AN OPEN LETTER TO
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on the CHENIER foaur
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In September of last year, the French Section of the International
Communist Current publighed in their Ppress, 'Revolution Internationale’,
the following etatementl s
L1
"The Section'of the ICC in France has decided on the ex-
clusion 6f an individual who signs his name Chenier
‘(prev;oualy Lopez). The behaviour of thie~elepant.within
the ICC along with hie previous trajectory in 10, PCI, OU,
CPAQ, indicates that it ies a question of auepicioue‘he-
‘havionr and hie presence iv a retolutionoryfpalntioal ~rwan
organiaation constitutes a, danger to it - . . e

This statement forms part of a Resolution of the Executive Commiaion
of 'Revolution Internationale' (the French. Section of the ICC) of
23=-9-81 and was preceded by the explanation S < .

‘"The events which have agitated the organiaation these .
paet months, their prec;pitation during the .Summer, the
methods used, "and denouement in the present eituation ‘end
the rote played by Chenier leads us to. think aeriously
that elements alien to the organisation and its problems
have playod an 1mportant role in the preaent situation."

This reeolution in"its turn followed on from a resolution hy the Inter-
national Secrétariat of the ICC of 19-9-81 whioh said .

"The' IS draws thie attention of the Secretariat of the .

Executive. Commieaion of the section in France to the e

nature of the actions of €henier. . R

(a) 2 systematic attitude tending to awaken, maintain -
and animate dissention among the membere of the ICC
and oreating suspicion and demoralisation among the .
comrades in regard to the organisation :

(b) an equivical attitude pretending to carry on the
debate while at the same time (Auguet—September)

. circulath0 outside the organ;sation in a secret

way a text denigrathg it and calling for the for-.;
mation of a new organiaation

These implioations, along with the fact that in recent
years Chenier was at the basis of convulsions and dis~
sentions in all the different organisations he went
- through' (Lutte Ouvrieres PCI; ‘Union Ouvriere; CPAO)
indicate the idea that’ it is a question of an element who
isy ‘at leéapt, euepioioua and whose behaviour is such as
to constitiite a danger to a revolutionary.organiaation."

The denounciation was then publishel in the press of the ICC without the
slightest attempt béing made to either put forward any eV1dence in
support of such an astonishing statement or to justify this statement
to the rest of the organisation,let alone the proletarian movement.



" Comrjades, ' let .us be*cléar about what this stitement seys. It:singlés out
aﬁ‘#ndividuél-miliiépv.ahd'dé¢iares him to be a danger to the fevolutf
ionary miliel in terms whith ¢learly imply He is believed to be a police
provaceteury To make sure that the message is heard by all, phohe calls
werFISQBﬁgqﬁeﬁyﬁigmaaé-ihrﬁpgh@u@ﬁthﬁﬂéfoletarian mifiéu'statind openly
that he was' a police spy;-&hd this was stated once again at a Public

Meeting in Paris. R S C :
Subsequently a member of the Secretariat of World Revglution (British
Section of the ICC); in late 1981, made a presentatioh to the London
Section of WR (since circulated within WR) in which he éfiplified the
‘reasdnihg‘ behind.the statement.. The key passages said

Finally, we want to report spme 6f the discussion that. -

- 'lies behind the IS resclutioh of 19-9-81, concerting the
recommendation to exclude Chenier. In the .1930's, entire.
sections 'in France and in Belgium of certain Trotskyigt
organisations. were destroyed by -the work of the police.and/
ar state gecurity fuhctionaries.-xThe method used was not
repression, but, infiltration.. It -consisted of .turning -
-méhbers;ggains;;each,other;ﬁof;issuing-counter-repo;ts,of
discussions; partial circulations of fexts; innuendﬁesim
and lies sSubtley .dropped here and there, The :‘method: has

. ., been .long=established (try Victor Serge's work recently - .
+ -re-published under the title of  'All You Need to Know About

- State Repression' and the writings in French of Veragan on

. the destruction:of the Trotyskists in the 30's) and is:. .
combined with.otlier,smore-overt ‘forms. =In-the ICC recentlyy
there have been several; disturbing occurances

Lo e dne Paris; within-the. last ‘8.“mqnths, ‘eight -houses con= '
+taining at least half. the membershiyp of ‘the section
- (including addresses not:generally known) -have been -
broken into., Nothing has been.stolen ih any -of ‘these -
—paides oo SR ) . SRR TR ;
= .there have been police enquiries:at two of our regular
meeting placea in Ffance: one of them was closed to us
-after-such a visit. " I S TR :
- there have been:police enquiries at our Paris ‘box number, °
and the inexplicable delays to the delivery of letters
and texts. - - .. - o . R . Ce T e
! There:is no doubt within the section that it has been .-
junder state surveillance. : S A

‘A
L]

Internally, :the ‘activities of Chenier have been re-assed.
- his:political history: he has been: expelled from every
+ group which,to.our knowledge, -he has been a member of
= each expulsion was accompanied. by the exodus, not only
- of Chenier, but of numbers of comrades, in some cases
whole sections-.. - -+ . SR . s o
=his political trajectory is 'weird! to say the least:
.from Trotskyism to Bordigism, back to Trotskyism; to
the fringes of Levertarianism, to the ICC. It's not con~
sistent with any political trajectory we've geen before,
=« his methcd of operating within:the ICC is:dubious,. to say
the least. Tt includes; threatening to 'expose' the ICC
to the 'milieu’ (police).for icertain alleged illegal act~-
.wdvitiesy-claiming to hold a discussion, while eirculating
-texts . outside calling for the destruction of the organ-
dgation; sending of teéxts to addresses in Paris not
normally known to those outside the IS; the urging of
‘private and secret' meetings. : :



"This behaviour on the part of Chenier. has not gone un-
noticed in the revolutionary milieu. A member of FOR
gave us a guarded, vérpa1 wvarning against hig: activities,
which' was nét ‘takeh up at the time, The;PIC, apparently

publishied a denunciation of him for his.activities: within

the CﬁAQ,:fWe;aré:téyinézto.CCntact the restiof the milieu
(the PCI) for the reasons and circumstances  surrounding
his expulsions. . . Y e s
Poaoe L] S R T .
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'Béariﬁglaliﬁﬁﬁiéiiﬁ mindg‘tﬁeré is.a strong suspicicn
‘against Chenier. There.is no fundamental proof either
. .way, and.probably never will be. HNoone. is 100%.con- : .
vinced but-most -members-in RI at 1&48t, feal thers are . -
' grave gfbﬁndsqfdr'disdﬁiefl Ii‘wnu;d'be,fOQIiﬁh to betieve
.l that the ICC is any niore immunéﬂffqm state infiltration
" than other organisations of the past -~ statistically .. . ..
- 'spedking (in terms of our length of existence, sige end.
'iﬁté;ﬁétional*éprgaq)'wé are long overdue for such a-visit.
In themselves, the actions of Chenier constitute .a: danger .
td"ré#dlhtioﬁaﬁy'organiéations.L When added.to other ~:© .. .
factord, it was felt necessary to draw the attention of . .
‘the milieu to his past history, '

£ t

“We ®mtress to comrades: we are not imputing any knowledge:
‘' 6f any of this to other members of the tendency. Nor. is.. -
it a questian'éf”attbmpting to 'discredit! Chenier for
‘reasons internal to the ICC. The broader implications
of our suspicions are serious within and of themselves,
As the RI secfétariaf resdlutidn.says, our ownl weakneosses =
hostility and personalisation of debate, refusal to -main~-
~ tain oirganisationdl discipline; an attitude of ;'anything : -
' goes' within ‘the organisation’ - are the most fertile soil
“for ‘the penetration of both bourgeois.ideslegy, end possibly
~0f 'the bourgeoisie's representatives.! :
Comr'ades’ 6f the proletarian milieu, there cen be no equivocation about
the purposé of all this, the intent behird these statements. It is a
conscious, deliberate and sustained attempt to. destroy the comrade
totally’ - to ensure that he can never again function within.the pro=~
letarian miliéu, And comrades) . we are not children playing games, we
know- that such ‘accusations put more than a comrade's politiecal life at
stake. There are élements in the proletarian movement, and many, many,
in the leftist moveinent who won't stop at mere words when desling with
 'a police spys This is the most serious and grave allegation that :can be
| fide i our movement. No matter what happens now, the action is irre~
"7 voéable. The comrade will never be able to disprove .such an accusation
' even if it'was to be withdrawn tomorrow. . :

But ‘let us look at %he’ﬂliggétions.themselves. They are as follows.
1 < .That 'thé.éomrade had a tortous political history frem .
+ "Trotyskism to Bordigism, back to Trotskyism, to. the
. v/ fringes of Idbeftarfanism, to the TCM, ‘ .
- Comiadés, we can only be astonished when this is presented as unique and
. guspicious. "The révolutibnary movement is full of comrades with. an
"erratic ‘political trajectory. The ICC itself has had comrades who. have
-moved from Zionism to Trotskyism to left Communiem, comrades .who oscillate
between the IWW and the CWO , . . the list is endless. It could:be no
other way. Our'‘movement is young and emerged from an empty wasteland.
Its birth was painful and tortous. We stumbled around blindly with only
sparks of light to guide us and the stumbling has not yet finished. All
of us who have been militants in the proletarian movement over the past



ten years carry with us, to a greater of lesser extent, the marks of
this painful precess in our personal history. Chenier's is neither
unique nor suspicious. ' T S

2 Thet in addition to his 'weird trajectory" he was "at the

basis of convulsion and dissentions in all the different

organisations he went through (Lutte Ouvriere; PCI; Union

Ouvriere; CPAQ)!, that he was "expelled" from all these

organisations and "expulsion was accompanied by the exodus,

not only of Chenier, but of numbers of comradesy in -some.

cases whole sections". e
Firstly, we think there is a qualitative difference between expulsion and
splits from bourgeois organisations than from roletarian ones. : We
reject utterly any attempt to amalgamate the two (but apparently the ICC
are no longer concerned with the difference). No comrade.can ever be
griticised for his exit from a leftist or anisation. :As for his history
within the proletarian movement before he Jjoined the ICC, the fact of
expulsions themsélves tells us nothing. Who among us has not been
involved is splits and expulsions? Given what ve have already said about
the painful struggle for clarity of the past decade.and a half, how
could it be otherwise? And taking comrades with him? Comrades, a
militant splitting from an organisation on-clear political ‘grounds is
obliged to attempt that. What we are presented with here is evidence of
how hard and confused the struggle has been (and -continues: to be) to
give birth to the orgenised political expression of ‘the proleteriat.
The worst interpretation that can be put on this behaviour is that
Chenier is a comrade who finds the disciplined deménds of organised
political life difficult: Ii's grotesque, a product of paranoia or
worse, .to suggest that we should consider :such behaviour evidénce of
state.infiltration. S S R

3 Clear evidence of state surveillance of the French séction

over the past 8 months. ) '
We cannot see that this is either unexpected or - evidence of infiltration,
let alone evidence of the guilt of one particular comrades The ICC isa.
a revolutionary organisation end police interest in' it is inevitable,. .
It's not the first time and it won't be ‘the last - for anyone!-

4 . His behaviour within the ICC. 'We are told "his method of .
' operating within the ICC is dubious, to ‘say the least,- .

- It includey "threatening to 'expose' the ICC to the : . -
'milieu' (police) for certain alleged illegal activitiesj .
claiming to hold a discussion, while circulating texts to
addresses in Paris not normally known to those outside the

: IS; the urging of 'private and secret' meetings". i o
All of this behaviour was during the time the comrade was formulating a
profound unhappiness and disguiet about the politics and practice of: the
ICC. As for the threatened exposure of illegal activities, we cannot pay
too much because we have not seen the relevant letter and' know only what
we have heard unnoficially. As far as we kriow the comrade was concerned
at the security implications of militants taking drugs, and on at least
one oceasion doing so openly at a'publicﬁinterventionb Ve cannot disagree
that habitual illegal practices by milifaﬁts_cdﬁétitutes‘a security .

hazard. Resolutions passed by the central organs of the ICC itself
have already stated that. If the comrade'thfeﬁtened the ICC with . .
exposure.to the proletarian milieu then we can only condemn that, but.
o : ' ve reject it as evidence pointing-to the

comrade as a police agent, for this is what the statement expfesély;sgys
by following the word 'milieu' with (police) in an attempt to imply that
the latter was the itrue intention behind any such 'éxposure'! to-the milieu
suggested by Chenier. So far as we Know the involvement of 'police' in

such an exposure exists golely in the minds of the ICC. As for the other



operation of tendencies at; that time, and about the ICC's ability or
inability to allow redl internal ‘debate. Whether or mot we have critic-
isms of the comrades behaviour, ﬁohélbf,itupoihts to .the activities of a
police spy. Comrades who were involved;shou;g'ask”fhemselvés‘if these
allegations have made these debates easier or harderi e

v [ : A . ’
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However éveﬁ'qutgide the period when .the comrade's trajectory was taking
him outside the ICC, we:are. told that. he had "a systematic attitude tending
to awaker, maintain and ahiﬁété-diaséhtiqn among the mefibers of the Icc
and creating suspicion and demoralisatior among the conirades i%i"regard .
to the organisation'. Chenier's many contributions ta’ the interhal press
are available to all comrades inside the ICC who can judge for ‘thém- .
selves whether they are evidente of a systematic attempt to destroy the
organisation or the work of 8 serious; comitted militant of independent
mind who took thejlcg'e.comﬁiﬁ%ﬁeﬁtftd déhqtg;seriously; However, the
point here is not to: lock at Cheniér's contributichs to the life of the
ICC in order to decide whether o not he was a‘perfeCt-militént{ or

- whether or not his contributions were fruitful or troublesome, but to

.décide whether they justify the allegations which have been publically
;mégé‘éﬁdﬁt him, . E@f us, the ansver is clear. We cannot believe that

. _anyone of: sane mind ¢ould- accept the "evidence", and WE CALL UPGN ALL

- COMRADES WITHIN THE PROLETARIAN MILIEU T0 UTTERLY AND PUBLICALLY REJECT
THE BAHAVIOUR AND ACCUSATIONS WHICH HAVE BEEN CARRIED QUT BY THE ICC.

Let us be clear here. What is on trial before the whole'ﬁévolutiqnary

_milieu is not, one militant, but the ICC jtself, The révoiutionary :

" ‘movement is tiny and fragile and the ICC constitutes an enormous weipght
within it.. Everything the ICC struggled to achieve on the question of
the need for a centralised, international party, on. the questions of
sectarianism and.monolithismrstands'in danger of being wiped:oht,-of

_ being‘rgvealed:as_hot air, a front, a fake. This stomach—turning,
unepeakable action has brought the spectre of Stalinism back ints the
heart of the proletarian movement, The ICC asks us to remember that the
déstruction,of.révblutionary groups in the 30's was often achieved by
the bourgeois, not by repression, but by infiltration. We would remind
comrades that the some result was often achieved by the Stalinists -

;. Precisely by false accusations of 'infiltration and of police agents.

~ Trotsky, the Left Opposition and many others .were all victims of this

'iicipus;techniquéQ Meny comrades lost their loves'as a result, The stench

of the 30's is:unmigtakpble in this present accusaﬁibﬁ.'-

Chenier has been accused not out of concern for the safety of the milieu, but
to destroy and obliterate debate. His "crime" was to take the ICC seriously
when it said it relected monolithism and sectarianism and insigted that the
liealth and vitality of a communist organisation could come only from the

u'i.fullest debate and confrontation of ideas involving all the militants of the

organisation, .Comrades, what has happened to the ICC that its central'organs
will ‘stop at nothing to suppress. opposition? ' :

These events, sickening and stuaning, though they might be, have not
arrived cut of the blye, Increasingly, we have seen the debates of the
. Ice cfippled,'polarised;and crushed by a conception of centralisation
- which saw the tentral organs as the unique repository of clarity and, as
-idedlogical policemen guarding the sacred tablets. From there, it was a
short step for the central organs to embark upon a cotrsé of substituting
themselves for the organisation as a whole. But this is not the place
4to’draw_out such a critigue, but the consequences of this process mast,
by now be clear to all ~ central organs which demand'blinq;gbedience, who
can only tolerate token debate, who charactgrise'triticisms‘of themselves

SRD LTy e
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as attacks orn the,IGC, who are so terrified of differehcéS'théy_will

literally stop at nothing to “déstroy them. The Chenier affair is only
FIOY Mt > R L : PR .
"‘theglogical conclusion of “this process.

L“Cdn‘ihadésg'ailudflthis is intolerable to us, as it shoﬁ;d be to the .

. ‘whole proletérian milieu. Ve cannot and will not stand by silent while
'ihiS-atiemPted assassination goes ahead, and we, by this lettgrt call ?h
1qii'h11itaﬁts'df'the proletarian milieu to unite in condemnation of this

" disgusting action of the icc.

. b

PR

%or{ér:militanig of the International Communigt Current

postscript. Since the above Open Letter was written we have seen the I.c.cC,
conitinue its campaign of vilification and selfijustification:in-the” o
Chenier Affair - an affair which has, for them, been successful in that

it has succeeded in its primary task, that of driving the militant Chénier
out of politics completely in despair. However they obviously feel the..
need to try to con the rest of the miliey stil} into believinc that they
acted_pfopgrly,to delude their readership into béliéving_in.the Pristine
purity of the I.C.C, - _ Co T TS
In particular in International Review 28 there is' an article hy: gne A
which sets itself this specific task. The article-can.Snly,be‘takéﬁ“éé a-.
Joke, a sick bleck joke .- unconscious on the part of the ‘author bht-éijéke
none the less, - v

Howfélséﬂcan.one take the following ekbépt as a Joke: N S
"When the ICC published in its press a 'warning' against :Chenicr's
activities we were only doing our duty towards the political’ i
milieu.  Some interpreted what we wrote‘as‘being'a more positive " -
denunciation: they were wrong," - AR T
As our Open Letter clearly shows the central organs of the ICC were quite.
explicit about what they wanted their own membership and the milieu to
believe about Chenier ang this is said once agéin.AS.EXPLICITLY~in the

"still less have we descended to - inventing storieS'about|securiti;".
So far the 1.C.C. for all'its_véﬁhted_'masses_of evidence'. have produced
NOT ONE IOTA of eviderice £q the prolétarian miliey as the CWO in' their
investigation have alreaagy CLEARLYndemqnstratgd. - S

How else’but as.a Joke,and a sick qne at thét, cén we regard tlie statement:
"if. we wanted to resort to manceuvre we would have acted 1ike Chenier:
through plots, never saying anythirg openly." - C : '

no section had had ANY advance notice did not come out of the fertile mind

of KT. He didnt dream it up. This presentation Came as a direct result of

a process of manoeuvring in which KT and hig then bedfellow JA played'a ; iy
prominent part and in which the membership of WR at least outwith the confines
of the select group of schemers had ng say ét,allyno knowledge whatsoever,
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for the central organs of the 16C Sectlon in Frances‘ exclud1ng the Lille
section of RI, Chenier included, from some of the .normal responsibilities

of a section of the ICC. Whatever conspiring Chenier may have ,done he was e
certainly not alone. The plottlng of the centre factisn of the ICC to sllence
the tendency and destroy Chenler far coutstrips anyth1ng I have heard about
the tendency. (1)

But of course we are used to such 'Jokes' fromnJA and her associates for
we have seen others such as raldlng peoples homes and calling the actions
of’ the v1ct1ms to defend themselves terror tactlcs. or cla1m1ng that the
tak1ng qf"ne typwriter.from among three as well ‘as. a few .archives which
were to~ € photocopled and returned'whlch was sa1d to the ICC‘was an o

attempt to szlence the ICC. Jokes abound 1n JA's company.,

How: else then except as black humour are we to take JA's absurd pronouncements
slanders,innuendo and pleas ta: be teken serlously,llterally and unblem;shed.ﬁ.
Howover one concleves the act:ons of 9hen1er or of .the other members of the
tendency one 1nescapab1e fact stands out: It was the actlons of such as JA _
and.the other plotters 1p Par:s and Londoq whlch destroyed the Brltlsh _f.;h;f“
section of the ICC. Wheh JA has the effrontery to sayi

,..those who work deliberately to destroy revolutionary organlsatlons

on behalf .of the state and 1ts appendage would not qct dlfferently from
the way Chenler d1d" S _ ]
Comrades we need only replace Chenler w1th JA and her colle”ues to make the
same point. or, rather the id1ocy of both polnts.._z

******#**#*l****##**#*******ﬂ# **lll* ***

(1) It should be noted that the wrlter here was'not a member of the tendency

nor was he a memher of the cabali & :
{2) There 1s a great ‘dedl of mater1a1 on the machlnatlons ‘within: the: ICC

in 1981 and the frégments so far published”are at best bits produced to»
substantlate one sidé or the other. Aber- deen has'in its possession: : :
practically a11 the texts letters etc. 'To publish it is impossible but : the
mil1eu should contact s if 1t seeks further clarlficatlon ot the: whole
sorry bus:ness from the mater1a1 1tse1f St : : I
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