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A NATIONAL COMMITTEE. OCTOB’T 17-18
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Present - Smith, Jones, Brooks, Keithi caulay Browr Foster,
O'Keefe, Noonan, Lewis, Reynolds, kingtnn. ﬁiel, Daly

Swing, Kendall, Glever, Lamarre, Madiox, Todd, Spilling, Eliot,
Booth, Grassac, Harrison, Johnsor ;_Connolly, frorraw.

Late: Yot Toole, Appleyard, Fraser, Jazes Nhet,xnng, Ar mstr?ng,

Olivery Hunt, Piggot

~Apologless Heywood, Matthews. Hotchkiss§ Ramsey Har ding, 3

Landis, Alain-Fournier, O'Mailey, Gunther, McVicar, Gunthere

IO

POLITICAL RﬁPORT

Report from Pilkington. Discussion followad on. Pclish nationalism
(0'Keefe, Jones, Rooth, Keith, Reynolds, Har-ison) and 01 the A

| ~erisis in the Tory party (Jones, Booth, Ke:t*).

=......-...,—-—===:=::=——-—-_._......

> B.L. and FOUR PER CENT LIMIT

n‘xntroduction from Smith,. and discussiJn on’ forthcoming strike.
‘Agreed unanimously: motion from Pilkingtcn, summariSLno P

discuvs*an.

1e OC to meet‘fegulably to dire"t work, coopt ;g eycra members as f

necessary. - -
2. Reallocate resources - maccrial rasources and personnel - to

requirements of strike. Full -timers and aviilable cds from other

areas: one cd in Oxford. and. B'ham to be 4vneased I“om ofher work

.~ to focus on strike.

-3. LAC to issue financ1al appeal, take initiative ‘for support
committees (labour movement based). Local pickets of BL- showrooms.

- Y4, Into Labour Parties - res solutione.- demanding LP support - focus

%°Gn left MPs ete = ublic meetings.
5. Resolutions to be raised for a TGWU and AUEW (and other unions)

national strike in'the event of the sackings, linked. to call for

- a general strikee. ‘
6. Intervene in UWM conference to preSs for aﬂtive support to the

strike. -

7. Women? s'Fightback groups to be urged 1in reletant :réas “o deve-

lop links with BL women workers and with strikors' .ivess . Covérage

"~ 1n F and the paper to stress women's involveient 4nd support,

8. Campaign to extend strike into car industry and public sector.

Work for local lakour movement conferenc 23 d*awerg in other groups .
‘against the four oer cent.;e : , P \
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LABOUR PARTY

g gn g s el
> — ——

O'Keefe presented a report on the s;tuatian after uhe Brighton "

conference, Discussion. Resolution passed as. comnhnicatad in-
,ciruulqrs on: - broad LL conference , _

- TU democracj conference R
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Grassac proposed 2 discuSsionjdn“tﬁiSs*aneélprdpoéeditﬁét the
EC discuss it and prepare 2a written report for next NC. This was
agreed. ' e S Lo T

FINANCE

' 1‘Reyholds.repaytéa.fbiscﬁssion..Beso;utipn;égreed unanime ssly:
This NC ins*cucts all branch leideérships to: - -

1, Collect outscanding broad group ‘ducs; issuz.new cérds,béﬁd

‘establish such groups,where’neceésary;

({3

2, Draw up a list. and approach approprlafé-gémbers'anﬁ'cbhﬁééts;i»

in the next 2 weeks for large donations = cpecifically arguing
the necessity for large saus to support. ke BL work and new’
premises, . o o R coe
3. All bran
2 weeksSe. e

«
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| RALLY

—— S — o ot
= i . poetem

tion was uneven, Publicity was aot . very good; tickel was tod

~.cheap. The rally cemented the. fusion andﬂSHQwedwthe;pOtenthI for

ches ‘to discuss An? report o fund-raicing 1n vhe next

"Macéulay_reported,.We,thoﬁghtréliy was a éucéess;fghbﬁgh;mobilisj-‘

recruitment. Howewer, the NC did not ac;fshffiqiqnﬁly as a driving

‘-pforce for mobilisation.

15Discussisn:[onxthe“coverage ;g'the1p&péffandymfbfil?'bf'WSL;inif,}!

rally.
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.O'Keefé: Hunger strike has ended, 7 ifl British’govt,'taking'° very

-
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s o g arisation between th
T e e e eent dotater o
led to sectaric assililabLyuine ant political debate. e
_In tho south thewe 12 5 verg %ﬁgczggggiiution, and Fianna Fail
Government 1s QrOpOSings?; %geguestion: the amendment to renounce
is opposed. It's nqﬁ aé,ébg night mean accepting partition, but
Dublin's claim to the & Cos. M EH olaim to the 32 Cos. on the basis
the e%isﬁinﬁ constitution means a an q:Tl . f:’ Sh
of Catholicisme o , . ti-imperialist. The intermesh-

Tne basic struggle, 5 no %%%%saggéeigpimperialisme And the
ing olerit:%g a?%oiriiin%wggipitated by British pressure for
struggle 1in e ! Te 1143 l'st" but not only thate
reform. The struggle 1s anti-imperis - tic revolution is not the

Completion of the bourgeols-democratic revo utLo s tho

7 of colonies in history:

%giui§p§h§§3 %ﬁg %??iggl%§p§ Eyggivingfout the native ngple'or
,impdsing-ap'exploiting minority Ond§§§n°fr§32giy?h§§i‘notygléanly,
rggrg :;gginig %ﬁe1§§%iﬁg.-P§g€§%§§h is %eactiana%y not on general
principle but because of ‘the intermeshing Of th?fgagmugitiﬁz,basis
thus in fact partition was an 1mp?riallsteiggzgéin; §5% ot

of an alliance with the Orange  forces, .entrapplig :
Catholices in the Protestant state. But %he,bOurgeOlS;de?chﬁgégve
revolution was accomplished, as much it actually went; io 3

in the late 19th and garly.2oth~century%.i.{y§%a§%£%2 not a r
World country but a highly developed.cap;ﬁa % b Nar%hernb

The last 10 years have seen the revolt of the NNo HeTh e

- Catholies in isoratidn'fr?m the mass Qf t@e Irish piOpte. tﬁ»
basis of % million Catholics vs. one million Eiogegﬁagss,it is
struggle 1s‘unw1nngb;e. On a Cathallc-natlaga S -bail i 1t
unwinnable. Open civil war would nop @ean;V1ctoryb ut almos
certainly repartition and an intensification of seigariﬂnlS%-them

The Catholies are right to revolt, and we should suppor L hems
But the .struggle in the North needs to be transformed into class
struggle on .an all-Ireland basis, linking up with tthSouth.

Why hasa't that transformation happened-? There is a_regl
obstacle cre%ﬁed_by thi Bo:c'deg:.L But,thire'is aliz tge ques?lonbog
legadership. e Provo. leadership is not only petty bourgeois, bu
downright anachronistic in its politics. - S .

Living in Britain, we must supportntﬁe;Cathalic revolt against
our own state, But we must maintain a critical awareness, The.
natisnalists have no real answer, and we have a class answer,

I think WF and I-CL were insufficiently critical of Irish .
‘nationalism,. R T R TR - ,

Irish 'Trotskyists' have tailed nationalism. They calmly
look towards civil war - but civil war would mean massacre and
repartition. We need to put forward an independent class view.

By gaing that we may be able to lay a basis for a movement in

o commnities has

Spilling: I'm worried by the dominant tone of the paper's coverage
of Ireland. We can't jJust look at the relations between Protestants
and Catholies, but at the ral struggle with British imperialism.
The article on the Chelsea bombings was unsatisfactory. I'm not
saying it was motivated by cowardice in the face of imperialist
propaganda, but it read that way. Would we condemn the military
actions by the French Resistance? e : N

Reynolds: The Trotskyists did candemn'thé'individuai attacks.




L/ , f'g\.\ . ' L e — “
Spilling: Tt was « - ST
It's not our jah %’gorfg to eall the Cheisex b>mbiag 2 atroeity,

when bombs arg gainngg%? the tactics ofuthevPIRAT- eSpeciallg.

If n. Prita ' | - hat »
If Dubl;n abapdoqed-its territorial claims, that WOuId be

" a setback.

Daly: It's not true that we've gone sven NPT
whe ey - 2t we've gone over to st due -
Cation of yios 3re £2Ing Off. We should fist lapse inpeso i1ioNas
the Chelse blugce. Fr3m~the»point of view of the class str ‘I‘-
- but Wé’takgeagﬁ»égfdgag'no step forward. Welre not m'ralists o
glorify violence. o0 the class struggle, and we don't
Keith: I thought thé artields .am i o o .

: ' artlcle on the bombings was . OK. wa;
on'the bisice: B ehob urESRes cowardiee €1 ook st stanh
bombing in 1972, when 1t was & freakich oocyio,ihe Aldershot

~ ' A >-a I'reakish aceident that the bap
hit non-military targets In'thigeg e A . e bomb

_ T gy vATECLS. . 10 1 ase the bombing was £
. carried out with indifferente to ecivilians. The aﬁtgife°%22r%§11

balanced, -

- Matthews: The differenceﬂbetWéén fhé line WE took on Aideréhétvin

1972 and this bombing is not just a difference in circumstances

but also (and correctly) a shift to a more oriti titude to

Irish nationalism, We need more attentidn,to‘thg gissgtiguqe to
building a revolutionary movérent in Ireland. We shouldn't be do
pessimistic and distant. ‘There is a working class base in the

Republican movement that we can relate to, S

Hunt: It's important to> discuss the tasks in Irelﬁhd; I think the

article was right, The bombing set us back enormousl in buil
support. We necd t> develop an independent line. ?{An - digg

Reynolds: There are two separate issues: the attitude to the
pombings and the attitude %q the Provos! polities. ‘b‘
~~  .On the bombings there was a common EC line. If there was a
shade of difference in the discussion, it was that the comrades
arguingffqr sharpér criticism of the Provos! politics put more
~reservations on any condemnation 5f the bombing. - N »
; The IMG in the early '70s used to argue that Ireland was -
- like Cubg, and the national struggleé would grow over orgarnically
into a socialist struggle, That iica has now become the common
~wisdom of the Irish left and much of theée British left. E.g. the
IRSP, in our interview with them in the paper, says everyone in
Ireland supports the hunger strikers -.aS’if'ihe.ProtestantS»did
not exist. E.g. there are casual refermances on the left to
'splitting the nationalist community' as a bad thing - whereas it
must - be our aim £o.split it om a class basis. o B

Jones: The fundamental issue -is not splitting the nationalist
community but the fight against British imperialism. - . -

'The article on the bombings is from the EC. Spilling 1s wrong
to say we can't crkicise or distinguish different acts. If the
Prwos shoot British soldiers one day and Trotskylsts the next, do
we_ say we can't distinguish? o I
. - 0'Keefe stands too closéyghe,prqblem. We should see Ireland in
the context of the world struggle against imperialism. .

 The PIRA are petty bourgeocis - .but. not just any petty bourgeois.
They are fighting imperialism. We have to take a stand against
British imperialism. We should focus not on the danger of civil war
but on the fight against imperialism, ,
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ting the progressive‘

: eg/f..‘.~' i oy 0EAT tg-reéec ting that
. ‘ £ cames ve Ty, §.g. suggesting L
Oaﬁee‘bhz struggle in Irelanﬂ&h rg :ghould be 2 GQ

_ : ialists ofkhe: - -

- freland is oT mightf er%%iiising tgé n2323%§§§2§se¥’ggﬁiéﬂalism'

- JBere csed and thus £ alling i itical

B appreise There is’ :xglt‘%“’e”“t on mcsﬁ%ig?naltggtkcfw ve ever’

| Macaulay? The¥e &0, 211c revolte And n' lsea was.afl
SuppoTt TOT _the support- Chelson:

et Diithen outeelanane e SETEL gkt nases. 19

atrocity, | |
sub’ r 1nvelved sont
daub%: igggdigdiaieeup 1oo0se thinking on Ireland - e.g. c:mpla y‘
f towards -the prospect of a civil wars 'bent thé stick‘ too far

have
- Maybe the articles in the paperl
“An thzydirection of‘distancing us from the stru

£h

Connoll : the PIRA have ‘never claimed
I agreeywith Spilling that 1t was wrong
bambings. Uneonditional but critical suppart"
: ‘The.criticism seems to be based on the in
’i the British labour. movenent. But ghag s?ould not be the ma A
- concern. The maln struggle is in Ireland. - .
A c; ‘The Provos' ‘desperation 1s- ‘born oubt of laek of palitical s
o programme, and the British labeur movemen 's indifference to_
.. Ireland. iy R o |
S We shauld have dacuments.., EIE:

O'Keefe is frustrated that Irish. palitics are not the same

“ag Britlsh olitics. But there is a real natianalist censciausneSS\ .‘

in the Irish warking class.

' Jamess We should see the forces fighting “British impérialism in
the same way as the liberatioh struggle in Africa. We'support the -
Provos! right to lead the struggle as they wish - we-can't pick

or choose ‘among their tactics. We should focus-our articles on the

l:; failure of the British labour leadership to fight. )

Piggots I'm extremely confused. I can't see where we' stand on :
- Irelands The real atrocity is 0'Keefe's ‘articless The whole polit- -
“ical line on Ireland seems to have been changeds I could have '
. 'sokd O'Keefe's latest article on an Orange march - 1t calls for

.~ protestant ‘autonomy, which means an Orange state. I disagnee w1th
© the negative. attitude to the hunger strikeé.

i Kendall We must relate to the prohlems of the mavement in Ireland.k

O'Keefe: The" PIRA acknowle‘ged that' Republican free-lances were -
probably responsible- for the Birmingham bambings.'-*"

We puboish a paper to-influence British workers;;and we can't

o ‘just say the Irish struggle is: all—impartant. We can't ignore the

- Yhuman response! of. British W rk - -
A e I E orkers ~ I think. the WF/I -CL was
~ Over the last 10 years, ‘the left has ca itulated t5 the
_ emotional responses of Iriéh nationalists, p 4. 0 the |
. atti}ude to -the British working class. £ taken s sectarian -
. ones's apprdach .of seeing the Irish stru le “asjust
the overall fight against imperialism is wronggin methgd. wgart Of

~ - have to come'to teras with the cancrete details of the Irish |

situation.

» If we saf' “it's a struggle against im erialism» th ref e
don't worry about civil war", we ignore thg fact that aecivgieﬁgi
will not get rid of British imperialiSm. We‘have ta criticise the,‘




g:éd Fhe US higéi;sg"l?Ck of class perspect L e Ty
Catﬁo%i TUe of - the Nrﬁ"%ﬁ?gmeg'fiﬁ‘relafignigg’tg;c-iTrotSKy | .
CSe But. Tp t: o €stants ”Jr‘l.. - J1€ Dlaeks, Tye e
we Shauld hot o Sky dai not ienore Telation to the  ° ° , R
reland 4 gnore the Protostant WO g;nghéfgsgarking.glg535 and
L]

developeg o 15 19t a 3rd Woplq sqoe, WoTking class, | oy
Ce;thdl.lzgggr. b;?ér Eools society, mi"ﬁ‘ﬁéﬁg‘;‘;ﬂ ‘T‘;;;gg}g“;. 1. a normay =
he WSI‘Kiﬂg C'lass Eoo ranSf')I‘med ‘inta a Sts limited ‘to the E
SEill have ts apsesoven if 1t wére 5 3rd World 41 raggle led by
| ’Pratestgngrlticise the populisy,” = o0 Situation, we woulq
Ulster in . f. -autanomy!i.~the PTDVOs:advaj!t N RN
. But now the pai,treland, - U °2%e an autonomous
. CatHolia o e 'I"‘O\.r.:)s.v.are"g]‘ibp‘ﬁxgsaw From medd o B
"'ﬁiighgi?guﬁalism" 2 Perspeétiveriggoriég ?ﬁgigﬁgiisg g
struggle but-tga%ndggiéggﬁigy'with'thé IRA and %he.ha§§°§gigét
th?ir'poiitics;_We'shouldnotegﬁaﬁssguggart pacir Judgment ang |
'-tgllT§h9gr palitiés,"" A% aban: " e PIRA,'buﬁywe‘shogldunot ‘
-ihe ‘bombings: the article represented the overall view of the

Eé;~8hbuld we not criticise? Shouk : ;

et ' NoT ceritie X oudd we not anal ? ' -

‘point out the facts of " comrmunal polarisatioggaiyse ,Should}we not G
The artiecle defended the right >f the PIRA ty strike at the

- to relate honestly to the reflex reaction of .our class to bombs in
~the streets, The wish to talk to osur.elass is honourables it would -~
be dishonourable to back down on the actual political issues, but
- we did not do that, o e LT L T
‘Reynolds: proposed a resolution. e e
- 1e We give unconditional suppart to the fight of the Catholie
minority in Northern:Ireland against British imperialism and
- for a united Ireland., K v L LT
2, We fight for British troops to be got. out - upconditionally
and immedilately. 3 . T G Sk
3. We support the right of the IRA to strike against British o
swnilitary and state targets (even if we may question the tactiecal ™
wisdom), but we conderin attacks on-civilians. These criteria
- apply to events in Britain and in Ireland equally. - S
L, We criticise the nationalist and militarist 11mitations,af, i
the IRA leadership, and counterpose-a fight to link the struggle
against partition with an all-Ireland class movement, under .
- revolutionary socialist leadership. ™ =~ - .
5. Debate should eontinue on the immediate prospeets and
, possibilities of the strugglg‘in_the,N:rth, ete, - L
Spilling: I pbject to taking this resolution. It should go to the
Iiish-c%mmissign, If the NC takes this.resqlutian,'I,w;ll1not,-
attend the Irish commission. . . = - oo
.~ Reynolds proposed the resolutisn g> to the Irish comuission and
- cageubackpafgerwards-ta the- NC, and this was agreed.* , o
~ * Additional note to the minutes: I proposed this because Of the
L NC’g crined agendae. But I do not accept thatltne,NC'would in any
' way have been out of order to’eonsider the resolution before the
~ Irish commission. Reymolds. =~ = - o

I want %o talk to the vast majority of workers who are not pro-IRA, -
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TILC REPORT

Pllkington reported. There will be a written reportjfor-next WC

an a visit t£5 Latin Ameriea, There is reasonable comtact with-

~ TAF and GBL. The Australian group has expanded. TAFlis making

- progress. Money 1s needed for the Turkish work. The TILC internal

bulletin is in preparation. A document is being doneion the FI(IC)

theses, US: there was a fusion after the summer‘schoﬁl, but

grablegs have got worse, But the paper has shown great steps
orward., . ‘ - §

Discussion about Turkey, Denmafk;‘Paiahd;ff »If; N
Booth: What's the machinery for discussing thefTiLC'resplutions?

Smith: the WSL delegation at the TILC meetings narmally\voteS‘on
behalf of WSL. But these resolutions have been referred for L
discussion,. . ‘ '

~ Pllkington: The details are in the hands of the TILC Secrétariat.
Baoth:’I think the resolution on ZiqnismAisAinadequate., § "
O'Keefes I think the resolution on France is inadequate. .

-

. St. MARY's, We

Noahan'féported. : : _ L \

UNEMPLOYED CONFERENCE

Grassac: We need a full-time comrade to work on it.. .
Agreed: OC to meet immediately after NG to discuss alloecation of

a full-timer to this workj London AC t5 discuss London work for the
conference, - ‘ : . ~ : -

ANTI-RACIST/ANTI-FASCIST REPORT

James: reported from the commission meeting. There is no> national
anti-racist organisation nowe. It is probably impossible to
resurrect the ANL nationally. We should write to Searchlight asking
them to organise a conference, AR

Reynolds: I disagree with putting it into the hands of Searc@light,‘”
who are politically hostilec, We should agree to the general idea
of a conference and refer the details to the EC,

This proposal to Tefer to the EC was agreed by a clear majority.

T e s e o e o e e et et o o e

WOMEN'S F.

Todd: There are a lot of teething problems. The F. AGM was
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unfjrtunihai&fjﬁéry'SmaL%,becauSe >f the eaét;'althbugh"thé*sqhool

was very surcessful. . .
_ ~an-actlm programme for F was put forward and adagted unanimous-
- ly, but T f3el frustrated begause 1t has not been reflected in the
- . Fe papers The F.-groups are vkry loosely and federally organised.
'The ares rgports show that 1t's all very freelance and ad hoc.
The.'link wlth WSL is very vague. We had a discussipn with the 0C
-~ whiech gired the problems but didn't resolve thew. Some courades
-argued it's a questiosn of :subjectivism bwt it isn't. The problen
1s laok o central direction and politieal input. A

Lanmapre: We agreed-that work among wo:cn would be mainly through
F. But 1y fact the WSL has continued the old problem of I-CL and
F activity running in,parallel: We need to rectify that and give
~ greater dlrection.. L . o
~* The aim of the discussion with the OC was to find ways to
~crcate a harder core in F without cutting us off from non-WSL
peopley We proposed to get the paper more integrated with the WSL
- to e¢gtablish a Y-person eommittee, answerable to WSL, responsible
for WJL input into the paper, and giving a forum for the debate
« within WSL. We also decided to propose carrying editorlals in F.

Land]s, Todd's contribution was extraordinary. I thoughtit was
suprosed t2 be a report from the joint women's commission/0C
meecing, but instead of reporting the decisions of that meeting
To?d just zave her personal criticisms of F in = negative way.

~ F by its nature cannot be 3 homdgeneous movement., We ecan glve
a 'lead, but it is not a2 disciplined movement. The seandal is not
tat F includes loose people who sell the paper, but that whole
tranches of our own organisation haven't sol4 the paper. F is taking

?flgt of iritiatives, but the WSL is not coning forward to take a
eade

Dalys The jroblems are problemns of sueccess. The‘wofk.isllérge#scale
but unfocused. The Wonen's Right to Work campaign should be made
central, ’ : ' .

Pilkington: F Has positive possibilities, but it's what we nmake it,

- We must put in a eonseious Arive. At the moment F is more potential
than actual, It is wrong. for Landis to place the whole onus on
grancggs -~ she must be responsible for giving a central drive

erself, ' .

E.C. MEMBERSHIP

‘Jones and 0'Keefe proposed that Piggot should be added to the
EC until the next NC, for the duration of the BL strike. =

Heywood: It's not necessary. Whynbanlt'he just atteh&?'
Todd: I agree with Heywodd. So would the Oxford AC. .
The motion £rom Jones an? 0'Keefe.was carried overwhelmingly.

s ot

EDDIE P. | - MINUTES

Decided to glve hinm formal notice Referred to hext.NC._-
of a2 motion to expel him, on o o
grounds of taking VR, x




NATIOBAL COMMITTER 19/20.12.61
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1. ATTENDLNGE

Late: Todd, Comnelly, Spilling, Pigget, Maddoz, Cuhliffe = at Oxford bazaar on
Saturday, Oliver -~ domestic reasons. Hunt, Morrow, Grasgsac, Wheeler - car
breakdown. Appleyard -~ missed train. Brown, Foster - stewards' meeting for
‘Polish 3820, Kendall - domestic reasons, Parsons -~ travel problems. Lewis, Chorley
Brown, Foster, Smith, Fraser also lefi early on Sunday for Polish demo. . :

Absent: Riel (expense), Harrison, 0'Toole. '~
2. AGENDA

Bo©th: What about the discussion on full-timers?
Agreed to consider. this point on Sunday.

3, POLLTLOAL REPORD

 smith; The rise of Balidarnoga wam the politinal povalublen. The danger fo
Solidarnosc come thiough the Solidarnoge right wing's policy of marking time.
The development of zi indépandent T in @ Stalipist ptate was impogsibles

the choice for Solidapnosc Was ta meke & rewlution oy to be crushed,

We saw the danger of being cTU®ed in terms of a Russian invasion, but in fact
it has been done internally, The internal cohesion of the Polish state forces is
surprising. _ _

. It's not. 2 military coup, but basically a use of the military by the top
" bupasucrats. Some members of the Politbureau have in fact been arrested. The
hardliners are dominant. . S _

Solidarnosc had failed to prepare for a crackdown - though with the assault on
the firefighters' school it was clear it was going to come, There was a Solidar-
nosc leadership mesting just before the crackdown, and it dismissed the danger.

. It's difficult to quantify the resistance to the .crackdown, but there have
been widespread strikes. It is difficult to crush such a massive movement.
Further explosive resistance is likely, though the Church has intervened with
calls for calm and the leadership of Solidarnosc has been inadequate.

The attitude of the western sapitalist governments and banks 1s effective
support for the crackdown, They want 19 get their money back, and they fear the
radicalising effeets of $olidarnosc, o o -

An internal clampdown is better for the bureaucrats than a Russian invasion,
because there is less broad resistance.

Britain: a broad attack on the working class. The four per cent policy has been
 central. .The Tories have been very successful on that - they didn't expect to

keep everyone at exactly four per cent. The BL strike was central - a defeat for
" the government on that would have been entirely different to the concessions made
in negotiations with other groups. Te betrayal strengthened the Tories. Now the
council workers' unions are claiming T as a viotory.. And we have a hardline
Budget. - : L : . TR .

BL has also strengthened the Tories all roiiid - e.g. on anti union laws. 4nd
then the TUC reaction strengthened the Toriss fifther, No section of the TUC is
prepared to take on the Tories. The Tebbit lawe are part of a serious offensive
against the working class, in which legislation is not the main thing.

The shopfloor attacks in BL are pointers for other employers, 8.8+ Ford. And
it's a very vicious situation now in BL, BL wantg to cut down the number of
stewards, to end all full-time trade union positions, and to.tie stewards to the
track. There'll be more victimisations, too,. and they'll go for us.

The leadership question is very important. The latest AUEW journal has an
editorial by Boyd on BL, effectively supporting victimisations, At the nationel
conference with BL last Monday on my recognition, the menagementi were using the
same arguments as Boyd. ' ‘

“ Also we have the attacks on youth -the cheap labour schemes.”
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There is a new wave. of massive cuts going through the local authorities, It
poses the- question of leadership again. I think the Coventry strike was very
important - as important for the cuts as BL for wages - and it failed to get a
victory. There was a‘'clear need for supporting action,. as-at St Mary's. .

The Law Lords' decision against the GLC has big implications, linking 1nto the
situation in the LP, to be discussed later on this agenda.

Ramsey: The ruling -class.clearly thinks it .has the upper hand. Little trade union
campaign against Tebbit is likely. o

On the cuts: Heseltine has not lost in substance on the rates issue, despite
what some people say., Labour councils are likely to be decimated - but also to go
on the offensive against workers, In Tower Hamlets , 80/ of the population could
be on state benefits. Big attacks on state benefits, and cuts in the civil service,
are a likely next step by the Tories.

I think the government may block the T/ pay offer to council workers.

Glover: The NUM is central. All the factors are there for a big strike in the
New Year - people see a left leadership and recent poor wage rises. What's missing,
however, is the mood in the rank and file.

The. situation is not like '72 or '74. There are big stocks of coal on the
surface, and the NCB is already moving more. The situation in the pits varies.
Some militant pits are quiet. One non-militant pit is on strike right now.

The economic slump has also sapped solidarity in the working class.

The main question is what sort of leadership will come from Scargill between now
and the ballot We need to put our weight dnto a campalgn for ‘strike actlon.

‘Levy The NUM SpeClal delegate conference showed buoyancy and militancy: not a

fPSAngle voice to doubt a big majority for strike action. The Tories may manoeuvre,

#~ but I don't think they can stop a big vote for action. We should call a broad-
-’ group miners' meeting,

Daly: We should discuss practlcal solidarity with Poland.

Brocks: We should look at the effect of Foland on the CPs - cf. the different
attitudes of the Italian, French, british CPs. .

In the labour movement we should be putting through resolutlons condemning
the Israeli annexation of the Golan Helghts.

Booth: Law is being 1ncreas1ngly used in the clags struggle - and not Jjust as

an instrument of the Tories. The judges.intervened heavily under the last Labocur
government, too. :

~ Jones: We should discuss Poland more, Freviously our assessment was that the USSR

was the main danger. But now ‘it is Pole against Fole., The political revolution
is directly posed. The church has argued for passivity, but some religious people
have been arrested, toc. Solidarnosc has had a big effec¢t including in the
Church, The capitalist press and bankers have implicitly supported the crackdown
- 'as long as the USSR keeps cut'.

In reality rio compromise can be made. The bureaucrats want. to put
Walesa on TV to appeal for order and then shoot him, but he won't. There is a
danger of a big bloodbath. We should usethe fact it is Fole against Pole to bring
out the question of political revolution.

Khan? There are parallels between the'Iolish situation and the LP witch hunt.

We can make .good propaganda against the witch hunt around -parliamentary democracy

anﬁ’the action of the Law Lords.

Carolan: We are taken by surprise by the internal nature of the counter—revolution,
But how internal is it? The ammy and police are riddled with USSR agents. And
there may be Russian troops directly involved. If the USSR is really not involved,
we would have to assess the bureaucracy as much more stable than our theory seems
to indicate,.

The course of the struggle is one of a workers' rqung ohannelleﬂ into trade
unionism under the pressure ot the USSR threat. Like 1936-7 in Spuin, the workers



nc/}.

| ’buation bw
e potentially ma,smprs oi‘ the Sl

:kex;osphas streng‘rfhened the state. A geneml str:.ke m Pols.nd now.

t r‘ié not take pomar. The' economic :
worulr’ have to -

; 'I‘hevé"\ie’&ﬁé Ghow the need for an- inte:matloﬁal “perspec‘tixrei- outs:.de tha*b

there is mo hope for Poland - and for a Trotskyst leadersh R
T heartened that all our comrades are solid of the ‘fight agains n

bureaucracy. We should ‘be sharp on 1eftists who are soft. 'Ihe Polish bureaucracy. |

is doing the work of Iinoc’net.

Johnson: There are a 10’6 of - similar;tles beween wha"& t’aé‘ Polish reg‘ime s:lsTh
doing and Turkey. I don't think the Polish regime; can go. as fa.r_ as Chi:‘Let‘ ey .
aren't strong enough. I don't think there will-be - a bloodbath unless v‘theazUSS‘R
comes in = the regime is too weak to defeat & passible mass movements v L

The Polish events also show the. weakness of the worldw-mtskyis*t movement -
its failure to gain roots in ?oland. v ‘ : : _ :

K:Lnnell H In a sense it IS a coup - the milltary hierarchy hs.e definitely’ come
centre stage, and that must be %o do wi*bh ‘the fact that it 13 closer to the ;
Kremlin than other sections of the bubeautracys '

‘Surely the weakne"ss a.nd brlttleness of the f'eg me" mkes a bloodba’g,h more :
1ikely. , . : R

: Parsons' I thlnk there could be big f:.ghts com:.ng in Brltain against the cut's.
On the NUM: my ‘impression is that ”’ché vote will dépend on whether nimers feel
ready to tring the government down, , and at present. they don't.. The VOte}_,‘for
Scarglll does not. necessarily reflect a w111 to strike. e B

: Smrbh‘ If there was 2 miners' str:.ke, 1t would get tremenﬂows suppeth o
The Polish. bureaucracy has no real political independences Carolan is fzgh’c
~about that., The puzzle is how they ‘managed to’ ‘keep the armed” ‘forces so- sohd. .
On Johnson's point = I don't think the Turkish. ~ga.a:a,llel helps.. It's not &
military takeover as such,: but the dominant section of the burea.ucracy taking
over through the junta.:

The only answer is to go for 8 revolutmnary general strlke a.nd try to sprea.d A
it intemationally. L : :

PRSP N s ST

McViaa.r' moved a reselnt:.on on I‘SG (see IB l).

Ramsey mOVed EC dlSQU.SS how to take 1’6, s

Jones moved: NC» should not. take it. Comra.des ‘were selzing on a.n opportumty to
push far.-reachlng ideas ;n the guise of a practical reaolut:.on.

Agreed EC would discuss in the lunch break EC discussed and rec@umended the
resolutlon Te taken - but be- opposed by the. EC. i,

R > wae AR

McVicar: Marxism. is’ weak in Sol:.damosc. PSC doés reflect the real moxmments in‘ -
S the Pollsh working class, even th. ou.gh ‘bhe"re are’ rig’h*buwfﬁg e*l%ents-.m it.

‘The *IMG's ‘hostility to PSC is- 1ncon§,s‘l;ant,
| clerical/natlonalism. PSC has the strength
state-rin tunions ',

But we should partlclpate. .

sinc,;e they are. uncritloal of Ir:.éh
of taking up the break with the

| Jones {for EC): The PSC has been led by hardened anti—&‘ro‘bskyists, We should

support mass=based PSC mitlativas . whlle arguing for labour mOVement
contingents. ST ' , : :

McVicar withdrew hls resolution, saymg 1t should be discussed ‘at ‘more 1eng%h. :

'Jones moved freom the EC. : : S
1. To support mass imtiat:wes of IrSC ,
,2¢ To work for 1a.bour mOVement contlngents

It's wrong that PSC. has §DPers and “Liberals on its platférm.



NO/4
2: %’g ‘:zi};y f;géa. ji.abour movement solidarity campa.tgn . .
‘ : action. To pueh the EESG to a more é.ci;lvist approa,eh .

sarr.ed wi.th 3 ‘ aga.i_nSt <H°t°hk£38s Hé}’WOdo ﬁcVicar) ﬁgn;.mg;:%y( POint 2

o Discussion followed on slogans.

11 Th& fcllOWing were propoaed and agreed unanimguslgoA

Defénd ‘the workers of Poland
»Release all Political prisoners '
d 1g§fend Solidarnese . - e
.TU blacking of trade vi th Poland in
‘ support of th it .
oy _.'Down with the Polish bureaucl‘acy - for workers' pngf 1ke
: _.’:Stop Russz.an mtermntion .
(al1 proposed by Jones) ' ' '
e :ggwn with the Polish bureaucracy' was amended on Johnson's proposal to
S Wi mth the mllitary government. a.nd FPolish bureaucracy' -

' Tbe follomng were proposed and - ca.r:m.ed by a maaoritr

Frea TUs, East and West- (prop. McVicar, carned mrerwhelmingly)
".'Self—determlnatlon “for Poland (prope Garolaa. carried 14-11 with 6 abst,)
'Break hnks with state 'unions‘ (prop. McVicar, carried wlth 3 agamst}

 >rF§NANCE

B :"- 4

(N Jagger ‘r"gport'ed' fon; finance and .‘prémisea.

| GEVERAL STRIKE

' "-K,innell introd:uoed his docmuent (see B 1) A shor'b discuss,wn followed. G |
, Morrorw proposed we ask for written. resPonses through the IB ’ wlth a
Bl January deadline - agreed unanmousa.y. o , :
e Ramsey pz:oposed we a.sk for responses before the next NC = agreed unan,.
: Heywood proposad we set a date for a. na.t:.onal meeting on the q‘&estion -
Bt proposal defeated. . - : . S . R

ffsm MARY'S

Nconan roported. ]Discussion (Lewis, Gra.s\sac, Ramseys Chorley, Kba.n, Mo;r:row). : S

. youm

’ Fraaer reﬁorted on the youth con.t‘erence. D:.sonss:.on, A motion from the Mersey-,
.. gide branch of no confldenee 'in Fraser and Brown as youth organisers was
Ve defea.ted manimously. ‘

tht, Eliot),' ft;;;






[

o (Breoka, Hotchkiss, 35.11, Rmey, My,onver, ‘I‘edd. Spilling.
Y ;\Km&all, Piggot, Cu.nliffe, Booth, Heywood, Jamés, Carolan o o
' “'"""_;;_nsﬁ, 5 abst._ o

to get syenaarships ‘ ;fom ‘m‘sl etc cmied, 25‘ agamst

| '.ihat Gwleiffe should ‘not be & Bp eaperaon for WS - carried. “2 against,
) '*-net voting because abaent frcm debate. T o

. Campaign to def.’end the yauth movmeni (pmp.Hmt) - agreed una.n.

: Open Letter to Mihta.ht (props- Bi‘ooks) - agreed uwnan,

A masthea.ﬂ alogan ageu.nbt all witoh hnnts agread unan. (pmp. Cunliffe)
DJ.scussion on broad grou.ps referred to EC. ' T : :

3 WOEK msm wom

Khan ‘reperted. Brief disousaion (Grassac, Todd, Ramsey)

3Baath prcposee} axx EG disaussion on F/Ters‘ Agreééa

Sy :vive con t ort ht of: the Gatholic mmcrit m
o %v%?e :Igag “gnai rol angsh i@pariaf%‘ém (a.nd its Irish representg

. 24 Ve fig,ht for ritish troops to be get out ) uncun:ii'bionally and immed-

| ff”s. vle sup;ort the right of the I3 to‘ s_tnke against British- mill.tary and
state targets - e if we may qu@tmn the tactical "’13‘&0“‘ -~ but-we
cendamn at“tacka on cwilians 'I‘hese cmtem apply to Brita.m a.nd Ireland

NDIME T~ DEEEDE A.uL AN}) REPLACE IY' We a.re apposed to guerillaism as a 'j
We are for the weapon of ma.ss st:mggie -and the working class.
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the oppressed to struggle. we cannot therefore seleet parts in this struggle
totcondemn ' wmore than the other parts, and we are careful in our criticism

ialways to diséanoe ourselves frotn’ bourgeois readtioni We nacognise that the dis~-

~tinction between nilitary and clvilian targets is not & claar alv&de and we
cannot thezefore 'support! one and toppose' the other );.

4o Ve criticism the nationalist and militarist llmitaticns of the IRAleadership,

and colterpose a fight to link the struggle against partition with an all-
Irelahd class movement, under revolutionary. socialist leadership; (coupled

with a campagin of solidarity within the British 1abour movement,’ We do not
use the socialist programme on nationalism to aVOid taking concrete positlons

~on struggles led by petty bourgeois nationalisme) -

5. Debate should contimue on the immedlate prospects and pssibilities of the
strucgle 1n the North etc.:

'Amggpyggws ON IgELANp FHOM__CASEY.
Parae 1: delete all and replate by~

1. We give uncandtional support to the fight of the nationalist nOpulation
- in Ireland against British imperlalism (and its Irlsh representatIVes)

Paragraph 2: add new Sentence!

We also fight for an inmediate end to all other forms ol © British involve-
ment in Ireland (polttical, economic etc)s : '

Par. 3: delete all and replace Ly. o

‘We support the rzght of the IRA & INLA to fight back against British 1mperb
ialism whatever we may think of the political usefulness ‘of their stzategy
and tactics. Whilst recognising thattheir attacks on occasion lead to

_"olvilian' casualties (sometxmes becdause of the way in whidh they are = carr-
ied out; sometimes cecause of the failure of. the 'seourity forces' to res-

.f:pond to advance‘warnlngs), we must make it clear in our propaganda that their

attacks are directed at members of the 'security forces¥, pollticians and

_commercipl targets. We must cons tantly clarify the difference betWeen the |

violence of the oppressed and that of the 0ppressor, and expose the hypo~
. erimsy of the: bourgeoisie 8 condemnation of the use of violence Ly the Irish

,ant1-1mpen1alist forces. .

‘ para. 52 replace "...the North..." by oooIrelandoo- .

' RESOLUTION FMOM SW LONDON BRANCH'
.We recognise the need for a calm, adequate political response té the- current '

‘démands for a witchhunt of the LL.

We recognise that the iuilding of strong broad groups is the best menas of

defending ourselves within the MP and this task must be taken up as a first
priority for all Lejigue members,

In order to build -strong broad groups 1t is v1ta1 to restore a 1iving demccmatic
life to the broad group alliance,

The paper should not presume that every supporter is a Trotskyis%
Continued membership of, and work within, the MP is a my major part of the

_political programme of the League. C.mrades who voluntarily desert from MP
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