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Report of the Control Commission
of the Socialist Workers Party
Submitted July 2, 1974

Part I

Summary of Findings and Recommendations

On June 20, 1974, meeting in plenary session, the Na-
tional Committee of the Socialist Workers Party passed
the following motion: 'As provided for in Article VI of the
Party Constitution, the National Committee (1) turns over
to the Control Commission the material concerning the
May 11 action and the letters from comrades Massey and
Barzman, and (2) designates comrade Horowitz as the
National Committee member of the Control Commission."

Article VI of the Constitution of the SWP is as follows:

"Section 1. A Control Commission of five members shall
be elected as follows: the Convention shall elect four mem-
bers and the fifth member, who shall be a member of the
National Committee, shall be designated by the National
Committee. The Control Commission shall have full au-
thority to investigate any individual or circumstance which
it may deem necessary, and shall have power to delegate
any of its authority to representatives.

"Section 2. The Control Commission, on completion of
its investigation in each case, shall present its findings and
recommendations to the Political Committee for action.
Action shall be taken by the Political Committee, or by
the National Committee, in those cases referred to it by
the Political Committee. :

"Section 3. In those cases where the Control Commission
finds it necessary to intervene, its authority shall super-
sede any local investigation or trial..

"Section 4. It shall be obligatory on every member of
the Party to funish the Control Commission or its author-
ized representatives with any information they may re-
quire."

The Control Commission is composed of the followmg
four comrades: Anne Chester, Barbara Matson, and Helen
Scheer, elected by the 1973 SWP national convention, and
Gus Horowitz, designated by the SWP National Committee,
in accordance with Article VI, Section 1 of the constitution.
(The other comrade elected by the national convention,
Duncan Ferguson, died on April 29, 1974.)

Evidence Examined

All four members of the Control Commission were able
to meet together in New York City during June 20-24, to
conduct a series of interviews in person and by telephone,
to examine the documentary material, and to consult
together by telephone before submitting this report.

In conducting our investigation, we were guided in par-
ticular by the following documents:

1. The constitution of the Socialist Workers Party.

2. "The Organizational Character of the Socialist Work-
ers Party,” resolution adepted by the 1965 convention of
the SWP and reaffirmed by the August 1973 convention
of the SWP (available in an Education for Sacialists bul-
letin bearing the same title).

These documents set forth the fundamental organiza-
tional principles of the Socialist Workers Party.

The Control Commission was able to examine the fol-

lowing evidence, including both documentary material
and interviews:

1. .The files of the national office of the SWP dealing
with the Internationalist Tendency. These include a sub-
stantial amount of correspondence from John Barzman,
Bill Massey, and other IT members alleging harassment
or other improper procedures taken-against the IT. The
files also include letters and documents from various SWP
leadership bodies or from comrades writing in their ca-
pacity as elected SWP. leaders, or as individuals; these
materials deal with many of the same incidents contained
in the correspondence from the IT members. Also included
in these files are branch minutes and other branch records.
Also included are copies of letters and other material
received from the YSA national office relating to the In-
ternationalist Tendency. We decided to confine our in-
vestigation to materials dating since the August 1973
convention of the SWP.

2. The transcripts of the remarks made to the June
1974 plenum of the SWP Natxonal Committee by Comrades
Barzman and Massey.

8. We twice interviewed representatives of the Inter-
nationalist Tendency. First, we met briefly with Bill Massey
on June 20, 1974; Comrade Charles of the International
Majority - Tendency was also present. We informed Com-
rade Massey that we had received copies of his 14-page
letter of June 9, 1974, to the Political Committee of the
SWP. We asked him if he had any further information to-
add to this letter that would be of help to the Control
Commission. He said that at this time he did not have
anything to add. (In the concluding part of his letter he
also states that "I feel that these sixteen points cover the
situation adequately.”) On June 23 there was a second
meeting, this time with John Barzman and Bill Massey.
A report on that meeting is appended to this report.

4. During the course of the June plenum of the National

Committee we were able to meet with many elected ex-
ecutive officers from various branches across the country
for the purpose of obtaining information and verification
of information already received. We were also able to talk
by telephone to several comrades in other cities to obtain
and verify information.
. 5. In the course of our investigation, we were able to
obtain copies of several internal discussion bulletins and
internal newsletters of the Internationalist Tendency. The
Socialist Workers Party had never been mformed of the
existence of these douments.

Evaluation of Evidence and Recommendations

After examining the secret internal-discussion material
of the IT, the Control Commission concluded that this
was sufficient by itself to enable us to arrive at the con-
clusions and recommendations that appear below. We
decided that this evidence was so overwhelming that it
was not necessary to spend a great deal of time to ex-



amine many of the specific incidents, allegations, and --

counter-allegations. We did examine some of these, and

append a few documents to this report. This material can

be considered as specific illustrations of the general con-
clusions that can be drawn from the IT documents them-
selves.

Following is a summary of our findings, our conclu-
sions, and our recommendations:

1. These documents give proof positive that the IT is
a separate party organization operating both within the
SWP and outside the SWP. The IT party has its own
secret, highly organized and centralized independent party
structure functioning on all levels, nationally and inter-
nationally. It has its own party discipline that supersedes
SWP discipline. It determines its own areas of external ac-
tivity and establishes its own relations with opponent
groups. Persons who are not members of the SWP, the
YSA, or the Fourth International are allowed to partici-
pate in its deliberations and are given access to its internal
bulletins attacking the SWP. It describes the SWP as
"deadly sick" and the SWP membership cadre as "polit-
ically incapable of either understanding or putting into
practice a revolutionary line."

Just prior to the IT National Conference, held in Chi-
cago May 25-27, several comrades. resigned from the
IT, while remaining ideological supporters of the IMT's
political positions. Among them were Berta Langston and
Bob Langston, whose statement of explanation for resign-
ing from the IT was published in the internal bulletin. of
the IT (appended). In it they pointed out to the IT that
the line of the IT leadership "would lead not merely to
instances but to patterns of organizational indiscipline in
regard to the party and the YSA." They warned that
"the comrades of the ITPC. [ITPoliticai Committee] are
projecting a line the logic of which is precisely to build
a rival organization to the SWP." They added that "the
logic of the ITPC's position is that the IT, defining itself
as the nucleus of a section in the U.S., would begin to
combine the exercise of political leadership of groupings.
outside the SWP and YSA with an entry tactic inside the

SWP and YSA." They said that this course "would intensify.

the dangers of a split in the International.” They said that
the positions put forward by IT leader Williams [the evi-
dence shows that Williams is a pseudonym for Bill Massey]|
"is not a marginal or peripheral one in the IT; it comes
equipped with all the authority and prestige of the leader-
ship." They concluded that it was necessary to resign
from the IT prior to the IT national convention, stating

that "our differences with the ITPC are of such a mag-
nitude on- a fundamental question as to make continued
collaboration within a tendency impossible. . . [for us]
to continue to struggle within the IT —with its internal
bulletin, a possible tour, election of delegates, a conven-
tion —would be in practice precisely to cooperate in helping
make the IT become what we urgently hope it doesn't."

Further docurentation proves that what Comrades Berta
Langston and Bob Langston quite accurately saw as the
logical outcome of the IT course has occurred. The IT has
been set up as a rival party to the SWP.

The Control Commission finds that the establishment
of this rival party is in violation of the constitution and
organizational principles of the Socialist Workers Party.
We also note that it is in contradiction with the statutes
of the Fourth International and the organizational prin-
ciples and traditions of the world Trotskyist movement.

The Control Commission recommends that the Inter-
nationalist Tendency's status as a separate, rival party
be recognized and that the members of the Internation-
alist Tendency party be informed that this status places
them outside the constitutional provisions of membership
in the Socialist Workers Party.

2. Regarding the status of the ideological supporters
of the IMT who are not members of the IT party. Berta
Langston and Bob Langston contended in their document
that it is possible to be an ideological supporter of the
IMT and to abide by the SWP constitution. They also
recognized that it is not possible to hold membership 1n
the IT and abide by the SWP constitution.

The Control Commission recommends that supporters
of the IMT political positions who are not members of
the IT party remain members of the SWP as long as
they abide by the constitution of the SWP, the organiza-
tional principles of the SWP, and the democratic centralist
norms of the world Trotskyist movement. We note that
the rights of membership include the right to form a ten-
dency or faction, within the bounds delineated by the
1965 document on organizational principles of the SWP.

3. The evidence clearly establishes the complicity of
members of the elected leadership of the Fourth Inter-
national in the IT's decision to form a rival party. But
the full extent of this complicity, and further documentation
detailing it, are not available to the Control Commission of
the SWP. The jurisdiction of this Control Commission is
limited to the SWP, and we do not have the power to
obtain information going beyond this limit.

Part 11

Findings

We found a discrepancy between the way in which the
leaders of the Internationalist Tendency describe them-
selves in documents that they make available to the en-
tire SWP and the way in which they describe themselves
in their own internal discussion documents that have been
kept secret from the SWP. For -example, in his letter of
June 9, 1974, to the Political Committee (appended) Bill
Massey states that "the IT is not a faction, secret or other-
wise, it is a tendency." But in the IT's secret internal discus-
sion bulletin, IT leader Vincent (John Barzman) describes

the IT as "not merely an ideological tendency, but the
nucleus of a future section” (his article is appended). Vin-
cent's description of the IT as the nucleus of a future
section is repeated in several of the documents.

The IT Is a Separate Party

Even this description, however, understates the situa-
tion. The IT's description of its own structure and method
of functioning clearly indicates that it is already a separate
party. One example is given by -the report on the IT



national convention which is published in the June 6,
1974, issue of the secret "Internationalist Tendency News-
letter” (appended). The report opens as follows:

"The first national conference of the Internationalist
Tendency was held in Chicago on the Memorial Day
weekend, May 25, 26, 27. The conference had been pre-
ceded by a discussion period of three months which elicited
twelve discussion bulletins containing thirty-four different
contribufions to the discussion. Discussion around these
took place in every area of the Tendency. Delegates were
elected on the basis of five persons per delegate. There
were twenty-four delegates and ten consultative delegates.”

The convention elected a Presiding Committee. It also
elected a Nominating Committee which brought in recom-
mend ations for a new IT Steering Committee (National
Committee). A Steering Committee of 19 full members
and 10 alternates was elected. (One full member later
resigned.)

Following the convention of the IT, there was a Steer-
ing Committee Plenum. It elected a Political Committee.
The report on the IT convention states that "The PC will
consist of the six PC members now resident in Chicago
plus 3 other members of the Steering Committee not resi-
dent in Chicago at this time. The PC, with the approval
of the Steering Committee, will recommend the three ad-
ditional members who will move to the center in Chicago."”

In addition to such procedures, the IT documents re-
veal that there is an IT national office, a fulltime staff,
and provisions for various commissions. For example,
the IT convention report on Work in the YSA, which
included the proposal for a "special YSA commission,”
was accepted unanimously. Another article in the IT news-
letter indicates that a YSA commission of 10 members
was established.

The June 6 IT newsletter also informs us that "the center

is currently discussing putting regional travelers on full -

time in Houston, Chicago and New York." It also in-
forms us that the IT is organized into "ocal tendency
units.” The newsletter also calls upon each local unit to
elect an executive committee, to supervise the carrying
out of the work of the local unit.

The IT internal communication of June 14, 1974 (ap-
pended), gives additional information about the party
structure of the IT. The communication, signed by Gilbert,
for the IT PC, was sent to "Steering Committee Members,
Area Organizers, Financial Directors, and Publications Di-
rectors.”

This communication reveals that the IT has decided |

upon a subscription drive for Inprecor with assigned
quotas for each.local unit of the IT, and a sales cam-
paign for Inprecor, for the Old Mole, publication of the
Canadian Revolutionary Marxist Group (RMG), and for
International, publication of the British International Marx-
ist Group (IMG), with proposed quotas for the regular
bundles to be taken by the local units of the IT.

The communication calls for substantial financial com-
mitments by IT members and asks that "all areas adopt
a policy of regular payments to the center based on their
membership figures." The IT Steering Committee has
adopted a recommendation of "a $7.00 per person sustain-
er per week to the center.”

The communication describes some of the purposes such
funds are needed for; this includes back debts for Old Mole

bundles, for domestic and international travel, and for
printing costs for the "Chilean supplement” distributed
on the May 11 demonstrations; money is also needed for
full-time IT staff and for travel expenses for an IMT
representative on tour in the USA; in addition money
is requested in order "to have a really interventionist
role in the YSA preconvention discussion nationally”"—
this includes travel subsidies for YSAers travelling to
the upcoming YSA National Committee plenum. Money
is also requested for the publications program of the
IT— several pamphlets have been projected as part of
this publications program.

In these activities and projections, the secret IT struc-
ture functions as a parallel party structure.

The IT Determines Its Own Independent Areas of Activity

The main areas of work to be carried out by the local
units of the IT are defined in the June 6 IT newsletter
as these three:

1. Internal education and the elaboration of IT per-
spectives. Also better internal organization such as "taking
and sending regular minutes to the center, raising the
financial commitment to the tendency, learning to organize
meetings more efficiently. . . ."

2. Intervention in the SWP and YSA. The IT newsletter
describes this as just one of three areas of IT activity.
The document by Estreugal and Rahdnik (appended)
quotes from the draft political perspectives document by
Hank Williams (Bill Massey) who states that "we just
want the tendency locals to work out-as part of their
overall work a continued and well rounded participa-
tion in the activities of the branches" (emphasis added).
The IT newsletter states that in this work "the interven-
tion into the YSA is the most important priority." An
article by Inessa in the IT newsletter outlining "Our Tasks
in the YSA" states that "some of our own regional probing
can be done while fulfilling YSA assignments . .. how-
ever, the most returns will come from forays into the
region. . . ." In all of the IT documents the YSA and
SWP are treated as a unit, and SWP members who are not
members of the YSA are also encouraged to participate
in the "intervention into the YSA."” i

3. Public work by the IT, which is described in the IT
newsletter as "contact work for the F.1." This work .includes
"contact work at the job, at school, or in the course of
trade union or political activity." A goal is to "develop
a periphery of people who listen to us. . . ." The IT news- -
letter also states that ". . . we can even take actions given'
a favorable relationship of forces.” In describing the public
work of the IT, the Estreugal-Rahdnik document states
that 'by no stretch of the imagination can-'this be called
'participation in the day to day work of the branches.'”

The IT Violates the SWP Constitution

The structure and method of operation of the IT are
in violation of the constitution and organizational prin-
ciples of the SWP, which make it explicit that the SWP
has the right to regulate both its internal affairs and
the public activity of all SWP members. ‘

The 1965 resolution on the organizational principles
of the SWP states: "A dissenting minority has the right
to organize itself, but the conduct of organized minorities,



just as that of every individual member, must be subject
to regulation by official party bodies. The party is there-
fore entitled to organize its internal discussion and to de-
termine the forms and limits. . . . Official party bodies
must determine correct procedure, both in public activity
and in the regulation of internal affairs, on the basis
of the party's principles and statutes" (page 20).

When. organized - groupings are formed in the party,
there .are three key norms that must be observed to insure
party unity and to uphold the principle of democratic
centralism.

1. While a faction has the right to meet privately and
determine its own structure, it must inform the party as
a whole of its organizational nature: its basis for mem-
bership, its structure, its membership composition, its lead-
ership composition, the powers of its leadership bodies,
and the extent of its discipline.

2. A faction must loyally participate in the work of the
party, including participating in the internal activities
of the party, in external party-building activities, and in
fulfilling financial obligations to the party. Faction fi-
nances and faction activity are permitted; but the needs
of the party take precedence over the needs of the faction.
Any faction finances or faction activity must be carried
out only within the context of maintaining normal mem-
bership obligations in these areas.

3. The conduct of the faction, in both internal party
matters and in external activity, is subject to the direc-
tion of the official party bodies. Faction discipline must
be subordinate to party discipline.

The IT violates all three of these norms. It is neither
an ideological tendency nor a legitimate faction. It is
qualitatively different from either.

The IT Functions Secretly

The entire structure of the IT, as disclosed in its in-
ternal bulletins, has been kept secret from the party.
Furthermore, when Bill Massey and John Barzman were
asked directly by members of the Control Commission
if there existed a steering committee or other leadership
body of the IT, they did not answer; Bill Massey only

replied that he would "think about" the question (see re--

port appended). :

There is an IT "security policy" vis a vis the SWP. It
is designed to hide IT activity from the SWP. This security
policy includes the use of pseudonyms that are not party
names and. deceptive covers attached to the secretly cir-
culated IT discussion bulletins (see appended examples).
This security policy extends to the IT's own internal func-
tioning, as shown by the listing of two of its bulletins
as having "restricted" circulation within the IT (see append-
ed list of IT -bulletins). One of these "restricted" bulletins
bears the title, "Unless We Believe the SWP To Be Re-
formable. . ."

The IT also attempts to impose organizational disci-
pline, as evidenced by the decision of the IT Political
Committee on May 4, 1974: "To reject the resignation
of Comrades Berta Langston and Bob Langston on the
grounds that it is contradictory to their open support to
the International Majority Tendency" (appended to the
document by Berta Langston and Bob Langston). Thus,
the IT attempts to require all ideological supporters of
the IMT to join the IT. But the IT has not informed
the SWP of the nature and extent of its discipline.

The articles published in the secret IT internal bulletin
and newsletter, and the decisions of the IT national con-
vention also show that the political basis for membership
in the IT is different from the positions stated in the dec-
larations of the IT published in the SWP internal bulletins.

The IT Does Not Participate Actively in the Work of the
Party

In his letter to the SWP Political Committee of June 9,
1974, Bill Massey alleges that "no effort whatsoever has
been made to-integrate comrades of the LT. into areas
of work that they would participate in wholeheartedly
or with relatively less tension." The Control Commission
found, on the contrary, that the IT, by its own choosing,
does not participate actively in the work of the SWP.

The August 1973 convention of the SWP took note
of the lack of participation by IT members in the party-
building activities of their local units.

However, the 1973 convention decided to wipe the slate
clean on this past record of inactivity and to move for-
ward with the expectation that all members of the party
would participate fully and loyally in its work.

As part of the Control Commission investigation, we
examined many statistics and reports on the activities
of the party branches. From these reports we were able
to determine the functioning of the members of the IT
after the August 1973 convention. The material examined
shows that the IT's policy of non-participation in party-
building activities has not changed since the convention.
A few examples follow.

Militant Sales. The SWP projected an 18-week spring
sales campaign with the goal of selling 10,000 Militants
in a single week. In Chicago, no member of the IT sold
more than a total of 8 Militants over the course of the
entire 18 weeks. The average number of Militants sold
per IT member per week during the sales campaign was
0.2. The average number sold per week by non-IT mem-
bers in Chicago was over 8.0.

Financial Contributions. In the IT internal communi-
cation of June 14, 1974, the IT Steering Committee pro-
jects a sustainer goal of $7.00 per person per week to
the IT center. In this context, the communication states:
"Some areas such as Houston and Philadelphia have
been "models financially” as well as in other ways."

The members of the IT in  Houston and Philadelphia
have not been "models financially" with respect to their lo-
cal branches of the SWP. In Houston, the average weekly
sustainer of the IT members is $1.62. The average weekly
sustainer of non-IT members in Houston is $8.40. In
Philadelphia, two IT members lowered their weekly sus-
tainer from $10.00 to $2.00 after joining the IT. The other
two IT members in Philadelphia have a weekly sustainer of
$2.00 and $1.00 respectively. The average weekly sustain-
of non-IT members in Philadelphia is $9.15. We found this
same pattern of financial boycott on the part of IT mem-
bers to exist around the country.

Participation in Branch Functions. We also found a
general pattern of low attendance on the part of IT mem-
bers at branch meetings, forums, and other branch func-
tions. In Oakland-Berkeley, no member of the IT had
attended more than 3 out of the last 10 forums, and only
3 IT members had attended any of the 10 forums at all.
In Washington, D.C. IT members averaged an attendance
at less than half of the branch meetings.



SWP Election Campaigns. In Texas, the party is con-
ducting a major campaign to obtain over 50,000 sig-
natures in order to have the SWP placed on the ballot
in the fall elections. The IT members in Houston, Texas,
make up 31.7 percent of the membership, yet they col-
lected only 5.92 percent of the signatures that had been
collected as of June 7. Out of 1119.7 total hours petition-
ing by that date, the IT members together contributed a
total of 89.

These are only a few illustrative examples drawn from
a general national pattern of inactivity by the IT in all
aspects of party building that have been decided upon as
priorities by the SWP. This can only be described as a
sy stematic and sustained boycott of party-building activity.

We also examined the IT internal communication of
June 14, 1974, regarding bundles, assigned quotas, and
subscription campaigns for publications of the British
IMG and Canadian RMG. The IT has unilaterally de-
cided to organize its own public sales campaigns for
these publications. They have not proposed sales cam-
paigns for these publications to the SWP Political Com-
mittee. Nor is there any mention made of the need to
organize such sales under the direction of the appropriate
SWP bodies responsible for propaganda work or to or-
ganize sales of the publications of the American Trotsky-
ist movement.

The Socialist Workers Party has the responsibility and
authority to decide upon the best way to advance the
ideas of Trotskyism in the United States. The SWP has
placed first priority on sales of The Militant and Inter-
national Socialist Review. The IT sales and subscription
campajgns decided upon unilaterally by the IT have no
relation to the campaigns decided upon by the SWP as
a whole. )

The same general conclusions can be drawn with re-
gard to the decisions of the IT, as disclosed in the IT
internal newsletter and communication, for assignment
of personnel. Transfers from one city to another, or as-
signments t0 one area of work or another are made uni-
laterally by the IT. There is no consideration given any-
where in any of these IT documents to the needs of the
SWP in making such assignments.

The conclusion drawn by the Control Commission is that
the goals and political priorities for activity by members
of the separate IT organization are determined totally
independently of the goals and priorities decided upon
by the SWP.

The Control Commission also notes that party-build-
ing activity is not merely a desirable norm. It is a cri-
terion for membership, as defined in Article III, Section 1
of the SWP constitution: "Every person who accepts the
program of the Party and agrees to submit to its disci-
pline and engage actively in its work shall be eligible
to membership." These responsibilities are spelled out in
more detail in the 1965 resolution codifying the organi-
zational principles of the SWP.

The IT Rejects the Discipline of the SWP in Internal
Matters

The Control Commission has concluded that the in-
ternal documents of the IT and the other evidence in our
possession reveal a consistent pattern of violation of SWP
discipline by the IT. These violations occur in both in-

ternal and external matters, including both mass work
and relations with opponent political groups. The Con-
trol Commission notes that this pattern of IT violations
of SWP discipline. has been escalating since the August
1973 convention of the SWP, and has become very blatant
in the past two months. :

The 1965 document on the organizational principles
of the SWP emphasizes that "the party exercises the right to
regulate its internal affairs" (page 13). The IT has flouted
this democratic centralist principle. Two areas bear special
mention: the conduct of internal political discussion and the
conduct of SWP members in the YSA.

The IT's Secret Internal Political Discussion

In the early 1960s the Robertsonites claimed the un-
conditional right to determine their own conduct inside
the party. The 1965 SWP resolution rejects this claim,
saying that "to grant such demands for special license
to organized minorities would strip the party of the right
to regulate its internal affairs and would undermine its
whole democratic-centralist structure. . . . The party
would become converted into an all-inclusive federation
of autonomous factions; it would degenerate into a po-
litical jungle where perpetual factional warfare prevailed”
(page 15).

The 1965 resolution further states that "the party is
therefore entitled to organize its internal discussion and
to determine the forms and limits" (page 20). The time,
place, and extent of all internal discussion are determined
by the democratically elected leadership bodies of the
SWP, not by an arbitrary group of individuals within
the party. A faction has the right to circulate drafts of
proposed documents among faction members for the pur-
pose of preparing material for presentation to the party
as a whole. But an organized faction can circulate its
own internal discussion bulletin only on the condition
that it receive the prior approval of the party and that
its bulletin be made available to the party.

The IT has violated this principle of Leninist organi-
zation. There is even one contribution to the secret IT
bulletin that affords an ironic commentary on the IT
violation of SWP norms. The article by Carapace, et al.
(appended) voices the opinion that breaking democratic
centralist norms should not be allowed within the IT:
"We argue for a break with the traumatic democratism
inherited from our passage in the SWP ... a comrade
or a group of comrades, whetl)er they pay for the ma-
terial or not, cannot take it upon themselves to launch
a discussion or a debate or widely circulate documents
without the organization's approval; this is not central-
ism, it opens the door to chaos and it is absolutely in-
admissiblé' (emphasis in the original).

Carapace et al. misunderstand the SWP when they think
that the SWP has failed to note the fact that the IT has
been breaking the democratic centralist norms of the SWP.
In fact, the record shows that the SWP, in order to maxi-
mize the chances for political clarity in the discussion,
has bent over backwards in abstaining from using or-
ganizational measures to deal with the IT's growing pat-
tern of violations of discipline. Many warnings were given
in an attempt to allow the IT a chance to alter its course.

The secret circulation of private internal discussion bul-
letins by the IT has apparently been going on for a long



time. Leaders of the IT, Vincent, Hank Williams, Mitchell,
and Mike Patrick (all pseudonyms), have a contribution
in IT bulletin No. 8, in which they refer to a question
that "was discussed in response to the Gregorich-Passen
split in the 'Jules Verne document’' circulated in the PO
[Proletarian Orientation Tendency|." (The relevant section
of the Vincent-Williams-Mitchell-Patrick document is ap-
pended.) The Gregorich-Passen split occurred on October
26, 1972, long befare the formation of the IT. The SWP
has never been informed of a "Jules Verne document.”
Nor had the SWP been informed by Bill Massey of the
preparations for the Gregorich-Passen ‘split from the SWP.

The formation of the Proletarian Orientation Tendency
was announced openly in the SWP during the 1971 pre-
convention discussion period. The fact that the secret cir-
culation of the "Jules Verne document" is part of the pre-
history of the IT shows that some component of the IT
has been functioning as a secret faction on a permanent
basis. The 1965 SWP resolution points out that "tempo-
rary groupings that arise out of conjunctural political
differences should not be perpetuated regardless of prin-
cipled considerations indicating the need for their disso-
lution. . . . A danger arises that such permanent forma-
tions may degenerate into unprincipled cliques bound
together by personal associations" (page 13).

The unprincipled combinationism that the 1965 reso-
lution warns against is evident in the IT document en-
titted "A Reply to Comrade Massey from Los Angeles”
(appended). The Los Angeles group of the IT, in de-
manding minority representation within the IT, write
"The assertion [by Massey]| that 'the June 10th Tendency
joined the IT on the basis of the platform of the IMT . . .'
is not quite accurate. . . .

"Our views on the role of guerilla warfare in Latin
America were expressed quite clearly in the June 10th
Position Paper (although guardedly, because it was in-
troduced into the debate with the LTF). In essence we
called for a rejection of the guerillaist strategy implied
in the 9th World Congress resolution on Latin America
(and explicitly repeated in the [IEC Majority] resolution
on Bolivia of December 2, 1972), and for a return to
the Leninist line on the road to power. . . .

"Furthermore, this resolution was singled out as one
of the planks in the platform of the IMT. A significant
section of the IT is categorically opposed to this line
but this found no reflection in the delegation to the con-
gress. The plain fact is that the resolution on Latin Amer-
ica at the 9th W.C. was fundamentally wrong on the
question of guerilla warfare, (no matter what else was
right about it), and contributed to the disorientation of
a number of Latin American sections’ (all emphasis in
the original).

Thus, the Los Angeles IT members assert in the secret
IT discussion that they oppose the line of the IMT on
Bolivia. Nevertheless, when an open vote took place on
the IMT resolution on Bolivia in the Los Angeles branch
of the SWP these comrades voted for the IMT resolution.

This shows the pernicious effects of unprincipled com-
binationism and secret discussion, as is pointed out in
the 1965 SWP resolution. A faction has no right to con-
duct an internal political discussion that is kept secret
from the party, and then to bind its members to disci-
pline on political questions when they participate in the
party's internal discussion.

The secret circulation of private internal discussion bul-
letins denies the democratic right of the party membership
as a whole to access to all points of view in arriving
at political decisions, and it sets centrifugal forces into
motion inside the party. The 1965 resolution clearly ex-
plains the implications of such conduct:

"Concentration on private discussions of disputed is-
sues, on the other hand, tends to give the comrades in-
volved a one-sided view and warps their capacity for
objective political judgment. Inexperienced comrades es-
pecially are made the target of such lopsided discussion
methods. The aim is to line them up quickly in a closed
caucus, and prejudice their thinking before they have
heard an open party debate. When dissident views are
introduced into the party in that manner groupings tend
to form and harden, and the dissenting views tend to
assert themselves in disruptive fashion, before the party
as a whole has had a chance to face and act on the is-
sues in dispute” (page 12).

The IT "Intervention Into the YSA"

The activities of SWP members within the Young So-
cialist Alliance are guided by the unique relationship be-
tween the two organizations.

The YSA is in fraternal political solidarity with the
SWP; there are many joint activities and common inter-
ventions in mass work; the internal discussion bulletins
of the SWP and of the Fourth International are generally
made available to the YSA, upon request of its elected
leadership; YSA members are generally invited to attend
SWP conventions; a representative of the YSA, elected
by the YSA National Executive Committee, sits with vote
on the Political Committee of the SWP.

But the SWP and YSA ‘are independent organizations.
Each determines its own policies by democratic vote of
its own membership. The SWP has no statutory rights
within the YSA and the YSA has no statutory rights with-
in the SWP. .

In his letter of June 9, 1974, to the SWP Political Com-
mittee, Bill Massey states that "the 1. T. has held joint
meetings with SWP ITers and YSA ITers. ... We have
not hidden the fact that we hold joint meetings, in fact,
we have informed the Party about it in the past." The
Control Commission notes that it is not sufficient to "in-
form" the SWP of such activity. Such activity by SWP
members must receive authorization from the SWP. The
organizational report adopted by the 1971 SWP conven-
tion reaffirmed the principle, with specific reference to
the YSA, that "party members in all areas of work are
bound by party discipline.”

The record shows that no SWP member in the YSA
has ever been put under SWP discipline not to present
their views concerning questions under dispute in the
world movement when internal discussion has been opened
up in the YSA on these questions by the elected YSA
leadership. Further, in the YSA preconvention discussion
period in 1973, upon the request of the YSA leadership,
the SWP took the exceptional step of allowing SWP mem-
bers in the YSA to present views contrary to those of
the SWP on questions relating to political perspectives
in the United States. But no authorization has ever been
given to SWP members in the YSA to raise contrary views
at all times and under all circumstances.

Not only is the IT intervention into the YSA by SWP



members of the IT unauthorized by the SWP but it is
carried out in violation of YSA discipline as well. The
pattern of IT violations of SWP discipline already dis-
cussed, as well as that which follows, are also violations
of YSA discipline. Under no circumstances does the SWP
permit SWP members to violate YSA discipline.
Furthermore, the extent of the IT's activity with non-
party YSAers is far greater than "joint meetings." The
IT newsletter report on the IT convention establishes that
the IT members in the YSA who are not members of
the SWP and the IT members in the SWP are organized
together into one unitary organization on all levels. In
fact, the statistics presented in the IT newsletter show
that more than onethird of the ITers who were present
at the IT convention were not members of the SWP. This
violates the most elementary principles of democratic cen-
tralism guiding the relationship between the SWP and YSA.

The IT Rejects SWP Discipline in External Work

The IT "security policy” also applies to its external
work. The formulations in the IT documents with regard
to external work are edited for "security" vis a vis the
SWP, to hide the IT policy of violating SWP discipline.
Nevertheless, a reading of the IT's internal documents
makes the facts clear.

The article by Berta Langston and Bob Langston quotes
from the Hank Williams (Bill Massey) document to prove
that the policy of the IT is to put itself forward in pub-
lic as an independent entity. The Williams document states
that "our major thrust must be carefully drawing up a
line for the party to implement in specific situations, and
then showing how it should be carried out. More can
be shown with actions than words. This will force us
to start thinking in motion rather than in position. Work-
ing out a line and putting it into practice is better than
talking about it only." The Williams document states,
concerning groups outside the SWP, that the IT "must
work with them."

Berta Langston and Bob Langston also emphasized that
there is a "lack, anywhere in the [Williams] document,
of any specification that when we carry out those actions
that speak louder than words, those actions should be
carried out under the supervision of the appropriate lead-
ing bodies of the SWP and YSA." They concluded that
the line of the IT "would lead not merely to instances
but to patterns of organizational indiscipline in regard
to the party and YSA." And they stated that "the com-
rades of the ITPC [IT Political Committee] are project-
ing a line the logic of which is precisely to build a rival
organization to the SWP."

The documentary material of the IT itself shows clearly
that these conclusions by Berta Langston and Bob Lang-
ston are accurate.

We note further that the Estreugal-Rahdnik document
states that "many comrades of the IT have been invited
over the years to give classes, participate in discussion
groups outside the party, help build united front actions,
etc. We will continue to do these very same things; and
if the SWP leadership attempts to prevent us from deing
contact work, they will be in direct violation of the agree-
ments reached at the Tenth World Congress, and the is-
sue can be fought out on that basis." Estreugal and Rahd-
nik feel that the "agreements” reached at the World Con-
gress release them from any obligation to conduct publie

work under the supervision of the SWP. Accordingly,
they argue for loosening the IT "security policy” in this
regard: "There is no need to engage in such activity fur-
tively or feel that we may be violating security.”

The IT newsletter of June 6, 1974, states that the trade-
union resolution was passed unanimously by the IT na-
tional convention. One passage in that resolution is as
follows: "The fact that we are in the SWP automatically
poses the question of what to do with potential recruits
that we are able to draw around us. . . . if the potential
recruits find joining the SWP an uninviting alternative
then we have the duty to help sustain their interest in
the politics of the Fourth International through a va-
riety of means including study classes, reading programs,
action interventions, and social functions (tavern raps,
dinners, parties, etc.). It is entirely possible that concen-
trations of potential recruits may desire to coalesce in
some organizational form." (The relevant section of the
IT trade-union resolution is appended.)

Thus, the IT policy is to build groups in the labor
movement behind the back of the SWP.

The Control Commission feels that the IT documents,
in themselves, are sufficient to prove that it is IT policy
to violate the discipline of the SWP in public work. There
are three aspects of this policy to note in particular: (1.)
It is IT policy to carry out its own public activities and
public interventions in mass work regardless of decisions
by the SWP unit in charge of such activities. (2.) It is
IT policy to carry out unauthorized work with groups
outside the SWP. (3.) It is IT policy to construct its own
groups in the mass movement behind the back of the
SWP.

Our investigation has also uncovered specific instances
showing how the IT applies its policy of violating SWP
discipline in public work.

The May 11, 1974, Actions and Other Examples

In his letter of June 9, 1974, to the SWP Political Com-
mittee, Bill Massey acknowledges the responsibility of the
IT leadership for the public IT intervention on the Chile
solidarity demonstrations that occurred on the weekend
of May 11, 1974. In their remarks to the National Com-
mittee on June 23, 1974 (appended), Bill Massey and
John Barzman reiterated this position. Bill Massey stated,
"there is no facts in dispute, or it hasn't been brought
out, since we've taken the position that we've done what
you have charged that we have done, we admit that and
take responsibility for it, we don’t promise to discontinue
it at all.”

Our review of the documentation concerning the inci-
dents of May 11 shows that the essential facts are these:
(1.) The various local units of the SWP decided upon
a certain tactical course of action on these Chile soli-
darity demonstrations. (2.) The IT was preserit during
these discussions in most branches and was aware of
the SWP policy on these demonstrations. (3.) The IT
had proposed an alternative tactical course of action in
some local units of the SWP, the IT proposals were dis-
cussed, and the IT proposals were rejected. (4.) The IT
did not appeal these decisions to higher bodies of the
SWP. (5.) The IT, acting in a coordinated, uniform way
on a national scale, carried out in public the tactical
course of action that had been rejected. For the most
part this public intervention by the IT consisted of selling



the Old Mole, newspaper of the Canadian RMG, or dis-
tributing the September 1973 statement of the United Sec-
retariat on Chile rather than carrying out the assignments
that they had been given by the local units of the SWP.

In his letter of June 9, Bill Massey offers the follow-
ing justification for the IT rejection of SWP discipline
in public activity: "Our comrades have the right to sell
the press of the International and they have the right
to hand out the statements of the F.I. We would prefer
that the Party implement that line in its own tactical form,
but if the Party refuses to do this, then we will, without
shirking other assignments, continue defending the line
of the Fourth International. We acknowledge having done
it on May 11th and we promise to do it again when the
need arises."

We note two things about this argument.

1. It does not describe the real position of the IT. The
secret IT documents show that the IT has a general policy
of carrying out its own activity in public, regardless of
whether it is authorized by the SWP or not, and this gen-
eral policy of unauthorized public activity by the IT is
not limited to cases like Chile work, in which the IT has
a political difference with the SWP. (We also note that
no elected leadership body of the Fourth International
has ever objected to the tactics of the SWP in carrying
out Chile work.)

There are reports in the files we examined that show
that the IT carries out its own independent public inter-
ventions in cases where there is no disagreement on politi-
cal line in the world Trotskyist movement. We append
one such report, a letter dated June 16, 1974, from Pat
Grogan of the Chicago SWP branch to the SWP national
office. Her letter indicates that on the day concerned mem-
bers of the IT refused to carry out their assignments de-
cided upon by the branch, and instead carried out the un-
authorized assignments that they had been given in the
IT. This violation of SWP discipline included an inde-
pendent IT intervention in a rally on behalf of Soviet
dissidents. We note that on April 20, 1974, the United
Secretariat discussed work on behalf of Soviet dissidents
and agreed unanimously on how to conduct this work.

Thus we conclude that the policy of the IT has nothing
to do with its argument that it is necessary for the IT
to carry out the line of the majority of the Fourth In-
ternational.

This argument is simply part of the IT's "security policy”
used to provide cover for its unauthorized public activity,
and its rejection of SWP discipline in public activity.

2. The argument is wrong on the face of it. There are
no grounds whatsoever to allow any individual or group
of individuals to take it upon themselves to decide when,
where and how to implement policy. In fact, the IT ac-
tions are not only in violation of the constitution and or-
ganizational principles of the SWP, but they are also in
confradiction with the statutes and organizational prin-
ciples of the Fourth International.

The statutes of the Fourth International state the fol-
lowing:

Article 31: "National sections exercise jurisdiction within
their own countries. . . . National sections exercise dis-
ciplinary powers over their own members."

Article 15: "In no case has it [the IEC] the power to
alter the majority rule of a regularly elected leadership
of a national section." (International Information Bul-
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letin, January 1969, part 1, pp. 11, 8)

Not even the IEC has the right to do what the IT ar-
rogates to itself!

The IT argument is also in contradiction with the IMT
Political Resolution adopted by the 1974 World Congress,
which the IT says it supports. That resolution. states:
"The task of the center cannot consist of making .authexi-
tative decisions about the tactics of national sections; this
is forbidden by the International's statutes.”

The article by Berta Langston and Bob Langston alse
shows up the falsity of the argument raised by the IT:
"As far as we know, however, to appeal to the [World]
Congress to justify such activities is incorrect. As far
as we know, there is nothing in any document adopted
by the Congress that would confer on a grouping within
a section the authority to carry out any line in the name
of the International; nor is there, as far as we know, any-
thing in any document that prescribes any tactical line
for the United States in carrying out the political line of
the FL." (emphasis in original)

If permitted to continue, the actions of the IT would
result in the total breakdown of the authority of the units
of the SWP. Democratic centralism would be thrown over-
board.

The IT Violates SWP Discipline in Work With Groups
Outside the SWP

The internal documents of the IT show that it is the
policy of the IT to carry out its own independent politi-
cal work with outside groups behind the back of the SWP.
This is a very serious violation of SWP discipline; all
work with outside political groups, especially work in-
volving opponent groups must be carried out under the
close .and direct supervision of the SWP. Full informa-
tion on all such activities must be provided to the SWP
units responsible for such work.

The Control Commission has concrete evidence of IT
violations of SWP discipline in this area. This includes
not only instances of unauthorized political work with
outside political groups, but also instances of IT work
with such groups in direct violation of decisions against
such activity by local SWP units. We append evidence that
shows the following: , ’

® Unauthorized IT intervention in the national com-
ference of the Attica Brigade, a Maoist opponent group.

® Unauthorized IT work with the Puerto Rican So-
cialist Party of New York.

® Unauthorized work in the Stalinist-dominated Emer-
gency Committee to Defend Democracy in Chile. in San
Jose, California.

® Unauthorized work with the Revolutionary Marx-
ist Collective in San Francisco and Oakland-Berkeley.
This includes unauthorized participation in a closed study
circle of the RMC by a member of the IT.

® Unauthorized work with various opponent groups
in Minneapolis. .

® Unauthorized work with various opponent groups
in Madison, Wisconsin.

® Unauthorized work with the Baltimore Marxist Group
and Chile Resistance Committee.

Attendagnce at IT National Convention by a Non-
Member of Either the SWP or YSA ;
We append a report showing that a person from the



Washington, D. C., area who is not a member of either
the SWP or the YSA or of any section or sympathizing
organization of the Fourth International attended the na-
tional convention of the IT. This was in complete viola-
tion of the organizational norms of functioning by party
members. This person was present during discussion on
how the IT planned to intervene in the SWP and YSA!
Furthermore, the Washington, D. C., branch of the SWP
has never at any time decided to give internal SWP bul-
letins to this person, or even to inform him about the
internal debate in the world Trotskyist movement. Nor
has it ever been proposed in the branch to do so. Yet
he was made familiar with the internal discussion in the
SWP and the Fourth International.

This person was also made familiar with the secret
documents of the IT. In them he could read various state-
ments attacking the SWP such as those in the Williams
document that the SWP is "deadly sick" and that its cadre
"are politically incapable of either understanding or put-
ting into practice a revolutionary line." He could read
in the Carapace, et al. document a description of the SWP
and YSA as the "the SWP sect and its bastard offspring."
A perusal of the IT internal documents will show many
other similar statements.

The IT Is a Rival Party to the SWP

The documents of the IT provide overwhelming proof
that the IT is a separate party organization operating
both within the SWP and outside the SWP. It has its own
highly organized and centralized independent party struc-
ture functioning on all levels. It has its own party dis-
cipline that supersedes SWP discipline. It determines its
own areas of external activity, independent of and in
violation of SWP decisions concerning external work. Ex-
cept for payment of dues (not financial sustainers), it
violates every criterion of membership in the SWP, as
defined in the constitution and organizational principles
of the party. '

In their resignation document, Berta Langston and Bob
Langston stated that the logic of the IT line was "pre-
cisely to build a rival organization to the SWP." The docu-
ments of the IT clearly show that this logic has been
carried out to its conclusion.

The IT party writes off the SWP. Berta Langston and
Bob Langston quoted from the Hank Williams (Bill Mas-
sey) document giving the IT estimate of the SWP. The
SWP is described as having a "pefty bourgeois methodol-
ogy" and "the methodology of a right wing opportunist
sect.” The SWP is judged "deadly sick,” and it is conclud-
ed as "an objective fact that the cadre of this party are
palitically incapable of either understanding or putting
into practiee a revolutionary line.” ,

The above statements of the IT are not those of a group
that is loyal to the Socialist Workers Party, and that
sees the SWP as'the nueleus of the mass revolutionary
Marxist party -that must be built. They:-are not the state-
ments of a loyal minority that has cenfidence in the cadre
of the party and that seeks to- convince the majority
through force of argument, and that pitches in to help
build the party while retaining dissident views.

The 1965 SWP resolution pointed out that party loyalty
is at the very foundation of membership:

"To begin with, loyalty is far more than an abstract
idea; it is a standard of. political conduct. The party's

11

whole democratic-centralist structure is founded on the
rock of organizational loyalty. Without loyal members
the party, as a voluntary organization, would have no
basis upon which to maintain the necessary discipline
in carrying out its revolutionary tasks. Disloyal people
don't believe in the party, they won't pitch in selflessly
to help build it, and they will resist and evade discipline.
That is why the organizational resolution adopted at
the SWP's founding convention specified that unconditional
loyalty to the party is required of every member" (page
10).

Far from seeing the SWP as the nucleus of the mass
revolutionary Marxist party in the United States, the IT
assigns that role solely to itself. As Berta Langston and
Bob Langston explained, the IT sees itself as "an or-
ganized grouping essentially independent of the SWP and
linked to the FI as the nucleus of its 'future’ and 'true’
section in the United States.” The Williams document, as
amended by Estreugal-Rahdnik also states that the IT is
the "nucleus of the future section of the Fourth Interna-
tional in the United States." The IT newsletter report on
the IT national convention states that "the section of the
Rahdnik-Estreugal amendments on the nature of the SWP
were passed as the beginnings of a discussion within the
IMT."

Berta Langston and Bob Langston said that "the logic
of the ITPC's position is that the IT, defining itself as the
nucleus of a section in the U.S., would begin to combine
the exercise of political leadership of groupings outside
the SWP and YSA with an entry tactic inside the SWP
and YSA."

The IT convention decided that its members in the SWP
should retain nominal membership for the moment. The
IT documents make it clear that this is a tactical decision,
and that the IT is prepared to split formally whenever
it sees fit. There is evidently a dispute over this tactic,
with several IT members urging an immediate open
split. The IT newsletter report on the IT convention states
that "the objective reality of our existence within the
SWP/YSA conflicts in some cases with our subjective de-
sires." The Alexander position, as reported in the IT news-
letter, calls for the speedy withdrawal of the IT from the
SWP and the formation of an open organization. It is ex-
pressed in the "restricted” document, entitled "Unless We
Believe the SWP To Be Reformable...." The Rico docu-
ment (appended), written in April, calls for "preparation
for a sovereign body in the next 3-5 months."

The Carapace, et al. document, signed by a section of
the IT leadership, also argues for the quick, open-split
position, prefacing their remarks by saying that "we have
weighed our words carefully.” They state early in their
document that "the transformation of the tendency into a
revolutionary. organization has been correctly recognized
by the SC [Steering Committee] to be the number one
item on the agenda." Later they add, "we must prepare
the rest of the International and the revolutionary move-
ment at large for what is going to happen. . . it must be
clear that we are preparing ourselves and by taking our
first. steps toward acting as if we were an independent
organization we are quite correctly moving across the

" Rubicon."

The documents of the IT show that it has, in fact, cross-
ed the Rubicon. It has consummated a split. It is a sep-
.arate, rival party to the SWP.



PART III

“The Problem of Complicity of Some Leaders of the Fourth
International in the IT Split

The evidence contained. in the internal documents of
the IT establishes the complicity of a section of the elected
leadership of the Fourth International in the decision by
the IT to split from the SWP and form an independent
party. The leadership of the IMT (International Majority
Tendency), which includes elected leaders of the Fourth
International, was fully aware of the evolution of the IT,

had access to its internal discussion documents that had

been kept secret from the SWP, participated in the discus-
sions about IT split policy; yet it never, at any time, in-
formed either the elected leadership of the SWP or any of
the elected leadership bodies of the Fourth International
about the splitting course that was being undertaken by
the IT. Documentary evidence proving this is contained
in the IT newsletter of June 6 and the internal communi-
cation of June 14.

In addition to the IMT Steering Committee, an IMT
international leadership body whose composition has not
been revealed to the Fourth International, these documents
show that there are other elements to the IMT structure.

Below the IMT Steering Committee there is an IMT
Bureau and an Enlarged IMT Bureau. Below this, there
is at least one regional body, the North American Bureau
(NAB). The North American Bureau is not a body of the
Fourth International, but of the IMT. In fact, the existence
of a "North American Bureau” has up until now been kept
secret from the SWP and the International as a whole.
The membership of the IMT Bureau and the Enlarged
IMT Bureau has also been kept secret. )

According to the IT newsletter, the North American Bu-
reau is attended by "comrades from the North American
sections’ (emphasis added). The IT internal communica-
tion of June 14 speaks of the Old Mole as "the paper of
the Canadian section of the IMT" (emphasis added). These
sections are not recognized bodies of the Fourth Inter-
national. We note that in Canada the section of the Fourth
International is. the LSA/LSO, and that in the United
States, where affiliation to the Fourth International is
prohibited by reactionary legislation, the SWP isconsidered
to be the only organized expression of the Trotskyist
movement.

We also note that the internal IT document entitled
"A Reply to Comrade Massey From Los Angeles" speaks
of "the IEC of the IMT."

All of these statements indicate the existence of a secret
parallel international apparatus, different from that of the
recognized and duly elected bodies of the Fourth Inter-
national.

The leadership bodies of this parallel international ap-

paratus conducted discussions about the IT split policy .

prior to the IT convention. The IT newsletter reports that
prior to the IT convention there was a meeting of the NAB,
attended by "comrades from the North American sections”
and also a "representative of the IMT Bureau." Discussion
took place "on perspectives for the building of a section
in the United States” and on the upcoming IT conven-
tion. After this meeting, the same questions were discussed
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in the Enlarged IMT Bureau. Hank Williams (Bill Mas-
sey), who attends meetings of the IEC of the Fourth In-
ternational as a fraternal observer, was present at this
meeting.

The IT newsletter also tells of the existence of a "full
IMT Bureau report on the American situation, the SWP,
and the perspectives of the IT." This report was presented
in its entirety at the IT national conference. The SWP
‘has never seen this report nor been informed of its exis-
tence.

After the IT national convention, another meeting of
the North American Bureau was scheduled. According
to the IT infernal communication of June 14, this meet-
ing has been set for July 15, 16, 17. The communication
gives the tour schedule of a representative from the IMT
Bureau, who will tour the U.S. for the IT prior to the
NAB meeting. It is the same comrade who attended the
June plenum of the SWP National Committee. This com-
rade is a member of the United Secretariat of the Fourth
International.

Thus, the IMT leaders not only participated in discus-
sions with the IT prior to the IT split convention, but
they retain their relations with the IT after the split was
consummated at the IT convention.

Furthermore, we note that this parallel international ap-
paratus attempts to impose discipline on the supporters
of the IMT within the SWP. The IT newsletter says that
at the meeting of the Enlarged IMT Bureau a motion
was passed saying that "members of the SWP and YSA
who support the IMT must join or rejoin (in the case
of 9 comrades who recently resigned) the IT." Not only
does this motion indicate that discipline is imposed, but
it is an instruction to members of the SWP to violate
SWP discipline by accepting non-SWP members of the YSA
as members of the IT. » ‘

Finally, we note the reports in the IT newsletter about
political differences inside the IMT Bureau concerning
the evaluation of the SWP. Whereas the Williams [Massey]
leadership of the IT writes off the SWP, the majority of
the IMT Bureau thinks that the Williams document "in-
correctly viewed the degenerative process of the SWP as
completed." The IMT Bureau requested the IT to cancel
its convention; the request was rejected by the IT. And
still not a word about this was said to the elected leader-
ship bodies of the SWP or of the Fourth International.

The RMG representatives present at the IT convention
expressed agreement with the IT position in this internal
dispute. They called for active collaboration between the IT
and RMG in "the struggle within the IMT to break it of
illusions concerning the SWP."

Further information is required to establish the full
extent of the collaboration of leaders of the Fourth In-
ternational in the split of the IT from the Socialist Work-
ers Party. But since the jurisdiction of this Control Com-
mission is limlted to SWP members, we do not have the
power to investigate this aspect of the case.



Motions Adopted by the Political Commlttee
of the Socialist Workers Party
July 4, 1974 ‘

1. To adopt the Control Commission’s two recommen-
dations: (1) "That the Internationalist Tendency's status
as a separate, rival party be recognized and that the
members of the Internationalist Tendency party be in- |
formed that this status places them outside the constitu-

, tional provisions of membership in the Socialist Work- .
ers Party,” and (2) "That supporters of the IMT political
positions who are not members of the IT party remain
members of the SWP as long as they abide by the consti-
tution of the SWP, the organizational principles of the SWP,
and the democratic centralist norms of the world Trotsky-
ist movement."” :

2. To instruct each branch to reregister its membarship .
by removing from its rolls as of this date all of the 69

known members of the Internationalist Tendency party.

3. To send the attached letter to the 69 known members
of the Internationalist Tendency party.

4. To send the attached letter to all branches and at—
large members.

5. To adopt the draft Political Committee Statement.
6. To immediately make available to the membership

in an internal information bulletin all the relevant material
on the split of the Internationalist Tendency party.
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Statement Adopted by the -Poiiﬁéal Committee
of the Socialist Workers Party, July 4, 1974

The report of the Control Commission of the Socialist
Workers Party (SWP) proves conclusively that the In-
ternationalist Tendency (IT) has organized a split in the
SWP. Systematically prepared in the period beginning
immediately after the last world congress, the split was
consummated at the May 25-27 national convention: of
the_ Internationalist Tendency held in Chicago.

The IT documents previously kept hidden from the SWP
and the Fourth International as a whole were obtained
by the Control Commission within the last two weeks.
The material contained in them is of the gravest con-
cern for the entire world Trotskyist movement, for. it
demonstrates that the leadership of the International Ma-
jority Tendency (IMT), including elected members of the
United Secretariat, was involved in the split operatxon
carried out by the IT.

The secret documents received by the SWP Control Com-
mission show that the IMT leadership had full knowledge
of the months-long engineering of the split in the SWP by

the IT and did not inform the leadership of the SWP or .

the leadership of the Fourth International. Instead, the IMT
leadership allowed the split operation to proceed and helped
to cover it up. This was a victory for the wing of the
IMT that is driving to split the Fourth International.

The prosplit wing of the IMT, which considers the IMT
to be the "real” International, includes the Internationalist
Tendency and the leadership of the Canadian Revolu-
tionary Marxist Group. The May 1973 Barzman letter
named individuals who held a split orientation. This pro-
split wing views the League for Socialist Action/ Ligue
Socialiste Quvriere (the Canadian section), the Argentinian
Partido Socialista de los Trabajadores, the Socialist Work-
ers Party in the United States and undoubtedly other sec-
tions and sympathizing organizations of the Fourth Inter-
national, as "deadly sick," whose cadres "are politically
incapable of either understanding or putting into prac-
tice a revolutionary line." This wing of the IMT has been
pushing for some time for a split inthe International. They
had anticipated that an open split would take place at
the last world congress, and were bitterly disappointed that
this was not the outcome of the congress.

Having been dealt this blow by the majority of the dele-
gates at the world congress, the prosplit forces in the
United States began immediate preparations to split the
SWP. Within a few days after the adjournment of the
congress they opened a three-month secret discussion in
the IT culminating in the IT national convention. Their
object was to blow apart the unity made possible by the
nine-point "Agreement on Measures to Help Maintain the
Unity of the Fourth International” that was adopted by
the congress.

The IMT leadership was not only privy to the secret
discussion opened in the IT on how and when to split
the SWP, it participated in this discussion. The IT re-
port on the national convention of their new party states
that a document adopted by the "IMT Bureau" warned

14

that the course the IT was embarked upon would lead to
a split ‘and the "establishment of the IT as a flimsy group
outside of the SWP." Not a single one of the IMT leaders
took  the course that could have prevented the split in
the SWP. Responsible leaders would have immediately
placed before the elected leadership bodies of the SWP and
of the Fourth -International the information they had of
the split plans: of the IT, and sought the aid of the leader-
ships ‘of the SWP and the Fourth International to prevent
the split.

The entire IMT leadership took the opposite course.
They placed. loyalty to their secret faction above loyalty
to the Fourth International, and thus became captives
of the splitters who proceeded to present the IMT with
an accomplished fact.

- We have warned of the destructive logic of such methods

of functioning before. In 1971, when we discovered the

secret factional political document circulated by a leader
of the United Secretariat within certain selected sections
and groups -in ‘Latin America (the "Domingo" letter), we
asked the United Secretariat to repudiate this method of
functioning. .Unfortunately, the majority members of the
United Secretariat failed to heed our advice. Instead they
deepened the error by asserting that such procedure was
perfectly correct and normal.

At that time we pointed out: "The fact that the majority
of the United Secretariat could consider that the writing
of such a document by one of its members is a perfectly
normal pnvate matter raises a number of questions in
our minds as to the concepts and procedures regulating
the functioning of the body entrusted with the leadership
of the Fourth International between meetings of the In-
ternational Executive Committee.

"1. It signified that any member of the United Secre-
tariat is free to act on his own as a private individual in
handling situations of a grave nature that require mutual
discussion, evaluation and decision. Such a practice re-
duces the United Secretariat to a federation of heads of
commissions, who consider it normal not even to inform
each other at times of important decisions they have made
and processes they have set in motion.

"2. It opens the way to abuses of a most serious nature,
such as operating behind the back of the leaderships of
sections.

"3. It fosters the formation of personal cliques and simi-
lar unhealthy groupings put together in secret by this
or that individual member of the United Secretariat.

"4. If it is considered normal for Comrade Maitan to
operate in such a fashion it must be considered likewise
normal for other members of the United Secretariat to
operate in a similar way. The question follows auto-
matically: Who else in the United Secretariat is sending
out comparable factional letters to his own private mail-
ing list? The position taken by the majority of the United
Secretariat on the question of personal privilege in such
matters places the entire committee under a cloud. A se-



rious blow had been dealt to its authority and to its claim
to be serving as a collective leadership” (July 7, 1971,
"Letter from the Political Committee of the Socialist Work-
ers Party to the United Secretariat," reprinted in Inter-
national Information Bulletin No 4 in 1971 and in In-
ternational Information Bulletin Reprint, Discussion on
Latin America).

This warning went unheeded. In March 1973 it came to
light that six members of the United Secretariat had en-
gaged in private political discussion with the Argentine
PRT on burning questions that were under discussion by
the whole International. They did this behind the back of
the United Secretariat and on the eve of the December
1972 International Executive Committee (IEC) meeting
that had as one key item on its agenda the balance sheet
on our movement in Argentina. These six members of
the United Secretariat kept their real views and actions
secret on this central question in dispute at the IEC meet-
ing where it was discussed. This document was not sub-
mitted to the International Internal Discussion Bulletin
for publication until four months later.

Then, the May 1973 Barzman letter showed that the
IMT leadership as a whole was operating as -a secret
faction. Barzman indicated that the IMT had a Steering
Committee, whose composition was kept secret from the
International. Applicants for membership in the IMT were
required to accept "IMT discipline” and their applications
were voted on by the IMT Steering Committee. These
requisites for membership are among the distinguishing
marks of a faction—in this case a secret, undeclared
faction:

This contrasts sharply with the methods employed by
the Leninist Trotskyist Faction (LTF). The LTF was
openly declared. Its membership, leadership, structure,
and limits of its discipline were all openly stated. All of
the political documents of the LTF have been published
in the regular discussion bulletins of the Fourth Interna-
tional; none have been secret for a secret discussion. The
entire international is aware of the real positions of the
LTF and of differences within the L TF when these occur.

The groups and individuals supporting the LTF have
lived up to the conditions for adherence to the LTF out-
lined in the declaration of the formation of the faction:

"4. Faction discipline does not transcend the discipline
of sections or sympathizing organizations of the Fourth
International.

"5. Members of the faction must conduct themselves in
a completely loyal way in sections of the Fourth Inter-
national or sympathizing organizations, maintaining their
activities and financial obligations in an exemplary way."

The secret IT documents shed new light on the structure,
discipline, and methods of functioning of the IMT secret
faction. It has become more highly structured since the
Barzman letter was written.- We learn that the IMT has
an international "Bureau" and an "Enlarged Bureau." The
composition of these bodies is kept secret from the Interna-
tional. There is a "North American Bureau"— presumably
of the IMT—which is composed of representatives from
the "sections” in North America. The existence of the North
American Bureau has been kept a secret from the Fourth
International as a whole, the SWP, and the Canadian
section of the Fourth International.

We learn that a political discussion has been opened
in the IMT on the political situation in the United States,

and that the IMT Bureau has prepared a document on
this question, a document that also deals with the SWP and
the perspectives of the IT. The existence and content of this
discussion has been kept secret from the SWP and the
Fourth International. Like the discussion held in the IT
preceding its national convention, this discussioninthe IMT
is not an example of the normal circulation of material
within an openly declared faction or tendency, the object of
which is to prepare the documents of the tendency or fac-
tion for submission to the regular bulletins of the official
internal discussion.

The object of this secret discussion is the opposite—
to hide the real views of the various components of the
secret faction from the International as a whole. The
Barzman letter revealed that some leaders of the IMT
considered it to be the arena where the "real" discussion
takes place. The new documents brought to light by the
Control Commission show that this is now an operating
principle of the IMT as a whole, on a national as well
as international scale.

The IMT secret faction is disciplined to such a degree
that it adopted a motion giving various instructions to
the IT, even instructing it to violate SWP organizational
norms and discipline by accepting non-SWP members of
the YSA as members of the IT. It even instructed those
IMT supporters who resigned from the IT over disagree-
ment with the IT's split course, to regoin the splitters.

The Barzman letter consisted of a report to the Inter-
nationalist Tendency of negotiations Barzman was con-
ducting on behalf of the IT concerning the IT applica-
tion to join the IMT. Barzman's report indicated that
one of the conditions for joining the IMT was that those
members of the IT who disagreed with the IMT line on
guerrilla war would have to support the IMT line in
the discussion in the International, as part of accepting
IMT "discipline." The secret IT documents discovered by
the Control Commission demonstrate conclusively that
this was in fact the case.

In "A Reply to Comrade Massey from Los Angeles,” the
Los Angeles grouping within the IT states that it is and
always has been opposed to the IMT line on guerrilla
warfare and to the IMT Bolivian resolution submitted
to the last world congress. Nevertheless, all members of
the IT, under IMT faction discipline, voted for the IMT
Bolivian resolution in the preconvention discussion in
the SWP in preparation for the world congress. Such un-
principled combinationism is not in the tradition of the
SWP and the Fourth International, which demands po-
litical honesty and faithfulness to principles.

The fact that the IMT placed its members under disci-
pline to vote for its resolutions even if they disagreed
with the fundamental line of those resolutions throws
doubt over the validity of the votes cast at the last world
congress. We ask: how many delegates to the world con-
gress voted for the IMT Bolivian resolution, for example,
who were in fact opposed to that resolution? Enough
to reduce the bare 50.7% majority of delegate votes this
resolution received to a minority?

The IMT Bureau apparently approves of the breaches
of SWP discipline organized by the IT. At the recent
plenum of the SWP National Committee, Comrades Massey
and Barzman asserted they would continue their boycott
of SWP finances. They reiterated that the IT would decide
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and carry out its own tactical interventions in public ac-
tivities whenever it decided that the tactics decided demo-
cratically by the SWP branches were inadequate. They
would also, they stated, continue to concentrate on selling
the "press of the International” (in which they include

the Old Mole of the Canadian RMG and the British IMG's -

International magazine) regardless of the decisions of
the SWP to campaign to increase the circulation of the
American Trotskyist press.

A member of the United Secretanat who is also a mem-
ber of the IMT Bureau as the secret IT documents reveal,
was present at the SWP National Committee plenum. He
presented the summary for the IMT after these statements
were made by Massey and Barzman, yet he made no
dissociation from these assertions by Massey and Barzman.

Thus the SWP leadership could only conclude that these .

assertions by Massey and Barzman stand as IMT policy,
By its actions the IMT leadership has contravened its

own Political Resolution which was adopted by the World )

Congress. This resolution states: "The task of the center
cannot consist of making authoritative decisions about the
tactics of national sections; this is forbidden by the Inter-
national's statutes." It is also in violation of the statutes,
which state: "Rather than exercise disciplinary measures
of its own in instances of differences with a national lead-
ership, the International Executive Committee should seek
to rely on persuasion and recommendations. In no case
has it the power to alter the majority rule of a regularly
elected leadership of a national section."

In violation of the statutes and the Political Resolu-
tion adopted by the world congress, the "center" over-
turns the tactical decisions of a sympathizing orgamza-
tion and its branches. »

Further, this "center” is not even one of the duly ‘elected
leadership bodies of the Fourth International. No motion
was adopted by the United Secretariat instructing the
SWP to concentrate on selling the Old Mole and the In-
ternational rather than the American Trotskyist press.
No motion was made in the United Secretariat instructing
the SWP to utilize Imprecor as their primary weapon in
contact work "on the job" rather than the American
Trotskyist press. Because such motions themselves would
have been such a blatant violation of the statutes and such
a gross trampling upon democratic centralism, the "cen-
ter” which gave these secret instructions to the IT had
to be a secret body, presumably the IMT Bureau.

We also note that, at the very time the Bureau of the
United Secretariat was consulting with the national office
of the SWP on organizing the distribution of Inprecor
in the U.S., the IMT "center" went behind the back of the
SWP to organize dlstrlbutlon of Inprecor through the
IT.

Such a conception of "democratic centralism,”
by a secret parallel international center that operates be-
hind the backs of the elected leaderships of sections, that
overturns majority rule and the democratic decisions made
by the sections or sympathizing groups, that seeks to
determine tactical questions even down to what leaflet
will be distributed at a given demonstration, will wreck
the Fourth International if it is not opposed and rooted
out. Under such a conception not a single section or
sympathizing group would be able to function as a
democratic-centralist organization. No self-reliant na-

tional leaderships democratically selected by the ranks
on the basis of their own class-struggle experience could
emerge, capable of building the kind of proletarian com-
bat parties necessary to carry out the historic mission of
the Fourth International.

The IMT leadership has set up a secret apparatus
paralleling the elected official bodies of the Fourth In-
ternational. Parallel to the IEC, there is the IMT Steer-
ing Committee; parallel to the United Secretariat, the IMT
Enlarged Bureau; parallel to the administrative Bureau
of the United Secretariat, the administrative IMT Bureau;
parallel to possible regional bureaus (which, according
to the statutes of the Fourth International, can only be
established by the IEC), there is the IMT North Ameri-
can. Bureau and perhaps several others; parallel to the
sections and sympathizing organizations of the Fourth
International, like the Canadian LSA/LSO and the So-
cialist Workers Party, there are the "sections” of the IMT.

This disciplined secret apparatus places loyalty to it-
self above -loyalty to the Fourth International. It has
usurped the functions and authority of the United Secre-
tariat.” It holds its own "real” secret discussions. In the
case of -the SWP, it seeks to overturn the democratic de-
cisions - of the elected leadership concerning tactical ques-
tions in the United States, to impose its own tactical line
on the SWP, and thereby destroy the SWP's democratic-
centralist character. It does this in violation of the Po-
litical Resolution adopted by the world congress and cofi-
fied in the statutes of the Fourth International. The cadres
of the Fourth International cannot assume that this method
of functioning is restricted to the SWP, but must assume,
as in the case of the "Domingo" letter, that it is being ap-
plied to other sections and sympathizing groups.

Most-important, out of greater loyalty to its own secret
faction than to the Fourth International, the IMT leader-
ship has permitted and helped cover up a split engineered
by its followers in the Socialist Workers Party.

By taking this course of action, the IMT leadership
has broken the nine-point "Agreement on Measures to Help
Maintain the Unity of the Fourth International” adopted

. by the last world congress. This places the unity of the

applied
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Fourth International in the gravest danger.

To -avert the danger to the international arising from the
actions of the IMT, we call for the convocation of a special
world congress of the Fourth International as provided for
in the statutes of the Fourth International. Section IIL
Article (6) of the statutes includes the following provision:
"A special World Congress can be convoked at any time
by the International Executive Committee or by one third
of the national sections.” Section IV, Article (9) includes:
"In the intervals between sessions of the International
Executive Committee, the United Secretariat acts in its
name and with its powers except that it cannot organize
subsecretariats or commissions."

Let the whole International debate the real views of the
various components of the IMT. Publish all the secret
political resolutions and discussion, including the IMT
discussion on the American political situation and the
SWP, and submit them for consideration by the whole
world movement. Only a special world congress can now
isolate the splitters and reverse the disastrous orienta-
tion now being fostered by the prosplit wing of the IMT.

July 4, 1974



Appendix I

Portions of the Internationalist Tendency Newsletter of June 6, 1974

1. FIRST NATIONAL CONFERENCE OF THE INTERNATTONALST ‘TENDENCY
By Alec

The first national confererce of the Internationalist Tendency was held in Chicago
on the Memorial D2y weekend, May 25, 26, 27. The conference had been preceeded by a
discussion period of three monthis which eldcited twelve discussion bulletins containing
thirty four different contributions to the discussion. Discussion around these took
place in every area of the Tendency. Delegates were elected on the basis of five
persons per delegate. There were twenty-four delegates and ten consultative delegates.

Eighty six persons attended the conference, 79 of whom were members of the IT, six
were members of the Revolutionary Marxist Group (Canadian sympathizing group of the
FI), and one member of the International Marxist Group (IMG - British Section of the I-‘I}

The comrzdes attendirg the confercince were mainly young people, with 73% between the
ages of 20 and 29, 19% between the ages of 30 and 39 while 8% were 40 or older. Thirty
three of those attending were members of the SWP, 32 were members of the YSA and 14
were members of both organizations. Wemen made up 31.6% of those attending (25 ITers
and two visitors) while 54 ITers and five visitors were male.

On a geographical basis, comrade:s from 18 different cities in 14 different states
attended. Seven regicnal locals of the YSA attended. The largest contingent.of comrades
was from Chicago (21); this was followad by Houston (12), Washington (9), New York City
(8), Madison (5), Los Ang=les (4), Portl:nd (3); two from each of Philadelphis, Paterson,
New Brunswick, St. Louis, Iowa City, and San Francisco. One person came from the follow-
ing areas: Kaneas City, Milwaukee, Boston, San Jose, and Minneapolis.

Thirty-nine Iiecrs in attendance are active members of trade unions. The largest bdoc
were in railway unions, with a total of 8 conrades (5 in UTU, 2 in BRAC and 1 in Brother-
hood of Railway Carriers); this was followed by ATSCME - 7 comrades; IBEW - 3 comrades;
Bakers Union - 3 comrades; AFT - Z plus one member of the AAUP; 2 each in OPEIU, OCAW and
United Steel Workers of Americes. One person each from United Auto Workers, Teamsters,
Communication Workers, IATSE and the Printers Union IAFL-CIO). Two comrades in attendance
were retired workers, two were full-time IT staff persons, eight were students and seven
were unemployed, the rest being non-unicn workers.

Perspectives Discussion '

The initial discussion was procedural, focusiéng on the adoption of an 1nitia1 agenda,
election of a Presiding Committze, a Nominating Committee for the new IT Steering Commi-
ttee. There was discussion on the merits of a nominating commission with several objec-
tions raised. The proposal for an eight-member nominating commission (2 from each of
North-South-East and West voted by the delegates in regional caususes, with Comrade
Mitchell chairing without vote), was adopted with two comrades voting against it.

Following the procedural discussion Comrdae Hzank Williams gave a report on the most
recent session of the Enlarged IMT Bureau and on the meeting of the NAB which preceeded
the IMT Bureau meeting. At the NAB the comrades from the North American Sections disa-
greed very firmly with the representative of the IMT Burcau on perspectives for the
building of a section in the United States. The request to cancel the IT conference
was rejected and it was proposed that any perspectives adopted by the IT conference
and the IMT Buz:2u be tentative so that further discussion within the IMT could take
place.
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At the IMT Enlzarged Bureau meeting 2 motion was passed which noted that the Hank
Williams document perspective was not in conformity with the perspectives of the IMT
and that certain ambiguities of the H.W. document should be rectified; that an immediate
discussion must be opened between the ITiC and the IMT Bureau on the perspectives for
the class struggle in the United States and the initiatives of the IT comrades; that the
IT should recruit people politically to the FI and organizationally to the SWP, and in
the case of groups who supported the FI and the 10th World Congress, that the IMT would
fight for members of these gtoups to be recruited and accepted into the SWP - each and
every one of them without exception; that members of the SWP and YSA who support the
IMT must join or rejoin (in the case of 9 comrades who recently resigned) the IT. One
comrade in the Enlarged Bureau meeting ebstained on this motion, while all the others
including Hank Williams voted for it. Comrade Williams along with three other members
of the Bureau submitted statements indicating that they did not see a contradiction be-
tween the perspectives of the IMT and the IT”. A motion that indicated that there only
seemed to be a contradiction was defeated receiving six votes and two abstentions. Some
comrades in the bureau felt that with a workers upsurge in the U.S. many radicalizing
workers would go into the SWP and that it could grow to the size of 5 or 6 thousand
quickly which would enable a viable IT to reach a thousand of them and draw them to its
ranks. Comrade Williams totally disagreed with this perspective. Comrade Williams
stressed that the IMT would have to make a strong effort to democratize the SWP in order
that the IT be able to carry out its tasks in the SWP and the building of a strong tend-
ency - this was generally agreed to by all of the Bureau comrades. It was also agreed
that the comrades who resigned recently from the Tendency in no way represented a serieus
leadership element, however it was felt that they should be told to rejoin and that
those from the East Coast in particular -ould bring theoretical abilities to the Tendency
The IMI bureau will send a representative shortly to meet with comrades in the main
centers of the Tendency.

Following lunch, discussion was open onthe adoption of a perspectives resolution.
Four proposals were put forward: the general line of

1. '"Which Way Forward." drafted by Hank Williams. Vincent was the reporter for this
position, calling for the vote to be based on his oral report, which took into account
the IMT Enlarged Bureau recommendations.

2. A series of amendments to the H.W. document by Estreugel and Rahdnick; the repor-
ter was Comrade Nora. These differed from the original in three major ways: (1) they
contained a much more lengthy analysis of the SWP, (2) they qualitatively differentiated
between the SWP and YSA as areas of work de-emphasising the former, (3) they stressed
contact work on as yet independent elements.

3. A counter-resolution "Unless we Believe the SWP to be Reformable..." introduced
at the conference by Alexander. It stressed the irreconcilable differences between
the IT and the LIF. It called for a conference within six months to decide whether
to remain in the SWP and YSA and emphasized the need for a stronger Leninist organi-
zation of the IT constituted as a faction within the SWP. The counter-resolution also
said the IT should look with benevolence upon supporters of the FI outside the SWP
and YSA pulling together into a national organization with its own press.

4, A proposal by Thor Ladislaw which reflected the views put forward in the document
of Tom K. which was felt by the outgoing Steering Committee to constitute a counter
resolution. Later Comrade Thor changed this and along withComrade Archie Shepp proposed
that the three other positions be rejected and that the incoming PC draft a new document.
They questioned the sincerity of the H.W. document stress on recruitment work inside
the SWP and YSA.

Discussion was concluded on the perspectives discussion. Following the summaries of
the four reporters, time was granted for translation of the full IMT Bureau report on
the American situation, the SWP, and the perspectives of the IT as put forward in the
H.W. reeolution.

The report which had previously been given by the Bureau representative to the NAB
meeting, argued that the H.W. document posed problems, in that it incorrectly viewed
the degenerative process of the CWP as completed and in that context seemed to set in



motion a series of events leading to the expulsion of the IT and the establishment of the
IT as a flimsy group outside of' the SWP, It called for a hard political fight inside

the SWP and proposed rejection of the H.W. document, cancellation of the conference and
the opening of a discussion within the IMT.

The final votes on the perspectives discussion were:

1. On the motion from Archie Shepp and Thor L.: 3 for, 20 against, O abstentions, 1
not votlng.

2. Alexander's counter-resolutlon 2 for, 21 against, 1 abstention, 0 not voting.

Consultative: 0 for, 10 against, O abstaining, O not voting.
3. Amendments by Estreugal and Rahdnik: 8 for, 15 against, 1 abstention, O not voting.
Consultative: 2 for, 7 against, 1 abstention, 0 not voting,

4. Ganeral Line of Vincent's oral report for the PC proposal: 18 for, 6 against,
0 abstaining, O not voting. Consultative: 9 for, 1 against, O hbstaining, O not
voting., -

Comrade Alexander made a four p01nt motlon in regard to the IMT Bureau statement which
had been read by Vincent:
1. Stating agreement with the NAB in rejecting the position of the IMT Bureau,
2. Rejection of the motion of the Enlarged IMT Bureau.
3. Accepting the authority of the IMT Enlarged Bureau but pledging to seek to reverse
the decision.
4., The opening of an immediate discussion in the IMT an North America.

The resolution passed 19 for, 4 against, O abstentions, 1 not voting, 1 absent.

The section of the Rahdnick-Estreugal amendments on the nature of the SWP were passed
as the beginnings of a discussion within the IMT and the PC will welcome all contributions
on the subject, but discussions between the IMT and IT on this matter will be a leader-
ship to leadership basis.

RMG Greetings: Other Reports '
The conference then heard a comrade from the RMG who brought greetings to the IT, She

stated that the RMG fully identified with”“our debate and called for active collaboration
between the RMG and IT in 4 areas: 1) the development of a perspectives for North America
(2) the struggle within the IMT to break it of illusions concerning the SWP (3) a joint
exchange of experiences in regard to interventions and party building (through the Old
Mole, pamphlets, etc.} and (4) joint contacts at all levels.

Comrade Cisco then presented the proposed trade union resolution. He emphasized that
crucial confrontations would occur in basic industry and spoke on the reasons for the
delay inthe response of the working class to ruling class initiatives (and of possible
changes in thisregard), on recent ‘strike actioams and demands, and the role of caususes.
He stressed the importance of the public employees unions in the general trade union
struggle. He noted that the question of the Labor Party while not an immediate question
is useful as a propaganda call. Discussion centered on local experiences with strike
support activity and on the difference between proletarianization and implantation. The
trade union resolution passed unanimously.

Inessa then introduced the Black Report. She rejected the idea that Blacks are a
nation, discussed the concept of Black control of the Black community which she pointed
out was whatever its merits, solely a democratic demand, not involving mny question of
self-determination. She described the special oppression of Blacks as racial-cultural
and as part of the lower layers of the working class, and stated that they would play
a vanguard role in the revolution. She discussed the concept of action committees which
would aid in extending the organization of Blacks as a part of the working class struggle
against oppression. She listed priorities in regard to recruitment of Black YSA'ers,
intervention into the YSA and YSA-sponsored meeting:,

Errol presented the position of the document "The National Question: Setting the Record
Straight'. He stressed that there should be no support whatever to nationalism, Black
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or otherwise (although he felt that this was not a point in dispute). He stated sectoral
movements would increase and that the working class must support all struggles against
oppressiorn.. He considered support to preferential hiring and advancement to be a
decisive question, and stated that "Jobs for All" was ronningless in this regard. The
position of Black Control of the Black Community is inferior to the call for Community
Control of the Ghettos. He argued that Blacks have the potential to become a nation.

He stated that it is incorrect to only support working class parties saying that he
called for critical support to LaRaza Unida Partyes and other such formations.

Ophelia presented an amendment to the Black struggle aection of the Hank Williams doc-
ument as a counter to both Black resolutionc. She argued that Trotsky was right in 1939
and stated we should no: rule out the possibility of the development of a Black nation,
She added that Mexico should be includead in any discussion of North American perspectives.

There was @ vigorous discussion in which Comrade Carlos argued that Blacks are a
people/class in the sense of A, Leon's analysis of the Jews. A motion by Comrade Kirk

to take no vote on any of the Black resolutions failed.

The votes of the delegates on the Black Struggle resolutions were as follows‘

1. On the motion of Ophelia: 1 for, 19 against, 2 abstentions, 1 no vote, 1 absent.
2. On the motion from Errol (for "Setting the Record Straight) 5 for, 12 against,
6 abstentions, 0 not voting, 1 absent.
3. On motion of Inessa (in favor memorandum by Vincent): 15 for 3 against, 5 absten-
tions, O not voting, 1 absent.

Vietnam : ~

Next followed the discussion on Vietnam. Vincent spoke first in favor of the Palomar
Position. He stated that the tendency could not surviwe in the American left without
a clear understanding of where it stood onthe Vietnamese revolution. The inserest in
methodology does not reflect a sectarian inward deviation, but the necessary foundation
to build a firm cadre with an objective view of the SWP's theoretical heritage. He
said the NLF was a proletarian force intent on establishing a workers state over the whole
country and that dual power presently existed. The characterization of the Algerian
Ben Bella regime as az workers and farmers govecnment had been a mistake. Because the
VCP had no subjective safeguards against becoming enmeshed in the process of bureaucrat-
ization, its leadership would have to be replaced. He emphasized the importance of
1nternational solidarity.

Elvis then reported on the counter-proposal from the Los Angeles comrades. He argued
that it is a mistake to take theoretical and methodological positions on Vietnam now.

He attacked certain concepts of the Palomar resolution, especially the idea that the
Accords were a partial victory and that dual power exists now in the South., He saw Viet-
nam as a stalemate. He criticized the idea that a military victory by the NLF would
automatically create a workers' state, pdainting to Austria from 1945-55.

Carapace then introduced a counter-proposal - an amended form of the original Carapage
7-point Statement sponcored by both Carapace and Alec (who withdrew his original amend-
ments to Palomar in favor of the revised Carapace document). He read the amendments,
which eliminated a number of vague or misleading statements, according to Carapace. He
labeled the VCP a revolutionary empiricist organization; it is a revolutionary party
which jeopardized its very existence by breaking with the USSR.

There followed considerable discussion at the end of which a motion made by L.A.
delegates to not vote on any position failed by 7 for, 16 against, and 1 absent.

The votes on the reports were:

1. The revdésed Carapace document: 3 for, 15 against, 2 abstentions, 4 not voting.
Consultative: 0 for, 9 against, 0 abstentions, 1 not voting.

2. Comrades from L.A. then withdrew their alternative position and introduced a four-
point statement on Vietnam instead:
1. Stressing the need for International solidarity.
2. Calling for 'Victory to the NLF" as a slogan.
3. Noting the necessity to criticize the shortcomings of the VCP.
4. Calling for continued discussion on Stalinism dntil the next conference.
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13 for, 11 against, 0 abstpining, O not voting
Consultative: &4 for, 2 against, 4 abstaining, O not voting.

3. The Palomar Resolution: 11 for, 10 against, 1 abstaining, and 2 not voting (initial
vote) A revote was taken when Comrade Thor Ladislaw asked to change his "not
voting" position to a bote against. The final vote on the Palomar resolution was:

11 for, 11 against, 1 abstdining, 1 not voting.
Consultative: 6 for, 2 against, 4 aBstaining, O not voting.

4. The Amended Palomar Resolution: 9 for, 12 against, 3 abstaining, O not voting.

Consultative: 4 for, 5 against, 1 abstaingin, O not voting.

¥SA - Organization - Electjons

Mike Patrick then gave a report on Work in the YSA. He stressed the need to work in
regional locals first. The regional centers will draw in many of the regional comrades
during the summer months thereby requiring stress on work in all the regional centers.
There is need for a YSA profile; each area chould provide empirical data for this. We
plan regional tours, with a focus on new areas. The reporter proposed a special YSA
commission, to aid the Tendency's intervention into the YSA. The general line of this
report was accepted unanimously.

Hank Williams then gave the organizational report. He noted that the IT had been
heterogeneous at birth in Toronto, some dififerences had been overcome and others further
clarified. We need a major orientation to the YSA; we must fight to have the IMT push
the democratization of the SWP, we are against any split in the SWP and must fight the
LTF on this question. We will have another conference in February. We hope to have
Tours t*y IMT representatives. The newsletter will become biweekly going to the entire
tendency while a PC mailing will go to the steering committee on a weekly basis. The
Steering Committee will meet four times a year with the next meeting projected for the
time of the YSA conf¥ention. It is necessary that the PC stop acting as a consensus lea-
dership and function as a real politicalleadership eliminating ambiguities and vacilla-
tions. We must escape from our regionalist conceptions and the IT must stop the tendency
toward being an assortment of pressure groups. A heavy stress must be put on basic Lenin
ist-Trotskyist education.

Estreugal introduced the idea of a commuter PC. While both the supporters of the
"commuter PC'" and the outgoing PC recognized the shorcomings of the old PC as represen-
tative of the breadth of the Tendency, the commuter supporters argued for a PC in which
all the residents would not have to live in Chicago. Rather the Chicago PC members
would become a resident bureau for all day to day and emergency decisions, and full PC
meetings would occur monthly to decide all important non-emergency decisions.

Others called for fighting the problems through more frequent Steering Committee
meetings and 'enlarged PC' meetings. They criticized the Estreugal position as a step
backward toward less political centralization as costly and unworkable. A straw poll
on the question of a commuter PC revealed that among the delegates 10 favored it,

13 oppossed it, and 1 abstained.
The general line of the organizational report was accepted unanimously.
The oepn session of the conference ended with the singing of the International.

In closed session the delegates heard the report of the nominating committee,
Discussion was opened and motivatinas and demotivations were made. A steering committee
of 19 was elected, however one comrade who was elected felt it necessary to resign. An
empty slot was left vacant so that the Steering Committee is of 18 with one empty slot
and 10 alternate members.

Steering Committee Plenum,
The question of a commuter PC was debated again. The vote by the Steering Committee

was: 7 for, 11 against, 1 absent. One '"consultative' vote was added to the against votes.
Mike Patrick made a motion for a nine member PC which passed with a unanimous vote,
The PC will consist of the six PC members now resident in Chicago plus 3 other members

of the Steering Committee not resident in Chicago at this time. The PC with the approval
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of the Steering Committee will recommend the three addifional members who will move
to the center in Chicago.

A Review

The IT conference indicated that the Tendency still has many problems to overcome:
discussion is not closed on some issues. The Center must be strengthened and regional
attitudes overcome. The objective reality of our existence within the SWP/YSA conflicts
in some cases with our subjective desires. The period between today and the February
IT conferencg will be a difficult one in many ways. Any weaknesses and difficulties,
however, must be assessed in the light of our gains and advances. The IT has
developed considerably from its origins; from a loose confederation of local tendencies
only tenuously oriented toward the FI, it has become a component part of the International
Majority Tendency. We have not surrendered nor have we become cowed by the bureaucratic
methods of the SWP/YSA leadership and we have extended considerably our freedom of
criticism and action within these organizations.

Most importantly by our conference we demonstrated in practice our political and org-
anizational alternative to the LIF. The IT conference was marked by free open and
thorough discussion in which differing currents were viewed not as heresies to be
stamped out, but as mirroring differing perceptions of the class struggle. Debate was
not a tiresome pvclude to annihilating opposition, but a healthy normal manner in which to
hemmer out a cori2ct line. IT comrades for the first time were able to project, plan,
ana put into operation our policies and our structures. The result was that even the
vigorou- debate which marked the conference produced not despair over differences but
enthusiasm and determination.
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Appendix II

From IT Bulletin 1V

A REPLY TO COMRADT MASSEY FPOM 1OS AUGELES 4/23/74

We do not wish to contidue the exchange with comrade Massey on the level of a
quarrel over organizational inecidents, Ue are. satisfied that in the case of the
letter to the IMT, the error was inadvertzat, and w72 coadider the matter closed.

Hovever, on the ma“te- of minority rapresentation, comrade Massey's letter
raises a number of larger questions that need clarification. We belicve it is
important that the ground rules for o healthy intevnal life be established right from
the beginning, In addition, comrade Masrey appears to misunderstand the status of
our political differences with the center, and we will tiy to clear this up first.

The assertion tha% ''the June 10th Tendency joined thz IT on the beasis of the
platform of the IMT..." is not quite accurcte. The statement by the June 10 group
announcing our fusion with the IT explicitly quslified our adherance to the platform
of the IMT and the IT resolution by reaffirming the views expressed in the Position
Paper of June 10th znd the document on Nationalism. Comrade lMassey neglected to
mention this in his letter, juct as he did in the report on the fusion,

e did this precisely so that there would .be no misunderstanding as to vhere we
stand. Now, vhen a group of comrades, comprising a significant fraction of the tend-
ency, announce that they stand on documents spelling out their special views, then,
to our way of th'l=%ing, you have a clearly defined minority.

Then comrade Massey suggests that even 1f there had been a political basis
for the June 10th group at the time of the fusion, this is no longer the case, be-
cause our views on Latin Anerica have now bean adopted by the majority and are ''reflec<
ted in the resolutions adopted at the 10th World Congress."” Apart from the fact that
this would have no bearinz on the selection of deiegates prior to the congress, we can
only say that if this were true, we vwould be delightcd to forego all claims to
representation., But is it rcally true?

Our vicws on the role of guerilla warfsre in Latin Ameriza were expressed quite

clearly in the June 10th Position Paper (although gucrdedly, because it was introduced
into the debate with the LT¥). 1In essence we called for a rajection of the guerillaist
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strateay implied in the 9th World Congress resolution on Latin Amer’c, (and explicitly
repeated in the resolution oz Bolivia of December 2, 1972}, and for a return to the Leni-
nist line on the road to power, i.e., popular revolutirn of all the exploited and op-
pressed closses led by the urban proletariat., Ue wrote, "...it is of the utmoct importance
thaat the resolution which w21l guide the work of our Latin Ar.-ican comrades =7 % unam-
biguously In tie directinn in the directicn of ma:zs woxrk ond away from gu-LL“.a warfare

2t this tine." We aze mot aware thet this is now the cf~1c131 position of the I‘, If

it is, it chould bta duly r~zcrded &l raported. Ae far as e’ "tv7°, the position of the
IT. is on2 of un2ritiesl cudport to the TIC,

Eas the 'I'TT itc-if eiin’nzted the baecis for this controversy by gelf-coirection?
Ar the timz of the Juaxe 10th d sulent, w2 were enccurased by vhot apreared to b2 movemert
in tihe vight dircetion, Ilowever, it must be said blurtly now, that the corrections
have besn empirical,cupezfisiel, equivocal, coatradicrory, and evrtramely Ir- l2quate.
The o7 4s thot aftes Iadicrantly édenying that it cover supported a guerillzist
gurateny, the I00 of tha T appreved a resolution ox Holivia which postulated that the
's:;:if!c f0'w o7 amaxd sizuggle for an ontir2 pex’Zod eould only be nuerilla war", and

thils of a "eontinsmtal dimea ,‘on.f Tuirthermore, this —esolution was singled out
asione Jf the plan™s in thc platiomrm of the IMT,

the IT is caterorically osnocad to this iing, u* this

noztisn ko the co“"“ c5. Toc plain font ie “thet the resolu-

th 1.C. was fundanentally uyrour e the aues ion of gucrilla

' iee waz rilghe abant it), and contributad t~ the disorisntation

of_a number of Tatin /~aricon soctions, yet the leadership refuses &5 racognize this

and lirits ite self-criticism to euphamictic phrases, '"eliptical formations, one-
sidedness' etec., vwhila rene at11" th2 very samz error. "2 assune that this is partly

due to resasous ofaface saving vis a vis the LIT, a»d nartly anattempt to satisfy averyone,
including thza z:thor of the Bolivian rzsolutior.. But th2se considerations count for not-

hing compared totiz urgent need for a Zfundamental readucation and reorientation of oux
cadres, and this can only be done by zn honest, Zorthright recognition of the full extent

of th2 errors of the Cth ''C and the reaffirmation of the Leninist stratzgy for tha secia-
list revolution in undzrdevealop~d countries. If the majority of the IT is rzady to

join- us iu our .effort to bring this about, then the major issue szparating out the

Junz 15th group will vanish,

A ginnificant s2ctsa o
f2und no zeflectica ia Lhe de
tizn on Latin Auerzieco a2 the

3

w:*lrn

ifave, (no poster wiyh ol

Or the ques t‘on of national and women's movenents, the ¢iffa~a~ces arz not as well
fined. 7I2 h 2 put forwrard a clear cut »osition in our document on nationalism; no
prort whatsoever to nationalism, full sunport to all movements against national oppres=-
sion, Althoush we did not cubnit a documant on women, we indicated that the sane basic
t7o cided policy applied. Tle fran!:ly saw-this document not only as an attacl on the
SUP's petty-bourgeois nationalism, but as a criticirm of the IT resolution vhich we
believad was at the very least ambiguous on the subject of support to nationeal
and vomen's movaments. '

The IT resolution was, we thinkk, defective orn this score, primarily by omnission...
but not by ovarsisht, sincz none of our anendments aired at clarigying this question
vere accoeted, it ig in order to determine hor much agreement or disagreemeat there
is on this question that we havz irtroduced our document on nationalism for adoption
at the-upconing conference.

There roncin tro questions concerning ground rules referved to above. If we
understand comrad: ilacsey correctly, he advances tvo morz arguments for f2iling to
provid2 the June 19th group reprecentation; One, that vwe did not declare ourselves
an off{icizal tendenéy, and did not demand our legal rights, and second, that our
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dikferences were not of a "principled character,"

|

Regarding the first, we find it hard to believe that comrade iassey really insistg
that every loose, temporary gro*piug that develops around a particular question
immediately crystallize into an jorganized tendency, (vhich after all, is the same
as.a faction), before he will udknowledge that its views should be represented. There
has been no attempt to set up an organized group or even to maintain regular contact
between L.,A. and Bay Area comrades who comprised the June 10th grouping. Ve prefer it
that way, and would not 14ke to be forced into organizing a formal tendency in order to
gain recognition,

The comrades from Los Angeles did not want to push for a delegate when only two
were to be selected, and the F$ proposed comrades Massey and Vincent. Comrade Massey
was informed, in Chicago of our desire for representation. If we knevw that a third mem
bet rof the IT would be admitted, we wculd have certainly proposed a representative of
the June 10th group. We were not concerned about a vote at the congress, but with
voice in the IiT deliberations, If comrade Mitten did not speak at these meetings
we :assume it was because he did not find it necessary to do so since he had no special
or dissident views to put forward. Obviously, a representative of June 10th would
have spoken.

Howerer, -In our opinion, it is the re-ponsibility of leadership not merely to
allow, but to insist that in 211l gatherings wherc disputed issues are to be considered,
minority viewpoints receive reasonable representation. We further believe that these
political econsiderations take precedence over questions of "rewards or penalties'' or
of the personal merits of individual comrades, praiseworthy though they may be.

Nor can we agree that the principle of rcpresentation applies only to 'principled
questions," Actually, Comrade Massey unwittingly calls into question any minoirty rights
at all. On the one hand, he says that if the differences are "principled”, ''this raises
the question as to the (principled) character of the fusion", or to put it more directly
there shouldn't have been any fusion. The inescapable conclusion is that there is no
room for minorities, or at least minority representation in the IT. We do not think
that comrade Massey has followed through the logic of his arguments.

In fact, the movement has experienced perfectly legitimate tendencies, factional
struggles and splits over questions of strategy and even tactics (entryism, etc.). It
is -true that a tendency (or a gaction) is generally more homogeneous than a party. Indeed
if the tendencies, in the international were divided solely over the question of the
role of guerilla warfare in the Latin American revolution, we would not be in the IT.
Ve would have to form a separate tendency. But we all know that far more is»involved.
We believe that in spite of some serious errors pertaining to guerilla warfare, the IfT
(and IT) represent suthentic Trotskyism, while the LTF is a genuine petty-bourgeois right
wiag.

Furthermore, because of the SWP leaderships dead-end factionalism and monolithic
proclivities, the strugzle has resulted in a division into two hostile camps with the
permanent threat of split, Ve are therefore not dealing with temporary tendencies around
particular issues, but with two rival international organizations that are embryonic
parties, somewhat similar to the reclationship between the Bolsheviks and Mensheviks
in’the RSDLP, Under these circumstances the IMT (IT) must of necessity take on a broader
character, and will fnevitably include tendencies and groupings within it, and they are
not likely to be based on issues of fundamental principle,
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{le have been indoctrinated in the '"lessons" of the history of faction fights

nd splits in the SUP, The chief "lesson" is that any serious opposition to the
official line nust result in political varfare, a power fisht and a split. This, indeed,
is the tradition of the SYP, but not of Lenin's party. Trotsky described the internal
1ife of the Bolshevik faction (and then party) as a 'seething idemocracy" ,in vhich the
struagle of tendencies and factions were the rule. Yet the BBlsheviks suffered far less
splits than the SYP, because the struggles wexre conducted in a spirit of mutual respect,
honesty, and loyalty, not one of monolithic, rigidity, in vhich every opposition is seen
as a deadly enemy and a "challenge to the leadership’ to be shot dowm.

{le believe that < unity of the IT rests oa solid programmatic foundations, even
though it 1s not entirely homogeneous, With a new and healthy atmosphere the debate over
differences can lead to political maturation and stronger unity,

Passed by the Los Angeles IT, 7 for, 1 against, 1 absent.
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Appendix III -
Resignation from the IT by Beyta Langéton and Bob Langston

Comrades of the InternationalisL Tendency: 223 aid P-4 hamacton, Catskill, New York

With this letter to you, vhich we 2re requesting the ITPC to circulate in the bul-
letin or newsletter, we are ennouncing our resignation from the I.T. This is a
step we have takeu only very reluctartly; it is, however, zn uncvoidable one. For
it has become clecar to us that we have a difference cf such fundamental character
with the ITPC as to make further principled collabor-tion within a tendency im-
possible. This difference concerns not one tactical queadtion cr anothter, nor evenm
a specific programmzatic point, that might be resolved through discuscion on the
basis of a chared methodology. 1llo, the difference pertains to the very self-defi-
nition of the tendancy znd hence to all the tasks confronting it. This difference
is inseparzble, moreover, from a d;fference in political characterization of the
party end the YSA,

The logic of the IT2C document is, in efZzct, to impoce a celf-defirition of the IT
as an organized grouping eectﬁtially indzpendent of the £JP and linked to the FI as
the nucleus of its 'future' or 'true' section in the United States. (pp. 10, 17).
Correlative with this dzfinition, Comrade Williams presentc an implicit but quite
clear characterizztion of the party. It is dominated by a 'petty-bourgeois metho-
dology' which it is now seek{pg to foict on the world movemaut (p.8); it is an "ob-
jective fact thet the cadre ¢f this party ere politically incapitle of ¢ither under-
standing or puttirz in%o practice a revblutioqary line" (p 10) and this e%plains
why the IT do=3s not have morz adnerents; the party cadre "wos recruited and trained
in the methodolozy of a right wing bpportuniat cect." (p.9). The perty is ''deadly
sick." It is clesr that the correct label for such a moribund formation would be
degenerated opportunist sect.

We, on the otlzar hand, regard the IT, with respect to its precent perciectives and
tacks, as an organized tendency within the SW2 and YGA, that i3, as a grouping that
has the goal of chorging fhe line and practice of the party and youth in certain
specifiz ways. It is cn integral part of the Internation:1 Majority Tendency withe-
in the FI. And juct as the IMT has no political existence incdependext of or outside
the FI, o too th2 IT has no political e-vistence ind<pzndent of or outside the or-
ganized precence of the FI in the United States -- the SYP a2nd YSA. All members of
the IT are bound by the discipline cf the party end youth t-cauce they are bound by
the dicscipline of the FI., Thet d"'ﬂtpliwo includes the duty to put forward the
declared politiczl positions of the FI even on those points on which at present the
comrades of the LTF are ursable or urwilling to. That dischl'.n° precludes any organ-
izational political activity outsiZa the S§ii2 or ¥SA in vwhzstevar form that is not
under the supervision of the oprropriate lescing bodies of the IWP and YSA.

Correlatively, we regard the SWP ¢3 what it in fact {s -- the U.S. section of the
Fourth Internetional, which is prevented by reactionary legislation from formally
taking its place in the ranks of the FI. Politically, we cheracterize the SWP as

a revolutionary Marxist organi‘ation ‘marked by significant tendencies towards op-
portunism and sectarianism. Politically, it is the revolutionary Marxist character
of the SWP that binds it to the FI and us to its discipline; it is the existence of
the opportunist and sectarian tendencies that meke necessary an organized tendency to
combat them,

We do not, of course, deny that the party mey in the future degenerste into a finish-
ed opportunist-cectarian formation. We maintain, however, that whether it does or not
depends to come extent on how supporters of the IMT characterize the party and define
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their tasks now. We do not, of course, argue against the building of an unblunted
instrument -- to use Comrade Willi~m1' phrase -- for the proletariat and its vanguard.
We are proposing a course that wouid help sharpen the existing instrument and help as-
sure that if, at some point along the way, a portion of that instrument becomes an ob-
stacle, the remaining part would be sherp enough to cut through that obstacle too.

The path the ITiC is proposing lc2ds in the opposite direction; Comrade Williams' per-
spectives and definition of tasks tend toward the production of two obstacles -- one
a large and well-endowed opportunist sec:; the other a tiny sect condemned to try
and hide under the aura of the accomplishments of revolutionists abroad with whom it
proclaims its political solidarity.

But no one has bezn cble to show, in a wcy consistent with Marxist method, that the
party has already degenerated intr~ an opportunist sect, that quantity has already
been transformed into quality. And all attempts to demonstrate that completed degen-
eration have heretofore terminated in a mass of pseudo-concepts -- 'Pabloism' being
the most usual general one --- that have both reflected and pushed forward the sect-
arianization of the groupings that have taken as their point of departure the battle
against that alledged degensracy. Unfortunately, it secms to us likely that comrades
who adopt the characterization of the party and definition of the IT contained in
Comrade Williams' document -- with its complete lack of concrete analysis -- will soon
begin generating zectarian pseudoconcepts to justify politically the actions that must
logically flow from that characterization and definition., In fact, as we shall see,
that process has already begun -- in the ITPC document.

As evidence for the new <haracteriration of the SWP, Comrade Williams adduces three
complexés of problems which were cdezlt with in the counter political resolution the
IT presented last August: '

a) The SWP's 'petty-bourgeois' methodology, meaning, presumably, that complex
of linked conceptions and orientations related to sectcwialirm, single-issueism, mass
intervention opposed to vanguard intervention, party-building in the abstract, and
empahsis on demccratic slogans opposcd to transitional ones'

b) 1In particular, the party's theoretical and practical adaptations to feminism
and nationalism;

c¢) Also in particular, the party's failure to rally the more advanced elements
on more advanced slogang during the radicalization of the sixties.

With some important reservations -- indicated in a document submitted to the precon-
vention discussion -- w3 generally zgree with the analysis and criticism begun in
that IT political resolution. In particular, we agree with the August document's
treatment of the party's deviations as tendencies, mnot as elements of a completed
degeneration. There is nothing new, conc:rning these points, in Comrade Williams'
documents, not in any document that we have seen produced within the IT, that could
justify the new characterization of the party.

Two new points ave raised as evidence of the party's degeneracy in the ITPC document:
the party's relationship to the process of "recomposition of the left" now underway
and three examples from the trade-union field* Before it could be regarded as such,
the IT would have to propose a concrete plan for intervention, for that plan to be
rejected by the party, and for the grounds of the réjection to be carefully analyzed.
This has not been done nationally; to our knowledge, it has not been done locally.
And the paragraphs of the ITPC document dealing with specific areas of work do not
even begin to outline such ap’~1, Morcover, it should be noted that the party has
not wholly abstained from this recomposition process. Apparently the regroupment
arising from the left-wing split in the Fuerto 'Rican Independence Party has been
substantially influenced by the SWP, We cannot judge. how well or badly this

add- a) It is impermissible to use the party's incufficient intervention in the
mini-regroupment now undevway as evidence of degenerationm.
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iatervention has been carrxied jout; a careful examination ~f it could be an important
contribution of the I.T.

b) In its lack of a senspg of proportion and production of pseudo-concepts in the
form of 'principles', Comrade Williams handling of his three trade-union examples rat-
her clearly shows the danger of the sectarianizatidn of the tendency; it does not at all
show that the pasty has degencrated into an opportunist sect,

"The line of the party, "GQomrzde Williems writes, "is to either make no criticisms
of the leadership of the unioug in struggle, as they did in the Sears strike in the Bay
Area -- where the party tail-ended Walter Johnson, a leader of 'Alioto for Governor,'
who in turn tail-cnded the local labor bureaucrzcy -- or they put forth no independent
class struggge line zs they did with the CLUY conference,.or they cross picket lines as
they did vith the strike of the mzintenance workers." (pp. 8,9).

The crime in the case of the Sears strike, then, was that the party did not criticize
Johnson. With this argument, we are present at the conception -~ if not yet the birth
--of precisely one of those scctariza psevdo-corcepts. A 'principle" is about to leave
the womb: Thou shalt not support = workers' struggle without criticizing the leadership
if that leadership happens to b2 of the trade-union bureaucracy. The necessary next
step is to enunciate the principle: :Thous rhalt seek to incorporatc into every worker's
struggle an immediate, head-on collision with the shole labor bureaucracy.

The need to ectablish thic ‘principle! against the SWP's alledged trade-union ploicy
leads to an at lecst partially faulty analysis of the fears strike itself. From all the
factual information we have been able to gather from the bourgeois and left press, Walter
Johnson was not taili-ending the Bay Area burezucracy as a whole but was virtually at a
point of rupture wita it. And while, %o judge from Comrade AW's report in the tendency
newsletter, there were importcnt elements of tail-endism to Johmson in the party's orien-
tation, the party so far as we can judge from the reportage in The Hilitant was also
rather far out in front of Johuson on the crucial point of projected strike policy -- the
call for the erntire Bay Area labor movcment to-rally in support .of the Sears strikers

and to extend the ' picket lines to Sears. outlets throughout the Bay Area, with those lines
to be composed of workers from other unions. A detailed criticism of the party's inter-
vention is needed. A concrete counterproposal on how to interveme is called for. An
analysis that might show how the party's errors in this or similar cazses are related to
the general pattern of ite opportunist tendencies is needed. A secterian pseudo-princi-
ple, substituted forconcretec analysis, we do not need. That kind of "principle' and the
trade-union policy consistent with it can well be left to the comrades of the Spartacist
League, It may be an aid to their ratiher successful intervention in the present recom-
position of the left; -we do nmot think it will help them win a layer of advanced workers.
We don't think it would help us to solve the concrete problems of com%ining initiatives
in action with outflanking the bureaucracy, while preventing isolation of the mass van-
guard from the workers' movement.

Likewise, the ITPC's treatment of the CLUW orientntion of the party generates a sectarian
'principle': Thou rhalt not, under any circumstances, be Best Builders; thou shalt
alw~ys cccom~-—y ¥y or~=rinational efforts with a definite political line counterposed
to someone else's. We think it ic necessary to raise the question as to whether progra-
matic intervention in CLUW was not essential. And we suspect that the party's failure

to undertake wuch intecvention was  related to the tendency to see CLUW entirely too much
in feminist p~rspective, to approach it with some notion that the mere getting together
of a group of trade-union women contains a spontaneous progressive thrust. But we of the
IT did not present -- nctionally, at leasst -- any proposal explaining specifically what
the party chould have cought to gain from its CLUW intervention and how it should have
gone about it. The tencency newsletter report suggested, at least, that the party should
have made support to the Farm Workers against Teamster union-busting the main axis of
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intervention. But possible out of eagcrnees to demonstrate the party's capitulation to
the bureaucrats vho controlled the conference, the author of the neusletter article fail-
ed to notice a fact that 1is of some significance in judging whether or not a struggle

on the question would have been advisable: the fact that the Farm Workers group at the
conference dominated as it no doubt was by the ICheirez bureaucracy -- was opposed to a
fight on the issue. Would vigorous intervention by the party have found a response in

the Farm Workers' delegation? Would it have helped develop rank-and-file sentiment with-
in the IBT =2gainst the union-busting of the bureaucracy? Viould it have contributed to

the development of consciousness of the advanced women workers present at the conference?
These seem to us relevant questions. But once again, we have been offered a sectarian
pseudo-principle instead of 2 concrete analysis and a plan of action.

In the case of the llew York City 3chool maintenance workers' strike, there was in reality
we think, ca important question of principle involved. .But the ITPC document does not
mention a certain fact that is highly relevant to judging the party's attitude -- the fact
namely, that the leadership of the m~intenance m2n's union publicly deciared that it was
not asking te~chers to observe the picket line. The leadership of the union, in which

we have no implantation, was, in short, declaring its picker line to have an informational
character. Under these circumstances, the party recommended that teccher comrades go

to their schools and discuss the issues of the strike with other teachexs.

We think that was the wronz decision. We think it woulid have been correct for our teach-
er comrades to have utilized the opportunity to solidarize with the maintenance workers
on the lines, to encoursne other teachers to join them, and by precept and example to
help strengthen the instincts of trzde-~union solicarity. This seems to ue particularly
so, since Shrnker of tue teacherz' union more-c3--less invited the teachers to observe
the line by issuing assurances that those who did so would not be penalized.

But it is only by some stop-sign corception of principle--the expressions of which by
comrades of the LT? we have corrcctly opposed -~ and by a loss of all sense of proportion
that Comrade Williams can write in connection with this incident, "A party that can allow
its members to crocs picket lines without any esppreciable outcry is a party that is dead-
ly sick.”" (p.9). The llew York nchool maintenance workers'.strike really was not Hitler's
scizure of power in Germany. '

In short, the ITPC's trade-union axamplea d> not, any more than the other bits of evidence
Comrade Williams adduces without analysis, demonstrate thz: the party hus become a right
opportunist, anti-working class sect. The d~cument's handling of them, however, diverts
attention away from the need for careful analysis, precise criticism, and concrete coun-
terproposal. And it does demonstrate the serious danger of the sectarianization of any
group of comrades who adopts it de their won. .

Against Comrade Williamn' whole con-truction, w2 want to give a few examples, drawn from
the past fiftenn years, which may be helpful in thinking more clearly about the real
character of the party. They suggest, we think, a capacity to make great, timely turns
towards *npad scctors entering into motion, a tendency to adapt opportunistically, to
falsely theorize the sdaptations and to transform the revolutionary-Marxist program into

a "world-view'" to be propagated, and yet an ability at certain cruciel political poirts
an ability to reassert the revolutionary-nnrxist program in practice and to contain or
reverse the opportunist drift.

1) In the late fifties and. early sixties, the party was able to turn towards the
successive ripples and wcves of the Black and student radicalization; in doing this, it
was able to orient towards the most advanced currents (Robert Williems land Black self~
defense; Cuban solidarity). It was able -to understand correctly the Cuban revolution
and to act on that understanding. It was able to break with the "Theological" Marxist
Healey and, together with the majority of the comrades of the International Secretariat,
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.0 reunite the International. - :

2) The adaptation in the antiwar movement was only relative. The party and YSA
were not simply organizational| 'best builders,' putting together a pressure group objective-
ly insupport of the Vietnamese|Revolution aand establishing a milieu in which to propagate
the Marxist world view and recyuit, We varried a line of principle into that movement of
which wve were the best builderd; the struggle for 'withdraw' against 'negotiate' served
in fact to advance the political consciousness of rather broad layers of antiwar acti-
vists. The failure to advance lslogans of open solidarity with the Indochinese Revolution
andto develop the correspoiding organizational forms has to be seen in relation to that
fundamental achievement., And criticism of the party's antiwar policy has to take full
account of the tactical complexity that would have been involved in carrying out both
these tasks.

3) The theory of combined revolution in the United States and the closely associa-
ted beginning of a revision of Marxism on the national question in general constitute the
most serious, explicitly formulated theoretical deviations. Moreover, they stand at the
head of the whole sectoralist drift. But they have their roots in a very peculiar ideo-
logical adaptation. Black nationalism, that bourgeois or petty-bourgeois current to which
the party adapted, was when we first began to champion it, and to a large extent still is
today, rejected, bought and defamed by the entire real bourgeoisie and by almost all the
petty-bourgecosie, white or Black. On the other hand, it informed the action of the most
advanced layers of the Black militants who awere linked to mass struggles. It has been
the consciousness of the closest thing to a new mass vanguard organically linked to the
working class -- and its most oppressed layers at that -- yet to emerge in the United
States. That kind of adaptation, though once it is falsely theorized it encourages oppor-
tunistic trends, does not in i¢self lend credence to the notion that the party is deeply
opportunist, sectarian or anti-working class. Moreover, after drifting quite
far towards a reformist position in calling for Black control of the police, the SWP-YSA
pulled back, corrected, contrary to the opportunist logic.

4) Despite the serious inroads made by feminism in the party's theory and practice,
at a crucial political point, these 1nroads were contained. The party resisted the lo-
gic of advancing the slogan of a women's party. And the grounds the party majority gave
for rejecting the slogan were not of purely tactical order; on the contracy, despite all
its despite all its other failings, the 1971 women's liberation resolution presents a
generally correct, programmatic reason for rejection of the slogan, A sectarian, purely
theological and propagandistic Marxism would easily have found a way to reconcile itself
to the opportunist logic of sectoralism.

5) Likewise, in the case of the gay liberation movement, a sectoralist strategy
would have indicated a plunge. And a purely progagandistic Marxism dished out in con-
junction with a big "best builder" effort would probably have brought not insignificant
recruitment., But the thrust in that direction was halted. And while the majority state-
ments bear marks of compromise and excessive argument from tactical grounds, there was
a current in the national committee, represented in Comrade Nat Weinstein's document
that opposed the orientation towards the gay liberation movement on clearly programmatic
and generally correct grounds, even if Comrade Nat's argumentation was itself overlaid
with sectoralist conceptions.

6) A more recent test isprovided by Watergate and impeachment. The logic of single
issue, sectoralist, best builderism indicated a turn towards an impeachment movement.
Sectarian Marxism would have had no difficulty in reconciling itself to this opportunist
policy; numerious demands in the press to build a labor party now would have fully suffi-
ced, The party did not respond in this way. Instead, it launched a propaganda campaign
centered on the capitalist state's systematic violations of democratic rights. This cam-
paign an opportunist sect with boundlwss appetites would have launched.

In our opinion, what these examples indicates is that the party is -living out the
contradictions between the logic of its adaptations on the one hand, and the revolutionary
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Marxist program on the other. The correct orientation of the tendency would be to insert
itself in this contradiction, to drive forward the resolution of this contradiction on the
side of revolutionary-Marxism. This, we think, is the redlly 'concrete' answer to the
question, Can this leadership be reformed?

It seems evident that the party ic now beginning to make a turn towards struggles waged
at the work pliaces. This turn is belated; it is iperhaps not now being pushed forward
rapidly enough; there is already and there will be in future much to criticize in con-
nection with it. It is also possible that despite what the IT should do or how it might
develop, the party will show itself incapable of carrying through this turn, of moving
towards a serious implantation in the work places and unions; it 1is possible that the
turn will remain largely confined to the pages of the Militant; it is possible that the
fundamental orientation of the party will be tail-endist and economistic, that it will
be incapable of drawing around it and educating the most militant elements of worker's
vanguard. But it is only on the basis of the kind of sectarian pseudo-concepts pointed
to earlier that it would be p~ssible to predict that any of these things are inevitable.
We should not orient on such pruported 'inevitability'; rather, we should seek to encour-
age this turn, to criticize concretely its specific defidiencies; to explain the con-
nection with the party's other theoretical and methodological errors, to develop and pro-
pose alternatives to falce polities.

Corresponding to their false and sectarian method of characterizing the party, the
party, the ITPC projects an orientation for the tendency which, if adopted, would
tend to lead to an organirzational existence of the I.T. independent of the SWP and YSA.
Contrary to their intentions -- they write, "We are not attempting to build a rival party
to the SWP" -- the comrades of the ITPC are projecting a line the logic ofwhich is pre-
cisely to build a rival organization ta the SWP, This can be seen very clearly from three
passages -- and one ctriking absence -- in the document:

a) '"Our (the iIT's) major thrust (within the party) must be carefully drawing
up a line for the party to implement in specific situations,_ and then showing how it-
chould be carried out. More can be shown with actions than words." This will force us to
start thinking in motion rather than in position. Working out a line and putting it into
practice is better than talking about it only." (p. 16, emphasis added);

c¢) Finally, in discussing groups that arise outside the SWP-YSA which indicate

sympathy with the Fourth International and are engaging in organized political activity,
Comrade Williams indicates one of the ways the IT has of 'moving outward:' "We (the IT)
must work with them: (these groups), getting them the political positions of the Fourth
International, telling them what the major campaigns of the International are, and how
the International would carry them out." (p. 11, emphasis added).

-d) The absence is very simply the lack, anywhere in the document, of any specifi-
cation that when we carry out those actions that speak louder thanwords, thee actions should
be carried out under the supervision of the appropriate leading bodies of the SWP and YSA.

The logic here is clear -- the IT would begin to put itself forward as an independent
entity. Likewise, to begin to interpret to groups outside the Party and YSA how we think
the line of the International should be carried out in the United States, is to begin

to play an active leadership role for these groups, it is to begin organizationally to
play that self-assigned role as the nucleus of the true or future section of the FI.

in the United States.,

We have not yet had an opportunity to see the documents adopted by the World Congress in
their final form. As far as we know, however, to appeal to the Congress to justify

such acitvities is incorrect. As far as we know, there is nothing in any document adopted
by the Congress that would confer on a grouping within a section the authority to carry
out any line in the name of the International; nor is there, as far as we know, anything
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. any document that prescrites any tactical line for the United States in carryxng
out the political Iine of the FI.

In short, the logic of the ITPC's position is that the IT, defining‘itself'éS'the nucleus
of a section in the U.S., would begin to combine the exercise of political leadership
of groupings outside the SUP aad YSA with an entry‘tactic inside the SWP and YSA.

The errors of such a course ceem to us clear. It would lead not merely to instances

but to patterns of organizational indiscipliné in regard to the party and YSA. 'This
would tend to intensify the factionalizaticn of the SWP-YSA; it would increase the
difficulty or arguments and proposals based on our'polltical conceptions: being heard,
understood, discussed on their merits, and sdopted. In response, the thrust ‘toward the
IT's sectarianlzation would be strengthened; the criticisms vould become increasingly
alienated from thc objective reality of the party and the proposais would tend to based
increasingly on putting a minus where the party lcadership puts a plus. At the same
time, the trend towards the sectarianization of the Party would be strengthened. -The fact
of genuine organizational indiscipline would provide smmunition to those elements of the "
LTF who are inclined to substitute organizational disputes for political discussion, The
direction of development would be towards the expulsion of the comrades who take this
course in s ch a way that they would be headed towards a sect existence outside, while
all the worst fcatures of the SWP and YSA would be strengthened. It -is hard to see how
the building of the U.S. section of the FI would be served. : SR R

The effects internationally of such a course would be perhaps'even more serious.
It is obvious that such a process would intensify the dangers of a split in the- Inter~
national. It would strengthen the most split-oriented and right-tending elements of
the LTF within their own faction. It wouid inhibit the working out and surfacing of the -
contradictions within the LTF. It would dive towards a split on a world scale under
conditions in which the political differences were not fully clarified, in an atmosphere: -
in which they could not be clarified and in such a way that the ultimate responsibllity
for the splie‘would be obscured. : .

R IR

One of the central political tasks of the FI today is to démonstrate, on a world scale, '
that it is possivle to build an international revolutionary Marxist party, inereasingly’
governed by the norms of democratic centralism, that is able to contain within it even
major political differences that arise episodically as a result of the uneven develop-
ment of the world revolution and the differcnt experiences of revolutionists in different
countries. One of the major accomplishments of the 10 World Congress was 'to establish

the principled basis for a point of equilibrium on which the differences within the:.
International can unfold without threatening its unity. It provides the possibility

of halting that split dynamic that was so evident in the two years preceding the Congress.
One of our major tasks -- perhaps our fundomental task <- to meke that possibility real.
We cannot do that by acting, in any vay whatsoever, as an organlgatxon 1ndependent

of the SWP and YSA. : .

But -- and this is perhaps its most serious defect -- the ITPC document does not aven

raise the question of the international conscquences: of its porjected course --- except.
in connection with the odd suggestion that the reason to oppose a split is so that:there :
will be an opportunity for the SWP to fully reveal it's nature to comrades abxpord.: :

We think a wholly different orientation is indicated. We th#ak the comrades who support
the IMT should define themselves in fact as a tendency. Our main tasks"are;.in cooperat-
ion with other comrades of the IMI, to deepen and develop our understanding of North
American reality, to deveiop and deepen our criticism of the theoretical errots of the
LTF, to develop concrete criticisms of the errors the Party and YSA make:-in specific
interventions, and to develop and present concrete counterproposals when necessary.
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Like all other comrades, we should carry on propaganda, contact and recruitment work.
In doing this work, we should explain and defend the line of the FI, bearing in mind
that on those questions on which the FI has not declared itself by World Congress
resolutions or USec or IEC statements, we are bound by the positions of the SWP

and YSA. That does not mean we have to come forward as vigorous defenders of positions
with which we personally disagree. We will often find that emphasis on the basic pro-
gramatic aspects of Trotskyism, explanation of the activities of Fourth Internationa-
lists around the world, and discussion of FI documents, is a more effective recruiting
method then cfforts to cefend positions we personnaly oppose. But it does mean that

we have to explain thosc positions correctly and coherently and not introduce positions
counter to them. Our basic approach should be -- recrultment to the SWP and YSA on the
basls of the program of the FI. In carrying out this work, we should use the press of
the various sections and sympathizing groups and of the USec, as well as of the SWP and

YSA,

We should in no way challenge or appear to challenge the right of the party and youth
leading bodies to direct all organized interventions and all interventions in other

organizations.

When we meet comrades who regard themselves as sympathizers the FI and who are trying
to establish political action leagues or groups, we should discourage them from that
course. WYe should make every effort to recruit them to the SWP and YSA. We should make
every effort to recruit them to the SWP and YSA. We should remain inindividual contact
with such comrades; we should under nocircumstancec participate in their groups except
after consultation with and approval by the relevant lezding body. We should encourage
those FI sympathizers who arc unwilling to join the SWF and YSA to find specific areas
of worlk, in which they can nevertheless co-operate with party and YSA fractions. Even
when they are refused admission by the party or YSA, we should still encourage them

to find areas of work inwhich cooperation is possible and to apply for membership again
later. Where these comrades have formed groups, we should encourage them ton apply for
membership as individuals, not groups We should not do anything that would place any
barriers to their admission. We want them in really, we want them in; we want every
Fourth Internationalist, who isprepared to abide by the discipline of the FI and party;
in. Our basic conception in this regard should be: encourage all Fourth Internationa-
lists to join the party or youth; discourage every tendency towards the development:
of formations outside the SWP and YSA claiming adherence to the FI.

It seems to us evident that our differences with the ITPC are of such magnitude on a
fundamental question as to make continued collaboration within & tendency impossible.

Why do we not struggle for thispoint of view within the IT, at least until the HMay
conference? Two points are relevant here. First, the position upheld by Comrade
Willieams is not a marginal or peripheral one in the IT; it comes equipped with all

the authority and prestige of the leadership. Secondly, the issue, as we see it, is pre-
cisely whether the IT will begin to assume the character of a political organization

in its own right. Under these circumstances, to continue to struggle within the IT--
with its internal bulletin, a possible tour, election of delegates, a convent.on -- would
be in practice precisely to cooperate in helping make the IT become what we urgently
aope it doesn't. Under ordinary circumstances, this paraphernalia within a tendency
would merely be the means of discussing and hammering out a tendency policy; in this
case, however, given the question in dispute and the sponsors of the position we oppose,
this paraphernalia will, we fear, inevitably begin to appear to many comrades as the
organizational skeleton of -- a new organization.

We are notifying the party leadership of our resignation with the following message
addressed to our branch organizer: '"This is to inform you that we have withdrawn from
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the Internationalist Tendency Caucas. We remain ideological supporters of the Inter-
national Majority's political positions."

We would of course be pleased to discuss informally these questions with any comrades.
We can be reached at R.D., 1, Box 211-A, Catskill, N.Y. 12414

hz2jection of Regignation -- statement by the Political Committe~

The following motion was passed at the Political Committee meeting of 5/4/74:

1. To reject the resignation of Comrades Berta Langston and Bob Langston on the
grounds that it is contradictory to their open support to the International
Majority Tendency.

2. To publish the letter-decument sent in to the internal bulletin of the tendency.
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Statement of the United Secretariat of the Fourth International Regarding the Call for
a Special World Congress of the Fourth International Adopted by the Political Committee

of the Socialist Workers Party on July 4, 1974

[The general line of this statement was adopted by
the United Secretariat majority at the meeting on Sep-
tember 7-8]

* * *

The United Secretariat placed on its agenda the re-
quest of the SWP that a call for a special world congress
of the Fourth International be issued. It has examined
the contents of the statement adopted by the Political
Committee of the Socialist Workers Party on July4, 1974,
which argues the case in favor of such a special congress;
the report of the Control Commission of the Socialist
Workers Party submitted to the PC of the SWP on July
2, 1974; the motions adopted by the PC of the SWP
on July 4,1974; and all matters relevant to these issues
contained in the SWP's Internal Information Bulletin
No. 6 in 1974, which has been widely circulated through-
out the FI by unilateral decision of the SWP; and the
IT statement of July 5 protesting the expulsion and de-
manding immediate reintegration. The United Secretariat
has decided to issue the following statement in regard
to the above-mentioned material.

The United Secretariat of the FI notes that the July 2,
1974, report of the SWP Control Commission contains
the following sentence: "The evidence clearly establishes
the complicity of members of the elected leadership of
the Fourth International in the IT's decision to form a ri-
val party.” (IIB No. 6 in 1974, p. 6). It further notes
that the statement adopted by the SWP Political Com-
mittee on July 4, 1974, contains the following sentence,
"the leadership of the International Majority Tendency
(IMT), including elected members of the United Secre-
tariat, was involved in the split operation carried out
by the IT ... the IMT allowed the split operation to
proceed and helped to cover it up." (IIB No. 6 in 1974,
p..18).

The United Secretariat considers these accusations to
be of the gravest possible nature, for they allege that
a substantial part, if not the majority, of the elected lead-
ership bodies of the FI were party to an alleged split
of the world Trotskyist movement. It rejects these accu-
sations as unfounded, slanderous, and scandalous. It
has decided to transmit the matter of these slanderous ac-
cusations to the International Control Commission and
requests that this body make a full investigation of all
the facts and conditions leading to these accusations and
submit a report to the next International Executive Com-
mittee on the basis of its findings relative to all these
facts and conditions. '

The United Secretariat wants to reiterate what it has

stated many times before on the occasion of various
discussions and disputes within the FI since the reun-
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ification of 1963. It is of the firm conviction that an
international organization can and will be built only
if certain rules are respected by all members, sections,
tendencies, and factions:

"Respect of discipline of national sections, which means
the respect of their statutes, of the right of elected lead-
erships to lead the organization in all public activities,
of the right of minorities to full freedom of discussion
during pre-congress discussion periods or other occa-
sions of discussion decided by the leadership, of the sub-
stantial and not merely formal right of minorities to form
tendencies or factions on declared political platforms, of
the necessity of subordinating the functioning of such for-
mations to the collective needs of party building under
the leadership of the section.

"Respect of the discipline of the International, which
means respect of its statutes, of the duty to apply World
Congress decisions, of the right of the elected leadership
of the FI to lead the organization in all international
public activities, of the right of minorities to full free-
dom of discussion during pre-world congress discussions
or other occasions of discussion decided on by the lead-
ership of the FI, of the substantial and not merely formal
right of international minorities to form international
tendencies or factions on declared political platforms, of
the necessity of subordinating the functioning of such
formations to the collective needs of building the inter-
national under the leadership of its elected bodies.”

Obviously, these common rules of national and inter-
national democratic centralism should also apply to the
SWP, which is prevented by the reactionary Voorhis Act
from being a section of the FI but which operates in full
solidarity with the world Trotskyist movement.

This means that the United Secretariat has not support-
ed and will not support, uphold or defend any act that
violates these rules, whatever formal justification or cover
up may be advanced. We consider these rules to be sub-
stantive and not at all formal” in nature.

We consider that defense and application of the pro-
gram of revolutionary Marxism leading to the victory
of the world socialist revolution — the very reason for the
existence of the FI—is impossible without the building of
an international organization based on the full program
and embodied in living cadres acting along those lines.
We consider that nowhere in the world are there substan-
tial forces outside of the Fourth International that have
shown by historical record any ability or inclination to
fulfill that task better or more effectively than the sec-
tions of the Fourth International (and the SWP in the
United States). We therefore consider that the solution
of the crisis of leadership of the world proletariat can be
realized only through the building of these organizations.
Whatever differences exist today, however substantial they



may be in this or that field, however much a tendency or
faction may believe that a radical change in policy or
leadership in this or that part of the movement is called
for, there is no indication that this basic rule can be
challenged and that the building of revolutionary Marx-
ist parties can be achieved more effectively outside that
established organizational framework.

The basis of the unity of the Fourth International is
exactly this principled political conviction, and not some
tactical or diplomatic consideration. We stand on that
principled conviction. We defend it everywhere. And we
reiterate that without complete: and unquestioned assim-
ilation of that conviction, the unity of the Fourth Inter-
national will be threatened by what we call "organiza-
tional sectarianism” or blind factionalism; that-is, the
tendency of groupings to decide to "go it alone” every
time serious differences arise (as they are apt to arise
in a world movement like the Fourth International, sub-
jected to the pressure of constantly varying relations be-
tween the classes in many countries and in many ways),
the tendency to try to "test out in practice” the ability
of small factions to "build the party” through the appli-
cation of some particular gimmick, tactic or shortcut. The
same tendency has sometimes been evidenced in attempts
by majorities to impose a monolithic situation in national
sections. History has conclusively proven that such dis-
ruptive organizational sectarianism only weakens the
movement as a whole and reduces the ability to test out
in practice any tactics, including those advocated by the
factionalists themselves.

We also reiterate that in a democratic movement, these
rules will be observed only if they are observed univer
sally, if no section or tendency, or faction of the move-
ment claims as privileges for itself rights that it is not
willing to grant to others and if all aspects of these rules
are observed equally. Only on that condition will orga-
nizational disputes be eliminated from center-stage and
will the movement's political practice become the sole
supreme test of whether this or that line defended by this
or that formation has shown itself to be effective in build-
ing the Fourth International on the basis of its commonly
agreed on program.

I

In addition to charging that the IMT leadership helped
or covered up a split in the SWP, the statement adopted
by the SWP PC on July 4, 1974, makes the following
charges against the IMT leadership, that is, against
the majority of the members of the United Secretariat
and the IEC: .

— Operating as a secret faction and engaging in secret
political discussion behind the back of the elected bodies
of the F.1L (IIB No. 6 in 1974, pp. .18-19).

— Having set up a "secret apparatus parallelling the
official elected bodies of the Fourth International. Par-
allel to the IEC, there is the IMT Steering Committee;
parallel to the United Secretariat, there is the IMT En-
larged Bureau; parallel to the administrative bureau of
the United Secretariat, there is the IMT administrative
Bureau . . . "(IIB No. 6 in 1974, p. 20).

The "proof” advanced to support these allegations is the
fact that the IMT leadership was aware of the internal
discussions in the IT around an alledged split course,
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warned these comrades against that course, but did not
immediately inform the elected bodies of the SWP and the
FI about these trends and did not seek the "aid of the
leaderships of the SWP and the FI to prevent the split.”
(IIB No. 6 in 1974, p. 18)

The accusation that the IEC majority tendency oper-
ates as a "secret faction,” already made previously by
IEC minority members of the leading bodies of the In-
ternational, is ridiculous and unfounded. The IEC Ma-
jority tendency announced its formation and its platform
publicly to all members of the FI through statements pub-
lished in the International Information Bulletin during
the discussion prior to the Tenth World Congress. It
submitted political documents to that discussion and
to the vote of that congress: It designated reporters to
that congress, as well as to numerous national congresses
that had been held prior to the world congress. It sub-
mitted a list of Steering Committee members, these being
the IEC members agreeing with the general line of the
IEC Majority documents. It submitted a slate of candi-
dates for the IEC at the World Congress, and that slate
was elected. There was and is nothing "secret” about any
of these normal applications of the right of tendency,
upheld by the statutes of the FI. Besides at the end of
the 10th World Congress it was stated clearly by common
agreement of the two main tendencies at this congress
that these were not to be dissolved formally, that the
-dissolution could be only the consequence of a process
within the life of the international.

The grave accusation so lightmindedly advanced by the
statement of the SWP PC rests on two assertions:

1. That "secret" parallel bodies are functioning in ad-
dition to the publicly and officially declared Steering Com-
mittee- of the IMT. This.accusation is unfounded. What's
more, the accusation itself implies a further questioning
of the substantive right to form tendencies, as we already
warned the members of the IEC when we answered the
SWP PC's comments on the so-called Domingo letter.-

When formally declared tendencies exist on a political
basis, it is absolutely normal that their members con-
sult each other on issues arising out of discussions in
leadership bodies. Would the SWP PC deny the right of
United Secretariat members adhering to the IEC Ma-
jority tendency to consult each other on matters discussed
at the United Secretariat? Do they deny that right also
to IEC minority members?

Such a denial would imply that the right to form ten-
dencies and factions is in fact restricted exclusively to
the right to hold literary discussions in internal bulle-
tins, It would give elected majority leaderships immense
privileges of centralisation and would suppress that min-
imum of centralisation for minority tendencies without
which no real tendency struggle could be waged. It would
in fact be an important step toward strangling internal
democracy and the right to form tendencies and factions
inside the FI, an important step toward the bureaucrat-
ization of our movement.

We will not accept any such restrictive interpretation of
democratic centralism. We will not deny the right of
mutual consultation and the elaboration of mutual pro-
posals for individual participation in minority tendency
or faction members on leading bodies concerning any
proposals coming up at these bodies. But just as we
uphold these rights for minorities, we must uphold them



for majorities as well. The SWP PC accuses the IEC
Majority tendency of having set up "secret parallelbodies.”
We reject that accusation. We say that what they call "se-
cret parallel bodies” are merely the normal consultation
channels of members of a tendency who are members
of leading bodies of the International or of any of its
sections and sympathizing groups.

2. That the leaders of the IEC Majority tendency failed
to inform the leading body of the SWP andFI of the
internal discussion going on in the IT and failed to
warn the SWP leadership about the danger of a split in-
volved in proposals submitted to the IT by various
individuals? The SWP leadership admits in passing —
and in contradiction to the final paragraph of the July
2 report of the SWP control commission as well as to
various allegations contained in other paragraphs of the
July 4th statement of the SWP PC—that the leaders of
the IEC majority tendency warned the IT against any
course or step that could lead to their expulsion from
the SWP. Later, such clearly acknowledged warnings
are construed as "proving" that the leaders of the IEC
majority tendency "covered up" a split or were even
"party” to it!

Here again, what the SWP Political Committee is ac-
tually doing is challenging the right of atendency to have
internal discussions. We must strongly stress that this
right exists and that we reject such challenges of it. The
organisational rules of Leninism do not and cannot en-
tail any "duty" of members of a tendency to "inform"
the opposite tendency about internal discussions.

Whether it would have been easier to homogenize the
IT around the perspective of building the tendency in
the SWP and the YSA and avoid organisational mis-
takes in the framework of the factional atmosphere of the
SWP and the YSA inside a common tendency, or whether
it would have been easier to do this through an opened
discussion in the world movement as a whole, a dis-
cussion involving strong factional opponents of that ten-
dency, is a matter on which we obviously have opinions
that differ strongly with those of the Political Commit-
tee of the SWP. But that no "secret faction” or "violations
of democratic centralism” are involved in such internal
tendency discussions is a matter of organisational prin-
ciple on which we stand unequivocally, in defense of
the fundamental democratic rights of all members of
the FI

The apparent indignation of the SWP PC on both
these matters — "secret parallel bodies” and "secret consul-
tations and discussions" within a tendency — would sound
more convincing and less hypocritical if the comrades of
the IEC Minority faction (with whom the SWP PC is in
close solidarity and association, although it is prevent-
ed by reactionary legislation from belonging to it) had
acted differently from the manner in which they claim the
IEC majority tendency to have acted. In that case we
would have had a genuine difference on an organisational
principle. This could have led to an interesting and
constructive international discussion.

But the reality is that the IEC minority faction and
with it the SWP leadership has been following precisely
the same procedure that the SWP PC reproaches the
IEC majority tendency for having followed. In light
of this fact, the "accusations”" made by the PC of the
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SWP can only be interpreted as a claim for special priv-
ileges for one side— privileges that are at the same time
hotly denied to the other side. Such organisational "prin-
ciples” are inadmissible and can only disrupt the move
ment.

The SWP PC statement of July 4, 1974, says: "This
(behavior of the IEC majority) contrasts sharply with
the methods employed by the Leninist-Trotskyist Fac-
tion (LTF). The LTF was openly declared. Its member-
ship, leadership structure, and limits of its discipline, were
all openly stated" (1IB, No. 6 in 1974, p. 19).

Were they indeed? The only leadership of the IEC
minority faction that has been "openly declared" is the
list of members of its Steering Committee, parallel to
the "openly declared” Steering Committee of the IEC Ma-
jority Tendency. But in addition to that "openly declared”
Steering Committee, there are various other bodies func-
tioning, bodies that, according to the logic of the SWP
PC, should be branded and condemned as "secret bod-
ies." According to the same logic, the fact that they don't
even have formal names (at least, it would seem, for-
mal names used in writing) makes them even more
"conspiratorial” and "secret,” and thereby more repre-
hensible and no less real and functional.

Prior, during and after each and every meeting of
the United Secretariat, IEC minority section members
of that body meet and consult each other. Various mem-
bers of the IEC Minority Faction who are not members
of the United Secretariat, and sometimes not even mem-
bers of the IEC, are involved in these "secret" consul-
tations. What is the nature of this "secret body"? What
is its composition? The International has never been
informed of this secret body — not the leadership of the
International, and not its membership. Is it a "sub-bu-
reau” of the IEC Minority Faction Steering Committee?
Is it a "subfaction"? What is its undeclared political plat-
form? What is its function?Isittowork out common lines,
proposals, and votes for the meeting of the United Sec-
retariat behind the back of that body? What terrible be-
havior! Is the IEC Minority Faction a "secret faction"
with parallel leadership bodies? We of course never
thought of raising such questions because we recognized
that there was in the United Secretariat and in the In-
ternational a minority that could not function without
such meetings.

There is definite documentary evidence that the IEC
Minority Faction has created a action center" to which
correspondence is addressed. Never has the existence
of this "center,” its composition or its various functions
been communicated to the leadership or the member-
ship of the FI. According to the logic contained in the
SWP PC statement of July 4, 1974, the IEC minority
has thereby committed the deadly sin of creating a "se-
cret center.”

The IEC minority faction has been engaged in stepped-
up international factional activity since the world con-
gress (which is not very "normal” in the framework of
democratic centralism, to say the least). This activity in-
volves a great deal of travel and significant expense.
We have convincing evidence that the trips are not being
done by the members of the "publicly declared Steering
Committee” of the IEC minority faction taken as a body.
It is done by individuals, some of whom are not among



the members of that "publicly declared Steering Commit-
tee.” Who selects these individuals? Who decides the allo-
cation of funds? A full meeting of the "openly declared
Steering Committee"? Does this body meet every day?
Is there an intense correspondence and telephone net-
work working day and night to decide about these
grave matters of principle? Or has decision-making pow-
er in such matters been delegated to the "secret center,”
somebody that acts in practice like a day-to-day faction
bureau? European supporters of the IEC minority fac-
tion have consulted each other on various occasions
"behind the back of their respective sections and their

normally elected leaderships,” as one can easily sub--

stantiate from documentary evidence. What is the name
of that "secret body" whose existence and composition

has never been made known to the leadership of the"

International? Is it perhaps a "secret European sub-
bureau” of the IEC minority faction?

Through the medium of the Militant, the members
of the United Secretariat, including three associate editors
of Intercontinental Press, learned accidentally that IP
had decided to include Spanish-language material. Nev-
er had this measure— perhaps useful, perhaps construc-
tive, perhaps of extreme importance for the building of
the FI—been discussed or submitted to any leadership
body of the FI. Who took that decision? The PC of the
SWP? Since when is Intercontinental Press an organ of
the SWP? Or is it the organ of the secret "faction center"”
of the IEC minority? Has IP become a.faction organ?
In addition to that decision, it was decided to trans-
fer to the staff of IP several leading members of sec-
tions or sympathizing organizations of the FI, with-
out any consultation or information to the United Sec-
retariat. What secret body took these decisions, in open
violation of article 32 of the statutes?

For four months the FI has been faced with a very
grave political problem. One of its sympathizing or-
ganizations, the PST of Argentina, whose leaders are
among the leading members of the IEC minority fac-
tion, is publicly on record as favoring the defense of
the institutions of bourgeois democracy, that is, of a spe-
cific form of the bourgeois state in alliance with bour-
geois parties against the allegedly immediate threat of
fascist or right-wing dictatorship. This is a complete re-
versal of the fundamental programmatic position of rev-
olutionary Marxism, the position that only a workers (or
workers and peasants) united front can conduct an ef-
fective struggle against fascism and thet any sort of con-

fusion between the defense of democratic rights for the |

workers movement and defense of the institutions of the
bourgeois state actually feeds the fascist onslaught.
Nowhere in the "openly declared” political documents
of the IEC minority faction is there anything that could
be interpreted as acceptance of such a revisionist po-
sition. It could therefore have been assumed that the
IEC minority members of the United Secretariat would
have immediately disassociated themselves from these
positions. But they did not. They stalled for month after
month, evaded any precise political position, tried to ob-
struct the United Secretariat from acting in defense of
the principles and programmatic integrity of our move-
ment which they are duty bound to uphold, and even
went so far as to refuse to make their position on the
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substantive matter involved in these discussions known to
the leaders of the FI, not to mention the members of the
FI. In the meantime, they were involved in frantic "se-
cret” negotiations with the PST leadership, exchanging
telephone calls and sending emissaries to and from Ar-
gentina, all "behind the back" of the elected leadership
bodies of the FI, without giving the members of these
bodies an opportunity to participate in these "secret"
discussions. .

Is this not the operation: of a "secret faction" trying to
patch up internal differences behind the back of the move-
ment and subordinating the cemmon interests of the
Fourth International to the sordid goal of maintaining
a common factional facade even on such a grave pro-
grammatic and principled issue and even in face of
growing differences within .the IEC minority faction on
this matter? ) )

Who took the decision to follow such a disas-
trous course? Was it the IEC minority faction's Steering
Committee? When did that body's meeting on this is-
sue take place? Why was this meeting and its agenda
'hidden" from the normally elected leadership bodies
of the FI? And if this decision was not taken by the
"openly declared” IEC minority faction Steering Com-
mittee, what other person or persons, acting as a "se-
cret faction administrative secretariat" or "political bu-
reau" took it upon themselves to advocate and follow such
an unprincipled course "behind the back of the elected
leadership” of the FI?

The IEC minority faction's alleged "organizational prin-
ciple" on matters of "parallel leadership bodies” is con-
tradicted by its own practice. Likewise, the practice of the
IEC minority faction in the matter of threatened splits
in Trotskyist organizations is in crying contradiction to
its alleged commitment to public discussion in the whole
international as opposed to "internal faction discussion.”
There are at least four cases that testify to such behavior:

1. During the summer of 1972 a violent discussion on
the question of "Canadian nationalism" erupted in that
part of the Canadian section that later came to adhere to
the IEC minority faction. As soon as he got wind of
what looked like a very wrong political position being
adopted by the majority of that grouping, aleading mem-
ber of the future IEC minority faction took a plane
to Canada, entered into closed discussions with the com-
rades involved, and achieved a reversal of political po-
sition leading to a change in leadership. This action led
to the formation of .the tendency led by Ross Dowson
and to a struggle that ended in the split from the Ca-
nadian section of one of its acknowledged leaders for
more than 20 years and of a substantial part of the sec-
tion's oldest working-class cadre. Dowson was at the time
a member of the IEC.

We can easily grant that the intentions of the IEC mi-
nority leadership involved in this operation were hon-
orable. They wanted to defend the programmatic and or-
ganizational integrity of the FIin Canada. But the point
they make in the case of the IT discussions obviously
applies equally to the intervention in the LSA/LSO dis-
cussion by a leader of the IEC minority. At no time was
the leadership of the FI, of which this comrade was a
member, informed or consulted about this operation. At
no time was the United Secretariat informed of the grav-



ity of the differences involved. At no time were we in-
formed of the fact— already known to leaders of the IEC
minority faction— that the Ross Dowson grouping had
decided to vote for the IEC minority and against the IEC
majority documents in the pre-world-congress debate
(thereby influencing the outcome of the world congress)
while at the same time this grouping had already de
cided to split from the Canadian section and the FI and
to set up a separate organization and a separate news-
paper.

Why did the leaders of the IEC minority faction hide
this fact from the United Secretariat, the IEC, and the
world congress? Why didn't they act as "responsible lead-
ers" who '"would have immediately placed before the
elected bodies of the FI" the information they had of the
split plans of the Ross Dowson tendency and "sought the
aid of the leadership of the FI" in preventing the split?
Because they placed the interests of their own faction
above the interests of the FI, subordinating everything

to the rather childish consideration of preventing IEC"

majority members from receiving additional ammunition
in their attempts to go "dragon hunting in the North?"

2. In the autumn of 1972 a split took place in the
GCI, the Mexican sympathizing section of the FI. This
split was engineered by a youth tendency that was sym-
pathetic to and later joined the IEC minority tendency
(and later the IEC minority faction). There is substantial
evidence of close consultation in the months and week
preceding the split between the leaders of that youth ten-
dency and leading North and South American associ-
ates of the IEC minority faction. ‘At no time was the
United Secretariat or any other leadership body of the
International informed about these consultations and
discussions; we were merely faced with the fait accompli
of the split. '

It is probable that during these consultations and dis-
cussions the North American associates of the IEC mi-
nority faction exercised a restraining influence, trying
to avoid a split. It is less probable that the South Amer-
ican associates of that faction acted in the same way;
indeed there is some evidence that they counseled and
favored a split course. But independently of that, we note
that the IEC minority leaders did not follow the course
they now claim to be the course of responsible leaders.”
They did not immediately place their information about
the internal debates among IEC minority associates about
the possibility of a split in Mexicobeforethe elected bodies
of the FI. They did not seek the aid of the GCI leader-
ship and the FIleadership in preventing the split.

3. Barely two months after the Tenth World Congress
comrade Tony Roberts, a leading member of the IEC
minority faction who was elected to the IEC on the slate
of that faction at the Tenth World Congress, decided to
split from the IMG, British section of the Fourth Inter-
national, and join a small grouping called the RCG.
This split is all the more irresponsible in that this group-
ing had in fact opened unity negotiations with the IMG
and comrade Roberts is busy poisoning their minds
about alleged 'violations of internal democracy” in the
IMG.

The first thing the United Secretariat heard about the
resignation of this member of the IMG was its receipt
of his letter of resignation. It is difficult to believe that
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the IEC minority faction had no prior information as
to the plans of this comrade, especially in that his brother
and close political cothinker for years remains a member
of the IEC minority tendency inside the IMG. Yet at no
time was the leadership of the IMG or the FI informed
about the discussions in the IEC minority tendency inside
the IMG that had preceded this resignation. (Likewise,
neither the IMG nor FI leadership has ever been informed
about a mysterious split followed by a no less mys-
terious reunification between the Roberts brothers and
the other IMG supporters of the IEC minority faction
some time previously.) At no time did the IEC minority
faction apply to itself the rule of conduct that it now sets
up as the guide to action of 'responsible leaders." At
no - time did the IEC minority leadership bring its in-
formation to the leading bodies of the IMG and the FI
and "seek the aid of these bodies" in preventing a split.

4. But the worst instance of all is the one relative to
the split inside the SWP itself. There is now evidence that
the leadership of the SWP had finally made up its mind
to expel the IT at the time of the June 20, 1974, meet-
ing of the SWP National Committee. (The expulsion is
based almost exclusively on the evidence of internal IT
documents that, according to the Political Committee,
were obtained by the Control Commission in the two
weeks prior to its July 2, 1974, report.) There is def-
inite testimony that members of the IEC minority fac-
tion's Steering Committee living in Europe had been
consulted on the advisability of these expulsions prior
to the July 4, 1974, meeting of the SWP PC. The leader-
ship of the IEC minority faction, as well as the SWP
Political Committee, knew that a United Secretariat meet-
ing was scheduled for July 3-4. Yet on this matter of
the greatest importance for the unity of the world Trot-
skyist movement— the question of the unity of the SWP
and the grave possible consequences of the expulsion
of the IT— they preferred not to apply their alleged stan-
dards of how "responsible leaders” should behave. Their
representatives and associates were present at that United
Secretariat meeting. They hid the preparation of the
intended expulsions from that body, not even putting the
question on the agenda of the meeting. In no way did
they "place immediately before the normally elected bod-
ies of the FI" these grave threats to the unity of the
world movement, nor did they seek the "aid of the lead-
ership of the FI to prevent the split." On the contrary,
they acted "secretly,” "behind the back” of the leadership,
informing only the factional grapevine, thus putting fac-
tional discipline above the interests of the elected lead-
ership and the collective interests of the world movement.

In view of all this evidence, it is impossible to resist
the conclusion that the leadership of the IEC minority
faction wants to impose grave constraints on the right
of the IEC majority tendency to function as a tendency,
constraints that it does not recognize ‘as applying to the
functioning of its own faction. This is in accordance
with the fact already denounced before the World Con-
gress that the SWP leadership applies double standards —
one for itself and another for the majority of the Inter-
national. An international organization can never be
built on the basis of double standards. This is why we
reject outright all the accusations about the alleged "secret
faction" operations of the IEC majority made in the



July 4, 1974, statement of the SWP Political Committee.
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The claims of the SWP PC and the SWP Control Com-
mission are summarized in the title given to Internal In-
formation Bulletin No. 6 in 1974: "Materials Related to
the Split of the Internationalist Tendency from the So-
cialist Workers Party." If this title is supposed to indicate
what happened in the Socialist Workers Party in May,
June, and July 1974, we are certainly dealing with one
of the strangest notions in the already over-rich history
of organizational disputes and splits in the workers move-
ment and in revolutionary organizations. What the SWP
Political Committee purports to call a "split" is a pre-
viously unheard of species: a split which had not taken
place, until those who made it "discovered” an unknown
party.

We are faced with the undeniable fact that the comrades
of the IT most strongly deny ever having "split" or hav-
ing had the intention of splitting from the SWP (see
Statement by the IT). Regardless of whether these com-
rades have or have not committed breaches of discipline,
no formalistic or talmudic mental gymnastics can warp
the meaning of words to the point that a split (that is,
the leaving of an organization) can be imputed to people
who have never left the organization and who, in an in-
ternal memorandum issued July 1, two months after
their alleged split, define their activities explicitly in the
framework of the SWP and YSA and the respect of the
discipline of these organizations.

In reality, what we are faced with is the expulsion
of the IT from the SWP on the grounds that the IT set
up a secret and tightly organized faction with its own dis-
cipline inside the SWP; that this faction has broken pub-
lic discipline on several occasions; and that it has been
systematically subordinating the discipline and interests
of party building to the interests of its faction. Even if
all these accusations were completely correct and sub-
stantiated by unassailable evidence, they would prove the
existence of a secret faction in the SWP and not the ex-
istence of a separate organization outside the SWP. The
question would then be one of judging whether the ex-
pulsion of that faction would be justified and under
what conditions and through what procedures. The pre-
posterous statement that the faction had itself "split" and
set up a separate organization outside the SWP would
still be out of order.

Furthermore, any Trotskyist leadership respecting the
spirit and letter of democratic centralism would have
been duty bound to communicate the proposal for ex-
pulsion to the members of the secret faction and to ex-
plain the charges on which the proposal was based. It
would have been duty bound to give them the oppor-
tunity to defend themselves against these charges, as is
clearly called for in articles 29h and 43 of the statutes
of the FI, adopted at the Tenth World Congress. (Al-
though the SWP is forbidden by reactionary legislation
from becoming a section of the Fourth International,
the definition of democratic centralism contained in these
statutes accepted by the SWP at the 10th World Congress
can be considered as having universal application to
all Trotskyist organizations, irrespective of formal af-
filiation to the F1I.)
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The whole fanciful "split" of the "Internationalist Ten-
dency party"— a party of which nobody has ever heard,
a "party" that lacks a program, statutes, public state-
ments, press organs, or even a name— is merely a con-
venient device used by the SWP leadership to avoid the
burdensome procedure of granting members threatened
with wholesale expulsion the elementary right to defend
themselves, a right explicitly guaranteed by our statutes.
This sets a grave precedent in the history of the Trot-
skyist movement, the champion of workers democracy
and staunch defender of the fundamental difference be-
tween democratic centralism and bureaucratic centralism.
One essential aspect of the difference is precisely the right
guaranteed under democratic centralism to minorities to
defend themselves against the charges and threatened dis-
ciplinary action by leaderships. This is a tradition of
which we are proud, and we will defend and uphold it
as a basic principle of the Trotskyist movement.

The SWP's IIB No. 6 in 1974 presents only two
charges that relate to the IT functioning outside the SWP:
that the IT collaborated with "opponent groups" outside
the SWP and that one (we repeat, one) non-member of
the SWP and YSA allegedly attended the IT national
conference held May 25-27. The latter charge has been
extensively refuted in the IT answer to the expulsion.
As to the first accusation, it is clear that such collabora-
tion behind the back of the leadership of a section of the
FI, or of an organization like the SWP that is prevented
by reactionary legislation from affiliating to the FI, would
be inadmissable and violate democratic centralism. Since
then, the members of these so-called opponent groups
(28 people in 3 cities) have sent letters applying for mem-
bership in the SWP in which they clearly state their agree-
ment with the program and policies of the FI and their
resolution to recognize the leadership and organization of
the SWP and abide by its discipline. The IT has stated
that what actually happened was that some comrades of
the IT came into contact with sympathizers of the FI
with the perspective of recruiting them to the SWP. We
think that the IT made a mistake in not fully and offi-
cially informing the SWP of these contacts untilits letter of
June 9. There is no doubt in our minds that certain
comrades of the IT have behaved wrongly in respect to
such contacts outside the SWP (be they extremely lim-
ited and marginal in character). However, under advice
of the IEC majority tendency they showed their willing-
ness to make a self-criticism on this point and corrected
their course. (The SWP's harsh and unfraternal attitude
toward them has not helped that process of correction,
to say the least.) It appears to us completely unjustified
to expel them on this very narrow charge.

It must again be pointed out that the comrades of the
IEC minority faction, who take such an uncompromis-
ing attitude on the duties of minorities in the SWP, be-
come rather more generous when it comes to evaluating
the behavior of the adherents of their own faction in
organizations in which they are a minority:

1. In Britain members of the IEC minority faction
(including one leading member) took it upon themselves
to maintain contacts with the RSL, a group that split
from the Fourth International, and even to speak before
an aggregate of this organization. Unlike the "opponent



groups” with which the IT is said to have associated,
the RSL publicly and constantly attacks the Fourth In-
ternational and its British section. These contacts oc-
curred without previous consultation with the elected
bodies of the FI or of the British section.

2. Leading comrades of the PST (a sympathizing or-
ganization of the Fourth International) who are at the
same time leading members of the IEC minority fac-
tion, have been active for months, if not years, in con-
tacting and working with various Bolivian persons and
groupings behind the back of the Bolivian section and
the United Secretariat. In fact, we found this out only
when we read in Avanzada Socialista the brazan public
assertion of this intrigue: a "greeting" sent to the congress
of the PST by 'revolutionary socialist Bolivians” outside
the official section of the FI in Bolivia.

3. Comrade Hugo Blanco, a member of the United
Secretariat and a leading member of the IEC minority
faction, several times visited Portugal on behalf of his
faction. There he contacted all sorts of individuals and
grouplets, including a Lambertist one, without first ask-
ing the advice, opinion, or instruction of the United Sec-
retariat or the leadership of the LCI, sympathizing or-
ganization of the FI in Portugal. To top it off, he granted
a friendly interview to the weekly paper of the Lam-
bertist organization in France, which is a bitter opponent
of the FI and our French section and engages in con-
stant slander against both.

Presumably, according to the standards laid down by
the SWP PC, the comrades involved in these practices
should now be expelled forthwith from the FI, as the IT
has been expelled from the SWP. Or should we rather
conclude again that the IEC minority faction claims more
rights for its own adherents than it grants to adherents
of the IEC minority tendency, and rights that trample
on the norms of democratic centralism ?

In the SWP's internal information bulletin accusations
that, if proven, would constitute real breaches of dis-
cipline on the part of the IT are interwoven with allega-
tions of such breaches of discipline that cannot be ac-
cepted as real. These fall into two categories:

First, statements and evaluations made during internal
discussions of a tendency or faction about the nature and
perspectives of the organization within which they func-
tion, and statements and evaluations about the nature
and perspectives of the tendency or faction are construed
as providing grounds for organizational reprisals. We
would readily concur with the leadership of the SWP that
some of the statements and evaluations in question made
by individuals of the IT are of a highly irresponsible
nature and could only increase to the utmost the sus-
picions the SWP leadership might have been harboring
about the IT comrades. To speak of one's party as
"completely degenerate” and its membership as "politically
incapable of either understanding or putting irto prac-
tice a revolutionary line," is utterly false. We note that
the IT comrades have made an appropriate self-criticism
in this regard, making it clear that they are prepared to
accept the discipline of the SWP not for "tactical" reasons
but because they are convinced as we are that today
the building of the revolutionary party in the United
States means the building of the SWP.

But it is alien to the traditions of Bolshevism and
Trotskyism to discipline or expel comrades for opinions
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expressed in internal discussion, however harsh and
provocative these opinions may, be. Indeed, not a single
example can be cited from Lenin's party in which ex-
pulsions were carried out on such grounds, despite the
fact that some of Lenin's factional opponents used lan-
guage that was quite stronger than that used by the
IT comrades (in 1918 for example, during the Brest-
Litovsk discussion). To initiate organizational reprisals
not for acts of indiscipline but for opinions expressed
is to begin to strangle free internal discussion and de-
bate, It leads logically to methods of internal witch-hunt-
ing, trying to discover the "secret" opinions of fork-
tongued party members. This is not in conformity with
the statutes of the FI nor with the definition of demo-
cratic centralism as we understand it and as it is ex-
plained in the programmatic and official documents of
the FI. It can only poison the atmosphere in an or-
ganization and hinder frank and democratic tendency
deb ate.

Second, it is alleged that the IT comrades have en-
dowed themselves with a form of organization, internal
financing, and discipline that goes far beyond that of
an ideological tendency. In fact they formed a tightly
knit faction and should have described themselves as
such. They should have called their leading bodies fac-
tion organs and not "PC,” etc. It is further alleged that
the IT comrades have heavily concentrated their commit-
ments in finances and press sales on either faction ac-
tivities or activities in conformity with their tendency
opinions (sales of FI organs like Old Mole, INPRECOR,
and International). We would fully agree with any lead-
ing comrade who stated that all these attitudes are un-
healthy and indicate the existence of a highly explosive
factional atmosphere unconducive to the defense of party
unity and of the overall interests of party building. But
we cannot accept that they are synonymous with public
breaches of discipline. One could say that the respon-
sibility of the SWP leadership —in which the IT was not
represented —would have been to give guidance to the
tendency in proposing to it meaningful fields of activity
which wouldn't lead it into conflict with the interests of
party building. And the very least one can say is that
such a type of behavior was not initiated by the IT
comrades. They were merely following the example set
previously by comrades of the IEC minority faction,
beginning with the British supporters of that faction.

Let us refresh the memory of the members of the SWP
PC and the IEC minority faction leadership in this re-
gard. Without asking either the advice or permission
of the IMG or the U.SEC, Comrade Adair at the time
a member of the USec and of the NC of the IMG, took
it upon himslef to become a full-time "sales agent” of Path-
finder Press in Britain, concentrating on the circulation
of Intercontinental Press. Intercontinental Press is sup-
posed to be an organ of the International. But without
any consultation with the International's leading bodies,
and without any decision being made by them, funds were
made available (by whom?) for setting up a public Path-
finder Press center in London (and later in Nottingham
as well), premises were hired, up to six additional full-
and part-timers were apparently employed. The entire
group of supporters of the IEC minority faction in the
IMG became organized around these activities, selling
only Intercontinental Press at public activities of the



IMG and public activities of the International, going so
far as to appear wearing recognition badges on which
were printed "Intercontinental Press."

At no time had the IMG or the United Secretariat
decided that members of the IMG should devote their
exclusive public activity for a period of several years
to the sale of Intercontinental Press instead of to sales
of the official organs of the British section. At no time
were the supporters in the IMG of the IEC minority fac-
tion granted permission to behave in this way. At no
time did they even request such permission. They simply
went ahead and did it, neglecting their general financial,
party-building, and party-defending activities toward the
IMG, at least to the same extent as the IT comrades
are accused of having done in the SWP.

Yet when these comrades were mildly challenged by the
IMG. leadership for this obviously abnormal behavior —
not expelled or even suspended, just mildly challenged
and, in one case; censured —the entire IEC minority fac-
tion (then tendency) was up in arms. How can anyone
dare to try to prevent comrade Harris from "making
a living" through the sale of Intercontinental Press and
Pathfinder literature? How can anyone dare censure (not
expel or suspend, just censure) a minority comrade for
"breaches of discipline” without due process of law, with-
out first presenting him with written charges, without
granting him every right to defend himself? The Po-
litical Committee of the SWP even voted a resolution con-
demning the IMG for such an "abuse of authority.” But
in the SWP and YSA more than 100 comrades are being
expelled for similar, if not much milder, acts of a faction-
al character without any possibility of being confronted
with written charges, without any possibility of defend-
ing themselves against charges whose nature-they learned
only after they had already been expelled. Should this
not also be considered an "abuse of authority"?

Once again the conclusion is unavoidable: The IEC
minority faction claims for itself and its supporters priv-
ileges that it refuses to grant to the majority of the mem-
bers and supporters of the FI. Such an "organizational
principle” is inadmissible. No international organization
will ever be built in a’ durable manner on such a weak
foundation. We cannot in any way accept such a prin-
ciple. The same rules must and shall apply to everyone
in the world Trotskyist movement.

We repeat: The method of factional selection of public
activities and priorities and of financial commitments,
first started by the supporters of the IEC minority fac-
tion within the IMG and now repeated by other group-
ings, including the IT in the SWP, is highly irregular and
abnormal. We cannot support or condone it as correct
behavior. But when such actions occur, they testify to
the existence of a tense factional situation ‘that in turn
cannot be alleviated by organizational reprisals. Orga-
nizational reprisals can only exacerbate the factional sit-
uation' and increase the risk of a split. That is why we
did not approve of the sanctions taken against the sup-
porters of the IEC minority faction in the IMG, even
though they had given the leadership grounds for those
sanctions. This is why we advised the leadership of the
IMG to give supporters of the IEC minority faction mean-
ingful areas of public activity with which they could
easily[word or sentences missing; in an earlier draft this
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phrase ends with "agree”]. Since the fact finding com-
mission report, the IMG has complied with these recom-
mendations. The SWP, however, has followed a com-
pletely different course. The SWP leadership refused to
give the IT any representation on the NC. This was
protested by comrade Livio Maitan, the representative
of the United Secretariat to the August 1973 SWP con-
vention. In addition, the IT has extensively documented
in its letters of October 29, 1973, and June 9, 1974,
other outstanding factional acts by the leadership of the
SWP, such as factional exclusion from assignments and
a factional recruitment policy. ’

Comrade Diego, a vigorous spokesman for the IEC
minority faction and a staunch defender of the SWP
leadership, had the following to say about the dispute
in the IMG that led to the United Secretariat's setting up
a fact finding commission:

"The documents of the IMG are full of references to
the principles of 'democratic centralism.' This is not some
abstract concept that more often than not is saluted in
a ritualistic way. It involves a scrupulous regard for the
democratic rights of the ranks. The IMG leadership is
fond of repeating that it is the right of the majority to
rule, and that is certainly true. But to have the right to
rule. . .means to have in the eyes of the ranks a moral
authority. This in turn reflects a mutual confidence. This
does not exist in the IMG. The moral authority of the
present leadership is seriously compromised. . . . Take
for example, the behavior of the Scottish comrades. A
'smash the tendency' campaign. . .was deeided upon in
London and several plenipotentiaries ticked off to travel
there and do the job. And when the members of the
tendency resisted, they were entrapped and chopped.”

Remarkable analysis indeed! We only wonder whether
comrade Diego is prepared to apply it tothe SWP as well.
What moral authority could the SWP leadership have had
in the eyes of the IT after the "war speeches” delivered
at the August 1973 convention, which voted to place "all
the resources” of the SWP at the disposal of a fight for
the platform of a faction with which the IT comrades
strongly disagreed? What moral authority could it have
had in the eyes of the IT when the IT was publicly
warned that it would be smashed if it did not capitulate?
What "scrupulous regard for the democratic rights of the
ranks" is manifested in the July 4, 1974 expulsions?

It is high time to remind the comrades of the SWP
leadership that our movement originated with the "New
Course," when in the Political Bureau of the Soviet CP
a motion was presented ordering members of this party
to inform the leading bodies and the GPU of se-
cret groups or factions existing in this party. In a letter
to the CC and the Central Control Commission, of Octo-
ber 8, 1923, Trotsky opposed this demand for police
measures, urging the leading bodies of the party to seek
first for the conditions that had brought members of the
party not to express openly their views or to organize
secret groups for discussion inside the Bolshevik party
at that time. Let us read what he wrote at that time on
the question:

"The existence of a left communist faction (at the time
of the Brest-Litovsk peace debates) represented anextreme
danger for the unity of the party. It would not have been



difficult to bring about a split then, and it would not
have called for. . .a great effort on behalf of the leader-
ship: It would have been sufficient to issue an order for-
bidding the left faction to exist. However, the party adopt-
ed more complex methods; it preferred to discuss, to ex-
plain, to prove by experience, and to resign itself tem-
porarily to this threatening anomaly which was the exis-
tence of an organized faction in its midst." (The New
Course)

This was Trotsky's opinion at the very origin of our
movement. This has also been the line of conduct adopted
by the IEC majority tendency and the leadership of the
Fourth International ever since the beginning of the cur-
rent dispute in the FI. It is highly advisable that all
leaderships of national sections and sympathizing org‘a-
nizations, like the SWP, including the leadership of the
SWP, conduct themselves in the same way. It is for that
reason —to defend the unity and integrity of the Fourth
International as an organization —that we cannot accept
the proposal of the SWP PC to hold a special world con-
gress of the FI. We urge all IEC members and all sec-
tions and sympathizing organizations to reject the pro-
posal. :

The world congress is the highest body of our move-
ment. Its task is to decide a political line and elect lead-
ing bodies for implementing this line. Organizational con-
flicts of the type raised by the SWP leadership are cleared
up by control commissions, which have the power and
the means to investigate accusations and grievances of
all kinds. Members of our movement all over the con-
tinents can through proper debates take political posi-
tions with validity on the orientation of the movement
as a whole or even in some parts of the world. They
have no means to check any and sundry accusations
against this or that comrade or groups of comrades.
This can be done only by a control commission, in the
present case by the control commission elected by the
Tenth World Congress, which will report to the IEC and
to the next world congress.

Already before the Tenth World Congress we refused
to follow the SWP leadership when it tried to replace
political debates with organizational disputes and accusa-
tions. We avoided this danger of a "free for all" battle
on questions which did not deal with the political prob-
lems. If we would accept today the SWP leadership's
proposal for a special world congress held about the
morality or immorality, not the politics, of the majority
members of the international leadership, that sort of
free for all battle would erupt. The dynamics of such
a free for all are obvious: They are the dynamics of a
split. The assertion of the SWP PC that a special world
congress held on such issues would "avert the dangers
to the international arising from the actions of the IMT"
is not a serious prediction made by responsible leaders.
It is an irresponsible factional maneuver threatening to
set in motion a most dangerous chain reaction. Anyone
with even a minimum of experience in tendency struggles
knows that such a "special congress" could well result in
a split in the Fourth International. The congress itself
could even be the occasion for a split.

But another, and graver, matter is involved in the
call by the SWP leadership for an extraordinary world
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congress on such matters. Prior to the Tenth World Con-
gress, the International went through an intense polit-
ical debate on a world scale. The debate lasted for fif-
teen months and involved the publication of 150 dis-
cussion articles. It led to innumerable membership ag-
gregates and local, regional, and national conferences
at which all the issues were debated. This process ended
with the world congress, which, after a democratic dis-
cussion held on the basis of membership election. of del-
egates and political differentiation in strict proportion to
the strength of the contending tendencies, voted on docu-
ments and elected a leadership by majority vote. To call
for a special world congress on the basis of an organi-
zational dispute only a few months after that congress
would mean in effect to attempt to overturn the decisions
of the Tenth World Congress, to try to overthrow the norm-
ally elected leadership of the International. It is an at-
tempt to utilize organizational grievances and "horror stor-
ies" to nullify a political verdict based on a political judg-
ment made by the ranks of the world movement. This
verdict can be challenged only after experience allows
the correctness or incorrectness of the decisions of the
world congress to be judged, that ‘is, after the elected
leadership has had time to apply its line in practice. The
attempt to nullify the decisions of the Tenth World Con-
gress is a violation of the basic rules of democratic
centralism: that after a decision is made by a majority
at a democratically convened and organized world con-
gress, the minority must collaborate loyally with the ap-
plication of the majority line before it wins the right
through this loyal behavior to challenge that line and
leadership again.

To accept the convening of a special world congress
under these circumstances would mean in reality to de-
clare null the decisions of the Tenth World Congress, to
prepare a new congress not only on nonpolitical mat-
ters, but also on a new parity basis. That would mean
the transformation of the FI as an organization based
on democratic centralism into a loose federation of fac-
tions, tendencies, and sections that "collaborate" with
each other when they agree and refuse to collaborate
whenever disagreements appear. This would be a denial
of everything Trotsky stood for and fought for after he
recognized the final degeneration of the Comintern in
1933. It would be a denial of the very statutes that
were adopted unanimously at the Tenth World Congress.

The call for a special world congress just a few months
after the Tenth World Congress is all the more ominous
in that it comes on the heels of a whole series of actions
by the IEC minority faction that seriously place a ques-
tion mark over its willingness to behave in a disciplined
and loyal manner after that congress, despite the fact
that it enjoyed and still enjoys full and even exceptional
minority rights.

It comes after the refusal of the IEC minority faction
to send its main leaders to the United Secretariat and the
administrative bureau, to share responsibility for the day-
to-day leadership of the International and the application
of the world congress decisions, as is its normal duty.
This refusal came just twenty-four hours after the con-
clusion of the congress in flagrant contradiction to the



solemn promises made by the IEC minority faction at
the end of the congress. It was based on the flimsiest
of pretexts: the fact that the IEC majority tendency, which
holds 60% of the posts in the IEC, was granted 66%
of the seats on the United Secretariat. The IEC minority
faction utilized this pretext, despite the IEC majority's
statement that it was perfectly willing to revise that figure
on the basis of serious and responsible counterproposals
for a more effective functioning of the leading bodies of
the International.

It comes after the decision of the IFEC minority faction
to maintain its faction and continue the faction fight
after the World Congress, which is highly abnormal and
in contradiction to the spirit, if not the letter, of democra-
tic centralism, and is again in contradiction to the solemn
promises made by representatives of the IEC minority
faction at the end of the congress.

It comes after the stopping by the sections led by the -

IEC minority faction of all payments of dues to the in-
ternational leadership. All sections and sympathizing or-
ganizations led by supporters of the IEC minority fac-
tion — with the single exception of the New Zealand sec-
tion —have taken this step.

It comes after a substantial reduction of the overall
financial support to the International that can be credited
in any objective way to these sections and sympathizing
organizations. This reduction is out of all proportion to
the fraction of the membership of the international that
the minority claims to represent, as reflected in the man-
dates credited to the IF.C minority faction atits own de-
mand during the Tenth World Congress.

When the call for a special world congress and the
proposal to overturn or modify the leadership that was
democratically elected at the Tenth World Congress after
the longest and most democratic discussion period in the
history of our movement comes after all these previous
acts and is seen in that specific context, it can only dem-
onstrate to the leaders, cadres, and members of the FI
that the IEC minority faction wants to shirk its respon-
sibilities after having fully enjoyed all its rights. This
again is utterly intolerable. After the Tenth World Con-
gress, sections and sympathizing organizations have to
concentrate on public activity and not internal debates.
They have to shift resources from internal discussion to
party-building activities. They have to collaborate unan-
imously, regardless of political differences on the ap-
plication of world congress decisions. They have to sup-
port the international leadership in that respect and col-
laborate with it loyally. After a congress, a loyal minor-
ity does not clamor for "rights,” such as the "right to
agitate for a special world congress;" it carries out its
duties. That is what democratic centralism means. We
shall uphold this principle in order to defend the unity
and integrity of the world Trotskyist movement.

Every single step that has been undertaken up to now
to escalate the internal dispute in the FI has been under-
taken by the IEC minority. It was the IEC minority that
first set up a tendency instead of keeping the discussion
open and uncrystallized. It was the IEC minority that
transformed its tendency into a faction. It was the IEC
minority that challenged the representative character of
the then upcoming Tenth World Congress and the dem-
ocratic character of the precongress discussion, retreat-
ing step by step until it had to acknowledge the validity
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of the 10th World Congress at its conclusion. It was the
IEC minority that shirked its duty of loyally applying
world congress decisions, ofloyally collaborating and par-
ticipating with the democratically elected leadership —us-
ing all sorts of pretexts and gimmicks to justify their
behavior, the call for a special world congress being only
the latest in a long series. And it is the co-thinkers of this
IEC minority faction that have now topped this escala-
tion with a wholesale expulsion from the SWP and YSA
of around 130 supporters of the IEC majority tendency's
political line and platform, thereby creating a gravethreat
to the unity of the world Trotskyist movement since the
current dispute arose.

The IEC minority faction and its cothinkers have made
a habit of accusing others of harboring split intentions.
This is the axis of the July 4, 1974, statement of the
SWP PC, just as it was the axis of numerous interventions
before and during the Tenth World Congress. The IEC
m ajority tendency, in part or in toto, was accused of plot-
ting the expulsion of the PST, the expulsion of the LSA/
LSO, the expulsion of the IEC minority supporters in
the IMG. But the evidence is now crystal clear. No section
or sympathizing organization led by supporters of the
IEC minority has been expelled, and no supporters of
the IEC minority has been expelled from any section or
sympathizing organisation led by supporters of the IEC
majority. But one of the main ideological components
of the IEC minority has now gone over to wholesale
expulsion of its ideological opponents. This unassailable
fact is more eloquent than one hundred and forty-six
pages of gossips, unsubstantiated or contestable allega-
tions, and "working hypotheses” about "intentions" that
have not been proved and cannot be proved. It places the
responsibility for the grave and dangerous increase of ten-
sions within the world Trotskyist movement squarely
on the shoulders of the leadership of the minority fac-
tion and of the SWP leadership.

The United Secretariat has up to now answered these
acts of escalation with restraint and moderation. It will
continue to do so. It is convinced that the defense of the
unity of the International on the grounds of principle is
part and parcel of the defense of our program, of the
struggle for the successful building of a new revolutionary
leadership of the world proletariat. The record shows that
avoiding factional traps and reprisals, maintaining strict-
ly principled attitude and defending organisational rules
and regulations that must be commonly applied to all
sections and members of the movement helps to strengthen
the political views of those who are correct and to expose
the errors of those who uphold an incorrect political line.
This has been proven on more than one occasion in the
past and it will be confirmed in the future.

Only tendencies or factions acting under the pressure
of alien class influences could willfully provoke a split
in the Fourth International today. A split would be to-
tally unjustified given the existing political differences.
We therefore call upon sections, sympathizing organi-
zations, cadres, and members of the FI irrespective of
tendency or faction affiliations to unitein acommon strug-
gle to take advantage of the constantly growing oppor-
tunities for party building in most countries and on an
international scale.

We call upon them to reject the maneuver of a "special
world congress," which is intended to deviously undo



what was openly, normally, and democratically done at
the tenth world congress. We call upon them to oppose
that maneuver along the following lines:

— For the defense of international democratic central-
ism. After the tenth world congress the duty of the IEC
minority is to loyally apply the world congress decisions
and to collaborate with the international leadership in
doing so to the best of its ability.

— For the defense of democratic centralism nationally.
The duty of any minority of a national organization
is to loyally apply party discipline and subordinate
factional interests and calculations to party building under
the leadership of the section or sympathizing organiza-
tion. The duty of any national leadership is to respect
the full rights of any minority. ’

— For defense of the unity of the IVth International.
No expulsions or organizational reprisals against mem-
bers of minorities for expression of opinions inside the
movement. All comrades of the IT, after acknowledging

46

and recognising the discipline of the SWP, should be re-
integrated immediately and collectively - into the SWP
as a faction or tendency with fulF rights. The International
faction fight should be halted until the next pre-world-
congress discussion is opened.

The dangerous drift toward an international split, which
we tried to reverse at the tenth world congress can be
definitively reversed only by applying all these principles
together and simultaneously. Then all our efforts can be
concentrated on what is our number ome duty and re-
sponsibility under the present conditions of the growing
crisis of world capitalism and the bureaucracies in the
workers states, -of -the rising tide of world revolution:
the building of the Fourth International through increased
and coordinated intervention ‘in the international class
struggle and the revolutionary mass struggle.

September 7, 1974



The Myth of the 'IT Split' —Purge Politics of the LTF

[The following statement was given to members of the
United Secretariat at the meeting of September 7-8. It
was signed by "the Internationalist Tendency of the So-
cialist Workers Party."]

On July 5, 1974, members of the Internationalist Ten-
dency in both the SWP and YSA were given hand-de-
livered letters from the SWP Political Committee and YSA
National Executive Committee respectively. These letters,
in virtually identical terms, informed members of the IT
that the Tendency was a "rival party” and that because
of their adherence tothe "Internationalist Tendency Party”
they had placed themselves outside of the SWP and YSA.
The letters concluded that SWP branches and YSA lo-
cals had been instructed to remove "all known members"
of the IT from their rolls.

These expulsions had no real precedent in the Trot-
skyist movement. The comrades of the IT were given no
opportunity to defend themselves, to answer accusations,
or to correct the falsifications, innuendos, and slanders
which permeate the document "Materials Related to the
Split of the Internationalist Tendency from the Socialist
Workers Party.” So hurried were the expulsions that the
lists of expelled comrades contained serious inaccuracies.
(Comrade Sandy H., for example, was included although
she had resigned from the IT; Don S., Ed H., and Polly
C., had resigned from both the IT and the IMT in gen-
eral. Comrades Mike T. and Lauren C., whohad received
none of the IT newsletters or internal bulletins cited in
the SWP document and taken part in none of the "dis-
ciplinary violations" reported, were nonetheless expelled
as well.)

The precipitous nature of the expulsions was implic-
itly recognized in the Report of the SWP Control Commis-
sion, issued on 2 July. The Commission stated, "We de-
cided that this evidence was so overwhelming that it
was not necessary to spend a great deal of time to ex-
amine many of the specific incidents, allegations, and
counter-allegations." (Materials. . .", pp. 5-6.) It was ap-
parently also considered unnecessary to allow the IT
to respond to the "incidents, allegations, and counter-
allegations” contained in the Control Commission re-
port although Comrade Bill M. was told at the SWP
Plenum in June to be prepared to answer dquestions from
the Control Commission "within three weeks,"” neither he
nor any other member of the IT was ever contacted or
questioned.

The expulsion of the members of the IT — an expulsion
which included a large number of comradeswhohad been
in the SWP and YSA for years andinvolved two members
of the International Executive Committee, three members
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of the YSA National Committee, members of branch and
local executive committees, all or most of four
YSA locals —marks a qualitative change in the history
of the SWP and YSA's organizational norms. During the
past period, the SWP's internal life has displayed in-
creasing tendencies toward making monolithic agreement
a basic party norms this has been reflected in the
conception of inner-party democracy and the rights
and responsibilities of minorities. Beginning with the
August 1973 Convention of the SWP, a declaration
of war was issued by Cde. Jack Barnes, National
Secretary of the SWP, against the International Ma-
jority Tendency and its supporters in the SWP, the
Internationalist Tendency. Cde Barnes enunciated a pol-
icy for the Socialist Workers Party (it is important to
realize that Barnes meant the Party and not the faction
of the Party to which he belonged. In this sense the SWP
became the LTF and those who did not belong to the
faction did not really belong to the Party) putting it on
a war footing and placing all the resources of the Party
(including finances) at the disposal of the war needs.

Part of the war plans included provisions against fratern-
ization with the enemy —the IT. In another respect the
members of the IT were to be treated as prisoners of war
whose rights were not to be those of full members of the
Party but rather those which coincided with the diplo-
matic necessities of the International Minority. This atmos-
phere consciously engendered and militarily carried out
by the SWP leadership has been the single most important
factor leading towards the expulsion of the IT in July of
this year. It is not our purpose here to analyze the caus-
es and extent of this process of impoverishment of inner
party life, but merely to point out the step which the ex-
pulsion of the IT represents. In the case of previous
minorities which were expelled, the party assumed full
responsibility for determining the political or organiza-
tional incompatibility of these groups with the party.
This decision was formalized in expulsion proceedings
which allowed the minority to present its point of view to
the ranks of the party so that the basis of the decision
could be verified by the party as a whole. Thus, when
members of the Spartacist League were discovered in the
YSA, they were not simply taken off the books on com-
mand from the leadership, but were expelled with a trial.

Even most recently, in the case of Gerry Clark of the
Revolutionary Internationalist Tendency (RIT), who was
accused of attending a Spartacist summer school — al-
though he was able to conclusively demonstrate that he
was at work at the time—the party felt compelled to
hold a formal trial before proceeding with the expul-
sion. But in the case of the Internationalist Tendency —



whose loyalty to the Fourth International has been ques-
tioned by no one— all norms of party democracy have
been thrown out. The leadership simply announced that
the IT had "split" (despite its denials) and ordered the
branches to take the comrades in the IT off the member-
ship rolls! (The YSA promptly followed suit.) Such a
procedure is not in the Trotskyist tradition; it is rather
a standard procedure followed by the Stalinist parties
to expel minorities without allowing the ranks to hear
their case. It is commonly known as a PURGE.

These expulsions are not a normal disciplinary action,
nor the recognition of a "split" by a mythical "IT Party,"
but a purge of dissidents, of supporters of the IMT in-
side the SWP and YSA (including several not a part of
the IT). The explanation for this purge, its timing, and
the manner in which it was carried out, can only be found
in the escalation of the LTF's factional war inside the

“international as the pressures of the class struggle on a
worldwide scale impose further disassociations by the LTF
" from the FI and its sections. o ,

It is necessary we feel to readily admit that the LT

considers that it made certain errors in relation to its con-
“duct over this past penod They fall mainly 1nto the fol-
lowing categories:

1. We recognize thaf we were mcorrect in not fully
1nform1ng the SWP leadershlp of the attempts of var-
ious supporters of the IT to recruit members of the So-
cialist Union of Los Angeles, the Revolutionary Marx-
ist Collective of Berkeley-San Francisco, and the Bal-

’ tlmore Marxist Group of Bal'umore, to the Socxa.hst Work-
ers Party. This error was committed largely on the basis
of the fact that contacts of the IT have generally been
discriminated against by the SWP and YSA leadership
because they are contacts of the IT. Nonetheless we do
recognize it as an error on. our part not to have given
full and complete information of our attempts to convince
these supporters of the Fourth International to join the
Socialist Workers Party to the Party leadership prior
to our letter of June 9, 1974, which did provide such
information. It must also be recalled in this regard.that
we had informed both the SWP leadership and the United
Secretariat of our opposition to. the factional recruitment
policies being exercised by the SWP leadership toward
groups such as the Socialist Union in our letter of Oe-
tober 29, 1973, in which we requested an International
Control Commission inquiry- into this as well as other
facets of the factional warfare of the SWP leadershlp
against the IT.

2. We also feel that the self designation of the IT as a
Tendency rather than a Faction was confusing at least
in light of the reality of things. While the designation
of Tendency was correct .at its inception, after the dec-
laration of war by Cde Barnes and the formation of
the SWP intp a faction it was .no longer possible nor
feasible .to remain a.tendency 1ns1de of a faction if the
IT was to survive.

The undemocratic nature of the SWP leadershlp re-
flected in their refusal to finance travel by minorities .of
the Party while at the same time placing all of the Par-
ty's resources at the dlsposal of the LTF is a case in
point. This refusal to finance travel costs which in the
United States can be quite high due to the size of the
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country, included the refusal to subsidize the travel costs
of comrades of the IMT who toured the SWP and YSA
branches prior to the World Congress giving the polit-
ical positions of the IMT. This necessitated that the IT
be self-financed. The Party leadership was informed of
these factors.

- The use of the Party and the YSA apparatus for the
needs of the LTF was countered by the IT in its use
of two full-time cadre to carry out its responsibilities.
Likewise, in order to assure a democratic functioning of
the Tendency, leadership bodies were elected by the Ten-
dency as a whole. Similarly we felt it necessary to carry
out internal dlseusswhs in order to better prepare our-
selves for the pohtlcal responsibilities we had as members
of the FI, the SWP, and YSA. In retrospect we can say,
without giving any credence to the ludricrous charges
of "secret factions" that it would have been more appro-

‘.priate to have designated ourselves as a faction rather
than a tendency.

The exercise of the right to hold internal discussions
among ourselves would have been more understandable,

~as well as the circulation of internal bulletins and a reg-

ula; newsletter. The IT did inform the Party leadership
of its financial policy, of the designation of a national

"coordinator and of the holding of its national conference
_in May 1974. However, none of these facts were ever a

secret to the leadership of the SWP and YSA in that these
leaderships employ "special methods" that give them all
the internal documents of minority tendencies or factions.

The designation of the IT as a faction would have also
clarified the purpose of our leading bodies, ie. the IT
Political Committee and the IT steering committee. These

"would have been more clearly seen for what they were,

faction bodies in opposition to the majority faction of

the SWP and not the Party itself. (Since the leadership of

the. Party constituted the Party itself as being at the dis-
posal of their faction this adds to the confusion in this
situation). From hindsight the use of the term "IT Po-
litical Committee” was a mistake and should have been
replaced by a term such as "IT Coordinating Committee."”
However we are quite confident that this would have been
t1tled a "secret political committee" by the LTF.

3. We wish to make it quite clear that we recognize a
number of political mistakes made in contributions to our

vlniernal discussion. These are not simply matters of for-

mulation but of political appreciation and judgment. State-
ments which implicitly or explicitly characterize the So-
cialist Workers Party as "degenerated" or as having be-
come a sect are absolutely wrong.

It must be pointed out that these characterizations were

‘made by individuals and never adopted by the Tendency

as a, whole. In fact the characterization of the SWP as a
"sect" was explicitly rejected by the IT conference, in-
cluding the author of the characterization. We make
no excuse for these errors in politics as in other sciences
precision is the basic necessity.

The internal discussions of the IT were of value in that
operating as we were in the highly undemocratic environs
of the SWP/LTF, subjective reactions very often could
substitute for political wisdom. Thanks to these discussions
and the firm: but patient advice of the IMT leadership,
the IT was able to.overcome the dangers that could have



led to a split mentality and actions which would then flow
from such a mentality. This was the real outcome of the
May IT conference and not the absurd fantasy created
by the SWP leadership to justify its purge of the IT and
to further its factional war against the leadership of the
International. '

The Expulsions in Light of the International Situation

Since the Tenth World Congress, the groups within
the Fourth International supporting the Leninist Trot-
skyist Faction have stepped up their campaign against
both the sections and sympathizing organizations of
the FI which support the International Majority Tendency,
and against the leadership bodies of the Fourth Inter-
national itself. .

This stepped-up attack has taken a number of forms:
Joe Hansen's characterization of the. FI leadership as
"petty-bourgeois”; the refusal by LTF-dominated sections
and sympathizing organizations that are not prevented
by reactionary legislation from doing so to pay inter-

national dues (or to contribute one penny to international -

campaigns, such as support for the Portuguese LCI);
the public attacks on the Front Communiste Revolution-
naire, French section of the Fourth International for
supporting Mitterrand on the second ballot of the recent
French elections (the culmination being an attack by Art
Young of the LSA/LSO before a large audience con-

taining a number of opponents);.the attacks on the LCR/-

ETA(VI), Spanish sympathizing organization of the FI,
as non-Marxist (and lately the claim that it is imple-
menting a terrorist line), etc.

The major crisis for the LTF, however, has been the
class-collaboration of the Argentine Partido Socialista de
los Trabajadores (PST). The support given by Coral
and Moreno to the statement of bourgeois parties in de-
fense of the existing bourgeois institutions is the logical
end-product of a process which originated in the PST's
legalistic electoral fetishism and gathered strength with
its call for the restoration of Obregon Cano, bourgeois
governor of Cordoba Province. The SWP at first attemp-
ted to cover up for the PST (the numerical backbone
of the LTF) by stating that it lacked "sufficient infor-

mation”; when this information became available, the

SWP moved to arguing that the PST did not really sign
the statement and that it had made a "self-criticism." The
flimsiness of this excuse became apparent when the text
of the "self-criticism” became available with its explicit
defense of signing such pacts with bourgeois parties in
times of crisis. (The PST presently explains that it does
not support the Peronist government, but merely the in-
stitutions! And this at a time when these same institutions
are being used to organize a massive onslaught against
the Argentine working class and its organizations.)

The SWP wing of the LTF was faced with a choice:
to join with the IMT in condemning this policy and
attempting to save the name of the International among
the Argentine working class (which would have meant
the demise of the factional bloc assembled by the SWP
and PST leaderships prior to the 10th World Congress),
or to place factional consideration above the needs of
the class struggle, above the needs of the International,
above the responsibility of educating the cadre of the
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world party against such class collaborationist and treach-
erous activity. Unfortunately, the SWP LTF leadership
attempted to cover up the facts, to rationalize these class
collaborationist practices, and to divert attention from .
the situation of the Fourth International in Argentina.
In the short run, the response of the SWP leadership -
was a clever factional maneuver. If they could not extri-
cate themselves from the PST mess, they could adroitly -
focus attention elsewhere. The expulsion of the Inter-
nationalist Tendency (a component part of the Inter-
national Majority Tendency) for forming a rival party”
would not. only serve as a good pretext for continuing -
the factional hysteria in the SWP and YSA (and cover up
the increased isolation of both organizations in the past -
period),-but it could serve as a focus for a counterattack
against the whole leadership of the FI, which had encour-
aged the lunatic "IT splitters.” It was to be 1953.all over
again, with Massey and ‘Barzman substituting for Clark
and Cochran and Mandel for Pablo. At the very least,
such a strategy would serve to divert attention away
from the PST and force the IMT to defend itself against
a series of attacks from the LTF. It was in this context
that the expulsions took place. R .-

The "Split” : C ‘

The central allegation of the "Materials. . -." document is
that at the May Conference the IT "split"from the ¥$A and
SWP. The SWP Political Committee charges in their docu-
ment that: "Systematically prepared in the period begin-
ning immediately after the last World Congress, the split
was consumated at the May 25-27 national convention
of the Internationalist Tendency held in Chicago." (p. 18)
As a result, the Control Commission argues, the IT "is
a separate, rival party to the SWP." (p. 13)

This charge is a lie.

The Control Commission makes much of a document
submitted by Carapace, et al. Yet the Report on the IT
Conference included in the SWP document makes it clear
that this document was never submitted to a vote. Nor
was the Rico document, also stressed in the SWP report.
They -refer to a document entitled "Unless. We Believe
the SWP to be Reformable. . . ." without pointing out that
the conference record indicates this document, out of 24
full and 10 consultative delegates, received only two votes.
They quote the Rahdnick-Estreugal Amendments at every
opportunity; yet the Conference report shows that these
amendments were rejected. - ,

The actual records of the conference indicate the oppo-
site of the SWP charge. The YSA Report by Inessa, for
example, makes it clear that the IT orientation toward
the YSA was that of a serious, functioning tendency. The
quotations from the Hank Williams document quoted in
"Materials. . ." stress the need to be involved in the "day
to day work" of the YSA and note that "All sectarian
practices toward the cadre of the party and YSA must
become- a thing of the past." The Conference Report
quotes Hank Williams (Bill Massey), IT Coordinator, as
making the following, unambiguous statement: "We need
a major orientation to the YSA; we must fight:to-have -
the IMT push-the democratization of the SWP, we are
against any split in the SWP and must fight the LTF
on this question.” (p. 38)



Other material which the SWP Document did not choose
to reprint, makes this even more clear. The IT Emergency
Newsletter of 6-27-74 dealt with the SWP Control Com-
mission investigation. It stated that the Commission was
"first of all a factional act to further intimidate, demor-
alize, and isolate members of the IT in the Party and
YSA. It is meant to cut across any attempt by us to
function as real members of the Socialist Workers Party
and Young Socialist Alliance. 1t is also meant to provoke
our ranks into such demoralization that they will take
actions that would make it easy for the leadership to
repress us even more and if they got their wishes, expel
us or better still have us leave the Party and YSA" (Em-
phasis added, see Appendix No. 1) This hardly sounds
like a group which has already split, nor does the state-
ment in the same article—made, it should be noted,
by the leadership of the IT to the IT ranks in an in-
ternal document —that, once the SWP stated concretely the
aims and scope of the Control Commission investigation,
that "we will be happy to comply —that being in the
best interests of the party. . ."

This is further stressed in the Memorandum onthe IMT
Tour,"” proposed by a comrade from the IMT and unan-
imously approved by the IT Political Committeeon 7-1-74
(ironically, the day before theexpulsions were recommend-
ed). The statement is highly critical of the SWP; our views
on the SWP were and are hardly a secret, however. The
Memorandum stresses that the goal of the IT is "the
constitution of a national tendency in the SWP and es-
pecially in the YSA" it cites in this context the task of
fighting for the "recognition of the rights of members of
the IT to speak and act as disciplined members of the
FIL . ." It calls for "an effort to politically recruit to the
FI and organizationally recruit to the SWP on the basis
of agreement of activists (isolated or in groups) with
the program of the Fourth International and its Tenth
World Congress, and of their respecting the discipline
of the SWP and YSA and of their commitment to be-
have as active militants." (Emphasis added) The state-
ment concludes that the errors of the SWP leadership
are not to be underestimated and are part of a con-
sistent opportunist and sectarian trend, but "the member-
ship of the SWP in the FI—for whatever reasons—is
a factor which hinders the fullest expression of these trends
to an extent which would necessitate a split." Unless the
SWP grants that it is planning a split from the FI, this
would seem to be the opposite of a commitment to a split
from the SWP and YSA, much less recognition of a split
which has already occurred.

Thus, the May IT conference did not¢ decide upon a
split on either organizational or political grounds. On the
contrary, the IT oriented itself purposefully toward its
functioning as a serious tendency .within the SWP and
YSA. At a time when the Argentine situation is a living
confirmation of the bankruptcy of the LTF line, and
at a time when it is increasingly apparent that the SWP's
"new radicalization” perspectives in the USA must be re-
placed, it is clear that one of the major considerations
for purging the IT was precisely the fear that the or-
ientation of the IT as a serious tendency in the SWP and
YSA would effectively begin to win comrades away from
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the LTF.

The SWP Document then goes on to hint that the mere
act of holding the IT Conference was in itself grounds for
expulsion. I so, it is difficult to understand why the point
was not made until July; in the intervening period, the IT
was not informed that it had "placed itself outside" the
SWP and YSA at any time, even though the SWP leader-
ship had been notified of the holding of the conference
and had acknowledged receipt of this notification.

The question of whether the IT organizational struc-
ture itself constitutes an "illegal" counter-party is raised
several times in the "Materials. . . ." document; it must
therefore be examined.

The IT Organizational Structure

The "Materials. . . ." document focuses attention upon
the organizational structure of the IT. At one point it
states that "The IT's description of its own structure and
method of functioning clearly indicates that it is already
a separate party." It goes on to point out that the IT
held a national conference, has a National Steering Com-
mittee and a Political Committee, a 10 person YSA Com-
mission, etc. (pp. 6-7) It concludes later that the "IT has
its own highly organized and centralized independent par-
ty structure functioning on all levels.” (p. 13)

It is difficult to know what to make of such a charge,
especially in view of the fact that the Control Commission
itself acknowledges reluctantly that "a faction has the right
to meet privately  and determine its own structure. . ."
(p. 8) The charge in this section is not that the IT had
its own structures, but rather that it did not inform the
party "as a whole" about these structures; all the ramb-
ling about the IT Steering Committee, the YSA Com-
mission, etc., is therefore totally beside the point.

It is necessary to examine for a moment the "secret
party” which the IT supposedly constitutes. The SWP is
divided into branches, the YSA into locals; "local ten-
dency” organizations are obviously made up of all IT
supporters in every local area. These IT comrades have
in every case functioned openly as members of the In-
ternationalist Tendency.

The IT exists nationally within the SWP and YSA, how-
ever (as well, of course, as internationally as a fraternal
body of the IMT); it therefore found it necessary to hold
a national conference and to elect a National Steering
Committee. It may have been "alien" to Party and YSA
norms not to publish the names of the members of the
Steering Committee (or the Political Committee when it
was elected); if so, it is odd that this point never came
up until July 2, 1974. There was never any request for
names of national leaders of the IT from the leaderships
of the Party and YSA. (As a matter of fact, there was
never a request of any kind from the leaderships of the
Party and YSA, which chose instead to ignore the IT, in
an attempt to demoralize it.) We did make it clear at the
very outset of the IT who our leaders were. It was es-
tablished from the first that Bill Massey was IT National
Coordinator; in the YSA comrades John Holton, Rich
Mitten and Cathy Matson all served for a period as
YSA-IT coordinator. (Each in turn notified the YSA of
his or her appointment as anationalleader of the YSA IT).



It is unclear how the SWP and YSA thought these com-
rades were selected; at any rate, it was never a point in
contention either at conventions or in correspondence
with the SWP or YSA leaderships until it suddenly be-
came grounds for our expulsion.

To state that the mythical "IT Party"” operates "both
within the SWP and outside the SWP" is totally false
(p. 6). Not only every member of the Political Committee
and Steering Committee, but every member of the IT is
a member of either the SWP, the YSA, or both.

What emerges from a close observation of the internal
situation of the SWP (and, of course, the YSA) is the pic-
ture of a strongly polarized party, in which the leadership
has acted as a divisive, factional body. In reaction to this
attitude of the leadership, the IT (which has politically
defined itself as ‘a tendency) was nonetheless compelled
to organize itself in such a way as to minimize the effects
of the factional activity of the leadership (SWP and YSA).
The result was a relatively high degree of organization
of the tendency, a situation which is definitely not a de-
sirable one, but which was still well within the bounds
of minority rights. Both in terms of political perspec-
tives and organizational reality, the IT (except for its
open ties to the IMT) functions entirely as an opposition
tendency within the SWP and YSA.

It is also interesting to see how the criteria established
(rather suddenly and unilaterally) by the SWP Political
Committee and YSA National Executive Committee apply
to their own factions. The YSA Majority Faction did
provide a (vague) guideline as a basis for membership
and extent of discipline. The YSA MF did not "inform
the organization as a whole" of its structure or leader-
ship composition, if "organization as a whole" includes
the IT and comrades with third or independent positions.
( This, of course, is not surprising in view of a situation
in which expulsion proceedings could be planned and
put into effect without the three IT comrades on the YSA
National Committee being informed of them. Is this
within the "morms of our movement"?) Much the same
is true of the functioning of the Leninist-Trotskyist Fac-
tion in the SWP. Members of the IT, one supporter of
Kompass, and comrades with positions other than com-
plete support to the LTF have been left completely un-
informed as to LTF leadership, organizational structures,
and so on. As for the statement that "faction discipline
must be subordinate to party discipline,” it is rendered
all but meaningless in a situation where every party
and YSA officer is a member of the LTF and/or YSA
MF; in these situations, party or YSA discipline is iden-
tical with faction discipline. The actions of the SWP and
YSA in expelling the IT without any formal charge or
trial, with no opportunity to answer accusations, are a
convincing proof of the dissolution of Party and YSA
leadership organs into factlonal agencies.

But we repeat what we have already stated that be-
cause of the conditions existent in the SWP and the
changes -that were forced upon us we would have been
far more correct to have designated our tendency as
a faction.
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The "Secret Internal Discussions”

The "Materials. . ." Document stresses the horrors of
the IT internal discussion. The charges focus on two
facets of this discussion: (1) The statements made in the
discussion, and (2) the fact that such a discussion was
held at all without every document being shipped to
the SWP and YSA leadership for approval. (This lat-
ter charge relates to the lengthy discussion of the use
of pseudonyms and false covers for documents in the
discussion.)

The "Materials. . ." Document extracts quotes from the
Hank Williams Document in which the SWP is described
as having a "petty bourgeois methodology” and the "meth-
odology of a right opportunist sect,” and as being
"deadly sick" (this last statement in the context of SWPers
crossing picket lines in a strike). The Control Commis-
sion says of these quotes: "The above statements of the
IT are not those of a group that is loyal to the Socialist
Workers Party, and that sees the SWP as the nucleus
of the revolutionary Marxist party that must be built.
They are not the statements of a loyal minority that
has confidence in the cadre of the party and that seeks
to convince the majority through force of argument,
and that pitches in to help build the party while retain-
ing dissident views." (p. 13)

Two points must be made in this context. First, the
statements from the Hank Williams Document are not
qualitatively different from the criticisms made by the
IT in both the SWP and YSA internal discussions. In
"The Building of a Revolutionary Party in Capitalist
America,” we stated that the SWP could "continue to
drift along the path of the new radicalization, and risk
being bypassed by the working class, jeopardizing the
future of Trotskyism for years to come and degenerating
into a sect. Or it can break out of its stupor and return
to the road of Trotskyism and the Transitional Program.”
(p. 28) Other statements were even stronger; yet these
statements were not viewed as being a grounds for expul-
sion from the SWP and YSA and did not prevent four
supporters of the IT from being placed on the YSA Na-
tional Committee. (In fact, the whole method of judging
a tendency's orientation on the basis of selected quotes
rather than on its overall political thrust is highly ques-
tionable.)

Second — and more important —these statements do not
go beyond the bounds of what the SWP and YSA leader-
ships have said (and continue to say) about the Fourth
International and its leadership. Does Tom Kerry's state-
ment that the leaders of the FI are "centrist muddleheads”
make him ineligible for membership in the FI? And how
are we to characterize Joe Hansen's remarks on the Tenth
World Congress? If the IT is to be expelled for referring
o "petty bourgeois methodology” by the SWP leadership,
how do we handle Hansen's statement that "Enough ev-
idence is accumulating to make it possible. . .to offer a
convincing analysis so that the term 'petty bourgeois’
will appear as a correct label. . ." (Internal Information
Bulletin, April 1974, p. 10) Are these statements of a
"loyal minority that has confidence in the cadre™ of the
FI, that "seeks to convince the majority through force
of argument and that pitches in to build" the FI "while
retaining dissident views"? The actions of the SWP leader-



ship and the LTF in general would not seem to indicate
so.

The Control Commission and Political Committee of
the SWP seemed to regard it as more important that doc-
uments were published at all by the Internationalist Ten-
dency for the purpose of regular coordination and internal
discussion. They state: "A faction has the right to circu-
late drafts of proposed documents among faction members
for the purpose of preparing material for presentation
to the party as a whole. But an organized faction can cir-
culate its own internal discussion bulletin only on the con-
dition that it receive the prior approval of the party and
that its bulletin be made available to the party.” (p. 9)
They do not state whether this provision would apply
as well to a tendency newsletter, which is a guide for
the tendency on how to present its views on the party.

These provisions not only weaken the ability of an
opposition tendency to operate; in the existing political
climate of the SWP and YSA, they would prevent it from
operating entirely. We should mention in passing here
that the 1965 SWP Organizational Resolution from which
they quote does not apply to the YSA, making it es-
pecially unclear on what basis the IT was expelled from
that organization. As the YSA did not bother to issue
a bulletin explaining the YSA expulsions, we can only
assume that the "independent” Young Socialist Alliance
engaged in nothing more serious than a game of polit-
ical "follow the leader.”

In theory, a tendency is a loose groupingunited around
several (or even one) programmatic points, to which it
attempts to win the majority of the party. The shining
example of Hansen's grouping around Eastern Euro-
pean questions in 1950, which the SWP today upholds
as the model (and virtually its only example) of a ten-
dency was such a grouping. But when a tendency
emerges in the SWP today, it is immediately subject to
a vicious assault from the leadership. The fact that the
tendency is formed around a relatively narrow range of
programmatic points (in many cases) is used to attack
the tendency as "unprincipled." ("Where Does Tendency
X Really Stand On. . .7") The example of the unprincipled
politics of Martin Abern is dredged up at every oppor-
tunity. Leading members of the SWP and YSA, such as
Pearl C., the Chicago Branch Organizer, issue remarks
such as Comrade Pearl's charge that every opposition
tendency in the entire history of the SWP had been on
the wrong side of the class line. Bluntly, the SWP leader-
ship now regards any serious oppositional tendency as
disloyal; while on paper it issues rhapsodic descriptions
of the rights of mythical opposition tendencies, real op-
positions are isolated, baited, slandered, and ultimately
either expelled or forced to resign.

It was in this environment that the IT was forced to op-
erate. The IT responded, as noted, by organizing itself
in such a way as to minimize victimization of its com-
rades within the SWP and YSA. A major goal of the IT
was the democratization of the SWP and YSA; prior
to our expulsion, we had made certain limited gains. It
was no longer considered grounds for expulsion, for
example, to telephone comrades in other branches be-
tween preconvention discussion periods. (Although this
"right" may seem absurd to comrades in the Interna-
tional, it must be noted that the Proletarian Orientation
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Tendency in 1971, for example, had been characterized
as an unprincipled clique, threatened with disciplinary
measures, and denied representation on the National
Committee of the SWP, in large part for doing just that.)
Comrades of the SWP who are also in the YSA have
also been allowed to operate within the YSA without
being bound by Party discipline (i.e., it was possible for
IT supporters in the SWP to also be IT supporters in
the YSA), in contrast to the practice in previous periods.
But so long as IT comrades were continuously attacked
as 'disloyal”, so long as mere support of the IT was
viewed as a major political heresy, it was necessary for
the Internationalist Tendency to maintain certain minimal
precautions to prevent harassment, while seeking simul-
taneously to correct the undemocratic norms of the party.

It should be noted that another distinction made in the
SWP Document seems more than a bit artificial: the SWP
and YSA leaderships (theoretically) allow documents to
be circulated, as long as the final draft is présented to
the entire organization. But how are positions arrived
at within tendencies except by a full internal discussion?
If any differences, hasty formulations, and first judgments
are to be shipped off to the SWP's LTF leadership for
approval before they can be ironed out, the entire "un-
principled bloc" attack will be set off again. Under the
rules provided by the SWP leadership, the days of any
oppositional tendency are indeed numbered.

We also point out again that the leaders of the SWP and
YSA have different standards for themselves and minor-
ities. The LTF and YSA MF, after all, are factions; yet
surely the "whole organization” includes the IT and sup-
porters of Kompass and various nonaligned comrades;
yet none of these sectors of the Party or YSA were ever
privy to LTF or YSA MF discussions, communication,
and so on.

We can take as an example the declaration of the YSA
Majority Faction. It is possible that Comrade Welch
simply decided that such a declaration would be a good
idea, sat down at her typewriter one day, and dashed
it off, that she then showed it to the other signers, who
approved it on the spot, with no changes; and that they
then immediately ran down to show it to the NEC (which
was coincidentally meeting at the time) and had them ap-
prove it and sent it out to every YSA local. It seems a
rather dubious hypothesis, however; far more likely is the
possibility that there were a number of discussions and
communications between members of the LTF in the YSA
(and even those not in the USA), culminating in the
drafting of a statement which reflected the (rather low)
political level of the discussion, though not necessarily
including every statement, point, or political character-
ization made during the discussion. None of this prior
discussion was ever communicated to members of the IT
or to the YSA as a whole; frankly, we never expected it
to be. In actuality, it would seem reasonable to suppose
the existence of a whole series of international discussions
between groups and members of the LTF. We would hope
so, anyway, given the well-known differences on a whole
series of issues (Popular Frontism, the "progressive role
of the colonial bourgeoisie,” China, etc) which are found
in the LTF. None of these exchanges have ever been
made known to the IMT or the IT. ’

Concretely, we can note that LTF minorities (such
as the Tendency in the IMG) in sections of the FI have



internal discussion, conferences, etc., as a matter of course
without being accused of "forming a rival party” or vio-
lating party organizational norms.

The charges made in regard to the "secret documents”
of the IT are actually a rather thin smokescreen for the
behavior of the SWP and YSA leaderships. Although the
IT was not informed of the existence of the SWP Control
Commission until the Party Plenum beginning on June
24, it had apparently been secretly functioning for a
considerable period before this date. The YSA, for its
part, apparently never even bothered to go through
the motions of appointing such an investigative body;
it made preparations for expulsions without the know-
ledge of three IT comrades (and oneother IMT supporter)
on the National Committee— and thus without the know-
ledge of the National Committee as a whole — and without
any prior warning to the IT or the YSA membership
(outside -of factional caucuses). In the case of the YSA,
comrades of the IT were actually attending the National
Committee Plenum when, as the second session began,
they were denied access. They were thus deprived the
right— as elected leaders of the YSA —to participate in
the session which formally expelled the IT (and, of course,
the three IT NCers) from the YSA. It is behavior of this
sort which is thoroughly outside of the norms of the
movement. .

A few words should also be included regarding the use
of pseudonyms and false covers for the IT discussions.
The SWP regards both as measures aimed at itself: "There
is an IT 'security policy' vis-a-visthe SWP. It is designed
to hide IT activity from the SWP. This security policy in-
cludes the use of pseudonyms that are not party names- and
deceptive covers attached to the secretly circulated IT dis-
cussion bulletins. . ."

The SWP apparently cannot conceive that the IT has
security problems except in regard to itself. The fact
that the IT has been the subject of a probe by the House
Internal Security Committee (which published several
of the IT's submissions to the last party discussion bul-
letins, along with the names of comrades who signed
them), that the IT has been attacked as a "errorist”
group by professional red-baiting sheets such as Philip
Abbot Luce's Pink Sheet and other individuals such as
the nationally syndicated columnist Victor Riesel, etec.,
apparently goes beyond them entirely. The IT internalbul-
letins were mailed around the country and sent to mem-
bers of the IMT in other countries; it was entirely natural
and correct for the IT to adopt (as have the majority
of comrades in the FI) working pseudonyms under such
circumstances. As for the Party and YSA, their under-
standing of such security precautions is apparently all
but nonexistent; how else can we interpret their printing
of the pseudonyms of Comrades Massey and Barzman
and their inclusion of Comrade Massey's address and
telephone number? Parts of the SWP Document could
serve quite well as briefing reports for the local Red
Squad.

As a matter of fact they have already provided a
briefing for the national Red Squad. This is evidenced
in the contribution by Representative John Ashbrook, a
reactionary member of the U.S. Congress, in a con-
tribution he made to the Congressional Record of July
24, 1974, pages E4988-89. In an article entitled "Am-
erican Trotskyites Split on Terrorism" Ashbrook labels
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the IT as terrorist for its support of the views of the
IMT. Specially it lists Cdes Barzmian and Massey as hav-
ing attended the 10th World Congress and having voted
for every resolution in faver of terrorism and "armed
struggle." It goes on to use the Barzman letter, which
it states, "The Socialist Workers Party through thefr sur-
veillance of the 'Internationalist Tendency' secured a se-
cret letter written from France by Barzman to his com-
rades in the U.S." It goes on to state that "Barzman's
secret letter was published in the confidential Socialist
Workers Party Discussion Bulletin and was reprinted by
the House Committee on Internal Security in its hearing
on 'The Theory and Practice of Communism'. Ashbrook's
article went on to mention all the comrades who Barzman
had ostensibly received "advice and instructions from."
The failure of the SWP to use pseudonyms in its bulletins
will unfortunately later be realized in the concrete when
the bourgeois courts seek to use this material against
both comrades of the IMT and LTF. Further the listing
of Bill Massey and John Barzman's home address in the
SWP document is now responsible for its listing in the
Congressional Record. That the U.S. government attains
this material by the use of spies in the Socialist Workers
Party is an invasion of the democratic rights of the Party.
It is a violation that deserves a united condemnation
as does the attacks on the IT. This would be made easier
if these same methods were not used by the LTF in their
obtaining of the internal documents (and private letters)
of the IT.

The charge in regard to "deceptive covers" is totally
absurd; we remind comrades again that documents were
sent over international borders — often by mail, but some-
times by individual comrades. The covers were obviously
not meant to fool the SWP or YSA, but rather to survive
a cursory examination by other, more powerful, third
parties.

"Unauthorized Work Outside the SWP"

Several times in the "Materials. . ." Document emphasis
is placed upon the "unauthorized" (read "illegal" or "dis-
loyal”) work done by the IT with groups outside the
SWP and YSA. Unfortunately for the SWP leadership,
upon examination these examples dissolve into a pathetic
charade; in no case do the facts fit the blaring headlines
which precede them.

1. "Unauthorized IT intervention in the national con-
ference of the Attica Brigade, a Maoist opponent group.”
The facts here include a letter from Jose Perez of the YSA
National Committee and a short statement by Dale G.
of the Chicago SWP branch.

The facts are these: the National Conference of the
Attica Brigade (now the Revolutionary Student Brigade)
was held in Iowa City, Iowa. There is a YSA local in
Iowa City; a majority of the members of this local adhere
to the Internationalist Tendency. Rather naturally, the
Iowa City comrades intended to sell the press and attempt
to make contacts at this important conference. Comrade
Jose states in his report that for security reasons, these
arrangements (i.e., the nationally-planned YSA interven-
tion) were made in as discrete a manner as possible di-
rectly in collaboration with the organizers of party
branches and YSA locals involved.” (p. 118) Apparently
the plans were extremely discrete, because (in spite of
queries) the comrades in Iowa City were not informed



of the plans for a national intervention at all. (This
was perhaps because of their support for a "disloyal"
tendency.) Rather worried that the small Jowa City local
would not be able to intervene effectively, the Iowa City
comrades asked Mark L. (a personal friend of the former
local Organizer) if he could make the 3-4 hour drive
from Chicago to help distribute material and sell the press.
In this connection, Mark L. ( a member of the Chicago
SWP branch and YSA local) wentto Iowa City, accompan-
ied by Larry N. and Rob B., both members of the Chi-
cago YSA local. When the three Chicago comrades be-
came aware that there was a national SWP-YSA inter-
vention, Comrades Larry and Mark immediately ap-
proached Jose, made their presence known, and had
several discussions as to what approach the YSA should
take in its intervention. At no time did Jose make the
charge of "disloyal” activity or instruct Comrades Larry
and Mark to leave. The entire Iowa City problem could
have been avoided altogether had the YSA leadership
not seen fit to treat the Iowa City comrades (like other
IT locals and the IT in general) as political pariahs
and outcasts. ’

2. "Unauthorized work with the Puerto Rican Socialist
Party."” The documents here attempt to show that Comrade
Massey lied to the Control Commission when he stated
that he never met with Alfredo, a New York leader of the
Partido Socialista Puertorigueno (PSP). This is supposed
to demonstrate "unauthorized work" by the IT with the
PSP! In actuality, Comrades Massey and Barzman stated
that they wished their "discussion" with the Control Com-
mission ( in a hallway during the Plenum, a rather in-
formal setting for a session of a party commission) tape-
recorded to ensure accuracy; Comrades Gus Horowitz and
Barbara Matson of the Control Commission refused, in-
stead launching into a series of questions. One such
question had to do with a meeting with Alfredo L.; Com-
rades Massey and Barzman indicated generally that they
would not answer such questions under such circumstan-
ces, at that time and place, until seeing formal charges. So
much for the 'denial' of meeting Alfredo L.

As for the meeting itself, Comrade Massey did indeed
have a conversation with Alfredo L., a former member
of the Proletarian Orientation Tendency whom Comrade
Massey has known for years and considers a friend
and a comrade. However, at notimedid Comrade Massey
discuss internal matters of the SWP and FI, nor did
Alfredo L. discuss internal matters of the PSP. The con-
versation was a political one about the positions of the
Fourth International. While it can be assumed that Com-
rade Roberts' report is grossly exaggerated, we know
for a fact that Comrade Ivan's is completely false. We
call upon him to document his charge; he cannot, in fact,
do so. Taken as a whole, this episode reveals more about
the frantic efforts of the SWP leadership to add variety
to its charges, than to any. "unauthorized work"by the IT.

3. "Unauthorized work in the Emergency Committee to
Defend Democracy in Chile in San Jose, California.”
This matter is dealt with extensively in Comrade Massey's
letter "Against the Split Tactics of the LTF", sent to the
SWP PC on June 9, 1974 (and reprinted in the "Materials
. . ." Document). The facts are that the San Francisco
branch of the SWP refused to allow three IT comrades
who live and work in the San Jose area (60 miles from
San Francisco) to work in the ECDDC in San Jose, or,
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in fact, to give them any political assignments at all in
the area where they live. The ECDDC is generally under
CP hegemony but has a left wing which is hostile to the
reformist CP line and is possible to work with. The
ECDDC scheduled a meeting for Harald Edelstamm which
drew between 400 and 500 persons. (See "Materials. . .",
pp. 137-138) The three reports in this section of the doc-
ument are almost meaningless, especially the tedious re-
port by Comrade Armen who notes breathlessly that three
IT comrades spoke with members of the ECDDC "for
over 15 minutes.” It becomes apparent from reading the
document that: 1. one of these three comrades was even-
tually assigned to work with the ECDDC, voiding dis-
ciplinary charges there. 2. When, subsequently, because
of the sectarianism of the SWP and YSA, the comrades
were ordered not to work with ECDDC (thus terminating
all Chile work in San Jose in any meaningful sense),
Comrade H. "agreed not to repeat this breach -of dis-
cipline." The comrades complied, as the report itself makes
clear; no charge is made for any violation of this order
by supporters of the IT.

A separate point must be made here. Both the SWP and
YSA have a de facto policy of not assigning IT comrades
(especially in groups) to areas of work which involve
contact with independents; in the case of the ECDDC, this
policy coincided with the SWP/YSA sectarian attitude to-
ward anti-imperialist minded youth. The basic point here,
though, is that when the order to cease work was given,
it was complied with.

4. "Unauthorized work with the Revolutionary Marxist
Collective in San Francisco and Oakland-Berkeley." What
emerges from this section of the SWP document is that
a group of militants with differing backgrounds havebeen
evolving toward the Fourth International, that they had
in their possession public literature of the RMG, IMG, and
USFI, that Comrade Massey talked to one of their mem-
bers with the approval of the Oakland Organizer (Jeff
Powers) and that Comrade Garth was seen coming out
of a study group led by the RMC. The only point open
to some confusion is Comrade Garth's presence at the
meeting. The facts, as related by Comrade Garth, are
these: the RMC held a study group in Garth's neigh-
borhood. Garth had met members of the RMC after a
local demonstration and learned of their avowed support
for the FI. Invited to attend a study session, he went to
persuade the members of the RMC to join the SWP (in
line with the policy of the IT, as shown from appended
documents). This visit in no way constituted sustained
work with the RMC, but should be seen as an individual
initiative to recruit to the SWP in a comrade's immediate
milieu.

The IT position on the RMC is no secret. After be-
coming aware of its existence, we took the position that
the SWP should organize to recruit to its ranks. (This is
made clear in Comrade Massey's letter "Against the Split
Tactics of the LTF.") As Comrade Massey noted in the
letter, there are today at least three formations in the
United States—the RMC, the Baltimore Marxist Group,
and the Socialist Union in Los Angeles— which define
themselves as supporters of the majority of the Fourth
International.(As we shall note later, it is scarcely dif-
ficult for members of the "Trotskyist” left in the US to
become aware of differences in the SWP and FI; in addi-
tion, many of these comrades were members of or in con-



tact with other Trotskyist groupings at one time or other,
especially the IMG and the ex-Ligue.) These groups ap-
proached members of the IT; they were informed that they
should join the SWP as active militants. The Los Angeles
Socialist Union (with 19 members) has voted to approach
the SWP on this basis. (This was reported to Comrade
Wendy R. of the Los Angeles SWP branch by Comrade
Aubin of the United Secretariat following a meeting he
had with the SU in late June.) Members of the BMG and
RMC have since approached the SWP on the same basis;
it is somewhat ironic that, in the meantime, the IT has
been summarily ejected from the SWP itself. We made no
secret of our learning about these groups; Comrade
Massey's letter contains two pages on this point. That the
SWP— which is aware of these and other groups which
might be won to the FI— never entertained even a passing
thought of approaching these militants, speaks volumes
about the sectarianism of the SWP and YSA leaderships.

5. "Unauthorized work with various opponent groups
in Minneapolis.”" This item seems strangely misplaced. It
is worthwhile to clarify what ocurred. Comrade Hillery
attempts to make the case that the RMG aided groups
which are opponents of the SWP. The May 2 Meeting she
mentioned was co-sponsored by a large number ofgroups
participating in the May 11 Chile coalition, as Comrade
Hillery acknowledges, as a build-up for that event. It
centered on solidarity with the Chile movement in other
countries, especially Canada. Comrade Peter D. of the
RMG was invited to speak as a member of the Defense
Committee for the eleven militants who were arrested in
Toronto while protesting the military coup last September.
The SWP was invited to cosponsor the event. To call
this, as Comrade Hillery does, "a public insult to the
Fourth International,” is a grotesque display of sectarian
double-think. To include this incident under the heading
of "unauthorized work by the IT with various opponent
groups in Minneapolis" reflects the haste with which this
flimsy documentation was assembled by the Control Com-
mission.

Amidst all the invective directed against the RMG,
the only charge made in regard to the IT (the supposed
subject) is made in a brief parenthetical note at the be-
ginning. The charge here is that Comrade Jeff M. of the
SWP (and IT) "acknowledged being part of the Selby-
Dale Freedom Brigade's study classes.” There is no doc-
umentation, no elaboration, and no explanation of this
point. It seems unusual hysterical diatribe against the
RMG. This says a great deal about the seriousness of
the charge —which is nil.

6. "Unauthorized work with various opponent groups
in Madison, Wisconsin." The paucity of documentation in
this section is not surprising; the LTF and YSAMF
have constantly been forced to rein in their overzealous

cofactionalists in the Madison YSA. In fact, it is the local -

LTF leaders who have, on many occasions, deliberately

attempted to sabotage decisions of the Madison YSA"

with which they disagreed. In July, 1973, the YSA voted
to hold a forum on Britain, with a comrade of the IMG
who happened to be in the area as a speaker. Not only
did the local leader, James L., boycott the forum, he was
seen by comrades tearing down posters for the forum in
his neighborhood. This factional hot-head is the only
source for Comrade Finkel's accusations. With regard to
‘the two events cited (a CALA May Day Forum on Chile
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and the Hortonville Teachers' Strike), the facts are as
follows:

Community Action for Latin America (CALA) is in
no sense an "opponent organization." It is a committee
of independent radicals doing work in a nonsectarianway
around Latin American issues. CALA had organized a
conference on repression in Chile and Brazil in early
April, which drew close to 800 people. The CP was
totally isolated at this conference; at the urging of IT
supporters, Harald Edelstam (then on a nationwide
USLA tour) was invited to speak. The Madison YSA
boycotted the conference untii Comrade Brian W., the
Regional Organizer, arrived and authorized a belated
shift in attitude and participation in the conference. Brian
W. (and a YSA national leader on tour later in the year)
stated that the YSA attitude should be to get closer to
CALA people in regard to Chile work. It was in this
framework that comrades in the IT spoke with indivi-
duals in CALA with suggestions for activities on Chile,
including USLA speakers. CALA organized a May Day
Forum, with a speaker from the Defense Committee for
the Toronto 11. The IT in no way built the CALA For-
um as a rival to the YSA forum.

As for the rally on behalf of the Hortonville teachers,
Comrade John H. of the YSA IT informed Ted S., the
Madison Organizer, at least three times of the need for
action on behalf of the strikers in order to pressure the
statewide union into broader solidarity efforts, and later,
of the fact that such a coalition was forming and that
the YSA should participate in it. Ted S. gave no response
on any occasion. The rally, when held, had roughly 100
participants; three YSA comrades were already selling
The Militant and three more the Young Socialist which
was the reason for the decision of Comrade Mark K. of
the IT to supplement these sales with sales of the Old
Mole. At no time were Old Mole salescounterposed to reg-
ular SWP-YSA press sales. Comrade Pat Q. (of the SWP
and IT) has been active for years in the Madison trade
union movement and is often contacted to speak as a
member of his union local of the American Federation
of State, County, and Municipal Employees (AFSCME).
He has reported his AFSCME activities to Frank Lovell,
SWP Trade Union Director, and to SWP trade union
panels with no objection raised. His participation in the
rally was perfectly in line with his AFSCM Ework to build
solidarity among public employees of different unions.
(At the time of the rally, both Pat and Martha Q. had
requested transfer to at-large status in Madison, but had
never received a reply. The letter from Comrade Finkel
is, in fact, the first and only notification either comrade
ever had of receiving at-large status. Both comrades were
forbidden to attend YSA meetings in Madison, although
there is no branch of the Party in the area. They thus
had no channel of communication with the SWP except
the guidelines already mentioned; to classify his trade
union work and participation in the rally as "unauth-
orized" is the height of hypocrisy. The implication that
Comrade Pat gave preference to the Spartacists over
the YSA is not only totally false—as noted, the YSA
was - invited three times to participate—it is politically
nonsensical. In fact, Pat had arranged for the YSA to
have a speaker at the rally and personally asked James
L. of the YSA to speak. Comrade James L. refused, thus
depriving the YSA of the opportunity of presenting its



views to a broad representation of trade union militants.
It is this sort of sectarian behavior which has charac-
terized the Madison YSA/LTF for a considerable period
and prevented the YSA from making any gains whatever
in Madison. ‘

7. "Unauthorized work with the Baltimore Marxist
Group and Chile resistance committees." The documen-
tation here is a letter from Bitsy Meyers, Washington (DC)
branch organizer. The majority of her letter is filled with
a lengthy account of who is in the BMG, proving only
that the BMG has members. The entire charge directed
against the IT is that they "sat with" members of the
BMG at a demonstration and that both sold either Old
Mole or Red Weekly. There is no attempt to demonstrate
that the IT "worked with" the BMG at all, physical prox-
imity apparently being viewed as synonymous.

The fact that the BMG is led by former members of
the SWP and YSA who became aware of the work of
Trotskyists in the world (especially with the ex-Ligue)
'and moved toward the politics of the FI may
seem "strange" to comrade Meyers, but this is scarcely a
political point. They have no paper of their own, so they
sell Old Mole, with which they are in general political
agreement. Members of the BMG have since, we under-
stand, applied to join the SWP and Y SA.

As we previously stated, we feel that we committed an
error in not fully notifying the party of the attempts by
IT members in recruiting these comrades to the party
and YSA.

"Attendance of a non-SWP or YSA member at the IT
conference”

This point, which the SWP leadership chose to stress
throughout their document (even giving it an entire page
to itself), is not only totally without foundation, it is de-
monstrably so. The fact that it is made at all reveals
a great deal about either the dishonesty or confusion of
the SWP leaders. The fact is that the IT had ten (not
eight) supporters in the SWP and YSA in Washington
at the time of the conference, and that all nine who came
to the conference were members of either the SWP, YSA,
or both: They include Tom Q. (in Both), Kirk L., Starr
B., John B., Sally C., and Max G. (YSA); and Cathy
K., Les B., and Marilyn L. (SWP). Total nine people.
Some confusion perhaps comes from the fact that John
B. was subsequently invited to leave the YSA by the
YSA organizer as a part of the general campaign to
intimidate and drive out IT supporters. A new comrade,
unversed in the Macchiavellian maneuverings of the LTF,
John B. complied. Comrade Meyers then found only eight
(overlooking still another IT member in the shuffle) and
began a series of speculations leading to theidiotic charge.

This explanation renders the intricate chain of pseu-
dologic involving D.M. of the BMG somewhat academic.
A few words are perhaps necessary on this point, how-
ever, to clear up the situation. The IT conference regis-
tration and all witnesses confirm-that D.M. did not attend
the conference at all; considerable doubt was thus placed
on the DC organizer's report. Subsequent verifications
show that D.M. never claimed to have attended the con-
ference, but merely answered the question, "Were you in
Chicago?" with "Yes, it was a very interesting city." The
conversation reported by Comrade Bitsy is thus com-
pletely untrue. The whole proceedings indicate the un-
reliability of attempting to entrap people into giving
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the right answer to questions. The whole matter of the
"D. M. incident” could have been avoided had the Control
Commission asked us for an explanation of the discrep-
ancy instead of trying out its skills as a secret detective
agency.

A word must also be said inregard to the charge, made
in several contexts, that various persons not in the SWP
or YSA were "familiar with the debates in the FL" The
implication is always that the IT is handing out internal
documents; significantly, the charge is never made in the
concrete, but always through inuendo. It is a fact in the
United States that the various vampire sects have had
a field day with divisions inside the SWP and YSA. It
is almost impossible for a person considering himself
or herself a Trotskyist not to be aware of them. In the
Spartacist press alone, there has been a series of articles
such as "Guevarism vs. Social Democracy in the USec,"
"Renegades from Trotskyism Battle in the USEC," "Split
Momentum Mounts in USec,” etc. Other sectlets have
held their own in this rush to "expose” the "Pabloites™
See, for example, The Torch ("Pabloite International
Heads Toward Split"). At the time of the YSA conven-
tion virtually every grouplet prepared its own analysis
of internal events in the SWP and YSA. They derived
their information from former members of the SWP and
YSA, occasional agents inside the SWP and YSA, and
from each other. The SWP and YSA leaderships are as
fully aware of this as we are; they prefer, however, to
conceal this and hint at further "violations" by the IT.

"Non-participation in the SWP and YSA"

The SWP document does not attempt to refute the spe-
cific evidence of refusal to integrate ITers into the SWP
and YSA cited by comrade Massey in his letterrs of June
9, 1974 —evidence involving fraction assignments, edu-
cational and transfer policies, etc. They simply state that
"on the contrary. . .the IT, by its own choosing, does not
participate actively in the work of the SWP." (p. 8) They
then seek to show that the IT "boycotts" SWP work.

The charge of "non-participation” in SWP and YSAwork
would seem a line from the theater of the absurd were
it not for the tragic situation which it is meant to hide.
We will not attempt to challenge the statistics provided by
the Control Commission. We have not been so cynical
as to begin a statistical study of the SWP and YSA's
factional exclusions against the IT; we had hoped that
the situation could be solved in a political way. Com-
rades of the IT need no defense. Many of them have
over ten years of activity in the Trotskyist movement,
as youth organizers, party candidates, branch organizers,
fraction heads, and trade-union activists. We all joined
the SWP and YSA dedicated completely to the building
of the organizations and many of us have maintained
a high level of activity despite the factional at-
tacks against us. However, it is an undeniable fact that
a number of comrades have found it increasingly diffi-
cult to continue their work under conditions of unbridled
hostility, ostracism, constant demeaning attacks, and
assignments based on factional considerations rather
than the needs of the party. Wehavecalled the party lead-
ership’s attention to this situation on numerous occasions,
asking for discussions. But su¢h discussions were out of
the question with a "disloyal” and "antiparty” minority.
Comrade Barzman pointed to this dangerous situation
when he spoke at the August 1973 SWP convention on
the election of the national committee. But his remarks



were not circulated to the membership as had been re-
quested. Instead, the slanders of the nomination commis-
sion were reproduced and circulated without an answer.
The status of the IT inside the party has been closely tied
to the LTF's international factional considerations, and
not to the needs of the SWP and YSA, let alone the inter-
national as a whole. Thus, prior to the world congress,
comrades of the IT were placed on the national committee
of the YSA, and some verbal statements were made that
the IT could start with a "clean slate— as if comrades of
the IT were criminals on probation. But barely had the
world congress ended that the same policies resumed. As
the LTF's attacks on the Spanish and French organiza-
tions unfolded, as the need to cover up the Argentine
PST's orientation became more urgent, and especially
as the IT's public defense of the positions of the Fourth
International became more embarrassing in the face of
the LTF's failure to defend them, the IT came under a
new volley of attacks with limitations on its right to
speak, orders on comrades of the SWP and YSA not to
socialize with members of the IT, denial of the right to
present counterreports on the business beforethebranches,
exclusion from political assignments, and so on. The ac-
tivity of a number of comrades in the IT was affected by
this. We hold the leadership ofthe SWP entirely responsible
for this situation, and we repeat our offer to participate
in a parity commission wherever necessary, to help re-
solve such problems. On our side, the tendency's commit-
ment to activity in the party and YSA has been clearly
expressed and reiterated. The statement "preparing local
tendency tasks and perspectives" from the June 6, 1974,
IT newsletter (quoted in the Control Commission docu-
ment) is quite clear on this: "What is needed is to be rec-
ognized as political people, with the capacity for judg-
ment and action, and this can only be demonstrated by
a steady involvement in the organization alongside those
we are seeking to win. We do not refuse 'shitwork’ but we
demand the right to participate in meaningful political
activities. There are a certain number of activities which
we can work on whole-heartedly or with relatively minor
conflict: Chile work, CL UW, petitioning, Indochina, farm
workers support, TU fractions, campus fractions, various
facets of election campaign, forums, regional work, edu-
cationals." (p. 40-41) This, it should be noted, precisely
parallels the supposedly fraudulent explanation put for-
ward by comrade Massey in his already-mentioned let-
ter to the SWP political committee. At any rate, alleged
underactivity or under support is not the same as "boy-
cott” of finances and activities. The tendency has explained
in writing to the party that it was recommending to its
supporters that their sustainers to the party and YSA be
proportional to the contributions to the International as
a whole from LTF-dominated groups legally able to af-
filiate to the F 1L

What makes the charges in this area particularly scan-
dalous is the incredible statement found in the SWP "Ma-
terials. . ." document on page 19: the SWP Political Com-
mittee maintains here that members of the LTF are "main-
taining their activities and financial obligations in an
exemplary way.” It is uncertain who the LTF is trying
to fool here certainly not the members of the Fourth
International, who are perfectly aware that LTF groups
not prevented by reactionary legislation from affiliating
to the FI have made a complete boycott of all financial
contributions since the Tenth World Congress. Not only
does this include a refusal by these groups to pay any
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dues at all to the FI, but also includes a refusal by these
groups to pay even a portion of the assessment to help
our Portuguese comrades establish a weekly newspaper!

The FI and Demvcratic Centralism

The Control Commission document pushes into dan-
gerous waters—for the LTF—on at least one point,
arguing that the Internationalist Tendency has violated
the statutes of the Fourth International. This point is
based on the mendacious claim that the IT attempted
to substitute itself for the SWP leadership in determining
national tactics for the YSA. It further intended to draw
attention away from the fact that the SWP has not fol-
lowed the political line of the Fourth International's
campaigns in any tactical shape or form.

The articles of the statutes quoted by comrade Horowitz,
et al. refer to the tactical jurisdiction of national sections
over the countries in which they operate, to the fact that
the IEC cannot change the leadership of a section, and to
the fact that the center should not dictate national tactics.
Comrade Horowitz attempts to show that the IT devised
its own tactical interpretation of the FI lineon Chile work,
demanded that the SWP accept it because the IT was
part of the International majority, and then went ahead
and carried it out on its own. This claim is politically
ludicrous and factually incorrect. The IT felt that the
Fourth International's line for Chile work in the period
following the coup, as expressed in the United Secre-
tariat statement, was to campaign for solidarity with the
resistance as long as it lasted, and then with the various
struggles of the Chilean workers and peasants, on an in-
ternationalist and class basis. The IT considered that
the SWP's civil libertarian work in USLA had nothing
in common with that line, and the IT offered the sug-
gestion of one possible tactical implementation: to create
a left pole within the broader Chile movement, based on
clear solidarity positions. The IT was in no position to
carry out such a line and never was so foolhardy as to
see itself as the agent of such a perspective. Rather, when
their proposals were rejected, comrades of the IT confined
themselves to circulating the general political positions
of the FI on Chile while carrying out the SWP and YSA
assignments. They did so with the sales of the special
issue of the Old Mole on Chile and the distribution of the
United Secretariat statement on Chile It was this public
expression of the political positions of the Fourth Inter-
national and not any alleged claim of the IT to substitute
for the leadership which provoked the ire of the LTF.

It is a grotesque smokescreen to argue, as the SWP
and YSA leaderships have done, on various occasions,
that the IT felt that as a representative of the majority
of the FI it should determine SWP and YSA policy. As
the IT pointed out in its reply to the declaration of the
YSA Majority Faction (in regard to the FI's campaign
of solidarity with the Chilean working class), "The IT
never has sought to impose its own interpretation of the
solidarity line, but has merely asked that the solidarity
line be implemented, which is not the case at the present
time." What is more, the YSA and SWP leaderships them-
selves have recognized that this is the case. Qur answer
to the YSAMF explained this: "the declaration states that
there were two public faces of the YSA on May 11. This
can only mean that there was one based on the civil
libertarian line of USLA and the other based on the FI



statement. It would seem that if the USLA civil libertar-
ian approach was consistent with the line projected for
Chile work in the FI statement, then there would have
been not two public faces of the YSA, but one and the
same line. If such were the case, there would be no basis
for the charge of indiscipline. In fact, by stating that
the distribution of FI statements and the selling of Old
Moles constituted an act of indiscipline, i.e., the putting
forward of a counter line of 'second face' the YSA is
admitting that its own line stands squarely counterposed
to that of the FI . . It is not the members of the IT who
are guilty of indiscipline, but the leadership of the YSA
who are indisciplined toward the line of the Fourth Inter-
national; which the YSA orients to and supports although
it cannot be an actual youth organization of the FI be-
cause of reactionary legislation.”

The simple fact is that the SWP and YSA leadershlps
totally ignored the FI's approach to and line-on Chile
work, just as they have ignored international discipline
by attacking publicly the FCR for supporting a "popular
front" in France, just as they have refused to aid the
Portuguese comrades in their campaign to build a weekly
newspaper, and just as the entire LTF has boycotted
the finances of the FI since the Tenth World Congress.

Comrade Horowitz further attempts to show that the IT
had a general policy of carrying outitsown interventions,
regardless of whether there was a difference between the
IMT and the LTF on the.issue at hand, and regardless
of whether the SWP approved such actions. His case is
based on the fact that several IT supporters attended a
rally in defense of Soviet political prisoners while they
were assigned to "other sales locations." This is an in-
teresting case, because it was the first instance of com-
plete and unabashed exclusion &f comrades of the IT
from a major political activity of the branch. For the
first time, all comrades of the IT were specifically as-
signed not to go to this demonstration. And several of
them were not even told of this prohibition. This factional
act is surpassed in maliciousness only by the organizer
of the St. Louis SWP branch ordering comrade Mark
Lause not to talk politics to anyone outside the party.
These situations reflected an unprecedented and new stage
of the LTF factional attacks and comrades were at a loss
as to how to respond. This explains their individual de-
cisions to attend the demonstration rather than appeal
the assignments. The rampant factionalism of the LTF
is “further evidenced by the objections of comrade Pat
Grogan, the LTF convener in Chicago, to the sales of
Inprecor, even though it contained a particularly relevant
article by comrade Ernest Mandel reviewing Solzhenitsyn's
latest book. Rather than an organized IT breach of dis-
cipline, we have a case of a massive and unbridled
factional attack by the LTF meant to demoralize and
drive out the IT. Such factional exclusions, and not sales
of Inprecor, are the real departures from the norms of
our world movement.

Other Charges :

A charge which receives a certain emphasis in the SWP
document relates to the trade-union document drafted by
the IT. The charge here is that the trade-union document
calls for work outside the Socialist Workers party. This
is the main item meant to demonstrate that work in the
SWP and' YSA was entry work, and only one area of
work among several.
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Of prime interest in this section of the SWP document
is the deceptive use of a partial quote. In the quotation
utilized (on p. 11), the portion which the SWP leader-
ship omits is underlined: "The fact that we are in the SWP
automatically poses the question of what to do with po-
tential recruits that we are able to draw arcund us. Al-
though the SWP is not the most congenial organization
Jor working class militants, we should attempt to induce
them to join. Should the SWP refuse to admit them for
factional reasons (either blatantly or via the imposition
of a long waiting period, impossible assignments, etc.)
or if the potential recruit finds joining the SWP an unin-
viting alternative, then we have the duty to help sustain
their interest in the politics of the Fourth International
through a variety of means. . . ."

The implications are clear. The first priority of the IT
was to win potential trade-union comrades to the SWP.
In many cases, however, the factional nature of the SWP
recruitment policy and activity makes this impossible.
(For information on SWP factionalism in these areas,
see both the Massey "Against the Split Tactics of the LTF"
letter in the Control Commission document, and his let-
ter to the United Secretariat of October 29, 1973.) In
these cases, the IT would attempt to prevent these worker
militants from drifting away from the Trotskyist move-
ment by common union activity ("action interventions"),
socializing ("tavern raps, dinners, parties, etc."), and
encouragement to continue study in Marxism ("study
classes, reading programs. . ."). The IT was governed by
the policy of the International Majority Tendency, which
was concretely codified in the already quoted "memoran-
dum on the IMT tour" agreed to by the IT and the IMT
as a whole, and which contained the reaffirmation of the
commitment to "politically recruit to the FI and organiza-
tionally recruit to the SWP on the basis of activists' agree-
ment. . .with the program of the Fourth International
and its Tenth World Congress, of their respecting the dis-
cipline of the SWP, and of their commltment to behave
as active militants."

What must be pointed out is that the SWP can find
not a single instance of real or alleged violation of party
or YSA discipline by the IT in trade-union work. On
the contrary, we can cite case after case of the SWP
acting to prevent union activity by members of the IT —
actions and instructions which were, of course, protested
but were complied with in every case. We can point to
the case of comrade Ned M., who was forced to withdraw
from a militant trade union caucus and was withdrawn
from a speaking engagement (which had already been
publicized) at an SWP forum, the case of comrade Polly
C., who was forbidden to take a major organizational
assignment in the Coalition of Labor Union Women
(CLUW), the refusal by the SWP and YSA leaderships
(following the CLUW conference) to allow IT women
trade unionists to work in or even to join CLUW, the
dissolution by the Chicago branch of the rail fraction
when the IT obtained a majority in it, and so on. At the
CLUW conference, where each IT comrade was provided
with a personal LTF chaperone, IT members loyally
carried out party and YSA discipline even whenit entailed
voting to curtail the democratic rights of other left ten-
dencies and supporting an incredible "compromise” on the
question of support for the struggle of the United Farm
Workers. The charge in the SWP documentmustbe viewed
as nothing more than a (poor) smokescreen to cover



up the SWP's lack of involvement in trade-union activ-
ity and its factional acts aimed at IT trade unionists.
A thoroughly absurd charge is to be found on pages
9-10 of the SWP document. The SWP Control Commission
states that "The secret circulation of private internal dis-
cussion bulletins by the IT has apparently been going on
for a long time. They then refer to a quote from an IT
document which mentions a so-called Jules Verne docu-
ment on Vietnam, drafted in 1972. The Control Com-
mission notes that the Gregorich-Passen split from the
SWP (mentioned in the quote) occurred "long before
the formation of the IT" and concludes that: "The SWP
has never been informed of a 'Jules Verne document.’
Nor had the SWP been informed by Bill Massey of the
preparations for the Gregorich split from the SWP."

The basic facts are these: Following the 1971 conven-
tion, a section of the former Proletarian Orientation Ten-
dency led by Barbara Gregorich and Phil Passen began
to develop apart from the restoftheold POT. This group-
ing (which was to become the Leninist Faction) developed
a position that the National Peace Action Coalition and
SMC were "popular fronts.” Other members of the former
POT (some of whom were later to form the nucleus for
the Internationalist Tendency) rejected this analysis and
circulated a reply ("Jules Verne") to Gregorich and Passen
which rejected the "pop front” charges but argued that
the SWP had, in fact, made a serious error in the anti-
war movement in not utilizing the slogan "Victory to the
NLF!" Discussions around this reply led to the formula-
tion of the January 19, 1973, document producedby Com-
rade Lauren C. (which the SWP refused to allow to be
read in branches).

The kicker here is the reference to "advance knowledge
of the Gregorich-Passen split" as is clear from the context
of the quote, it deals notwith the future split of the Greg-
orich-Passen grouping from the SWP, but to the just-
occurred split of the Gregorich-Passen forces from the
POT. Following the formation of the separate Gregorich-
Passen group, contact between the former POT and what
was to become the Leninist Faction was entirely severed.
The image conjured up by the Control Commission of
Massey, Shaffer, and Smith hiding the knowledge of an
impending split from the SWP is revealed as totally false.
The authors of this deliberate falsification probably felt
confident that the confusion would remain, because the
SWP leadership hid from the party as a whole the fact
that Gregorich and Passen had broken away from the
POT. At the time, the leadership ordered branches not to
allow the reading of the declaration of the newly-formed
Leninist Faction, thus fostering a climate of suspicion and
misunderstanding toward the POT as a whole.

The IT Expulsions~ a Violation of Party and YSA Norms

Although the charge of an "IT Party” is idiotic, it
does serve a purpose for the SWP and YSA leaderships.
It enables them to by-pass the clear provisionsin the SWP
and YSA constitutions relating to discipline. Even the ab-
surd myth of a "split" which the SWP did not discover
for more than a month (and of which the IT was unaware
until its "existence as a separate party" was "recognized")
was apparently preferable for the SWP and YSA leader-
ships to the established trial systems in both organiza-
tions, in which the IT could have exposed the fraud put
forward by the LTF leadership.

59

The provisions in the SWP and YSA constitutions are
scarcely ambiguous. Article VIII of the SWP Constitution
states in Section 3 that "Charges against any member
shall be made in writing and the accused member shall
be furnished with a copy in advance of the trial. Charges
shall be filed and heard in the branch to which the mem-
ber belongs, or in a higher body which may decide to
act directly in the case. . ." Section Five adds that "Any
member subjected to disciplinary action has the right to
appeal to the next higher body, up to and including the
National Convention. . ." The YSA' Constitution echoes
these provisions; Article IX, Section 3, for example, states
that "Written charges shall be presented to the accused
member in advance of the trial. Charges shall be filed
in the local unit where the accused is a member and shall
be heard by a committee it sets up for the purpose.”
Section Six parallels Article VIII, Section 5, of the Party
constitution.

In the past, at least the forms of the articles on dis-
cipline in the SWP and YSA Constitutions were observed.
In 1963, for example, the charges leveled atthe Robert-
son minority (the nucleus of the Spartacists) by the SWP
Control Commission roughly paralleled those leveled to-
day at the IT; the SWP Political Committee responded by
suspending Robertson, Mage, Harper, White, and Ireland.
The Robertsonites appealed; a party trial was held. Ar-
guments can be made as to the nature of the charges,
trial procedures, etc. But at the very least, formal charges
were made, appeals were allowed and there was a trial
at which these accused were allowed to defend themselves.

The expulsion of the IT in 1974 was, as we have seen,
entirely different. The IT members of the SWP were sim-
ply informed that "the Internationalist Tendency's status
as a separate, rival party" placed them "outside the con-
stitutional provisions for membership in the Socialist Work-
ers party." There is no precedent for this formulation
(which is precisely paralleled by the statement of the NEC
of the YSA; it placed the IT entirely outside of the norms
provided for in the statutes.)

Actually, even the intricate maneuverings of the SWP
and YSA leaderships were inadequate in this regard. The
Control Commission report was an accusation aimed at
the IT; however well rounded the SWP PC and the YSA
NEC may have regarded it, assertion and belief do not
substitute for proof. However firmly the leaderships may
have believed the split nonsense (and, frankly, it is hard
to believe that they take it all seriously), their belief does
not allow them to discard at will the statutes of the party.

The de facto purge of the IT was prepared with the
greatest secrecy. Not only were membersof the IT not in-
formed of the preparations for the expulsions, those SWP
and YSA comrades who had taken third positions or non-
aligned stances were, likewise kept in thedark. These com-
rades have almost unanimously denounced the expul-
sions as a flagrant violation of party and YSA norms.

There is some evidence that the expulsions were planned
prior to the formal inauguration of the Control Commis-
sion on June 20. At the June SWP plenum, not only two
supporters of the IT (present as members of the Inter-
national Executive Committee), but also comrade C., a
member of the United Secretariat, were barred from at-
tending most of the sessions, including a mysterious one
devoted to "opponent groups.” The justification for this
was that only members of the national committee and de-



partment heads could be allowed in. This excuse was to-
tally unacceptable on the face of it, as there is no. prece-
dent for statutory justification for exclusion of USec mem-
bers from such sesssions. Further, the excuse was openly
fraudulent in that members of the Canadian LSA/LSO

and the Mexican Liga Socialista were allowed to attend.

the session in question. Comrade Dick G., a member
of the National Committee of the SWP, was somewhat
more frank when he stated that the SWP leadership could
"discuss more frankly"” in the absence of these comrades
and that the decision to purge the IT was made at these
closed sessions of the SWP plenum (which in fact were
faction meetings and not party meetings— unless we rec-
ognize that to the leadership of the SWP their faction is
the party and the party is their faction). _

As for the Control Commission investigation, it can
be viewed as little more than a charade. As noted, the
only approach to any member of the IT came during
an informal encounter in a hallway during the plenum.
No member of the commission ever stated the scope of
the investigation, nor the nature of the charges against
the IT. As national coordinator of the IT, comrade Mas-
sey therefore informed the commission that the IT would
answer questions as soon as the nature and scope of the
investigation were clarified. No member of the IT was
ever approached by the control commission; the charges
were never explained; and though comrade Massey had
been told that he would be contacted in three weeks, no
effort was made to reach him. Instead, on July 4 the SWP
PC voted to expel the IT. The YSA NEC obediently fol-
lowed suit, apparently on the basis of no investigation
whatever. Supporters from the IT were removed from
the rolls; a membership reregistration process was begun,
apparently to catch any ITers who escaped the net the
first time. ITers were physically excluded from the sec-
ond day of the YSA National Committee plenum (at
which our expulsion was formally ratified) and all over
the country IT supporters were barred from SWP and
YSA meetings. Comrade Jeff M. was physically thrown
from the premises when he attempted to attend a YSA
meeting; two comrades in Philadelphia were dragged out
of a branch meeting and down two flights of stairs. Mem-
bers of other sections of the FI who had transferred into
the SWP and YSA were generally treated in the same
manner; for example, comrade Adam S., a member of
the IMG, was told that he could no longer attend SWP
or YSA meetings because "his transfer had not come
through yet." (He had been allowed to attend meetings
prior to the IT expulsions.) When he asked Pearl C.
Chicago branch organizer, how long such a process
would take, he was told that the transfer would not be
allowed, as he had shown himself to be a supporter of
the Internationalist Tendency (in the two weeks he had
been in Chicago).

Simultaneously, pressures were placed upon LTF or
nonaligned comrades thought to be "shaky"; they were
urged not to return phone calls from members of the
IT, to meet or speak with them, and so on. An intense
propaganda barrage was inaugurated to keep the fac-
tional heat at a high level in the Party and YSA, coupled
with a massive attack upon other sections of the FIL
(In the Plenum reports following the YSA NC, the focus
was upon the FCR and the '"ultraleft, terrorist, mad
bombers" of the LCR/ETA VL The question of the PST
was dismissed as an IMT "witchhunt.”)

Opposition in the SWP and YSA

In most of the sections of the Fourth International,
differences are regarded as both normal and healthy.
Opposition tendencies are allowed to exist freely; they
are not only allowed to speak to each branch or cell,
they are given financial aid to help them to reach as
much of the cadre as possible. Proportional represen-
tation on leading bodies is taken for granted; supporters
of opposition tendencies are allowed to hold leadership
positions, give educationals, speak at public forums, run
as candidates, and so on. For the past few years, not
one of these has been true of the SWP or YSA.

This was shown in 1971, for example, in the treat-
ment afforded the Proletarian Orientation Tendency. The
POT was a loose tendency formed around a recognition
of the need for the SWP to reroot itself in the working
class; it took no stand on international issues as a ten-
dency, allowing its supporters to take different stands.
For this, the POT was denounced as an "unprincipled
clique.” The ghost of Martin Abern was dredged up for
the tenth or eleventh time to characterize a tendency. As
the discussion progressed, the attacks from the party lead-
ership increasingly turned to vicious personal assaults,
such as "Where Does Hedda Garza Stand?"by Comrades
Lew Jones and Susan LaMont (SWPDB, Vol 29, no.
30, July 1971, pp. 5-8). The form of the criticisms was
adequately summarized by Mark L. of the IT: "On and
off the branch floor, we have been accused of being apo-
litical cliquists and of being fanatical automatons, of being
too deeply immersed in abstract theory and of being the-
oretical illiterates, of being based on organizational gripes
and of having too many fundamental differences with
the Political Committee to merit consideration as a ser-
ious tendency, etc. Perhaps this confession could have
been broadened to include more of my crimes if I were
but -sure of their nature.”" (Confessions of a Cadre Kil-
ler, SWPDB, Vol. 31, No. 31, July 1973, p. 41). The
POT was denied representation on the SWP National
Committee on the grounds that it did not represent a
"clear political tendency."”

Worse by far was what followed the Convention. Areas
of strength of the POT were systematically attacked by
the SWP Political Committee. This was particularly true
of the Oakland-Berkeley branch and local, where 40-50
supporters of the majority were shipped in prior to the
local Tasks and Perspectives to smash the minority and
eliminate it from the leadership in the YSA. Comrade
Mark L. in the previously-quoted document— which has
never been refuted by the SWP leadership — described his
own role in the crusade to crush the Oakland-Berkeley
POT. He notes a conversation with the YSA Organizer,
who "discussed the tremendous potential of the Bay Area
and the real reason for our transfer: to smash the m+
nority." As he puts it, "We arrived in the middle of a
meeting. We almost literally walked into the meeting with
our hands raised.” (p. 41) Across the country, support-
ers of the POT who did not recant were removed from
any positions of leadership; slate votes for local execu-
tive committees became a common means of eliminating
minority representation.

The repression aimed at the POT could not help but
have an effect; one result was the formation of the Greg-
orich-Passen Leninist Faction. As the IT Document "The
Building of the Revolutionary Party in Capitalist Amer-
ica" pointed out (p. 26), "The Class Struggle League-



Vanguard Newsletter is partly the result of a subjective
reaction by a group of dissident SWP members to drive
them out of the party campaign conducted by the SWP
leadership." Some comrades became discouraged and
dropped out of politics entirely; a larger number remained
inside the SWP to continue the fight. (Identical pressures
were at work, of course, inside the YSA. Comrade Peter
G., for example, wasdumped from the Y SA National Com-
mittee in 1971 for his support of the POT inside the
Party.)

The POT however, had been formed around a relatively
narrow circle of differences with the SWP and YSA major-
ity. When the Internationalist Tendency was formed, with
a much broader and better-defined set of differences with
the Party and YSA majority, the campaign of factional
hysteria reached new heights. The charges of"'unprincipled
combinationism"” were dredged up again; the ghost of
Martin Abern was once again summoned up. (See "An
Unprincipled Grouping Within the SWP," Tom Scharett,
SWPDB, Vol. 31, no. 33, July 1973, pp. 3542). In
branch andlocal preconventiondiscussions itwas solemnly
avowed that the supporters of the IT were racists (or,
more modestly, were "bowing to racism"), were sexists,
that they hated gay people. Members of the IT in Los
Angeles who attempted to defend the right of a comrade
accused of being a police agent (arguing that a formal
trial was necessary before action could be taken) were
called "cop-lovers." The IT was accused of capitulating
to liberalism, Stalinism, ultraleftism, of all three at once.
Comrade Norman Oliver informed us that we made him
sick.. ("Ultraleftism in the Black Movement and the In-
ternationalist Tendency's Adaptation to it." SWPDB vol.
31, no 31, July 1973, p. 8). At the 1973 YSA conven-
tion, one comrade accused us (seriously) of supporting
"guerrilla warfare in Carbondale, Illinois." At the same
convention, Kris V., a leading comrade, compared us to
the Ku Klux Klan.

This campaign reached a peak of sorts at the 1973
SWP Convention. Not only was the number of votes in
each branch necessary to elect a delegate moved upward
from seven to fifteen, cutting down considerably ‘upon
minority representation (in spite of a lack of growth in
the Party during the preceding two years), the IT was
denied any representation upon the SWP National Com-
mittee. The old charge of "unprincipled combinationism"
was again dredged up, but to it was added the new ac-
cusation that the IT was "disloyal" and an "anti-party
group.”" Reacting to such charges, Comrade Livio, a rep-
resentative of the USEC F1I at the proceedings, was forced
to intercede: "We consider the decision to reject any rep-
resentation of a minority as alien to the traditions and
rules of the Fourth International. . . Do you consider the
SWP is a special party? Last point: the terminology used
by the reporter who spoke in terms of anti-party elements
is quite alien to the Trotskyist movement and actually
it is in the traditions of the Stalinist bureaucracy.” (Ap-
pendix to IMT Statement, "Let's Discuss Political Differ-
ences, Not Old Wives' Tales,” IIDB Vol. X, no. 20, Oc-
tober, 1973, p. 28). His point was ignored.

Prior to the Tenth World Congress, the L'TF apparently
attempted to improve its image somewhat on the inter-
national scene; at the December 1973 YSA Convention
the IT was allowed two full and two alternate members
on the National Committee. At the 10th World Congress,
NC member Rich M. of the IT was allowed to attend as
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a member of the YSA leadership delegation. (Such was
the miseducation produced by the YSA leadership, that
this decision to include four ITers provoked considerable
opposition from the LTF ranks, which the leadership
(somewhat embarassedly ) had to bludgeon down. Several
delegates argued that to include IT members on the YSA
National Committee was an "insult" to the party. When
ITers asked whether this meant that the IT was no longer
considered disloyal, the Y SA leadership replied in the neg-
ative—the SWP IT was still "disloyal,” but, it was added,
nothing was known about the YSA IT yet.)

Following the World Congress, it was decided to grant
ITers in both the YSA and SWP token seats on branch
and local executive committees. That this was of a purely
token nature is shown by the fact that, where the IT was
a considerable minority (as in the Madison, Wisconsin
YSA local and the Houston SWP branch and YSA locals)
IT representation was still kept to one seat. Further,
these EC representatives were inevitably the only members
of the EC given no organizational responsibilities at all;
their stated purpose was to "give the IT point of view"
to the other (real) members of the local execs. The policy
of preventing IT members from giving educationals,
speaking at forums, etc., was maintained.

Nor was there any real change in the increasingly fac-
tional atmosphere in the branches and locals; it is dif-
ficult to describe this atmosphere to those who did not
have to experience it. Any and all motions from the IT
were routinely ruled out of order or "referred to the EC™;
extensions of speaking time were denied as a matter of
course; "informational reports” described in detail the "dis-
loyal" acts of the IT supporters (i.e., sales of the press
of the FI). (In many cases, ITcomradeswere not allowed
to reply to these attacks.) IT supporters in both SWP and
YSA were carefully guarded; as pointed out Comrade
Mark L. was forbidden by the St. Louis Organizer from
speaking to contacts at all. A representative sample of
IT protest letters in regard to such actions by local LTF
groups is appended.

Following May 11 Chile demonstrations, the factional
heat increased sharply. A climax of sorts was provided
by the formation of the YSA Majority Faction (YSAMF)
on an almost nonexistent programmatic basis in June
1974. The creation of the YSAMF as a disciplined fac-
tion (which caused and decided upon actions in advance
of meetings) was a de facto exclusion of IT and non-
LTF comrades from the YSA: IT supporters and inde-
pendents retained the duties of membership (dues, atten-
dance, work assignments) but were totally excluded from
any share whatever indecison-making. Thelocal meetings
were reduced to the level of sterile replays of the prior
YSAMF meeting, at which ITers and independent com-
rades were informed of the decisions already made. A
reply to the YSAMF declaration was made by four com-
rades of the IT: Cathy M. (YSA IT Coordinator), Rich
M., Mark L., and John G. (members of the YSA Na-
tional Committee) and sent to the YSA NEC with the de-
mand that it be distributed to the locals of the YSA on
the same basis as the YSAMF statement. The National
Executive Committee refused to comply with this request,
in spite of frequent letters and phone calls; as a result,
the vast majority of the YSA was never aware that the
IT had even made a reply to the slanders contained in
the YSAMF statement. (Requests to read the reply in
locals where the IT had supporters were denied on th



grounds that the NEC had not authorized such action.
In Houston, an IT comrade was, able to begin to read
the reply, but was ruled out of order before he could
finish.) It is entirely possible that the YSA NEC had
already decided upon expulsion by this time.

The logical follow-up to the growing factionalism was
the expulsion of the IT from both the Socialist Workers
Party and Young Socialist Alliance. The June 9th, 1974
letter from Comrade B. Massey (Agalnst the Split Tac-
tics of the LTF) which warned of such a possibility and
called for a parity commission to forestall a split, was
not sent out until its inclusion in the "Materials. . ." Doc-
ument. k

Why the IT was Purged

We have answered the specific charges agamst the IT.
We think the record shows very clearly that the IT had
maintained a perspective of functioning as a tendency in
the SWP and YSA. After an internal discussion in which
a variety of views were expressed, and after the fraternal
contribution to the discussion from the IMT Enlarged
Bureau, the conference of the IT decisively adopted a
course of fighting the organizational obstacles erected by

the LTF to its participation in the life of the SWP and -

YSA. Following the conference, with the help of a tour by
a representative of the IMT Bureau the IT was in the
process of implementing this perspective. It is precisely
at this time that the LTF decided to strike and purge the
IT.

The high degree of organization of the IT may seem
somewhat strange to observers unfamiliar with the in-
ternal life of the SWP. However, it is our contention that
this level of organization would be necessary for any
tendency functioning under‘the circumstances: the repres-
sive atmosphere inside the SWP, the internationalfactional
struggle, and the need to centralize information on the
political situation inside the United States, so asto present
cogent alternatives to the LTF's orientation. The IT was
aware of the dangerous dynamic of such organization
and constantly tried to fight the centrifugal inclinations,
by asking for our integration in the SWP leadership, by
calling for a parity commission, by combatting our own
subjective reactions. The LTF's reaction to these efforts
was always to ignore them and slander the IT, until
it finally decided to purge the IT altogether. In attempting
to explain this decision, we must turn to a series of in-
ternal and international factors.

The IT was a permanent challenge to the SWP leader-
ship's conception of a monolithic party. By 1ntroduc1ng
the ranks to the method of organization of other sections
of the FI, by legitimizing criticisms, the IT threatened
to seriously weaken the authority of the LTF leadership.
The IT, even with its modest forces, had been able to win
over to the positions of the IMT a growing number of
comrades, including a majority in four YSA locals and
a substantial minority in Houston. This ability of the IT
to pose itself as an alternative to the present policies of
the SWP leadership represented a real threat to the LTF
as a drastic reorientation of the Party and YSA became
more and more urgent. While all recognize that the pres-
ent political situation in the USA reflects a definite lull,
it is becoming increasingly clear that major struggles by
the working class are on the agenda, which will defin-
itively transform the nature of the vanguard. But the

present orientation of the SWP and YSA remains funda-
mentally that of the late 1960's, that of the "Worldwide
Radicalization of Youth" document and is increasingly
seen as inadequate and bankrupt. In this context, the
proposals of the IT on trade union work, Black work,
and relations with the vanguard would become all the
more relevant. The LTF leadership is eliminating the IT
from this forthcoming discussion to prevent a link between
American and international questions.

Another problem which the IT created for the LTF was
that its very presence permanently exposed the hypocrit-
ical relations of the SWP to the International. Whiie
arrogantly boasting at the World Congress that the test
of the two lines would be made in practice in the com-
ing period—in Latin America, Canada, and Spain— the
LTF forcefully maintained that the decisions of the Fourth
International had no bearing on the United States. This
applied not only to the general methodology of the reso-
lution on the world political situation, to the issues set-
tled by the World Congress, but also to the specific cam-
paigns decided by the International's leading bodies.
The mere verbal defense of the positions of the FI by
members of the SWP and YSA was considered a provo-
cation. - This was the case with the Chile solidarity cam-
paign and it had the potential of expanding to a whole
spectrum of issues (Portugal, France, Vietnam, etc.) The
LTF leadership feared that widespread knowledge in
the USA of the FI's positions would lead to members of
the SWP. and YSA being constantly asked about the
discrepancy between the SWP's and the FI's lines, creating
severe internal problems. This explains the virulent op-
position to sales of the Old Mole and Inprecor by mem-
bers of the IT, or for that matter, by the membership
of the SWP and YSA as a whole.

The move against the IT must also be seen as a re-
action of despair in the face of the aggravating inter-
national dispute and the increased isolation of the LTF.
The LTF made it clear that it considers the question
of minority violence to be one on which it is forced to
disassociate itself politically. This was evidenced by the
public attack on the Argentine PRT (at that time a sec-
tion of the FI) during the Sallustro affair, and following
an attempt by the House Internal Security Committee
to. implicate the- SWP because of its fraternal support to
the FI. Since that time, The Militant has published at-
tacks ‘against the LCR/ETA VI by the Spanish LC.
In addition, at a time when the SWP is being cross-
examined by the government in relation to its civil lib-
erties suit, the LTF leadership finds it increasingly dif-
ficult to defend the IMT against bourgeois slanders that
it is terrorist. Thus, when the Internationalist Tendency
of the SWP was attacked in the American press as terror-
ist and violence-prone, the leadership remained silent
for an extended period, and ultimately made a dam-
aging statement, arguing that there might be police provo-
cations in the ranks of the Party. This eagerness to
completely disassociate from all forms of minority vio-
lence is becoming a dangerous ritual which can only
pull the SWP further away from the International into
the swamp of legalism.

But, more importantly, on the questions of the Inter-
national's own activity and orientation, the differences
of the LTF have been duplicated in country after country,
constantly narrowing the areas of collaboration between it
and the IMT. The LTF is acting as a booster for all



rightist and adaptationist currents in the FI and sees
its role as assembling a coalition ofthesecurrents to over-
throw the present leadership. It has used its publishing
house as a tool for factional rewards and continued to
ship in cadres to prop up the sagging LTF group in
the IMG. It has openly attacked the French section and
the Spanish sympathizing section in its press, while re-
fusing to say a word about the PST's capitulation to the
bourgeoisie's ultimatum that it support existing institu-
tions. It has converted Intercontinental Press into an
international factional organ. The LTF sees the publica-
tion of Inprecor as a challenge to its monopoly of press
in the English speaking world, as it saw the IMG's de-
velopment as a first breach in this monopoly. It now
counter-attacks with the expansion of Intercontinental
Press into the Spanish language. At the same time, LTF-
dominated groups have not made a single financial con-
tribution to the Fourth International since the Tenth
World Congress. It is in the context of this covert de-
ployment of LTF forces that the IT was purged at a
time when it was passing through a difficult test.

The Purge of the IT is an Attack on the Unity of the FI

The purge of the IT effectively splits one of the major
fraternal sections of the International, thereby leaving
the International divided in yet another country and
threatening to split the FI altogether. The blame for this
situation must rest clearly on the shoulders of the LTF
which has pursued a reckless factional policy of brink-
manship and blackmail. It is time to call a halt to these
split activities.

The unity of the International remains the best frame-
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work within which the tendency struggle can contribute
to the building of a strong world party. For these reasons,
we call on the International to condemn the LTF purge
of the IT in the SWP and YSA and to demand the im-
mediate and collective reintegration into the SWP and
YSA of all those unjustly expelled. The IT maintains
its commitment to act as a disciplined tendency of the
SWP and YSA and as supporters of the International
Majority Tendency. In addition, we appeal to the Inter-
national Control Commission to examine the charges
against the LTF leadership of the SWP, against the IT,
and against the IMT leadership. We demand the im-
mediate and collective reintegration of the Internation-
alist Tendency, so that the purge will not become a fait
accompli, thereby encouraging further such organiza-
tional moves in the Fourth International. For our part,
we continue to regard ourselves as disciplined members
of the Socialist Workers Party and the Young Socialist
Alliance.

We are long standing members of the SWP and YSA.
For this reason, we reject any proposed planwhich would
involve our individual application for "readmission,” in-
dividual selection of which IT comrades can (or cannot)
re-enter, and probationary or candidacy periods. The
entire IT was arbitrarily and bureaucratically -expelled
and we demand that all members of the IT be reinte
grated into the Party and YSA. All forces who are truly
interested in maintaining the unity of the Fourth Inter-
national will protest this introduction of bureaucratic
methods within our movement and refuse to recognize
this purge.



