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A Reply to Comrade Svington

Kendall 1e

nat Bvington's Jdocuaent is trying to convey, not & treticol lisagreemznt
on thig or thet cct of our G wcru, bat the Zesire for o ”un"nunt 1 retreat from our
pragent stend, dp ere told tic 8L neo alrendy copitul-tel to Lrbourigm or ic on tle

verge of loing co. finncll's resolition on tr ctics is citel =g ovroof OL this, while gquotes
from the ICL rre weesd to o how uow tie le lursip of the former I0u i, it ceens, some 2t
lenat of t=e ol7 7L lendergiip, 22ve gene lowe tie road of cositulrtion.

It is quit: clﬂar i
o8P

Uhfortu“ tely, wuck of whrt e atetes remrins ot the leWel of implie criticiom., For this
re -son 2is very confused rnl incolheremt Jocwzent begs more guastions thon it cnswers, “het
is the noture of our crpituletion? Is it impiooikle to crrry out suex r~n extensive tactic

srithout ©o1ling into t2e gros) of Lebouriom? Is our raclysis of the lebour movument incorr-
cct? e does not horzin to nngwer tiese peints. Nor is it put om record, for those vho Jon't
know, tirt C& dvington is one of & number wWid 10V2 keen wonting a Jifferent crient"tion,

in reelity » sectorien retrect from, Mo work for some tlm Inste»d we sre trente? to &
rather coy statement t nt t.c “ekote over tue Folulandg war forrmlstel other questions. FOr
anyune vho k03 boen in tle orgenistion for ~ny longt™ of tims these questions pre-crte thot
fiscusgion cnl for U7 &vinoton ot least sinece the 1980 ICL Conference. =

{pne taing ic very cle~r from his locument an? thiz is toat not unlerstoo? the nature of the
laebour movemert in 3Sritein, or the rele tionsin we cre attemrtinz to build with it, This

point needs to ke tockled before e caa look ot our allegﬂ; Jdeviation,

Avinrton enjoys guotingy Finvell zn’ Macoulay, atteusting to show ¢ chrnge in line; vhkat he
“oeon't Jdo igs to try to rut tiese quotes inte our ovarzll nersoective of the lsbour move-
nenty (certclnly thaig ic po secret - resd the ISL mrnifesto) whick would show thet there is
no recl chonge in line ketween 1983 »x’ 83, 1In f-ct Mig. clzim thot there wan ever nn ICL
cormiitment to convergence in the wiy e stntas i niecr invention, It igc geen #5 fn open=
enZe’ process snl no-one wovld hﬂvo bean q0'utu“1' ~3 to hove put 2 precise time limit on
it, Twe storting point of our orisntation t o tke latour movemeﬁt s wiole = an’ it seense
to be a precon’ition tist we ghoull zet tuig rlgat refore we ¢z 9 “ny gerious’ vork in
otrer areas, o8 oprosed to pesturisiug ond ahbling - ig found nost guccintly in the
foliowing quoty/rnalj,‘ : :

is by Trotsliy

&

'In 3nglend,more t:an anywhe:e else, t-e stote rests upon the Lnck of the working
clacn whica constitutes tie vast majority of the sopul~tion of the country. The
mechaniom ic cuel tact the bureeuer-ey is bese “irectly on the workers ~nl the

stete inlirecetly through tle ntermediaty af t o TY bureaueracy...'

0

>

The re is of-course no disa~greeuent wit: the above. in foet thio relationshiv hac been
mnosively extended in tie 40 or so yeors gince. thot was written; trede Lnlons reach 2 fer
wider section of tie class, The TU bureauncrrey's reletionship with the stete, oince 1940,
has “evelosed, tiouga not without interruptioen, on & seale to viere it now exists ¢t every
level sf the tﬁto utructure, et the TUs remnin tle sole medirtors hetween the class,
industry snd the stote, ot lerst for t:e jresent, aile tie ottemnt to find an rccomno=
ation to the stctb iz o genernl plencmonen comaon b a1l reforaist buresucraciss, the

gnecific relat omgiip in Britsin is unigue.
23 elass/TU/otote relationchip ig virtuelly independcnt
of the M&, essecially if you lo ¥ ot t2e strucrgles wrgsd by the clroo in the 500 rni early
703, whick nlgo toolr :loce g2 —infezendently of ths TU burupucracy. From this viewpoint
the MCo importrmee ent rclev*nc o3 an inte~ral oert of the lebour uovenent is only gllmnwe’
at best: ot election times, for 2xemvle, wien it's seen ~g the polictierl altﬂrnvtlve to the

> e

Tories, or at times of the Bloc¢ vote whica can =ad dees Jecile ¥l policy.

Superficielly it would seceim thiat t

e

m 2]

In one form or srother revolutionarics twve soot tpgeld their work on the above emrlyses,
not lerst becsuse thke relctionsnhiv ig t'are onl our trsik ia relotively stre 1#.t—forW“rP -
betrayel by the lerders nig, nead for a%odv floor organia~tion =te, “mile euch things sre
an chaolutely centtal ele“ent to cur strugrle it is impossibtle to exnlain the ﬁogemony of
lebouricm from such © one giled anclysis of the labour movement, the routine it impsses on
the cless, the polictic~l r~nd ideologicrl verameters in W /hich the movenent functions znd,



)

. 2.
in a broader gense, in which the clios exists, even if for meny this is on outright
rejection of tirem onl of the 1:bour movenent. oy not fully exvlsining the noture of the
movenent it also feils to provide ¢ sterting peint for A whet wve £o revolutinn-

cries should be doing. The juote continues:

|U~ [— A s 2, VH?i.Ch_' 3 WhiCh :

2 to now we 2rve not meptioned tae ib/in €n-rland, /tie claszic country of trezde
unisns, is only & politie-l tronoposition of tie same trale union buresucrscy.

Tse same leslers guide the trade unienms, betray the gneeral strike, lend the
electoral caomneign ond later on 3it in ministries. The }NC an! tie trade unions -
tiese ~re not two principles, they are omly & technical Avision of labour.
Togetser they cre the fun’-mental cup:ort of the lomination of the Anglinh
hourgeosic. The latter canrot 3e overtarown without cverthrowing the Labourite
burezucrsey. &nl that cannot be attained by opiosing the trole union as gsuch

to t-e state e such, but by the active spposition of the C. to the Labourite
burecucrsey in 11 fiells of socicl life' (kerzisa and TU, The errors in principle
of syniicalisu 259 This guote is sertisly reproluced in the ICL manifesto of 77)

From thigs rounde? position of the moveuent tie infevwendisnkce of the CIass/state/union ,
relationshap lisepgears, The 1technicrl divicion of labour' s in reality crezcted atetal
jnterdependence, whaich permectes Jownward to every esvect of the labeur movements existence,
orgainicetionally, politiceily anl ideoleogicaliy. This not orly vrovi‘es the 'funiementel
gunvort for the Jominution of the bourgeosie' but through the terfership of the movement,
sad its NCUs, the wejor tronomiasion belt for bourgeois conceptions ond norms. This is
This function is most directly performed by the TJs whose officials and gtewards pl2y &
porallel role of being, in Gramsei's terminology, tae 'orgenic intellectuals of cur clasc!

0f course if comrades telieve that this relationskip o8 somehow leen cupercae’el, is no
longer of relevonce, then tiey ghould soy ge, however to abandon guck an anelysis will
lecve comrades flounde-ing - neither able to atecuately explain “ow the class gtruegle
azp daveloped to date, nor to aacerstend the underlying dymanic of Zifferent movements

. itkin it, and, most impertantly, what to "o with them. What is left is trying to place
the ¥0 and TU on to some utiliterion sczle, o totally uhacceptoble formula, eni a failure
in grasping the importance in hreaking up onl thereiore transforming tle above relation-
ship. For ins temce t:.is lies ot the root of some comrades inability to mderatand whet
it would have meant for Benn te win the ceputy lea’ershin battle, Hot only woull it hrve
given hope to meny t ousends of workers whieh woull heve been reflectes in peovle Yoining
the party. It would also Zeve meant tiat the relationsnhip between tie vnions ~n the party
would heve been further fagtabilized as the viabkility of labour as an alternative copit—
alist goverment woull have been brougat into guention, This does not me~n that Senn is
snother Maxton let alome a revolutionary. omr job isc not to look simply at the form but
~t thie class content of such o developuent, Incidentally if ne ha” won Tena would have
been put on parcde in front of tic class, which is wort: sny pumber of polemics we care .

to write consigming him to tle (ustbin of higkory.

Renovrc ting the movisent... Understanding the ebove relationchip between unions and party
telle uvs in general wiot our gtrategic tasks congiat of, it connot tell us what should be
the next step for suca a tiny orsopisiation as ours., During the latter part of the 60s

it would have been gectaricn for us to eerry out sueh & gencral ordentation to the 0.
“Zowever the mnsc movement whien nrd emerged then was not able to break up the inter-
relationship. It wes crusked betwesn the growing cricis and he power of a vnited }MO/TU
burssucracy waich took the form of the social qontrnct. For the revolutionary qut_the
sears, now almost & Aee~de, of failure to reorientate to the movement €3 & whole Move taken
their toll on our ability to influence tae elrnsses attempt to Jevelop orgensiations =hich
wnica czn wove forward in the pregent erigis. The threa’s whick bini tae movenent hrve
been  irewn much clogser together but tLey have not yet formed. n neese arouad Zie necl of the
le~dersiiip, beceune revolutionorics wio attemst to sroviie the conceious link between t-e
clags ond socialisom mave only  built up 2 mininel en? periohersl relationskip to the
organigationgs of the working cless,

Howe ver our coaception of renovoting the movement do en't rest on it being a 'good idea}
Lut on a necesserily objective proceas, The material besis on which the 1cbour movenment
nag been congtructed is being Zegtroyed by the present erigig, This does not affect just
one cection but the whole movement. It is thig which provides our atertine point in the
present perio<, 1f tze burecucrscy is left to jits own devices it will undecubtedlly try

to fingd & new accormodation with the gtate (which is the basis of Tebbitt]; but theve



e
pecple do mot repjresent & cl-as but cre & crute wro, in the finnl cnalysigs, cen be m2de
uccou“t?ule/reﬁl cel by tre worling cT gs. Deccuse uater present conlitions suel an acco=
m.0 tier is not open to tie woriing clﬂu . it ig mot Wi .

ether to fight, but how, and against
whom., It is this ~rocess of renmovation im raieh we stiemdt to 1ﬁterve“e. Jn'o:bte'ly suck
Gevelopuent, rrtier Jis-arate °no lipita? st the vrecent time, io cccurring in the unions,
[t t-e moment its sharzecs foram in found in lre 1o, It wes precigely the frct that the
laft of the varty was trjln” to come to crips wit: the experience of the lagt laborr govt.
woich “llawm t-er to wite arcrnd the Jemoer-cy issue. Yet some conrales attituedc to this
stru:gle s to see it ng a soewhet twee ond -“t’er carcehial affeir for larxists to botler
wita, Taat else ghould the left Lnve orgncised arcund - ceM~~1gn for the lJictatorship of
tze rroletarizt? Tie 7 nacr*cy igoue wag o VIry comcre ate aad nractical problem, a living
gtruggle waich we “ecess“rtly ~3 to intervene in, iLore importantly sue: on attitude misses
the point cf how people ‘e ulop, it is only tirough cuel experiences, su e struggles trat
we will be able to reach them, '

Are we capitulating to our milieuv?... La I understand it tize rbove vroviZes uc with an
@na1181s of the movenent crd cur togig as tﬁnt wovencrt Trasentc unler tle pressure of the
erisios, 1t is from this viewpcint that we .eve to look at tue ~votes of Zinmell 2wl iac—
aulsy. 1t should be self: evident tot t"e goonteneity cnd the organisation 2 at tae point of
aresuetion is en int egrel sart of tae strugsle srtlirad akove., The CQ crmot give one
example of wiere we ave in \r.ctlce capitulete’ to cur il milieu, 1f we 1-d woull it mot
nave shown in our gr"ct1ce s’ attitule to inTustriel “digsputec? At the time cf the threat—
ened mass seckings of IL woriers this time lagt yerr we ver° putting our orsanigrtion on &
war footing ready to turn it u:side dewn nst only Lecruse of the centre lltj of our own {ie
but Secause of the imnortence ot the class of tize poggitilities it opened up for a peneraly
ed struggle ~gainst tie Paries., over tic -esltl woricers' diojute we attomntei to wmchilise
soll_urltj action wien an” w.ere 3os~ilkle, ntteeliz te lorfersiin for the woy they ranthe
gtrike and, strangely, for aa organis~tion v.ic: is accomsoleting te labour1sm, startlng a
nezlth workers for the full claim, Again, ratier stran gely, over the strike at 20 trucks
we attessted to intervene :nd attack the G *or teir ‘CC“JSOL.tlon to the C7 tribunite
ABS progromac put out by the atrixe lezlersiip, OSurely if we are going “own the roe’ $2
Wv1ngton suggests we woull heve susorted the IiG line., If the oW nts to sgy that we
naven't sker up tiese isoues as efficiently o we uight toen perk~ng I would agree:
with him., If he cons iders we need to Jo el mere work with cu ©J frections, to a large
extent preprratory worli ratier tren any Zorm of subctitutin~ for the clags, then I for one
w ould sgree. .owever, thet is far frcwe nis dinplic-tiocn, for Tim we are abandoning the
direct zctisn class utru;gle. ilaybe tie /3L proctice sver tze laot year ~nd ¢ malf hos
b:en an zherra tlon , meybe some of wus are pubtting ”ﬂrw~rﬂ =n¢ sumporting tue class etrusgle
out of force of ! blt. If thet is tze ¢ se t-en e of our work in the iU mekes very little
gense. For o nusher of yeors now e 2ove been flg.ti ~ cver the suestions of  rent, no
in very anfevorrahle conditions ~racisely
Poriez., e broke with the Chartists snc
s necesssry step. Do we <o such things

-

rote increcces. JSuch & ctruzsle tas been woged

because of the lacc of any wess action sgeianst the

sther leits over this without gualms becaouse it wes =
a .

for fun or merely to win a few zeople to B aord ion on the issue? It is the ﬂnly
conclusion Cd Avington can draw from t.lu riven sur refectisn of the Zirect action of the
closs, The fun cmental atrrting peint for the ole :rgume:t irg Been t\nt the only con—

ceivnble force to carry out suct o ,ol‘c\ ig the weriing clran, who eige? - the lsbour
council, tie lefts, tic dsd. Lar "tr:~gle in tze ,hrtr cen onl] teke us ur to the point
wiich prov1dca the most £ovourable point of Jeparture for the ovening up of the 1nfustr1ﬁl
gtrucgle, ‘ithow wenting to 3 u;l too ultro left suc. o strugsle weged in a Jetermined
nn nner would nccesssrily go beyeald C4 Ivington's rather TU rsutlu t conception of the
uportence of the point of production > 3 pers 5). T:2 very nature of the relationship
betreen local outhority sorkers ral the point of nboluetion eans any determined fight
woul? nluost immediately pose guesticns of worlers control - whe ig to look after old
zesple, do emergency revsirs, wio lecices wact council se vices should e neinteinaed,

" cc°sswrlly gections of tze working class toutoide the tovenent' e,.g, tenonts agsoeiationc
w ould slmost imuedistely be mobilised in tle Tora of o reat strike., “Tetherthe TU lecders
were able to acbotage sucl o Jiszute before it autaine& ﬁuC> prozortions, or the govt
bocked Jdown ig o motter of sreculation, whot ic not is the logic of the diapute, Un th
basic on which we have gene in to the qeb..te I would li%e to kunow how thot is copitulating
to labourism or rejecting the “irect action stragzle,




L.

Operating in the MO... There are two component parts to this work and it is nessecary to
do both if revolutionary work is to be carried out. We base our work on the objective
developmentswhich are taking place and situat# them in the context of the crisis of labour-
ism. If that was allwe xdid then indeed we would be be capitulating to our milieu.

It is a cast iron certainty that this is the road down which the IMG will go. They will

see the objective process as something which will naturally and organically ripen, and which
doesn't need the intervention of a revolutionary organisation except to rush it along and
give it good advice.

The entire history of the Mandelite tendency has been one of such political accommodation-
ism. Look how they have taken the theory of permanent revolution on a 'Cooks tour of the
world' creajing a mystical process like the will of the wisp, appearing in one countyy then
the next; standing above the realities of the class struggle it has taken on a life of its
own. However, we see ourselves as a permanently orgamised force who continually intervene
in this development, to be part of the experience the reformists are going through, to
show them, for instance, we are the best fighters for democracy in the MO (this is not a
con we are in favour of the maximum amount of democracy in the mass organisations of the
working class), to give them a Marxist over-view of the struggle which necessarily means
an understanding of the industrial struggle and the need for the party. It is in this
manner that we are not only part of a living struggle which distinguishes itself from
paperexercises in party building, but able to develop a cadre in the organisations of the
class and reach out and recruit from new layers, and, both in terms of ideas and organis-
ational methods to reach an even wider grouping of peonle in the movement. This, as I
understand it, is the lever of a small group.

Cd Evington, in wanting a sectarian retreat from this method and orientation, cannot come
out into the open and say s0; instead, we are given the hard line approach of fighting fro
the programme and not abandoning trotskyist principles. In doing this the Cd transposés

- in his imagination - the WSL from a tiny organisation which doesn't even claim to be the
nucleus of a revolutionary party to a fully formed organisation. This immediately puts us
on a par with the reformist leadership in competing for the allegiance of the working classe
Unfortunately this is fantasy. A1l the hard choices, the necessary tactical turns and
organisational compromises (of which working in the MO is but one) are an absolute necess
ity for building that party in todays class struggle, The learning process, with its
unavoidable mistakes, is brushed aside and replaced by ready made formula and equations.

It is the hallmark of 57 varieties of . troskyism's so called programmatic intransigence
and exposure politics of the lefts, and waiting for the masses to come to you.

It is possible to build a cosy sect in this manner but not a revoluionary organisation.
Such an attitude is the general stamp of the sectarian's approach to the world. This
has found its most absurd form in the Sparts. It also leads to a consumerist approach to
politics where you can say - if the bureaucracy had wone this, if thereformist leadership
had done that, then the struggle would be won. It may be necessary to point out such
political lessons, but not to make it a method of political 1ife. This may give some

cds a warm feeling but if TUleaders were prepared to fight there would be no need for
organisations such as ours. This approach is literally jdealist - we will change peoples
perceptions of the world through our good ideas. Not only is this a recipe for passive
propoganda, it doesn't develop the struggle or our organisation within the movement. It
is in reality a retreat from communist methodse.

"It is not enough for revolutionaries to have correct ideas,c%g§ us %ot forget that
correct ideas have already been get down in Capital and the Vi ﬂgﬁf estojss it is
task of the revolutionary party to weld together the correct jdeas with the mass
labour movement. Only in this manner can an idea become a driving force'

{The league faced with a turn)

Tt is this attitude which we have taken and are trying to develop. Cd Evington does not
see our tasks in this light but accuses - us of 'drifting into political accommodation

«to reformism in practice, for example substituting the UP tactic with the idea of
staying with the left and gaining agreement to organise with them, by limiting our
politicms instead of marching separately and striking together' (p 3 para 1). Does this
mean we have had the right approach till recently, cr is it a general development of
substituting for the UF tactic? By implication we have the full weight of the CI brought
down on our head for abandoning the UF. But when have we, or any other srganisation in
Reitain. had a UF with either the quygor MO in the manner of the CI?



i

4LG

% LA

3¢

L2 g

nua B o g

4

L34

vlliso

oot

3

W oduE

o

iI9Vs

3

ot

P

W

Teverisrd
oxg b

T

oy

satnenyy

"=3al




5e

'In the cases where the CP still remains an organisation of a numerically
insignificant minority, the question of its conduct on the mass struggle
front does not assume a decisive practical and organisational significance..
But wherever the CP already constitutes a huge political force .. whenerer
the party embraces, let. us say, a quarter or a third of the organised
proletarian vanguard.. it is confronted with the question of the UF..'

(On the UF p 92 The first 5 years of the CI)

In Britain to carry out the CI UP tactic we would be talking anout, and let us be generous
to the cd, a communist party of 3 million. We are hovering aroung the 200 mark. It is
clearly impossible to talk about a UF of that sort but it is precisely this framework the

cd trys to impose on the WSL - mass organisation status, Lending weight to the idea that

we can compete with the reformist bureaucracy on equal terms for the allegiance of the class.
In attempting to build a relationship with the orgenisations of the class we have main-
tained the cardinal principle of all communitst tactics - maximum organisational flexibility
-~ with the maintenance of our political and #deological independance. Because the cds
have underestimated this point they fail to understand that our organisational form can

take any shape we choose as long as political independance is maintained.. If cds consider
this is not possible they then must consider that nothing can be done in the movement.

The road to TUs is by a similar approach to that in the MO and we already practice it.

It is not only the UF with which we are beaten round the head, but also the first thesis
for admission to the Cl, once again with the implication that we have abgndoned our
commitment to the first four congresses. Cds should be aware that the use of the 21 points
of entry was to strictly demaracate the international from all centrist greformist parties
so that the international was formed on ideological clarity, and presenting the tasks of -
communist parties formed around the Bolshevik revolution, not the taks and tactics of a

100 or so communists. Trotsky, dealing with this question in the period of the internation-
al's degeneration, looks at it from this perspective: S ’

'Q Is it possible to consider at this stage independant existence oﬁtsideAthe‘
mass organisations?!

‘A The fact that Lenin was not afraid to break with Plekanov in 1905 and to
remain a small isolated minority bears no weight because the same Lenin _
remained inside social democracy until 1912, and in 1920 urged the affiliation
of the British CP to the Labour Party. While it &s necessary for the revolut-
ionary varty to maintain its independance at all times a revolutionary group
of a few hundred can work most efficiently at present by opposition to
social patriots within the mass parties. In view of the increasing acuteness
of the international situation it is absolutely essential to be within the
mass organisations while the possiblity of doing revolutionary work remains.
Any such sterile or formalistic enterpretation of Marxism in the present
situation would disgrace a child of ten. (Interview on British problems -

1935 -6 p 328)

Bvington's failure to grasp the difference between a small group and a party is central to
his polemic which, when it comes to dealing with a concrete issue such as the withh-hunt,
blind him to who we are. He attempts to impose sterile formula and equations on an analysis
of what is happening in the MO. Quite correctly we are told that working in the MO allows
us to argue our politics 'it is obvious and alwa yghas been that social democracy wasn't
gofing to let that happen indefinitely.. what we are beginning to see now with the RW in
control of the NEC is just that social démocracy wmoving to defend itself(p 4 para 3)'. .

Firstly the equation is false that we are the central axis about which the witch-hunt
was started. It betrays a total misunderstanding about the movement in the party and the
nature of the battle taking place. It started just over a year ago after Benn lost the
deputy leadership battle, 20 or so MPs threatened to defect to the SDP, Foot came off the
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fence going over to the right willingly or not constituting the present bloc which has
enabled the witch-hunt to develop, with of course the essential TU backing. Their basic
target was the advances made in the party on the question of democracy§, and the need
to make the party a viable capitalist alternative to the Tories. Almost immediately Benn
began to retreat mr more precisely fefused to move forward on to the offensive. Phe next
stage was an attack on the MI as the right toock over the reins of power, and the unity of
the left which had been built up over the years began to fragment. The crypto-Stalinist
section of the LCC, C-4, the IIE (not the Bennites) took up the right wing cudgels and
began to define the party with them as the left wing. What did we do in this situation?
We warned continually in the paper against the consequences of retreat and attempted to
reform the left. The left didn't regroup until after the conference partly because we
were not a big enough force to act as a pole of attraction, and partly because of M's
exclusiveness and their unwillingness to unite. Many peoples also believed the threat
was all hot air. : '

'Firstly a witch-hunt is above all else a heightening of the struggle between reformism
and revolutionary socialism.. it will win (reformism) if it can silence us and thereby
avoid having to fight on the theoretical plane...’ (p 4 para 5)

Was the witch-hunt against the Bovanites in the 50s one between reform and revoluionaries?
No, neither is this one ~ the intention is the destabilisction of the party; the reaction
of the witch-hunt was to the democracy campaign not from either our or Ms propoganda.

The implication is that only revolutionaries can break up the present leadership of the
party, which cuts you off from any understanding of the movement of the class and our role
within it. As we have said of the democrcacy campaign it can quite easily over a period
of time be institutbonalized, but to simply see that would be to see its form rather than
class content and dyncamic. The idea of reformists engaging in a theoretical battle with

N

us seems ridiculous (alfhouéh Benn did win the debate of the decade on points).

'Social democracy will lose if it is unable to expel us or silénce us and we are able
to fight for our programme..' ‘ S S

Social democracy willwin only if it expels us because how are they going to keep us silent?
This can only be explained if you start from a view of the party as an organisational and '
technical instrument, rather than a relatively homogeneous ideological force. Everything
flows from this including technical instruments such as our paper. How can cds explain.

this when looking at the SLL experience where Socialist Outdook was banned in 54 to 57

(the start of the newsletter) and the SLL had no ppper of their own. They did however
manage to lead a powerful movement in the docks and much else bedides. The crucihal test

for us whould be over an issue like the health workers dispute. Would we change our prog-
ramme, would we change our attitudes if we were a proscribed organization within the MO?

Why should we? :

"It will also have lost if in the course of expelling us it is forced to expel part
of its left flank' :

The bureaucracy would be only too pleased to evict a few'trouble makers'! if they were at
the point of being able to expel us (which would in itself arise from our isolation).

Our tactic here would be quite clear. Attempt to win them to the WSL, maintain a broad
paper, and reorientate the whole bloc of expelled people to the MO for re-admission. The
only arguments against this would be - 1if the break was so large, or i€ it had shch wide
ramifications in the TU that the whole'technical division of labour' between the MO and TU
substantially cracked. :

‘'It is only through a political struggle that such a break will oceur'.

This is true, but what does Cd Evington think has taken place over the last few years? .
How did we arrive at the position where the witch-hunt is taking place except through the.
ebb and flow of that political struggle? In what realm does political struggle take place
for the cd - in some cordoned-off area labelled 'political struggle for Trotskyists' or
does our struggle to win such people to revolutionary socialism take place on a different
plane to the class struggle itself?
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'The importance of fighting the register is that it is over the issue that a clear
split has occurred inside social democracy (p4 para 6)!'

This is simply not the case. It is factually inaccurate because a) it is now conference
policy and b) this has helped the elements who want to attack Trotskyists to maintain the
disunity of the left and ¢) it has generally split the left on the level of tactics.
However the main dividing line between right and left remains the question of expulsions.-

Tt is here that the main split has arisen. How have we dealt with this question? Far from
leading the retreat we have led the fight for a boycott of the register. Whether we should
continue this has always been a tactical question depending on the number of forces we are
able to rally. The CLPD AGM has been put down as our marker. 1f we stand alone shouting
the principle of non registration the CLPs will turn round to us and say'why, when everyone
else has registered, have you not? We are prepared to defend anybody andeveryone (willingly
or otherwise) against expulsion because it is a matter of principle but you people, having
lost the battle, want to make a principle out of defeat. Why?' Of course it might be
possible to berate them for their lack of a Marxist perspective but our defence of non-
registration would be vacuous because the guestion of non-registration is not an absolute
principle.

'Tt would however be politically wrong for anyone considering themeselves revolutionary
socialiet to accept registration just because they were able to do so' (p It para _)

Why? Such an issue cannot be explained as a matter of principle as the cd asserts. The CLPs
have made their base line the issue of expulsionsj we are deciding our tactics from the
position of the CLP AGM. The greater the unity on this issue the harder it will be for the
right to attack. 50 CIPs are far more substantial than one. This unity has been brought
about in the face of the retreat and active sabotahe of Mt, C-4 etc, around the formation
of LAW in which we have played a role in proposing and building.

Staying with the left.... One of the central reasons for the retreat of the left if the
forthcoming dlection. This has been a trump card in Foot's pack, though it may well rebound
on him if the left can put up a unified fight. Whether we like it or not the movement as

a whole is beginning to focus on that election, while the retreat of the lefts is more
complex than Cd Evington believes (we are fighting with the Bennites at the CLPD AGM against
c-4). Certainly there is no evidence to show that the left has been decisively defeated.
Of primary imporatance is the fact that the CLPs remain solid. It seems inconceivable
that,whoever wins the election, these forces will not re-~organise themselves. In what
concrete form this takes is open to debate, but for~6d'Evington.to“deny,thé.géneral"pbint
{8 in: reality to dany our -enalysis: 6f the movement. As I stated at the beginning of this
document if the cds disagreed with that analysis then they should explain our shortcomings,
or more vprecisely how the'technical division of labour' outlined by Trotgky has been broken,
become irrelevant or can be by-passed, not simply by a hundred or so revolutionaries but by
the working class.

END
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1. Wemen's Liberefien and Revolution

a) Women are. and have. been oppressed in all clas» socxetles though the partlcular
form that oppression takes varies with time and place. Women's oppression is: based ‘
on material property relations and only the complete overthrow of those property
relations,the ending of class society, can form the basis for women's. liberation,
Homen's 11beratlon presupposes a society. in whlch production is organlsed for need, .
where soclety s resources are directed to thq solution to humanlty s problems. Such

a society is a precondition for women's lrberatlon, but in and of itself is. no
guarantee. Only a contlnulng struggle 1ed by women will ensure that thms p@tential a
is realised. . o . o e :

b) Women's oppression arose with the dawn’ of prwvate property and the beg nnings‘Of’
class differentiation. Previous to this, as. far as can be known, s001ety was R
organised, on the basis of communal property,. equallty and subsistence, Wwph the o
possibility of :a surplus, developed the potential for unequal wealth and from' %hat ’
the exploitation of one human being by another, "Allied to this, women became h
confined to the family in sexual monogamy, and excluded from social produét1on and
ownershlp, It is vomen's role in the famlly and its divorce from s001a1 productlon ‘
which is ?t the root of women's oprresssion. o S ,rfpf,w.;pj.f'

c) Capltallsm contwnues the oppresssion of women which it inherits from preV1ous o
class s001et1es, but shapes it to its own purposes. The specific features of .
capitallsm - ge labour, commodity production - oput their own stamp on the form’
that women's oppress1on takes. Capitalism draws women into the waged labour force

but in conditions of structured inequality ( low pay, job segregation, unequal o
rights) and without relieving them of the burdensef domestic work, —Indeed, T
privatised domsstic.labour performed by women is. the ‘necessary corrol;ary of ’
the workeps' freedom.to sell hi§ ilabour power, The servicing of the individual
labourer in the famlly, the reproductlon of the labour force, including the
socialisation of new generations of workers, are vital for the ma1nta1nance of
capitalism but take place at least in appearance, out51de the mar&et relat1ons b’ :

capitalism. o
Lo :31 e

d) Capitalism in~¢reéting the working class oreates its own grave-digger. T
striving to end their exploitation and for their liberation, workers can not aim to

become a new exploiting class, but to put an end to the whole epoch of exploltatlon,‘n_”ﬁ“;

i.e. the creation of a classless society. The precondition for d01ng this is that _
the working class becomes conscious of its historis role, becomes a’ '¢lass for- itself"'
breaking all the chalns Wthh tie it to. its oppressoxs. Central to ;hls 18 ‘the :
recognition that women's oppression is a v1ta1 pillar of class s001ety and é .
barrier to the achievement of human llberptlon.. ; T o

e) Working class women are an integral part of the working class who as such share

in the need to bury capitalism, but in addition have a specific 1nterest in ending
their own oppression as women, Because their interests as women and as workers o
converge in the necessity of a complete revélution in social’ relations to ac hieve " -
their fall liberation as women and as workers, they.are strategmcally placed to -

break the working class from the 'hold of bourge01s 1deology which gives 1t a seemlng

common rnterest with its oppressor. . L - Ty

£) The Russ1an Revolut1on was a v1ndlcatlon of the view that socialist revolutlen ‘
is the precondition-for women's true equallty even under extremely adverse B '
conditions a greater stride forward for womeén was achieved than in any other single -
historic step. At the same time it underlined the lesson that legal -and economic .
equality is not in itsself sufficient to wipe out millenia of male supremacy : even
before the Stalinist degeneratlon, women still had to struggle against the-legacy |
of oppression,. With, the rise of Stalin .and the bureaucratisation of the soviet:
state, the early gains for women were all but wiped out. . The s1tuat10n today in
Rus31a and the deformed workers' states is a powerful argument agalnst the ides that
the right to work, childcare, abortion, etc.. in and of themselves constmtute
liberation, without democratic control of the state and its functions. '
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gs Liberation can not be given from outside. It is a fundemental tenet of Marxism
that only the self-organisation and self-activity of the oppressed can ensure true
liberation. This is especially true for women who for all of recorded history have
been denied their own voice, have had their position and their interests defined for
them by their oppressors. Even within the revolutionary movement, women have had

to struggle against the unthinking sexism of their comrades to have their fight

taken seriously.

But it is ultimately in the interest of that movement that women's voices are heard,
It is no coincidence that some of the sharpest critics of the opportunism and
bureaucratisation of the SPD were women ( Luxemburg's 'Reform or Revolution' which
mercilessly analysed that degeneration; Zetkin who led its women's movement in
opposition to the SPD's capitulation on the War; exiled Kollontai who, even before
Lenin, began to search for the causes of this capitulation, and linked it to the
bureaucratic insensitivity to women in the Party).

‘Opportunist organisations by their very nature concentrate their chief attention
on the top layers of the working class and therefore ignore both the youth and the
woman worker' < Trotsky in the one paragraph of the Transitional Programme he
devotes to women ! _ ' '

The slaves of the slaves, by the nature of their existence, are espegially vulnerable

to bureaucratism, and exclusion.
XXXXXXXXXXXX , , XXXXX ) 0.0.0.9.0.00.0.0.0.0.0.0.4

a) The feminist critique of Marxism centres round its alleged failure to analyse
male domination in the power relationships between men and women, which they see as
the central question of women's oppression : '

'In reality every such relationship is a class rii%f%gSShip’ and the

conflicts between individual men and women arePS :“-%%onflicts that can only

be solved collectively.eeesssss We identify with all women., We define

our best interest as that of the poorest, most brutally oppressed women.

In fighting for our liberation we will always take the side of women

against their oppressors. We will not ask what is "revolutionary"

or "reformist" only what is good for women,' (Redstockings, reprinted in

|
!
2. 'Sexual Politics'

D 'Peminist Revolution' )
e v
*”%ﬁgicause of this failure Marxists have little independently to say on issues of

sn-'gsexual politics' ( e.g. rape, sexuality, pornography). This in turn leads to

“  either a tail-ending or cynical manipulation of feminists and the women's movement.
Either these issues are legitimate areas of concern, in which case Marxism is
shown to be inadequate, or they are merely a cover for 'fishing expeditions' whose
aim is to vonvince women to jettison their own conoerns in favour of 'real' politics.

Insofar as those who make a claim to be Marxist have failed to make this analysis.
this reflects not so much a flaw in the basic theory, as a failure by Marxists to
develope that theory beyond mere repetition of formulae. Much of self-styled
Marxism has consisted of a simplistic focus on 'economics' and 'production’,
narrowly defined to exclude women out of the working class; a 'naterialist' analysis
which ignores whole areas of material reality, e.g. domestic labour, and therefore
can not hope to be adequate to explain how a central prop of capitalism is maintained,
This defocusses the struggle away from human need,especially women's needs, the
quality of social provision, etc,, and therefore fails to answer the question of
what sort of socialism we are fighting for. Ultimately, it leads to a denial that
men have any interest in oppressing women, or that there is a material base to the
conflicts between men and women.

b) Much of this criticism is apt, but it is aimed at a caricature of Marxism, None

of it need necessarily be true. Engels' analysis of the origins of women's oppression
does provide the basis for an analysis of ‘sexual politics', indeed Engels' ie the
starting-point for much feminist, including radical feminist, theory. Engels himself
clearly recognised that male supremacy and conflicts between men and women have a



material base :
'The first class anmtagonism in history coincides with the development of
the antagonism between men and women in monogamous marriage, and the first.
class oppression with that of the female sex by the male.,’ :

¥hile it is not possible simply to read off solutions to current problems from
Engels' work, it does provide the basis on which to begin. Though to a certain
extent the question of women's oppression and private property is a 'ehicken and
egg' one, it is clear that once set in motion the process is self-reproducing. Men
need women's enforced monogamy to provide legitimate heirs to whom to pass on their
property. This exclusive access to women's sexual services is both the mechanism
for the continuance of private property and reduces women themselves to the status
of property. Children function as both property and, in their turn, if they are
male as property-holders, For women it jnvolves. both alienation from the fruits
of their own bodies and powerlesshess since they are denied the possibility of owning
or passing on property. © - :

With the development of class society, comes a shift from naked brute force as the
guarantor of property rights to more mystified means of control : law, religion,
jdeology. are brought to bear to justify and consolidate class rule and the rule of
men over women. Part of this control is the male definition of women's nature and
sexuality. This has varied over time from the view that women are sexually
rapacious creatures of the devil who must be firmly curbed and denied all human
rights lest they drag men down to their level, to that which sees them as feeble.
asexual and in need of sheltering from the harsh realities of the world ( and

therefor: still need to be excluded from any say in the running of their lives), and .

a whole gamut in between.

What these different views have in common is that they are alien, imposed from the.
outside, but given a special twist by being ascribed as women's natural character-
istics. Women internalise these oppressive views of themselves, and thus, not only
are denied 'external' property but in a sense do not even own their internal life.
Feminist work on language reveals the difficulty of finding words, concepts, to
describe reality which do not reaffirm this oppression. Of course. language does
not create this oppressive reality, but the job of changing it is made doubly -
difficult by the inability to even express it clearly. :

A1l oppressed groups are forced to operate in conditions where their oppressors
define the terms, but for women this problem is peculiarly acute. DMale supremacist
ideology pervades every area of her life, especially the most intimate. The family
and personal relationships, which for male workers provide some sort of refuge from
alienation and exploitation, is for women the arensz in which oppression is at its

sharpest.

For all oppressed people, a part of their struggle is to see themselves with their
own eyes, to define their situation as a step to overcoming the conditions of their
oppression. For women this need is particularly urgent. Denied any sense of their
own history, caught in a double-bind which decrees women are happy 'in their place’
and if they're not happy,they're not real women, the first step to becoming :
conscious of their position is refusal to interpret their own experiences in their

oppressor's terms,

The converse of the all-pervasiveness of ruling class ideology is that the experiences
of class society are in direct contradiction to the ideological picture. But while
workers are constantly forced by the nature of capitalist production itself to
develope a collective consciousness in opposition to the ruling class, it is in the
nature of women's oppression that any disparity between ideology and real experience

is likely to be felt as individual personal failing., ¥For this reason it is especially

necessary for women to come together as women to combat their oppression, and it is
part of the political struggle against oppresssion to encourage that self-organisation.
Working class women, in their daily struggle for existence, do have a tradition of =
organising together, but have very often faced opposition from working class men who
see such organisation as divisive or a threat to their male priviledge .
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Throughout history and up until the very recent past, women have been seen as
literally the property of men, and denied not only the right to own property,

a right that only applies to men of the priviledged classes, but also control over
their earnings and even rights to their children in the event of marital dispute.
They have been forced into economic dependency and thus in a position from which
to challenge male dominance is to put their whole existence at risk, Nonetheless,
women have fought back, and literally having nothing to lose, have proved the most
tenacious fighters both for their own rights and for class liberation.

Even today, while women do possess formal equality, the same property relations
obtain. Denied the possibility of a living wage, segregated into the most menial,
low-paying jobs, treated automatically as dependents if they are out of work, women
are still forced into economic dependence on men. _

The ever-present threat of sexual violence reinforces this. Women who escape being
seen as the property of a particular man are seen as 'fair game' for all men to
abuse, sexually harrass and even rape. Those who are tied to-a particular man are
seen as 'his' body and soul. The fact that a man can rape and batter 'his' wife
with virtual impunity reveals how little has changed fundementally.

¢) Marxism has defined itself in opposition to feminism, because was seen to cut
across class politics, proclaiming the sisterhood of all women, But historical
materialism itself locates the oppression of all women in the same processes which .
gave birth to class society, and sees men's power over women rooted in monogamy and
women's exclusion from social production., What it has not done is develope this
analysis beyond first principles, or solved the contradiction between the common
oppression and therefore the common interest of women of all classes and the need .
for class unity: it has merely side-stepped the problem. declaring feminism, and
with 't sexual politics,; anathems. : ‘ .

“Feminism does indeed see all women as having a common interest: radical feminism

sees women as an appressed class, telescoping Engels' analysis into the view-that |
women are the first oppressed class, from this flow the slogans 'personal is political'
and 'sisterhood is powerful'. Personal relationships ( heterosexual ones) are seen

as relationships between different classes; and the solution to these confliots is

seen as the unity of women as a class., They focus on sexual violence, for example,

as instances of class conflict, to elucidate the violence inherent in 'normal’

relationships between men and women,

Because these issues have become identified with radical feminist politics, Marxists
have tended to ignore these issues for fear of being tainted with alien, cross-class .
politics. 'Sex war' is rejected as a perspective, and with it any recognition that
men benefit from women's oppression,

But 'sex war', in the sense of a conflict of interest between men and women, does
exist: the point is to recognise it and offer a way out of the dead-end, The fault
of femini m lies not in its claims for the identity of interest of all women, but
that it denies any differentiation. Traditionally, feminist movements have sub-
ordinated the interests of the mass of women to the most priviledged. In seeking
to focus on issues which unite all women, they ignored or . down-played the specific
interest of the most oppressed. In doing so, they could not deliver what they
promised, liberation for all women, and instead settled for equality for some.

The failure of feminism has been in not recognising that women are divided by class,
race, nationality, etc. The failure of latterday Marxists in practice has been in
not recognising divisions in the working class on lines of sex. Marxists have a
creditable record in dealing with racial and national divisions in the class, taking
the interests of the most oppressed as the interests of the class as a whole,
recognising that true class unity can only be built on the basis of acknowledging
the rights of the oppressed.



5/

When it comes to feminists challenging 'male power' i.e. oppression, too often this
is seen as-an attack on men as men rather than on male priviledge. If women's
struggles are divisive, it is because the lines have been drawn in the wrong place.
Insofar as mele workers fight to maintain their priviledge, they are fighting to
dePend capitalism; it is their failure of consciousness in accepting a shared interest -
With their oppressors. In fact, Marxists have fought against the short-sighted
gelf-interest of male workers. In the much-quoted debate on women's tight to work
in the last century, it was the Marxists who fought against women's exclusion from
the labour movement and waged work, ranging themselves against other currents in the
1abour movement who saw women's paid employment as a threat to men's jobs and
family life. ~ ) ‘ -

A further reason for the rejection of any struggle round sexual politics has been

an over-simple identification of 'personal is political® with life-style politics,
and thus with reformism. It is clearly true that changing one's personal life is

no solution to problems that are built into the system, nor is this solution even
accessible to the majority of the most oppressed womén. But that is not to say

that 'personal' relations are somehow outside of politics - that is a reactionary
mystification which obscures real inequalities of power between men and women, The
feminist concern with 'personal' issues is precisely to demystify these relationships,
to reveal the social roots of what are felt as individual inadequacies.

AAAAAAAAAA S AAA | AAAAMAX |
3. Our Orientation : :

a) Women's liberation is part of our programme, SO We relate to women struggling
for their liberation not in order to convince them to give up that struggle in.
favour of some other, but to convince them that our political approach is the only
one that will ensure the achievement of our commen objective. ' ' :

b) While, self-evidently, we believe our politics to be the only ones that will
ensure this victory, we do not place ultimatums on women struggling as they see it
for their liberation by demanding that hey accept our politics from the outset. We
struggle alongside all women who are committed to the fight for liberation, without
denying ouselves the right to our own politics., Furthermore we are committed to
building a movement of women to free themselves. Because of our understanding of
the strategic importance of working class, as an integral part of the working class
and the most oppressed section of women,. we are for the building of a movement of
working class women. Within this, we argue for our particular politics, while not
excluding women who do not share our politics or women of other classes who
understand the need to relate to the particular oppression of working class women.

A disproportionate amount of energy in any discussion on the ‘women question' is
devoted to spelling out the dangers of reformism, adaptation to feminism. life-
stylism, etc. While it should be self-evident that we do not see piece-meal
reforms as able to fundementally alter the position of women, we do not take such
a sectarian attitude to other struggles. We are for the abolition of the wages
system, but we do not hedge our support for groups of workers fighting for wage
increases round with caveats that wage increases won't solve the fundemental
problems of the working class. We propose a system of transitional demands to
1link up the day~to-day struggle round particular issues of wages and jobs with the
generalised class solutions. Our slogan of a mass working class women's movement
is an application of this transitional methos to the struggles of women.

c) We recognise that the labour movement as it is at present constituted, organis-
ationally, politically, and jdeologically, is unfitted for the task of freeinf
jtself and all humanity: it requires radical transformation tefore it can take on
its historie role, We reject the idea that the labour movemnet will evolve
spontaneouslytowards revolutionary consciousness; it requires struggle by
ideologically-armed revolutionaries within the movemesmt, “One of the fundemental
deficiencies in this respect is in relation to women in the labour movement.,

It will be the struggle of women in the labkour movement, working class women, who
have a burning immediate interest in challenging the sexism, which will prrimarily
effect this transformation.
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d) The movement we fight to build should be autonomous. Thia is not the same as
seperatist. Seperatists define men as men as the enemy and refuse to associate

in any way with men, They define the labour movement and all its constituents as
male-dominated, and reject class politics and class solidarity as collaboration with
the enemy. A working class women's movement can not and should not be ‘'autonomous'
in this sense from class politics. But it can and must decide its own direction,

for several reasons : , ‘ '

i) Part of the struggle of all oppressed groups is that the oppressed themselves -
must take control and define their dtruggle for themselves.

ii) Men, including working class and revolutionary men. have a vested interest in
maintaining the oppression of women even though this contradicts their own long=-term
interests. They have the 'power of language' to define women's struggles as. for
example, 'divisive', ‘counter-revolutionary', even ‘'sexist'. Very often they may
not even be conscious that they are motivated by vested interest and not ‘objective'
criteria. Working class women must therefore developé their capacity to locate their
own best interests and act on them. S » o .
iii) While men in the labour movement may come to recognise that issues of women's
specific oppression are class issues, experience shows that this only happens after
women have taken the initiative and fought for the labour movement to take up the
issue, e,g, abortion right ' ' -

iv) The now-lauded work of woem in the socialist movement in organising women. which
is held up as a model, was only accomplished in the teeth of opposition from their
male comrades. Thus do we go forward - yesterday's cohtroversies becoming todays
panaceas.,

v) It is clear that issues which are only now beginning to be debated in the labour:
movement ( sexual violence, lesbian rights) would never have come to any sort of
prominence without radical feminists raising such a hue and cry that they become

of public concern.

TR TTTTRTT - T TR TITT T

4, Labour Movement

A) The bureaucracy of the labour movement rests on the most priviledged sections

of the working class - white, male, skilled workers (if there’s any left !). and
plays upon their backwardness. It is concerned to exclude everyone from democratic
participation, but this bears particularly heavily on women workers who are anyway
conditioned to quiescence, altruism and self-effacement. Its interests are tied

to capitalism and therefore directly counterposed to those of working class women
who have nothing to gain from the system,

B) But the male domination of the labour movement is not confined to the bureaucracy.
Women are discouraged from participation at every level, both overtly and indirectly
through the timing of meetings, lack of childcare provision, etc. When they do

break through into this male domain, they are treated to sexist abuse, patronised,

or alienated by its obscure routines., At work they face sexual harrassment from

fellow workers and scape-goating when jobs are threatened. They are not seen as

'real' workers, especially if they are part-timers or work in low-status servicing Jjobs.

C) Women entered the labour force on unéqual terms and despite some minor amelioration
are still in the same position., Women's wages which rose slightly in relation to
men's just after the Equal Pay Act have fallen back to around two thirds of men's.

Job segregation has only improved marginally in the last hundred years. Women still
form the overwhelming majority of the part-time and low-paid workforce. Unemploymeny
has ravaged women's prospects of independence. Cuts have destroyed women's jobs,
horrendously worsened their conditions as workers and as consumers. and sucked women
back into the home as a buffer against disappearing services.

The 'personal’ effects of this economic catastrophe is not only increased domestic
workload and grinding poverty, but also deepening devendence and vulnerability to
male violence, and the reinforcement of repressive ideology. Mothers, harrassed

by poverty and overwork, denied childecare facilities, face the additional bleakness
of bringing up children in a world menaced by unemployment and the war threat, in
which there is no future for them.



AMENDMENT to "Aspeots of the International Situation and our taska"
P2 Lines 33/34 Delete "Cuba the USSR and..." Proposed: Parsons.
Kok ¥ R ok K K K K H -

In general I support almost all of ¥innell's amendments. I have, therefore,
restricted mine to other areas. However, as I have only recenmtly received Kinneld's
amendments it might well be that further thought and discussion will lead to
more proposals. : : :

In relation to local government issues and the workers governmént section this
will certainly be the case as I have had insufficient time to consider these -
although I have submitted initial amendments to both Cunliffe's and Kinnell's
views on the workers government. o :

Amendments to British Perspectives ~ Parsons

Amendment 1

P7 (nine lines from the foot of the page)
Delete ™new recruitment from the working class® ,
Inscrt the following pnew paragraph (before Kimnell's amendment )

"However, in the run up to the clection many of the 'herd' left forees while
retreating from intermal conflicts will turn oubtwardss Where CLPs and wards take
such initiatives we should be in the forefront « helping to mould the charaster
of their intervention. Where necessary we should be proposingssuch initiatives
now, "

Amendment 2
P8 Delete first paragraph - i%¥ is8 unnccessarye.

Amenduent 3

P9 1In Section title delete "wacuum” and insert “orisis™.

Amendment 4
P9 Para 3, line 9. Replace "confused" with "disorientatips’ts

Amendment 5

P10 Insert aftcer 2nd paragraph new paragraphss ‘ ; o

"he crisis of shop floor leadership offcm reflected at union brameh (not to
mention CLP and Yard) level creates a particuler problem for a small movement such
as ours. Precisely because we are not retroating while others are it% is inerecasing-
1y the case that stewards, branch officers and Ward/CLP pusitions are there for
the taking. ‘ - A -

"In this sense, obviously more so than politically speaking the isolation of
revolutionaries is over. As we turn more amd more towards serious work in the
labour movement our cdes arc under pressuce 40 toke day to day responsibilites
often of a routine nature. While no blueprint exists we should consider aach case
carefully. We do not wont to oripple our political intervention through dispipa—
tion of cnergy and time ium routine tasks."” '

Amendment 6

P12 (top) Delete Maround the theme of Recomstrutt the shop floor movement and
‘ relevant political issues". oo
And Insert: :

"These should focus on the key campaigns we wish o raise. Rather than
generalised propaganda about the need to 'Reconstruct the shop Fioor movement' we
should seek to do precisely that through providing a perspeoctive areund which
the working class can struggiles , ‘

"While it is not possible to lay down a blueprint cortain key guestioms suggest
themselves as pusible pivots in the development of working class oonfidence and
self-organisation over the coming period.

Jamendment con¥. over..



AMFNDIINTS, Parsons/2

/amendment cont. from previous page

(1) The tremcndous solidarity of the NHS pay dispute showed the commitment of the
working class to its past gains. While the obvious justice of the claim and
in particular thc role of the NHS militents played a central part in gcnera-
tingsolidarity action and sympathy the key factor was the way in which: the
workers movement idcntifics with the NYS. The Tories' decision to destroy the
Health Service will arouse widespread anger which will have the potantial to . .
fuel the basis for a mass response . if a lead is given. “tThile many cuts have
been carried out in the past the pay dispute and the extent of the prescnt
proposals have focussed the attention of much wider layers of workers.

(2) Privatisation. We have carried a ccrtain amount of material on this in our ,
paper but have not yet got to grips with what is a major feature of Tory pollcy.
In particular insufficicnt attention has bcen paid to the TGWU's method of -
dealing with it in Birmingham. A scandal of such an ordur should have .been
at least considered for a leading article.
The incoming NC should consider the best ways of fooussing the attention of the
‘class on cuntral igsues -~ thus av01d1ng dissipation of effort in a number of
dlrectlons.

Amendinent 7

P18, Para 4. Delete first sentence and replace with: MThis fight nceds to
commence now."

Amondment 8

P18 para 4. Declete reference to Councils of Action.

Amendment 9

P18, bottom but one para., linc 4:
Dolete Councils of Action and replace with "genuine organs of mass democracy.
Then insert new paragraph:

"In cach and every struggle we seck to meximise the organiscd collaboration of v
wide sections .of the labour movement. In cvery strugzle we argue for orgn nisational
forms- which corrcsspond to the need for joint action and decision meking.- Our
aim will be to facilitate the maximum possible concentration of potential strength
and the dovelopment of class-wide democratic structures. In the past we have
summed up this orientation in the slogan "For Councils of Action". This has too
often appearcd a wooden and abstract slogan and we should be wvery careful how we
use it now. This is particularly important bccausc the emergence of such form
(in a limited way at least) is quite possible in the ncxt period.”

(This could usel usefully be 1n8crted before the fina l 4 peras of Kinnell's
amendments P6).

Amendment 10 P23. Replace "turn to tho rebuilding of the shop stewards' movement"
with "work". .
Amendment 11 P23. Last but one para:s Delete "Area committces must meet ahd
dircct the work" Insecrt new paraj ‘ :

"Phe incoming NC must commission a report of the dunloymcnt of full-timers and
as a mattcr of urgency resolve the problems of the centre. In the case of the
latter conference insists that the possibility of a transfer to Coventry, Birmingham,
Manchester or Sheffield be at lcast - . discusscd seriously.

¥ K % K OF K K K K K X
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RESOLUTIONS ON THE IMG/SL — NC Jan 8-9 1983

1. Cunther o 4. Kinnell
2. Armstrong (amendment) 5. INMG Letter
3e Jones o .

1. Gunther resolution - rejected

This NC recognises that the following developments in the IMG demand a quick
response from the WSL: S - T ‘

a) The decision of the IMG to change its name to the-Socialist League and to
publish "Socialist Action", an apparently SO-type paper;

bg The decline of the IMG to approximately 450 members;

c The possible split of the pro-SWP tendency comprising 100-150 members; .

d) The decision of the IMG to approach the WSL for fusion talks. A rapid
response to this situation could speed the split of the Barnesites in
RBritain and win supporters of ™ to us given that T3 contains definite
liquidationist tendencies. :

"The EC should therefore: \

1) Respond favourably to the INMG's approach, while insisting on a proper
agenda for such discussions and the production of a joint discussion
bulleting | | | o

2) Put forward concrete proposals,[i%cluding the perspective of launching
a joint class—-struggle paperp

3) A4s a matter of urgency commMission a special IB on the present situation
in the‘IMG and the political differences of the WSL with the IMG for

) the education of WSL membersu : :

4) 1Instruct Wanches to approach the IMG locally for discussions, in-

cluding discussion of joint work in the TUs and LPw Cer b“{M

F oK K K K K K K K ¥

2. Armstrong amendment to Gunther

In point 2, delete: Mincluding the perspective of launching a joint
class-struggle paper"
Add at end of pt. 3: Mtogether with extensive background material on the
’ history and gresent state of the FI". ‘

F ¥ e W K % K X K K K X

3, Jones resolution - accepted

The EC should do what the IMG letter says (i.e. arrange discussion) and report
to the NC. o
: : * O K X OR K K K K K X

4. Kinnell resolution = rejected

1. Unity is always desirable, all other things being equal; and unity with
" the ING is not ruled out in principle. But the WSL, and its two forerunners,
have had sharp differences with the IMG over nearly 20 years now. We do
not believe that our separate existence from the IMG over that period was
a mistake. It would be good if something had changed to make unity with
the ING feasible: but has it?
2. The "net msult" of the ING's and USFI's political battles over the last
3 years has been a drift to greater adaptation to Stalinism and Third World
petty bourgeois forces (Cuba, Poland, Nicaragua, the Non-Aligned Conference);
and a more adaptationist line in the TUs and the LP (Leyland Vehicles,
attitude to Ken Livingstone, "Labour goverhment with socialist policies,"
etc); coupled with episodic secrarian sallies. Unity between the WSL and
" an IMG with such policies could lead only to our political self<liquidation,
to an unviable organisation where every major political event provoked a
faction fight, and/or to a new split in short order. '

3. Our recent experience with the IMG has been one of attacks on us beyond
the call of their general political differences with us: on the LCP, on
the PSC and the London Poland labour movement demo, on Leyland Vehicles, etce



NC Resolutions on IMG/SL/2 - - Ballykelly reply.

In the light of this, our estimate - at this point at least - must be-

that the fusion proposal is more & manoceuvre than a genuine wish for-

unity. (Despite such being the view of the central lecadership there may

well be IMG rank-and-filers, even some leadership members, who genuinely

want unity). R o
4. We should therefore reply to the IMG by:

a) repeesting their proposals in writing before a meeting,

b) in discussions with them posing the political issues mentioned in
point 2 above, and asking them for a written explanation on their
attacks on us on the LCP (as in point 3 gbove), o ‘

¢) conducting internal education in the WSL on those issues, and on

" that basis seeking to get discussions etc with individual IMG members..

¥* **********‘
5. IMG/SL Letter

Dear comrades,

Following‘a decigion of our recent notional confercnce, I am writing to you to
arrange an initial meeting to discuss the question of fusion between our two
organisations. ’ : :

The purpose of this meeting will be for us to explain what our conference
decided; to seek information on the present policy of the Workers Socialist
League regarding revolutionary regroupment and to exbhange information on
current plans and perspectives of our organisations.

After this meeting we will send you a document explaining our proposals.
Revolutionary greetings,

Steve Roberts (for Socialist League Political Committee)s

¥ oK K K X X K X K X ¥
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THE BALLYKELLY BOMBING: A short reply to the Glasgow Comrades - Kinnell

1. The Glasgow comrades do not say what their own:view is on the Ballykelly
bombing. The NC discussed the issue of civilian bombing in November and
decided that within our overall support for the Republican struggle against the
British state we condemn such bombings. The view put then by Cd. Casey was

that such civilian bombings were never carried out by the INLA and IRA. So
what is their attitude to this bombing, against a civilian building heavily used
by civilians?

Do they believe that the civilian casualties are a secondary detail compared to
the fact that soldiers were killed? This view is surely sustainable only on
_the basis that the mass of the people in Northérn Ireland are a passive back-
drop, and their fate is a secondary matter compared with military congiderationse.

2, "Defeat of British imperialism" sounds very rah-rah-revolutionary. But
actually it has lews content than the editorial's call for a democratic-
solution (and the editorial spelled out what the democratic solution should
be). The "democratic solution" is the victory for which British imperialism -
‘must be defeated. The bare formula is vague and ambiguous. '"Defeat of British
imperialism” is not a very illuminating slogan for the UWC strike of 1974, or
possible confrontation in coming months between the N.I. Assembly and the ™
British government.

3. What all this has to do with Militant is not clear. Militant character-
istically rejects any democratic programme for Ireland, instead proposing a
general socialist programme as the universal answer to all concrete questions.
Morcover, our cditorial was about defending the 3inn Fein visit; Militant's
editorial attacked it. '
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