Stalement Yy R.Dowaon on summary of Paquette ‘s report off bis views on the druft
political resolution submitted by tha IEC Majority Tende noy for the coming World
Congreas

1 agbstalned in the pelitical committes vote on thls summary. I would note that

Pagquette 'as contribution ias his own and now that of the PC majority=--but not that

of the Lenin-Trotaky Yaotion,

Paqustte 's report zeros in on what ho deflngs aa three sentral errors in the

political resciutione="its onalysis ol the detent, 0f pcpular frcntism, and %
it0 line oo tho “new mase vanguard.'",

" 41e I agrce that thare wreo muny tlinge wreng with the draft,
suprlemantery 6o ments
after recding 1t, hearing comrade ''mquetis ' smidmire cnd the oritioleams of
other p¢ members . dc not tiink's Paquette ompimmmimix canse as cutlined in tihie
surary., 1a made.

1l = I do not sec =ny substantizl diffarence between the evaluation we
made of the detente in our politisal resolution and thut exnresaed in the
draft poliiical resolution beforse us, I d¢c not ses how % san be Baild that W
the On-going revolutionary process as noted in the resolution is based on
soue kind of rigid sohema " secssleadt of all ona "which adrits no twista,tums
or downturas.” Paquette s oriiclam poses 23 many problems 23 its solves--uxx
what does 1t mean, when 1t says that thc resclution doesn't "reccgnize o deg
changs in the world sltuation.”! s the rise in the rediczlization been
blocked 448 4td ! 1 ?

2 = How can it be said that the draft resolution puts” tho Fcurth Intera
natlonal on record as faovring Popular Fronts in key countries.” T How can 1t bs
anid that the IEC majority tecadency dooument draws "diametrically differental
conglusions from the Chilean tragedy” thal wo do ; that the resolution, instwsd
of pointing out that "the gLief lesgon iz that a mass revolutionary party ws
vwas needed” oonoludes that "tla wasknegs of reformiam s the malm leasson ")

What 1a thhs section trying to prove ~--that te authors of the rasolut ion

Paquette
do aot understand the hiatorie rle of reformiam ! ‘gat does ths denmmmimomsn

mwean when he writes"ls if reformism was not strong encugh in chile 40 suscoess



fully earry out its historie function uf betraying the socialist revolution.”
Yes, the implications of this paragraph ars truly satonisbing.
H I to0 agree with what 1 recall t:ot;:: chief crit icism Mary-ilice
Waters made of the Buropean document and her comments oa the so-ealled
gconserns of the vanguard and the conderns of the working elass whieh has to
make the revolution, Iut ean it be denled that triure is a new mas vanguard
a8 described in tie politieccl rasciution draft and wmati has such an otservatdon
t0 do with & breaktihrough theory iuhat replecea that of guerrilla warfare, as
1 aquetie's notes claim) I do not mee how it can be clained tha:nt:l:;:nrt
resolution the L:iC majority only "tip their uat vo the concept that we must
f1ght prograiatically to win over this vanguard”to cur program and to our
movement ! and that it is elear that the reaolution is not talking about a
transitional strategy.
I am aware of our experiences with some of £ e leadera of tha IEC
Majority Tendency and resoluticns that they have prepearsd and have been pam ed
at congress with our support, with belng informed subsesuontly that thay
sontained congepis that were substantially dilierent tmmwhat we had thought
and wimt t/e congress had dlsoumsed when approving them, wfth phrases and
formulations that lend timmaelves later to different interpretationa .
iIn the past we have ohallenged such interpretations and kave refused to recognizas
tham, #s bhave fought out the 8pescific and conorcte issues when the hidden
SoRoepts wara ravealed mand usad to elalm that the .uestion at issue had slresdy
bean mattled and with our vote. /e stood by our understanding of what we voted
for
liowever ws are confronted with a apecific resclution and with the need
to deal in debate with what it eotuully does sey. ! assume we atiil hope to
influsnce otrer somredes ecro#s the globe wii. ure studylng thias document.i"e wil 1l not
influenae anyone in the world move:icnt and only miseduc te our arn forgea if we

carry the line of raquette 's ariticiam, It is a Iorm of factionalism that does not

serva the Lnterests of the lenin-Trotsiy faotion because 1t is irrationsl.



