July 27, 1988
Dear Comrzde,

lany thanks for your letter of July 20. Your goods are parcelled up and I am hoping we can
save postage and possible loss in transit if I cen find a friend who is coming across the
water to bring them to you.

Thank you for explaining my difficulty about "documents 6 - 9". Please forgive me: I did

not want to blame you for the “"confusion"™. Anyway, I don't know how they came to be so
numbered, but the explanation occurs to me that they hay: have been letters read to the .
national committee of the WIL, and the secretary (Jock Haston, perhaps) put them in a mumbered
order. I don't know anything about any others mmbered 1 - 5 or 9 onwards. ; : :

I could not be more in agreement with your epproach to historical work. - One has to it up
with a lot of nonsense in this comnnection. Anyway, all that onme can de is to develop hypo-
theses about what one thinks may have happened =2nd then test them against the evidence.” One |
gets sick and t red of people to confidently assert that what happened is what they happen to !
think happened, ar what someone told them happened. In particular, our job is not merely to
seek statements of what reople remember from the pas%, but find some means of evaluating their
reliability. I have seen reliance placed on statements by people whom I would not believe

if they told me the date!

Your friend will have told you that we have here a collection of the most important pélitical
statements by the Labour Party in Britain about the Irish question, as well as extensive press :
cutting from the press of the Healy-ites, the SWP and other London-~szd "authorities” ‘on the
question. Paddy Healy has a collection of the duplicated bulletins of the Irish Workers!
Group (I believe I have a set which I photocopied from them here ) e

A comrade here tells me, by the way, that Jackie Vance, who was involved in the "entry™" work
of the Young Socialists into the Northerm Ireland LPY3 in the early =mvexix sixties and

Freddy Campbell are still-around somewhere tw your-fair city.

How - as to *iMe Fourth Interne‘ions) at the Bod of the War®™. This invalves 2 bit of my
perschal histery: Ty wife Mary and 1 joined the movemert fér the Pemrth International in

the latter part of 1934 snd “twrned¥, az Troisky advised us, 1n 3P6 to ax "entryr™ operation
in the Labour Party here. After being excluded, we comtirmed to take the positien that the
construction of a Trotskyist Group cammot sueceed in Britzin if it does not attempt to inter-
vere in a principled way in the conflicts inside the Labour Party, -because we see in these
conflicts the place of the Labour Party as the arena in which, in Britsin at least, the forces
of the bourgeoisie come into conflict with those expressing the interests of the woricing elass
Of course, we could never have imagined anything so naive as that the Labour Party could. ever
be transformed into the imstrument by which the working-class could carry through the seimme
of power or inaugurate the dictatorship of the proletariat. But if we mer had to make -
concessions in order to avoid premature exclusion, we elways gdmitted that they were concessIo, |
and did not pretend otherwise, for instance, when we were in Healy's group in 1954, we had to

give up our paper under threat of exclusion. But we have always held the position that the

class struggle would one day f ment the Labour Party and that it was our job to prepare to
win for the world party of socialist revolutiom all those.elements which we could hope to win
round us by praving ourselves to be the best fighters for internal democracy, for socialist
ideas and against bureaucracy in the labour Party. . :

- #e peme to the coneclusion in 1964 that Bealy was np’longefdto be. trusted. He had dome many .

- véry effective things in the 1950's, especially through our intervemtion im ko Liverpoed -«

Dock Strike of 1955 and in the crisis of the Commmist Party in 1956, and thenh establishing:
us as a group possessing some prestige as an opposition to the trade union bosses in industry
at the end of the 1950's. However, he was a man of violent mood-swings betireen opportunisn
and sectarianism. A3 long as our organisation had reasonable internal democracy we could
exercise some check on him, but when we began to grov and get more money he surrounded himself
with an apparatus of people who were there.to do the hack work round the centre and the main
task of protecting him from criticism. This led him, in 1964, to pull out of the LPYS and
abandon the field, under the slogans of "independence" and "impending revolution".

After having nowhere to go for some years, we discovercd that there were, in France, quite i
a large number of people in an organisation called the "Organisation Communiste International- !
iste". This group had developed from the French comrades who had broken from Pablo in 1953 i
and formed the "Internatiocn=l Committee", with the Healy-ites and the SWP of USA. In 1970



Healy found their company embarrassing, bhecause they asked questions which querced his ultra-
left terdencies: they did not aporove of an arrangement which left him "in control™ of Britain
and Ireland, while Fraznce, Latin America and Eastern Europe were to be their "hunting ground":
they wanted a unified international leadership to grow up. So in 19359 = 70 he staged a violer
altercation with them, accusing them of having abandoned dialectical materialism and the dia=
lectical method, accusation which they could easily enough rebutt, but since their arguments
never reached the rank & file of Healy's group that did not do them much zood 2t the time.
The International Committee broke up, the central issue being whether %“ealy was right is his
claim that it "was" the "reconstructed" Fourth International, or whether, as the OCI said, it
was their job to carry through a long-term operation of drswing tozether round them the many
revolutionary tendencies in the world which cannot fully realise their aims except from within
a world party of socialist revolutim, -but which have to be won to thet point of view by years
of common activity and discussion, before anyone can claim to ba “ihe" Fourth International.

So in 1974 Mary and I found a home in the international grouping of which the OCI was -the
centre, along with Paddy Healy, Carol Coulter and the LiR. Here we learned n lot, rmany thing
that we had not known before. TFor instance I met Pierre Broue and could tap into a lot of
important history that I had never know hefore — the fruits of which you see beginning to
appear in English in my publications.

The OCI published in the 1970'5 a monthly theoretical jourmal, entitled "La Verite". In
September 1978 they produced a special issue to commemorate the foundation of the Fourth Inter
nzational. This set out to present a compre ensible history of the whole struzgle for a world
party of socialist revolution, from the Coﬁmunlsu League of lMarx arnd Engels in 1847 - 1851,
throuch the First, Second and Third International +o the Fourth, its break-up in 1953, the
work of the "Pablo-ites" ("FAndel-ites“) and of the International Committee ("Healy—ite:iﬂnd
Lambertistea. :

I was so impressed ty tha.qual*ty of this material, after having had’ so much rubhish nassed 3
off as history, (if only because I had lived through the period 1934 onwardg in the movement:
and therefore had some idea what the ewidence of the documents would be if only any of these
people would go and look gt them, snd refrain from jumt pie!lnb out the bits to suit their
own pre-conceived ideas)y thet 1 set about "un=-logtipg® what I thought was the best of it out
of French, so that comradas’generalty in Prit«xin oould-resd. it, end form their owm conclusions

Jean-Uacques “+de, who sroie the piece abowt s Trotekylsts dmmedimtely after the war, and
in particular ahout the difficulties of the fremch camrades at that time and how the split of
1953 was uncon.sciously pyrepared in the preceding years, is no un—importsnt figure. He has
been a Trotskyist militepnt in te teachers' union for many years and, in addition; m=de con-
tact with "dissidents” in Eastern Purope, evalusted them and gave them politiel and "*tcrial
help lon: before they became gewerally sccentable in the lest. :

A1 T asled myself was: is this an honest pieee of work? . Is it a well-informed piece of
work? Should we take notice of it, or is it just flannel or abuse? Tt abuses nome of the
tendencies among Trotskyists, but tries to explain politieslly what they thousht they were
doinr and why. It is not the answer +to all our prayers, but it is a econtribution.

I hope you will have had a good holilwy ry the time you get this. The piece gbout "Entrism"
which I wrote is now a bit out of date. 1T hope to have a rather longer piece finished scon

abaut our problems in the 1950's, and hope that comrades like yourszelf will read and criticise

it. _

Best wishes,

R [

BeiSs It is only fair to conclude this autobiographical note by telling you that I decided
last year that I could not accept political responsibility for certain activities by the
leadership of the French PCI (1nto which the OCI had grown) and that I must bresk with them,
along with comrades in several other countries. Today I belong to the Socialist Labour
Group in Britain, which collaborates in a liaison Committee in which a number of Trotskyist
groups around the world are in process of working out their tactics in their own countries
and trying again to lay the foundations of an international leaders®ip which can contribute
to the future construction of te world party of socialist revolution.



