October 9, 1979

TO: Members of the Political Committee, Fred F., Michael B.,
José, and Andy R.

Dear Comrades,

The items attached will be discussed at an upcoming
Political Committee meeting, world movement report.

l. September 22, 1979 letter from Gabriel [LCR, France]
to Fred Feldman.

2. Amendments to the World Political Resolution, Proposed
by the two reporters, Celso and Walter, September 1979.

3. '"Why the Formation of a Caucus Will Not Clarify Matters,
A few Initial Comments on the State of the FI," by Tariq Ali.
As printed in the IMG internal discussion bulletin.

4, "Some of the Things that are Wrong with the World
Political Resolution--and Their Consequences for the Fourth
International and the IMG," by Alan Jones. As printed in the
IMG internal discussion bulletin.

5. A new section on the OCRFI proposed for the draft
European resolution {IIDB, No. 1, 1979], by Udry and Mandel.

We will also be distributing a packet of information Telating
to the discussion on the Nicaraguan revolution that was presented
at the last United Secretariat meeting. This packet should be
available to comrades next week on Tuesday, October 16.

Natalie



[ TRANSLATION]

Paris
September 22, 1979
Dear Comrade Feldman,

I have just reasd your article in the Militant, issue No. 37,
entitled, "Havana summit deals blow to Washington's war drive." I
must inform youof my great concern after reading this article,
inasmuch as you must be aware that I follow Africen questions and
your article correctly accords them prominent treatment.

I have read all the SWP internal documents, as well as the
articles in IP and the lMilitant, on Cuba. &Since the time I wrote
my article for Inprecor on Cuban foreign policy [See Cuba's Role
in Africa, by Claude Gaebriel, IP, Vol. 17, No. 6, February 19, 1979,
p. 148], I have seen nothing that indicates that our differences are
diminishing. The contrary is true, and that is why I have submitted
to the United Secretariat Bureau a lengthy document for publication
in the IIDB on the entire matter.

It seems to me however that your article in the Militant goes
even further in what I view to be the errors of the SWP majority
on Cuba. I am therefore going to pose to you a few questions that
are manifestly at the center of our differences on Cuban foreign
policy and that stem from an assessment of the Cuban leadership.

In the first column of your article you speak of the aid of
the "Nonaligned" to the "front-line states" such as Mozambique,
Angola, and Zambia--aid against South African interventions. And
you add that "Cuba has already committed 20,000 troops in Angola
for this purpose." (My emphasis.) Are you really certain that the
presence of Cubans in Angola can be reduced solely to the question
of South Africa? Or,’to rephrase my question, do you believe that
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in the general process of class struggles in southern Africa, this
alone accounts for the presence of 20,000 Cuban civilians end troops
in the Angolan army, police, administration, and work places? Do you
believe, at a time when a minisCamp David agreement on Zimbabwe is
being worked out in London, that this celebrated assistance to the
"front-=line states™ is something other than precisely a vicious means
through which the African states can limit the process of permanent
revolution in southern Africa and exercise control over the political
line of the Patriotic Front? 1Is it a coincidence that among the
countries you fail to mention is Tanzania, also a recipient of "aid,"
whose President Nyere is in the wvanguard of the British proposal for
resolving the Rhodeslan question?

_In short, was the Havana conference a victory for the masses of
Zimbabwe or a gain for African diplomacy?

Still on the same page, in the third column, you cite Afghane
istan as the battlefield of an anti-imperizg;st struggle, along with
Ethiopla, the Portuguese colonies, Iran, Nicaragua, Indochina, and
so forth. Do you really think that what we are witnessing in Afghan-
istan 18 a surging mass movement, of which the pr esent petty-
bourgeois nationalist regime i1s only a distorted expression? If that
were what you thought, you would have to denounce the presence of
Soviet forces~=no longer pointing solely to their support to a bour-
geols regime but eriticizing their counterrevolutionary intervention
against a revolution on the march, Is this thé stage we are at in
Afghanistan?

In the same eolum, you go & bit further than Comrade Barnes
in discussing the thousands of Cuban doctors and teachers in Africa,
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Comrade Barnes was content to mention the matter and to say that for
the peoplé?cancerned they represented a revolutionary example. You
however do not hesitate to add that there are "no strings attached"
with regard to the neocolonieal regimes. I state frankly that I am
unaware of what factual material you base yourself on in putting
forward such a mlisconception. You cannot teach in the Congo,
Benin, Angola, Ethiopla, Madagascar, Seychelles, Guinea-Bissau,
Mozambique, etc., with no strings attached in regard to these
petty=bourgeois leaderships, one-party regimes, and repressive
states. At the very least, education is rigorously controlled by
the government ministries and is conducted in accordance with the
regimes' populist ideology. The same is true in regard to health
and sanitation policy. Are you certain that statements such as yours
should be made in the Trotskylst press when millions of Africans
are daily taught the "Marxism-Leninism" of Neto, Machel, Mengistu,
Kerekou, Ratsiraka, Cabral, René, and Sassou by Cuban professors?
You also make an innovation in the domain of characteriging
the bourgeois semicolonial regimes. In effect, while never neglecting
to term them semicolonial, you come close to the Thirdtﬂorldist
theory that makes an amalgam between political regimes and the op=-
pression of nations. The Nonaligned conference, whether it meets
égiggzzq: or elsewhere, remains a eonference of politicel regimes,
JME Senegalese peasants, Yugoslav workers, nor Syrian youth are
represented at these eonferences, where there is plenty of rhetoric
but few concrete decisions, A4ll of this, however, does not prevent

you fram taking the Cuban's opportunistic line on this conference
and even justifying it theoretically. You write: %"Based on this
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common oppression, the Cuban leaders participate in the Nonaligned
movement in order to advance antieimperiallist struggles. They have
re jJected the sectarian course of simply boycotting and denouncing
bourgeois govermments in the underdeveloped countries. They see
perticipation as an aspect of their revolutionary internationalist
duties,"

After this, how can there be any astonsihment when you characterize
the extremely reactionary Kaunda, president of Zambia, as "hardly the
most radicall of Africa's leaders"™? How can there be any astonishment
that you no longer realize that #m Castro's statement on peace mixes
together countries that have already gained their formal 1nd§pendence
and are ruled by bourgpois regimes, and céuntries in which & ruling
white minority poses the question of the national liberation struggle
in other terms. Castro mixes together the two for reasons that some
comrades in the SWP leadership were still mentioning recently in
articles and internal documents, namely the Castroists! "confusion"
between peoples and petty-bourgeois regimes. But how can you yourself
put forward such an amalgam reiteraé£%§; old idea of the Angolan and
Mozambican nationalists, who present the struggle for national libera-
tion as continuing so as to make people forget that they are in power
and that they are carrying out the repression.

How can there be any astonishment that you refer to the conflict
between Castro and Tito 4s being a conflict between revolutionary
struggle and Stalinist theories of peaceful scoexistence? Castro
made an apology--1 repeat, an apology==for the Soviet Union'l rela-
tions with the semicolonial countries. Tito, for reasons connected
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counterpoced ¥ )
with his own regime and his relations with imperialism, eppesed that
"theory" of nonaligrment-zz'thoory that Nkrumsh and Sékou Touré
called "positive neutralism" fifteen years ago.

You seem@® to be a little embarrassed when you :::pu.p the
question of Castro's pro-Soviet statements. What you “3!-:3-1 declare
with & straight face that this was how the Cuban leader sought to
oblige Moscow to come © the aid of anti-inperialist struggles,
Frankly, comrade, who could accept such an argument?

You also must have been a little uncomfortadble when you said
that "unfartunately®™ the question of Eritrea was not taken up at the
summit. But you ™“save yourself" quickly by seizing as a lifepreserver
what Castro himself used, in his 1975 speech. But you don't stop

there, You further explain that "the possibility of a peaceful so-

lution continues to be blocked by the determination of the Mengistu
regime in Ethiopia to subjugate the Eritrean people." What peaceful
solution are you talking about? At & time when the Eritreans are
under attack by an army equippeAd and trained by the Soviet bloc and
by Cuba, what right do the Trotskyists have to speak, along with
Castro, of the search for peace? Is there some new "fratricidal"
war going on that we have been unaware of up to now?

The Militant has been content, up till now, to mention the Cubans’
absence of a clear position on Eritrea. That 38 why your articls seem
to go further h/mplicitly nm the Castroist position on
a "peaceful solution."

In a nutshell, your article seems to be highly influenced by the
Third Worldist atmosphere at the Fonaligned eonference. You are
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correct to mention, for the benefit of the American reader, that this
conference condemmed a whole series of imperialist aggressions and
voted support to a whole ::z%:i-or anti-imperialist s truggles. But
it would have been more VNEPFNIWIRe-1f you had recalle d that this
sort of statements of 1ntont1qnf1;ado at the Nonaligned conference,
the Organization of African Unity, the Group of 77, or elsewhere re-
maln opergtions of sheer demagogy.

L£~h0pe, dear cormrade, to have a reply from you on all these Ques-
tions. The discussion our movement is going to have on Cuba may be
able to take a different course if we do not have to conduct polemics on
such tragic misconceptions,

Awalting your response, I send Trotskyist greetings.
Fraternally,

Gabriel
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reporters, Celsc and Walter

(page numbers refer to the English-language version)

p. 3, first column, reformulate point 1 as followss

MA further shift in the international relationship of class forces to
the detriment of imperialism as a result of the weakening cof world cag-
italism owing to the defeat of American imperialism in Ipdochina, the
first generalized recession of the internaticnal capitalist econdémy
since 1937-38, and the revolutionary overturn of the shah's regime in
Iran and Somczaism in Nicaragua, with all their consequences for the Mid-
dle East and Latin America."

p. 3, first column, reformulate point 2 as follows!

"The colonial and semicolonial sector remains highly explosive. New
social revolutions will continue to break out there before sccialist
victories in imperialist countries--as indeed occurred in Ethiopia, Iran,
and Nicaragua. Dut simultanecusly, the weight and impact of the class
struggle in the imperialist countries upon the world...(continues as in
originatl).”

p. 3, second column, reformulate point 6 as followst

"A crisis of world Stalinism connected with the crisis of capitalism
and imperialism,

In the degenerated or deformed workers states, political opposition con-
tinues, with the dissidents becoming bolder in seeking openings to resist
repressive measurcs. In Foland the working class is the central driving
force of the anti-Stalinist opposition. In other countries, including
the Soviet Union, the working class is progressively adding its weight
“to the opposition begun among intellectuals and oppressed nationalities.

At the same time the exacerbarion of the Sinc-Soviet conflict at the
state level, the current trend of Feking's policy, increasingly lining up
with reactionary capitalist and imperialist forces againstgticscow and
Cuba, and the moves of the Kremlin to further anc further appease Wes-
tern European imperialisms, has given that crisis an exceptionally grave
character.,

p. 8, second column, rewrite third paragraph as follcws:

*The industrial proletariat is the most powerful social force in cap-
firalist society. Once the scope of its mass mobilizations and the radi-
cal forms of its organization increase qualitatively--and that is a de-
cisive characteristic of the emergence of a revolutionary crisis, togeth-
er with the growing paralysis and initial disintegration of the bour-
geols power corgans--the attraction it exerts on all its potential allies

[over]
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becomes immense. Proletarian forms of organization, growing out of eéx-
periences in prerevolutionary times--union committees, elected strike
committees, broad factory committees, etc.--begin to take the form of
elected councils that extend beyond the plants, centralize workers organ-
ization, pit it increasingly against the badly-shaken bourgecis state
apparatus, and tend to encompass larger and larger sections of the allies
of the working class,

A multi-faceted struggle erupts between the class-collaborationists and
the class-struggle forces represented in these councils, for the leader-
ship of the mass struggles, unions, and the other mass organizations.

A process of selection unfolds, that makes possible the swift groeh of

a revolutionary Marxist mass party--provided it has grown sufficiently
before these events to arpear as a credible alternative leadership to the
masses, it has firmly rooted itself in the industrial worki g class,

and it had started to gain increasing influence and adherents in the
prcletarian vanguard. The growth of such a mass party is the decisive
element in winning a majority of the workers to 'the revolutionary per-
spective of expropriating the bourgeoisie, removing and replacing the
bourgecis state machine, and conquering power by the councils and guar-
anteeing victory.,"

p. 14, first column:

Take out the two first paragraphs of that column and replace them with

2 new chapter III1s Perspectives and Problems of the Iranian Revolution,
to be drafted on the basis of the general line of the United Secretariat
resolution on Iran adopted by the March-April meeting of the United Sec-

retariat.

The same will be done to add Nicaragua to the Latin 4merica section of
the resolution,

r. 16, first column, rewrite the second part of point d (4th paragrarh)
as follows:

"eseprerequisites for the building of socialism, The pelitical revolu-
tion will, however, not be restricted to the superstructure. The intro-
duction of proletarian democracy will radically transform planning,
economic management, and the organization of the production process. It
will, among other benefits, restore the friendly, mutually advantageous
alliance with the peasantry. It will mark a decisive assertion of work-
ers management of the economy and the beginning of a radical transfor-
mation of family 1life.”

page 25, first column, 3rd paragraph, rewrite second sentence as followss

"The working class is led in turn to organize itself by extending and
tightening its international ties, not only to press forward its historic
interests, but even to defend its immediate needs and conditicns of day-
to-day life and work against the capitalist offensive.
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[COPIED DIRECTLY FROIN THE IMG

WHY THE FORMATION OF A CAUCUS WILIL NOT CILARIFY MATTERS:

A Few Initial Comments on the State of the FI

- e e e n e EmE Gw e EE EE e e wE G GEe s G SR v Em— e G

By ;I-Ioﬁard (Tan \\OD

The formation of & leadership caucus by a number of comrades

on the United Secretariat appears as & somewhat defensive
manouvre given the overwhelming majority obtained on the F

USFI for the main-line documents in question.

However I should make it clear that my ressons for opvosing the
formation of a caucus have little to do with size of votes, etc.

- I think that the mainline documents are utterly inadequate and
that in two instances (as I will indicate below) represent a
regression rather than & synthesis of the strengths of the
ex~-LTF and ex-IMT in the FI. To form a caucus to defend these
documents against the B,lshevik Tendency/Faction or against the
ITT means to determine that the latter two are going to
decide the parameters of what the FI should be discussing at this
stage. I think that this is wrong. Not because we should not dis-
cuss with these comrades, but because the majority USFI documents
themselves need to be thoroughly discussed and debated.

Furthermore since the establishment of the caucus one of its 1
members (Mary-Alice Waters) has published a lengthy public
attack on another member (Ernest Mandel) in the pages of
Igtercontinental Press. This attack states that cde Mandel found
himself outside the camp of the working class on the question of
Indochina and quoted from some of cde Mandel's positions in the
Fifties. Leaving aside the question of why cde Mandel ,rather than
or as well as other cdes who defend these positions, was singled
out, what docs become clear is that the political basis of such a
caucus must be, to put it mildly, somewhat ambiguous or faulty,.
When it is further stated that the differences on Indochina are
the most profound since the Second World War, then one could be
forgiven for treating the establishment of jhe caucus with

a combination of scepticism and cynieism and to wonder as to what
its real function is going to be. For it has already become clear
that political clarification could not possibly be the chief ,im
of the caucus. If anything the continued existence of this
caucus will prevent a discussion of the existing differences and
transform the next World Congress into a farce. Either there will
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a decision of the rubber-stemp variety ('Vote for Us because the
BF and ITT have to be decisively defeated') in which case &
real debate will not take place or else the real debate will take
place in specieal robms where the supnorters of the 'Majority
Cgucus' will meet, In either event it will not be & very healthy
situation.

As far as the +two mainline documents are concerned my views
are as follows:

1, WE SHOUID REJECT THE WORLD FOLITICAL RESOIUTION ON THE GROUNDS
THAT IT HAS BEEN BYPASSED BY HISTORY

When the WPR was first discussed at the IMG CC the overwhelming
ma jority of comrades (including cde Clynes who introduced the
text) made extremely sharp criticisms of its weaknesses and
deficiencies. It is not a question of moving amendments on this
or that point. The development of the world political situation
requires that a new document is mpmymsr&x drafted.

The WPR'8 insistence on the 'peeponderance of:the struggle in
imperialist countries' structured its central political thrust
(*the turn'). In fact the developments in Iran, Nicaragua, Southern
Africa are posing a much sharper challenge to imperielism &8t _the
present time. '

Concurrently the wars between the workers states (Vietman@Cambodia,
China/Vietnam ) have cast & long shadow over world politics and
their impact even on the workers movement in the West should not
be underestimated. The public debate between the ex-ITF and the
bulk of the ex-IMT in the pages of IP indicates the importance -

of the issues &t stake. Is it seriouws to have a WPR which takes no
position on the class character of Cambodia, the Sino-Vietnam
conflict, relations between Cambodia and Iaos and Vietnam, the
imperialist propaganda chorus on the 'boat people', etc. Are
comrades saying that this World Cgyngress should avoid taking @
position on these issues by means of a vote. We could still decide
to continue the debate, but we cannot have a situation where there
is no clear majority for any podition.

The WPR as it stands therefore has to be rejected. Its central
thrust is wrong and has been disproved by subseqyent events as was
foreseen by a number of comrades. It is riduculous to ignore
Indochina and ahy discussion of Africa would necessitate &
preliminary estimate of the Cuban role.

We should vote against it on these grounds.
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0 UMENT : TRANSITIONAL PROG + TENUNCIATIONS

WES NOT _EQUAL REV’OIM‘IONARY STRATEGY. IT
SHOULD EITHER BE SUBSTANTIALLY AMENDED OR REFERRED BACK

70 IS AUTHORS.

" The fegling one gets on reading both the WFR and the
European Document (ED) is that their structure, form and po-
liti‘al thrust were determined more by %BE?neeés of the
FI internally than by what the sections require in order to
develop & revolutionary strategy in capitalist Europe. .

On reading the document one is immediatly struck by a some-
what curious absence:s There is & symptomatic silence on the
development of the Fourth Ipternational in the major states
- of Europes There are many statements on the need to build

the sections of the FI: There are also useful pieces of
 advice such as ! The press of the sections and the publication
of special materials play an important role in launching and
advencing political campaigns' and other novel tips. But
what is missing is an assessment of the sections, the problems
(both organisational and political) they confront and their
tasks in relation to these very concrete problems of the
next steps forwards Strengthening our base in the factories:
and trades unions in Europe is certainly an important priority,
though for some sections (such as the SPanish ICR) the
relationship between having 70% of your members in the unions,
& large proportion of elected fulltime wunion officials poses
new problems. For instance how should the section be structumed
internally? What central political campaigns should be prioritised
end how best can it resist economistic and reformist pressures?

In other words the sort of document we needed for this
World Congress was ‘an honest and constructive balance-sheet
of both our intervention/analysis and the political evolution
of Portugal, Spain, France and Italy. Insofar that there is a
politieal evaluation it 4s either far too generalised or
unproven or -both. There is talk of a political radicalisatiion of
the workihg class in all capitalist countries albeit at en
uneven level, There are statements such as 'Broad masses are
beginning to see the winning of .their demands aa,more and more
ponnected with political change,? Questions iumediatly arise.
How broad .are the broad mosses? What is the difference between
‘these 'broad mosses' and the 'mass workers vanguard' we used
to talk about @ few years ago? What is the concrete evidence
of this brosd mass radiocalisotion? Is it the massive electoral
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-ietory of .the Conservative-Party in Britain that reflects
this radicalisation? Or the defeat of the Union of the left
in Frante? Or the decline of the PCI vote and the electoral
renewal (howéver partial) of Christian Democracy in Italy?

Or the success of the 'crceping democratisation' in Spain
and, for that matter in Portugal? And will the mass radicalisation
in Germany bYbe reflected by a defeat of the SPD? In other
words when we talk about broad mass radicalisations we have

t0 be very concrete. The fact thgt no major defeat has been
inflicted on workers in capitalist Europe does not mean that
there is automatically a mass radicalisation.

In my opinion the wvictory of bourgebis parties in election
after election in Western Burope does signify & setback for
workers. It reflects a certain political demofalisation and
the lack of a credible socialist alternative. How this socialist
alternative can be developed is not an unlmportant question.
It is simply rubbish to say that the forces inside the FI
ot the present time constitute a sociglist alternative. Hence
the need for a serious discussion on reg roupment, frantions
in the mass workers parties, an estimate of the evolution o
of these parties- in the- major capitalist states, etc.

The ED -polemicises zgainst the v1%u Bh%E the strength of
bourgeois democracy and its institutions/. an obstawle (I
would conteni a major cb tacie) and o roodblock. to the
vicfory of the sociolist revclution. Iy siys the decisive
factor is the betrayal of ihe bureaucracics of the workers
movement. No one would dispute the fact that if the workers
movement were led by revolutionaries or even centr;stafthe.
possibilities of victory would be greatly enhanced. But to
isolate one factor from the other is a bit fooltsh. For one
important mechanism which the reformist bureaucracies utilise
to sidetrack upsurges is precisely that of bourgeois femocratic
1nstituxiohs; I“ their different ways Portugal, Spain and France
have shown this over the last decade. Even in Portugal and
Spain where there  was no 4redition of bourgeois-democracy.,.
the hold of its institutions was fairly temacious. The
reason for this was not ‘simply the betrayols of the CP,-SPs,
centrists, ultralefts, etc. It was -also the whole experience
of Stalinism in the East. This point was stressed .in both the.
theses on Socialist Democracy (printed os a pamphlet by the .

M aad 2 ot et~ A Ada Mandol
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first published i Critique Communiste 4y Franos, eubsequently
translated inmto Egglish by =~he NIR V¥ Rowodutionary Strategy

in Europe!) "and to sppear in book form (NIB) this autumn.

The Mandel interview and thg Socta%ist Democracy text had the
makings of a proper European./ on strategy for the

European sections, But this option was clearly rejected.

. REGROUPMENT N
On regroupment, fusions 'and the '1ike the ED attempts to face

both ways. A close reading of the half dozen paragraphs on
this question rev,—eaﬂl_-.xhe following:

(a) We ovoid an ebstract approach that relies simply on
documents,and', s'&etementeof-,,';cen'brist organisatiéhs‘d Ve also
see how theyAare' .evolving. But

(b) We cohcretely assess  the relationship of forces, the
homogeneity ond cohesion.of thesg-organisations, etc., Ip other
words if they are larger then us, more '.homogenious we

should not fuse? In other words fusion is-a manouvre with
centrists, In that case. the definition of centrism and the
distinction between centrists and revolutionaries becmes
crucial,

(c) With groups claiming to be Trotskyist and 'reconstructing
the FI! a genuine i‘usion is poss:Lble ‘because of :‘the possibilities
of achieving agreement .on the 'general programme', tasks and
democratic centralism. This includeg the OCI, but not the WRP.
(d) Fusions and regrou-ments can only be carried out on the
basis x#f of the 'revolutionary merxist progremme's But is
this the programme of the FI (i.e. the Transitional Programme)
or a 'general programme’. or what? .For if. it ie 'the TP 1%
excludes from the FI (or ‘could be read in that way)-thosé

who do not agree with us on the class nature of the. USSR, In
which case is the fusion of the RMC and the SWP (USA) unprincipled.
Or is it principled only because SWP(USA) is an overwhelming
ma jority.

These points remain unclerified in the ED. In my opinion the
work of the IMG on this question (eg Our Cormon Ground) ahould
have been utilised to build the ¥I " insfead.of polemicised
against in a confused-and *ambiguoue fashion,

The ED is thus abstract and general on . the strategic level.
Its concrete 1n£ormetion on the size qf unione, inflation
%ages, anti-mclear ‘movement is ‘very useful. But as & document
to orient the sections it has only .ene thrust: make the turn]
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This is clearly not sufficient.

My own view is that we should neither accept nor reject the
the ED (I am totally .opposed -to.rvejecting the TR ir useful.
tips), but refer it back to:the: Idadership .of the FI and a sk
for it to 'be improved . Unless ofcourse a whole mumber of -
amendments are written and accepted.

WHY THE THESES ON SOCIALIST DEMOCRACY REPRESENT AN IMPORTANT °
THEORETICAL GAIN FOR OUR MOVEMENT AND MUST BE DISCUSSED AT
THE NEXT WORLD CONGRESS

The theses on Socialist Democrecy(TSD) represent, in my
opiniony, a synthesis of all the- sfrands w1thin classical .
Marxism on the question of .the dlctatorship of the proletariat
The theses were produced over two years ago. They ‘have -already
been unanimously agreed by the Australian section. The Canad+~
comrades produced -them as a pamphlet. Till recently there
was no question about not putting these theses to a vote° If
the majority of delegates reject the theses g0 be it. If
amendments are put, fine. If there is an alternative let‘é
discuss it and vote on it es well.
To not discuss * what many conmrades regard as one of the
more useful theoreticel statements produced by the FI since’
the war ie not just sbsurd.. It :would leave our conrades
disarmed in the face. of Eurocommunists end ultralefts under
the influence of Stalinist nOtiogﬁ’Conference
IMG delegates should be mandated/to raise this p01nt when the
agenda of the ‘Congress is submitted for approval ,

THE CASE OF HEDDA GARZA OR WEY THE QUESTION OF - INTERNAL NORMS
IS OF CRITICAL IMPORTANCE FOR THE FI AS A “HOIE

[* See my footnote at end of pasge 7,nlb.]
When I first read the report of the SWP(USA) Control Comnlssion
on the Hedda Garza case I was & bit shaken. Here was a_comrade
of the FI, a former member of @& tendency in the SWP which had
been expelled  in 1973. She had been & leader of this tendency
and before it a longstanding supporter of the SWP. For the les+
two years Hedda attempted to get .back in the .party. She was )
admitted as a candidate member, but the Branch executive -
decided that she should not be made & full member‘., LI ;
The Control- Commission ' ‘was activated and supﬂorted the brancbp.
The report of the Control’ Commiseion reveals a great feal..

.
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Blaege cusmise Do a0 i o anerrngl fuvsuiching of  the
o.,I"\u..;-.,; nedda's reply was not published in the BWP internal
'bul!.etin because she is no longer & member. Cotrades who

aré members wrote in complaints and wanted to submit Hedda's

reply a8 an Appendix. This was refused on the grounds that

she was not & member (thoigh amother non-member,David Thorsted, .
who is héstile to the SWP had his critique of the SWP!s policy
on gay - rights published in the Internal Bulletin.

Hedda Garza has no'w appealed to the FI. Her reply to the
Control Commission hes been received at our Centre. A study
of it makes one feel that one is reading : a Victor Serge
novel of the Stalinist period. It is'a horrendous docume:t
What it reveals in this particuler instance i1s that
loyalty or adherence to the Ygeneral prograrme' or the

progremne of revolutionary merxism is no guarantee that the
loyal adhesionists will not make decisions which would make
even 8 trade-union bureaucrat blush.

In order, that comrades can study this document for themselvc
I an submitting it es an Appendix (though it might go in the
next bulletin 'becatlise; of shortage of space),

- The Hedda Garza case coupled with a number df reports we
have received about expulsions in the Australian section would
imply that at the very lesst a written
discussion on inner-party democracy and norms is opened up
in the International Discussion Bulletin. This is even more
important since the ED suggests that fusion with organisations
cleiming to be Trotskyist has: to achieve agreement on

J 'democratic cen'l:ralist functioning nationally and
internationally'. I agree that this is vital, but it might
be worth starting by putting our own house in order. '

(Footnote.  Ali submitted only Garza's answer to the SWP Control:
Commission, not the CC report and Hedda's reply. nlb]



,(.ﬂ/ SOME OF THW THINGS THAT ARE WRONG WITH THE WORLD POLITICAL RESOLUTION - AND THEIR
\\.‘/COI‘GEOUENCES FOR THE FOTPTH INTERNATIONAL AND THE IMG ~ A, Jones

@‘,,;;v Prefatory Note
¥

Part Two of this document , !Resclution for the electfon of delegates?,

~ is presented for vote and -election of- delegates to the IMG World Congress
discussion and conference. It is based nn the-earlier 'Comnernts on scce aspects

of ‘the World Political Rerolution' by A. Jones,

Introduction
At the tire of the May 1978 United Secretariat which adopted the draft

World Political Resclution for the 11th World Con-ress & critique‘of that draft
was produced by the present author, {Seo. 1Cormeafs on ecme aepeots of - the World:
Folitical Resolution! in IMG'IDB May 1979),

The circumstances in which those comments were written - durmg three” hours-of
a brecak in gessions of the United Secretariat and after receiving the draft document
.only one day previcusly, noturally meant that the criticisms made in the 'Corments!
were by no means perfectly rounded out and formulated, Nor even, in the ghor t ‘time
available, €ould” thelr 1deas and crihques be fully worked out even- by thé aithor -
although this was dche more fully in subsequent verbal .presentations,.  However
their essential line, and in particular the critiome of the confusicns ond errors
of the thesis of the draft resolution of “the preponderance of the struggle in the
imperialist countries in this phase of the international cless s truggle ,has been
fully confirmed and considerably. strengthened by subscquent events, 'Ihe second
part of this present document, presented as a basis for election of delegates to
the World Congress conference, is therefore a roupding out and updating of the
originsl !'Corments! document,

Before this hcowever, and in order to explain certoin additions cof substance
to the originaol document, it is necessary to briefly examine some of “the chief
develcprments since May 1978 inside the Fourth International i,e. sisce the
adoption of the draft World Political Resolution and production of the initial
Coriments! document,

Part 1, Developments in the International since the Mgy 1978 United Secretariat

Three developments in the class struggle and the Fourth Intecrnational since May 1978
are -concretely crucial t6 the present discussions and positions, These are

(1) The refutation by the class struggle of the thesis of the draft World
Resolution of the prepondersnoe of the struggle in the imperialist countries
in this phase of the world revolution.

\11) The coming to occupy an absolutely central place in the situation of the
International of the issue of the .character of the revolutionary par ty.

| (411) The formation of -the -United Secretariat Majority Caucus.
We will-deal with them in that order,

(1) The lnbe'rrele tion of the sections of world revolution

We need not go iritc detail here on the point of the errors of the World Congress
draft concerning the relation of the different sectors of the international class
struggle, This is dealt with at length in the second part of this document, We need
merely note that the analysis of the World Political Resolution has been thoroughly
refuted by events, The draft World Political Resolution talks of

"The most important developments ih the world political situation since the
197/ World Congress of the Fourth International cen be summarised as followseee
2, While the colonial and 'semicolonial sector remains highly explosive,

the preponderant weight and impact cf - the class struggle in the imperislist
countrips continues to increase,"(p3)

However while the World Political Resolution talks of Ythe prepcnderant weight and
impact of the class cstruggle .in the- imperialist countrieés contimics to mount! the
real world has ®een’ Iran, tho strugglg in Afrion, Nicaragun, Indochina, and what is
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to come in latin America, It is not & question of the World Political Revclution
being refuted by the ar guments of Jones but of beifig refnted by the real forces of
the class struggle, This_entirc central thrust of “the World Politicel Resolution
is wrong and must be Ee;jec ted. As however this position totally structures the
document this cannot be done by altering cne pessage but only by & total reworking
of the entire text - which to date the supportecrs of the thesis of preponderance
have not done. , v

The analysis cf the World Political Resolution of the Rolitical situatéicn should
be rejected for 'this wronr analysis of the interrelaticn of the dnternational class
struggle slche.

(11) The class cheracter of the revnluhiona_xp tye

Since the May 1978 United Secretariat an issue even more important than the
particular errors of the World Political Resoluticn has become centrally posed for
every member and section cf- the Fourth Internatlonal. It has now become clear that the
issuc of thc character of the party, snd therefore the very survival and future of
the Fourth Internaticnal, has become the single most dmportant question confrontlng
the - Lbrld Congreas and the FI It is qui te clear that a,major pro i

ity of :our
ternaticnaly
scticns to carry out the turn or any.other

attack 1s not defeated ther
line at all,

In order %o mse. just how important this issuc is we may look at it in-relation
to the question of the thesis of the preponderance of the struggle in the
1mperiall st countries in this phose of the international class struggle. This lest
issue is obvicusly very important indeed., However it is not in any sense an issue
of programme, No one who believes that the strugale in the imperislist countries
is preponderant today is brcaking with any positicn of Trotskyismi They merely have
a wrong analys:Ls of a very important perticular question of concrete analysis,

However the issue of the choracter of the party is en absclutely fundamental
programne tic issue, It goes-right to the-hcart of ‘Marxism that revalut {anar fes hev
nc Interésts gepérate and apert from thcse of thc working class as.a who];_,) This is
the gole basis, and &ob by Iricks, manouvres, and tectics, by which capitalism cen
be over thrown, "Those who reject, this class character of the pirby arc breaking with
fundamental positions of Marxism and Trotskyism, As we shrll see, ond as e repea t,
without mcesting and defenting thcse challenges $o thc choracter of the pa‘ty the
Fourth Internotional will heve nc sericus crganisaticns capeble of carrying cut

any line. On the contrary our organisations will be splits and
wrecks. .

These, challcnges to the Marxist positicn on the Party inside the Fourth International
come from bwo sources - from the Bolshevik facticn.and from:the so czlled 'Leninist
Trc tskyist Tendency! (which in reallty is on manv issues the anti~Leninist and
gnti-Trotskyist tendency and is in faot the 'sdmptaticn tc sccial demccracy hendency')
Given their cverlapping commcn positicns on the character of the party it is ne
accident that the Bplshcvik Faction -and thé ;8¢ ¢alléd LTT bloc tcge ther inside .the
Internaticnal on the key questicns of the organisation and of sccticns and work,

The mcst crude of thcse attacks lounched on the Marxlst positicn oh ‘the party is
that by the 'Blehevik Facticn, This current, largely inspired by cde Morénc, has
th ed n t nembership of the Marxist par ty demandm grecmen t
on o opramne but alsc apgreenc a6t Ieast the chlc S ]9 (53 X
perspectives, of thc pericd, Wherc thcre 1s not agrcement on sc perspoctives, or
tr8ks, nc basis cxists for party loyalty.

The. Bolshevik Faction puts this positicn intc effect wi th a1l its ccnscquences. Its
loyalty to porticular crgenimticns is thérefore purely of o tactical character wherever
it has differences on tasks, Where it censiders ‘it advantagedus ( for example in mcst
of Latin America), the Bolshevik factinn splits icr gonisaticns, expells 'dissidents',
wrecks sections ctc,” Where it ccnsider it nore tactically advantagecus because of bhe
relativn of forces (for exnnple in Eurcpe or Mexicc), it remains within cther
‘secticns on a pragmatic basis. Bechuse membershlp cf the eeehion; and loyalty tc it,
must, according to the Bolshevik Faction, be ccnditicnal on agrecment with tasks of
the period end perspectives, it dislcyally mancuvres behind the Backs of
organisaticns of the Fourth International it hos disagreement with on these matters « as
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it did with the IMG in respect tc the WSL. in Bri tain. The practicel character cof the
Bolshevik Factich 18 thercfcre that™of o marcuding gang y which goes through the
Internaticnal destreyi-g. or ganisa ticns- wherever it can, The very syrvival of o whole
series cf secticns and cadres of the Interib ticnal depends 6n the defedt.of:these
positions ond methods cf“the Bolshovik Facticn; It is precisely for' this reeson
that it is quite necaningless to talk of making the tirn or chiy cther line withcut
defending the ‘character of the Four th Intcrnoticnal and $ts secticns ampinst this
attack,

Not sc blatant but slncst egually dangercus are the revisicns of - the 'sc called
Peninist. Trotskyisb Tendency, This hclds the posihion thot ocrgonisaticns can only

unc 1r g ond politics on the basis of ogrecnent on history. Thelr

¢ prcducticn and voting on 'belance sheets', IMey condenn
the ex-LIF anq ex- IMT for (correctly) uniting o discuss and adcpt documents
on currents tasks and pclitics and nct drawing up a ‘balance sheet of the Internaticnz
~ on which there would naturellybe not agreement, The sc ecalled LIT have even
invented a sc called 'Belshowik principlel wereby discussicns must start . " with
balance sheets and history - ulhhough,fairly neturally since this positlun is
rubbish, they are totally unable tc point out whcre in “the histcry cf the Belshevik
Party th:s so called 'prineiple! was actually applied, Presunably alsc this
‘principle! is intended 8s a cundennation of the Congresses and Conferences of the
Fourth International when Trotsky was alive when nc such procedure wos fellowd,

The consequences cf this 1ot -noncsense of the so called ITT is clecar -
ard equally as disastercus for the Internaticnal as the Bclshevik Faction, Sericus

¢~ working class revoluticnary par tics, preciscly because thcy represent the
) /J.n terests of the working class as a whclc_and not scctorawmlt, will
M

¥ ' never Lave agreement on NMistory — particularly living history, This flcws from
‘the v very nature of the fact that there are differences within the working clrss as
well os between thot clsss and @licn socicl forces, For that Tcason serious
reveluti~naries, os cppesed tc bureaucrats and scctarian chatterers, never attempt
to imposc a wnifornm view of history on the-Party as this wculd merely ensure lts

, permanent divisicn i-tc competing tendencies, facticns, and grcups,instead of uniting
/ hh\. Party for the impecrtant tasks of the class struggle, The starting voint is
(ﬁ ourrent taoska and net thc mmst.

'/u Indeed in many circumstances it is correct not even individually to raks issues
of hirtory = slthéuch of course peocple have ‘a formal right to do this, Lenin never,
nclther “in 1917 or after, attempted to draw up any balance. sheet of the’ pre-‘l917
‘policy of the Bolsheviks of the 'democratic dic tatorship of the proletariat and
peasantry' as agninst Trotsky's- !'permonent revolution', Trotsky never made any
position on these pre-1917 differences on thc cheracter of ‘the Russian ‘Revolution
a basis for menbership of the Left Oprosition etcs Hard es'it may be for sectarian
facticnelists and cliquists to understand, the basis of the positions of the Party
is agrecment cn . now and not on past pos1t.icns. In a functioning healthy
internal regime, of the type we nced to creats, there will .in feet b2 continual
changing alignnents with cdes 2t one monen't 0llicd vwith some cdes on porticildr
questions and at the next point in agreement with a quite different set of conrades
and quite possiblly in disagrecnent with cdes they were previcusly nligned with, This
is the renl Leninist nethod of party functioning as oprosed to the aboninaticr of
_pcmanent factionalisn and cliquisn,

‘Such a correct mgcthod, which is the only one which corresponds to:the irterests
of ‘the working class, is obsolutely opposed to the whole mmthed of dividing the
par ty on history of the so cclled LTT, As we heve secn the party will pever
be agreed on history. To nake such qucstmns the'basis for -currents and party
decisions is tc ensure the pernmonent division of the orgrhisotion into tendencics,
factions, and cliques. Ingtead of leoding thc working class forward, in the real
tradi tion of Denin -and Tro tsky, thc party will be tuwzned to .interminable internal
wrangles and fights over history. Doubtless the YLTT! will olain it is’ 'inprcving'
on Lenin and Trotsky. What e pity the IIT was not around -to “coreect.the Bolshew.ks.

Inreelity bf course the TLTT' do nct inprove btut destroy. ‘Bolshevik me theds, The
organisaticnal rmethcds of ‘the so called LTT are not those or proletaricn
revclutinaaries but of petl:y—bourgecis diletante's, They wculd paralyse and destrcy

Qﬂ
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the secticns. of the Fourth Interncticnal jJust es cuch-as the Bolshevik Faction,

It is nct the so called LIT but thc ex LTF ‘and IMMT who acted dn the real
Belshevik prinoiplcs when they precisely put forward dccuments for positive lines
by the Fourth Internaticnal and did not diwiide the menbership on the basis of
higtory. No matter what disagrecments with the particular docurients presented
the nethed of acting by the exLTF and ex-IAT shculd be 100%.defeénded and held up as
o nodel of ccrrect functicning, All contributicns to” the debBate should. follow the
sane nethod,

To safeguard the reveluticnary charocter cf the Fourth Interna ticnal,- fo satZguard
the unity, inte;rity, and existence of its sections against the revisionist challenges
fron the Bolshevik faction and the 'LTT! is tcday the most wital task confronting
the Fourth Internaticnal, As a fundanental dcfence.of an issue of prograrme it is
the precondition for any line tc be sdcpted by ‘the Internaticnal,

(i1i) The Forneticn of the United Seerctariat Majcrity Caucus

It was evident fron the moment of its formaticn thot the establishnent cof 'the
United Secretariat Majority Caucus weull have profound implicaticns for many.
secticns cof the Fourth Internaticnal - including the IMG. There are today nmany
differences inside the Fourth Interneticnal con central questhns of world poclitics =
Kanpuchea, Cuba, Sccialist Demccracy, Nicoragua. There is alsc qg_eini:xlon o -nunber
([ of very inmportont questicns - includmg ‘the neces51ty of ¢ major creonisaticnal turn _

of the Fourth Int 2nal into -the 1ol gorkin 8SSe

Faced with this allgrment there were appropriete crganise ti

this situation. Therc is nothing whatever, for exenple, to stop currents with differen
poli tical views cn key qucstions of werld politics expressing their ogrecrent on the
turn tc industry via cleer resoluticns and points while at the sane tine continuing
political debate, and if necessary s trugrle, on the cther issies. Such a procedure
would heve been entirely principled.
. Insteed however & totally lifferent proecdure wes adopted by sections of: the

w internoticnzl leadership, They -in rcallty put together a bloc on one issuc “only = the
’turn to industry! as a line, This is the reality of the U,Sec Majority coucus, Its

T//« . ermbers tobally disagree with each other on fundanen tal 1ssucs of world politics.

In tze Unit.d Stotes, goos sorfar

Indecd one conponen > DO
W ‘23 .to cccuse ano ther component, that; of the suppor ters of the U.Sec majority

posi tion on Ketnfpuchea, of crossing cless lines under conditi-ns of war. 1t is hard
to think of a more serious charged Yet this caucus maintains, and justifies, its
existence by one issue essentially - the turn to industry, -

As we have geen there was no need for such a ‘caucus to be formed if this were
really what was at stake. A short simple resolution could have beendrawn up
motivating the turn and put to the World Congress. This would actually have jgot far
greater agrecment, and therefore been more effective as a'way of getting .through
the turr, than the present procedure &s many morc people would have supporded such a
resolution than will support the caucus,

,_In_:ceality therefore the formation of thig caucus cannot be justified c» explained,
t for g the industrial working class. 1t only makes sense
_t'.o form such a caucus if some thing more is performed by this formation.
- What this somcthing else is is in fact quite clear, In the first place the formation
of the caucus blocks discussion and prevents people expressing disagreement with other
aspects of the documents than the turn, YThe documents, the whole documents, and
nothing but the documents' beccmes the banner of-such a formation. Obscure other
political questions for !th n! the xe of guch 0, s hasg
already beguni to be put ilnto operatiocn inside .the International, Those issues which
would cause sharp differences inside the caucus - Socialist Democracy, Kempuches,
Cuba - are shunted for vote off the agenda of the’ World Congresse In reality- the
objective needs of the Four th International and the international -class struggle
begin to be dishor téed by the internal needs of this caucs. -In gecticns, for example
the German, attempts ‘are made, backed by the international leadev'shlp, toconstruct
leaderships based on 'the turn!, The result is-inevitably that such Tuni ty?,
not based on clear polihics on vita'l questions, will comé opart et the first serious
test, The U,Sec’ M‘ajori{ry dancds is anecample of combina tionism,
Such formetions however have o deadly logic. By agrecing not to scricusly raise for
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vote a whole scries of.issues those with more ‘eorréct positiohs in such comblnations
in fact surrcnder their. poli tics an ~OV ' ' _
mmission. This is in fact W ppening 1 e supporters

of the U, Sec e jority caucuss Those comrades ‘who have more correct positions on-

key ‘quostions began to’ adaph to the wrong posltions, This is done in the best

cases simply by refusing to ficht and in the worst cases by dctually adopting

false positionse

To put clesr naime§” one it we consider~that the essentiel dictdting politics of the
U. Sec majority caucus are those of the-lcadcrship of the SWP of the United States.
Naturally we do not blame these comrades for fighting for their positlcns es
strongly as. they: dan, If they can put thcir essential policles through in documernts,
and. block a serious shruggle on other issues via the mechanisms involved with the
caucus ;that is not.a political concession on their part - ‘indeed from. their
.VJ.GWPOJJHS itis o very -correct, aet'.mn as. they want- to prevenb the International-
dopting positlons which they very genumely consider would be deeply incorrect,

The ¢des of the léad ership of the . SWP . are very honestly fighting for their political
positions and we have no complaints in ‘this regard on tho t score, Where the
incordect. polit:.cal ccncessions are coming from is not from the cdes of the SWP
leadsrship but from .those in thc caucus with them,

So  there is no m{sinderstanding on this, in the 1ight of previous debates in . the
Intcrnatiunal it should be clcarly stated that this fight is not agbout scme
toriginal gin! of ;the SWP whereby it must alweys be foughts One of the longest
fights the presenh author was involved in, and one he.ccasiders cne of the best
things he supported vigorously, was a long fight inside.the Internaticnal against
any split with the SWP and for the restoration of scmething approaching correct
crgenisaticnal relations with it., Thec SWP is one of the greatest individual ossets
and strengths of the Fourth Interngticnal end cnly a focl would not realise that
there is a tremendous amount tc be learnt frem it by every section of the
International,

But no mgtter what the strengths cof. the SWP, the Fourth Internaticaal as a whole
is stronger and better politicelly thon any of its single naticncl organisations. The
SWP can be, ‘and is, wrong on particular queshluns just as every secticn of the
Internaticnal, and even the Internstional as a whole, can be, Why we should
oppose adopting scme-key positicns of ‘the SWP leadership tocdoy .is not because of
o great red bogey of 'SWRLsm‘ but -because concretely »t present on certain major
guestions 1t has wreng positicng, Wh..lCh must :be rejecteds It is vital to get this in
the ccrrect perspectlve if both bysterical and unprincipled facticnalism, of the
type which was_ seen from the IMT, or. wrong prllblcal edaptaticn, of the type we
have’ seen in the last pericd, are to be fought against. It is as necessery todey os
ever ta. f:.ght inside the Fourth Inter noticnal for correct orgenisaticnal principles
and norms - including with the SWP, This must nct be confused with political
concessicns.: If this.confusion 1s: mede then wery=serious consequences will result
and forces will be para_'lysed, from fighhmg for sericus and vital issues,.

This can be shewn very elearly by locking at e key issue .we have already cutlined
facing the Fourth Internaticnal ~- the defence of. the existence of a key number cf
1its sections, end of the integrity. of the Intorneticnal.as a'whole, ageinst the -
attacks.represented by the Bolshevik Factien and the 'LTT!, Althcugh' the SWP, deapite
our shorp ‘criticism cf certain actiuns cn this issie, has in proctice a regime which
is quolitatively different to.that. af : the Bolshevik Faction, 'or ‘the so called LIT, it
cn a thecretical level makes. .ecncessicns  tc these currents which: disarm the

Ig ternutiuncl dn front of them: Indeed at the level of thecry, es cppcsed to

: the SWP in a nimber of Tts.documents actually adcpts gdent;cal
© This. 1s ghown .mest clearly -where the -SWP spells ocut the criteria for the basis of
par ty membe”ship. It stotes 1t is necessary fer membership of the par ty tc not
rerely agrée with Ats revoluticnary programme but slsc to agrce with.its

perspectives, It is declared that Lt-is impossible: to have Icyelty to an orgsnisaticn.
cn the bagis cf its propgramme if there is-discgreement with 1ts. perspectives

"Without.agreement on the -perspectives of the party, it is impossible toc
expect lcyal functicning,®( Proposal fer Fusicn with the Revoluticnary
Morxist Committee by Larry Seigle - adopted by the 1977 Conventicn of the SWP)
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This positicn of cocurse necessarily determines also the cri te'a_,'gu for fusicn with
ancther organisation, For fusicn to take place' there-mirst be agreement, not only
from a tactical but frém & principled point of view, not ohly on-a revoluticnary
programme but alsc on perspectives, The SWP justifles éven'splits -amourfg

suppor ters ¢f the Fcurth Internaticnalrsn thet basis,

npgreement on genercl principles, even a grefment on the current prcgramme
of the Fourth Interratispal, dcesn't necessarily mean that the principled
basis exists for fusicn intc a single corganisation, That can.only be
pccomplished on the basis cf substantial agreement on thé specific and
ccnerete tasks ond line.in a particuldr countrye.ee Without agreement
on.the perspectives of .the party, it is impcssible- to ‘expect loyal
functi oning,"( Ibid)

This position is in the first place a revision of Merxism on the positicn of the
party, It concretely undermines the entire framework of the Marxist snolysis that
the party 'has nc 'interests seperste and epart from those of the working class as =z
whole!, and therefcre that differences con exist not merely between the proleteriat

I ~nd cther classes - which does Justify different crgenisoticns, but alsc within
S I ke working class itself - wheTe ~luk i endency or
C factinn f1g ut also to struggle to retain the 1 the sation
3 ‘ ire Ton is false rnd disproved, On a modest, scale

w2 may note that the ex-tendency/LTF for nine years in the IMG expressed strong

disagreement with the MMGs perspectives - ‘indeed vigorously fought against ‘them and
Mj A’f”(,qmt totelly different-positions on perspectives, Are we therefore to conclude that
L% D from those cdes 1t was ‘impossible to expect loyal functioning! ? On the contrary
%”J ‘the principled charscter of the comrades position was shown by the fact that they
setained loyalty to the orgenisation precisely becsuse they correctly placed
prosrammatic positions, including membership of -the Fourth Internnticnal, as more
importont than disacreements on perspectives and they based their loyalty on this,

Ti7u fs phother exsmplé tho eituation if there is a fusion between the forces of
the OCAFI and thosa of the Fourth Internaticnal. As far as we know there is not one
cingle person in the IMG who agrees with the perspectives of the supporters of the
Bulletin group in Britain, or one single supporter of the Bulletin group who agrees
with the perspectives of the IMG, However 1t might well be the cese bhat merbcrs
of the Bulletin group would, correctly,  see the step involved in, as they would
term it, the reconstruction of the Fourth Internaticnal as being far more important
than the differences in Britain and they would very ‘loyally be in favour of
urification of their forces with those of the IMG in the framework of unity of the
OCRFI and the Fourth International, Would we ouigader such unification ruled
out because the cdes could kot be loyal to the organisaticn because cf differences
cn perspectives! On the contraty we should take it as o sign of very considerable
poclitical maturity, making for very loyal operation, that the cdes corrently
|placed the historic turiks of building-the revcluticnary Internaticral a*wve
perspectives in Britain,

Of course it is necessary to test cut in practice that locyal functicning is
pcssible, This is why fusions involve jcint work as preperaticn, It is also why frem
a tactical, but not e programmatic, point cf view a fusion is not a 'split in- -
reverse!, If somecne is already in an crgeniseticn you know that loyal functicning
s presiblée whereas in o fusicn this must be established, However this is a

questicn of tactics, an issue of practical steps in moking fusicns and maintaining
the wnity of orgenisaticns, end it is not a progrommatic position.

Tndeed in geheral it is one of the highest displeys of loyalty to 2 prcgramme
and an orgenisaticn, and an expressicn cf resl politicel maturity, when a mincrity
precisely does understend that the basis of the organisaticn is programme and it
retains its loyalty despite disagreements with perspectives. Seiglet!s positicn is
nct merely incorrect thescretically but, becouse of that, a direct threct sgainst
internal demccracy as it deniés the possibility of lbyal mincrities who disagree
with the perspectives of the crgnnisaticn but agree with its prcgremmes” Any minority
which disagrees with perspéctives is by, this position must be automatically
2onﬁderéa disloyal - with all this implies for its pocsiticn and prectical attitude

o. 1t, .
Fur thermcre, to seehow Talsec this whole position of. the SWP is, we may note that
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1t actually vindicates Stalin's.cttitude tc factions-in- the:par ty = and conctretely

tc excluding the Left Oppositicn from,the Comintern, Stolin's argtment was precisely
that Trotsky, because be disagreed with ‘:hhe"'pe'rspecti’vés &f the Third Interneticnal
after. 1923, was disloyal, Do we cenclude .that Trotsky, because for.ten yeors he
disagrecd with the perspectives of the Third Internoticnal before the split of
1933, was in frct disloyal tc it and his entire fight as a focticn for
readmission on the basis of internal democracy was a freud and unprircipled bscause
Muithout agreement. cnthe perspectives cf the party it is impcssible %o expect
loyal functisning"? This would indced be a-radicedl innovation intc ‘the Trotskylst
analysis but 1t is -the. only cne thet flows from Seigle's position - although'cf
course he dcesn't inkend it,. , ) .
Finally of. course who 1s the embodiement of, ond: char ged with carrying cut, the

perspectives of the por ty? The leadership of course, Disagrecment with perspectives
will therefcre necessarily mean disagreement with the leadership,’ But {f disagrecment
with perspectives means; disloynlty, and disagreement with the leadership flows from
disagreement with perspectives,: ghen oppositicn to the lesdership elso beglins tc be
disloyal. This is ths cnly conclusion that one cculd draw from a serious applicaticn
of the SWPg poeiticn, Fortunately on this the SWP dces not draw out ell the
implicaticns - althpugh it must be scid that in the Hedda Ger=a
cpse » begining is being made on -this, .

" While in proctice the SWP, unlike the Bolshevik Foction,'does fAct draw cut

all the implicetians of its pgsition neverthe¢léss -to rejcct bhis position on the

party, tc reaffirm that membership of - [ aticn is conditichal on agreement

+ with revoluticnary programme and nob noé on‘-a{;‘eemex}h »{im perspectives { no motter
wmrﬁﬁéﬁ_ﬁsgi—%& as:Ytasks of ‘the pericd!j.!'fundamental ‘tactids? etc) is a
. life snd death question for the Fourth Internnticnal 4f it is to become an autheritic
. mags workers revolutionary par tys _ o
This is crucielly posed also in-Britoins In the IMG, under the pressure of the
logic of the Us Sec Majority Cencusy -comrades are in fadt begining to adopt these
false positicns on the partys, Particularly in o country with the sectarian g
traditions of Britain it would be correct, if it were necessary, té divide . the
organisation from tcp to bottom in a fight on this queésticn of the cheracter of ‘the
party. Indeed %he implications of taking a false position on the charccter cof the
‘party wculd be so sericus that 1% would take precedence cver every cther issue. It 1s
a question of procramme and by its very nature superseedes all questions of tactics,
Indeed virtually nc other questicn mcre fundamental that the character of the party
i1tself can be imagined, o ‘ o ]
This furthermore aprlies not just teo -the struggle agninst “thé-tvoncepts and £cticns
} of the Bolshevik Facticn but alsc tc those of the ILTT!, -If we may say thot the
Bol ction is the putting intc prectice of scme of the ideas cf the SWP o
orgenisation, then Wemg] at, unfor 3 s ed. is the putting
Intc o theocrised.foim of some of the érgenisational proctice end concepts of the
French section - although of course this-theorisation makes the situction
quali tatively worse, than merely having:a wrong practice. One of. the chief reasons for
the prolenged fagticnalisaticn and cliquisotion of the ICR, the fnobility to overcome
differences, is precisely the whole rubbish of 'self-criticfsms?!, positions on -
history, demands for:'brlance shects! as a principle etc. os o method of
orpaniso tichs The result of this aprpreoch, utilised in the ICR, is that the 2adre can.
never be united around a2 line for the class struggle as they are.instead concentre ted
on fights ond divisions cn history and the past, ond currents hove- the utmost ,
difficulty in changing their positicns because they are continuolly forced either
to Justify-their past positicns or faced with implicit or expliclt.demonds for. °
'self criticisms in the form cof 'bolance sheets &s o principle! etce Without breoking
from this entire method the ICR will be permanently inflicted with permonent
focticnalism and eliguisaticn,
Just how vital this issue is for .the: IMG we may consider by logking at our own
experience, .One of the very real achievements of the’'IMG, something that really
does pcsitively distinguish 1t from many secticns cf the Internptichal, is the way
in which 1t foupht itself out from.a prolonged faction fight in' the years 1970<76. To
see just how successful, ond vital, that was let us assume for the moment that
differences will exist for the 1979/80 conference of the IMG, In these nc one will

Ty
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even remember, let alone care, whether the pecple.involved in the different currents
"were in 'New Course', !'tendency B!, or whatever, Furthermore the 1ine up will be
totnlly different to these 6ld differences. This was not achieved through
thomogenisaticn?® by expulsicns either,

This is @ iremendous step forwerd for .the IMG in a- country with the sectarian
traditions cf Britain, Put bluntly we consider we-have precisely nothing to learn
on these questions frem an crgenisation with the internal situaticn of the ICR — of
thosé who ha¥e cther inimitable methods of remcving. tunhomogenecus! elements,

Imapgine however we had engaged in thé whole rubbish of demonding bolance sheets
as a principle, people making 'self-criticisms! and the like, We would atill be
divided over Issues such as the (wrong) positici.. taken by the present author on
the General Strike slogan prior to 1973, the issus of the ‘non-bourgeoio cheracter
of labourism! advocated by some comrades, 'breaking labour's monopoly of
representation? and the like, On nsne of these:to.date has anyone ever written
a ‘balance sheet -~ and quite right because if they had we would still be divided into
a serles of squabbling cliques and factions as with the.internal situction of the
ICR over o long period, Iater doubtless historimas will sort =1l this out - and
arrive at thec correct conclusion that no .current was !'right! cnd the others 'wrong!
‘but that the final position of the orgamsation wos better thon any of its
“component parts, But that is not our task, Our task, -that of o political
organisation and lendership, was to unite fhe cadre if--this was possible on. tosks,
to allow new divisions(if necessary) to take plece along totally different lines ete,
This approcch was .thoroughly justified and correcte Without that putting of -
politics first the IMG would be split up. by innumereble de facto factions and
cliques. For the IMG, the FI, or anyone alse, to adopt organisational 'principles!
‘a8, outlfhed theoretically by the LTT, or in practice by-the French section, would be
o disaster of the first magn:.tude

On” the. con trary, for those who Insist on voting on history, ‘halance
sheets on principles, self-criticism etc our clecrly confirmed viey is -that ‘on the
issue of internal norms and functioning, unlike most other questions, the IMG has
actually got something to teach some other sections of the:International,

In short not merely at the level of politiccl anclysis of the world situation but
‘also in the stru-gle to defend the organisational character of: the FI and the:IMG, and.
our geins in cadre, a key f;ght will be agninst the situction in-the Internetional
bréated by the formotion of ‘the U,Sec Majority caucus.

‘We will now turn to the positive resolution for voting,
Rart Two —~ Resolution for the elcction of delepates

The July 1979 -United Secretariat took o decision which will clerify. the debate
in the International by -deciding to take two reports on the World Political
Resolution, The first will be on the. analysis of the world politieal situction, The
second on tasks,

" The present document, which is based on !Comments on seme ospects of the World:
Po itical Resclution! by Ae sonesy and updated in light of the points in %he first
part of this document, refers to the first of . these reports = i,e, on the anelysis
of the world poli. t.ical situation .rd the related progrommotic positions outlined
above. It calls for the alteration of the World Political Resolutionyg or the draftins
of o new document, including the following poin ts,

o On the relotive weight.of the strupggle in the Imperielist countries and the

colonial and. semi-~colonial states,

The World Political Resclution stresses throughout, that -the weight of the class
struggle. in. the. imperialist countries is -!preponderant!, However nowhere in the
text are two different points conccrning this: sorted outs Alhhough apparently:
pedantic the ‘distinction involved 1s-in.fact, as we shall:see,:of considerable
practical imrortance,”

The first point.is the historic statement concersing the, significance of the
struggle in the .imperiolist countries. This is.that finnlly, -in:- the ‘historic
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perspective of_the development of the closs struggle, the. struggle in the Imperlalist
centres will be decisive. The world revolution will not bé successful,.and in the
final cnalysis every gnin could be overturnedy until power has been conquered in the
advanced - imperiali<ct countries - above all.in"the United Stotes itself, This sense of
'preponderant?. is.of course true at gll times even when the ‘colonial revoluticn, or
the pclitical revolution, is meking the greatest strides forward and the class
struggle in the imperielist centres is mo- t stagnant - for example in the mid

1950s ond earldy 1960s., 4
There is however a second more conjunctural sense of 'preponderant!; This concerns

ipt In time,
This distinction is not merely semantic quibbling but important from. the practical

point of view of constructing the International, While' the historically decisive
role of the imperialist countries will not alter we must be far more cautious and
eoncrote &3 regards’any’ conjunctural nssessmenis. N

Concretely the draft World Political Resolution puts forward an incorrect
position regarding the interrelatich between the different sectors of the
world revolution in the. current phase of the international class strugsles It
asserts not merely as an historical stotement but as a conjunctural feature
of the situetion the 'preponderance?! of the class’ struggle in the imperialist

" The most important.develomments in the world political siturtion since
.the 1974 World Congress of the Fourth International can be summarised as
followssse2s While the colonial and semicolonial sector remains highly
explosive, the'prependerant weight and impact of the class strugcle in the
imperislist countries upon the world revclution cohtinties to increase - a
process which began in 1968,v (p3) -

Not merely-did the Fourth International not ennlyse the situstion in this foshim
after 1968 - the World Resolution adopted clmost unanimously.in 1969 spoke of
'revolutionary struggles in the imperialist countries themselves occupying a more
important place in this worldwide process todoy than.in the last twenty years! end
not of !preponderant weight! of the strugple in the impériali:t countries - but this
conjuncbural analysis is both confused theoretically and caicretely folse — as the
most -important advonced struggles in ‘the world.since 1975 ( Angola, Southern Africa,
Ethiopia, Afgharistan, -Iran, ond.Nicaragua) convincingly demongtrate.

From the point of view both.of its ¢bjective importoncé and the. possibilities
of the -construction of the Fourth International weé should 'see %he importance not
only of the colonial countries in general but in particular of the situstion in
Latin America, The combined crises cf the 'Cuban'! 'currents, the Macist influenced

forces, and ‘the bourgeols naticnalists oreatgas figicor ‘openings for building .
gﬁakﬁﬂ_mn.\ia_:_ong,' We -have already sﬁmmmions

the Fourth Internaticnal in Mexico and Columbia which are, &#n proportion to the
population of ‘these countries, quité as significant, indeed probably more so,‘ than
any growth in Europe and other imrerialist countries, While there zre:great
difficulties in ‘consolidatin~ the geins the elcction résults in Petu also shows
quite spectacular openings, An imrortant development of organisations has also

ke ip Central icd ' ‘ :

his growth of orgenisations cccurs in a context where, os the World Political
Resolutiocn correctly analyses, an increosed instebility ¢f the Letin American
dictatorships is occuring and the class strugple is begining to reccver from its

defents -~ & process which will be cccelerated by Iran'and Nidaragua. The combinotion

of the basic underlying economic, social and prliticdl instebilityiocf Latin America,
a'new rise of class struggle, mojor crises of alternctive poles in the wérkers”
movement, -and growth of our.sections, poses the possibilities of grins for the Four th
Internaticnal ih Latin America which will be at lenst.as great, and: in fact
probably-far gréater, thon-thcse in.the impericlist countries.

Furthérmore the bourgecisies in thot continent, as.in Africa, are far weaker than
iR -the imperialist countries and the possibilities.of -the ‘tlass struggle .assuming
more ndvanced forms than in Burope today exists. The General Strike in Peru in
May 1978 for example, not to speak of the insurrection.in Nicaragua (or Iran to
toke onother colonial example, . =¢ more advanced that those seen anywhere in
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Europe = with the partial excepticn of Portugal, The World Politicel Besolution by
not clearly distinguishing between the historicnlly true statements concerning the
imnerialist countries and the conjunctural situstior aen disarmsthe Internaticnal

in ‘the face of absclutely major events. .This applies niso. to the other colonial o
Ties where the objec i ity for major gains exists — for example Iran,”°

This point concerning ,bhe’ of the strugrle in’ the imperialist countries
and the colonial and semi-cold states is particularly important precisely as
the tasks outlined bv the World Poli tical Resoluticn in gaining o base in the
working class are echieved. As yet, and of course not as an historic hrend,
consciousness on the colonial revelution is not as high among trade union cadres
end workers i the reformist orgnnisations in m~st countries as in student layers
and among young workers who cre hot as yet really playing & key role in the mass
orgrnisations, Without clarit:y on our part we could come sericusly under the -
pressure of-trends accomodating to impericlism and finding rationalisations for
this.in quoting historical truths concerning the predominance of the revolution 'in
the imperialist countries. There hove in the past of the Internstional been trends
which showed such symptoms in o profound form - the Heolyites and the Lembertists, Ve
should state cleerly that penetration into the working clsss, mWhe
eformist org-nisotions, demands héiphtening'o ropogonda and educaticn on
e World Political

international- and an ti-imperle. is
Resolution do isa

This wrong pos;Ltion becomes all the more scrious when it is coupled with second
key weaknesses in the document., The dreft World Political Resoluticn proposes a
decisive turn of the forces of the Fourth Internaticnazl into the industrial
workinz class. It links bhis with continued and repeated essertions that this turn
shculd be aimed at cc-nstructing orgenisations copable not merely of taking up
economic issues but of compalgning also on the mest impertent noticnel and
international questions of social cppression and politics.

Unfortunotely, dn additicn to weaknesses in the concrete tasks it proposes,
ncwhere in this document is there any clear explanntion of whot the relstionship
of these two requirements is. Concrecte campalgms are propesed on questions in
addition to wages, jobs, and cuts in social service and securities, But the
their significance in relaticn o eny basic strategy, and to the requirements for
establishing working class power, ere not clearly explcinede

In politics however, as always, ‘necessities' that zre not expleined and justified
carry ro long term welght. If it is not seen as & practical necessity thén taking
‘ap the central pcliticel issues,  the intecrests of the oppressed, -and the culonial
struggle, will rapidly be downplayed no matter how many times documents; finish with
ringing promouncements, and yractical preposals, to the.contrary. The gbscences
in the draft World Political Resolution thereforc, regardless of the'intentions of
its cuthors, opens 1l up,—particnlox ]y Jn the—imrerialist countries, to economistic
interpretations and orien tations. No matter how its propocnents Intend it that is
actually the distorticns that will .cccur.

In the context of importent advances: of cclonial revelution which will undoubtedly
occur in the coming perinsd, a failure to seriously arpgmise to take openings in the
coclonial ond semi-colonidl statés and o wrong ccnsciousness in the imperialist
countries would be a very dangercus combination for the International - par ticularly
one in which a very large number of membcrs ere in the imrerialist countries end
therefcre subject to inevitable pressures of them¢ It is fict a matter that the
sections, and the FI as o whole, may empirically act corréctly when faced with
these developments, It is the fact that the World.Ponlitical Resclution-does not
help prepare them for what is poing to take place and therefare dnes not nid them -~
and could everi disorient scme forces, s

‘Even ‘before such strugglcs in the colonial countries however the leck of clerity
on these issues in the text cculd have dengerous ccnsequeticess It is elready obvicus
‘that nét merely issues of distance but of -the distribution of the weight of forces
of the Internstiocnal make many problems for relaticns between the secticrs in the
imreriolist countries and the centre, and the comrades in colonial countries,- Even
where‘we have major feorces, in Lotin America, problems of lack of cc runication are
evident, With comrades .in Africa, ‘Scuth and Enst Asia, cnd the Arab East, where our
forces ere smaller and problems.cf distance and resources even groater, these
problems are still more acute. This combination poses gréet objective difficulties

strugeles, . C_on_i_‘usions i
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even i1f we hed an absolutely correct line but. they .will be irmnensely mul tiplied by
any lack of clarity politically. The ‘! o<centric? tharacter of the document
and its failure to seperate.out h.is toric and more conjunctural questions will meke
‘this situaticn worse if it is not. correc tedy Sorting out this isswe is therefore not
a semantic purely concephual question but a wvery important one -to -orient the
International most correctly to.take hold -of the openings in “the colénial
countries, for vitel tagkzs of solidarity in the imperialist sbates; and for
relations between theé Internctional centre, sections &n the imperialist '
countries and sections in the colondal states,

2¢ The ruling clagses in the imperislist ond the coloniosl countries

"'The recsons for these wenknésses in the draft World Political Resolution ore in
fact the samé in their root, The document viclates the elementary Leninist, end
Marxist, princirle that the class struggle is nct waged by only one class but
by at least two, and thot a pelitical line, and assessment of the situaticn, connot
be derived solely from an analysis of the situaticn of the working class and -
orpressed alone but cnly from the interreldtion of all classes, Nouhere in the
document is there any sermus analysis of the si tuation of the ruling class and
ot 1ts reserves and weapons, The chief instrument of the ruling class,  the dabour
bureaucracy, aprears suspended ‘in mid air with ho real base in the reali tics of .

a‘ltﬁllst society,

This issue is not.a small one but on the contrary, in particular in relation to the
imperialist countries, -involves questions of analysis which go right back to the
‘Russian Revolution and the founding of the Communist Internzticnal = anmd which were
strongly reaffirmed by the Fourth Intermtional at its reunificetion in 1963, As
Trotsky put it,

" the conquest of power by the proletariat in countries whieh hzve
errtered the path of capitalist development very late in the day, like our
ccun try (Russ.la), is easier than in countries with an extensive’ bourgeo:.s
history and a higher level of culture."( Trotsky -~ Through What Stage Are
We Possing ?)

~ -Or in the words of the 1963 reunificaticn dccument of the Fourth Internaticnal
Dynamics of World Revolution Teday,

m The crisis of leadership exists, of course, in the colonial end
semi-cclonial countries as well as,in the.advanced:countries. Mony: defea ted
or aborted revoluticns bmar witness tc this crisis -~ from .the Chinese
Revolution of “1925-27 to the more recent defeats in Guatemala ond Iraqs But
in the possible outcome of the strupgle, a big difference ‘is evident
between inadegnate leadership in a backward country.and similar leadership
in on imperialist country: the enemy faci the workin ulotion is
immeasursbly: stronper in the latter," (Emphasis in the original

Therefere

" the opposition which they ( the working class In the advanced imperialist
stotes) hocve to be overcome in these countries is immeasursbly stronger than
in the coloniel and semicolonial world, The weckness of the:enemy in ‘the
backwerd countries hos opened’ the . possibility of coming to power even with
a blunted instrument. The strength of the enemy in the. 1mperialist countries
demands a tool 6f much gréater perfection, ( Dynomics of .World Revolution
Today p29)

It is this feilure to integrate o besic Morxist cnalysis of the differential
strengths end capocity for resistonce of the ruling clesses in the imperialist and
colonial countries thet accounts for both’ the. major wecknesses- .and errors- alrzedy
‘outlined in- the draft World Politicel Resolution

- the much greater weakness of the ruling classes -in ‘the colonial thnn in: the
impericlist coyntries is the reascn why develorments of crises such-as Iran and
Nicaragua develop to the point-they do, No ruling.closses in impériglist countries
aTe as rotted and.as péliticclly inflexible as those 'which were linked to the Shah



")

J\&

WA,

(12)

or Samoza or.of .other colonial ruling closses. The.diffcrence between the struggle
in the impormlist <coun tries ond. the colordial countries, ‘in the coming period, is nct
that there will be no major working class strugrles in the former, on the contrary
there will be, but that tthe ruling closs hos much less capacity for reslstance in

the colonial countries. The class struprle in these stetes will therefore assume
more advanced .forms and go closeri‘to the selzure of power - i.e, Iran and Nicaraguo
are not freaks bub indicate the pattern of what is to ccome,

~ the much greater strength of the ruling classes in K the imperielist countries
demands a 'tool of much greater petfection! to over throw it than hrs been displeycd
in the colonlal revclutiocn or even, by Lenin and Trotsky's own analysis, in.the
Russian Revolutioniitself, -Bymamics-of World Revolhition Todzy msserted in 1963
amcng the tasks of cbnfronting "the powerful and experienced bocurgeoisie of the
imperinlist tountries" thot the workin~ cless cculd only achiéve victory under a
genuine revoluticnary Marxist leadership which was able to €steblish unity of acticn
inside the ranks of the proletariat; to mobilise %o the fullest extent the ;
revolutionory potentialities cf the wrrking class; - to out manouvre a very astute
ond suprle caritalist clsss leadership; ko defeat the labour bureaucracy, and to
win over a part and neutfalise another part of the petty-bourgeoisie without"
surrendering its own class objectives.

Although particular formulas of Dynamiés could be criticised - it fails to -
integrate sufficiently Trotsky's analysis of the role of the lsbour bureaucrecy
as the decisive defence of ‘bourgeois power — nevertheless this analysis correctly
outlines. some of the chief tasks which have to be accomplished by the working elass
in ‘the seizure of power in an imperislist country, Although the bourgecisie_ s of
the imperialist countries are today weakened, particularly economically and
socially, compared to the situstion of 1963, let alone 1917, they are still
qualitatively stronger than the ruling classes of any colonial country. Furthermore,
thanks to the role of labour bu_:;ggnnzanm,ul_;jlcal
decline of the strength™of the ruling clesses of
onnomlc and social decline,
ﬂﬁﬁmﬂm@—mem;nst countries determines that the classical
Teninist formulas of the necessity of construc tlng orgrnisstions capable of taking
up all aspects of social and poli tical opprs ssion both naticaally and
internatmnally is not a moral issue. It is one-determined by the very-neture of the
revolutionary struggle itself and applies even more in the advanced imperialist
count¥ies than it did in the Russian revolution itself,

The spontaneist and 'movementist! critique of Leninism, and the differences between
Rusgia and the advanced .unperlal st countries, gets it precisely the wrong way
round, The differences betweeh Russia and the advanced imperialist countries ensure
that the revolution in the latter will have to be far morc organisationally
centrelised, developed in” takmg up all aspects of social and political oppression,
far -more developed-politically-and theoreticdlly, fer more proletarian led, and in
& word more Leninist and not less, than was the revolution in Russia 1tself

3,. A _World-wide tactic of the construction of the Class Struggle Ieft Wing?

The  World Political Resolution stresses among tasks the question of the
construction of the class struggle'left wing., This is certainly a key strategic
“task ih the United States, Cenade, Britain, Australia and most imperielist
countries, It is also aprlicable in many key colonial countries, -

‘However this is a world political resolution. In very many cases it does not
apply, Does someore periously propose thob it is the correct tactic in the

mass organisations 1nciden a cse countries - the sto t'.e controlled unions,
the ruling CPs - should we be buildmg 1t7?) Is it the corm
or Lebanon -~ which are not unimportant stryggles to soy the lenst? Wes it the:
corfect tactic in the Vietnam war? v
A vorld-wide tactic:of the construction of the class strugeole left wings would be

a quite ridiculous generalisation ond it is to be hoped that no one in the -
International would seriously defend it, However unfortunately the introduction

to the document, and .sections elsewhere, do posé such a formula, In analysing
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the appearance of a vanguard of radicerlised workers ( pl pt 4) which is indecd =
univergsal characteristic of the present period,develdping not only in the
impericlist countries but in the coloniel ones nnd even-in the workers states, the
first accusation levelled at them is wthis heterogeneous € : class
bos not yet been able to orgenise a class e i ] movemen tq "
(//“‘/“A aprarently s entire loyer of workers, in 21l countries, should hrve been
_0(7»

/}f}"'&ons tructing class struggle left wingss This is stupids The point concerning the
/‘M fact that such venguard workers connot spontaneously Tind a correct way forward for
the masses,’ which requites & vanguard party, is the point which needs to be made
anf not pn accusation concerning a specific tactic,

For exomple our criticismg in Pimbabwe ore obout illusions in thc role of
Mugorewa, -Nkomo, Mugabe and rclations with the bourgcoisie, end acoeptance of the
limitations they ploce on- the struggle, and not at sll primerily on thelr failure 'to
: organise clags strugglc left wings!, -Similerly in lebanon was the real problem of the

fighters of the PID. their failure to organise o class struggle left wing? Is this
( the correct tactic for -ine workers in Poland radicelised out of the struggles of
M/Q(‘;M 1970 and 19762
Any suggestion of .advocacy of a general world wide: tactic of the cless struggle
~left wing is not merely wrong but would moke the Fourth Intermational look
ridiculous - rather like those sects who are the more définite concerning the
line in a country the less they know about it, To put such a universal tactic in
such a confused way in a world resoclutirn is sn unwarranted generalisation, °
Fur thermore even in the imperialist countries we must note that crucial as ‘this
tactic is as follows future developments in the clsss struggle can chesnge it at least
as regards its forms,
To meke the errors in, this whole argument of the World Political Resolution clear
we may .merely remember, as already mentioned, that one third of the worlds
porulation lives in workers states,

4o 'Regroupment!

The Political Resolution correctly outlines the chief openings here &t :this
particuler moment in time, " (1) The unificatian of groupings that accept the
programme of Trotskyism in general but maintain differences as to its application
on certain key points. (2) Establishing fraternal relations with groypings that do
not claim to be Trotskyist but that are evolving along lines that may eventually
. |meke fusion possible ‘on a principled basis."(p28) It then outlines appropriate -

/J}) tactics which, provided allowance is made for national variations, are suitable for
' dealing wi'th these grougines,

Unfor tuna tely however nowhere in the text is there any indication that anything
other than these two categories exist. To judge from the “text one would assume that
the world to the left of the reformists =ms composed only of Trotskyists and
centrists, While this may be true conjuncturally it is not at all an historically
or theoretically correct position, Trotsky was clear that there could be an
authenticelly revoluticnary forces which were not Trotskyist. This gencrzl position
wus of considerable importance for the Fourth International at the time of the Cuban
Revolution, and with the evolution of Molecolm X, and comrade Cannon correctly drew
the attention of the Internstional to reaffirming this positicn in the process
leoding to reunification in 1963, In this future this position can agnin be of
considercble significence - perticulerly with the evolution of currents coming out

he Wor

’

Q{‘QW‘L:E%EW. While soluticn should of course concentrate on the .
y& mmedia te openings it should however alsc briefly resssert our general position, This
is important both theoreticrlly ond to arm our cadres for future develepments,

5. The currents inside the mass parties

The document correctly lays great stress on the possibility of opposition currents
emerging in the Stalinist and Social Democratic porties. However the somewhat
unilateral stotements in the document, and its too great theoreticcl generclisation
of particular and conjuncturel developments, obscures the charocter of such
currents, the. issues producing them, and therefore necesscry methods of approach,
problems, .and tactics towards them - somcthing rendered more difficult to grasp by
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the imperialo-centric charsoterigtics of -the document remarked on earliers.One.rather
'getn the inmpreseion that these oppcsitions are likely to develop out of the class
collaborationist policy of the reformist 'par ties in relation to austerity
programmes and economic quegtions,

In fact none of the most developed opposi tions which have emexged. in the mass
parties have been propelled in a way Which is simply a direct product of the rise
of struggles against austerity programmes, This is particularly the case with
oppositions in the CPs, for example in Spsin, where a crucial element. is of course
relations with the Soviet bureaucracy and developments in Eastern Europe, In the
French CP a current such as thst associated with Althusser, and all the othérs
whether right or left, emerged out of a crisis of general political line of  the
CP associated with its ‘tactics for the Undon of the Ieft and the electiohs,and not
simply out of a rise of workers struggles - even although of course the 1ai;ter
provided the ccnditions.for :its existence. In the case of left soclal democratic
currents ‘that in ‘the British labour Party, with its figure heed of Benn and its,
chief theorists people such as Stuart Holland and ex-Trctskyist Ken Codtes, was
influenced in its base &and theorists by.internationel developments ( French and
Italian SPs, Allende, left liberal wings in the bureacrecy in Eastern Burope) over and
above direct upsurges of-ecsnemie” workers s truggles.

9 "This question ‘is vcry crucial in.the way we deal with such currents. It is

', impossible to'deal the - Al thusser " WM
a

nd-Coates elements in Britein wi gaing fa mply economic

‘ . ] zax ieft‘Wny
@M’o crppoe:\tion current.e will’ increasingly include uor €

: much greater -
weight in'the mass orgenisations than our aversge membérs. They will want above all
answers tc the general politicel impasse and roadblocks of :the reformlsbs. Implanting
ourselves in industry, buildlng a class struggle left wing in thosé countries
where appropriate, are vital steps to reach these cadres and currents but they
sre not at all-sufficient as a means of winning first individuals, 'and 'then
hopefully whole currents, to our crganisstions and to the Fourth International, The
unilaterel, overgeneralised, ond wrong, elements of the resolution do not ‘aid in or
properly prepare us for this tesk,

-6o_The Basis of the Party

In the light both of general developments and of.the situstion in the Fourth
Internationzl it is necessary to s tete the programmetic basis.cf membership of.
* the revclutionary party. This is condttional en agreerent with revolutionary

programme and no t%ﬂg on agreement with perepectics, tactics, tasks. of the
period etc of the crity on this question is crucial for the FI and 2lso. for
Q

the IMB
Conclusion'

§' The World ‘Politicel Resolution:as @ statement. of immediste tasks, particularly in

‘the imperialist countries, can be ‘surported., However to be a proper preperation for
our sections 1t must be developed and altered iin a number of points, A whole series
of purely exhor tatory affirmations could well do with eliminating and replacmg
with sericus: arguments drawn from important resolutions of the Internztional passed
on Socislist Democracy, Women's Opnression, and E\uocommunism, as well as mo terisls
which have apneared on the cclonial revolution, Most ‘sericusly however the document
contains unwarranted generalisations and confusions which couldd do serious damage
in.disorienting sections in the long, and in ‘the casc of some colonial couttries,
sho;'t term, The resclution must thorefore be altered to eliminate these errors,

It 7. to be hoped that the recent revolutionary events in Iran and Nicaragua,

and the way some of the sections responded. to- i:hese stronglyy will-lead to

a more serious exanination of. the errors .of the draft World Political"

Resolution,



[New section on the OCRFI proposed for the draft Europe resolution]
[ TRANSLATION]

"Draft revision to the Thesis 49.2 of the resolution 'The Crisis
in Capitalist Europe and the Present Tasks of the Fourth International,'"
by Udry and Mandel.

The world situation, and in particular the Jjoint crisis of
imperialism and Stalinism, objectively open new perspectives for
pursuing the policy adopted by the 1963 Reunification Congress to
unify the world Trotskyist movement within the Fourth International,
that is, those organizations that claim to be Trotskyist and that
envisage building the international in collaboration with the existing
Fourth International, in particular the Organizi Committee for the
Reconstruction of the Fourth International (OCRF?% and the current led
by Lutte Ouvriére (I10).

This unification, which would not exclude fusion with other forces,
is a concrete task that can strengthen the Fourth International as the
World Party of Socialist Revolution and lead to a significant growth
of its sections in some countries. Such a fusion can begin to change
the relationship of forces between revolutionary Marxists and the
reformist leaderships and sharpen the process of differentiation under
way within the reformist and centrist organizations. This process can
lead in a revolutionary direction on the political and organizational
level only to the extent that there are Trotskyist organizations
quantitatively larger than the existing ones, qualitatively better
rooted within the proletariat, and capable of regroupment not only
with oppositional individuals and nuclei, but also with
numerically large currents.

Unification within the Fourth International with those organizations
that claim to be Trotskyist can only be based on a political battle that
helps to clarify possible agreements and disagreements on program,
political convergence, relations in regard to intervention in the class
struggle, and the concept of building a democratic-centralist revolutionary
organization at both the national and international levels.

This battle is important in and of itself for the programmatic
reaffirmation of our movement and the political education of our
cadres, at a time when the crisis of strategy of the left tendencies
within the Social Democracy, the centrists, and the various "left
Eurocommunist" opposition currents is deepening. Today, this battle
has to be part of any effort to build a revolutionary party. Although
fusion is not an absolute requirement for building our sections,
the struggle for its realiziation will in any case be valuable in
testing our ability to correctly undertake unification and regroupment
efforts.

The aim of this political battle is to assemble the conditions
for fusion~--something that has not yet been accomplished--with
the organizations of the Trotskyist movement. To that end, the
discussion must deal with those questions that make it possible
to measure the extent of programmatic agreements and disagreements,
and their consequences for the basic steps that must be taken to
build the party and the international in the present period, so as
to reach sufficient agreement to agchieve unification. The discussion
should take up the following questions in particular: the class
nature of China, Cuba, Vietnam, Yugoslavia, and the "people's
democracies"; Stalinism and Social Democracy; the workers united front;
the anti-imperialist united front; the strategic orientation of
the women's liberation movement; the assessment of certain trade-union
organizations (the French CFDT, the Belgian CSC, the Spanish Workers
Commissions, the Argentine CGI', the Brazilian "militant" unions, etc.)
and our intervention into the mass organizations of the working class;
democratic centralism at the national and international levels (the
election of leaderships, tendency and faction rights, discipline in
action, etc.); and democracy within the mass movement.

[over]



Udry/Mandel draft on OCRFI/page 2

We should proceed in accordance with the method employed at
the time of the reunification in 1963. That is, on the basis
of agreement on the central strategic tasks, we should verify
the real content of agreement on the program of the Fourth
International. By this we mean determining whether there is
common understanding of events and of the tasks that flow from
the experience and great events of the class struggle on a world scale.

Verification of a programmatic agreement of this type will
facilitate establishing joint political interventions as well as
discussion on the concrete methods of party building. These are
areas in which agreement--something that will materialize only in
the course of joint work--is necessary to render any fusion viable.

The policy of reunifying the world Trotskyist movement, of
fusing Trotskyist organizations within the Fourth International, has
as its aim the formation of a single fused section of the International
in each country. It is in this framework that the discussions
already under way internationally must be seen--both in regard to the
OCRFI and Lutte Ouvriére. That is why the leadership of the
International will take care not to substitute itself for the
national organizations and their congresses to try to speed up
or slow down an agreement.



