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Two replies to Carolan's document in IB 22+/23

What Are the Differences on Perspectives? .....;;Q..;;; Cunliffe

The Labour Party - A reply to cde Carolan esessscsseccces Jones

Turther discussion articles and resolutions should be sent as soon
as possible to the Centre, if possible typed A4 on Roneo stencils.






- What are the differences ow Pepspectivest

By Cunliffe,

1) The publication of Kinnell's amendments on British Perspectives
indicates that there is no basic disagreement on the overall sit-
uation facing the working class in Britain. The differeénces focus
instead on the gquestion of method: how should we as Marxists orien—
tate to - the working class and the workers' movement in order to
build the basis of a mass revolutionary party capable of leading
the struggle for power?

But the fact that the comparatively mild changes in programmatic
profile proposed for our broad paper have been greeted with sueh
extravagant and blood-curdling warnings that they would signal
the end—of—political—work-as—we—know—it suggests that the differences
on' these issues may be deeper and more significant than appeared
to be the case. .

2) Though the discussion began at a juncture where the NC was forced
to discuss tactical decisions on the MP ( registration ete) and thus
the question of our press, it would in eny event have becn necessary
to discuss these same points for the forthcoming WSL conference

even if there had been no witch-hunt. We face rcal problems in
developing our organisation. : :

18 months of almost exclusively "broad" work - in which the
projected WSL magazine has barely appeared and only one substantial
W8L activity (the Rally) has been held - has seen the WSL not grow
but decline in numbers from fusion. And we have been most lamentably
weak in recruiting from precisely those froces to whom our movement
most needs to turn if we are serious asbout fighting to build s new
;eadership and establish new methods and policies and programme
in the workKers' movement — shop fioor militants, unemployved workers,
youth, women and black people.

: This comes in spite of the often excellent and consistent work
in the mass organisations around the broad publications and campaigns
we have promoted, :

.. There is no reason to prcsume that the "more of the same" recipes
being served up by cdes Carolan, Parkinson, Fraser, et al, will
significantly change this bleak position. We need to reexamine our
relationship with worker militants and the political content of

our broad campai WOI‘]_{, We annot : ; = 2 -
dhe . Lags 481 Sn _ Ve ¢ ot afford another 12 months like

3) To confront the problems we face both in our existi
: : ront t sting broad work
gﬁg 1?lextcnd1ng the base of that work to draw in new f%rces amongst
o p floor workers and other sections of the oppressed, we believe

is necessary to raise the political/programmatic content of our
gigisin;opg§f§§ moredelearly and tangibly to workers the kind of

€8 an erspecti wilk ive

strufglg'wigh us in thg 1agourl;§§eggii? e

: is 0 viopsly guite possible te do this in a patient a
Sg:gegiz%cﬁfashlon, 80 as not needlessly to isolatepourseléeg'ggful’
§es abus;m; ums -~ let ?1one level senseless volleys of insults
et galnsp §ectlons of the left with whom we seek common
= ggn: and political debate, It would be possible to do it in
provigede§£ of the ex@sting - Oor even a similer - broad paper,
provided L it we retain §§itorial control of that paper. It need
Al ver ly labelled "WSL": the essential quespion is the polit-

content and the clarity with which we pose the issues to

workers and fight for. their involvement.

4) As part of this renewe

L 3  thls renewed drive to reach beyond our obviousl

;;stzlcted existing circles of contacts and readers, it is neZess—
¥ to underline what in theory . is a common approach: that the
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struggles in the Labour Party ecsvmot he wem =or Lord oysly pursued
without struggles in the unions and struggles for the mobilisation
of the most oppressed sections of the working class as our allies

. against the bureaucracy.:

In reaching out to these layers we must recognise the need to
offer a clear fighting perspective if we are to break down their
understandable alienatien and cynicism in relation to the organ-
isations of the labour movement. We need more than a restatement
of the left decisions at Lebour conferences: we need to offer an
all-round perspective for a struggle for socialism which can

‘eonvinece workers that we mean business in the fight for new
leadership. ; : |

'5) Yet in his extended polemical resolution on the LP (IB22+/23)

cde Carolan gives good reason to doubt whether this—theoretical
ori@ntation is seriously intended to be tsken into practice.
It is instructive to examine cde Carolan's arguments in the light
of the real problems faced by our movement. :

The first factor that will strike many cdes is that nowhere in
the text is there any attempt to draw in WSL terms any kind of a
balance sheet of the successes and failures of L years of broad
work. The whole discussion on present orientation and objectives
thus becomes purely sbstract, and divorced from life, The status
quo is defended largely by absurd dist ortions and parodies of
the positions of cdes who argue for a change,

6) It is from this elevated viewpoint that cde Carolan can reiterate
time and again the formally correct notion that "the WSL sets itself
the task of renovating, reorientating and transforming the existing
labour movement" - without once getting down to the brass taeks

of HOW we are to sttract and win the forces which will do the

“"peorientating"”., (Certainly there is no clue as to how we win

them to the WSL, whose apparently secondary role secms to be seen
by Carolan as a mere appendage to the whole business, meriting only
a few - odd — paragraphs on Page 8)

8) HOW do we win the confidence and commitment of workers made
understanadbly sceptical by past Labour govrenments, by the present
Labour leadership, by Tony Benn's wretched record over wage controls
and ‘participation' in the last govrenment and his present "low
profile" on the polieies of the next election manifesto ? HOW do

we show a fighting perspective to shop floor militents faglng glosures,
facing continual employers' pleas of bankruptey, facing victimls-
ations snd facing a seemingly endless chain of betrayals and defeats
orchestrated by a seemingly invincible bureaucracy? HOW do we win
the black youthy HOW do we win and mobilise the working class

women denied any prospect of economic independence under Eqry

or Labour rule? Do we offer them simply a perspective of joining
the left" and hope that we can later win them to our politics? QOr
do we offer them a programme for shaking up the whole labour move-
ment - including much of the existing lefts spelling out what we
support and what we do ot in the positions putb by the leaders of
The left. and arguing clearly whet must be done?

We say tnat the second line is the correct ones In@eed we thought
that was common ground in the fusion. Subsequent.experlgnce has
shown an inadequate focus on our Programue, and in particular an
inadequate eritique of the politics and policies of the left.

But cde Carolan is nowhere near clear on his attitude, Like those
irritating presenters of "how to 4o i+" features on Blue Peter and
other TV shows, who talk about what must be done — never actual}y
do the job ( or make an appalling mess of it) - and keep produclng
The supposed finished product of each stage from under the counter,

cde Carolan begins his prescriptious on the intervention of rev-
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s ; o - er mwilitants,
tionaries not with the mobilisation of fresh wor _
gi% wgth how we should relate to those already active in the unions
or LP! i : ¥ T
Thus we read (p1) that: S
e an the shop floor be counterposed to the .
'ﬁiggi;g to hear ﬁow the shop floor can be brought into the LP,
' told instead that: - S
o aﬁghe LP is the vehicle for developing our trade union_workf
into mass working class polities in the next stage ahead,-ang or
transforming passive reformism into the fight for reforms an
' transiticnal demends," . 3 :
o Having thus glibly 1;apt over the real problems of makiﬁg thtt
connectien, Caroclan is then casily able to move on . to % 3 nex
stage: frem "passive reformism" to active reformism, tOess:
"Within that, by linking trade union end pglitical aspects,
and by our agitation ard propaganda, we must fight for revolutionary
working class politics, and build the next stage of the revplutionary
party by recruiting individuscls and merc or less small groupﬁ,to 7
the WSL." : _
With one bound, Jack was free! By a series of un§-xp:£.a1nad devel-
opments, we are apparertly recruiting people to'the WSL, The only
proble is that ..es we_aren't!

It seems inescapeble that the "stages" seen by cde Carclan
mean that we should first approach workers politically on & more
or less reformist basis - only subsequently raising our political
programme, :

But with the LP itself, its programme and leadership so pathet-
leully inadequate to meet the problems  of the working class, 2nd
with its record of betrayal sc clearly established, the approach
to meny wilitants on this restricted level strains our credibility
and workers' credulity, While our deily work in the MP may involve
making use ol reformist propaganda, this does not mean that we
should set out te produce more of our own!

8) Is ede Carolan suggesting that Communists have always been wrong
te approach the workirg class directly with openly rcvolutionary
propaganda and agitatien? Or are his horizons so limted only in
the particular situation of Britain in 1983? Does he believe that
working class consciousness has necessarily to work its way through
all of the tortuous stages of reformism and centrism before we
cen recruit Communists? Can we not hops dircetly to reeruit and
mobilise any new revolutionary forces from the revolutionary class
in society to join us in the struggle in the organised labour
movement?

Certainly if we follow ecde Carolan's methods we cannot, The WSL
itself has no publication (other than a notional magazine). Tho
we control a broad paper, which could easlly scrve to fulfil all
the hecessary tasks without teking on a party "label", cde Carolan's
one-track, schematic and blinkered view of theo development of
working class consciousness narrows the focvs of that press,&blunts
1ts political edge. And when we attempt to shift this politieal
profile to a sharper and more sustained level of critique of left
reformism and clearer adveocacy of our own Programme, we¢ are accused

of "s?ctarianism" and "secking to wreek" work dcne in precvious
years, !

9) Cde Carolan speaks throughout his resolutiocn in abstract and
contradictory terms ahout the labour movercnts On the one hand, we
are told it is "indivisible" (p1, paral) But in the very next
paragraph we are told - as ede Carolan engages in the wildest
speculation - that if one wing of this "indivisible" movement had

muraculously broken free of the other after 1979, events would
have heen very different! :
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“A diffﬁl-'o'!lt, moega mi_']‘_j_tan.'. 1.P

= p even while formally remaind
within the confines of reformism, would have securcd a differengg

working class response to the slump and Tory onslaught after 1979"

Who can argue with this kind of fantasy?
2 r tasy? The same type of logle
along the lines that "if there was an escalator up Evi?est, noﬁcdy

would need to elimb it" - appears as Ce
currﬁnt e pp Carolan speculates on the
Right now, if the LP were to fight the crusade we_have advocated

«ss) €ven on the basis of its present limited or muddled politi
o A L T cs
%t mlghF radically change the climate on the shop floor ang call .
into being a storm of militant working class struggle."

If only eese IT ONly eess Obviously we can all have O a :
But the fact is that precisely because the labour movemen%rIg gigg@fs.
isible, and because the trade union bureaucracy (which does not
want & storm of working class struggle) retains, with the PLP, its
vicemlike grip on the Labour Party, such developments are excludeds
. To.change the labour movement means more than wishing things were
different: it means mobilising the forces to change it.

.. And that, in our view means challenging its current politics
of b9th left and right, which are precisely the politics of reluctant
acquiescence, passivity, class collaboration and in the longer or
shorter term - betrayal, : : :
: There is no chance of the LP "fighting the crusade we have
advocated". And surely if we could weild the forces to challenge

its miigods, we could hope to do something sbout changing its politics
as we

10) Despite Carolan's claims in Section o> of his document therefwve,
the allegations that it is we who have a dual view of the labour
movement is misplaced. There 1s only one labour movement, and one
working classe. To Tight reformism in the unions raises the same
issues as fighting it in the Labour Party. Ve advocate a consistent
and revolutionary orientation to the class as a whole, " on & pro-
gramme of setion to be fought for simultaneously in the unions, in
the LP, emongst the uncmployved and every section of the oppressed.
=3It is Carolan who creates a division by insisting that "The
1P is the vehicle", and by suggesting that any broad work carried
out other than through the MP is of itself igectarian'. In 80
doing he turns a blind eye to the political struggles to be earried
out in the uniens, the women's movement and a widc range of organ—
isations of the oppressed - which may or may not succeed in linking
up with the LP.

In reality 1t is the ©SL which must be the vehicle to draw together
unify and direct the struggle for our revolutionary programme in
the various battlfronts of the class struggle.

Accordingly we propose a clear, unified,-political[programmatic
(not nccessarily organisational) profile for the work in every
sector of. the working class, including the Labour Party. TO break
committed Lebour activists from reformism 18 & task at least &8
demanding as winning a shop floor trade unionist.

And, tolking of double ctandards, why is it that cde Carolan

is untroubled when our press castigates left trade union pureaucrats
1ike Buckton and Bickertsaffe, but rushes to prevent any move

to raise a critique of Benuf.

11) The impact of Capolan's dual approach 1s clear to see., What
is supposedly the "hroad" paper, supplemented by our own Open
journal has become in fact our only paper, our public face &8
a movemente

Our own propaganda as & Trotskyist organisation becomcs at
best submerged but in fact separated or even counterposed to
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the productien of a

P oy k‘ : . ; :
= ”gﬂch a division between theoretical -and practical policies of

our movemaent arise from ede Carolan's political approach - in
which (unspoken) party propaganda is-detached from our daily

ocad work, : . i
- gur proposal is to raise the programmatic/political fight
in these broader publicatlors to enable them to be used for party
building as well as orgsnising broadeér forces anq as forums
for debate and polemic with the existing left and with leftward
moving forces, i, :

If this were done, there would be no"clash" between the needs
of our trade union and MP work,

12) At one point (page L para L) it almost appears that Carolan has
grasped the point we are making, He tells us:

"How to 7 ' make the struggle in the political wing of the
movement interesting and accessible to non-political TU militants
or to militants who consider the LP = waste of time is fundamentally
a problem of how to convey to them what the analysis, poliecy and
perspective of the WSL for the labour movement ore - that is to
convey to them what the WSL isg," ty ‘

Does he go on to explain how we are to do this, through explan-
ation and agitation for our brogramme, analyisis, poliecies and crit-
iques of the left reformists? Doeés he explain in any way how this
18 currently being done?

Nol - instead he trots out another absurd and crassly distorted
list of the supposed sectarian aspirations of those who criticise
his line; "Badges, names, profiles and banrers will not Sufficéssvees”

The sum total of this is not simply to evade the key issue, but
to denigrate the tens of thousands of "non-political TU militants"
and compare them unfavourably to the presumably "politieal" left
activist layers already within the LP, who may be a million miles

fﬁongur politics, but do not need us to argue them into joining
e, iibe :

We will not win gither layer by falg-waving: but nor will we

- win them without clearly advancing our polities and i in i
illusions and conservatism, ¢ LD e Iighting their

prese tailored to ade Capolan's conception of

13) It seems particularly ironie in thi '
s context that ede Carolan
& leading exponent of the "do-it—yourselfuMarxism~and~never—mind—,

writings about entirely different Situations a i i
e n
1930§hto back up his case today, iy GirPome e ‘
_ €re is no parallel in the Trotskyi :

‘ : yist movement to

pﬁper(s)@— unless we refer to the "braog! paper, 'La Co§g§n2$oad

wh}cﬁ was launched in France by Molinier and Frank in the 1930s mng

whie was mercilessly condemned by Trotsky as an instrument of

confus1opf ¥ go not believe our broad paper: could .or should be
equated with 'La Commune!: T belicve that its weaknesses can be
corr;gted Tlthin the present framework, )

€reé 1s no parallel to the type of prolon
1is no _ ged strategic
an% all—omb?501ng entry in the MNP Proposed by Carolan, Tﬁe Trotskyist
éﬁ ry work in France ang the USA was of an entirely different
; ?gacter - shortnter@,_tactical entry into relatively small
tﬁ ward-moving or crisis-ridden parties, without stable links to
toerg;éggs%hT?e obagctive vas either to take overp such parties or
s S €lr active revolutionary component - particularly the
The MP today is totally different: a i

: : * & sBolidly reformist pa
flrmly rooted in the mass trade unions, with noyprOSPectsofpigty’
Vanishing from the scene in the short term. This does not of
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course mal
publica??%i S%Paaﬁgigggﬁ ;géggrkB%nithe MP wrang, or rule ouikcite
War'nggtm;ghaniéal parallels m’.th th1e: ?gggsmean St Shoie be
e ca .
to the contegggrgsefﬁily 00y honsyary 48 look at Trotsky's attitnug
We find that his y "lefts", the centrist forces in these o
fly indeed the S T o Aot fe diffeventinte,(t0
SF Lha ket gg"of the Lth Interpatiounal benaath‘the'noses
stance and uncg i Epreaucracy). He urged an offecnsive
ket ool y 888 ?PPOMlSing fight on the political issues, arguing
T ol taairin grressive struggle by the left could pull the centrists
e st?nd prevent their drifting to the righte. :
. 0T hence a4 dNAck B S pabiLINRIONs RS M 10 dcha is
r Bh i R rom this. In general we avoid polemic and debate
k) politics of the left whether they be closer to us ( Reg Raec
c Tﬁi further distent (Bemn), g >
his is expressly singled out = : § Ath A R
his ﬁgendments and by Ca;%Ian ?;g);s s mgaor g oy Sheaade o0
14 8nd?§ﬁg$P?LW?t2 the left in the LP and the unioms is to organise
Sd op thet DA struggle for gools we have in copmon with 1%,
i at basis of experience in struggle to seek to develop
~groups and individuals with our propaganda." 5

In other wore the pace and content of the J i :

= o : ; ) joint activity is.

.:ZE gﬁirgi by the ex;stinq left in the LP and unians - sinc% we

gt % ves the dbject§ve orlly of fighting over Teommon goals' .
of the issues on which the LP left will not fight, but which

are important to the working eless? Do we remain silent? Do we

wait for the left t0 agree? Or do we not poeint out their weaknesses

and attempt to mobilise sufficient pressure upon them to force then

towards our programme? :

What is on offer from cde Capolan is essentially “critical
support mlnus_the eriticism - or with the criticism carried out.
only on en individual private 1evel with eny worker lucky enough

to be approesched for recruitment to the WSL. Such an approach

cannot develop the movement generally, or our movement in particular.
It 1s a recipe for confusion.

1L4) It appears, furthermore that this is a stance for & prolonged
period, Carolan's resolution looks forward to 2 n1eft offensive 1in
the LP +..after the election, whatever 1te outcome" (D5)s
~ It is with this in view, and the enticipated Eefurbishment under
such conditions of the Bennite current, that cde arolan 18 8O
opposed now to voleing eriticiems of penn in our Presse
Thus the reformist vgon't rock. the boat" syndrome in the run~-up
to the election finds its own bizarre reflection 1n our ranks. Senn
won't rock the Foot/Healey boat for the sake of tunity; but we
mast not rock Bemnn's boat, pecause after the next election we wish
to be on friendly terns with him and his supportersi
This is & pelicy of diplomacy and cvasion, nct revotrutionary
struggle. It is gqulte the opposite of Tpotsky's approach - and
the worst possible way to prepare O campaign for an SCLV.
One can only gspeculate as to what mass base would remain for
a regurgence of the left in the aftermath of a further Tory vic~
tory, given t+he furthe blow that would deal to the morale of the
workers' movement, and the renewed wave of attacks it would herald
upon the strength of the unions.
In any event we need to intervene and build pow and in the
political ferment befors the election to prepare = solid political
pase for our wcrk - =nd this means drawing out political debate
with the left on their politics - including the errors and
misleadership of Benm, o doubt it is possible to do this - or to
do anything in @ sectorian way: but it is not necessarily the caset,
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T yolitioal
and we must attempt to seize the opportunity to raise the PO
level of debate in the labour movomociibe

1
15) Finally, a word must be said about cde Caroliﬁ s_ggggiizgftly
scornful attitude to our MarxistTprggﬁimgz and to - g
urrent as clearly Trotskylst. s : 2
atioﬁgggnogidcagain his references to programme ?rgtpggeiybfgraorativ ’
while instead Carolan himself suggestg that it mig Aal g
enough step forward to get the "existing reformist mov

its own reforms" (p3) : .
fighgnfggp of this, the objections he raises to the production of

an "illegal" press in the event of a witch-hupt a}l refeg w;t?dequal
welight to the production of any open.WSL.publlcatlonozoh E gers

in the labour movement. So if a combination of the'w1 ch- E?ti 8t
and Cde Carolan's political approach ruled out.a higher po ct
profile for our weekly paper, they would certainly a;so rule:-om

a WSL magazine, -

So exactly what does cde Carolan see as the significance of
the WSL in the class struggle? And exactly how does he propose or
imagine that our potential contacts and recruits are @o.discover
our existence, examine or policies and find a way to join?

"We carry the programme", writes Carolan in section 8..But who
is to know? How does our wealth of theoretical insigh? manlfes?
itself to the average reader of our paper or to the wider sections
of the working class? How do we persuade people that Bolshevism
is the answer? : '

Cde Carolan's view of our tasks is largely negative:

"We make no concessions on questions of principle, definition
programme or political analyisiS.c.." :

It is unlikely that worker militants will be galvanised to
Join a movement whose main raison d'etre is seen as offering
polemics against other tendencies (most of which, without a
party press or publication must remain unpublishecdl)

) The WSL must be built as a revolutionary combat party, the
highest possible form of organisation of revolutionary Marxists,
flghting for the theoretical and practical development of
the programme for the revolutionary mobilisation of the working
nasses, fighting for this programme and leading struggles in the
various wings of the workers' movement; if not it will ossify
into a meaningless sect on the periphery of the Labour Party.

: There are danger signs before use. The possibility of a change

18 at hand. Nothing would be "wrecked"; no lunatic"banners" unfurled;
no rudg words would be gratuitously used to insult well-meaning >
left wingers: but a sharpened political fight,in a dire and
desperate leadership crisis of the British workers! movement offers
us the best hope of striding forward to political geins in the

next period. The most worrying si i ing’ i
; gn 1s that leading cdes in o
movement seem so dead set against such a Tight, . = 53

Cunlifre, Jan 21,



.The Labcur Party - a reply to cde Carclan
7 By Jones.

The firs : 5
IB~22*/231§:ttEZtégzibi§ thing sebhout, sde Capalan'e veenlution in
of the Labour Party. T at it does not deal with the present eituati
deals with "regi N =My enough his previous resolution (1B21) S8
isational sen:% Sgizzifg ??ddthe witehhunt, but only in an organ-
uation 19 ! ces not give an evervie it

on of British reformism ( a word Carolan hardly egegfuzgg)?lt

The La
~Zan eV i%g;ingavgrnment of 197u-79 started off by holding back
S £ Hant abbﬁtciiss- Tt undid & few of the Tories' attacks., But
te restore profit s task as loyal Labeur lieutenante of capital
P ability. Wage COHtPOlS,_Pedundancies,'reorganisation

(including the appointment of Edwardes) were the order of the day.

Most
workers suffered a cut in living standards, and unemployment

wen’ 1114 ot
t up to 2 millien., A cealition deal was done with the Liberals.

Labour lost the electi T ori
stood up a;d resisted%on to the Tories once the working class

e tigg gﬁperienges of the Wilson and Callaghan governménts,added
the T To-gievieus Labeur governments, caused a reaction inside
’ me extent this alse ran through the unions. But much

of this reaction was after the
¥ event, &
Labour was in oppositien. i e e

A stand by Benn er by the TGWU 1 i . i

S T eadership during the period ef
thi_Labour gavarpment would have created substantially different
DU 1tica1‘cond1tlons. This sheuld be remembered when dealing with
the present moves back towards unity behind the right winge

Many sections of workers tried to pesist the last Labour govern-—
ments Benn sat quiet in the -cabinet, and the 1] eft" unicn leaders
1eft the struggles isolated. These people helped create today's
unemploymant. When they are in oppositien the left reformists can
shout their mouths off — as seme union leaders csan make- left speeches
on T,abour Party platforms. But they are spineless when it comes to
fighting capitalism.But Ccarolan seems 1O leave this out of account:
"Phere is no reason 10 believe that the 1eft in the LP 18
amashed; on the contrary, it diesplayed tremendous strength at the
conferernce: our (?) weakness Wwas :n the mmions." (carolan 1821, D2.)

My peints aboﬁt the inherent political weakness of the left. ref-
ormicts are in line with Trotsky's assessmentss Tt would seem b0
me that it is Troteky and not Carolan who has beel proved right.

Why did Tretsky insist so strongly on this point? Because the
left reformists have no real programmne to fight the right winge. And
jespite the real victcries of the left on policy issues at Labour
conferences, this remains the case today. Healey moves the resolution
on the AES, and Benn winds up - °F vice versde And of course let's
not forget that economic policy is the way the next Labour gpvernment
will run the country and relate te the working class.

The AES - or at 1east the tafficial’ versions of it - are barely
even & reformist alternative — let alone a reyolutionary socialist
answer to the crisis.

This must be drawn out centrally in our propaganda if we are
ta win Labour and trade unien members to the partye. 1t is also
esgential 1f we are to win sections for. & 1imited fight, because
our perspectives are opposed DY the left reformistse

Of course there are left reformists of aifferent variaties, and
within the LP, particularly in the constituencies, there is 1O doubt

a move to the 1eft that holds genuine pevoluticLary potentiale But

we will not be able to take aavantage of this i1f our guiding principle



Ze
is simply "staying with the left".

Real moves. and, Albeit 1imited. So hew

i of not justi: .
a react to this? We would be strengly in favour h broad initiatives
o we S :

X it 15 8ue

cactidg to ity bup G180 AciE o ?O ggeigei;tt;e overall COFtext
gs s’ Mob el g Committ:e%aﬁgttgeshargen the S§rug§%§ 2&31%2f2he
e becausiﬁwit f;cm refermism both "rig e

' i : : s sickened by Benn's

b breikmgggzlgﬁsthe constituencies must,belsEgi;gus e%onomic
Th?tge;ngse Why has he not eriticised Shore s u

uni . v

nlicies? : sstiaaiEn b
! ‘ re twe wreng ways of approaching lnltlith:§pggure". Se

e a-su ort in the MP, One is to seek solely oot dE hey

promote :r ngghina that right and left reformists W%ex gl (i

we demand Sft or fall by the wayside, and are thgsh‘ gefnrmism,
giééngz %2 ;eﬁsitivity as to the rial ngfﬁznt;hz;?a;E s

S can expose them on almost any . . :
zlgcihg§udo noet suppcrt our programme for'revolutignective St sesrod
: . The other wrong method is 81mp}y to‘glve atpe”ig ot e

to fighting the right wing, hopin in this way. to g {ssues e S
nf the genuine left. But this leaves the pellt}ca e TR T

We reach our. perspectives from an overall Marx%gt aggr thé.éurrent
devélop s P oL B mustbg%velggtg iaﬁgriﬁig'igethe programme Oon

at within reformism, but a elat 5 to

zgggieieN;Eguggle as revolutionaries - 1§ tran81tional demands,

the policies we advocate for the workers mMOVEMENT.

Our battles in the MP only reach a limited sphere., This spkere is
crucial with regards pelitical developments '

Trotsky peints out that the working class relates to the mass

reformist party despite conference decisions. R
"It is a great danger for revolutionists te attach too much

importance to conference decisions. We use such evidence in our

propaganda - but it cannot be presented beyond the power of eur own
press." ' ;

It is true that with media involvement the witchhunt issue has
gone further, but the decisive way the working class learns is in
actian., This is how they learn about reformism. What is needed are

the conscieus ferces to draw out the lessons. The experiencecs now
within the MP are creating comditions for developing those conscious
forces.

Qur fear is that we are unnecessarily limiting our possib-
ilities. : :

The demecracy mcvement got a response because of the hostility
te the previeus Labour government. But now the union leaders are
- pulled back into line because of the possibility of another Labour
government, or the development within the LP of a 'left' alternative
to tre Teries ( .i.e. if the Tories win the election,and the Left
win in the LP). " '
It is necessary to brin

g Programme centrally into the democracy
movement. This is why the t

ime is ripe for anether SCLV=type initiative.

Leadership

In cde Carolan's reseoalutions. the Word.ﬂeadership' is hardly
used frem beginning to end, I think this relates to vwhat is written
above,The development of communist cadres is precisely the sharpest
and hardest part of the struggle.

Instead the comrades eoffer the following perspectives for the
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struggle in the uriens ang Mp: ©

".3. fecus the Lormally pagsive £l s,
reformism of the trage union rarnk and file
transforming,‘reclaiming and renovati
pPolitical lapoup movement, and turn
lsaticen, even if initially on the o
and counter-refoprps, ! (IB22+/23 D3)

This idea of "renovating" is in distinet contradiction to the
way Trotsky approached the crisis of the working class in the TP -
le€s @85 & crisis of leadership: ' :

"Under these o
themselves in t o r

voting only) mass
on the task of energising,
ng its own industrial ang
ing it inta g fighting organ-
evel of the fight for reforms

ther transfornm

become lieutenants
ploitation of the workersq"
Writings,onABritain, Lok, 5. B7E),

Tretsky talks not of "renevating" butrrevolutiunising; he leaks
not backwards but ferwards, :

Contained here isg the difference between the struggle for lead-
ership ang being a pressure group. Of course our propaganda can

. . . . T
determine cur exact terminology. But here we are discussing Carezan's
conference rescluticn, :

From his lack of ccinment on leadership, 5
ridicule "banner", "flag" and "build the revolutienary party
techniques of self-proclamation, Certainly we do not build an organ-
isation simply by proclaiming it - that's obvieus, But nobody has
- suggested that, g : L

ggbn the other hand if you simply pour continuous ridicule without
spelling eut how you see the party being built, you we aken thele
struggle to recruit to the organisation and to explain to peop
why they should be revolutionaries,

Trotsky

; i i 7 beside
The photestats of Trotsky's writings issued ag Eﬁg ngzrzs
h oint. Entry into the ILP in the 1936§ was not S Tt
? %h LP. The ILP then had a policy of dictatorship i e
égﬂiggt %of example { The question is what work are we dc ?
s 9

l v 1 LP in elections, he points out
, W%eanrOtSK%r:azi gilsdggirihzhgurpose of prasigg t?ggt§iic%§gy
thaE suc? Supgarty ieadership" ol 3 p 121}. When u?gu
SEehc %aﬁourh LP, he puts it in the follewing ter%s._s S iR
SR LAY ? & f,the oppasition in the Labeur Party 1 HASReaseY
' e po}lcy*f 'meanspthgt it is necessary to couniggp e Lo
pad, o thisbggryPartV another, a correct Marx%sﬁ poto %ide e
%ns%de v a? Of course not « But one must %now Ogitrine S
1sn.t.sp P the police vigilance of 81§ %gltgrfact s s A
zgzleZ;ig,fﬁgﬁil the proper time.'Buttiinsztagtion Suh peTiEyies

¥ e : 2 . n - >
fact%egoggu%grigg ﬁyggezgi;nwghgﬁileitirelv in accord: the bureau
zggcyawill not succumba.' (Vol 5 'p 107)

ion', He goes on
B i i f "renovation'. 4
aveids any illusions o of thousands
to éggtgtngtiggesgary te win over . tens and hundreds
: . : , but
i i references te the question of a nigsp%EZE’asked
Therihirilmi?%st is one written by TTOtikyi;n 13530
3 c = CF = o ore
. th?;m; independent paper, he sald ?h”'ff)lalvnoeésibility- 1
o P 3 imply a questien ef the juridical T Party we must have
e %ﬁ i even 1f we work inside the Labouro 7 bt
believe i paper (proclamation? -TR)not a$958p~ TR) but rdther
igmiggngwithin (' some were in , some out in ¢

cde Carolan goes on to




- . at a time of capitalist crisis,

Le
; s ; |
vo be outelde, the comtrel of the ILP* {(¥el 2D ua);vhiCh o
pelieve it is necessary %O ade a~9a§ir02§§?erract {.0e
I . emsent situation 1in order t g g the
control in the pr turdem within .the MPs This

® =3 ppor S our controle
sectar%agiigdégnggf precisely because it is Qnder
presen 6

have

i i i regolution,
Cppertunism ! S R tarienism in his :
Cde Yarelan continuously attacksYgicthere L aoe Beek © whole

ith opportunism, . : saia ey
but'doesfnegogzzlaﬁd‘proﬁgnent individuals Whlcgrhigethgpproblems
?82355 giéiélved-themseives in the LP. Th?t:piwcannot B Tly to e
t% dezeloping a pevolutionary party in Brital

in the MP and “"with the JePt's

Orientation

| 1 in

I think the most important "develop@ent" %e Ehi_ggsgigtiﬁg
IB22+/2% is the way in which it deals with Orlbi ati
relatienship betweendthe ;P an%rggzgzsug;;nugggﬂbOlitical", hi¥e

B lan, trade union S L ;
the ggrigaﬁgor ﬁow and the feresceable fut&re th?xplvo;agiymgis
working class polities in Britain'. (p1} The L?Diurmass B
the vehicle fnr developing eur trage gn%on work into ,

itics in the next stage ahead. S 5o

clas§nggéé cde Carolan insists on the "ind1v1s1ble‘ ndﬁurii:? o
the uniens and LP only in order te portray the LP as the "pe it
sphere,

But hey are differert. They intercennect botp ap the level of
the actions ef gevernments and oppositiens and within tpe LP at; e
rank and file level, But they are not the same, The LP is a po;ltlca
party, representing the politics of the an'Internatlonal. It was
formed by, but is net identical with the unions. :

By identifying the twe together, we wind up with the uniens e
as the mass economistic expression and the LP the mass "political
expression eof the class.

But while we aim to revolutionise the unions, this cannot be

our strategy for the MP., Only a revelutionary party is adequate
far the struggle for pawer,

I am not.arguing that they-arelcompletely separate; but the
uniens and the LP are different kinds of organisation,

Sub political

This term, invented by cde Carolan in the pages of the paper,
dees not appear in his resolutiens. But it describes his whole
attitude to the unisns. Trade union work, it appears, is all very

~well, but it.is net "peclitical" until it relates to the LP.

Flowing from this notion, we are told that trade unionists
recruited directly to "our ewn name and barner" would either be
"sectarian'" on the LP "or have to be radically reeducated to be kb
able te-work in the LP".

Cde Carolan refers to "non-political TU militants"
working class persom who is not in the LP falls into th
It is neticeable that every LP member is not equally dismissed as
"reformist", "opportunist", etc. Whats this shows is that cde Carolan
has not grasped the first basics of TU work - the way the fight
for leadership takes place. It takes the form of day-to-day struggles

Within these struggles, revolution-
aries fight for transitienal demands.(If these do not inelude
reference to the LP are they therefore "sub-political?) In fighting
for these demands - which include reforms - workers come inte
conflict with the reformist and Stalinist bureaucracy,

This is a political questien, Reformism is the policeman in

as if any
is categery.



5

t & necessary stase in hos
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Real Crisig

away from the
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of industrial members,
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0 ; work in t MP? W thi
VDI' let?lrl anise our pa Io-ty? 00l; at t 1 h.e I. P? W 111 this
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dailgh:£¥g§§l§g class is in erisis in its unions, It is under

"Sub—politicalfog %overpmgnt and employers, That erisis is not

e d-u pelitical, The reformists and Stalinists have no
pect * defend jcbs or living standards, We must reach these

workers, We must inereas
. - € our fecus on resolvi S isi
leadership in the uniens, S aweg e

When Trotsky said of the ILP that the 1

Y : : : Y ¥y should first of all

spend 99% of their time in trade union work, he meant then that
they had to earn their right t» struggle in the LP.

We have.ta win proletarians to our partys They will not join
a party dominated by the petty bourgeois. Cde Carolan often quotes
Cannen. Cannen argued strongly on the theme of the proletarian
content of the party. In an article on "Protiems of the Comintern"
(1926-7 Writings) Trotsky argues en France ;

"It is more important for us to win over a hundred workers in
the Depatement du Nord (* sne of France's chief industrial areas)
than a thousand civil servants or small shopkeepers in Paris
or Marseilles", '

He stresses that he is not against recruiting these people,
but wants to strengthen and conselidate "the proletarian backbone
e¢f the party" (p202). %14

This is basic: but apparently not to cde Carolan., Why are we
- not recruiting indestrail workers, railway workers, hospital workers?

If cde Carolan thinks their struggles are all '"sub-political", maybe

that helps explain ite.

Women and oppressed minorities

Cde Carelan insists that the struggle in relatien to the oppressed
minorities and women is politically related to the LP., He says we
do not want to subordinate their struggles to the "mere form of khe
existing labour movement, or to its backwardness". "Nevertheless',
he goes on to say that this ims the way for them to relate to
the working class, :

I agree that we must relate special oppression to the labour

movement.s I think everyone agrees. We all agree on fighting back-

" wardness. But how do we do it?. We can only do this if we recruit
the oppressed, to carry threugh the fight. Balck people, gays,
working elass wemen and youth. But where a re the black comrades
being recruited to our movement? We have a mere handful of black
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bEPS. T mne o ¥YaliiWe At eoc Porces, There has te
gzma drive é%%ggds r;éii;tiﬂgxfﬂgﬁf gﬁdt%his must lnolude.the papers
To drop the paper would be a catastrophe for black work, in that
it would mean we would not have the pessibility to make the
necessary changes.

Conclusion.

What I am saying is that out of a discussion around tactics in
the LP has come the theoretical justificatiun of the drift of the
movement away from the working class and oppressed minorities and
towards the radicalised (and important) milieu in the LP, at the
expense of these other forms of work,

This drfit can and must be stopped, if we are to win the forces
that should be won in the present crisis.






