd?%heir
'‘crimes' was " circulating reactionary publications" which meant October
Review). This is an example known to us of the first time in the past 25
years wheﬁ revolutionary elements in *he mainland sacrificed for Trotskyist
putlications. It reflects that Trotskyist political influence can even
spread into mainland China!

Another unprecedented progress is the d¥szuszimm forum held in
Hong Kong last July. The forum was a relatively successful example of our
joint putside work with the RlML. Zesides the two of us, there were two other
organizations and a group of univcrsity students. There were totally about
120 participsnts, half. of which were from us and = RML . Three days' discussion
was held on the present politics &n China an@éhe questions on Hong Kong.
This was the first time that progressive elements outside our movement were
willing to go semi-publicly with Trotskyists in discussions.

, This forum should have attained ommch greater effects, but

unfortunately, it was affected by factional prejudice and activities. Ohe
week before the forum, we had held a preparational meeting with RML in which

ve reiterated that both sides should not criticize or attack the other
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side, so that both sides could concentrate in winning over leftists outside
our nmovement. At the'time they indicated that they accepted this suggestion.
But at the forum, they suddenly distributed a special collection of articles
in which wexe was the article we mentioned above -- Mao Lan Yau's 'Mao Tse-.
tung and the Chinese Revolution'; there was even a footnote for the articles
saying that these articles fundamentally reflefted RML's opinion. At the
same tbme, cde Lau, formerly of IWP and now of RML, distributed a pamphlet
in the name of himself and xSoxocddrxx comrat‘id:?.s Within this pamphlet, there was
an article entitled "Lessons must be drawn from the defeats of the Chinese
Trotskyists -- a discussion program proposed to the 10th World Conference'.
The content of the above two articles did not have direct relation with the
immediate problems set for discussion at the time, and so Ikxuxsxuwmk there
was no need for their being distributed. Such an act in fact partly diverted
the attention of the participants from the immediate questions of struggles
for socialist democracy and against bureaucracy in China to opposition to

the past 'mistakes' of the Chinese Trotskyists. The result would be causing

peyplexi n

pedople ggtside our movement kmxkexperplmxzem, increasing their misunderstanding
and bad impression of the Trotskyists, and diminishing their aspirations
for the FI movement,
From the above facts, we can see that cde Roman has exaggerated
when he said "our political ﬁlace in now have control in far left milieus',
Cde Roman of course derived the above from reports made by some
comrades here. In the past, we find there have been exaggerated reports of
this kind. For example, on May 3 last year, The Rouge:reported: on May Day
in Hong Kong, 1000 people marched to the police station to demand the release
of two arrested RML memberd. But the fact is: on the day, the RML sent two
members weszring protest boards to demonstrate in the streets and they were
followed by a crowd; though there were some sympathizers among the crowd,
m~ny were passers-by who looked on with curiosity. This exaggerated report
wvas made use of by pro-Maoist publications in Hong Kong as an excuée to
deal a blow on the Trotskyists and xhix cause damage to the prestige of
our movement'questibns such as

Concerning/the lines, methods and styles of work in Hong Kong,
there have teen obvious differences between the two organtzations im a few
years ago. We think there was a toendency to adventurism displayed by the
time from S.L. to RML. In these years, such a tendency agmmaxtqzag seldom teen
found. Lut some flamboyagg§}%eems to exist.

During political discussions, Yip Ning suggested to include the
lines of work in H.K. as one of the questions that the two organizations
should discuss. This reflects that he or other young comrades think that
on this question, the two sides may have differences. Though the leadership
of the two organizations have agreed to include this in the agenda, this
question is not considered as afprogrammatic question'necessarx[for the

fusion. But, until now, this cuestion has not yet been discussed.




(YL)
B Disputes over party-youthleague/rrlationship,nnd the crisis that incurs

Lately, disputes within the RCP have developed to the verge of
split. A detailed report should be giwen made on this serious organizational
protlem and we hope you will give us your opinion and help to solve this
crisis. '

The focus of disputes is on the relationship between the party

-and the youthLeague. The event that directly caused this is when some
comrades who were hoth party andRCY members ( headed by Cheung Kwai and

Yip Ning ) themselves announced the dissolution of the original Revolutionayy
Communist Youth (RCY) and themselves 'merged' into the ¥SG, and YSG was not

to te 'the continuation of RCY!,

(1) The main developments of the disputes
In order to understand the content and significance of today's

disputes, a concise description need to he given on the development of
disputes inside the party for the past years. (Since there are many documents
from = every sgide , = we cannot translate them into English and so we
simply enclose the original documents.)

In Nov 1974, the T PNC 'called on and decided on the re-
establishment of S.Y.'. To help the party to develop youth woré?og%a§%§F §puth)
Provisional committee was formed by two old comrades and five comrades of the
youth cell. who had newly joined the party. Their duties were to develop
the membership?ngo preparatory work for the . future conference of fhe

Y;y. atout to be called. The resotution actually stated that the party-
Y.L. relatiohship was to be: "S.Y. members should be preparatory members for
the party; S.Y. should bve the pxxkyks preparatory school for the party; S.Y.
is to accept the party's political leadership, but remain: independent
orranizationally."

Later, S.Y. changed its name to RCY and all theRCY members
joined the YSG which is a mass youth organization formed by us and active
openly. Its aim is Manti-capitalism, anti-imp-rialisam, anti-colonialism and

or socialism.'The political level andcgﬂggé%éégg of its members varies; in these years,
itsmembership numbers at most to 20 or so. Its nuclei and leadership are our
comrades., 4

In July 1975, the PNC invited cde Yip Ning to join work in the
PNC and to he a PNC memher. The PNC maintained his living so that
he could devote all effort to youth work,

Aft-r soue tin@ﬁ(ﬁgHi#EE9/g;;;ZEﬁ_qzrggzzggzgggggggggg/on the
YSG cuestion. Yip Ning chonged his past view: and thought YSG should be
developed to an organization similar to the RCY, which meant to combine

hese two organizations into one. Other PNC members held the opinion that:
YSG hed its role in its existence; it could take in young people of different
political level (particularly those of very low level) and the organization

our . .4 . . . .
could serve as & peripheral political organization in society and carry out
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activities. And we could , within the organization, educate them and raise

thetr political level.
Later, the PNC proposed that YSG members with sufficient

conditions be promoted to Y members, butthis met with -—.. objection from
Yip Ning. He proposed that the alternative was to wait for the combination
of the party with the entire ¥YSG in the future. If now some of the members
were promoted, those being promoted would have ill feelings. But, in the
end, the majority of PNC members decided that the PNC members wpuld talk
directly to some of the YSG memters, and subsequently, half a dbdzen members
were recruited into the RCY and it was proved that they did not have any

ill feelings.

In the party conference in April 1977, Yip Ning proposed that
the party should helpRCYto develop and dissolve YSG. Since this opinion was
not proposed as a moticn, it was not discussed and adopted.

A month or so later, ie, in May 1977, Yip Ning suddenly proposed
to discolve RCY. The CC called an RCY plenary meéting to discuss this
sug-estion, and the result was that the proposal was voted down by the
majority of the RCY. In order to reflect the opinion of the whole party, wve
called a CC enlarged meeting to discuss this question and the result was
that Yip Ning's proposal was“voted down by an overwhelming majority.

In early 1977, RCY Standing Committee drafted the draft RCY
constitution in which was set the relati~-nship hetween the RCY and the RCP,
which was basically similar to the XEzmimimntxefxkxkm above mentioned PNC
decision of Nov 1974. The draft was adopted by 4 votes (Cheung Kwai, Ah Lap,
Chi Ming -- the 3 voung comrades-- and cde Hong Kai ) to 1, and it is to be

£ i -
p”t+?gr3%§gu$9

5?geaﬁCY congress thenunder preparation. (Yip Ning cast an
oprosing vote on the reason that he did not agree to the item of
"politically under the leadership of the RCP'" ., )

In Nov 7977, the majority of the reorganized RCY Standing
Comuittee (cdes Cheung Kwai, Yip Ning, HMak Ka) adopted the Draft Position
of the YSG which is to be put forward for discussion and adoption at the
YSG Congress. Its Chapter 4 ®YSG's nature and its relation with other
orranizaticons’ does not define the special fraternal relationship between
YSG and RCP , as RCY and RCP did in +he past, but views RCP and RML with
eanality and adopts the same attitnde; on the other hand, RCY is to be
dicgolved in practice.

On 28 Jan this vear, ¥ipxXibixyx on behalf of the YSG Standing
Coriittee, Yir Ning wrote a letter to the RML Youth Crganization Committee
sugsesting that the two organizations be fused immediately and Xxmxzsmk " an
iddependent Trotskyist youth group're set yp jointly. The actuel significance
of this suggestion is: Yip and the others ignored thé fusion plan that the
lerdership of *the two organizaticns were at the time carrying on, and
themseléggbﬂgrg% of all 'fuse' some of the young comrades of RCP and RHL.

It is said that this suggestion was made to Yip and Kwai etc a few months
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ago by cde J.P.( the RCP CC only czme to know of cde J.P.'s suggestion from
W soodr¥xxdxa while ago.) This action of Ybp and the others had not been put
to discusrion or adoption beforchand with the leadership of RCP and RCY. On
Felruary 8, the RCP called a CC enlarged necting ( besides the CC members,
alternate CC members and RCY standing committee members, there was a delegate
from each cell ' and from Yip's tcndency; the RHL also sent ah observer)

in vhich one of the items was todiscuss the above question suggested

by Yip Ning and the others. The result was that the suggestion was voted down
by 10 votes to 4. At the same time, the RML Youth Organization Committee
replied to officially reject the suggestion. '

On February 16, after two whmie days of long discussion and
argument, the CC at last reached a. unanimous resolution (ie, what Cheung
Kwzi s~id to be the 'Mutual Agreement' ), and on the spot wrote it down for
Yip Ning to base on it to rewrite the draft resblution of YSG's organization.
The main content w=s to alter the ambiguous position of the majority of Y
standing committee on the above draft and to set down that "YSG is the
continuation of RCY",

But in the YSG congress, the resolution put forward by Yip Ning
and adopted had altered the basic position which the CC had unanimously’
adopted. Instead, it was abstractly written that "RCY also considers YSG as
the tasis for its continuous*establishment of a revolutionary youth
o~~~nization, which in fact rerges into the ¥SG." ( though,it has adopted
come othir suf-estions put forward by the CC, and has added a narrative of
tre past specisl and close relatiohship retwecn the RCP and the RCY, and
ac’ed lines such as "we should make an effort to seek the strengthening and
consolidnation of cooprration with the RCP in verious aspectsf)

At the tine, a younp partr member (and also YSG member) who
gupports the CC majority suggested that the YSG adopt: YSG is the continuation
of RCY, independent organizationallythg:ggiggi p%{iiqgally. But this
motion vers xakedxdewnxkx vetoed by 8 party nembers headed by Yip a2nd Cheung,
and one non-RCP YSG member, Other non-RCP nmembers cast votes of atistention.

On Fetruary 26, the CC adopted a rcsolution on the YSG question
ty & votes for, one vote against (Cheung Kwai), and one vote was absent. One
of the rain points of the resolution was to "continue in winning over YSG
xexxrre to Lecome & youthleague of the FI Chinese Section', and to
instruct "party neamtors who are in the YSG executive committee to at once
arrange for discussions within the 78G on the question of the relationship

e¢tween the party and the Y. L. ."

(2) Key-poin*ts and nnturc of the nresent arguments

Cn ¥arch 5, Cheung Kwni drafted a *Draft resolution on the
relrtionship “etvecn the party ~nd the Y.L.' which was later adopted by the
Y5G executive comittee and is to he discussed and adppted at the YSG
congress. Its main differences are: Mif the Y.L. states clearly that it

Before Yip Ning put forward the resolution, it *ad bHeen nlenced over by

comrades Lee See, Cheung  kvwal and Hong Kei.



fol¥ows accepts the political leadership of the party (political not only
includes principles, positions and programs but also actual political
cuestions and policies and lines etc), it will mean that on every question,
the Y.L. inevitably accepts the party's views'"; "at present, we should
adopt such phrases as politically unanimous or politically supporting';

"at present there are two parties in China......If deep political differences
cause the effort to seek fusion of the two parties to fail, then the
revolutionary youth organization will have to judge which party is the

real revolutionary party by the position and performance of the two parties”,
etc.

On April 17, the RCP CC adopted a resolution entitled 'Opinion
and attitude on the questions of Y. L.-building work and the relationship
between the party and the Y.L. ' by 6 votes for, 1 vote against (also, one
for and one against consultative vote from the alternate CC members), This
resolution reiterates the party's traditional opinion and position: the
Y. L. is the party's young assistant and training school; it is organization~
2lly independent but it has a fraternal, inseparable association with
the party; it accepts the leadership of the party politically. After the
RCY has 'merged' into the YSG and the YSG has been elevated to a Trotskyist
vouth organization, the YSG should expressly define its relation with the
RCP, ie, the relation tetweefi the party and the Y.L.. as defined above.
Besides, party members working in the YS3G shohld carry out the party's
official decisicns in the YSG?ngote according to the party's instructions;
they should not violate the instructicns and vote only according to their
own (or the party minority's) views.

Cde Cheung Kwai and the o*hers stated that they objected to
the above views of the CC majority, znd they were going to Wwote according
te *their own views and not the party's majority's decisions when the
TSG voted on the cuestion of relationship between the party and the
¥..L_. This means they will once agerin violate discipline in action, oppose
the party in the open, and therefore may lead to an actual split in the
varty, Faced with this threat of split, the CC decided on May 4 that: there
will *e 2% months' pre-conference discussion; in early August an extra-
ordinary conventicn will tve convoked and all party comrades will discuss and
decide on this serious guestion of dispute over the party- Y.L. relationship,
and also on the fusion ~uestion with the RIL. '

Ve can see from the ahove development of arguments that what
Yip Ning, Cheung Kwai etc wre after 1s another organization separated from
the RCP and the RCY, and even to he’ :: politically independent. It is
developed under the name of the revolutionay youth organization, YSG. In
order to defend their violation of the traditional views and the
organizational principle of democratic centralism (meanuhxi= al§%7Violation of
the gropssitizn position that they hed agreed to or proposed not long ago),

they have crcated a number of mxrxzex spurious excuses. But no excuse can



cover up their wrong position and performance.

Lee See has represented the CC in reporting the development
and content of the atove arguments to cde Roman, At the jpint meeting of the
three organizations with cde Roman on April 9, Wu of RML first pointed out
that "YSG is a youth group in form but it represents a third party
objectively." Yip Ning, rcpresenting YSG, also said, "we agree that
objectively there x= exists the crisis that ¥SG will develop into a third
party." This points out the nature of the arguments and the possible
intentions of some persons, and this also re¥eals that they verbally
advocate fusion but in fact foster splits. Ii®today, democratic centralssm
is trampled on, then in the future, splits cannot be prevented even after

the fusion.

(3) Some clarifications and gur hope

But we - .. have . not heard cde Roman express a fair
attitude and criticism in the status of a cdntral leading comrade on these
guestions of dispute, not even after he heard Wu and Yip point out the
development of the 'third party' ( which will be unprincipled split).

In *is report *c you, he wrote, "it is the third time that a major break

occurs betwe:'n the CC majoritf and its main young militants'", and "the third
5 Sne il

crisis could be the last one!” (emphasis in original).

Does this imply that : if RCP majority céomrades do not
tend to *thcse young comrades who foster independence and disobedience to
democratic centralis&??%he latter will split awsy, then RCP can no longer
develop and will end as a whole, then all comrades (including some young
comrades now vorking in factories) who agreQWi}hfhe CC majority will be
passive and there will nolonger be argurents and "breaks'? Vhat is the
positive meaning in such an anticipation of so many comrades?

Does this also imply that: the responsiblity for the "three
maor “reaks'" is to be rorne wholly or mainly by the RCP 'majority'? Ye
believe thet the ri-ht and wrong must be distinguished, and therefore we
rust poin%t out that:

Firs*t of 211, we think that: comrades with leading
responsitilities shovld hear certain responsibilities whenever a comrade
withdraws or splits awayj; but which side is more serious in its mistakes
and should ‘“ear the main responsitlity should be determined by the facts
and opinicns concerned.

Concerning the 'first major break>', it was when Wu, several
months after he had returned to Hong Kohg, suddenly announced to the public
that he withdrew from the RCP. At the time the PNC at once wrote to him
asking his reasons for withdrawal, but there has becen no reply. According
to cde lauwho talked to our cde Liu Yuen, the direct cause for Wu's withdrawal
was the dispute between the two of them. If one says that tﬁg}ggsponsibility
for Wu's withdrawal is inevitably to be bhorne by the 'majority', then, for

xkayxxxsxtixzxxhxxxnnsxn:géswithdrawal from the FI at the same time, the
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U Sec Bureau should ==== also bear the chief responsibitities. Of course

such an argument is not valid. But the action of withdrawal itself is related
to the attitude of a2 revolutionary to a party (a natiocnal or an international
one) and to the organizational principles and methdds of a party. This is

not a casual one like going in or out of a club or hotel. Ve do not know
whehter or not the U Sec Bureau has carried out discussions and drawn a
conclusion when it receieed the reports from us and (if there is one) from
Wu. ’

The 'second major bweak ' may be referring to éde Johnny's
departure. ¥Ye admit that the leadership at thgt time should bear a nmuch greater
responsibility for this than for Wu's withdrawal, because some of the-
leadership's actions (such as agreeing to the requests of newly joined young
comrade. not to inform comrades outside the PNC of the new comrade:,) increased
Johnny's dissatisfaction. But at the same time, Johnny had joined work wiah
S.L. and was togehher with Wu and the others, and ﬁot long later, he also
left S.L. Some time ago when he came back to H.K., he told us that his
discordance with the 0ld comrades was not the only reason for his departure;
he did not went to be involved in the opposition of the two sides here, and
he would not join either side before the fusion (thigayimply he has opinion
.on both sides), and his departure was basically an evasion,

It is of courgéia fact that there exist discords and disputes
be*wecn the oldnr and younger generations, and the forner should partlcularly
take hped of +hls and should try to overcome them wlth greater patlence. But
discords and disputes amony the young generation also occur.. 1ncessant1y. For
exé?p e,/ge%wéen Wu and Johnny, Wu and Yip Ning, within RML (we often heard
there were withdrawals of its members, and the number and frequency was
several tiges more than the above two in our case), between Yip Ning and
Cheung Kwei (such as last summer, because Yip Ning openly 'broke party
discipline' while he was with the masses, Cheung Kwai had vidlently propoéed
that Yip be expelled, but this was dissuaded by us; today, while discussing
this report, Cheunpg Kwai says that at the time, she was only proﬁblng that
Yip be dismissed from his post of secretary in the RCY and he be expelled
enly when he continued to behave in that way), and lately between YSG and
RML (Wu hed severely reprimanded YSG on the joint meeting which cde Roman
participated), and among RCP young comrades who support or oppose the CC
majorityeeeeeeces

The main facts and hasic principles must be based on in the
judgment and expression of attitude on all differences or disputes, and age
must not te used as the chief criterion to deternihgéight or wrong. When the
young seneration join our movement, we of course very much welcome them
and should myikexdeerxwidertoxthemyxama try our best to unify them. Their
merits (such as courage and enthusiasm) are an example for the old comrades.
But, many of them are often inconsistent in their position, capricious in

their opinion, and they have not been put under a longtrial. As for the



old comrades, though some of them are not too active, and theit occupation
and age etc make it difficult for them to join mp in open struggles, they
have withstood extremely strong prescure from all sides for several decades
in the difficult and adverse political environment(a%} ggg%fons of countries
vhere communist parties are in power have been unable to maintain their
orgenizations , not even outside their naticnal boundaries -~ from this can
be seen the power of *he presrure). Up to today, they have shown thensedves
still loyal to their consistcnt bedief and our movement. Generally they have
been under trial and they upkeep the novement's tradition and principles.
Some., in recent years, have worked hard (espccially in writing and publishing)
and have made great contributions in overcoming financial difficultieSececesss
It will only do harm to the movement if someonc adopts an attitude of
dicrimination inﬁignattanramxxajmatixmxnugm&kaxxx&ixkkxxxigkkxaxxxxnxz
against these comrades (even if that is objectively s0), or if someone
intends not to recognize them because they (or the majority of them) may not
fit in with some persons' tire schedule for fusion (recently we have heard
of such savinrcs of an almost ultimetum kind).

In cde Roman's roport, he said that: one of the RCP CC members
"said thet all previons splits occurred as a direct result of FI division
and clearly implied that members of the center encourage them.'" We have not
heard of such words or implicaticns. Perhaps this has resulted from
estranpgenent in language communication. On the joint meeting, what we heard
a CC —ecmber sny were: "divisions here are related to the FI" (records of
the time are the same). The indications that he meant were: firstly, the
opposff{&fﬁ%e vajority and the minority in the FI increased the opposition
tetween the RCP and the RiL; secondly, cde J.P. suggested Yip Ning to set up
an im:-ature tendency, and sugsested young comrades to fuse with the RHML
themselves.

Ve have made such 2 lensthy report in order to provide most
inforrmation and facts and to point out the actual situation, so that you
can have a tetter underst»nding of our situation here. We particularly hope
vou will refer to the rcoports given hy cde Roman and us and to materials
pfovided 'y other comrades, . study them in detail, carry out discussions
and then *to make decisions (if necessary, discuss and decide this on FI
ex-co mretings), so *hat you can help us here to solve these difficult

cuestions in = reasonahle way.

Witk Trotskyist salutes,
' ol 2 g«@@

.for Standing Committee of C.C., RCP.

P.S. This rcport has been adopted by the S.C. with 4 votes for, 1 vote
against. Cheung Kwai cast an oprosing vote chiefly because she thought
this report was not comprehensive enough. During discussions, other comrades
had suggested that she made another report. She had no response to this.

C C: Comrades Sakai, Barry, Jim P., Peng;



