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16 April 1979

Dear [/’NO'Q'f

The majority of the Standing Committee declare the '"national council"
meeting scheduled to be held in Washington April 21 and 22 to be illegitimate?
It is being called by Stephanie Brown who signs herself as ''National Coor-
dinator. However, the post of National Coordinator was vacated April 8 by
the Standing Committee vote that dismissed the three staff members.

Those behind calling of the '"mational council' attempt to give legitimacy
to their procedure by claiming that there was a sixth member of the Stand-
ing Committee whose vote was not counted April 8. If this is so, why did
Stephanie Brown, then National Coordinator, on April 4 send a letter dis-
cussing the coming meeting April 8 to Standing Committee members—-not inclu-
ding this sixth member? Why did not the three dismissed staff persons men-
tion the sixth Standing Committee member at the April 8 meeting and demand
that a sixth vote be counted? Why, after the vote was taken April 8, did
the three staff persons turn over the membership and mailing lists to the
majority of the Standing Committee without offering any objection?

Their claim of a sixth Standing Committee member April 8 is as false as the
suspicions cast on Severina Rivera's honesty.

Walden Bello, West Coast Standing Committee member, and the three dis-
missed staff persons are responsible for the call to the '"national council
meeting. They have been operating as an informal caucus within the FFP.
Moreover, the Standing Committee has documentary evidence that this caucus
is operating as part of an organized effort to control the FFP by forces
external to it. The document names Walden Bello as the leader of this
effort. This document has very serious implications for its authors and
is being given extremely limited circulation by the Standing Committee.

The operations of the eaucus were initially rebuffed at the meeting April
8 when the majority of the Standing Committee dismissed the three staff=
members. The calling of the "national council" represents the effort of
the caucus to recover from the rebuff. It represents a desperate effort
on their part to seize complete control of the FFP, to usurp the functions
of the Standing Committee, to destroy the Congress Education Project and
to destroy those within the FFP that stand in the way of their control.
These intentions were, in essence, the reason for the original dismissal
of the three staff members. Before the calling of the '"mational council"
these aims were operating under the guise of an attack on Severina Rivera.
Now they are out in the open for all to see.

It is reliably reported that this caucus is planning to use the '"national
council" meeting to set itself up as the national ‘center of the FFP, in
order to undermine the position of the Standing Committee and effectively
liquidate the Congress Education Project.
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This caucus is now actively recruiting persons on the East Coast who are not
members of the FFP to pack this "national council" meeting to give some ap-
pearance of support for their destructive plans.

For individual members of the FFP to operate as a caucus on the basis of
political- considerations other than the four principles of unity is contrary
to the founding spirit of the FFP.

The FFP was founded as a broad-based group with the aim of winning the major-
ity of the people of the U.S. to the cause of Philippine independence and
freedom. It opened its membership and leadership to all who accepted the
FFP's four principles of unity, whether such persons were conservative, lib-
eral, or radical in their political opinions otherwise. The members and
leaders of the FFP were to be judged on the basis of the effectiveness of

their support for the four principles of unity, and not by other political
standards.

The caucus, however, who have labeled Severina Rivera as a "conservative"

and a "reformist," . want to drive from the leadership of the FFP all those
who do not agree with the particular political orme.ntation the caucus repre-
presents, whether such persons are effective in support of the four princi-
ples of unity or not.

The majority of the Standing Committee repeat: the efforts of the caucus

if not further rebuffed can only deflect the FFP from its original purposes,
narrow the appeal of the FFP to the people of the U.S., and in effect des-
troy the FFP. The members of the FFP would do well to stay away from the
"national council" meeting and condemn it.

Walden Bello threatened one of the Standing Committee majority that if they
persisted in their dismissal of the three staff members he would "blow the
whole thing apart." This is a policy of "rule or ruin." The reckless disre-

gard of this caucus for the interests of the Philippine support movement is
breathtaking. :

The majority of the Standing Committee believes that the four members of
the caucus have forfeited their right to FFP membership. Their behavior
tramples on the four principles of unity. We will consult with the members
and friends of the FFP for guidance on this question.

The subject matter of this letter——in toto—— has to do with matters that
are the internal affair of the FFP. Therefore we urge the members of the
FFP to discuss the letter only with friends and supporters of the FFP.

We believe it would be harmful if these topics were brought to the atten-
tion to the general public, the establishment press, the Philippine press,
the Guardian and the Ang Katipunan or other political journals. :
We are confident that the FFP will overcome this attack of the caucus on
its six years of work and geceplishment and emerge stronger and more united
than ever.

FFP STANDING COMMITTEE MEMBERS:

- TIM MCGLOIN SEVERINA RIVERA-DREW BOONE SCHIRMER





