14 Charles Lane
New York, N.Y. 10014

May 3, 1977

No. 7

To the Steering Committee of the Leninist Trotskyist Faction

Dear Comrades,
Enclosed are the following items:

1) The March 22-24, 1977, United Secretariat minutes ang
attachments prepared by the Bureau.

2) Report on the Central American Trotskyist Conference,
by Roberto Torres.

3) Report on the Congress of the Costa Rican PRT (Partido
Revolucionario de los Trabajadores), by Roberto and Rodrigo.

4) Letter from the Groupe Marxiste Revolutionnaire (GMR)
of Quebec to the Groupe Socialiste des Travailleurs du Quebec
(GSTQ), the organization in Canada that is affiliated to the
Organizing Committee for the Reconstruction of the Fourth
International.

Comradely,
Comot a, L 8

Caroline Iund



MINUTES OF THE UNITED SECRETARIAT MEETING
March 22, 23, 24, 1977

PRESENT: Adair, Aubin, Claudio, Duret, Fourier, Frej, Galois, Georges,
Johnson, Jones, Marline, Otto, Walter.

1EC PRESENT: Marcela, Pedro, Petersen, Segur, Stateman, Susan.

GUESTS: Allio, Roberto, Roland.

AGENDA: 1. Southern Africa Solidarity
2. French Elections
3. Lutte Ouvriére
4, OCRFI
5. Eurocommunism and the Development of Opposition in
Eastern Europe
6. Moreno Letter
7. Spain
8. Developments in the Steelworkers in the United States
9. East Europe
10. World Congress Preparations
11. Bureau Report
12. Miscellaneous
1%, Special Commission
14, Slaughter Letter

Chair: Johnson

1., Southern Africa Solidarity

Petersen reported on initial appeals for solidarity demonstra-
tions With South Africa for June 16, the anniversary of the 1976
Soweto upsurge.

Discussion,

MOTION: June 16, 1977, will mark the first anniversary of the
Soweto rebellion which sparked off a huge mass upsurge of the op-
pressed black masses of South Africa against the apartheid Vorster
regime, Already there are moves to commemorate this anniversary by
solidarity actions: the British National Union of Students has called
a demonstration for this purpose on June 19 and other activities are
planned, In addition, several Soweto student leaders have appealed
for international activity at that time. This appeal has already been
backed by the Bertrand Russell Peace Foundation and leading figures
from the British labor movement. The Fourth International calls upon
its sections and sympathizing organizations to campaign, together with
all other forces possible, to gain wide support for these proposals
for action from the workers movement, anti-apartheid movement, liber-
ation movements, solidarity committees, immigrant and minority orga-
nizations, other organizations of the oppressed, from the student,
academic and artistic milieu, and from other prominent individuals,

CARRIED

2. French Elections

Segur reported on the results of the French elections and the
results of the electoral slate of the Ligue Communiste Revolution-
naire, Lutte Ouvriére, and the Organisation Communiste des Travail-
leurs, :

Discussion.
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3. Lutte Ouvriére
- Aubin reported on relations with Lutte Ouvriére.

Discussion.

MOTION: That the Bureau organize a meeting with a delegation
of Lutte Ouvriére as soon as possible to discuss the implementation
of the proposals contained in the earlier correspondence and that
the United Secretariat delegation include representatives of the
Political Bureau of the LCR. (See United Secretariat minutes of
February 1977.)

CARRIED

4. OCRFI

Aubin reported on proposals for the organization of the public
discussion with the OCRFI.

Discussion,
MOTION: (See Attachment F.) CARRIED
Statement by Galois and Johnson: (See Attachment F.)

5. Eurocommunism and the Development of Opposition in Eastern Europe,

Walter initiated a discussion of the evolution of the Commu-
nist parties in Western Europe, the limitations on their differen-
tiations from Moscow and their relation to the developing opposi-
tion in Eastern Europe.

Discussion.

6. Moreno Letter.

Marcela reported on a letter from Moreno to the United Secre-
taria® concerning an interview with Ernest Mandel that appeared in
a Spanish magazine, Viejo Topo. (See Attachment A.)

Discussion.,

MOTION by Marcela: That the United Secretariat make a public
declaration clarifying the Viejo Togo interview falsified positious
of Comrade Mandel and that an article be prepared which restates
our positions on Stalinism for publication in INPRECOR and the
Spanish Jjournals.

Motion by Galois: It has been reported to the United Secre-
tariat that Comrade Mandel intends to write an article for sub-
mission to Viejo Topo correcting the errors in interpretation of
his opinion in the interview. It has also been reported to the
United Secretariat that the Spanish LCR intends to run the correc-
tion in its publication if Viejo Topo refuses. The United Secre-
tariat considers this a satisfactory solution to the problem.

For Marcela motion: O
For Galois motion: 13

MOTION: To refer to the Bureau the preparation of a reply to
the letter from Comrade Moreno.

CARRIED

eyt

7. Spain

Pedro reported on the coming elections and the perspectives
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of the LCR toward achieving legality. He reported that receut.y
there have been several leadership discussions between the LCR 1-d
the ILC.

Discussion,

8. Developments in the Steelworkers in the United States

Stateman reported on the recent election for president of the
United Steelworkers of America and the significance of the Sadlowski
campaign and Steelworkers Fight Back.

Discussion,

9. Eastern Europe

Geopgfp initiated a discussion on possible activities during
the time of the Belgrade conference.

Discussion,
AGREED to continue the discussion in the Bureau.

10. World Congress Preparations

Johnson reported on initial discussions in the Bureau con-
cerning the size and location of the congress, on the preparations
of a budget for the congress and he progress of the poll of IEC
members on the date of the congress., Neither the proposal for
December 1977 nor May 1978 has received a majority yet with about
one-third of the IEC members not yet responding.

AGREED to send a letter to all those who have not yet re-
sponded informing them that we will decide the results on the basis
of votes received by the time of the next meeting of the United
Secretariat.

AGREED to begin consulting with the sections and /sympathizing
organizatlons on the projected budget.

MOTION: to accept the following contributions for the IIDB.

1, Declaration of the International Majority Tendency plus
a statement by Jones.
2. March 7, 1977, letter from the OCRFI to the United Secre-

tariat.
3. A response to this letter by the Political Bureau of the
French LCR.

CARRIED

1l. Bureau Report

A. MOTION: that comrades Claudio and Johnson be the United
Secretariat representatives to the congress of the Greek OCIG.

CARRTED
B., Claudio reported on a meeting with a group of dissidents

s

in the ChiTean MIR who have requested relations with the Fourth
International.

Discussion,
AGREED to give them the political discussion documents for
the coming World Congress.
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C. Correspondence with Australia, Costa Rica, Hong Kong,
and Venezuela was reported.

D. MOTION on recording of votes in the minutes: The United
Secretariat decides to record in the minutes of meetings of the
United Secretariat the votes of all members of the United Secre-~
tariat, including full, fraternal, and consultative members., This
reverses a. decision of the May 1975 meeting of the United Secre-
tariat and of the January 1975 meeting of the International Execu-
tive Committee.

CARRIED

E. Letter from French LCR concerning IEC membership.
Discussion.

AGREFED to invite Comrade Allio to all meetings of the United
Secretariat, and to mandate the Bureau to send a reply to the LCR
letter. (See Attachment B,)

12, Miscellaneous

A. Letter from three International Balshevik Tendency members
in the French LCR. (See Attachment C.)

MOTION: to accept the proposed reply. (See Attachment C.)
CARRLED

B. Revolutionary Marxist Organizing Committee.
Jones reported on documents received from RMOC and a letter
from Hedda Garza. (See Attachment D.)

Discussion.,

MOTION by Jones: The United Secretariat has received a bulle-
tin of the Socialist Union (of the USA) which contains a resolution
of that organization declaring the SWP (of the USA) to be "a for-
midable obstacle to the building of a genuine Trotskyist movement,"
and drawing the logical conclusion from this thatf@our movement
will have to be built in a struggle against it." -

These positions are in contradiction with the resolution of
the February 1976 IEC condemning the expulsion of the IT and call-
ing for the reintegration of all supporters of the Fourth Interna-
tional in the United States into the SWP -- a position only pos-
sible on the principled basis that supporters of the Fourth Inter-
national recognize the SWP as a revolutionary and Trotskyist orga-
nization and as the only organization in political solidarity with
the Fourth International in the United States. The position of the
Socialist Union is in clear contradiction with the resolution of
the Fourth International and clearly establishes membership in that
or in any organization holding this position as incompatible with
a position of fraternal solidarity with the Fourth International
in the United States.

The Socialist Union was in the past a component part of the
RMOC. Whether this latter organization still exists is not clear.
The United Secretariat, in order to resolve this situation, calls
on all those loyal to the Fourth International within the Socialist
Union or RMOC to resign from that organization, to reject the char-
acterization of the SWP in the resolution of the Socialist Union,
and to apply for membership in the SWP, as in the February 1976
IEC resolution, and to build the SWP a8 the organization in the
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Inited States in political solidarity with the Fourth International.
Those not following this course will automatically place themselves
outside the framework of sympathizing supporters of the Fourth In-
rernational, Those carrying this out will have the same status in
relation to the Fourth International as specified in the February
1976 IEC resolution.
- The United Secretariat calls on the SWP to reintegrate such

omrades rapidly into the SWP, as they demonstrate in practice
‘heir commitment to loyally build the SWP.

CARRIED

Statement by Galois and Johnson: We voted for the motion on
the RMOC Because we agree with the decision it makes concerning the
RMOC, Our vote in no way implies agreement with the February 1976
TEC motion on the IT. We voted against that motion at the time,
and we have not changed our view,

MOTION by Jones:; The United Secretariat has received a letter
from Hedda Garza and nine other comrades stating that they have
broken relations with the RMOC, hold the SWP taq be a revolutionary
organization, and have applied for membership in the SWP.

' The United Secretariat urges the SWP to . rapidly reintegrate
these comrades into the SWP, as they demonstrate in practice their
commitment to loyally build the SWP.

CARRIED

C. Adair reported on the convention of the Movement for a
‘Soolalisf Republic.,

Discussion,

1%, Special Commission.
Discussion on the commission report continued.

MOTION: (See letter to United Secretariat members only of
March™ 30, 1977

CARK. sl

14, Slaughter Letter

MOTION: that the Bureau edit the reply to Slaughter. (See
Attachment E,) ([Note: This attachment is not included since 1;
was subsequently printed in IP.] CARRIED (See IP, Vol. 15, #15,
April 25, 1977. 1 e

Meeting adjourned.



SOPIA COPLA COPTA
Bogotd, febrero 1/77

A los compafieros del Secretariado Unificado
de la IV Internacional

Estimados camaradas:

En mi caricter de miembro del SU, de dirigente trotskysta
durante 35 afios y militante durante 37, de dirigente de la Tenden-
cia Bolchevique y del Partido Socialista de los Trabajadores de 1la
Argentina, he resuelto asumir la responsabilidad de dirigirme per-
sonalmente al SU, a las tres tendencias existentes en la Interna-
cional, a todos los dirigentes y militantes responsables para
solicitarles que hagamos una urgente delimitacign plblica de las
declaraciones - a mi entender revisionistas - del compafiero Mandel
a la revista "Topo Viejo" de Barcelona, publicadas en los nimeros
2 y 3 de esa revista, de fechas noviembre y diciembre de 1976,
respectavamente.

I. - LAS DECLARACIONES DEL COMPANERO MANDEL:

l. - En las declaraciones que comentamos, el compafiero Mandel
sostiene que los partidos comunistas europeos han dejado de ser
contrarevolucionarios, traidores, que estan en una etapa de transi-
cion "el aurocomunismo”, que no se sabe como terminarad., Unas pocas
citas son suficientemente ilustrativas:

"Pambién serd difieil - no digo imposible pero sf diffcil -
que el PCE adopta una actitud claramente rompehuelga, como 1l¢9 han
hecho el PCI y el pripio PCE en algunas épocas de su actuacion. Y
ello porque las relaciones de fuerza en el movimiento obrero espa-
#ol son muy distintas”.

"La extrema izgulerda francesa - a pesar de sus limitaciones,
su debilidad, su division organizativa - tiene hoy un peso Eolltlco

real_x posee la capacidad potencial de imponer un giro revoluciona-
T10 - 1a direccion reformista de .

' "To8 compafieros dirigentes del Partido Comunista (espafiol),
especialmente Sus cuadros obreros, deberan asumirla y Tesolverla,

espero confio que sean capaces de resolverla positivamente, en
T sentido de que vuelvan a la senda del MarxXlsmo revolucClonarion .

"El eurocomunismo es una politica de transicidn, aungue
nadie sabE'EEEIE'H3EE6”3“EEEIE'ﬁﬁ%T'QﬁiEﬁ'fEﬁfEEﬁﬁfE‘ﬁﬁE‘fr!ﬂBIb16n
hacla 1a absorcionTﬁf”lEETTEEfIHBE comunistas por parte de la so-
cialdemocracia, cosa en mi opinidn poco ,brobable, pero no total-
mente excluible. Quiza Sea una transicibén hacia un nuevo stalin-
ismo. Y también, por qué no? puede ser una transicidén, por parte
de los cuadros obreros del partido, hacla un reencuentro con el
marxiemo revoluclonario, con el leninismo. La lucha politica Y la

experiencia practica nos diran que es lo que va a ocurrir'.

2. - E1 futuro de los PC europeos, para el c. Mandel, es in-
cierto y no descarta que se vuelvan marxistas revolucionarios. Es
asl que nos dice "el eurocomunismo es una politica de transicidn,
aunque nadie sabe hacia donde o hacia qué . . . puede ser una
transicidn hacia un reencuentro con el marxismo revolucionario
con el leninismo", los compafieros dirigentes del Partido Comunista
(espafiol) espero y confio de que sean capaces de resolverla posi-
tivamente, en el sentido que vuelvan a la senda del marxismo re-
volucionario", a "la direccidén reformista del PC (francés)" se le
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puede "imponer"” "un giro revolucionario”. Par- =sconder su revi-
sionismo, su capltu1301on, el compaflero Mande. combina esos vati-
cionios con expresiones tales como "por parte de los cuadros obre-
ros del partido", "especialmente los cuadros obrercs", "dirigentes
del PC" (espafiol) y "la extrema izquierda francesa" en cada una de
esas citas respectivamente, En la misma linea de razonamiento
asegura '"que las relaciones de fuerza en el movimiento obrero es-
paflol" son la causa de que el PC espafiol no pueda ser claramente
rompehuelgas.

Pero gsa clase de circunstancias agravan el revisionismo y no
lo disimulan como creer el c. Mandel, ya que eso significa que los
partidos comunistas pueden volverse revolu01onarlos por la pre81on
de sus cuadros obreros en Espafia, de "la extrema izquierda" en
Francia. Dicho de otra forma, la creacidén de la IV Internacional
ha sido un trigico error hlstorlco ya que los partidos comunistas
son recuperables para la revolucidn si loscuadros obreros, la ex-
trema izquierda o la relacidn de fuerzas acthan con fuerte presion
sobre ellos.

3. = E1 ¢, Mandel comete un error muy grave: confundir el rol
de rompehuel as en las luchas economicas con el rol contrarevolu-
cionario politico. Son mucho més graves las traiciones politicas
que el rol que juegue en 128 luchas sindicales del movimiento ob-
rero. El c. Pierre Frank hace ya mucho® sfof que ex®licl como el
PC francés comblna ciertg defensa diaxis, cobidiana de los trabaja-
dores en las fabrlca cierto rol de direccion y de vanguardia en
las -luchas economlcas para poder de esa manera mentener el prestigio
que le permita cometer horrendas traiciones politicas. El ¢, Mandel
no ha comprendido esta dlalectlca de los PC. De lo que se trata es
del rol de rompehuelgas politicas, del rol de traidores y contra-
revolucionarios politlcos de los PC dejando de lado las pequefias
o grandes concesiones que hagan por 1a base en las luchas econdmicas
del movimiento obrero. Y el PCE se ha cansado durante el afio 1976
detraicionar pollticamente al proletariado y a las nacionalidades
oprimidas espafiolas, de jugar a favor del régimen, sin que el c.
Mandel se de por notificado y se vea en la obllgacion de denun-
ciarlo. Los ¢, vascos tienen que decirle a toda la Internacional
si el ¢, Mandel: ha acertado o no, si el PC cada vez es mejor o peor
en 1as luchas pOllthaS contra el régimen.

4, - Tan grave como lo que dice, es lo que el compafero Mandel
no dice en - su entrevista. En ningiin momento manifiesta quelos Par-
tidos Comunistas europeos, especialmente el espafiol, estédn traicio-
nando y seguirén tra1c1onando cada vez més a medida que siga el
ascenso revoluclonarlo, porque esa es la funcidén a la que histori-
camente estin condicionados los partidos comunistas desde el aflo
1935, desde que adoptaron la estrategla de la colaboracidn de clases
y del frente popular con la burgue81a.

En ningin lugar Mandel habla de la crisis irreversible de los
partldos comunistas, provocada por la contradiccidén insoluble entre
su politica ¥y d1recc1on ccntrnrevolu01onar1a y el ascenso del movi-
miento de masas. Por el contrario, sistemiticamente insiste en que
no estd descartado para nada el que los partidos comunistas, con
sus direcciones incluidas, cambien en un santido revolucionario.

Tampoco denuncia el frente nico contrarevolucionario existente
entre el Kremlin y los PC, el imperialismo y los partidos socialistas
y dentro de ese frente unlco contrarevolucionario que les cabe a
los PC europeos.
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I1I. - EL CARACTER CONTRAREVOLUCIONARIO . TI'kuaIDOR DEL EUROCOMUNIESIO

1. - Solo un impresionista puede hatlar de que el eurocomunismo
admite tres variantes: socialdemocracia, stalinismo y marxismo revo-
lucionario. El eurocomunismo es una dobic¢ adaptaci’on de los par-
tidos comunistas: al ascenso de masas europeo y al propio imperia-
lismo. La adaptacidn al ascenso de masas tiene un solo objectivo:
servir maaor a la contrarevolucidn 1mperlallsta. Para un trotskysta
la discusibn sobre el eurocomunismo tiene un limite: la imposibi-
lidad de que los partidos comunistas con sus dlrec01ones se vuelvan
revolucionarios. Dicho de otra forma la discusidn solo puede girar
alrededor de los cambios formales que los partidos comunistas euro-
peos estén efectuando para mejor servir a la contrarevoluc1on im-
perialista-stalinista durante el ascenso de la revolucidn europea.

Planteado asi el problema hay una sola cuestidn a responder:
son ya los partidos comunistas ,europeos neos001alldemocratas o}
siguen siendo stalinistas? Segln nuestra opinidn son stalinistas
porque continua su estrecha relacidn con la URSS. Si hublera una
guerra de su imperialismo con aquella crremos que defenderlan al
estado obrero y no al imperialismo, Pero como la contradiccidn no
es hoy entre la URSS y el 1mper1allsmo gino entre el ascenso revo-
lucionario y la contrarevolucibn europea (1mper1allsta—burocratlca),
los PC al igual que los partidos socialistas, forman parte de ese
frente contrarevolucionario. Por lo tanto los PC frente al movi-
miento obrero y de masas adoptan posiciones 8001aldemocratas para
mejor augar su rol contrarevolucionario: estén cada vez més cerca
de su propio imperialismo sin haber llegado al punto de ser sus
agentes directos lo que los transformarlia en partidos socialdemd-
cratas. Pero esta diferencia es hoy dfa secundaria ya que ante el
ascenso revoluclonarlo, socialdembcratas y partidos comunistas
europeos Juegan un rol semejante. Ese rol la socialdemocracia lo
cumple estrecha y diractamente llgada a su 1mper1allsmo y los PC a
través del Kremlin, pero la funcion es la misma: servir a la con-
trarevolucibn por medio de la colaboracidn de clases.

2., - E1 trotskysmo tiene como una de sus razones de ser la
lucha implacable contra los partidos socialistas y comunistas,
pasados al campo de la contrarevolucidn imperialista y cada vez
més traidores de la clase obrera, Para el trotskysmo este ,baso
de los partidos reformistas al campo de la contrarevolu01on impe-
rialista es un hecho contundente e irreversible que llevd a la
fundacidén de la IV Internacional. Si los partidos socialistas y
comuninstas pudieran ser cambiados y transformados en revolucio-
narios, no se hubiera fundado la III Internacional, primero, y la
Iv Interna01onal después. Para los trotskystas 1os partidas comu-
nistas del mundo enter, especialmente los europeos, tienen una
clara polltlca traidora, de frente popular, de colabora01on con la
burgue81a. ?E1l eurocomunismo puede significar que los PC abandonen
su politica frente populista como sugiere el c. Mandel? Categbri-
camente negamos esa posibilidad.

Es que la degeneracidn de ambas internacionales obedecid a
profundas causas sociales: 1la burocratlzaCLOn de estos partidos 1lo
que daba una sblida base econdmica y social a su reformismo y los
ataba de por vida, por razones economicas y socialies, al campo de
la_contrarevolucion iwmperialista. Aunque el proceso de degenera-
cibébn de la III Internacional fue diferente al de 1la II Interna—
cional, al ir del centro a la periferia, de la burocrat12301on del
PC de la URSS a 1los partldos nacionales, no dejbpor eso de ser un
proceso de burocratizacidn y de degenera01on que marcd a todos los
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partidos comunistas. Todos estin asentados en una burocracia poil-
tica y sindical. En donde estos partldOb logran un gran apoyo de
masas esta burocratizacion se acentla, pero con rasgos "nacionales"
ya que esta burocracia pr1v1leg1ada comenza a tener como principal
fuente de sus ingresos al propio "mercado nacional" con sus sindi-
catos, puestos parlamentarios y aparato partidario. Esa es la si-
tuacidon de los PC italiano, francés, espaflol y portugués.

Esta burocrat1a301on, esta capa privilegiada es 1a que hace
que sea imposible per razones sociales la regeneracidn revolu-
cionaria de los partidos comunistas nacionales,

%a = El que algunos partidos comunistas hayan tomado poder o
hayen' dirigido unarevolucidn no gquiere decir que hayan cambiado his--
térica y éstructuralmente que hayandejado de ser contrarevolu»
cionaria, agente, en ultlma instancia, de la burguesia imperialista
y de la contrarevolucidén en las filas obreras. Es decir, por su
caracter txmocratlco, estos partldos aunque hayan tomado el poder
y dirigido una revolucion, siguen oponlendose y combatlendo todo
desarrollo interno e internacional de la revolucidn permanente.
Dicho de otra forma siguen siendo enemigos Jjurados del desarrollo
de 1la revolu01on 5001allsta internacional aunque hayan dirigido una
revolucidn nacional victoriosa.

Crando ello ocurre se debe a causas objectivas muy concretas v
especificas que el propio Trotsky prev1o en el programa de transi-
cion "sin embargo uno no puede categdricamente negar por anticipado
la posibilidad tedrica gque bajo la influencia de circunstancias
completamente excepcionales (guerra, derrota, colapso financiero,
presibn revolucionaria de' las masas, etc.) los partldos pequefio-
burgueses, incluyendo a los stalinistas pueden ir més alléd de lo
que ellos mismos desean por el camino de un rompimiento con la bur-
guesia (Trotsky, The Transitional Program for Socialist Revolution,
Pathfinder, 1973, pag. 95).

Trotsky, sin embargo no dedujo de ello que los partidos sta-
linistas deaa"an de cumplir su rol de traidores y contrarevolu-
cionarios, ni dedujo tampoco que debiamos dejar de combatirlos
encarnizadamente,

La derrota de los explotadores de un pais 1levada a cabo por
el stallnﬂsmo en esas "circunstancias completamente excepcionales”
se did traicionando a los trabajadores del mundo entero. Es asi
como la derrota del imperialismo en China, Corea del Norte, Vietnam
y Europa del este fue el precio que aquel tuvo que pagar para que
el stalinismo domesticase y aplastase la revolucibn obrera en
europa cccidental,

Por otra parte, la mayor parte de esos triunfos se concretaron
en el mundo . colonial, en paises perlferlcos, lo que si bien debili-
taba al 1mper1allsmo, le permitia recuperarse y sobwev1v1r con la
ayuda del stalinismo y los PC. Al mismo tiempo le pernitig al sta-
linismo re1v1nd1car sus concep01ones etapistas y del socialismo en
un solo pals, y por esa via segulr consolidandose en el movimiento
de masas del mundo entero, como {i1timo reaseguro de la propia con-
4o 9lutibn imperialista,

Ese rol traidor del stalinismo mundial, de todos los partldos
comunlstas ‘del orbe sin excep01on, hayan roto ¢ no con Moscu, hayan
tomado o nd el poder, se concreta en el rol funesto que han tenido
en la domesticacidn durante més de dos décadas del proletariado
industrial del mundo entero. Este rol ha sido directo e indirecto,
Directo cuando los PC han sid»y la Zverza politica dominante, Indi-
recto porque supolitica burocratica detiene la revolucion donde
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tienen 1nfluen01a Yy ayudan asi a las burocrac1as sindicales y so--
cialdemdcratas de los palses donde nc la Lienen a seguir contro-
lando a la clase obrera.

4, - A pesar de las traiciognes stalinistas, el proletariado de
los paises metropolitanos ernpezd a 1evantar cabeza en la Europa
occidental. Este acontecimiento hlStOPlPO, que tiene un solo signi-
ficado, el comienzo del fin del reégimen capitalista-imperialista a
escala mundlal llevari a alturas inscspechadas el rol traidor de
los partidos comunlstas de todo el mundo especialmente leos de
europa occidental.

, Haber combatido y denunciado a los partidos comunistas durante
décadas como coritrarevolucionarios y ahora, que llega el ascenso
revolucionario, que pOdIla al descubierto el rol cada vez més traidor
de esos pawtldoa, aseguTar que lc¢s partidcs comunistas europeos
tienen "una politica de transicidn, gunque nadie sabe hacia donde
o hacia qué", como afirma el c. Mandel €S usar un paraguas para
los dias de sol. ¥Ma llegado la hora de la lucha final e implacable
contra los partidos comunistas y socialistas, demostrarlos a las
masas, a millones y millones de trabajadores, como partidos trai-
dores y contrarevolucionarios. Ha llegado la hecra de intensificar y
ampliar la denuncia implacable y sistematica del trotskysmo contra
los partidos comunistas y socialistas tradicionales, no de aguﬂ‘la,
olvidarla o aln peor asegurar que no sabemos cual qera su politica.
Como trotskystas sabemos lo que haran: traicionar mas que nunca a
la clase trabajadora.

Se = Eata denuncia sistemdtiza no significa ignorar la téctica
de frente finico ni la crisis en le gue estan sumergidos los parti-
dos comunistas. La tactica de frente unico para que sea comunista
revolucionarie, trotskysta, debe ir acompafiada de una clara delimi-~
tacibén y denuncia a los partidos reformistas de masas hacia los
cuales se dirige. Asi actuaron Lenin y Troteky frente a los socia-
listas revolucionarios y a los wencheviques en el 17, Posteriormente
esa fue la po11t3ca de le TII Intornac:onal cuanco se oriento hacia
el frente tnice con los partidos sccialdemberatas: ni un solo mi-
nuto dejd de seguir denunciandeclos como traidores, al mismo tiempo
que los llamaban al frente unicc. Si no ,se combina la denuncia mas
intransigente con el llamada z1 frente Unico ge termina capitulando
a los partidos reforwmisvas.

Una variante - aungue de func¢amental importancia - de esta
tactlca de frente {inico, debe ser nuestro llamado a la unidad de
accidn con los partidos reformistas (1ncla1do el PC) contra los
intentos del faSClme o de los golpes reaccionarios, que atacan
tanto a los revolucionarios como a 1ios reformi tas. Este peligro
permanente del movimiento chrero en su ascens es de01r, los putchs
fascistas o re3001onarlos, deben ser comoatldos con la politica de
frente unlco mas conSccunnte, pero dentro de la tictica comunista
de frente unlco, es decir, sin dejesr de atacar por un solo minute
a los partidos Pomunlstao y socialistas comc los verdaderos cau-
santes, por su politica, de que el fascismo y la reaccidn levante
cabeza y pueden debido a la politica de esos par’mdou traidores
atacar a esos mismos partidos. Es decir, nosotros mas que nunca
levantamos la bandera del frente iinico con los partidos reformlstas
para defender a esos mismos partidos del ataque de la rea001on pero
mas que nunca también seguimos denunciando a esos partidos como los
principales causentes de que la reaccidn levante cabeza y los
ataque a ellos mismos.
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Lo mismo ocurre con la crisis inevitabie de los partidos comu-
nistas en todo gran ascenso del movimiento de musas. Hay que dis-—
tinguir cuidadosamente entre la caracterizacidn de la politica de
un PC y la de sus crisis. Las crisis de los partidos comunistas cs

un fenomeno muy positivo porque nos ayuda a despedazar a estos pair-
tldos contrarevolucionarios, Pero si algulcn confonde la crisis con
la politica del partido, llega a la aberracidn de creer que porquec
un partido traidor ha entrado en crisis, el partido puede dejar dJde
ser traidor y por lo tanto cambiar su politica. Quien piensa asi
ayuda ‘a la direccilén burocratica contrarevolucionaria de esos par-
tidos comunistas & superar o paliar la crisis, ya que amortigua 1la
implacable denuncia de ese partido contrare voLu01onarlo para acc-
lerar su crisis, para destruirlo. Un verdaderc trouskysta utiliza
la crisis de toda direcciodon bur oordtvca y de todo partido comunista
para.acelerarla, seifialando el caracver Ce irrecuperables que tienen
para la revoluc*on esa direccidn y ese partido. Nuestro objetivo €s
claro y cauegorlco explicarle a los trabajadores que esa direccidn
y ese partldo comunlsta estan de.lnlt'vamonte perdidos para la
revoluc1on son agentes de la contrarevolucidn imperialista en las
filas del mov1mwenbo obrero. Junto con ello venemos que seflalar que
Justamente por este caracter irrecupcrable para la revolucidn del
partido comunista, su crisis es muy vositiva porque significa la
desaparicion, Gestruccidn o ani qullamlento de ese partido, proceso
con el cual nosotros estamos de acuerdo y que gueremos lograr.

6. - Todo lo que venimos diciendo nme estda dando milimétrica-
mente en la actual reaiidad italiana, francesa y espailola. El par-
tido comunista italiano es hoy dfa la maxima garant:. 1 del orden
burgues. De hecho esta colaborandc de lleno con el gobierno demo-
crata crlbtlano v con la gran patronal italiana. Las "concesiones
democraticas'" que le haze & la base del moviriento sindical 1talwano
tienen un objetivo obvio: poder desar: rollar muchc mejor su politi
contrarevolucionaria al servicio del imperialismo italiano. El PC
francés se postula, a través de la "Union de izquierda", como el
enterrado» de la revolucidn obrera francesa.

Los hechos han confirmadc el siniestro rol traidor del PC |
espaflol., Ha sido 1la salvaguar@ia del régimen postfranquista y ad:
del franquismo, o eido el partidc que ha Jogrado impedir que se
organice una gran huelga genexral que derrote al reglmen. Es el par-
tido que esta quulahnéo las ﬂomlslonos obreras para mejor servir
al imperialismo espafiol y al régimen. En escos dias ha salvado al
régimen y Carrillo hace declaraciones ptblicas en favor de un go-
bierno de unidad nacional bajo el rey. Tan contento de ello, desvia
la justa indignacion de los trabaaddores contra 1la aparlclon de las
bandas fasc¢stau hacia manifestaciones que de hecho llevan a apun-
talar la “Ol’t]ua del gcbiemno egpenol, Pocas veces hemos viste
una polltlca mas obyecta y traidora. Esto no es mas que el princi-
pio. Veremos traiciones mucho perores por parte del PCE,

Portugal, a su manero, sefiala el futuro de todos los partidos
comunistas euvopeos. Al1li, el PC truiud de entregar los embriones
de poder obrerc y popular zl MFA, un ala del egeruLto imperialistn.
o directamenie los combatid a cangrc v fuego. Entregd las justas
huelgas del movimiento cbrero contra el plan de austeridad de Vasco
Goncalvez y llamd a apoyar a este plan del gobicrno imperialista.

Esto es lo que han hecho los partluoq coumunistas europeos, y
volvcmog a insistir, no es nada nés que un botdn de muestra de lo
que hardn en el Lnfuro, gue no ‘\Lén mas que traiciones mucho wau
horrendas y catashrojwcqu quce les que yva llevan hechas. Es decin,
la realidad esth demostrando quc nl ataque de tantos afios del troi-
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skysmo al stalinismo y a los FC era mas Justificrdo y la realidad
futura demostiarid aun mav, hasta 1la uOu]Pdad que son traidores,
contrarevolucionarics, Que una de las raaones fundamentalesde ser
del trotskysmo ¢s el combate més implacable contra los PC y su
denuncia como partidos ftraidoreg y contfarevolucloncrlos, al misno
nivel de los partidos socialdembcrat .

III. LAS CONTRADICCIONES DEL COMPANERO MANDEL:

1. - E1 c. Mandel ccntradice 1o que el mismo escribid o aprobo
hace algin tiempo. El documento publico de la internacional sobre
Espafia es "La Agonia ael franguismo" que fue escrito nor la TMI
orientada por el c¢, Mandel,

En ese documento, deplorab;e en sus an31y91¢ﬁv politica con-
cretos para Espailla, se sost’cne unca caracterizagion pr1n01plsta
frente al PC. Olgamos al mandelisumc hace aXgo mas de un afio:

"Durante 20 e%0s el Partido Comunista espanol y sus di-
ferentes aliados han obstinadamente perseguido la esbrategla de
tratgar de obtencr cl reemplazo de la dictaedura con un reglmen de-
mocratico burgaes a través del vehiculo de una combinacion de hacer
presion sobre la burguesia (la "huelga genaral pacifica") : ofre»
ciendo al gran_ cagwtal gifggfﬁwlas ggrlntLag de colaboracion
clase y respeto por el orden our@ues, "La formacion de la‘Junta
Democratica es solamente la uLtlma var*dnfe de una est"ategla {inica
Y_permanente: convencer a _la bur rueblu_ggranola que_puede cambilar
su sistena oL¢+1ﬂo 31n>3uo U Gom1a1o de clafe Sea seriamente

amenazado!,

"E1l PCE quiere asegurar a la burguesia espafiola que el
reglmen pirede ser cambiado tajo condicicnes que pueden dejar intac-
tos nc solamentec su poae:‘eboaomlﬁo v Aus EPnuLCiao privadas sino
igualmente su estadao y_sus instrumentos ade_ represion contra io0s

o oy

obreros. Rshe GS el *eal conteaidd de svu_ politica traidora’

"Mlentr'ac Jos efectce ce GS1d pcl¢ulca sobre la burgu981a
todav1a es débil hoy dia no va ser nsil inmediatamente despues de la
caida de la Gicliadura, Bn est> mcmentc una alianza con los refor-

mistas soci ald“mmcrabncos,-los necsccialdemocratas o log stalinis-
tas puede aparecer a sectores importantes de la burgu631a como el
filtimo resorte pama detener el ascenso revolucionario como un pa-
liativo gue no em2nace inmedist-mente su dominio Ce clase. Pero la
habilidad de los reformistas ssalinistas para llevar a cabo este
trabajo contrarevolucionaric .nc depende solamente de sus inten-
ciones de orientacicn politica siro también y sobre vodo del alcance
de la crisis social, del movimiento de masas, asi también como del
nivel de la conciencia db clase de= las masas, el grado de autorga-
nizacidn y centraiizacibn que elias hayan logrado, la relacidn de
fuerzas entre los reformistas y loe revolucionarios dentro del mo-~
v1m1ento obrera y lo que se¢ haya avanzado en el camino de la con-
struccidn del partide revolucionmivio. (subr. o " 2t1r0. )

2. - Para "La Agonia del Frarnquisme” la politica del PCE era
v seguird siendo la misma qu2 en log Ultimos "20 ahos", una poli-
tica "contrarevolucionario® y “twaidora" . Fara el mismo documento
a medida que agcendiera la revolucion. el PC 2erlia més util a la
contrdrevolu01on burguesa. hxacte mCuLO Lo upucbto a lo que nos dice
piblicamente hoy dia Mandel, oponiéndose asl a un aocumento oficial
de la Internacional y de 32u 1?&001on63hl c. Mandel dcblo haber ci-
tado y defendido ante 103 periodistas ests docvmento plblico de
la Internacional v de su fraccicn. Hublera pcedido actualizarlo dan-

[BIa}

do los ejemplos mrescentes de las traiciones del PC espafiol y pro-~
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fetizar las traiciones futuras. En lugar de ello actud como un hbil
abogado defensor del PC espafiol y de los PC europeos.

Al actuar asi el c. Mandel comete dos crimenes. No ayuda para
nada a la implacable lucha de los trotskystas espafloles, franceses
e italianos contra las traiciones actuales de los Partldos Comunis-
tas de esos paises, En lugar de denunciarlos con signos de admira-
cibén se limita a abrir una serie de signos de 1nterroga01on sobre
el futuro de su politica.

El otro crimen es que todo obrero de vanguardia que haya empe-
zado a fustigar al PC por su politica traidora v, contrarevolu01o—
naria, que haya comenzado a escuchar nuestras criticas, después de
leer al c. Mandel le tiene que surgir un gran interrogante: 7debe
romper con el Partldo Conmunista o presionarlo por el contrario para
cambiar su politica? Todo obrero que se incline a posiciones revo-
lucionarias en Francia, después de leer al c. Mandel, tiene que
tener una duda muy grande ?la mejor politica no es pr981onar cada
vez méds al Partido Comunista para que adopte "el giro revolucio-
nario" que vaticina Mandel si lo presiona suficientemente? Es decir,
las conclusiones de las declaraciones del c. Mandel refuerzan las
esperanzas y la confianza, ya muy disminuidas, de miles detrabaja-
dores en los Partidos Comunlstas Europeos, en 1ugar de desarrollar-
las hasta el fin para gue rompan con esos partidos. Las declara-~
ciones del Ce Mandel llegan inevitablemente a una orientacidén que no
significa més que 1la capitulacidn a los PC europeos.

Creo, coupafieros, haber derostrado exhaustivamente la gravedad
de 1las declarac1ones del ¢, Mandel y la necisidad de efectuar una
delimitacibn plblica.

Esta delimitacidn debe ser resultado de un intercambio frater-
nal de opiniones entre todos los dirigentes, tendencias, fracciones
vy militantes que seguimos reivindicando el andlisis clddico Yy prin-
cipista del trotskysmo con referencia a los Partidos Comunistas.

Es decir, podemos cambiar el tono, podemos ver las distintas
varlantes tactlcas que convengan con referencia a esa declaracidn
de critica a las efectuadas por el c. Mandel, pero lo que se impone
es hacerlo para paliar esta verdadera catéstrofe que ha ocasionado
el ¢c. Mandel a nuestros militantes trotskystas europeos y a nuestra
internacional en su conjunto.

Nlnguna de estas proposiciones deben ser tomadas como una ca-
racterizacidn y un ataque piblico o interno al c. Mandel, Acd no
estamos Jjuzgando la trayectoria histdrica del Ce Mandel gque merece
el mayor de los elogios como uno de nuestros miximos dirigentes du-
rante nén de 30 aflos, sino estamos juzgando funestas declaraciones
plblicas para el futuro de nuestra internacional. Asi deben ser
tomadas. e

Con saludos trotskystas ortodoxos y esperando vuestra pronta
respuesta,

N. Moreno



[Translation]

Bogota
February 1, 1977

To the Comrades of the United Secretariat of
the Fourth International

Dear Comrades:

In my capacity as a member of the United Secretariat, as a
Trotskyist leader over a period of thirty-five years and an
activist for thirty-seven, as a leader of the Bolshevik Tendency
and the Socialist Workers party of Argentina, I have decided to
take on the responsibility of personally addressing the United
Secretariat, the three current tendencies in the Internmational,
and all responsible leaders and activists to ask that we make
an immediate public disavowal of the statements--which I con-
sider to be revisionist--made by Comrade Mandel to the Barcelona
magazine Topo Viejo [0l1d Mole--translator] and published in Nos.
2 and 3 of that magazine in November and December 1976.

I. The Statements by Comrade Mandel:

1. In the statements we are referring to, Comrade Mandel
holds that the European Communist parties have ceased being
counterrevolutionary and treacherous, that they are undergoing
a transition--"Eurocommunism'--and that it cannot be said how
it will end up. A few quotes illustrate this adequately:

"It will also be difficult--I don't say it will impossible
but it certainly will be difficult--for the PCE [Spanish CP]
to adopt a position clearly favoring strikebreaking, as the
PCI lfgailan CPJ] and the P%E ifseI% have done 1n some periods
of their existence. That is because the relationship of forces
in the Spanish workers movement is very different.m"

"The French far left--despite its limitations, weakness,
and organizational HIVisions——toda¥?has real political weight
and has the potential capacity to force the reformist leadership
of the CP to make a revolutionary turn."

"The comrades leading the(Spanish)Communist party, especially
the worker cadres, will have to take it on and resolve it, and I
hope and trust that they will prove capable of resolving it
positively, i1n the sense that they will return to the path of
revolutionary Marxism."

"Burocommunism is the politics of a transition, although no
one knows where or to what it 1s heading. Perhaps it represents
a transition toward the Communist parties being absorbed by the
social democracy, something which in my opinion is quite unlikely
but not totally excluded. Perhaps it is a transition toward a
new Stalinism. And it also could be--why not?--a transition on
the part of the worker cadres of the party toward again discovering
revolutionary Marxism, leninism. The political struggle and
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practical experience will tell us what is going to happen."”

2. According to Comrade Mandel, the future of the European
CPs is uncertain and he does not reject the possibility that
they might once again become revolutionary Marxist parties. Thus
he tells us, "Eurocommunism is the politics of a transition,
although no one knows where or to what it is heading....it could
be a transition toward again discovering revolutionary Marxism,
Leninism." "The comrades leading the (Spanish) Communist party";
"I hope and trust that they will prove capable of resolving it
positivelyy in the sense that they will return to the path of
revolutionary Marxism." "The reformist leadership of the (French)
CP" can be "forced to make" "a revolutionary turn." In order to
hide his revision and capitulation, Comrade Mandel combines such
predictions with expressions like "on the part of the worker cadres
of the party," ‘"especially the worker cadres," "leaders of the
(Spanish) CP," and "the French far left" in each of those
quotations, respectively. Following the same line of reasoning,
he affirms "that the relationship of forces in the Spanish workers
movement" is the reason why the Spanish CP cannot be outright
strikebreakers.

But such circumstances exacerbate his revisionism and do not
conceal it as Comrade Mandel thinks, since that means that the
Communist parties can once again become revolutionary because of
the pressure from their worker cadres in Spain, from "the far left"
in France. To put it another way, the creation of the Fourth
International was a tragic historic error since the Communist
parties are salvageable for the revolution if the worker cadres,
the far left, or the relationship of forces exerts strong pressure
on them.

3, Comrade Mandel commits a very grave errorj; he confuses
the role of strikebreakers in economic struggles with a political
counterrevolutionary role. Political betrayals are much more
serious than the role the CP plays in the trade-union struggles
of the workers movement. Many years ago, Comrade Pierre Frank
explained how the French CP practices a certain degree of day-by-day
defense of the workers in the factories, a certain vanguard
leadership role in economic struggles, in order in this way to
be able to maintain the prestige that enables it to carry out
horrendous political betrayals. Comrade Mandel has not grasped
this dialectic of the CPs. What is involved is the CPs' role as
political strikebreakers, their role as traitors and political
counterrevolutionaries, leaving aside the small or large concessions
they gain for the rank and file in the economic struggles of the
workers movement. And during 1976 the PCE was tireless in its
political betrayals of the Spanish proletariat and oppressed
nationalities, and in its playing on the side of the regime,
without Comrade Mandel noticing it and feeling obliged to denounce
them. The Basque comrades must tell the entire International
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whether Comrade Mandel is correct or not, whether the CP is
getting better or worse in the political fights against the
regime.

4, What Comrade Mandel does not say in his interview is
as serious as what he says. Nowhere does he show that the
European Communist parties, especially the Spanish CP, are
betraying and will continue increasingly to betrsy as long
as the revolutionary upsurge continues, because that is the
function the Communist parties have been conditioned to fill
since 1935, since they adopted the strategy of class collaboration
and popular fronts with the bourgeoisie.

Nowhere does Mandel spesak about the irreversible crisis of
the Communist parties, a crisis provoked by the insoluble
conflict between their politics and counterrevolutionary
leadership and the rise of the mass movement. On the contrary,
he systematically insists that he in no way rejects the
possibility that the Communist parties, including their
leaderships, might move in a revolutionary direction.

Nor does he expose the counterrevolutionary united front
between the Kremlin, the CPs, the imperialists, and the Socialist
parties. He does not point out that the European CPs are inside
that counterrevolutionary united front.

ITI. The Counterrevolutionary Treacherous Character of Eurocommunism:

1. Only an impressionist could say that there are three possible
variants for Eurocommunism--social democracy, Stalinism, and
revolutionary Marxism, Eurocommunism is a double adaptation by
the Communist parties--to the upsurge of the masses in Europe and
to imperialism itself. The adaptation to the mass upsurge has
only one goal--to better serve the imperialist counterrevolution.
For a Trotskyist, the discussion on Eurocommunism has a limit-- the
impossibility of the Communist parties and their leaderships
becoming revolutionary again. To put it another way, the discussion
can only revolve around the formal changes the European Communist
parties are making so as to better serve the imperialist-Stalinist
counterrevolution during the upsurge of the European revolution.

If the problem is posed in this way, there is only one question
to be answered: Are the European Communist parties already neo-
Social Democratic or are they still Stalinist? In our opinion
they are Stalinist because they maintain their close relationship
with the USSR. If there were a war between their imperialists
and the USSR we think they would defend the workers state and not
imperialism. But since the conflict today is not between the USSR
and imperialism, but rather between the revolutionary upsurge and
the (imperialistic-bureaucratic) European counterrevolution, the
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CPs, like the Socialist parties, form part of that counter-
revolutionary front. Therefore, the CPs adopt social democratic
positions for the workers and the mass movement, so as to better
play their counterrevolutionary role. They are closer and closer
to their own imperialists without having reached the point of
being their direct agents, which would convert them into social
democratic parties. But this difference is secondary right now
since in face of the revolutionary upsurge, the social democrats
and European Communist parties are vplaying a similar role. The
social democracy fills that role closely and directly linked to
its imperialists, and the CPs, via the Kremlin. But the function
is identical~~to serve the counterrevolution through class
collaboration.

2. Trotskyism has as one of its reasons for being the
implacable struggle against the Socialist and Communist parties,
which have gone over to the camp of imperialist counterrevolution
and increasingly betray the working class. For Trotskyists, this
passing of the reformist parties into the camp of the imperialist
counterrevolution is a decisive and irreversible fact that led
to the founding of the Fourth Internmational. If it had been
possible to change and transform the Socialist and Communist parties
into revolutionary parties, first the Third International and later
the Fourth International would not have been founded. The
Trotskyists state that the Communist parties the world over, and
especially in Europe, clearly follow a traitorous policy of popular
fronts and collaboration with the bourgeoisie. Can Eurocommunism
mean that the CPs are abandoning their popular frontist policy,
as Comrade Mandel suggests? We categorically deny that possibility.

The degeneration of both internationals flowed from deep social
causes~-the bureaucratization of these parties, which provided a
so0lid economic and social base for their reformism and tied them
for life, for economic and social reasons, to the camp of the
imperialist counterrevolution. Although the process of degeneration
of the Third International was different from that of the Second
International, in going from the center to the periphery--from the
bureaucratization of the CP of the USSR to the national parties--this
did not stop it from being a process of bureaucratization and
degeneration that marked all the Communist parties. All of them
are based on a political and trade-union bureaucracy. Where these
parties win mass support this bureaucratization is accentuated,
but with "national" characteristics, since this privileged
bureaucracy begins to have its own "national market" as the main
source of its income, through its trade unions, parliamentary posts,
and party apparatus. That is the situation in the Italian,

French, Spanish, and Portuguese CPs.

This bureaucratization, this privileged layer, is what makes
it impossible for sociological reasons to have a revolutionary
regeneration of the national Communist parties.

3. The fact that some Communist parties have taken power or
have led a revolution does not mean that they have changed
historically and structurally, that they have stopped being
counterrevolutionary. The same is true when a privileged trade-
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union bureaucracy leads a victorious strike. Just because
it has done so does not mean it has stopped being a counter-
revolutionary bureaucracy, in the last analysis, an agent of
the imperialist bourgeoisie and of counterrevolution in the
ranks of the working class. That is, because of their
bureaucratic character, these parties, even if they have taken
power and led a revolution, continue opposing and fighting
against any domestic and international development of the
permanent revolution. To put it another way, they continue
to be sworn enemies of the development of the international
socialist revolution although they have led a victorious
national revolution.

When that happens, it is due to very concrete, specific
objective conditions that Trotsky himself foresaw in the
transitional program: "However, one cannot categorically deny
in advance the theoretical possibility that, under the influence
of completely exceptional circumstances (war, defeat, financial
crash, mass revolutionary pressure, etc.), the petty-bourgeois
parties including the Stalinists may go further than they
themselves wish along the road to a break with the bourgeoisie."
(Trotsky, The Transitional Program for Socialist Revolution,
Pathfinder, 1973, page 95.)

However, Trotsky did not deduce from that that the Stalinist
parties would stop filling their role as traitors and counter-
revolutionaries, nor did he deduce that we should stop fighting
them mercilessly.

The defeat of the exploiters of a country carried out by
Stalinists in such "completely exceptional circumstances" took
place while they were betraying the workers of the entire world.
Thus, the defeat of imperialism in China, North Korea, Vietnam,
and Eastern Europe was the price Stalinism had to pay to
domesticate and smash the workers revolution in Western Europe.

In addition, most of those victories took place in the
colonial world, in peripheral countries. Although the victories
weakened the imperialists, they also made it possible for them
to recover and survive with the help of Stalinism and the CPs.
At the same time the victories provided the Stalinists with a
vindication of their concepts of the revolution by stages and
socialism in one country and therefore with a means to continue
strengthening themselves in the mass movement through the
world--the ultimate insurance for the imperialist counterrevolution.

That traitorous role of world Stalinism--of all Communist
parties in the world without exception, whether or not they
have broken with Moscow, whether or not they have taken power--is
concretized in the lamentable role they have played in the
domestication of the industrial proletariat throughout the world
for more than two decades. This role has been both direct and
indirect. It has been a direct role insofar as the Communist



Moreno/6

parties have been the hegemonic politicai force and indirect
because the CPs' bureaucratic policies arrest the revolution
where they have influence, thus aiding the trade-union and
social-democratic bureaucracy in the countries where the
Stalinists don't have hegemony to continue controlling the
working class.

4, Despite the betrayals of Stalinism, the poletariat
in the metropolitan countries began to raise its head in
Western Europe. This historic event, which has only one
meaning--the beginning of the end of capitalist-imperialist
rule on a world scale--will lead the Communist parties
throughout the world, especially the Western European parties,
to unheard of lengths in their betrayals.

To have combatted and denounced the Communist parties for
decades as counterrevolutionary and now--when the revolutionary
upsurge that would reveal the increasingly treacherous role of
those parties is upon us--to assert that the European Communist
parties have "the politics of a transition, although no one
knows where or to what it is heading," as Comrade Mandel states,
is to use an umbrella on sunny days. The moment of the final,
implacable battle against the Communist and Socialist parties
has arrived, the moment to expose them to the masses--to millions
and millions of workers--as counterrevolutionary, treacherous
parties. The time has come to intensify and extend the systematic,
implacable denunciation by the Trotskyists of the traditional
Communist and Socialist parties. This is not the time to water
it down, forget it, or worse--assert that we do not know what
their politics will be. As Trotskyists we know what they will
do--betray the working class more than ever.

5. This systematic denunciation does not mean forgetting the
united front tactic or the crisis the Communist parties are bogged
down in. To apply the united front tactic in a revelutionary.
communist, Trotskyist, way, it must be accompanied by a clear
delimitation from and denunciation of the mass reformist parties
to which it is directed. That is how ILenin and Trotsky acted
toward the Social Revolutionaries and Mensheviks in 1917. Iater,
that was the policy of the Third International when it oriented
toward a united front with the social democratic parties—-not
for a single minute did it stop denouncing them as traitors at
the same time that it called on them to form a wmited front. If
the most intransigent denunciation is not combined with a call
for a united front, you end up capitulating to the reformist
parties.

A variant of basic importance in applying this tactic of the
united front must be our call for unity in action with the reformist
parties (including the CP) against fascist attacks or reactionary



Forene/

coups, which threaten revolutionists as much as they do
reformists. This permanent danger to the rising wcrkers
movement-~that is, fascist or reactionary putschs--must be
fought with the most consistent policy of the united front.
But it must be fought through a communist application of

the united front tactic, which is to say, without halting
for a single minute the attack against the Communist and
Socialist parties for being the real cause--because of

their policy--behind the fascists and reactionaries raising
their heads and their being able--due to the policy of those
treacherous parties--to attack those same parties. That is,
more than ever we raise the banner of the united front with
the reformist parties in order to defend those very parties
from the attack of the reactionaries. But more than ever we
also continue to denounce those parties as the main cause
behind the reactionaries' raising their heads and attacking
them.

The same thing happens with the crisis that inevitably
takes place in the Communist parties during any big rise of
the mass movement. It is necessary to distinguish carefully
between the characterization of the policy of a Communist
party and the characterization of its crises. The crises of
the Communist parties are a very positive phenomenon because
they help us cut these counterrevolutionary parties to pieces.
But if someone confuses a crisis with the policy of the party,
he can fall into the aberration of believing that because a
treacherous party has entered a crisis, the party can stop being
treacherous and therefore change its politics. A person who
thinks like that helps the bureaucratic counterrevolutionary
leadership of those Communist parties to overcome or alleviate
the crises, since he moderates the implacable denunciation needed
to accelerate the crises of such a counterrevolutionary party
and to destroy it. A real Trotskyist uses the crises of any
bureaucratic leadership and of any Communist party to accelerate
the crises, pointing out that that leadership and party cannot
be saved for the revolution. Our aim is clear and unambiguous--to
explain to the workers that that leadership and that Communist
party are definitely lost to the revolution, that they are agents
of the imperialist counterrevolution in the ranks of the workers
movement. Along with that we must point out that, precisely
because the Communist party cannot be saved for the revolution,
its crisis is very positive because it means the disappearance,
destruction, or wiping out of that party, a process we favor
and want to bring about.

6. Everything we have been saying is occurring ever so
slowly at present in Italy, France and Spain. The Italian
Communist party today is the greatest guarantee of the bourgeois
order. In fact, it is collaborating in full with the Christian
Democratic government and the Italian big bourgeoisie. The
"democratic concessions" granted to the ranks of the italian
trade-union movement have an obvious goal--to place the CP in
position to better develop its counterrevolutionary policy to
serve the Italian imperialists. The French CP, through the
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"Union of the Left," presents itself as the gravedigger of
the French workers revolution.

Events have confirmed the viciously treacherous role of
the Spanish CP., It has been the safeguard of the post-Francoist
regime and even of Francoism. It has been the party that
successfully prevented the organization of a mass general strike
that would overthrow the regime. It is the party that is
liquidating the workers coummissions so as to better serve
Spanish imperialism and the regime. It has saved the regime
in the current situation and Carrillo makes public statements
favoring a government of national unity under the king. So,
pleased with that, the righteous indignation of the workers
over the appearance of fascist gangs is diverted into demon-
strations that in fact lead to propping up the politics of the
Spanish government. Rarely have we seen a more abject and
treacherous policy. But this is just the beginning. We will
see much worse betrayals by the PCE.

In its own way, Portugal foretells the future of all the
European Communist parties. There, the CP tried to turn over
the embryos of workers and people's power to the MFA, a wing of
the imperialist army. Or it fought them directly with fire and
sword. It sold out the just strikes of the workers movement
against the austerity plan of Vasco Gongalvez and called for
support to this plan of the imperialist government.

This is what the European Communist parties have done, and,
we repeat, it is nothing more than an example of what they will
do in the future--betrayals that will be much more horrendous
and catastrophic than the ones they have already carried out.
That is, history is showing that the Trotskyists' attack of so
many years against Stalinism and the CPs was more than justified,
and future history will show this to be still more the case--that
they are traitors and counterrevolutionaries. It will show that
one of the fundamental reasons for being of the Trotskyists is
to wage the most inplacable fight against the CPs and to denounce
them as treacherous, counterrevolutionary parties, Jjust as bad
as the social democratic parties.

III. Comrade Mandel's Contradictions

1. Comrade Mandel contradicts what he himself wrote or voted
for some time ago. The international's public document on Spain,
"The Death Agony of Francoism," was written by the IMT, which is
led by Comrade Mandel. '

In that document, which is deplorable in its concrete analysis
and policy for Spain, a principled position in opposition to the
CP is maintained. Here is what the Mandelists said somewhat more
than a year ago:



< renc/9

"For twenty years now the Spanish CF and its
various allied have obstinately pursued the strategy
of putting pressure on the bourgeoisie (the "peace-
ful general strike") and of offering biy capital
ever more sweeping guarantees of class collaboration
and respect for bourgeois order in an effort to win
the replacement of the dictatorship by a bourgeois-
democratic regime. The formation of the Junta
Democratica is only the latest variant of a single and
unchanging strategy: convincing the Spanish
bourgeoisie that it can change 1ts political system
without 1ts class power being seriously threatened."

"The CP wants to assure the Spanish bourgeoisie
that the regime can be changed under conditions that
would leave intact not only its economic power and its
private property, but even its state and its instruments
of repression against the workers; this is the real
content of their treacherous policy." {[The English
original, published in the June 19, 1975, issue of
Inprecor, reads: '"The leadership of the CP and its
algles want....(the rest is the same)--Translator.]

"While the effects of this policy on the bourgeoisie
remain weak today, this will not be the case immediately
after the overthrow of the dictatorship. At that point,
an alliance with the Social Democratic reformists, the
neo-Social Democrats, or Stalinists could appear to
significant sectors of the bourgeoisie as a last resort
in halting the revolutionary upsurge with a palliative
that does not immediately threaten their class rule.

But the ability of the reformists and Stalinists to
carry out this counterrevolutionary work does not
depend solely on their intentions l[original says:
"intentions and political orientation--Translatorl],

but also and above all on the scope of the social
crisis and the mass movement, as well as on the level
of the class consciousness of the masses, the degree

of self-organization and centralization they have
attained, the relationship of forces between reformists
and revolutionaries within the workers movement, and the
progress made on the road to the construction of the
revolutionary party." (Our emphasis.)

2. According to "The Death Agony of Francoism" the PCE's
policy was and will continue to be the same as the one they have
followed in the last "twenty years'"--a "counterrevolutionary,"
"treacherous" policy. According to the same document, insofar
as the revolution is on the upswing, the CP will be more useful
to the bourgeois counterrevolution., Exactly the opposite of what
Mandel tells us publicly today, in this way going against an
official document of the international and of his faction.
Comrade Mandel should have quoted and defended this public docu-
ment of the international and his faction before the Jjournalists.
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He could have brought it up to date giving current examples of
the betrayals of the Spanish CP and predicted future betrayals.
Instead of that, he acted like a slick defense lawyer for the
Spanish CP and the European CPs.

By acting in this way, Comrade Mandel commits two crimes.
He in no way helps in the implacable struggle of the Spanish,
French, and Italian Trotskyists against the current betrayals
of the Communist parties in those countries. Instead of
denouncing them with exclamation points, he limits himself to
a series of question marks about the future of their politics.

The other crime is that any vanguard worker who has begun
to attack the CP for its treacherous counterrevolutionary policy,
who has begun to listen to our criticisms, after reading Comrade
Mandel will find himself faced with a big question--should he
break with the Communist party or pressure it to change its
policy? Any worker who tends toward revolutionary positions in
France, after reading Comrade Mandel must have very great
doubts--isn't the best policy to pressure the Communist party
more and more to make "the revolutionary turn" Mandel predicts
if it is pressured enough? That is, the conclusions to be
drawn from Comrade Mandel's statements reinforce the hopes and
confidence, now greatly diminished, of thousands of workers in
the European Communist parties, instead of leading them to the
logical conclusion of breaking with those parties. The state-
ments of Comrade Mandel inevitably lead to an orientation that
only means capitulation to the European CPs.

Comrades, I think I have exhaustively shown the gravity of
the statements made by Comrade Mandel and the need to take our
distance from them publicly.

This disavowal should be the result of a fraternal inter-
change of opinions among all the leaders, tendencies, factions,
and members., It should be a statement that we continue to
support the classical, principled analysis of Trotskyism with
regard to the Communist parties.

That is, we can change the tone, we can examine the different
tactical variants appropriate with regard to such a declaration
criticizing the statements made by Comrade Mandel, but what is
necessary is a declaration to counteract the real catastrophe
Comrade Mandel has inflicted on our European Trotskyist members
and on our international as a whole.

None of these proposals should be taken as a public or
internal characterization and attack on Comrade Mandel. In this,
we are not judging the historical trajectory of Comrade Mandel,
who deserves the greatest praise as one of our top leaders for more
than 30 years. Instead, we are Jjudging the impact of lamentable
public statements on the future of our international. That is how

this should be taken.

With orthodox Trotskyist greetings, awaiting your speedy reply,
N. Morenc
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April 1, 1977
Dear Comrade Moreno,

We received your letter dated February 1, 1977, on March
21, 1977, and we brought it to the attention of the United
Secretariat meeting on March 22-24, 1977.

The matter of Comrade Mandel's interview with the Spanish
magazine, Viejo Topo, was quickly cleared up. The United Sec-
retariat was informed that the views attributed to Comrade
Mandel by VieEo Topo were not his views, were not expressed by
him in the interview, and that he had not had the opportunity
to see the text of the interview before it was published. On
learning this, the United Secretariat readily decided that the
best solution was the one that Comrade Mandel himself had
proposed: he would write a correcvion and ask Vie?o Togo
to publish it. The comrades of the LCR of Spain also informed
us that if this correction was rejected by Viejo Topo, then
they would publish it.

The United Secretariat also mandated the Bureau to reply
to your letter.

We were astonished that before sending us your letter you
did not check in advance with Comrade Mandel to ascertain whether
he actually expressed the views attributed to him by Viejo Topo.
This was particularly surprising since these views are so con-
trary to the well-known positions of the Fourth International
that have been defended on many occasions by Comrade Mandel. No
leader of the Fourth International, for example, has presented
the position, either publicly or internally, that the West
European Communist parties are changing their counterrevolutionary
nature. It seems to us that the matter could have been settled
without lengthy polemics, if the precaution of checking the facts
had been taken. Besides being an elementary courtesy, this was
doubly called for before accusing another comrade of "crimes."

We were even more surprised that the letter we received
from you was mimeographed, and that seven weeks had elapsed be-
tween the time it was written and the time we received it. Thus
there are groumds to assume that it has been given broad circula-
tion. The courades who received the mimeographed letter were
presented with only one side of the argument -- yours -- without
having had the opportunity to hear Coumrade Mandel's explanation,
and without even knowing about the solution that the United
Secretariat worked out t~» deal with the problem. This procedure
is highly prejudicial to an otbtjective discussion.

Comrade Mandel is writing a reply to your letter. We will
send it to you as soon as it s completed. We insist that it be
given the same circulation as your own mimeographed letter. We
will make the exchange of correspondence on this matter known
to the leaderships of the sections and syumpathizing organiza-
tions of the Fourth Internetional

Revolutionary <reetings,
United Secretariat Bureau
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March 30, 1977

Dear Comrade Moreno,

Your letter of PFebruary 1, 1977, surprised me as much by its
contents as by its tone.

You start from the assumption that by making some statements to
a Spanish magazine, Viego To%o, one of the leading members of the
Fourth International and o e United Secretariat has "betrayed"
Trotskyism., You use a lot of space demonstrating the "betrayal.”
You circulate these "denunciations" throughout the world movement
(hence the mimeographed form of the letter) even before sending it
to the United Secretariat (the letter dated February 1, 1977, only
reached us on March 19). You even go beyond the organizational limits
of the Fourth International and submit that letter to a vote of the
young Costa Rican organization, which is not yet affiliated to the
Fourth International. Yet you do not take the elementary precaution
of first ascertaining whether the ideas which you attribute to com-
rade Mandel, and which you denounce so violently, are really those
of the accused comrade, It is incorrect in and of itself to conduct
basic polemics in tendency struggles on the basis of unverified
interviews and not on the basis of political documents written by
tendencies, An excellent way to educate comrades in the "principled"
conduct of discussions among revolutionists, indeed!

For an experienced leader of the movement such as yourself, it
would have been elementary to first write me a letter, or even to
have called me by telephone and asked: Have you really said what
Viejo Topo attributed to you, and is this really your opinion?

This precaution was all the more called for, since you must
have read in my first interview published by Viejo Togo the rather
unbelievable stetement that I was opposed to democratic centralism!
You know quite well that this is not my opinion at all. I have con-
sistently defended a strict application of democratic centralism
inside all sections of the Fourth International, and inside the F.I.
as an international, including in correspondence with you. For this
réason alone, you should have beom a bit suspicious as to the seri-
ousness with which the editors of the Viejo Topo has summarized a
long interview I gave them on the request ol fEe comrades ol the
Barcelona LCR. You should have inferred from that one example at
least this one conclusion: that I hadn't had the opportunity to
reread and correct this summarized transcript of my statements be-
fore it was printed; otherwise I would never have let such a pre-
posterous statement pass. And you would have been wise to first
consult me in order to know what part of the stabements attributed
to me in relation to "Eurocommunism" correspond or do not correspond
with my views.

Instead of acting in such a responsible way, you rushed into
violent denunciations, some of whose exaggerated formulas border on
the grotesque ("Comrade Mandel commits two crimes.""Comrade Mandel
has caused a real catastrophe for our European Trotskyist militants
and our International as a whole." Ffor comrade Mandel, "the crea-
tion of th§ Fourth International has been a tragic historical error,"
etc., etc.).

The question must be raised: why did you act in such a way? And
the answer seems obvious: because you were motivated not primarily
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by the need to defend the integrity of the Trotskyist program, the
image of the Fourth International, or the chances of making rapid
progress in its expansion, but exclusively by petty factional con-
siderations. Your desire to make some occasional factional capital
by playing on the lack of information of inexperienced comrades took
precedence over the need to publicly defend the unity, solidarity,
coherence, and programmatic integrity of the Fourth International

the world over, especially in Spain, where today we have the greatest
opportunities for making rapid progress. In doing this you made a
serious error, which the rank-and-file militants will judge. You
likewise seriously miseducated some young comrades on the manner in
which to conduct political discussions in a revolutionary organization
without letting them degenerate into an unprincipled brawl that
doesn't teach anybody anything except blind factionalism. We hope
that such errors will not be repeated. It is certainly not in the
interests of the political discussions that your tendency wants to
conduct with the rest of the Fourth International to adopt such
behavior. This can only make political clarification more difficult.

You are right to assign great importance to a correct analysis
by the Fourth International of the phenomenon of "Eurocommunism"
(more correctly, the programmatic and political evolution of such
parties as the Italian, Spanish, French, British, Swedish, Belgian,
Japanese, Mexican CPs, etc.). You follow all the publications of
the Fourth International in that respect, watching with an eagle
eye for any signs of "revisionism," as a self--appointed guardian of
Torthodox Trotskyism." This should have at least made you cnnscious
of the fact that leading spokespeople of the United Secretariat, of
the Fourth International, and I myself have in innumerable writings
in a consistent way not left the slightest doubt as to the basically
right-wing and pro-capitalist turn of the CP leaderships, a turn
which has as 1ts basic thrust the deepening of class coliaboration
with the imperialist bourgeoisies, even more blatant betrayals of
potentially revolutionary mass upsurges than those already committed
by Stalinist parties in capitalist countries since the historic turn
of the Comintern toward popular frontism in the 1934-35 period.

We have consistently defended these positions for several years.,
Two years ago we published a document submitted to a meeting of our
European Political Bureaus on the evolution of the European CPs in
which we characterized this evolution as a process of gradual Social
Democratization, but one which had not yet reached the stage ol a
gqualitative transformation of the CPs into classical Social Demo-
cratic parties, given the degree of privileged relations they still
maintained with the Soviet bureaucracy. We stick to that position
today.

On July 13, 1976, I wrote an article for INPRECOR concerning
the Berlin conference of Communist parties, in which I said:

"Does this mean that we applaud the success incontestably
won by 'Eurocommunism' and 'polycentrism' at the East
Berlin conference? This would be to fall into a one-sided
and opportunist evaluation of the balance-sheet of this
conference,

"First of all, the increased prestige won at low cost by
the Berlinguers and companies in East Berlin increases
their ability to manipulate and thereby betray the rising
proletarian revolution in the West as well as the rising
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political zevolution in the East. Significant evidence for
this is provided by the euphoric commentaries of R. Havemann
(who is navertheless an lLionest, critical, and leftist con-
munist and a fierce opponent of the bureaucracy) published
in the July 5 issue of the West German weekly Der Spiegel.
Enthusiastic about the 'democratic'! professions of faith of
the 'Eurocommunist' leaders and hoping for innumerable bene-
ficial »epercussions for opposition communists and toilers
in the 'people's democracies,' Havemann fails to see the
decisive concessions to the bourgeoisie. The abandoning of
any struggle to destroy the bourgeois state apparatus and
the strangling of the self-organization of the masses that
is the incvitable conscquence of attachment to bourgeois-
parliementary institutions imply the risk of defeat of the
socialist revelution in southern Europe."

(INPRECOR, Wo. 556, July 22, 1976. Our emphasis.)

In September 1976 I was interviewed at length by the editor of
the French revolutionery Marxist theoretical magazine Critigue Com-
muniste on the problems cof revolutionary strategy in Western kurope.
The interview ~:2ared in the September/October 1976 issue (no0.8-9)
of that magazine, It conitains the following passage:

"The Communist parties . . . are bending to the pressure of
the bourgeoisie and Social Democracy, for example in their
abandounent of the concept of 'dictatorship of the prole-
tarias.! We completely disagree with such concessions and
continue to uphold the entire classical Marcist-Leninist
polemic against the inadequacies, the formalism, the class
character snd the indirect, oppreesive, and severely trun-
cated navure of bourgzois parliamentary democracy."

And further on:

"The objective resulte of the policies of the reformists
gre Gue following: grewing impotence of the left government;
inability tio meev its promises; rising disillusionment
among th2 masces and the creation thereby of a fertile
ground for Jdemobilization and demoralization and the return
in fcrce of wveoaction, whether through violence or even by
legcl ard electoral means, This confirms that we have no
choice in the matter: either we extend he mass outflanking
toward victory, or else decline and defeat are inevitable.,"

On J-nuery 14, 19%7, I spoke in London in the name of the United
Secretariat of thse Fourth International at the mass rally convened to
condemn Healy's slarder campaign against comrades Joseph Hansen and
George Novack. Iuntercontinental Prese (No. 4, Vol. 15, Pebruary 7,
1977 ) reported that I stated the followilng:

"Whatever one may shink about all the intricacies of so-

called Eurocermunism, of which we are of course no friends
whatsoever, no apnlogists -- which we don't cover up -- it
is a new stage in the reformist degeneration of these par-
ties, preparation for the deeply counterrevolutionary role
oI theSc partics inm Chic c¢ofing revolublonary struggles in

P

Southern Burope," (Our cmphasisS.)

Anyone familiar with all these statements, which have been made
consistently end ccntinuously for many years, should have at least
pondered wihy suddenly, in between two declarations identical in con-
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tent, I would tell a Spanish paper in October 1976 the opposite of
what I said in Scyvacber 1976 and in January 1977. This should have
increased your susyicions that the editors of Vlego Togo had mis-
represented my views when they condensed a long, detailed analysis
into a few paragraphs.

Finally, I must remind you of another important fact from the
recent history of the Fourth International. For ten years a protracted
discussion has been going on in the Fourth International on the na-
ture of the Chinese and Vietnamese CPs., Members of the United Secre-
tariat and the Fourth International have different opinions on this
question, But you are perfectly aware of the position that most lead-
ing comrades of the majority, and myself in particular, have consis-
tently defended in the course of this discussion, Given that the
Chinese, Vietnamese, and Yugoslav CPs had indeed overthrown capitalism
in their own countries at the hcad of a revolutionary mass movement,
albeit with bureaucratic methods and opportunist policies, it was
dangerous and would open the road to revisionism to call these parties
Stalinist, i.e., parties of the same type as the French, Italian,
Spanish, Poriuguese, British, and Swedish CP, which, in our opinion,
were unwilling and unable to coverthrow capitalism in their countries,

We strongly insisted on the fact that this was not only due to
the class collaborationist policies of these Stalinist parties, but
in particular to the way in which they recruited and educated their
menbers and cadres, i.e,, to the practice and experience of these
cadres. People who have been trained exclusively in reformist prac-~
tice and experience for twenty years are unable to act otherwise,
even under "new" and "exceptional" circumstances, (Stalinist partles
can only overthrow canritalism in the wake of the Soviet army, which
is completely excluded in Western Europe today.)

A representative of your tendency was present during several
United Secretariat discussions in which we challenged the comrades
of the Liga Socialista c¢f Spain to answer clearly and unequivocally
as to whether they thought the Spanish CP would overthrow capltallsm
in Spain under any circumstancss. Our answer was an unequivocal '"No.
We still wait for an unequivocal answer from the LC.

We note that in your letter of Fobruary 1, 1977, you yourself
throw confusion on this questlon by mixing the questlon of the coun-
terrevolutionary effects of a party's policy on a world scale with
the specific question of the revolutionary or counterrevolutlonary
£0ls of that party in the concrete revolution unfolding in its
own country. One can agree with the statement that Maoism plays a
counterrevolutionary role on a world scale. But in the third Chinese
revolution of 1946-49 the Chinese CP did nct play a counterrevolu-
tionary role. It is not "counterrevolutionaTy” to overthrow capi-
talism in the most populated country in the worid, comprised of one
quarter of mankind, We completely deny the ability of the Western
European CPs to do the same thing in " ir countries. That's why
we think it is misleading, to say the least, to lump them all together
in the same category.

There are possibly certain differences in the Fourth Interna-
tional on the question of "REurocommnunism" and how to deal with it.
These differences should be discussed thoroughly in the period
leading up to the Eleventh World Congress., But they are not situated
where you pretend to locate them, Nobody in the leadership of the
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Fourth International, and certainly no comrade associated with the
IMT, believes that the "Eurocommunist" parties could become revolu-
tionary or centrist parties, that under the pressure of the masses

or under the pressure of the changed relationship of forces inside
the labor movement between them and the revolutionary vanguard they
could lead a proletarian revolution or overthrow capitalism, Neither
does anybody believe that the leaderships or bureaucratic apparatuses
of these parties could reform themselves or change their social na-
ture in any way whatsoever, so as to enable them to play a revolu-
tionary instead of a counterrevolutionary role. Any attempt to side-
track the discussion into that channel, i.e., to attribute ideas to
comrades that they do not hold, have not held, and which are contrary
to their clearly and unambiguously expressed opinions, is completely
sterile and factional. In reality, it is a diversion preventing real
discussion about real or potential differences,

The potential differences which we can detect in your letter
(whether they are real or not will only be determined by further dis-
cussion) could revolve around three problems:

1) The dynamic of the world crisis of Stalinism, which is stim-
ulated by "Eurocommunism." You make a mistake in stating that, given
there are no differences between imperialism and the Soviet bureau-
cracy as to what should happen in Western Europe, the concessions of
the West European CPs to the imperialist bourgeoisie are acceptable
to the Kremlin, Contrary to what occurred in 1934-38 or 1941-47, this
time the right turn of the CPs has not been accomplished under in-
structions from the Kremlin, but has taken forms which at least par-
tially go against the interests of the Kremlin., This turn was initiated
by the pressure of specific national situations and social forces in
the various imperialist countries, i.e., attempts by the CP bureau-
cracies to escape from their long-term political isolation, to further
insert themselves into the structures of the bourgeois state, to find
clectoral agreements with the Social Democracy, to be accepted as
potential government partners by bourgeois parties, while at the same
time making some concessions to the powerful antibureaucratic pressure
of the West European working class in a period of increasing mass
mobilizations in many countries. This pressure led to changes in
CP policies at different moments, with different rhythms, and in dif-
ferent forms (there is not "one," but several "Eurocommunisms®),

While this conforms to the Kremlin's line of "peaceful coexistence"
in general terms, it also openly hurts the interests of the Kremlin
through its repercussions in Eastern Europe and the USSR. We believe
you underestimate the effects of the criticisms made by the "Euro-
communists" (be they mild and hesitant) of some of the repressive
acts of the Kremlin in FEastern Europe and the USSR. This type of
criticism strongly stimulated the opposition in these countries. In
fact, contrary to what happened in 1934-38 or 1941-47, this time he
turn of the CPs has created a deep, growing, and lasting rift inside
world Stalinism, a rift we must exploit.

2) There is a need for our movement to take political initiatives
of a propaganda and sometimes even an agitational nature in face of
the contradictions of "Eurocommunism," initiatives which go beyond
the simple combinations which you propose of "denunciation plus united
front," Denunciations are necessary. United front initiatives arc
necessary., But more is possible and necessary Loday. Our sections
should try to widen the cracks in the Staliuist monolith which "Euro-
communism" has created, for example, by forcing the Western European
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CPs to defend the victims of bureaucratic repression in the East in

a real way, and not simply with lip service. They should also start

a big offensive in favor of workers democracy, right of tendency,

etc. inside the mass organizations, especially the trade unions con-
trolled by the CPs in Western Europe. To be sure, any success we
obtain in this field does not change the nature of the CP bureaucracy.
nor does it solve the problem of revolutionary leadership in and of
itself, But it helps the building of the revolutionary party by making
it easier for revolutionaries to operate, to discuss, debate, and
criticize the reformist policies inside the mass organizations. Every
battle won for internal democracy in the trade unions is a step .
forward in the battle against reformism and Stalinism, Today the
leaders of "Eurocommunism" are very vulnerable on all these questions.
Campaigns by our forces and sympathizers can have a broad response
aiong advanced workers and CP members themselves. These responses and
successes increase the chances of a victorious fight against the
treacherous policies of the CP leaderships.

3) We are convinced that in the course of a rising mass struggle,
in a prerevolutionary and especially a revolutionary situation with
stronger and stronger Trotskyist parties with correct policies, seri-
ous and deep splits will occur in the mass CPs. Whole layers of Com-
munist working class cadres will be won over to revolutionary Marxism.
In fact, it will be impossible to build revolutionary mass parties in
Western Europe and to conquer the majority of the working class with-
out winning over important sectors of the proletarian cadres of the

GPs.
Discussions around these questions would be very fruitful. Fac-
tional quarrels around ideas falscly attributed to comrades are

utterly sterile and self-defeating. They contribute neither to the
class struggle nor to the building of the Fourth International.

Fraternally yours,

Ernest Mandel
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ATTACHMENT B

Material Related to Verjat Resignation and Replacement

Jeudi,24 février

Au Bureau du Secrétariat

Chers camarades,

Je tiens a4 vous confirmer par écrit, comme souhaité,
la d901sion me concernant dont j'ai pu m'entretenlr il ya
deja quelques temps avec certains 4! entre vous., Pour des
raisons de convenance personnelle il m'est devenu difficile
voire impossible de maintenir mon appartenance aux instances
dirigeantes de 1l'Internationale. Les camarades de la seciion
frangaise sauront utiliser la place ainsi laissée vacante.

Salutations,

VerJjat

Paris, le 24 février 1977

Au Secrétariat unifié
de la IVéme Internationale

Chers camarades,

Comme vous devez le savoir le camarade Verjat a dem1381onne
de ses responsabilités internationales, pour des raisons a la
fois personnelles et professionnelles. Il n'est donc plus
membre ni du CEI ni du SU,

Selon les statuts nous avons le droit de demander la
substitution d'un camarade dans les instances de direction de
1'Internationale, avec l'accord de ce camarade et 1'agrément
de la section concérnée. C'est ce que nous souhaitons faire
officiellement par la presente lettre en vous demandant de bien
vouloir faire suite a notre demande de remplacement du camarade
Verjat par la camarade Alllo, membre de la commission Femmes
internationale et transférée depuis plus d'un an de la LMR,
section suisse, & la LCR, section frangaise. Pour des motifs
qui sont: liés aux responsabllltes et aux fonctions de la camarade
Allio, nous pensons que la camarade peut pleinement assumer la
charge d'étre membre a part entiére du CEI. ILa camarade Allio
est d'ailleurs d'accord avec cette opinion de la direction de
la LCR.

Nous vous prions de faire passer cette substltutlon dans
les faits le plus rapidement poss1b1e en conférant 4 la camarade
Allio tous les droits statutaires qui sont ceux d'un membre
du CEI.

Recevez, chers camarades, nos fraternelles salutations.

Le secrétariat du Bureau politique de 1la LCR (sfqi).
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TRANSLATION TRANSLATTION TRANSLATION
Thursday, February 24

To the United Secretariat Bureau

Dear Comrades,

I would like to confirm in writing, as requested, the
decision concerning myself which I was able to discussion with
some of you some time ago. For reasons of personal expedience
it has become difficult, if not impossible, for me to maintain
my membership in the leading bodies of the International. The
comrades of the French section will be able to use the place
thus left vacant. ‘

Greatings,
Verjat
Paris, February 24, 1977

To the United Secretariat
of the Fourth International

Dear comrades,

As you must know, comrade Verjat has resigned.from his
international responsibilities for both personal and profes-
sional reasons. He is therefore no longer a member of the
IEC or the US.

According to the statutes, we have the right to ask the
substitution of a comrade in the leading bodies of the Interna-
tional, with the agreement of this comrade and the agreement of
the section concerned. We would like to do so officially with
this letter, by asking you to follow up on our request for the
replacement of comrade Verjat by comrade Allio, member of the
International Women's Commission who transfered more than a
year ago from the LMR, Swiss section, to the LCR, the French
section. For reasons relating to the responsibilities and
functions of comrade Allio, we think that the comrade can
fully assime the responsibility of being a full member of the
IEC. Further, comrade Allio agrees with this opinion of the
LCR leadership.

We ask you to enact this substitution as quickly as pos-
sible, granting comrade Allio all the statutory rights proper
to a member of the IEC.

Fraternal greetings,

The Secretariat of the
LCR Political Bureeu
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Attachment B (continued)

April 2, 1977

To the Secretariat of the
Political Bureau of the ILCR

Dear Comrades,

We received your letter of February 24, 1977 and discussed
it at the United Secretariat meeting of March 22-24, 1977.
The Bureau was asked to reply.

According to the statutes, only the IEC has the power
to elect replacements for former members of the IEC. Thus,
we could not fulfill your request to elect Comrad~ Allio
in place of Comrade Vergeat, who has resigned from the IEC,

However, the United Secretariat agreed with your
motivation that, in view of Comrade Allio's international
responsibilities, she should be fully involved in international
discussions on the leadership level, The United Secretariat
therefore decided to regularly invite her to attend United
Secretariat meetings.

Revolutionary greetings,

Galois,
For the United Secretariat Bureav.
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ATTACHMENT C

Materials Related to Letter from Three BT Members in LCR

Paris 17 Marzo 1977
Camaradas del SU de la 4° Internacional

Nos dirigimos a ustedes para protestar por una situacion
que consideramos atentatoria a nuestros derechos como tendencia
internacional,

Hace aproximadamente cuagro meses nosotros entregamos a la
ICR (seccion francesa de la 4 Internacional))el texto de
declaracion de tendencia de la TBI., ZEste no ha sido publicado
hasta el dia de hoy a pesar que los plazos de realizacion del
XTI Congreso de la Internacional se acercan. Para llenar este
vacio, nosotros invitamos al camarada Moreno para que este
viniera a Francia a hacer una reunion de informacion sobre las
posiciones de nuestra tendencia.

Nosotros pedimos permiso al BP de la LCR para realizar
esta reunion, quien se ha negado a autorizarla.

El BP nos ha informado que el camarada M.reno solo puede
dirigirse a una reunion de la TBI francesa., Ustedes comprenderan
que esta posicion es inaceptable: como vamos a constituir 1la
TBI en Francia si los militantes de la LCR no puedean conocer
las posiciones de nuestra tendencia.

Nosotros apelamos al SU para que ustedes actuen en el
sentido de evitar este tipe de posiciones que al limitar los
derechos democraticos de nuestra tendencia, ponen un obstaculo
al desarrollo de el debate internacional dentro de un cuadro

conun,
Saludos comunistas
Carlos

Andres
Cristobal
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Attachment C (continued)
March 24, 1977

To: Comrades Andrés, C rlos and Cristobal
LCR, France

Dzar Comrades,
We have received your letter of March 17, 1977.

It is entirely proper to insist on the prompt translation,
publication and distribution of material submitted to the pre-
world-congress discussion., This corresponds to a decision of
the United Secretariat. We have been informed by the LCR leader-
ship that the Bolshevik Tendency declaration will be publlshed
and distributed in the coming days.

It is also our understanding that the LCR accepts the
right to hold meetings of the announced members or applicants
for membership in the existing international tendencies or
factions,

Your request, however, was for a broader meeting open to
ICR members in general., It is the right of the LCR Political
Bureau to regulate such meetings. It is desirable that the
broadest possible oral debate be organized in the sections during
the pre-world-congress discussion period. However, all sec-
tions, through their duly elected 1eadersh1p bodies, have
the 1ght to determine when and how to organize general assem~-
blies or other internal meetings open to the membership as
a whole for disassion of the issues in debate in the pre-world
congress discussion, in conformity with the unanimous decision
of the October, 1976 United Secretariat meeting.

Comradely yours,
The United Secretariat

cc: LCR Political Bureau
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attachment U

FATeRIALS RELATeED TC winUC

Socialist Union Document December 7, 197€

The Struggle for &n_ American Sympathizing Section

Almost a half century after the founding of the left op-
position in the U.S., this not unimportant country is a void on
the map of the Fourth International. WNothing remains but frag-
ments--small local groups and individuals, for the most part
demoralized and disoriented. The task of building a viable
sympathizing section of the FI must begin virtually from scratch.

e are aware that this assessment is not shared by the
leadership of the Irit, which persists in deluding itself that
one of its strongest sympathizing sections (though not affili-
ated) exists here, i.e., the SWr, Indeed, this fantastic notion
contribhuted direcrly to the destruction of what could have
been a starting point for the rebhuilding of the movement and
continues to constitute a serious obstacle to the acheivement
of that roal.

The pertinent facts and conflicting views on the "American
Question" are incorporated in the documents that follow. Some
additional observations and conclusions, however, are necessary.

In our reply to Joanna, we have examined the results of the
line of the IiT leadership after two years of its application.
We rhink the results are undebatable. From any point of view--
numbers, cohesiveness, morale--there is only precipitous decline.
The tendency--as predicted--has been wrecked.

Yet, there seems to be no thought of a reevaluation, let
alone a reorientation. vhy?

apparently, these worthy comrades see some positive result
more weighty than the fate of the IMI tendency. 7This result,
we assume, is the continued (fraternal) association of the SWr,
Thus, the 4th can still toast of a strong prestipeous sympathe-
tic organization in the US. ‘le have no doubtt that a related
consideration is the continued "unity" of the 4th Int'l., i.e.,
the avoidance of another split and the resulting damage to its
repurtation,

These would be serious considerations (although they would
not justify the liquidation of the revolutionary mMarxist tendency)
if rthe SWF really performed as a Trotskyist organization, and
if the "unity" had any substance. bLut the reality is exactly
the opposite., The SJF has pursued anti-Trotskyist policies in
the most critical world events of these two years (fortugal and
Angola) so that its association with the 4th has brought only
shame on the Internat'l., while the "unity" is a fraud and every-
body knows it,

Just in case the latter wasn't crystal clear, iLarnes, at
the recent convention of the SWE denounced the Internat'l. leader -
ship, declared contemptuously that the SWi would ignore all
the rules of the Internat'l. and do just as it pleases, and then
concluded bty calling on the assembled delepates to tell the leader-
ship of the 4th Internat'l. to "go te helli'--with the unanimous
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approval of the delegates! This then is the payoff, the quid-
pro-quo received by the ILT leadership for its assistance in

scuttling the I,7T.

But some comrades will probably contend that the demise of
the 1/T. proves that it was not viable and, thereby, justifies,
the SYWF orientation. To bepin with, this presupposes that the
SWP offers a real alternative, and as we have already demonstra-
ted, this is a totally baseless supposition. but aside from
that, this arsument comes under the heading of self-fulfilling
prophecies. It ignores the plain fact that the collapse of the
I.T, was the direct result of the intervention of the IiiT leader-
ship. There is every reason to hbelieve that had the center
kept its hands off altogether, there would be today a small, but
functioning national organization, with a press and a presence
on the left, an instrument for the promulgation of the program
of the 4th Internat'l., a factor in the debate within the Ameri-
can left, and a pole of attraction for younp revolutionaries
dissatisfied with the various centrist formations,(Maoist, etc.).
The SWP offers no-attraction at all for such elements.

It must now be acknowledged that the attempt to build a
national organization through the formation of wxrOC did not suc-
ceed. 'hat would have been possible for 150, especially had they
received political and moral backing from the International leader-
ship, was impossible for 50 comrades torally cut off from any
contact with the center and finally subjected to a public repudi-
ation by Ernest kandel together with Jack barnes (details in en-
closed documents) and censorship by the leading bodies of the
International. ‘

To this must be added that objective conditions (far from
moving toward mass radicalization which would swell the ranks
of the SWFP by 5,000 workers, according to calculations in Brus-
sels), have deteriorated further, [Massive political apathy.
continues to prevail among the workers, while the students have
become conservatized and depoliticized. The combination of these
objective and subjective factors proved too unfavorable for the
consolidation of a new national organization on such a narrow
basis, :

The SWFP obviously constitutes a formidable obstacle to the
building of a genuine Trotskyist movement here. what must be
understood i that this!is for-us a "given," i.e.,,an objective
factor working against us and beyond our abulity to influence
now, or in the near future. Our movement will have to be built
in struggle against it.

What we are concerned with here is the role of the leadership
of our international movement, which has, through its stubborn
persistance in a patently false and ruinous policy, itself become
an obstacle to the building of a section in the US,

An appraisal of this policy is developed quite extensively
in the appended document.

“hat must he looked into is the fact that these comrades,
after all the bitter experience and costly lessons have learned
nothing. They are seemingly determined to run their line out
to rthe very end, i.e., to the total oblitzration of our tendency--
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s ]hy ? ;

The simple answer would be to attributc this to a lack of
astuteness. but we find this unsatisfactory. It is not possible
that comrades who are so clear, even hrilliant in other res-
pects, could be so dense on this question. :e think the answer
is to be found in a far more serious deficiency. We suggest that
the irability to make a correct assessment of the SWE, and to
draw the necessary conclusions results froam a subordination of
politics and long term interests to immediate organizational
considerations.

The I.T, was admittedly politically correct, butr the SwF
had the numbers, resources and recognition. The center concluded
that it was more important to retain the association with the
S'F (even though nominal and one sided) than to support its own
political adherants which would have risked a split. &Lut since
this course had to bhe justified politically it became. necessary
to paint the SUF in "revolutionary" and "Trotskyist" colors,
To recognize it for what it really is would bave clearly revealed
its policy to be politically false and practically inoperable.

We suspect that this same prediliction to conciliate cen-
trist movements for the sake of imagined orpanizational benefits
was responsible for the derailment of our latin American movement.
1f we are correct, then this is a problem not only for us, but
rthe entire movement.

As to what to do next in the U,S.--from where we stand in
the middle of the wreckage, no clear and obvious answer presents
itself, It is possible that new left moving currents will ap-
pear, or new directions taken by old ones, and we should keep
a close watch on all developments in tbe American left,

however, at this point there appear to be no shortcuts.
The small local groups that continue to see in the I',I. the only
axis for the assembling of the vanguard of the world proletariat
must set their sights on the rebuilding of the american section,
confident that in the long run, the logic of the class struggle
and the correctness of our ideas will work in our favor., Cur
task, in peneral terms, now is to proceed with intensive studies
of American capitalist society and especially of its working class,
develop a discussion around these questions, assemble cadres one
by one around our program and aim for a i:arxist journal which
would enter the struggle for ideological supremacy on the left.
A thorough discussion of the character and evolution of the SwP-
is also unavoidable, much as some comrades find this disapreeable,

The situation is not a happy one, hut it is not the first time
that Marxists have found themselves in this predicament. The
road would he far easier if we could count on political and moral
aid from our international co-thinkers, but unfortunately this
is not in the offing.

The Joanna letter of tay 13th 197¢, was the first real com-
munication we received since the formation of (L, and it
aroused some hopes here, It was proposed that the center would
demand of the SWf "fusion" with 11.6C, and promptly grant some
kind of recopnition should the S4F refuse (which was a cer-
tainty). e welcomes the opening and wrote a lengthy reply on
June 22, setting forth our position and promising full coopera-



United Secretariat Minutes 27~ March 22-~-24, 1977
tion.

Unfortunately the Joanna letter was just words with no
serious intention of following through. After several weeks
we received a note explaining that the comrades were on vacation
so a reply would have to wait several more weeks., Almost six
months have passed without a word or deed. eanwhile, we were
urped (in a conversation with a comrade vacationing in f£urope)
to propose fusion with the 3WF, with the promise that the center
would "back us up"--in complete contradictrion to the strong
suggestion in the Joanna letter that it would be far better if
the fusion initiative came from Erussels, and with which we
concurred. We had deferred, and waited for some motion--but
nothing happened.

For us to propose once again unification, integration, re-
integration or fusion is simply rediculous. The IT and USec de-
manded "reintepration" after the expulsion tow and a half years
ago with results that are well known, Socialist Union, Kevolu-
tionary iiarxist Collective and Laltimore i.arxist Group all
applied for admission to the SWF in 1974, and were all rejected.
kivOC proposed collective admission immediately following our
initial conference in October 1975, 71he SWr did not even bother
to acknowledge our communication. In July 197€ we wrote another
letter to the SWf reminding the Folitical Committee of our
Gctober application for membership and reguesting to send an
observer to its national convention (to whicb groups opposed to
the FI were invited). &gain we did not receive a reply. We
don't believe that one more letter from us and one more rebuff
is going to change anything. WwWe have played that game out to
the end.

What is required now, is a move by the center which proceeds
from the reality that the SWF has illegally expelled the pro-
IMT supporters in the US and has in fact refused to cooperate
in the unification ofaall supporters of the FI in the U5. This
incontestable fact fully justifies the center in taking the ini-
tiative in the reassembling of the scattered forces of the IMY
in the US and establishing a close relatrionship with them.

This would of course signify a sharp turn in the American
policy of the Iiil, These documents are being circulated for
the purpose of bpening a discussion aimed at bringing about
such a change. ;

Socialist Union

r',S, This material and the informarion contained herein, should
only be shared with reliable Ii:T supporters,
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ATTACS Y D (Cont'd)

Judi S, _Letrer to rlat'l. Coordinators

KCC--Los Angeles
September 23, 1976

Tos Nat'l, Coordinators

Dear Comrades,

The time has come to face reality--ku:GL, as a national
organization, no longer exists., Financial and Inprecor reports
tell the statistic side. Washingron is orienting toward YAWF,

New York and Chicago groups have ceased to exist, and others have,
not without reason, lost all confidence in w+({ as a viable or-
ganization. It's time to acknowledge that the combination of
unfavorable circumstances and the opportunist stupidity of

our "friends" have proved fatal to our project.

Yet, we think that any hope of a perspective in either
the SWF or YAWF is completely illusory--except for those who are
able to survive like the chamelean, by adapting to the coloration
of either of these two non-Trotskyist formations. YAWF would
no more tolerate a genuine Trotskyist tendency in its midst
than would the S5UP,

We see, then, no alternative other than that local groups:
a) develop a serious study of the American class struggle, draw-
ing in all who are interested, b) circulate Inprecor and other
FI literature, c¢) participate in coalition actions, d) consult
with and guide individuals and groups which are active in trade
union work and mass organizations, e) seek to coalesce with other
independent liarxist groups and individuals in order to develop
a broader grouping, and f) develop a national discussion through
bulletins around the problems of the American class struggle.

This leads inevitably to certain orpanizational conclusions:
1) whether the name Li“0C is to be continued or abandoned; to
recognize that it is simply a loose association of Trotskyists
who adhere to the general line of the FI, 2) we end the pretense
of a national dues system; of the approximately 00, in the
treasury, ¢5C0 is being sent to Inprecor toward our bill, riore
money may have to be sent. Any balance would be left intact,
for now. 3) There is no need nor basis for a national confe-
rence at this time. 4) The function of the L.A. based com-
mittee would be limited to circulating information and, perhaps,
maintaining contact with co-t'inkers. 5) rouston would perform
the important function of coordinating the discussion and cir-
culating the contributions, There should be a discussion on
these proposals, and at the conclusion, a comprehensive statement
should bedrawn up summarizing the entire experience of the IT-
NF-KrOC, the role of the IMNT leadership, etc., and this, to-
gether with the ex~hanges with Lrussells, hbe circulated as widely
as possihle throurhout the IIT.

One more thipg. At our ray conference, we decided to write
a letter to the SWr proposing fusion. The letter vas drawn up
(by ¥i1t) and was about to he sent when we received the Joanna
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letter urging thatr we leave it to them. -« ‘«icrred. 7The Il
leadership did nothing about it, and it now u1 <s that we should
propose fusion and collaborate in the S/t e¢lecrion campaigns,
while it promises "strong support" for suct an initiative.

We, in L,A,, are of the opinion that this gare has bheen
played out to the point where it is now a bad joke. ve know
that .it is ahsurd, and anyone who s8till needs to be educated on
that question is a hopeless fool., We are through with that
farce.

Furthermore, it is our opinion that it is time to say openly
what most of us have believed for a while now--certainly since
Fortugal--namely, that the SWF is neither revolutionary nor
Trotskyist--generally or specifically; that it has definitively
degenerated into a hardened, monolithic left Social Democratic
organization; that it is beyond redemption, that it has, indeed,
become a powerful obstacle to the formation of a Trotskyist
movement in this country. & corallary of this is that, by
bolstering this anti-Trotskyist gang and collaborating with it
in smashing a2 pro-FI tendency, the Ii:T leadership has performed
a terrible disservice to the world movement.

To sum up then, we offer the following proposals for con-
sideration, and urge you to respond, following discussion in
your local areas, as soon as is possitble,

1) That we attempt to keep together the pro-II'T current
in this country;

2) since RI‘OC, as a national organization, no longer exists,
we leave it to the discretion of individual groups to decide
on a namej

3) we discontinue the nat'l. dues system, hut keep intact
the remainder of the national treasury, at least for now;

4) we abandon the idea of a natinnal conference at this
time;

%) that L,A, act as a center for circulating information
and maintaining contact with co-thinkers;

€) that Fouston coordinate the discussion and circulate
contributions nationally:

7) we continue to distribute Inprecor; L.4. will coor-
dinate financial responsitilities as before, if requested;

&) we send 4200 to Inprecor to offset their financial
crisis;

) wherever possible, we enpape in a serious study of the
American class struggle, drawinp in all who are interested;
that this study peneraté a discussion nationally, through our
tullerins, with the aim of drawing certain conclusions pertaining
ro the unfoldine of the coning smerican revolution;

1) we ahbandon the idea of sending a letter to the SF
proposing fusion; :



United Secretariat Minutes =30~ Yarch 22-24, 1977

11) and finally, there should ke a thoro “ discussion,
followed by a comprehensive statement, coveriig the entire ex-
perience of our tendency, the role of the { 1 ‘'eadership, etc.,
with the aim of circulating this finished statument as wide-
spread as rcssible throughoutr the IMT,

‘le are enclosing copies of a letter from cde. Fred in
Houston.

Some of the points raised in his letter are answered in
the abtove statement from the HNAC. However, the point concerning
the Inprecor debt should be re-emphasized. L.A, has been paying -
Inprecor bills whether or not locals have sent in their money.
Cde. Fred is absolutely right to point out that bundles should
either be sold, and paid for, or given to those who can make
use of them. If btundles are not teing sold, then they should
be reduced to a more reasonable amount, but in any case, what-
ever amount is ordered needs to be paid for,

Cde., Fred also refers to a meeting between Jones of the
IMG and cde. Eedda. A note has been written to cde. nedda

asking for a report of this meeting, and will be included with
this coordinator's letter.

Comradely,

Judi S.
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ATTACHE eNT D
{cont'd.

edda Garza Letter to United Sccretariat

January ., 1877
Dear Comrades,

This is to inform the United becretariar that an application
for immediate membership in the Socialist vorkers party has been
made hy the comrarles listed below., All of these comrades were
former members of the Internationalist Tendency of the SWP or
YSA, and all of them were expelled from the S«F and/or YSA
in July 197%., At some point in the past year and a half,
they all joined .0C, 1ost of them applied for readmission
(or admission) th the SiF within a few months after the expul-
sion, but none of them were readmitted.

In ivay 197€, a meeting of the kinCC Sterring Committee took
place in Chicago. It was agreed that uliUC should apply for
fusion with the S$/F, It hecame increasingly clear, however, to
some of us, that RKmoc would have to take a position on the
character of the SWP, Cn Spetember 23, the Los Angeles KiuGC
conrades sent a letter to the steering committee members in
which they characterized the SWF as "...neither revolutionary
nor Trotskyist..." The RKOC comrades in liew {ork met to
discuss this letter and sent a reply to Los Angeles on ilovember
¢, breaking its ties with «:CC, They also voted to apply col-
lectively to the S4Wr and to urge other comrades nationally to
join with them.

On January 14, I met with Comrade Linda Jerness of the S5WFE
to discuss our application., I informed her of the above facts
and sent her a copy of the liew York letter to L.A. (attached,.
Comrade Jenness asked me if the comrades who had individually
applied in 1¢74 were withdrawing theéir individual applications,
and I told her that since it was over two years and they had
not been readmitted, they were substituting: their collective
applicaticn instead, Comrade Jenness informed me that she would
contact me aftrer the Folitical Committee of the 5./F discussed
the matter,

This letter, then, is to officially inform the USsC that
the comrades helow are no longer members of wi (€, do not agree
with the L.A. characterization of the J5Wt', but believe that the
WP is the revolutionary party in the United States and are
accordingly requesting membership or, in the case of former
members, readmission collectively to the SwWF, when we hear
from other comrades, we will send you their additional names.

Comradely,
rnedda Garza

tew York: till B., Charles F , Lan U,, Lob ., John i,, Eugo,
srnest L., Charles i.,; touston: Fruce C,
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Attachment D (continued)

Galois, Johnson Statement on the RMOC

We voted for the motion on the RMOC because we
the decision it makes concerning the RMOC. Our vote
implies agreement with the February, 1976 IEC motion
We voted against the motion at the time, and we have
our view,

22-24, 1977

agree with
in no way
on the IT.
not changed

[Note: Attachment E is not included since 1t was subsequently
printed in IP. See IP, Vol. 15, #15, April 25, 1977.]

[Minutes continue on page 37.]
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ATTACHMENT i

Materials Related to OCRF! Motion

au Scordtariat Unifié
de 1la 'V Tnternationale

Paris, e 7 de Mars 1977
Camarades,

Nous vous confirmons que nous sommes préts a l'organisg-
tion d'un débat public entre le Secrétarist Unifié de la IV
Internationalg et le Comité d'Organisation pour la reconstruc-
tion de la IV~ Internationale, et nous sowmes naturellement
d'accord pour la réunion que vous proposez. Nous attendons que
vous en fixiez la date.

Pour ce qui est de 1l'autre point que vous soulevez dans
votre letter, le camarade Lambert ne contest nullement avoir
dit que 1"0.C.1. s'était donné les moyens de suivre les débats
politiques qui avaient lieu dans la L.C.R. Et cea dans la
mesure ol le type de relations existant entre la L.C.R. et
1'0.C.I. ne permettaient pas d'auvtre solution. D'ailleurs,
la L.C.R. de son cdte ne se refuse pas & avoir recours au
méme moyen--et cela nos s-mble inévitable. ILe cas du camarade
Carasso de Clermont-Ferrand est, de ce point de vue, illustratif.

Ce sont des problémes dont nous pensons au'ils dispa-
raitront d'eux—memes'pour peu que le debat politique que nous
souhaitons s'ouvre véritablement.

Pour le Bureau Internationgl du Comité d'Organisations pour
la Reconstruction de la IV~ Internationale,

F. de Massot
TRANSLATION TRANSLATION TRANSLATION
Paris, March 7, 1977

United Secretariat of the Fourth International

Dear Comrades,

This is to confirm that we are prepared to organize a
public disaussion between the United Secretariat of the Fourth
International and the Organizing Committee for the Reconstruc-
tion of the Fourth International, and that we of course agree
to the meeting you have suggested. We are only waiting for
you to set the date.

As for the other point you r.:.~¢ in your letter: Coumrade
Lambert in no way denies having sai1d that the OCI had found
ways of following the political discussion in the LCR--given the
type of relations that existed between the LCR and the OCI,
no other solution was possible, The LCR, for that matter,
has not hesitated to resort to the ssme method--Comrade Carasso
from Clerwont Ferrand is a «case in point. Tt seems to us that
this is inevitable,
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Thegse arc problewms we think wiil bax<e re of themselves
once the political disgcussion, which we arce iouking forward to,
really gets underway.
¥. de Massot
For the International Bureau of the Organizing Coumittee for
the Réconstruction of the Fourth International.

OCRFI MOTION

Conforuménent aux motions adoptees ant"1101rement sur les
relations avec le CORQI, et suite a la réponse du CORQI a
ces propositions, le SU decide:

l. De tenir dans les plus brefs délais une Ieunlon avec
une dé1&gation du CORQI pour exauiner les modalités du débat
public entre ce dernier et le SU de la IVe Internationale.

2. De fixer coumme premicr théue de ce débat: 1la crise
du stalinisme.,

3. De procéder 3 la preparatlon de ce débat public et
écrit selon les modalités suivantes:

a. La presentatlon des p051tlons de la IVe Internaticnale
dans ce débat doit s'effectuer sous le contrdle du SU;

b. Le buregu du SU est mandaté pour prepdrer dans le cadre
de ce débat public un projet de texte a présenter
au SU;

c., Afin d'ev1ter ,d'initier la discussion a partir de
positions préétablies , ce texte doit 8tre le résultat
dtun processus de discussion réelle au sein des organes
de direction de 1'Internationale, De cette maniére
pourront &tre définics les positions de fond de
1'Internationale et les désaccords qui peuvent se
manifester dans tel ou tel domaine;

d. Dans les conditions d'acconplissement de cette procé-
dure, le SU permettre la p0851b111te d'expression
publique de divergences s'étant manifestée en son
sein;

e. Aprés un bilan & la fois de ce débat et des éventuelles
actions communes, Te SU décidera des formes de la
poursuite du debat

4, Afin d'examiner les problemes attache a4 la réalisation
matérielle de ce débat public et eurlt une reunlon se tiendra
entre le secrétariat du BP de 1la ICR, des représentants de la
direction du SWP et le Burcau du 3U.

5. Dans sa lettre du 7.%.77 addresée au SU de la IVe

Internationale, le CORQI affiruc — "le camarade lLambert ne con-
teste nullement avoir dit quc 1'0CT s'était donné& les moyens
de suivre les débats poIJtJOun aui avaient lieu dans la LCR.

Et cela dAzns la mesure ou le type de relation existant entre
la LCR et 1'0CI ne permettaicnt pas d'autres soltuions.™
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Le SU décide de publier cette ictire ,dans le Bulletin
interne 1nternat10nal, accompagne d'UlC I“pOﬂSG du BP de la
ICR. Le delegatlon du SU est mandatée povr mettre ce point
d 1l'ordre du jour de sa prochaine rencoitre avec la délégation
du CORQI.

TRANSLATION TRANSLATION TRANSLATION

In accordance with the motions previously adopted on rela-
tions with the OCRFI, and after receiving the OCRFI's response
to these proposals, the USFI decides:

1. To hold a meeting with an OCRFI delegation as soon
a8 possible to consider the modalities of the public discussion
between the latter and the United Secretariat of the Fourth
International.

#., To establish as the first topic in this discussion:
The Crisis of Stalinism.
™

5« To proceed to prepare this public, written discussion
in the following way:

a. The presentation of the positions of the Fourth In-
ternational in this discussion nust take place under the con-
trol of the United Secretariat;

b. The Bureau of the USFI is mandated to prepare a draft
document for this public discussion to present to the USFI;

c. In order to avoid beginning the discussion from pre-
established positions, this document should be the result of
a process of real dlSCUSSlon within the leadership bodies of
the International. In this way the basic positions of the
International can be determined, as well as any disagrecments
that may arise in this or that area;

d. 1In the framework of carrying out this procedure the
USFI will allow the public expression of differences that might
exist within it;

e. After a balance sheet of both the public discussion
and possible common actions is drawn the USFI will decide on
the forms for continuing the discussion.

4, 1In order to consider the problems related to the prac-
tical realization of this public, written discussion, a meet-
ing will be held between the Bureau of the United Secretariat,
the Secretariat of the Political Bureau of the LCR, and
representatives of the SWP leadership.

5. In its letter of Murch 7, 1977, addressed to the United
Secretariat of the Fourth International, the OCRFI asserts:
"Comrade Lambert in no way contests having said that the OCI
had taken measures to follow the political discussions held in
the LCR, This was done since no other solutions are possible,
given the type of relations that exist between the LCR and the
OCI. The USFI decides to publish this letter in the Interna-
tional Internal Discussion Bulletin, accompanied by a response
from the Political Bureau of the LCR. The USFI delegation is maa-
dated to take this point up at its next nceting withthe OCRFI
delegation,
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Galois, Johnson statements on the OCRFI motion

We voted for the motion on the OCRFI, because it represents
a step forward towards opening up a process of discussion be-
tween the USFI and the OCRFI. We still think it would have been
preferable to have initiated an internal discussion rather
than a public one. We also think it would have been preferable
to have suggested a few more topics to initiate the discussion;
such as women's liberation and the Latin American revolution,
in addition to the crisis of Stalinism.
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Report on the Central American Trotskyist Conference
By Roberto Torres

A conference of sympathizing orgaenizations of the Fourth
Internationsl in Central Americs was held March 14-16, 1977, under
the aguspices of the Iiga Socialista Revolucionaria {L3R--Revolu-
tionary Socislist Teague) of Pansma snd the Partido Revolucionario
de los Trabajadores (PRP--Revelutionary Workers party) of Costa
Rica.

The hosts opened the conference by pointing out that the
central objective was to "arrive at agreements for strengthening the
Fourth Intermationsgl in Central Americs." A three-point agenda was
proposed: (1) @ report by each of the organizations present on the
situation in their respective countries and on "their political

ositions and their experiences." (2) A report by Alfonso Rios

who functioned as a representative of the United Secretariat and
of the Partido Revoluclonarioc de los Trabajadores of Mexico) on the
United Secretariat's plesns for coordinating the work of the Central
American organizstions. And (3) a report on perspectives for joint
work.,

Members of the following Trotskyist organizations were present:
Bloque Socialista (BS--Socialist Bloc), Colombia; Liga Marxista Re-
volucionaria (LMR--Revolutionary Marxist Leapue), Nicaragua; Liga
Obrera Comunista (LOC--Communist Workers Teague)} Colombia; Liga Soc-
ialistes (L8-=-Socialist Lesgue), Mexico; Liga Sociaslista Revolucionaris,
Panana; Organizacién Socislists de los Trabajsdores (0ST--Socizlist
Workers Organization), Costa Rica; Partido Revolucionario de los Tra-
bajadores, Costa Ricaj; Partido Revolucionario de los Trgbajadores,
Mexico. Comrade Greco was also present. He is formally a member of
the Mexican PRT and (as he explained to me), a member of the lead-
ership of the Bolshevik Tendency in the Fourth International.

The 03T of Coata Rica

The first report the conference heard was from the 03T of Costa
Rica, given by a comrade from that organization.

Apparently the ultrasectarianism that various Trotskyist organ-
izations in Central America and elsewhere have prscticed toward the
OBT has begun to bresk down. During the conference no one obJjected
to the presence of leading members of the 03T, although we were in-
formed that the member of the Nicsaraguan ILMR who was present had some
reservations that weren't raised. These perhaps influenced his de-
cision to remain simply an observer and not present a report.

The relevant points of the report by the comrade from the 03T
where the following: The situation in Costa Rica is marked by grow-
ing instability. This is shown by the increasing attacks on the
standard of living of the population, the monopolization of the land
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in the hands of the landlords, the high level of unemployment, and
the government's budget deficit. As a result, there have been a
number of important conflicts in which sectors of the workers and
their allies have mobilized for their demands. Outstanding smong
these are the strike by the electrical workers of the Instituto
Costarricense de Electricidad (ICE=--Costa Rican Institution for
Electricity, the staste electric company), and those by the sgricul-
tural workers in the banana and sugar-cane industries. In the ICE
strike, the government made a great display of its newest repressive
equiprment, and g police bullet tore off the leg of a worker during
the atrike.

The rise in the price of coffee on the world market has given
a certain respite to the private companies, and they have gagined
a margin of maneuver in the negotiations over the workers' demands.
But in the state sector, in view of the growing public debt of the
government, there has been intransigence on demands such as higher
salaries and sppropriations for education, medical services, welfare
assistance, etc.

There has also been a growing series of attacks on democratic
rights, rights thst are valued highly by the Costa Rican people.
The police have been significantly reinforced with new repressive
equipment. The posgibili of amending the constitution to allow
for the creation of a standing army has been raised. Costz Ricahasn't
had such sn army up to now. Another case has been the expulsion
of two foreigners frr political reasons, and the harsssment left
organizations have begun to suffer at the hands of the immigration
gsuthorities for the participation of "foreigners" in their ranks.

Trotskyism in Costa Rica confronts various opponents on the
left, with which we compete to recruit radicalized persons. The
Partido Vanguardia Popular (Peoples Vanguard party), the Costa
Rican CP, is an old-line Stalinist party and the largest group on
the left. (It supports the constitutionzl amendment for g standing
army, as well as the regime's new birth-control policy that eliminates
free contraception.) The Partido Socislista (Socislist party),
which was once affected by the Cuban revolution, is in crisis and
has suffered greatly from its lack of ideological definition. The
Movimiento Revolucionario del Pueblo (Revolutionary Movement of the
People), of Castroist origin, is also in cerisis and has suffered
numercus splits.

The OST, for its part, has been considerably strengthened.
It now has twelve members who function full-time, and it publishes
4,000 copies of its monthly newspaper Qué Hacer?. With three branches
functioning in San José, Heredis, and Iiberia, it has about fifty
members.

The QOST's megin tasks are the following: developing an approach
to the other left organizetlons., in anticipation of the upcoming
presidential elections; work among university students, such as
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participating in the sbudent mowvement rejecting tuition at the
university; trade union work, in which the OST's role in the foruma-
tion of the Crganizacion Sindical de Trabajadores de Guanacaste
(Guanacaste Workers' Trade~Union Orgasnization) stands outj; work
aimong women and against the new birth-control policy; spresding
revolutionary Marxist ideas; the sale of Qué Hacer?; and financial
work to sustain the activity of the organization (there are some
100 sympathizers of the OST who make regular contributions). The
0ST4g glso meking a big effort to maintain contact with the inter-
national movement, exchanging materials, attending congresses snd
meetings, ete.

The PRT of Costs Rica

The PRT of Costa Rica was next in the order of reports at the
conference. However, the comrade of the PRT explained that he was
not going to present a report, since everyone there had attended
the PRT's congress that had just ended the day before. Those
present were limited to asking the comrade questions, which he
answered partially and which Greco, who was assisting the PRT comrsde,
completed answering. The discussion turned mainly around the doubts
raised by the comrade from the LOC of Colombia, who insisted that
the axis of work adopted by the PRT lacked anticapitalist slogans.
Alfonso Rios also objected that the PRT's orientation suffered from
the absence of calls for the formation of soviet- or semisoviet-
type committees Iin Costa Rica. Greco answered these arguments,
characteriging them as "student-like" and polnting out that there
was a difference between general propaganda for Trotskyist ideas
or for the revolutionsry program, and agitation around a slogan
that correspond to the present "stasge" of consciousness of the
Costa Rican masses. Rodrigo, of the 08T, focused more on explaining
to the comrade from the LOC the actual level of mobiliszation in
Costa Rica, instead of trying to pin a label on the situstion.

Almost everyone parbicipated in this discussion, and the debate
followed more or less the factional divisions in the intermationasl.

The LSR of Panama

The next report was given by a leading member of the Liga
Sccialista Revolucionaria of Panama. ‘The report dealt mainly with
the TBR's position on the military government of Torrijos and the
struggle for Panamanian sovereignty over the Cansl Zone. Torrijos
took office through a coup in 1968. His government has tried to
play the role of arbiter among the various factions of the Panamanian
ruling class. The government is at present seeking to "rensgotiate
Panema's dependence” on American imperialism (in the words of the
LSR comradeg. It is a2 "Bonapartist regime sui genris," basing itself
on the discontent of the Panamanian masses in order to negotiate
s new canel treaty with Washington. Its margin of maneuver, however,
has been stretched very thin, and it has set back certaln conquests
of the massegs--zuch as the right to strike--—and has restricteq
democratic rights, agalnst the opposition of even the bourgeols
courts.
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According to the comrsde from the LSR, the present developmer:
of the Panamanian government may mean the Torrijos regime is losivy
more and more of its character as "Bonazpartism sul generis, " and
is being trensformed inte a repressive military dictatorship.

In September 1976 the National Guard severely repressed the
mobilizations of the Panamanian workers. The workers were strug-
gling for economic demands, against the reforms of the labor code
that eliminated the right to strike, and for the expulsion of
American imperiaglism from the Canal Zone. As & result of the defeat
inflicted on the workers, the mobilization of the masses is declining
at present, and Torrijos has opened a political offensive, launching
a big anticommunist campaign.

The comrade also reported on developments inside the LSR. The
organization broke with the "Camiloists” (followers of the Colombian
guerrilla leader Camilo Torres) and approached the Fourth International.
It adopted at its foundation the policy of "unity in action/outflank-
ing" that hss been recommended by the International Majority Tendency,
and oriented itself toward the student organizations FER and Guaycucho.
The comrade described this course as "ultraleft znd propagandist.”

In Jgnuary 1976 the LSR suffered 2 crisis. The majority of
the leadership had adopted a characterizefion of the Torrijos govern-
ment as "petty bourgeois." (I wasn't able to obtain documentation
about this point, although the comrade promised to send it to me.)
It was deduced from this that there could be no bloc with the bour-
geoigie on the question of democratic rights. This was why the LSR
did not campaign against the expulsion of various oppeosition
figures from the country, such as Miguel Antonio Bermal.

There was a struggle of tendencies. It arose over organiza-
tional problems, but was extended to political points such as the
need to raise domocratic demands. There wss only one declared ten-
dency, the Democratic Tendency, which stressed the necessity of
raising democratic demands.

: The august 1976 congress adopted a change in the political line
of the LSR. The "venguardist" policy was replaced by one of carrying
out three campaigns: defense of the standard of living; for democratic
rights; for Panamanian sovereignty over the Canal Zone and the return
of the czngl to Panama.

As a result of the internal crisis at the beginning of 1976,
the LSR stopped regular publication of its paper Revolucidn Socialista,
which had a run of 2,000 copies. They now project publishing a bi-
weekly. At the present time Revolucion Socialista comes out monthly,
in mimeographed form.




At present the ISR has forty-two members in seven
cells.

After the report, there was a full discussion.
The Blogue Soclalista of Colombia distributed a mimeo-
graphed article taken from their press, in which can
be found some peculiar conclusions derived from the
term "Bonapartism sui generis." The comrades cof the
ISR also presented a written position in mimeographed
form.

The discussion took place on two questions. One
was ralised by the comrade from the IOC: He said the
slogan demanding immediate rebturn of the canal should
not be raised unless workers control is demanded at
the same time. The other question was raised by
Rodrigo, in reference to the mimeoed contribution
from the Rlogue Socialista. The term "Bonapartism
gui generis," he said, was never used by Trotsky;
the reactionary character of regimes such as Torrijos'
should be clearly explsined, since they are antiworker
governments--antiyouth, antidemocratic, etc.

The comrades of the ISR seemed to be in agreement
with the fact that the Torrijos regime is, to say the
least, inconsistent with its nationalist demagogy, and
is a government that represses workers, students, and
dissidents in general. Greco did not intervene on this
particular point, although he did defend the peculiar
idea of the BT that the struggle for democratic rights
ig a "tactical" question. He also said that evern if
Trotsky hadn't created the category of "Bonapartism
gui generis," it had o be created in any event.

Comandos Camilistag-~-Espartaco--10C, of Colombia

The next report was given by a leading member
of the Liga Obrera Comunista of Colombia. The comrade
spoke generally about the positions of the IOC and
the objective situation in Colombia.

He also reported that the I0OC had arisen from a
split in the Bloque Socialista, caused by "programmatic,
tactical, and organizational differences, and by different
international alignments." The ILOC propeosed a Trotskyist
unification congress among the Blogue Socialista, the
Grupo Marxista Internacionalista (International Marxist
Group), Comandos Camilistas (Camiloist Commandos), and
Espartaco (Spartacus). But, he said, the I0C is not
going to enter the Blogque Socialista as the GMI hsas,
because the Bolshevik Tendency, to which the BS is
affiliated, has a policy of creating parallel organi-
rations in the international.

The LOC claims a membership of some 130 persons.
It will hold a congress in May to wnify the IT0C, the
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Comendos Cemilistas, and Bopartaco. 'The comrade po-
timated that the fusion of the three organizations wi’™ .
result in a membership of about 500.

The Blogque Sociallsta of Colombia

A leading comrade from the Bloque Socialista of
Colombia gave the next report. He spoke exbensively on
the history of the workers and peasants movement in
Colombia during recent decades, and on the BS's analysis
of the pregent situation. The BS publishes some 6,000
copies of a weekly newspaper, and claims a membership of
six to seven hundred. The comrade protested the fact that
the LOC, the Comandos Camilistas, and Eepartaco meintain
a "gectarian and exclusionist" position toward the BS,
sinee 1t has not bteen invited to participate in the
fusion process that the three groups are carrying out.
He reported that they have excluded the BS from their
commlttee of liaison.

The PRT and the 18 of Mexico

Alfonso Rios and I reached agreement on presenting
a brief report on the situation in Mexico. He spoke
about the situation of the economy and the government
following the devaluation of the peso, and 1 took up
related developments in the class struggle in recent
months. Afterwards I described briefly the situation
of the Iiga Socialista, of which I am a member. I
spoke about the work we are carrying out and about our
position on unificati on with the Partido Revoluc¢ionario
de los Trabajadores.

Rios ended his report omn Mexico by talking about
the PRT. Besides reporting his estimation that the
FRT now has some 1,000 members nationally and that it
publishes the weekly newspaper Bandera Socialista, he
upbraided the Bolshevik Tendency lor the tehavior of
its members inside the PRT.

For various reasons the discussion on Mexico and
Colombia opened as soon as Rios finished his report.
Greco snswered Rios, saying that the cause of the Mexican
FRT's present problem is not the BT, but the method
with which the fusion was carried out. He gave more
or less the same arguments that are contained in his
letter to the United Secretariat on the unification
process that culminated lest September in the founding
congress of the PRT.

For hisg part, the comrade from the LOC explained
why his orgenization has not fused with the B3. In
other words, he explsined the differences that led
to the split.

The comrade from the BS, besides answering the
IOC comrade, mentioned the strange proceeding through
which the great majority of the members of his organi-
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zation Jjoined the Bolshevik Tendency: The membership

was given a time limlt of three or four months in which
to "choose a side" [tomar partido] in the international
discussion. Nor the leaders of the BS it is “criminal
to abstain from taking a position in such an important
debate. T don't remember precisely what he saild about
the fatethat befell those members who might have needed
more that four months to adopt a position on a discussion
that has already lasted eight years.

The Plans of the "United Secretariat”

The last day of the conference was devoted to the
other two points on the agenda, the first of which was
a report by Rios on the "proposals of the United Secre-
tariat for coordinating the organizations in Central
America." Rios reported that the United Secretariat
had "decided" to send Comrads Riel to live in Mexicog
that the "International Commisgion" of the PRT would
funetion as a sort of Latin American bureau; and that
the PRT would finance a special publication for Central
America.

I asked Rios if there hed been an official resolution
of the United Secretariat on this point, and if there
would be an officiaml communication from some lesding
body of the international to verify this. Rios answered
that he didn't know of any official decision and that he
had been informed of Riel's plans by a telephone call.
Apparently excited, he explained to us the necessity of
"centralizing" the Fourth International, that the United
Secretariat required more resources and greater freedonm
of action, that the IMT has the "right" to direct the
center, and that the LTF and the BT weren't collaboratlng
at present with the center.

Rodrigo, of the OST, reminded Rios of the provision
in the statutes of the Fourth International, according to
which the United Secretariat has no power to create
"commissions" to try to "lead" the work of the sections
in specific regions. Much less, said Redrigo, could
any "commission" of the PRT function as a Latin American
Buresu, or any publications of this "commission" have
official authority.

For Greco, on the other hand, it was "very good"
that Jean Pierre would be transferring to Mexico, for
several reasons: He would establish official relations
between the United Secretarist and the Latin American
crganizations, and he would further the development of
the preparatory debate for the next world congress.
From Greco's point of view, the problem did not merit
major discussion.

Perhaps I was in error, but in my opinion Rios
was laying out for us some schema that has been worked
out by the IMT, and not something that had been presented
to the United Secretariat for approval. All the elaborations



of Rios about the "plan" seemed quite avsurd to me, and
besides that, I alsco have my doubts about the "official™
character of Rios's role as a representative or an "envoy"
{enviado] of the United Secretariat to the PRT congress
and to the conference in Costa Rica. (Fios explained %o
me iater that he had not been named by the United Sec-
retariat but by the Bureau.) Whatever the case, the

whole thing smacks gtrongly of "commissarism."

After the discussion, Rios finally drew back
several peoints: the "international commission" of the
PRT wasn't going to be a Latin American Bureau but
only an auxiliary and administrative body to aid Riel
in his work; the magazine published by this commission,
Reveolucidn Socialista, is the sole responsibllity of the

; and--to0 satisly a request by Greco--he would put
in writing & brief declaration concerning the trip of
Riel to Mexico. (See appendix.) This discussion
couldn't go much further, since at the time there
was no way to confirm the official character of the
plans +to send Riel to Mexico. But our position re-
mained ¢lear--as long as there is no official decision,
Riel will be simply sn envoy of the TMT and not of
some leading body of the international.

The last point on the agenda consisted of a series
of unreal proposals. They aren't worth the trouble Go
detail; none of them will be possible to realize. Two
more Tealistic points were also approved: the 08T and
the PRT of Costa Rica would join forces to build a
committee in defense of the victims of repression in
Central America, and the conference would issue a
statement calling for solidarity with the struggle
for Fanamanian sovereignty over the Canal Zone. This
statement will be published in some organ of some Central
American Trotskyist organization.

March 17, 1977
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Appendix to Report on Central American Trotskyist Conference

San José
March 16, 1977

Statement by Alfonso Rios on Comrade Riel's Residing in Mexico

Comrade Riel, a member of the United Secretariat assigned -
to Latin American work, is coming to live in Mexico City in
June and will remain there for approximately one year.

During his stay, he will be able to gain more of a
first-hand acquaintance with the problems of the region and
thereby to improve s%ill more his knowledge of the area and
his work concerning it.

The Mexican section of the Fourth International will put
all its political and administrative resources at Comrade Riel's
disposal to enable him to carry out his assignment as a member
of the USec. :

Alfonso Rios

Sent by the Bureau of the United
Secretariat and the Mexican PRT
as an observer at the congress of
the Costa Rican PRT.
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Report on the Congress of the Costa Rican PRT
By Roberto and Rodrigo

The Partido Revolucionario de los Trabajadores (PRT) of Costa
Rica, formerly the Liga Comunista Intermnacionalista (ICI), held
its first congress on March 11-13.

The congress was constituted as a full membership meeting, not
as a body of delegates. In addition to the twenty-one members
present with voting rights, several sympathizers of the ex-ICI and
members of various Trotskyist organizations in Latin America attended
as observers. Alfonso Rios acted as the representative of the
United Secretariat of the Fourth International at the congress.

It should be noted that, of the two authors of this report,
Rodrigo was present from the beginning of the congress, while
koberto attended only the last day's sessions. The invitation to
Rodrige, of the Organizacion Socialista de los Trabajadores (OST),
to attend the congress marked a significant change. Up to then, the
ICT had carried out an ultrasectarian policy toward the OST, totally
ignoring the other Trotskyist organization in Costa Rica.

The general policies of the ex-ICI have undergone drastic changes
as well., This can be attributed to the presence of Greco, a leading
member of the Bolsghevik Tendency in the Fourth International, who had
resided in Costa Rica for the last two months.

The first point taken up by the congress, which was convened Friday
evening, was the approval of a series of rules for the discussion.
Under these rules, all the observers were barred from attending the
sessions on "organizational" points. These included a disciplinary
action, the statutes, election of the leadership, and so on. Only
Alfonso Rios was allowed to sit in on these points.

On Saturday, March 13, the "Program and Principles of the Party"
were discussed. This was followed by a discussion around several
proposals made by an observer from the OST. Many of the remarks made
by this comrade were accepted, although there was a difference over the
conception of a "workers and peasants govermment." The viewpoint of
the OST was that "workers and peasants governments" did not necessarily
mezn "dictatorship of the proletariat," while Greco defended the position
that "workers and peasants government" is the same as "dictatorship of
the proletariat.”

The first "organizational" point taken up by the congress concerned
a disciplinary measure: the expulsion of R. for not having paid a
special financial pledge on time. R. was not present during this session.
He argued that, on the one hand, the manner in which he was notified
that his case was going to be discussed was unacceptable--the night
before, a handwritten note had been put under the door of his apartment—-
and that, on the other hand, the point was going to be dealt with in
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the absence of the United Secretariat representative. In fact,
Rios arrived at the congress only after the point had been dlscussed.

R. also said that he could nct pay the dues or special pledge %o
which he had agreed, because he had planned to obtain the money that
the ex-ICI had sclicited from him by means of a loan, and that he
plamned to use part of this money to solve his serious personal
financial problems.

Since his expulsion, R. has applied for membership in the 08T,
and had also appealed his case to the leadership of the intermstional,
8ince there had been rumors--supposedly spread by the ex-LCI--to the
effect that he stole funds from the organization.

The second "political" point of the congress concerned the pericd,
the political conJuncture, and the tagks in Costa Rica. On this point,
& motion by Greco was passed, which seid that the observers could have
the floor only after the report, and could not intervene until the point
was finished. The purpose of this motion was to prevent the OST
observers from having a chance to participate in the discussion.

The reporter for the PRT dealt primarily with the political axis
of the organization's work for the next peried, which he said would
be the struggle to defend and raise the standard of living, for the
right t0 organize unions, and for democratic rights.

Andrés made a contribution for the OST, pointing ocut, among other
things, that the measures taken by the Costa Rican govermment were
tending to create & large repressive apparatus. As an example of this,
he pointed to the creation of an army, since Costa Rica has not
maintained a military force up to now. He said it was crucial to broaden
the scope of the demands to include sectors such as public employees,
women and students. He pointed to the Costa Rican government's offensive
ggainst free contraceptives, and also discussed the upcoming presidentisl
elections,

The discussion on this point lasted until Sunday morning, March- 13.
Finally, the point on PRT-OST relations was taken up, under which the
presiding committee presented a motion that effectively ruled out a
course toward a principled unification. The motion admitted that there
had been a sectarian policy toward the OST, which had begun to be
superseded with the invitatioms to the 08T to attend the congress as
observers, However, the motion stated that unification could not take
place on the basis of "general principles," but that "concrete agreements”
on work in Costa Rica was necessary. Now, in the course of the congress,
the O0ST had expressed irreconcilable differences. Therefore, no
unification was possible.

Rios tried to amend this motion to make it sound more acceptable,
but did not succeed. For its part, the CST stated that it did not
consider the differvences manifested at the congress irreconcilable.
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The motion by the presiding committee on this particular point
was finally passed. However, a countermotion by Rios received a
considerable minority of six votes.

The subsequent points were on "organizational" questions, which
neither Roberto nor Rodrigo were able to attend. We were, of course,
informed that under the point on the statutes the PRT was approved
as the name of the organization.

Afterwards, Rios informed us of a major incident that occurred
during the point on the election of the leadership. This incident
was provoked by the fact that, when the votes were counted, the
presiding committee discovered that one of the ballots contained
five guestion marks instead of five names. One of the members cof the
presiding committee threw away the ballot, calling it a "fraudulent
vote." According to Rios, the person who "had cast the "fraudulent
vote'" got angry, and took the floor to say that he had voted this way
because he did not have confidence in the leadership. After this
verbal skirmish, he again asked to speak. This was denied, but he
took the floor anyway, to say that he was resigning from the FRT.
Ana, a member of the presiding committee, replied, "Don't make
petty-bourgeois remarks." He left the rcom, followed by four other
members of the PRT.

According to what Rios told us, we were able to establish that,
outside the congress meeting place, where the observers who could not
attend the election of the leadership for reasons mentioned previously
were waiting, the author of the "fraudulent vote" went up teo Rodrigo
to ask to be accepted as a sympathizer of the O8T. At the present time,
this comrade and three others who have resigned from the PRET are holding
discussions with the O0ST.

Rios also told us that a meeting took place inside the congress
hall to discuss the error made by Ana. According to Rios, he strongly
upbraided this comrade for her behavior, and said that what was involved
were methods utilized by the Bolshevik Tendency, methods that are
extremely dangerous.

At the end of the discussion, Ana made & humiliating "“self-criticism,"
in which she said that she herself was the one who was "pebty-bourgeois,”
and that her error had absolutely nothing to do with the BT. The
congress established a commission to apologize to the ill-treated
comrade who had left the room.

On Monday, March 14, as a supplement to the congress, & "plenum”
of PRT members was held, to which Rios, Roberto and Greco were invited,
in order to explain the posxtzons of the IMT, LTF and BY, respectively.
The members of the O8T were also invited to attend.

This "plenum" could not be very enlightening, since the proponents
were allowed only thirty minutes to explain a discussion that has been
going on in the international for eight years. However, it would have
been an error not to attend.
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The results of the "plenum" were encouraging, in everyone's
opinion. Four former members of a centrist formation in Costa Rica
(the MRP), who attended the PRT congress as sympathizers, formed a
favorable impression of the positions of the 08T. Since the plenum,
they have recognized that the ITF's positions are better, and are
agking to have discussions with Rodrigo. The congress had clarified
for them the methods and political positions of the BT. At the
present time they are sympathizers of the OST.

March 17, 1977



TRANSLATION Montreal, April 5, 1977

T0: Groupe Socialiste des Travailleurs du Québec
Dear Comrades,

You must surely be aware that, following a series of clarifications
on both sides, the two organizations to which we are affiliated--the
OCRFI and the I'ourth Internaticnal--reached the conclusion that it
would be possible to open a public political discussion between our
two currents (each current having characterized the other, last
October, as revolutionary and Trotskyist).

However, we must recognize that, here in Québec, there has
been no counterpart to such a procedure as yetb. Numerous differences,
both with respect to general politics and to tactics, have been
responsible for the considerable distance between our respective
organizations. We believe, however, that in light of the present
political period, ongoing exchanges and discussions between our
organizations are not only possible, but .desirable.

On the other hand, such a procedure cannct be separated from
a clear political characterization of ocur organizations, which
must be based, at least, on each recognizing the other as a
workers' organization. We feel that our position on the GSTQ has
been clearly .defined in the greetings given to the conference of the
Montréal branch of the LSO/LSA this past February (attached).
Unfortunately, there is still much ceonfusion surrounding the GSTQ's
present characterization of the GIMR.

Therefore, we think there is a need at this time for a clear,
public and unambiguous characterization of the GME. This letter
conastitutes our request for such a characterization.

Along this with, we are proposing that an initial meeting take
place between our respective leaderships, that could begin to set
matters right, with the aim of clarifying our respective political
positions. We think that such a meeting could take place in the
next few weeks., If you agree, please get in touch with Leon
Peillard or Yves Desjardins at our boockstore, to make definite
arrangements.

Communist greetings,

Political Bureau of the GIMR
[ Groupe Marxiste Revolutionnaire]

cec: United Secretariat, LS0O/LSA



