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.~ To_the P.C.
-Dear comrades,

The enclosed letter to the
self~explanatory.

- plained in the first letter and
'As a precaution, I checked with

1 disciplined to send a lette
_—"sub

, and he %Fid there was no1
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$oston kxecutive Committee is

The other letter, to David Fender, is ex-

13 enclosed for your curiosity.
Cémrade Charles S. to see if it
ﬂ to the Boston Exec. on this

; & Change,
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David K.
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1 Universicy sve., Neve
Minnsepolis, sdmesols 55413

Sertember 26, 1971

To the bBoston iIxeeutive (omnitties

I would liks vo inferm vou thaet I bave recelved In ihe
medl & cory of HChsrgns Agsinst the Communist iendancy” deted
Septomber 19, Ihere was no cover lelisy or return address, ovui
- X sesume thiat 1t 19 & copy of chargea you have filed and sube
.mitted in writing to itha (amunist Yendonoy, and wWwaich comrades
of tha Cammunigt dendeney nave sent to no, '

‘ You might be interested to know that while I was in Boston
brisfly while on yecation recantly in Hassscnusstis, i hed & pore
sensl viait with Comrede Fendsr, whnich bucame @ politicel discuse
sion when ho told me thet he thought the (ommnist tendency would

be ¢xrelled, I trlsd to cxplain why thls is & misisien abttiitudo
to have towerd the 1aadersnin, tiaat 1t will expel 8 grouping for
its politicel opinions or for a statement 1t makas Puwd 10 will
continue to »xis=t ss a laction, 1 continued bo vxpialn tikls to
him in 8 lotter, & echy of which I enclose in cese you sre c¢urious.
You may Imeqgine my surpriss 0 3«6 thal what ne predicied Came trusy
You might laugh at the irony, ws may Fander, but i {ind it sobaring..
?arhaps tkat consideration prarptea him te zmend ke a copy of the
ahargc 2

Thoese cnarges whnich you have sutmitied (I onclose & copy in
ssse there is &n error) are not the usual sort of charges ons uight
-expeet in ¢ pavrty which tolerates inbternal differvndes, oveld [sCe
tionsl difforences, She defendsnts ars not chearges wiith violauing
the unity in cotion which 8 revolusionary periy nowds, of course,
4n ordsy to exiat, bug only witn.making & stutolent thut taey
will ros dlsgolve thoeir faction.

Yut, you imply in your quotation of ihe Urgenizotionsl (harw
actﬁr... that the derendsats, if found guilty, will forleib chnid

gat te membership., %hus, you tnpepten e focblon with cXpulsien

«fcr 3inply rensining s factaon‘ ]

Thoss eharges which you maka, Yhen, sre not a minor lecsl
1szus ¢onfined to Soston, Ruthor, Muey bldng inlo quast;on thy
wkols orgsulgstionsal charaete? of | cur partye IL the eharges
stick, 4t the Communist AQnueacy 4 exXpelled (or forced Lo i1é=
eent snd dissolve), then, 4n «lloct, all factions in cur rariy
will heve boen declered outlswod, |[wals could heve grave lnpli-
cations for the fommsy membera ofl the iroluvitarian vrlivatstion
Tandeney, wiioh has been deslarsd & "factiom” by the lesdurshlp,
grave implieations for all thoss k‘o are avtlong {aciionally in
. 2endung large numbors of cowr: de o tire Berkeley-Uaklund branch

in order to build up the strength Of supporisrs thvreo of ons rog-
clution or the othor, end grave Implicstions, in [xct, for sll
cricical-minded conrades who malnihin thelr eriticisws or who
maintafin contact witi aaeh,ohnap, o the coavontiocn. 1t cculd
alzo heve grave impllcations for‘tbﬁ way in which ibe party
trects the critics of its policy bamrally. lf & simple stutow
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GV@J a Lz stray opinton or
convcpwﬁtion, be ¢ gr;"ng“ Tor xfulnicn“ The cenger is
thus raisced of cnforc eaant of ldecloglical monollililsnm b bd%ﬁn
conventions, which mi‘a well bz folluwad oy toteal monolithimm,
It 12 for this raaueci b aausv the CLQFSV 8 uhilch you meko
against tie Comritnist Tencency are of nationsl and even inbore

--\~“gatieﬁal ihpa“t&ncu, that I aa «rim*na tu&ﬁ letler to you,

et

e

I J

e ﬁ' . & - i*

Those charges wero made o louinu a statiment by the Come
munist Tendency stating to &ll thot 1t will coniinue to exist es
& faction, and cpiticizing the Ersletarian Criecntation Yendency
compacsg for dissolving, This sfstomsnt was quite natursl, flcwing
from thoe Cormuniag “andancy's pogition that ths §ﬂ““3 is "right-
centrist™ and that a fescticen is nan ¢d to "right for the lifc of
tho perivy.” It was not to bs unoxpeeted, and if ceonred:is sow such
an "undizeiplined” end "disdoyal” ststement coming, thay should
heve propossd teo the convention nhat the Lammunisu i?na ney ba
expelled If 1t did rot disselve afterwsrds, or praniso to Qo 50,
If cointsining a fection ia "hﬁdisﬁl}liﬁ&d,“ then anyons whe hsd
read the Camunist Yondeney's dogunonts could seo 1t would e "une
Gisciplined® in that uoy after tﬁg cenvention,

Eut the at«aame§% & declaration that the Communist Tendsney
had not changed its views and would continue to exist as & factlon,
was not undiscipiined., It was not an atitempt to re-open dlscussion
on cuestions doclded 2t the eonvention, end you quets nothing in
it o Indicate thet it was, In %act, Comyrade Fendor told mz2 thab

he Communist lendsney hed no ingention of trylng Yo re-opsn dlge
,usian on the floor or through their cun leaflets and bulletins,
ainc¢ thelr idecas had &lroady begn published in the uiscusaion
Bul labtins,.

/zhe Ccmmuniﬁt Ter&ency is ﬁau Bione in moking a gotement

saying tnat the PCT bed dissclved and the mambors wculd cont;aua

, 8y the Convention, ther statomonts have been meds hore in
?6 wapolils, at least, Comrade Ircd Ferguson made & stat@ment,
////////Zgﬁzhinv for the former rralata.idn Urfentotion Tgndency mombora,

,’-“"”f’

. i{} .;v—(')hv?i inﬂ di @u;«iaba; ﬁ’} {M 5’.«, g

to bulld the party, ablding by the convention dveisions, He diad
not recsnt, o was net accused gf trying to re-opon rroee-Convention
diccusgion. Nor was the party organizer, Blll Andorscen, who nade

a8 statensnt welcoming Fredls statoment, put om triel, or ware

tiie many cormredsa who made convention roports or who participated
in ths taska ond perspectives digeussion. They were not thrsastened
uiub ax~;lqian;fer making/staﬁam&\ba sxprassing their opinions or

B % tae Communist Y&néﬁrcy,‘}net for ﬁﬁk?ng,mng ataee?ent

gh 201, {you Lo nob even. Quete frogu iV In your Liiarge Lno

N

hiaseinline®i) 48 escoused of Tin

tiseipling® for "on &bt ampt
.3 deglded by %ha...CQBqution.

It 18, then, evidsnt that twa "erime® of "indiscirline® cf
che Cammuniat 1enﬁ6ncy ia in daing nathing more than abacing 1%
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intontion, opsonly end honently,[to eontinue to exiszt e= a f.ction,
Thers is nothing <lse that diatinguished 1t from the innum-raole
olher statemonts that have baen made ainOe the convontion Ly ine

numbrable othey comrades, 1

Comredes, you ihould know bebter thrn to try to expel come
rades for maintaining a racttom. The ferty has never outlewod
faoctions as sugh, buefore or aft r sonvention,

- In fasot, we are at this tima in contact with at lspat two
factions (in the Argentinien IR # and in the Dritish IXG), with
wnich wo agree., In the 1KG, the minority tendecney re-form.d

- Just two montha afteyr the 1970 ponference of the ING, snd issued

‘ statumant which not only d-olkred the intention to re~form as
tendoney, ths same so-oglled "indiscipline” as the Communiat
Tendency is adeused of, but whioch slso spent threc snd a helf
//////////:;pen, rmell type, doveloping m position eontrury to tint téken
by the Li0 eonfersnca, This statemont was msde availsble not
only to the INMG mombuprship (we [trust), but also to thne ntire
menbership of our perty. 7The minority in Eritein was, without
any doubt, both correct and within i1ts rights in re-forming,
Fut if the majority loaddrship lof the 1IN0 docidss to uxpol those
. comrados for maintaining such sn "undisciplined® thing os o groupe
. ing botwaun eanxentiqg;,aana wa| have oxpelled the Comuniat
"4,/,,,,Tandﬁnoy, we will-ieve & hard timo protesting sny such procodure
- in the IMG, In fsct, e&s you 0dn sve, thig trial of the Communiat
T Tandunoy'mnkns a burvaucrttie 6,velopmunt in Eritain more llkelys .

. Your chargs of “indiaoiplih " ror tha Communist Tendoney's
. statoment that 1t will not dissolve would ba funny if 1t were
- not o deadly serious for its harm to party demoorsoy, Did you
expegt that the CT would disasolve? Of courss not, O(ne siould
‘nevoe to have assumed that the 1 wes hiding something, in fsot,
1 they didn't maie s st:temont aa thoy dld, Eut, ea s raovard
\\\\\\\\\\tor being principled and honcest dospite its sncbarian position,
\\‘\\\\\\\}hé\eT is put on trial. This chergse of "indiscipline® for this
stutement doos nothing but foster sceret factions in ocur partye
- It rewsrds comrades with suoh scrilous differences &s the Ci has,
for going underground and having factional diacuaaions behind the
back of the party,

, Conrades, do you remesmbdar how Irotsky, in the hachtman
fight, oven suggceted to Comrade Hensen that an sgraement be
proposed, granting rights to frotions after the convention,
evon ths right of publishing their own interpnal bulletins for

- diastribution to all membsra? Irotsky was willing to Bo so fer
to prevent 4 aplit with this thoroughly unprincipled patty-bouru
geois olique=factionsas to offer, though “"deplorabls,® public
synposiums on the disputed toplcas, /nd it was Irotaky who con-
sldered binself more severo against the 4deas of the Shnachtmune
ites, then the party lesdership!

The Communiat Tendeney has never ajked for such extrevagant
concensions, Ib has not sven asked for ccntinued discussion, which
in this sase might be Justifipd, since ths (T hes never been an-



’///;;ored,poltffizily. It haa at-
— will continue to maintain 1¢s exilit nce &8 a faction in cur pxrty,

e

[

\
my mede 8 statemont indicating $t

—— which is 1ts »ignt; and yet you Fam to 22l 3t i3 your duty to

r

bring tao (T up on oharges, 7Thiy 1s not your duty; rathor it is
your duty to intsegrate ths membsrk of thile fection into psrty
work to waatever deugree this (s possible,

In thig casze, 1t would be & mocksry and & =ham i the
Corznunist isndsney were oxpclled or suspondoads Thiz 15 booause,
unlike the case of the sobertscnitercxmizion, the Cowmunist
fendoney has nover been snswarcd polticelly. 4s an individusl,
Courade-ligvid Fender wes answered politically on twe gusstiocns, the
antiwvar question and ths youth organizstion qucstion, in 1667 and
1909, but at the 1969 eonvonilon, what was to be ths resl chars
actor of the partly leadershipts espproach to this kind of sh:rp
eriticiam was dZeated by Tom Keorry, who did not anawer Funder
g:i&ticslly 8o nuch as peraonallz. Hlo called Fender's ldogs:

‘ traleft bullshit and pgarbage,”™ without discuasing thom, He
covpared Fendor (unfavoradly) with ths "Crszies," Wwhile Fondey
may have besn nimself motlvated by personal vindictivensss, his
rolimic took a politioal form, unlike Comrnde Kerry's, Unfortunate
1y, but prodictadbly, render was &bly to rserult a faction of aight
comrados to form the Cermmunizt Tandenay. Rathor thean bsing
snsvwered for his idces, whleh wers by then & soriously s:ctarian
distortion of the party's rovolutio'ary pro:ram on certain
Qucstions, he had beag branded & "Cregy,? ptigmstized, as if
that would make no ond liaten to him, and pocused on the side
of oalling Cuba "“Staliniat,® and "rejecting participation in
the antiwar movemsns in principle.® Ho wond-r he won ths ear
of somoe ocomradas} '

The Communist Ysndeney wrote a docunent which was oxtonaive
enough to desorve a full snalysis and oriticfam in reply, by the
lasadership, Comrade Kary-sllcoWeven said it was full of "lies
and distortions,” but no one pointed any ocut, %This document

- laild out tne whole program of tne Cormmunist Yondency: feminlam

and the nationalimm of tha oppressad were called “"petty-bourgcédia,®
tho antiwser moverent was ocalled o coslition with the exploitera,
and so forth, %o top &t off, the party was called "right-centrist,®
But instead of answoring ths (Communist Yendsncy, comrades accusad
the irolotarian Orientation iondenoy falsaly of holding thesae
positions, and quite ignored the Communist Tondency until the cone
veation, At the convention, ths (T poaition was systematically
nisundvrstood. Comrade Mary-Allcs witsrs acocuzed the Communist
Tend:noy of holding that ths 1963 Heunification was unprincipled,

8 position whioh tho CT does not hold, Coumr:des preesunt were
cduocated as to tues principled basts of the Keunification, but not
&3 10 where tho (T i3 wrong on the internationsl quostions, Come
rado Jack Larnos sald that the (1 considers the garby to be o
¥z0:1b30," therefores dead, and wondered why such "necrorhiliaca"®
stick sround, ignoring the deolared rsason for the CI's oxlstoence,
which 1s, as thay put 1%, to "fight for the 1life of the psrty.™
honcs thoy so¢ the party as 8live «« not woll, but not a reformist
corpse, Henoe 1t 1s thoir persppotive to work in the party, not

to loave it, Henco the only wdy we can convince them to givoe up
thelir 1dea of winning the party to thelr basicslly sectarion
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progrem «=- 18 to anewer them politically epnd thus mrke sure thay
gain no recruits, Froliticah scucation, not triala &nd oilier
orgenizsaticvnsl punistmont, is the way that we will prevent scoe
tarianism fiom prowing in our pariy.

Eut, for some resascn, no one felt 1t necessary to snswer the
Commmuniat Tundency, answer 1t politically on iis political progran,
Instocsd, the rcal response to the €7 ceme 1In the spuuch by Conrazde
Tom Xerry, which will not go doun in hintory as eny brirht~r a
momont for our party than tha dork mement when Kerry ¢nlled rendey
& "(rezy" on tho convention floor in 1969, This time agein, in
“bis brief discuasien of the Cammunist Tendsney, devotzd snilrely
to Fender's personality, Kerry made anothsr personal attack, calling
- Fender asomeono who, bscguse of his beard snd slloged "hussian soeent®
(), considered nimself to bs Irotsky reincarnzte., Fend.r's problen,
you soe, is paychelogiesl, not politicsal, sccording to Comrade lePrye
Inis reply entertalined the convention avdlence, but it grievously
. miseducatod tho party and the Ya&era pregent, .

For this reason, bedauss the Conmunlst Tendency hns never
beon answered politically, it will bs cepsclelly hermful to tine
perty if this faction;ia expelled. C(utside tue party, it will
grow fastur than insidic, #nd the harm done to the party itself in
the process of such expulsion will be enough to make 1t not worth-
whilz even Af the 1deas of the Communist Tendency could be destroyed
by organizationnl.nanna‘

L % ! &

-

Your sacond chargou, of "dislo} 1ty7," scems more pleusible
than the first, whioh is r<slly notiing slse than sn atieek

' on the right to maintain @ faction.| |If the oomrader of ths T

ere really disloyal, tcen thay ara,{ T courss, subjeot to sus-
pension or sxpulsion, But here you, ssom to read too ruch into
tite statement, Just as whon the oomrsdes of the iroletlsriesn (Ur-
fontation londency were doolered o/"fuction" acnd & "olique” with
no evidenoc pregented, ,

- The quote you furnish to show that the (T members might not

be sctive participents in party work is ono whoss whols point ia

to oeriticize the FOT for disaolving end to promiasc, "ihe (7 has
" neoe intenticn of glving up the figh Its thrust 1s not to

declare oproaltion Lo bullding thg $srty but to deelare the alluged
negeasity to maintain & fgotion, 4his ssid, tus CT comrades
should, of course, ¢lerify what iisy mean in this quote, and
who ther thoy intend to particip‘ts* perty work. In the sane
way, thoy should clarify what they mean by "by any means nugsssary,”
If, at tho trial, they indicate tnet they will not be setive in the
party's work, one cannot protest d& ciplining thom,

I ¢o not lmew gbout other LT; ambers, but is not DPevid
Fendoy in charge of the Boston branch 1libeery? 1Is this not
suliicliont to keusp you from putting him on trisl for ”d&sloy~
alty® snd inaotivityy

‘I

Like the "indisoipline” charga, the 'dsuloyalty charge as
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you make it will fostsr scoretly disloyal factions, for rolite
ical olarity, the CT, 1f 1t is disloyal, should be allewid te
" denonstrats it in asction, It 1s not a casad here of. & lergs
faclion wiich could at some point disrupt party work, if allowed
to rempin In mcmbuxanip. It 1s & tiny faction, whose only crime
of "disloyalty", as your charges themszlves stato, is plsnuing
not to do anjthing, allegoadly.™

I¢ is not only the Ccmmunist Tendency which ¢sn be accused
of golinz against The Urganizstionsl (haractor,... In 8 passage
which your chargss do not quois, 1t reads,

To aafeguard party unity 1n;d4bating and dsglding poliey,

& conscious cffort 13 nade to| teach cemrades to srzus out
problems on tho basis of prinoiples and to act slways from
the standpoint of prineciple, | Along these lines ths party
has dovelopod in & fros and democrstic internal atmosphere,
41l individusls end tsndenclss have & full chance Lo cone
Eributc to the dcvelopment of the Loriy and to tna shaping
of 1ig 1osding cndros, (ragel Be oy ohpLasis,)

Yet, not one momber of the irolstarian Orientastion .endency was
vlected to the LG, Mll or aslterpgte, 7Tatls was after -a discussion
in wiich the minority tendency h? cbtained about ten porcent of. :

the moembaurshipts votes., Comrede| eul Boutoelle, who was the cnly
delegate not of the lroletarisn Onientusticn fendency or Cormunist
Tenawvnoy to meke oritfpfsms on the convention [loor ocncerning
the jolitical iesolution, was not'lcne of those nominsted by the
Hominstiona Commission, though he had previously served on the
naticnel leadership, (ihe compoaqtlon of ths &C ma an ideologe-
loally monolithlec body in relsation to ths convention discuasion
i3 in oonirast to the neticnal léudsrships resulting from con-
ventions in 1970 in Iritain snd 1% Italy, whore szall minoritiss
were given mors than yreportienal reprasentaticn.y

In Eerkcley-ﬁakland, en apparent national op:ration ia

undcrway, s:emingly to oust the former irolsterien Orientation

- Tendenoy comrades Lrom osven local leerdership positions, In Hine
neapolls, Comsdse Fred Ferguson, who has functionod in very '
respousible posiilons in the past, has bsen glven the 20le &se
signment of delivering the Eilitant to stores, end has b-en told
thet "under no ciroumstances” aIil he even be allowed to work on
tho antiwar fractionl!

In short, the party Ieadnr Lp ea a whole considers, no
e less oven than the Coworunist xnnaaucy 1tzelf, that this recent
--\\\\Qgscussion hes been 8 fuotionsl cno end continues to operate
,,ractféﬁﬁlzy. FALY individuals tendencioed” arc not given o
chance to develop the perty, Ka ﬁvr, they are troated punitively

for tholr positions in the pre-c W ontion discussion,

- " g ©
) . ||
Iv 4a necossary to urite ttfa letter beceuse this trial
of the Communiat Tendency, espeqially the firast charge of “in-
digcipline,” is & threat to the orgsnizational charasier of i
our party. It ls 8180 politieally inadvisable and harmful, as

|
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I bave tried to show,

As 8 supporter of the NG and FC resolutions since I roe
sisnd Trag tbhe Sroletarlisn Urientation iYendency at the convone
ticn over ithe Fulestine question, I dontt went this leiter to be
used factionslly. I am giving coples only to the iC, to Charlos
%e 8nd iiolon £, But 4 the Cérmunist iendency 1a sugpond-4d or
expolled, ¢speocislly if the unjust chiarge of “indisaeirline”™ 1is
applied, 1 do not see why the trial snd the opiniocns of comrades
on it should be kept any secret ~ithin our movencnt,

Yours foer party democracy,
{-’:;’: :’. :/ ‘r;'g:,." "/

Lavid K. |
Y
|
\ ’ |
- A 7
\“;\“‘\‘;é;&w‘ T -
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1009 University Ave. S.E.
Minneapolis, Minn. 55414
September 19, 1971

Dear David,

It was good to get together with you for a personal visit, which,
however, became an interesting political discussion. It was too bad not
to be able to socialize more with Martha, and with Mary and her friend.

I'm enclosing the Open Letter to lMembers of the P.0.T., which you
asked me to send. Since it is after the convention, I will consult with
the NCer here and if he advises me to, will inform the center of having
sent you this letter and document. ©Since I am not in any faction, I
want to inform them of this kind of correspondence, but I feel that you
have a right to see this Open Letter, as a leader of a grouping, now that
you have asked to.

I would add some things to our discussion, which came a little as

.a surprise to me, though I had heard +that you were concerned about

possibly being expelled.

Not only would I say that there is no reason why you should be
expelled, but also I think that it is harmful for one to expect it with
nothing more for basis than the fact that the Boston organizer said
there "would be a statement" on the CT continuing to exist (the only
possible statement would be that you have a right to exist, if disciplined,
and that any party discussion will be under control of the leadership).
This is because for you to assume that "the date has been set," etc.,
for your expulsion could only lead you to think of the circumstances for
your hypothetical expulsion as irrelevant and immaterial, since it will
supposedly happen anyway. This, in turn, could lead you to neglect
party discipline, since it would supposedly not matter whether you are
expelled for indiscipline or for your ideas.

But, in reality, it would matter very much, if you were kicked out,
whether you were expelled for indiscipline or for your ideas. If you
were expelled for your ideas, without any indiscipline, myself and com-
rades all the way up into the leadership would have to rethink our assess-
ments of the party. And there is not any reason to expect this kind of
expulsion.

But if you commit indiscipline and are expelled, which I trust is
no more likely than the possibility that you would be thrown out for
your opinions, then it would be necessary, not to reassess the idea that
the party is by and large revolutionary with a Bolshevik leadership, but
rather to battle you as an enemy and watch you move farther and farther
away from a revolutionary program. And to vote, first of all, with
both hands and both feet, for measures against breakers of discipline.

S0, if you will pardon the hypotheses, even fantasies, that is why
I think you should take an attitude that there is no reason for you to
be given the boot, which is the attitude, I am sure, of most comrades,
including lMinneapolis comrades.

I didn't answer your argument that the leadership did not deal with
you politically and therefore can only deal with you organizationally.
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The answer is that there is a certain distinction between not being able
to answer your arguments and not seeing fit to answer you,_-T%rsonally,

I think that the leadership decided, partly, that to answer some of your
criticisms might lead to a troubled discussion, or might lead where one
did not want to go, as you pointed out to me (i.e., they could not answer
you on certain points) and that, in addition, on the whole, it would not
be worthwhile bothering with the Tiny CT. It is in the same way, perhaps,
that I was not answered. So it is not quite true that that leadership
could not answer you at all politically. If your faction grows, I am
sure that you will get a political answer, not just from me, but from
the leadership all the more. I remember ecspecially the NC comrade who
said that every minority is right about something. Maybe someone like
him will take the trouble to tear your document apart in order to divide
what is correct from what is wrong (if not, I will). It is not excluded,
if comrades decide that it is worthwhile answering you. Even if your
faction does not grow, perhaps they will see that it is necessary to
answer you politically.

Finally, I will list for my own memory some of the answers you gave
to my questions concerning possible charges that might hypothetically be
made against you.

(1) You do not double-recruit YSAers, but you will answer questions
if they ask you any. If you were ordered not to answer questions of
YSAers about your differences, you have no reason to violate this disci-
pline. (But you say "it is impossible to double-recruit YSAers," which
I don't understand at all.)

(2) You consider it your right to submit international discussion
articles, and will not refrain from doing so even if the party refuses
to pass your document on to Europe. In short, the highest body is not
the party leadership, but the ranks of the international.

(3) You carry on activity for the party. (It goes without saying,
of course, in addition, that the CT members pay sustainers and attend
branch meetings). But you might miss certain functions, banquets, etc.

(4) You think that characterizing the party as right-centrist will
not lead you to indiscipline or split. (But you did not say at what
point the party might become reformist, in your opinion, or if you would
leave it at that point.)

(5) If you were undemocratically suspended, you would publish a
public paper even while appealing.

Of course, as I said, I agree with you in general on the organiza-
tional questions (1) to (3), but I disagree on the hypothetical ques-
tions (4) and (5). In any case, no one can expell you for (4) and (5),
since they don't involve indiscipline at all. To say that your "right-
centrist" analysis will lead you to break discipline is like saying that
my ideas will lead me to reconciliation with the leadership--it remains
to be shown, at least.

I hope that next time we get together, there won't be things like
anticipated expulsions hanging over the conversation, and we can have
just a friendly chat, which need not center on the differences inside
the party.

Comradely,
s/ David Keil
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P.S. If comrades who see the envelope are curious about what I am sending
you, as I am sure they will be, please be sure to tell them.



