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CONFERENCE IS FEERUARY 18-19-20. PLEASE MAKE THE NECESSARY ARRANGE~
MENTS TO BE ABLE TO ARRIVE FRIDAY EVENING :



LETTER TO THE RWL~USi ,
71341483 : Cunliffe and Smith

Since we were very disturbed by the position and conduoct of the RWL at the

Deoember TILC conference we are writing to ensure that you know our account
and view of the oonference, ”

Comrade Leland came to the conference, as did the LOR delegation, to pro-
mote a set of organisational measures. First they wanted democratic centralism
to be established forthwith (or alternatively a definitive, irreversible date to
be fixed some time this year) quité irrespeotive of whether this would ‘be
politically principled or organisationally fessible., Ir this was not achieved,
it was the intention of both RWL and LOR to deolare a number of administrative
measurese. Firstly, to declare an international tendency to 'fight for a democratioc
centralist TILC'; this tendency would become a faction if the transformation of
TILC were not achieved this year. Seocondly, to call on those comrades who may agree
with this perspective inside those TILC sections which do not, to declare tenden—
cies in solidarity with the new international tendenocy. It appears that in all
this e political basis for such a tendency is regarded as secondarys for while
the declarations have been made, we are still waiting to see a political plate

form document setting out the tendency's positionse

Smith went to Milan in November to attempt to persuade the LOR oomrades not
to prooceedWth precisely this course of actionj and he spoke to Leland on the
phone as soon as he arrived in Britain with the same end in view. In both ocases
he was entirely unsuccessfule

When the TILC conference opened on December 27, both Leland and the LOR
attempted to preempt the debate on democratic oentralism by challenging the status
of the conference — calling for it to be declared an international 'pre—conference’
preparatory to a conference which would establish a demooratic centralist TILC
+this summer. During the debate on this, Leland said that democratic centralism
was essential because the secretariat {ourselves plus Carolan) was»'bankrupt',
and working to 'sabotage' the work of TILC. The WSL, he argued, had fallen under
the control of a 'revisionist! majority of old I-CL leaders, and +he leaders of
the old WSL were refusing to fight against them. (Yet unaccountably, od ?ranco,
one of the most vocal oritics of the WSL, pointed out during the disocussion ﬁha&
the International Situation dooument submitted to the meeting by the unanimous
vote of the WSL Exeocutive was "9(% of what we need for a democratio centralist
tendenoy")e '

Indeed on the part of the LOR there has been a complete reversal of_the
position on demoocratic centralism agreed since the TILC was formed. We had .
agreed that democratic centralism could not be Broclaimed.bgt had ?o be politi-
cally established. In other words TILC had to develop politically 1?to a ‘common
international tendency before ‘demooratic cemtralism could be establishede This,
it was always agreed, involved firstly the achievement of;the necessary level of
political homogeneity, and secondly (and very muoh subordlna@e to that) the. N
organisational capability necessary.terstablish an_interna$1onal centre Vhlc
could effectively administer and politically develop a demooratioc centralis?
international tendenoye :

Suddenly both the LOR and RWL amnounce that none of this is necessarye
In fact that the reverse is truee Since there is now less homogeneity in TILC
than at the time of its formation, we are now told that it is neocessary ?o
establish democratic centralism as.a prerequisite for establishing political
agreement! ‘ ’

We ocamnot aocept that this is an honest positiona The LOB in partlcu}ar‘ Lo
have always been the harshest oritics of fusions on an inadequate or unprlnclpeg
basiss indeed it is  this very question on whioch the c?rrent WSL stands agé:;e
by the LOR and RWL. Yet democratioc ocentralism is essentially a.fus%og.- an'

RWL and LOR are demending immediate fusion with a 'bankrupt®', revigionist

1eadershipl ' 7
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" The politiocal reality is important in approaching the propjems. of democra—

 tic centralism in TILC. During 1981 the TILC doubled in size with the fusions

of WSL/I-CL and the RWL/SL-DC. These very important steps naturally posed politi-
cal problems in the moves to an international democratioc centralist structure - '

" as would any significant growth, Sharp problems have arisen in both of these
fusions over the last year. In the WSL, sharp differences erupted around the

Malvinas war and now exist on other issues in the run-up to our oconference in
mid-February. In the USA the fusion has ended in a split under conditions where -
even the LOR comrades agreed at the December conference that serious questions
remained unanswerede _ o S o

Yet now, under these oonditions, we are told that, though everyone agreed
we do not have the political oconditions for demooratioc centralism in 1979 when
we formed the TILC on the basis of the Transitional Programme in Today's Class
Struggle, now, in 1983, with serious differences dividing us, we do have the basis
for itl ~ : : v

We strongly supported the WSL resolution which started from the importance .
of moving to democratic centralism, and set Ootober 1983 as a tenative target date
by which we could seek to oreate the political oonditions for ite In ' retrospect-
there are some obvious weaknesses in the resolution; it overstates the organisa~-
tional questions involved in d/centralismfand thus overstates +he role played in
the delay in establishing d/o by the organisational failings of other TILC
seotions. And it does not dwell suffioiently upon the problems that have arisen
from the British fusion. But in gemeral its line is a sound, political app-
roach to the political problem of establishing international d/centralism.

In our view the real reasons why the TWL and LOR arc so insistent upon
immediate moves to d/centralism have not been honestly stated. It arises in our
opinion not from assessing the development of TILC - which could only be
damaged by ill-considered and premature organisational transformation to d/c -

" but from the desire of both RWL and LOR leaderships to create the best condi-

tions to intervene in the WSL. It is an attempt to find the organisational and
external solutions to the political problems that obviously exist in the YSL.

Hle have made our views clear on this. We think that the TILC sections have
every right - indeed a duty if they see things as seriously wrong - to intervene
politically in the WSL. But such an intervention must be a political one -

" through documents and statements - not an organisational attempt to conduct and

lead orgonisationally the strugzles in the WSL. Such an intervention could only
distort and disrupt the political development of the strugzle and of the conrades
involved in that strugzle. : ' .

Worse, however, we believe that ode. Leland's perspective for the 'SL is
to split it. He spoke on several occasions in the December conference of the
"Stalinist" methods he believes exist in the 1/SL, and declared his determination
at all costs to "end the compromise' on which he argues the fusion is based.
Indeed, if he holds the view that the WSL leadership is "bankrupt" and "revi-
sionist" (since the WSL leadership is identical to the TILC seoretariat), then
that is not surprising. And in seeking to split the 'SL, cde. Leleand does not
seem too concerned which cdes or how many of them are drawn towards his banner.

It is not 'mational Trotskyiém" - of which we are now suddenly accused - %o
object to such manoeuvres, which can only damgge, if not destroy the cadre we have -

" fought to develop in meny years of patient struggle. It is not "national

Trotskyism" to expect international comrades with whom we have been working to
build an international tendency to act in an honest political fashion, to have
some regard for the process of politicel development in the largest section of
TILC, and not to argue that they want d/bentraliSm for political reasons when in
fact they want it only in order to make an organisational manoeuvre.
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We have not rcached our views on cde. Leland's behaviour lightly; but they
were inescapable having seen his conduct at the December conference. He called
upon the "left" in the WSL to orgenise. He called in effect for the membership
to rise up against the leadership. Since the TILC conference he has remained
‘in London in the flat of the only two London cdes. that we ¥now of who support
the formation of a tendency.. -He is constantly phoning WSL members and meeting
them in order to encourage a struggle against the leadcrship - both the old WSL
and the old ICL. .imd we drew equally ‘negative conclusions from cde. Leland's
g eneral at%itude at the TILC confercnoe. He actually did not make a  ingle poli=-- o
tical intervention or contribution throughout the entire 5 days. Every one of his -

contributions was on an oraanisational level - mostly plainly factional in ¢ontent.
Even when he was specifically asked to meke a political contribution - on the o
draft International document's section on the USH, and on women's oppression (the -
Lustralian cde. had presented a document and voiced disagreements with agrects of
the RWL toxt) - he would not do so. ‘On women's oppression he promised an eventual
written response; yet the dehate is an important development for TILC, and the S
cde. had seen it as the most important -contribution Socialist Fight could make

to the fight for an international tendence, travelling all the way from Zustralia
to present it. Leland is now telling WSL cdes critical of his silence that he

had to "avoid provocation". Yet on an orgrnisational level there was no provo— -

cation Leland was not prepared to promote, whike on the political front the LOR
cdes made serious contributions on every topic, including the dehate on women,

The warst aspect of Leland's a-political positions, however, was over Steve
% and the SLDC. He dismissed Steve as "a shyster", "a petty crock" and a "com-
pulsive liar", He went on to say that he had held this view of Steve since
“before the fusion. This kind of thing raises a number of probvlems. It 2lso
_raises the questions as to what was the motive behind the RWL's fusion with a
group led by such a person. With such an attitude it was plainly impossible to
create a constructive or conciliatory fremework for fusion, as Leland claims was
the case. : o » __— s

_ This type of denigration, character assassination, also raises other prob-
lems, since the only vpeople we know in the Trotskyist movemnt who use such
extreme and damaging characterisations of those with whom they disagree are
‘Healy and Robertson. We say this as cdes who have constamtly defended — and
will continue to defend —~ the general direction of the RYL as one towards the
working class and away from cult politics, and not in a Spart direction. But
Leland's deliberate statements cannot be ignored, and must be seen as linked to
an aspect of the RWL's current practice. P
. There is to be & TILC inquiry into the breakdown of the US fusion; but this

kind of comment docs. not inspire confidence in vs that Leland's motive was ever
' to make fusion work. ' E

In the July TILC meeting, Leland embarrassed Smith by presenting a rather
obvious point he had made at an earlier meeting as if it was a profound statement
and a great contribution. to the development of Marxism. It was in fapt a part .
of Leland's diplomatic, public-rnlations;Style¢Ofgapproach to the building of a
. movement, an approach which rests upon the cultivation of personal ties and ,
loyalties in place of what- should be political understanding, political confi~
dence and respect. SRR

This attitude has now been put sharply into reverse in Smith's case; he is
now branded as a "capituylatar %o revisionism” and a demon of "national Trotsky- _
ism". But it is a pointer to some of the "olitics we have felt for some time are -
““poblems in the RWVL. The clearest example'of this in our opinion was the docu-
ment on the Organisational Crisis presented to the RWI 1982 confer:nce.

That there was a crisis is clear; whethef it was organisatidnal in its roots
is less so. But certainly the worst way of tackling that crisis was to hold a
conference so largely devoid of nolitical discussion on the situation in the
USA, and centred instead around that type of document. &t a time when the RWL
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needed to turn outwards, it turned inwards to a monumental session of self-
examination. The document goes into detail about the relationship between the
leadership and the membership. It even, for example, takes decsions of the

whole movemcnt on the kind of approach and kind of letter Leland should write to
individuals who have loft the RWL - with Leland assigned the first half of July (21¢)
to preparc one such letter. :

Building and holding together a movement by such methods we feel is unhealthye.
Of course the leadership must lead and hold the movement togcther, but such a
disproportionate weight of reliance upon personal intervention between individual
lcadership cdes and individual members is in our view wrong. In any event it is
a regime that cannot be sustained in a larger organisation. The leadership must
lead through its political contribution to the direction of the movement; and it
must at the same time allow the movement — and the individual cdes at local level
= 40 develop independent political initiative and analytical skillse The conclu-
sion of the document was quite the reverse st called for more discipline and
"iyron centralism" as the way forward. '

Nor can such over-centralisation only affect the internal politics of the
movement. It must also affcct the apnroach of the RWL to the working class.

Tt is for example an unresolved mystery in the conflicts which led to the
breakdovm of the US fusion as to how ode Bob M., 2 PC member of long standing,
leading a Locel in one of the most cosmopolitan cities of the USi, could have
had so much as a moment's doubt over the correct nolicy in relation to the-

"Open Borders" slogan. as a

"Open Borders" is no new issue; it has A long-historyZdemand in the US
labour movement and was the standing policy of the hotel union caucus. It was
the centre of a particularly heated debatc vetween various tendencies and the
Sparts who took a racist line of opposition to the slogan. It is hard to see how
cde Bob could either have been unaware of this or have functioned for so long in
the leadership of labour movement work in' the Bay LArea without encountering it
and raising any doubts he may have had. ’

It is even more surprising that in an organisation which legitimately prides
itself upon its serious turn to work amongst the most onpressed racial, national ‘
and sexual groups in the US4, a cde could have any room for doubt as to the
correctncss of the Open Borders demand ~ let alone a doubt “so deep~-rooted as to
merit phone czlls to Detroit, the holding up and eventual interference in a
crucial trade union caucus lecaflet, and cventu ally requiring a 15-page ex-
planation as to why the domand is acceptable!

This extremely laboured approach to what should be a straightforward issue
of principle — opposimg racist immigration controls - is also echoed in the
tendency of the RWL towards .electoral abstentionism -~ broken only by painstcking
and soul-searching debates on whether criticel support can be extended to parti-
cular candidates from other labour movement organisations.

That this process of deliberation finally secured a decision to - give
eritical support to an SWP candidate im St. Louis should perhaps bc taken as an
encouraging sign. But the narrow basis on which the matter has been approached
—~ along the lines of "is there anything, anywhere, in any of the nolicics of the
SWP which we might, conccivably, ever—-so-critically, regard as a partial step
forward for the working class? - appears to us to be sestarian and wrongheaded.

In extending critical support to Labour candidatcs in Britain we do so not
because of, but despite their programme - however "left" their pronouncementh-
We support them as candidates of a party throush whose election the working class
can at lcast express its political rejection of the overt narties of the bourge—
oisie, and hopcfully take a step further forward, putting demands which will test
out and exnose these candidates, dearning the need to 2o beyon Labourite politics

40 build a revolutionary leadership.
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In the USa, wherc the "choice™ before most voters is between the twin parties
of the capitalist state, the cducational value »f a candidate who plainly'stands
apart from these parties and claims to represent the oppressod and exploited is '
that it can sct workers thinking politically. In idcntifying ourselves with the -
campaign to get such candidates elected, while arguing of course our own distinc-
tive politics, we can reach those sections of workers amd middle class people
influénced by the candidacy, and hopefully convince them that our politics and
methods are superior. Ue carry no responsibility for the programme of a candi-
date to whom we extend critical support; we carry no obligation to mount mass
campaigns; our numbers and influcnce are unfortunately not sufficiently large to
creatc a vastly inflated vote for the cytically-supported cendidate - but even if
we were able to do so, we could recoup proportional credit.

The apparently morbid fenr of being tainted with the politics of - or building
mass support for - the SWP and other left organisations moans that the RWL gtands
unnccessarily remote from elections and thus from the daily reality of political
1ife as it is seen by the majority of the imerican population. WYWith no parties
to whom we advocate even pritical support, and no concrete organisational steps
towards even the nuclei of local Labor Party orgenisations, our propaganda for
a workers' government in the USA emerges as more abstract than it need do - and
thus more remote from the existing levels of consciousnesg and activity of the US
workers, to whom we must address ourselves. :

The abstract nature of this approach is summed up in the front vage article
on the autumm 1982 elections in the Oct-Nov Workers Strugszle. Beneath the "Build
a Workers! Party" headline comes a fleeting reference early in the article to the
level of UiW financial support for the hosses' parties. 3But this point is not
expanded, and though everything in the remainder of the text is‘cprrect, it lacks
any agitational edge to mobilise worker contacts in a struzgle for a political

party of the US trade unions. ‘

Am agitational article, aimed at building within the election camnpaign a
fight for a real Labor Party would have focussed on the level of general trade
union financial backing to the Democrats and GOP, and from that directed towards
demands and policies through which workers can begin now to fight in each town
and city in their union locals to break this link and organise a Labor Party.

Background articles could heve examined Trotsky's discussions on a US -
Labor Party, possibly examined the current strugzles in the British Labour rarty -
- even some of the reforms (National Health Service, etc.) which have been
gsecured by even reactionary Labour governments; and could also have weiphedUP
the weaknesses and strengths of the election campaigns run by the left groups,
explaining exactly why we extend oritical support to this or that group of
candidates.

While the decisive factor of course remains the building of a Marxist cadre
Party, it is our view that as the most aciive fighters for a sgrious mass party
of the TS working class, and the advocates of that narty adopting a gerious
programme of transitional and democratic demands, the RWk could make farvmore
impact amongst worker militants +than simply by proclaiming in general the gee@
for a "workers' party” and leaving it open for the reader to assume that this is
a pseudonym for simply joining the RWL.

This was simply a single article in one issue - albeit an-impo?tant issue -
of Workers Strugile. But we feel it is symptomatic of the orientation of the RWL,
which does not project itself to us as the orgnnisation campaigning.for a Lapo?
Party, and has reported to us no work in its main (Detroit) local aimed specifi-

cally at agitating for a Labor Party.
Tt is appropriate for these questions to be discussed now, both in the con-

text of the orisis and failed fusion in the US4, and in the cogtgxf of the criti-
cisms raised by the RWL cides of the work of the WSL in the British Labour

Movement.
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It was disappointing to hear no response from Leland on the outline section
on the USA in the Intermational document tabled at -¢ TILC. VWe hore that there
will be serioms politiocal discussi on these issues, and on what differences the
RWL would raise with the 1/SL, This discussion must begin at one if TILC is to
survive. ' ’ ‘ C -

In our view it is political debate and clarification which.is central to the
development of TILC, and which alone can lay the basis for democratic centralisme
It is thus particularly regrettable that in place of political discussion what
has been proposed by the LOR platform and RWL in the formation of a tendency - with
as yet no political platform - is an organisational solution to a political
problem - one which can help neither clarification in TILC nor the discussions
currently underway in the WSL. S :

We urge the RWL to reconsider this line of action, and to withdraw from the
international tendency, the logic of which is towards ever greater organisational
divisions and political confusion in TILC, and which can do nothing in concrete
‘terms to advance towards the objectives it claims to be pursuing,

For our part we remen as committed as ever to the building of TILGC, to its
establishment on a d/centralist basis, and to the active participation of the
WSL in that work. As it is, despite claims that the Secretariat is "hankrupt™
and "sabotaging" the work, we have loyally implemented the main decisions of the
July meeting, and duly prepared new political documents which we presented to
December's largely non-political meetings. We need no external enoouragement, nor
do we need lessons in internationalism, in order to carry on the work which we
began with the drafting of the founding programm atic dooument of TILC, and which
we have nursued consistently since then. Indeed our work in fighting for the
political development of TILC could be greatly assisted by a more serious and
political approach <from cdes to the very real nroblems that edist and must be
resolved if TILC is in fact to be transformed into a demooratic centralist
international tendency, rather than transformed into an a-political factional
battleficld. o ' : I R :




THE WRWL TENDENCY" AND OUR RESPONSE TO IT

Carolan

TILC is, barring some unlikely miraple,'already effectively splits.

The differences in goals and methods are already vast between the two wings «-
the WSL on one side, and RWL (and, less so perhaps, the LOR) on the other, What'
makes the situation irreconcilable is not the formal differences but the faoct
that the sectarians of the RWL and LOR have plainly, and more or less openly,
taken it as their goal to remodel the TILC after. themselves, and to hive - off
. unassifiilable parts. 41l proportions guarded, the work of the RWL in TILC is
like that of the Bakuninist Alliance for Social Demooracy within the First
International. There is no reconciling thi?,expansionist~ou1t.

TILC has been a series of frequent (and badly prepared) international confer=
ences with a sharply varying attendanoce, albeit with a core, and an extremely
flimsy organisational structure between oconferences. There has not been homogeneity
in political line, nor much real knowledge, section by gection, of each other's
work (except between the US and British, and Australian and British, sections)e ..

The core elements of TILC have related to each other as a loose federation, o
ndt’a political tendency. - I

TILC has for the last 18 monthe consisted of the following relatively stable
elements. : o o :

a) On the sectarian side, the RWL-USi, an orgenisation oconsciously modelled-
on a modified variant of the Spartacists, and in many ways politically underde—
velopeds It selects and organises individuals by way of a network of intensive -
personal relationships (at the centre of whioh is ‘the ‘duo of Leland S. and Peter

" S.). In this specific politics are plainly secondary.. -

Many of their political positions are derived from or are a diluted version
of the ‘Spartacists' politics. They have — from what I've seen and have been
to0ld by the comrades who have visited the USA ~ the organisational character
of a oult. Their 'towards the class' concerns meke them worth talking to, but
I do not share cd Smith's evaluation of them. Their labour movement WO?k'iS' -
jtself seotarian, devoid of political perspective, concerned with d;awmng pe?ple'
into the organisation on the basis of intense personal relations, w1?h.pol1t1cs
very much secondarye (The dispute in San Francisco about the RWL position on
'open borders' - where the RWL first opposed, then conceded, the call to sorap
immigration controlec - shows thisy I think) e

On the same seciarian side of TILC there is the LOR, a far more normal type
of organisation — piainly, I think, of the seotarian propagandist s?rt, ooncgrned .
with comparisons of 'line' and so on. I don't know enough about their work to
be sure, but I would be astounded if that concern did not.to some extent de—focgs
them from organising in the olass. The inoredibly light—m?nged way they propoge
to go for a split in the WSL - more or less openly proclaiming last August - is
in itself almost proof of thise

i itica i d differenf also in
‘The LOR is altogether politically superior to the RWL, an . in
being political and honest, where the RWL shifts and changes its supposed politios

opportunisticallye

i i i i itai 1& be among our
However, if either LOR or RWL existed in Britain, they wou :
most secta;ian critics, and the RWL among our most envenomed and dishonest ariticse

) On the other gide of TILC there is the WSL and three small groups previously
assooiated with its old WSL and I-CL components — TAF, the.P?T (former RWL‘ o
minority), and Socialist Fighte In so far as an actual political tendggcy c‘uéint
be said to exist in TILC, this is it - though of course ?he?e woyld ln; p
trying to pretend that there aren't serious differences within this nuclev

Tt needs to be added that the TAF, who seem to me to be very serious :id honest
people, would be very mch on the sectarian side of the 0ld WSL part of the new

WSL, were they in Britaine
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The Mackney group has not existed for some time, and half of the old group (two
comrades) nov support the tendency. : ' : '

Now the sectarian wing of TILC has set up an international tendency and called

for a parallel tendency within the WSLe They say the international tendency will

become a faction in September 1933 unless TILC is declared democratic centralist.
The distinction is rather meaningless: at the WSL summer school they functioned,
or at least the RWL did, under hard fas%ional discipline (for example, the threat
of expulsion from the RWL was held over anyone refusing to walk out at our Falk-
lamds debate)s Unless the new WSL complies with the RWL/LOB'S a~political ultima~
tum by September this year, they will become a public faction — if their declara~
tion does not mean that, it is difficult to see what it does mean.

The differences in TILC are far wider than the question of whether to commit
ourselves to a democratic centralist framework by a given date., Thus the ultimatum
is really to adopt the full.range of sectarian politics of the RWL and LOK. What-
ever is decided about a democratic centralist TILC, the tendency/faction organised
on this range of politics will not dissolve: the ory will Ye for the RWl-isation
of TILC. '

The RWL/LOR tendency in the WSL — and that is underiably, it seems o me, what
the 'IT' is — already spells this logic out. The necessary development of our
tendency will inevitably parallel that of the international tendency/faotion, which
has effectively split TILC. The only purpose now being served by the pretence that
this is not the situation, that TILC is not split, is 1o give them time and a
tolerant atmosphere to organise within the WSL, so that it can be split t004

Caution and tolerance are sometimes virtues. But to refuse, in January 1983, to
face up to the real situation in TILC and the real prospects, can only help the
sectarian wreckers maximise the damage, and the central thing now must be to minimise
it,

Some of its members may not know it, but the tendency is formed in response 10
the o0all of the LOR and RWL for an international tendency to fight for a democratio
centralist TILC. The ‘'ITthas been, prepared, so to speak, over a long time, during
which the comrades in it have fantasised that TILC is 'a real international’ and a
comrade on the EC has played the clown in the organisation with a TILC pullover.
TILC, for these comrades, has been a land of make~beliefy and for them now, the
RWL and LOR are TILC challenging the revision}? 8f the former I-CL and the
degenerates of the old WSL.

Any qénials that>the tendency is a LOR/RWL tendency will simply be lies on the
pgrt of the original nucleus — and the lies will be an indication of the real rela=
tionship of the 'RWL tendency' to the WSL.

The fact that the tendenoy has political roots in the old WSL and belatedly
tries to present itself as fighting for the 'old WSL tradition’ (on the 1P, "for
example) does not seriously change this. This tendency has been shaped and formed
by the efforts of the RWL from the 'raw material' of the dissatisfied, the

gectarian—-inclined, and young and politically uneducated and inexperienced members
of the old WSL. »

Over the last year, or longer, though a process of 'intervention' at the summer
schoo} and a long stay in this country by Leland S during which he has sought out
the disgruntled, and in an a~political way ocultivated supporters in the WSL, the
erces for this tendency have been selected, They have been given a perspective of
either changing the WSL to the liking of the RWL/LOR (and themselves), or; if they
oanft do that, of carving out of it the nucleus for a new organisation. This is the
*third wave of Sparts! — and many comrades should be aware from bitter past exper—
ience of what this implies, ' :

ke %

The process of intervention by the RWL into TILC and into the WSL is well known
?nd ne?d on}y be briefly outlined here, They joined TILC with a scarcely disguised
intention simply to displace the existing US section., On the basis of the attitudes
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and comments of the RWL leaders about the SI~DC during discussions with the old
WSL EC and a representative of the I-CL, the course of the 'fusion' in the USA was
predicted 18 months ago ~ and has developed to schedulees

. The RWL leaders had a longer—term schedule for the WSL. Theyorganised an inter-—
vention in the summer school last year in which they functioned under disecipline,
with daily cauous meetings, allocation of assignments, etc. They put their comrades
under discipline to walk out of -our debate on the Palklands ware. They intervened as
into a hostile organisation in our disoussions, albeit with the blade of their
faotional knives turned towards the ex I-CLs They thereby revealed a olear perspecte
ive of splitting the new WSL, while continuing under a smokescreen of sickening,
obsequious flattery towards the old W3L leaderse.

What they were up to was revealed plainly by the way they tactieally chose

issues to fight on - for example, they diplomatically avoided premature clashes
on the LP. :

They cultivated individuals in an a-political way, shifting and changing aspects
of their politics as if adjusting sails to catoh wind . For example, their written
material on women would not incline them logically towards the Todd group in the
women's commission of the WSL: something else did.

4Lt last, enst's TILC conference, together with the LOR, they pulled a factional
'Goup w.ta .a deoirion about how the December TTLC conference was to be organised
which amounted to declaring TILC democratic-oentralist then and there (in 4ugust)
and preparing a democratioc centralist conference in December. This w3z the bvasis
of the bitter dispute on the first day of last December's TILC conferences

Having got a network of contacts in the old WSL, they were able to up the ante
artificially around the issue of a democratic centralist TILCe In December they
called on their supporters to organisee

A number of those who are now members of the tendency had been assembled
(together with comrades such as Todd and kindrea C whom the RWL had also been
working on, but who have not joined the tendency) at the TILC conference to
listen to Leland S's abusive a-political diatribes, and to the geotarian diatribes
of the LORe ' : :

Ak

In fact, as I argued in response to the declaration at the TILC conference of
a tendenocy by the LOR and RWL, this tendency could not be only on the question of
TILC. The RWL/LOR form a distinot sectarian tendency in TILC on many questions, and
inevitably - and, I have no doubt, intentionally - the ocall for a tendenocy was.the
call to organise on a whole range of questions in dispute or in confugion within the
WSL, or questions which could be dragged in by hook or by crook to drive a wedge
into the new WSL. The new tendency in the WSL has duly and logically obllged. Itg
platform is the platform for a new organisation - a systematically gectarian carl=
cature of the old WSLe '

KX

L]

The immediate purpose of the RWL/LOR tendency is to try to Sp}it the existing
WSL back into its main components ~ the o0ld WSL and the I—gL. Thelr.programme for
achieving this was spelled out by Leland S before the ‘invited® §udlenoe of young
WSLers from Leicester and others at the TILC conference over Chrlstmgs. It could
be summed up as: 'Make Thornett and Lister fight! « that is, by.holdlng the gun of
an organised RWL tendency to their heads, force as much as possible of the old WSL
within the new WSL to a sectarian attitude to the O. and into a retreat from the
politics we have worked out jointly in the new WSL over the last 18 monthse.

The tendency will recruit on agitation around this, demagogical}y appeallgg.to
a sectarian caricature of the old WSL tradition'. If th:y succeed in pressurlslgg
the old WSL leaders into supporting - or attempting to jyu—empt or'bgy off « thelr
‘gectarianism, then this will further one of their objeciives, to divide the new
WSL ever more deeply down the middle and turn a gection of: it away from mags—-move-
ment oriented work in the O. If they don't, they will recruit on the subsequent
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It is a gign of the times that Mike J who, together with Chris E (also in the
te‘ndeney)., has repeatedly denounced me in the Liverpool branch as "an agent of
imperialism within the orgenisation", now denounces od Smith as a “charlatan".

A sign, too, is comrade Hunt's youth document. It is a strange document from
the comrade who has been our full-time youth organiser for most of the last 18
monthe: he writes as if he bears no respamsibility for the work and has just come
back from two years! leave . overseas. He says he disagrees with the tendency, but
the document is in effect a tendency dooument.

Is Hunt's intention to forestall the tendency? Either way the sectarians win, as
I have argued above. o : ‘ o

in even more alarming sign is cd Jones' comment, made originally at the EC and
repeated at the January 22 NC, questioning Morrow's right to organise this grouping
as a tendency on the grounds that he, Jones, and others, agreed with most of the
platform but did not see the need for a tendencye.. He later proposed that the old
WSL should meet separately at conference and eleot 50% of a new WSL National
Commi‘t‘beeﬂ...'“ 4 : ’ .

What if the old WSL/I-Ci. fusion ocannot be split apart? Then the tendency will
have to consider what to do with itself, '

The LOR favours where possible entry by all TILC groups into the USFI (it is
possible I mi.sunderstand them here, but I don't think so).', Wher, im Oxford recently
two LOR comrades were asked by cd Smith if this meant that the LOR supporters in
the WSL would at some point be recommended to join the IMG, their response was 10 -
bluster and to storm out of the rooms In their own way they answered yes to od
Smith's question. : S

. The minimum that could be offered to try to satisfy the tendency would be an -
‘attempt to unscramble the old WSL out of the new WSLe But even if that proved

»" possible they would not be satisfied ~ rot those of them who have seen the RWL
light ‘and now consider od Smith a' 'charlatan's

If the old WSL/I-CL were to split, then the reconstructed old WSL would still
be faced with the pressure and activity of the RWL faotion. This may be denied, but
it seems to me self-evidently true. The tendency is hooped up on a 'TILC patriotism®

and on the glories of the RWL. o

Not everyone in the tendenoy would go all the way out of the new -f or reoonstruo—
. ted old - WSL on this trajectorys Certainly .some woulde That would be the next stage
of the development of the tendencys ' |

Even a reconstituted old WSL would thus have grave problems, because it would
- be faced with the implied ultimatum to accept the RWL as a model or have the :
tendency (or probably a mutation of the eisting tendenocy) as a knife permanently at
its throat., To judge by some of the RWL doouments I have seen, I doubt that a recon=
stituted old WSL could accommodate the trade union methods of the RWL - or that its
likely future personnel would want to,

If fhez‘ succeed in splitting the existi&' g organigation, then it will probably
only be a matter of time before there is a seoond Spiite ' a .

o

o Tl}ere is no way that a politically primitive ocult like the RWL, intent on
expansion and plainly teking the international Spartacist tendency as its model, ocan
be bought off or neutralised short of its goal of self-repliocatione We have seen -~
to sumrparise - that they have pursued their own objeotives throughout the relatione.
sh_ip with the old and new WSLs and with TILC - now by flattering the old WSL leadere
) ship_, .again by denouncing; now by picking and ochoosing tissues! between the main
components of the new WSL while avoiding (at the summer school, for example) issues
like the LP where there seemed to be agreement in the WSL, then again, having
gathered tkLe threads of a network of contacts in their hands, and emboldened by

the objeotive difficulties in the LP, launching a full-scale attack on this
question at the TILC conference and in the tendency platforme o
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What I find remarkable is that they have chosen to start independent operations
within the WSL with so few foroes. i

If the existing WSL were to divide, that might bring a slowdown in the progess.
and a change of tactics towards the old WSL leaders: back to flatterys It would not
change their pressure, their objectives, or their goale ' S e

L2 ]

" Por all these reasons I believe that a conciliatory and tolerant attitude to -

the tendency is an acceptance of a perspective of splitting the new WSL right down
the middle - at best a tacit acceptance of it, and at worst the oonscious pursuit of '
it. _ ' '

The declaration of the tendency has — as it was intended to -~ put the leaders.
of the old WSL forces within the new WSL up against the gun, and up against a deci-
sive test of what they are made of politically and where they are goinge 'Turn your..
faces to the tendenoy and RWL/LOR, and away from the rest of the WSL and the British
labour movement — or continue the fusion and the présent orientation to the broad .-
labour movement of the new WSL, and risk facing a 'left! (that, isy 'sectarian—prdp‘an :
gandist)split! — that is the choice. o T S '

This is not said by the tendency, but it is implied, and everyone knows that it
ise ' o ' o o -
‘A major problem of the organisation since fusion has been the severe pressure
from some comrades in the old WSL on the old WSL leaders to 'assert themselves' and
defend the '0ld WSL tradition' and so on. This pressure, as far.as I can see, has
come from a section of the organisation that is sectarian and backward—looking, and
which essentially was against the fusion, '

The pressure is now massively increased by the desire to stop some of these .

- people joining the tendency. Much in the: future of the new WSL will depend On,,wpether
. " the main leaders of the old WSL forces in the new WSL can resist this. -

pressure.

*X%
The problem confronting the organisation is therefore -graver than indicated by
‘the numerical strength or pglitioal weight of the tendency alones

. From a point of view grounded in the elementary norms of a democratic -centralist
organisation, the issue is whether to allow a British RWL to incubate inside the new
WSL, or to -stop it. It may indeed with patience prove possible to save for the WSL
this or that person now with the tendency. The cost of such patience would be to
allow the relatively free intervention into the delicate, and complicated affairg Qf
our organisation of the brutally hostile and alien concerns of the RWL 1eadersh1p.

. They do not only have pelitical disagreements with us, but think that tk'lev
existing WSL should not be allowed 1o continue to exist. Their drive to. Sp];.l‘b the

WSL is the immediate cutting edge.of their politics, with the obvious tactic of

. sharpening as much as possible the political differences in the mew WSL.' -~ . .

~ 0l1d WSL comrades should remember that conciliation did not prevent the hardening

. out of the two Spartacist groups in the old WSLe. .

It seems to me that a competent WSL leadership = or rather, one less parglysed
by divisions than we have been, and less inhibited than a section of the x_leﬂlWSLf_s
leadership has often been by the belief that 'the main enemy is at home' — would
have long ago taken action against RWL colonisation. After the summer a?hool, a:h.‘the
‘latest, nobody had any right not to understand what was going one. We fa.l‘]:ed.‘to nip
it .in the bud, and now we have a full-blown tendency. If we don.'t‘ac? now, it w;.;Ll
oontinue to develop, battening on the real problems of, and contlnulng,dlfferences
of tradition and politics within, the new WSL. . , L

Because of the delicate situation inside the WSL, I have oonfined myself 10
arguing my view in the EC and publishing my opinions here., But the proper course
of action now, I thirk, would be to suspend the leaders of the tendency from WSL.
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membership, and instruct the others to disband by the end of the conference or face
discipline. .

The members — especially the old WSL comrades — would not understand this? Then
we. should explain it to them. It has nothing to do with the democraocy of a demoorat—
ic centralist organisation -~ which presumes commitment to build the organisation even
through faction and tendency struggles — to allow an alien and hostile oult to -
operate within it. ‘ ‘

These comrades have roots in the old WSL? So did Mark Hyde, Pru Chamberlaine,
etc. So, and much more so, did Lawrie White in the IMG... A serious and responsible
leadership determined to allow the experiment of the I-CL/WSL fusion to develop,
and to guard it against being ruptured, would know how to convince the rank and file
of the organisation about all thiss - :

Considerations by the old WSL leadership that this is unthinkable because it
would probably change the political ecology of the organisation really amount to a
decision by them to turn their faces to the tendency and away from the rest of the
WSLe I think I have traced the logic .accurately. ‘ o

*k , ' . .

It is a matter of great urgenoy that all the members of the WSL rally to save
the organisation from the present attempt by the RWL to use the tendency as a wedge
to divide it down the middle. All members committed to the fusion and to building
the organisation must insist that every responsible leader of the organisation turns
her/his face decisively away from the RWL/LOR tendency and towards preserving and
improving the fusion, and the new WSL which came out of it.




THE SECTARIAN OFFENSIVE

At the end of the last NC comrade Jones proposed that at our February cOnferehée
the new WSL sheuld divide into ex old WSL and ex I-CL caucuses (with post-fusion

members chonsing their camp individually), and proceed to elect two NCs of equal
numbers, which would later be fused as the new NC of the new WSL. -

our understanding is that Jones' proposal was alse supported by many
of the ex 0ld WSL leadership. ‘

The preposal is notifractically possible, and we trust that it will
soon be withdrawn. But the fact of it even being proposed has grave political
implications. It crystallises a trend for the new WSL to 'flake apart' inte
two blocs, and fer fruitful political discussion to be

stymied by harking back
to old traditions. ‘ v ng- ¢

Nothing is yet irreversible or irremediable. There are some hopeful
signs in the other direction, such as comrade Cunliffe's expressed willingness
to discuss large-scale alterations on the LP to his British Perspectives
document. If we take the propesal narrowly defeated at the January 22
NC, and, by pestponing “the major conference decisicns a month or two, give
ourselves time for discussion, then we can reverse the present unravelling or
flaking-apart of the new WSL. But right now we must first state and recognise
the problem. : ' '

The follewing table of events since last April summarises the process
Z3 we see it.

Some comrades will find it irritating to have the Falklands/Malvinas
debate brought up again. But in erder to make sense of what is happening in the
WSL now, ~ we need to put developments like Jones's astrunding proposal on
the NC and the dispute on the LP (which many comrades evidently find bewildering)
into a coherent framework - a continuous chain of events stretching back from
our present problams to that debate. e are experiencing a sectarian offensive
against the politics which have been The basis of the new WSL since fusion.

There are three interwoven strands in the story:

a) The intervention of the RWL, and the emergence f a 'RWL tendeney'
in the WSL.

b) The response to this of the central ex old WSL leaders. They have

been quite fully aware of what the RWL was deing, and have kegt a disvance from
it; but they have also chosen never to clash with the RWL or its supporters

sharply unless they had to.

They have chosen to try to 'strike a palance! and not to confront the
pro-RWL elements among their 'base' in the new WSL.

The problem is that this has meant: (1) wavering and unstable politigs;
(2) the pro-RWL ttail', with its hard factional line, has been able to wag muc

of the ex old WSL 'dog!'.

c) Therefore, a process of the central ex o0ld WSL leaders again and

again being pulled back into a sectarian regression, re-assenbling muc?u0§ ;he
0ld WSL as a bloc within the new WSL, and beglnning to unscramble the rusion.

These are the facts.



i CHATN OF EVENTS .

: ' vades Falklands v L At’on..
'ﬁ?rli g %ﬁgﬁﬁztﬁislﬁ Falklands, Unanimously SuPPortS Flnnell res°lu -
- Apri

| : n Falklandse. Comrades Smith and Jones
| Aprll v h TILngzittﬁi Aﬁii2r9d§;3tglzlnly drawn to pro-Argentine po:ctlcn,
| gzioeviiggzlly agree tn position of suppcrting nelther 81de, whlc is
carried against RWL and LOR oppos;Ltlon.t
April 18 (or thereabouts) Morrow informs oC tha

dSn S
. April 25 ggliizﬁlrms support—nelther—31de p031tlon on Falklands, wlth no votes

| " against and 2 abstentlon;. (gor§gﬁmigzen2101u810n et declared-
May 2 General{Beiigaggnzgniéve i%at’we switoh to support for Argentina in the
.May L Eﬁr %ﬁ;lge atill endorsing self—determlnatlon for 1slanders) Carried 5
C to 3 with 4 absent.
May 16  NC zeaects the mave t» switch POSlthn- Smi th declaris a izni:?Ziés
May 20  Tendency platfﬁm written. Still rejects Argentine ¢ a;-.m b war -
. . (apparently - it's not gntlrelylclgar)’ and- ‘bases itse f on the |
: tuation baving changed in early May. .
June 11 g:cond tendenc;gdocument (1B 7). Argument now based on capltallSt
. Argentina being in our tclass camp'. Self-determination now strongly.
denounced, invasion assessed as febjectively antl-lmperlallst', argument
of situation hav1ng changed in early May abandened.
 June 14 War ends, :

July 10-11  NC: tendency calls for a SPGClal confereace cn the wars. ‘
July 22 Extended OC = supporters of NC majority line ask for discussion on IB 7
: - to find out whether the Yclass camps' argument is the considered view

" of the tendency. After 1n1t1a11y refusing to discuss, tendency comrades
. insist that IB 7 is an agreed document. of thelrs. Cunllffe
: . says he 'would have put it dlfferently'
July 24 TILC meeting. RWL, IOR etc launch violent attacks on WSL NC ma,)orlty
' = tcapitulating to bourgeois democracy' (by way of tha LP ), 'at
best pacifist', etc. WSL tendency - join in this denunciation of the
.~ WSL line and the record ef WSL NC majority representatiVes present.
: WSL summer school: attacks continue. RWL, in partlcular, i3 clearly.
~making an '1nterVentlon'. Many tendency comrades Jo;n in, or at
- best remain silent.
July 29‘ 'NC meeting: some of us prctest at this: faotlonallsmu Stormy, incon-
R clusive discussion. Some 1mprovement in the behaviour of tendency
- leaders follcws.
July 31  Summer school debate on Falklands. RWL (and suppcrters) try to shout
: . down chair and flnally walk eut, acoompanled by LOR.
At immediately following ®C meeting, tendency leaders allege that
~the whole fracas has been somehow deliberately 'set up' by Carolan and/
_or Kinnell. EVentually they calm down, and a joint stement is written -
condemning the RWL's behaviour. They also stand firm at TILC session
on August 2, where RWL/LOR press for almost immediate demecratic
- centralist forms in TILC and make thlnly velled threats ‘that they
will try to split WSL. '

Leland S. of RWL stays en in Brltaln for some tlme after summer
school.

Tinority resolutlon drafted for spe01a1 conference. Bases assessment
of Falklands sn prev1ously unheard-of theory that the islands are part
of a world "imperialist system of control" through "enclaves", of :

: which other examples are Gibraltar, Guantanamo, and the Panama Canal Zone.
September 15 - Special conference on Falklands. Final text of tendency resolutlon
: - drops all the. exampler. of "enclaves" (they had been challenged in

BC debate), but retains the theory. Proposal to vote separately on

_ different parts of resolutlon vehemently oppesed by tendency leaders,
and voted down.

TR 17 anneara (at 1paqt. fhlq ia fhp flrst +ime we saw it: some

he.has pro-Argentlne 11ne on

© August 15




comrades may have had it earlier), Tn it Jones.writ
to I? T "We have admitted elsewhere that the use o
oampLeis_got accufate"; We don't know where this "élsewhere".is
" ws?nlégdzisgfi a;:;;:s.astP:cial eonference, allegedly to.diSCﬁss
th ySL . in Britain for some foumr weeks i |
which he has only ene meeti i hat one 1o o
: ng with the WSL ®C, and that i
all the BC members present - in i L £f o rind i
et , = Including Cunliffe and L « 1 i
account of himself evasive and unsgati b fabsent feon &
» ; , factory. Smith (absent
EC) prrtests bitterly ab i £ ' oland hag done mothrs
ouh oo oate. ¥ about minuks of it - says Leland has done nothing

Morrow informs ' L ‘
O Mex o) o thiﬁftSi;k?e has asked Lelgnd toAtalk tg cds Morag,
- September 16. Kendall presents resolution to ®C en our orientation to LP and
: response to register and witch~hunt. Argues that we must fight for our
rights but adopt subterfuges if.necessary to remain in 0. Ex-tendenc‘
courades ubject that it is 'vague'. Agreed it should g6 to NG, .
September 18, NC. Discussion on Kendall resolution and register. Ex-teﬂdency

comrades still find it vague. Agreed to postpone decision.

September 27 - October 1., LP sonference. , ,
_Oc‘tober 3. ¥C. Move by Morrow a.hd Smith to "restore parity on NC" by holding a
caucus of‘ex old WSL NC members and -deciding on gome co~options.,
. - Finally dropped, when Smith convinced he has false picture of the 'disparity?
October 9-10. NC. Carolan presents resoluticn supplementing Kendall's with , ‘
‘ assessment of LP conference and tactical details. Proposes we fight
by eve?y means to maintain 'legality' ef paper; if nevertheless it is
proscribed, we should continue it (for a‘period) while also seeking to
-create a new publication capable of acting as an organiser for the Left.
This proposal has in the months since then been denounced on the
grounds that "Carolan wants to scrap the paper™!
"~ A%t NC, Carolan/Kendall line is violently denounced by Smith ("a
further major turn away from TU work" ) and Jones ("not relating to
mass struggle"). T o ' :
~ Major concrete point of contention is register. Smith 'and Jones
- argue that Marxists should not try to comply even after it is success—
'~ fully imposed (if it is). : : ' ' .
" "No alternative proposals other than a resolution from Cunliffe (IB21)
- (drafted on the spet) which makes no assessment and eutlines no
perspectives, but just says that we shou1d ‘ maintain the 'profile’
of our press. , : ‘
NC decides to postpone vote agein, to November. »
NG also discusses RWL. Smith (introducing and summing up the item)
‘eriticises RWL, but sums it up as having a_"lbngAandfairly tortuous,
but consistent, development away from sectarianism". He sharply -
denounces Carolan and Kinnell, who argue that the RWL is a sectarian
cult, without serious politics, destructive, out to develop a

faction in WSL and try to split us: "Carolan and Kinnell seem to want

to throw just anything at RWL... RWL is zero factor in the internal

situation of the WSL". Our hostility to RWL is put down to a lack of
concern for international work. . o ,
November 13-14. NC. New Cunliffe resolution on LP. Practical conclusions

es, with referenbe
f the term 'class

identical with ¥endall and Carolan resolu-

1. ‘ ‘ : ts, however
1 ¢ wo aonths previoucly. Supplementary commentis, & ’
zgzgidzftgzeigzattgat a LP-Elegal"paper is "necessarily of limited

relovance" to most workers, etc.; i.e. continue the TU (etc) versus

LP counterposition previously argued by Smith and Jones.

' oot ' i i i than a tactical
No-one at NC now argues that registration 1is other t
issug? giﬁe of October 9 Carolan resolution is an effect agreed

nani . But a solid block of comrades vote against practical
ggggi%g%g%g sgction of Carolan resolution and even agalgst a 5
for education/discussion internal meetings on L

osal U ! _ 1NgS
-gﬁrgigguggogpeakers from all viewpoints. General denunclatlons of us

s liquidationist, not concerned with TU work, etc.,.continue-exactlz
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: ‘ j oposals.
te comrades having come OVeT to our practical prop

Sy . o - bank-
- . pahip - all of it - as "
77-31. TILC meeting. RiL attacks WSL leadens x?cld'WSL are "capitulatnrs”.
peosmer rupt". Br I-CL mebons ate "rev1le%§$t§‘; i time RWL denounces WSL '
- -y ' . For the first * WL de _ _
and LOR call for tendency. e Lirat X ¥ this at the summer
| o§2ily.én"LP question (they had largely kept quiet on t » :
g . <ion where Leland S violently de S : oir !
: Aﬁ’z'zisi;iéynung cOmrades’néw'in~the>flnte;na%xona}lst ?endency °?1§P
o ro present, Smith Teplies by seying that "ihere are major diffezencedl .
resent, ‘ ‘ .
- ‘at a WSL caucus that ey sho
the WSi™. Tells these comrades a at . ieland is 1ot
o clusi 1land's behaviour: "Leland 1s D
draw, bad conclusions about RWL from Leland v A _ ot
’ W 4 ‘ ; te on January 30, this sirange
rosehtative”. (At the London area aggregate oI J4ai . TN
gggiziziidn betWegn the RWL's politics and the line pursued by its 1ead§§n
ship was presented to the meeting by Andrea C, present at the‘T{LC :éizrders')
though not now in the tendency .she also excuses RWL record on .Ope
Leland remains in Britain for some weeks after TIPC meeting; no-?ne
even pretends he is doing anything other than organising a tendency in
: . the WSL. . . » , s . _
January 8=9. NC. Morrow says he will form a tendency = claims it is not.a pro‘,
RWL tendency. y v A
gtart.-af present dispute on Ireland. Resolution from some Glasgow

R N s \

. comradés wildly denouncing editorial on Ballykelly ('scab politics', etc.)
Jones = who, when this whole issue first came up, after the Chg}sea.i
barracks tombing, initially proposed at the #C an all-out condémnation
of that bombing, and had to be persuaded by Carolan and Kinnell that
the condemnation sheuld be qualified - responds to Glasgow resolution
by dePloring its tone but saying he tagrees with much of it'.

'British Perspectives' draft from Cunliffe presented. This is in
 .effect the first counter-proposal to the'Kendall[Carolan documents of -
 September/October. It calls for a self-presentation in sharp distinction
" from the Iabour left (p.10-11), in the name of avoiding "further (?)

dilution of eur political line and submergencé of our revolutionary
organisation". No details are given on this "dilution" alleged already -
- 'to have happened., I.e. general, undefined condemnation of politics ef -

post-fusion organisation, call for a return to something nearer a
"party profile". o -

the same,despi

" January 16. New tendency announced (though in a phone message to the January

. 13 EC Morrow had said he would not form one), It has a pro~RWL platforﬁ.
January 22, Tendency discussed at NC. Jones deplores its formation but says he

agrees with much of what it says. General line of his objection to the
- . tendency is that comrades concerned have no warrant to form a tendency
on that basis when he (Jones) is already fighting for much of the
politics they propose,.

_LP discussed. Jones, Cunliffe, etc. say we are being too polemical,
artificially sharpening the debate, etc., but issue dozuments accusing
us of a 'consistently scornful attitude to the Marxist programme ',
qf considering a fight for reforms quite sufficient, of blocking all

- criticism of Kenn, etc. o '
_ At end of NC, Jones proposes that new NC should a composite of two
separate NCs, elected respectively by separate ex 0ld WSL and ex I=CL
meetings at our conference, with post-fusion comrades throwing their lot
in with one or another "camp" as they chonse. ‘
January 25. Hunt youth document: condemns post-fusion youth work, proroses
: return to SYL-type orientation. S , '
January 28, Public appearance of a new document from the new tendency (evidently
drafted and discussed within the tendency some time earlier). Spells
out clearly the logic of the tendency: expresses warm solidarity with
RWL, says fusion was a mistake, declares that being in the LP is
incompatible with te ing an internationalist at the present time, calls
for 'TILC' to be put on masthead of paper, etc. - ' '




NGRESSION AND RupREAT _ . ¢ %
‘ .;f-‘f':tz» "" .
~ In broad ﬁolitiéaiitérmsf th 5 : L
is Z respons§ to the defeats. suffered ' an_r88225810n11n51de the WL,
and, we believe, conditional and tempo re S opr Jeft and the partial

. rary) retrea
It is - despite the bravado, despite the giimisi?a" of the left over the last pepjoq,

about - a reflecticn within our .ewn ranks cof the_broader’defeat, a shift to

- defeatism about the irreplac
he placeable work we must i iti
the tradﬁ.uniuns and the trade unions thems:iVe:? H the mass po}1t10a1 ving of

cal options fo‘ deflect
wliffe and a big blosk
0 previously abandoned

, e Triggéfed'by}the COﬁpﬁlsion t
.. 8nd survive the witch-hunt, ;
.on the NC developed
sectarian approaches

' consider tacti
un't, comrades Jones, Smith and (
a dlstlnct inclination to g0 back t

THE LINKED CHAIN:

Chris E, Sue E and Mike J (ERJ) have spelled out the sectarian

perspective, We should put TILC on the masthead of th oo Be
LP with a bang. ° e paper and go out of the

Mot all the comrades involved in the sectarian régféésfbﬁ:égree with
this. Cunliffe assured the January 22 NC that he advocated né'tufh'awéy from our
present magss-movement orientation, but only a 'sharpening-up' of the paper.

The problem is that rio lines are clearly drawn. The EEJ document is
issued after discussion within the 'Internationalist Tendency' as essentially
reflecting the views of the ten&ency. Morrew has said that the IT largely agrees
with Cunliffe's 'British Perspectives'... There is a sort of political 'chain' in
which Cunliffe basically agrees with Jonés, who basically agrees with Morrow, who
basically agrees with EEJ. ' .

The 'BEritish Perspectives' document tells supporters or potential
supporters of the 'IT': "Don't worry, we will fight to restore the ‘party profile'.”
At the same time it includes all sorts of qualifications and provisos designed to
reassure comrades committed to the work of the new WSL. It tries to placate the
tendency without going out on a limb with them. It tries to deal with sectarianism,
‘not by fighting it, but by conciliating it.

© This createé, on what we would see as the sectarian side of the present
i i a¢ lear positive view
dispute, a confused, undefined bloc, held together nect by a ¢ i
butpby éommon disqu;ets, misgivings, and resentments. If this bloc had its way,
it would blunder us into sectarian se}f—isolation. : :

' ; i i wi k up, and that comrades such as
h this 'chain' alliance will break up, .
Cunliffe wgil Sggertake an open political fight agalnst’the sectaiiani ofn?h?Mige
But dec facto the alliance exists. The tendency can agitate o? the s oga..
cunliffe fight for his perspectives'. There is a common sectarlaﬁ regﬁz:z;on
where some have regressed further than others (some, lndeedi perszgiarian "
progressed), but where the more sectarian are dragging the less

their wake.
THE UNEXAMINED MISTAKES OF THE PAST

At the time bf the_fﬁéiqn we all said that this step was possible

' ’ i i ing awa;
and progressive because it came eut of both pre;fgzlzn zrgzﬁ;szzig§2 agzlng y
age igni our n- no ha
from & heritage of seomar s o SSZi:rian heritage - and therefore alsn

comrades are retreéting.backfto that
away from the fusion.. . .. ... , B
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el that they have much in their old
en we criticise aspects of that
s like the old WSL's courageous

Obviously ex old WSL comiadei feh

iti d certainly w
tradition to be proud. ofe An. Cer )

tradition, we don't mean to minimise achievemen

fight against Healyism.

i i - elements in a political
t for Marxists one nf the most preglous e . | -
tradition:EE a 2ontinuity of pelitical accountlng? honest self apprgi::ieznd
self-criticism, acknowledging and rigorously drawlng lessons from mis .
| | tried to make that element part nf the tradition

ur part, we have , X
For our part, e wrong, we have said soj where

‘we bréught into the fusien: where we think we wer
we think we were right, we defend the record.

In 1978-80 - the period now jdentified in Cunliffe's British Persp?c?ives
as the high point of the Labour Left - a rank and file movement developed, aiming
to transform the LP. Socialist Press related to it in a fundamentally literary,
propagandist way: by examining what its leaders, like Benn, said, and deneuncing
their failute to say what the WSL advecated. Sp did not focus on-the more import=-
ant development behind the leaders' speeches - the rank and file struggle - and
»n developing that struggle. Its approach was rather like relating to a wages
strike by propagandist denunciations of reformist arguments used by the convenor
to support the wage demand, and of her/his failure to advance other demands.

0f course Wwhat Bern said was reformist. Of course anti-reformist
propaganda was necessary. (The paper carried it then and carries it now). But
denunciations of Benn or others for not being revolutionaries are pretty
irrelevant. And Marxist tactical discussions must focus, surely, not on routine,
valid-for-all-time propagandist tasks, but on what is now, on how we can interact
fruitfully with the development of the mass labour movement. :

SP in that period related to the LP as outsiders coming into this
arena to cross ideological swords with reformism, not as militants active within
~the rank and file struggle and concerned first of all for that struggle and

perspectives for it. (Individual SP supporters doubtless were more involved, but
as individuals). ‘

In line with this approach, S P roundly denounced the SCLV ("A

'socialist! campaign which supports Callaghan", was the headline) and the RFMC
("errand boys for Benn"). . ;

It continued to promote pre-conceived formulas when they were
completely out of gear with reality. When Callaghan was on the verge of resigning
to make it easier for Dennis Healey to succeed him, evading the electoral college,
and the serious left in the LP were saying prayers and lighting candles that
Cgllaghan would net go just yet, SP raised the slogan that Callaghan should be
forced to resignt ' : Ll

Mistakes can be remedied: but we must be willing to examine them
honestly, and probe the misconceptions .that led te them. . On the SCLV and the
RFMC the comrades who previously denounced them have implicitly conceded that
they were wrong. But for the most part they have never done a therough self-
criticism., (Comrade Levy has made some thoughtful contributions on this issue =~
but he has been pretty much out of line on this with most ex old WSL leaders).
And many comrades are now reviving the same errors ef cach, the game mis-
conceptions, as led to their mistakes of 1978-80. L

They now concede that the SCLV and RFMC were right; but they advocate
an attitude which, if it had its way, would have stopped the SCLV and RFNMC ever

emerging.

The basic argument ef Cunliffe's document is that the labour movement
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"a;;enation and resen
fore we must distance
denunciatory.profile 8

tment" ig rising in the
ourselves more fiom the

h

alisnated and resentful workers.

o But the ‘conclusion dnes not f

T telus dr ollow from th

o inrze€§:£:g?2§§szhooneeptlonvof poli#?ds. If the labour movement and the Left

retront) .ty (and © e{ are, though.cunllffe considerably exaggerates th LAftw

S clasze' giadapt tactically to that retreat (while fightine . ins

wilitancy (an 1 . alienation and resentment' contains the seeds of SRk
; it does), then it is ridiculous to oze Strt oot

profile we can get that militancy to crystallise r

rather than round the mass labour movement.

€ assessment, except in a

ts true _'Egeb§£%£% of Cunliffe's document - gwathed in "valanced #erbiagé' it
(1 ! ag owards the propagandism of 1978-80, in which politioal séruggles‘
€8s 80 economic ones) are seen primarily as cpportunities to denounce the

leaders = ~ so a retreat by the Left means i

TS aonad ; more opportunities to denounce. The ridi-

Sm%th a iiuﬁggiglonp%éiGggenh%g ggmgﬁg - g%%? by liffe to have been added in by
it"1s "that Sectarian component of the old WSL tradition - shelved

but never fully purged - which is the common political element in the 'chain
alliance' described above. '

The same matrix, the same basic model of proper Trotskyist activity, is
shared by a range of comrades. (Fundamentally, it scems to us, it is the model of
the SLL in the middle and late '€0s). In recent years it has been overlaid by more
or less intelligent, but always empirical, tactical additions. Now, under the
influence of the difficulties of the Left in general and our fusion in particular,
comrades are reverting te 'bedrock'.

Some - FEJ - twist the matrix into a sectarian caricature. Others -
_Cunliffe - offer a mure liberal, less stereotyped interpretation. But the common
matrix is the problem. '

THE CONNECTION WITH THE FALKLANDSAMAININAS DEBATE

erganisation has been one

i ] v, the process within the
Since Key 0 S taaion o or to deny it, will only

of the unravelling of the fusion. To refuse to see this,
deprive us of the possibility of reversing the process.

the ex old WSL leaders.to form a tendency
1ly fuaction on the informal network and.
o the division of the
tedly warned that this was

, Inevitably the decision.by
(which could more or less automatica f
linkages of thg old WSL) led in the ensulng months t

organisation into two blocs. The comrades were repea

inevitable. They proceeded nevertheless to use the occasion of the Britizhf " wst
Argentine war to re-divide the organisatien and to rally the forces of the e SLe

' They sincerely and consistently had an impulse to gupport A?gent%na
right‘from thi beginningz their conduct, -however, had a.factlonal.log%glqgézgerenc
separable from this political question. If they had called for a speil ¢ ‘
in the middle of the war, that would have been polltlcglly resp?ctab e anth
honourable, even if we would think it ill-advised and.irresponslble. Bu# hej ,
did not support the call for a special conference U?tll four weeks af?e? % ihwar
ended, i.e. when it was no lenger a live political issue. And the po§1t;o:h hey
put to the special conference - expressing what they had finally-deomdedth e ctor
WSL should have been saying during the war - was only arrived at two months alte

the war ended.

ot maké sense as a necessary by-product of

dent for it in the history of the Marxist
tion during the war.

This way of proceeding could n

a political dispute. We know of no prece :
movement. It could mot undo the performance of the organisa
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*It could not even satlsfy the groups the comrades wanted to satlsfy internationally,‘.
.such as the FIT, RWL, LOR, 'TAF. Its central purpose could only have been to achleve

a des1red factlonal result inside the WSL. SR R T _ A el

Why did the comrades do this? ENen before the fuaron, some comrades in
the 0ld WSL were uneasy about the identity of the organisation, which they saw ‘
in terms of the middle/late '60s .SLL 'matrix' discussed above. They came into a -
fusion, the basis of which included the contlnuatlon of the broad paper and the O.
- work pioneered by’ the I-CL, without really being: convznced about this work.

We did not succeed in convinecing them (though efforts were certainly made)

They became increasingly unsure of their political identity. There was alarm,,'
3®mmhwmm,&%Mmhﬂumr%mmﬁmmTmeweMﬁwpmmw : -
denunciations of the ex old WSL leaders for 'not fighting' the ex I-CLers on the

EC and-NC. This was intensified by a strong fear of the supposed devilish’
intentions and cunning cf some of us in the new WSL. The ex old WSL leaders
certainly did nothing to fight this fear. People con31dered important (ded,
,Connolly, etc) resigned, and. others threatened to. .

These problems could have been 1lmlted, -and we could eventually bave

got beyond them, with a concerted polltlcal will and a less fearful attitude

" to the dissatisfaction from the EC members. But instead, as a solutlon to the

problems and the threat of the loss of a section of what they saw as their 'base’,

- the comrades latched onto the polarlsation ln the organlsatlon around the Falklands
War . : . : . - . :

- . Inltlally they reJected the call for a spec1a1 conference. They took 1t
up only when they became convinced that they had a lot of support, and perhaps
..could galn a b1g magorlty of the organlsatzon, lsolatlng the ex I-CL leadershlp.

lhey must have been bltterly ‘disappointed” by the result of the spec1a1 :
conference. They had a minority of the active WSL members, and gained a nominal.
majority on the basis of imactive members paid in at. the door (from Runcorn, for
example « But nevertheless they had re-assembled 'thelr 51de"of the WSL, and
rallled it. ' . .

. Pressure agalnst the broad paper approach could only be encouraged by
this, and by the denunciations of half the organisation as pacifist, equivocal
tewards imperialism if not pro—lmperlallst, and bending under the pressure of the
LP enviromment. (Actually, most of the Labour left had a vaguely pro-Argentina

'jPOSltlgn, sometimes wrapped up, as with the CP, in phrases about the UN. ) The spirit
of a big section of the pro-Argentine section ‘of the organisation was expressed
jmmediately after the vote at the special conference, when a young comrade from -

- Leicster (now in the 'Internatlonallst Tendency ) shouted to Kinnell: “Now the next
thing- 1s to get rid of you" i : .

*mom FALKIANDS/MLLVINAS 0 LAbOUR PARTY '

. - At that stage, the fusion agreement about the character of the paper o
’ "held. But it could only be a matter of time. : Q

The Falklands/Malv1nas eplsode was the beginnlng of a flaklng-apart

into which the LP dispute has now been inserted. There are common roots. The -
pressure for the attitude that the comrades have adepted on the LP is the -
same as the pressure which culminated in the moves t> divide the organisation.

after the Falklands/Ma1v1nas war had ceased to be an issue of current politlcs.

: And the LP dispute. erupts w1th1n an organlsatlon where the dIVlSlonS
" have not healed. A central fact of life in the organisation Sane the special
conference has. been the scarcely hldden ex1stence ef two camps.s

For that reason, the p“oposal of cd Jones about how to elect the NC
is a proposal ‘that 'puts the cap' on a process of d1v1slon and re-separatlon.“



9‘.

_ It is the !-perfeotly legical eulmination of eVerythlng that has happened since
the May 9 EC last year. It was preceded on October 3 by the demand (eventually

withdrawn) of ¢d Smith that the ex old WSL NC should meet and nominate people to
be co-opted i» the NC to 'restore parlty'

-

If cd Jones's proposal is 1mplemented - whlch is, we trust, 1nconcelvab1e K
-~ the new NC weuld probably be the beginnlng of a cold split. Why? Conference is '

the highest bedy of the organisation. The election of a new NC is the culmination -
of a political process, of the work. of the conference., For the WSL now the eleetion

af the NC will have to be tied, in one way er another, even-if loosely, to the
organisation's decisions on central issues in dispute like thc LP.

For the conference to break apart at the very point of electing a 1eadership fo
carry out its policy decisions is to deny the existence of a common organisation -
- and to take a giant step towards making the one that exists, cease to exist.»

We are to de01de on perspectiVes collect1Vely, and then separate to
. decide on how to implement them, each segment to choose representatives more er
less outside cf reference to the collective decisions. It seems probable to us,.
for example, that if the ex old WSL met separately to elect half the NC, there
would be a shift in that half towards, the more 'hard-nosed’ and obdurate comrades
~in the dlsputes of the last nine months.

“Jones's proposal was made after a discussion on the 'Internationallst
. Tendency'. If the IT is to be part ef the procedure he proposes - presumably

being taken under the wing of the 101d WSL' - then a sectarian shlft in the 'old
WSL half' of the NC seems v1rtua11y certaln.

And after the NC elect10n° We would Be v1rtually forced tc 'renegot-
- iate! the fu51on, the character of the paper, etc.,,, and not in condltlons

maklng for easy agreement.

Wittlngly or not, Jones's proposal was a glant step towards split.
COKCLUSION -

What can we do about the situatlon°

, ;2 the flrst place the sectarian offen31ve must be defeated polltically..w
For once the organisatien has the choices posed sbarply and clearly: to go back~ "
wards with the IT, or to return to going forward with building the the party in the
existing labour movemnent according to the bagis of the fusion, whic as cd Smlth
repeatedly and truly said, was a move away from sectarianism.

B

The unlty of the organlsatlon must be defended.

. _ Desplte massive problems, we have done sufflclently posiive work to more
than justify the fusion., It must be preserved, and the experiment allowed the .chance
to prove itself. There are a number cf pcssible ways of electing a new NC:.

'separate electlons is not one of them.» , :

. For -our part, we . pledge ourselves to comblne the fight against sectarian-
ism - which we see as central to the development of the organisation - and against
the disruption of the IT, with an effort to. seek organisational formulas (1ncluding,i» ’
on the election uf a new NC) that will reassure cds Smith, Jcnes, etc. . ‘

 Carolan
Kinnell
CHill

3.2.83
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British Perspectives ~ Industrial Perspectives
Amendments - Levy -, .

?age 2,Para L insert after line ending 'had ‘died down.' new sentance
"The .end came after more than 8 months with the union leadership agr-
eeing tQrfurther,talksﬁduring'the consultation on‘all-out strike action
despite the government being adamant that they would concede noth ing

more on that year's offer.'

Page 2 Para L insert after last line new sentance 'One véry important
feature of the settlement was agreement on a 2-year deal, accepted by
the TUC NHS committee despite all the biggest unions-having mendates
to oppose this., :Alongside the imposition of a similiar deal in BL,
this must be seen as an important victory for the Tories; long-term
in their declared strategic objective of ending regular ‘annual wage -
reviews and immediately in not having to run the risk of wage strugg-
les with these two important groups of workers in an election year,'

Page 2 Para 5 delete 'July to September' insert 'from midQMay - when
Task Force chauvinism was at its height - until the end of July and

in September’, '

Page 2 Para 5 add after last line new sentance 'Significantly, this
happened generally only after local NHS activists had sent out del- _
egations to argue for solidarity and win pledges of supporting action,

- Where this was done amongst miners in S, Yorks, Lancashire and S. Wales
and elsewhere it had a national impact and gave confidence to weaker,
less ?ell organised groups of workers who quickly began to follow this
lead,

Page 3 Para 2 insert after line ending 'all out action failed.' new.
sentance ‘Such sporadic, piecemeal action of strikes on odd days, with
the demoralising affect of work not done naving to be made up
afterwards, had the major weakness of not allowing the development of
sufficient rank and file organisation on picket lines making control
of acgident and emergency cover much less effective than it might have
been,

Page 3 Para 2 add to line ehding 'area strike committ?es.’ 'and Joint
Shop Stewards committees, many of which still remain. ‘

Page 3 Para 2 insert after line now ending ‘which still remain. ' new
- sentance 'The TUC's call for local Coordinating Committees‘was turned
in some areas strongly to the advantage of militants who, in a few
cases, wrested control from the bureacrats,' :

Page 3 Para 3 insert after line ending 'history of struggle.' 'At the
beginning of May 1t became evident there was a need for a natignglirank
and file organisation to propagandise for these demands, take %nltlapives
and coordinate activity. The demise shortly before gf the SW? s Hosital
Worker paper and Rang F group, which might have provided a suitable yeh—
icle, and the absence of anything else meant we had to launch something

ourselves, '

Page 4 insert after Para 2 'The severity of the privatisation offensive
and its inevitable increase over the next period means‘thay opportunit-
ies exist for us to offer a lead in the fightback. While it would be
wrong to exagerate our strength, it is a fact that the bulk of our trade
union comrades and many of our supporters are members of the main public
sector unions involved if not themselves in jobs dir:ectly affected. From
NALGO and local authority workers and the civil service to the NUR, UCW




' and POEU, in the NHS unions end in BL etc we nave a broad base of mem= ..

bers and contacts from which it would be possible to build a strong

national conference on this jssue. Our aim should be to draw together - =

the broadest group of activists who have been involved in fighting pri-

vatisation and commit Broad Lefts and other groupings active on this

question to support. Such a meeting would allow us to bring out the ex=
periences made 8O for in opposing privatisation and introduce our pol= ..

jcies to a.wide range of militants. Another important dimension to a

meeting of this kind would be to link it_firmly'with the struggle w@thinf

Labour controlled councils.'

Page 5 Para 2 add after (intq the hands of the membersf7'through;mediaf |

influenced postal ballotse'



