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The Galtieri Gang Rides Again eseesec.o Casey, McVicar, Mechan
League wets throw in the towel esecasece Casey
For labour movement based youth work .. Coventry

Reply to comrade Hunt eececsssscscseses J2ZZET
(Note: the resolution referred to in this article will be
found in IB 39).

Conference is February 18-19-20,

Furtpner discussion articlés and resolutions should be &ent to the
centre, if possible typed 44 cn Ronco stenciige

Please if possible comtribute 20p per cupy towards the cost of
producing the IBs and mailing them.



AFTER “HIGH NOON AT GOOSE - .
'GREEN" = ANOTHER EPIC OF
MAVERICK POLITICS:

- The Gataen Gang
Rides Again

Part One (Introduction - not for voting on)

Even a casual reading (they hardly merit anything more than that) of many of the pre-
conference documents now being produced with increasing frequency and decreasing polit-
“ical clarity reveals a striking parcdox: the mere they talk about the crisis of leader-
ship in the working claas, the mors they talk abnout the need to build an international
party of world revolution, the more they talk sbou® the need for us to provide genuine-
1y revoluticnary leadership to the olass, efc,, ete. - ihe mere that they do all this,

- the less do they have anything to say about the conrrete work we need to be doing in
the here and now.

Take the question of the likelihood of a forthcoming Ceneral Election, for example. A
reprehensibly reformist eveni, we krnow, bu% nonetheless one that sharply raises the
level of political debate and activity,and presenis real opportunities for intervention
by revolutionaries. What should cur interventicn consist of? Apart from passing refer-
ences to a resurrected SCLV, one locks in vain through the documents for any concrete
proposals.

Another example is the witch-hunt, now tegiuning to finally gather steam. It is a real-
ity which we, and the refcrmlut/centrlst Left need to confront, and defeat. But insofar
as the issue is taken up at all in many o! the pre-conference documents, one often
finds only idiocsyncratic noncense

As a final example, there is the latest round of anti-union leg*slation, itself only
the harbinger of still furtrer attasks, and the question of our relation to/interven-
tion in the new wave of left caucuses/Broad uefts in the unions. Levy's document does
at least start to get to grips with such issues and acknowledges that "we need propo=-
sals on this work {against anti-union legislation) %o cope with the new situation",

We do indeed need new proposals. The prodblem is that there iz no sigr. of any such pro-

'posals being presented to the naticnal confercnce,

In place of any concrete proposals on such issues, we are confronted with a hotch-
potch of politically semi-literate documents, fantasising about rebuilding the Fourth
International (with, of all things, the TILC), and rambling inccherently about liquid-
ationism, programmatic abandorment, transiticual demands etc. A variety of shibboleths
("our primary orientation is to ihe working class") is substituted for specific propo-
sals. Was the background reading for these documents done in the archives of the IMG = -
or the archives of the Spartacis*s?

Or in the archives of the Militani? Curliffe!'s'British Perspsctives' are characterised
by the same hland emptiness and abstract impressionism that permeates anything produc-
ed by Militant, the only difference besing that whzreas the latier ave always steeped
in addle~headed optimism, Cunliffe's appears to be the product of a fit of manic de=-
pression, Kinnell's unending amsndments represent zn attempt at artificial (extremely
artificial) respiration. Buthanesia would be s more appropriate frie for such a docu-
ment,

Having glossed over the specific tausks fa ng revziutionaries in B“lt&ln, Cunliffe
proceeds to perform the same feat worli-w 73 %t the same Cegree of success, 'Aspects
of the international situaticn and our tas gnores most of Furope (e.g. Spain, Por-
tugal, Holland Belgium etec.), vivtualy the wh,.e of Blark Africa apart from the South,
and most countries in Aratic Africe as well. The socticn on 'deformed workers states!
mentions only the degencrated workers state «f the USSR (doesn't Poland even deserve

a mention Yim passim'?} wnilst China is put into a sppczato category (does this mean it
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isn't a deformed workers statet), And the sne ares of %he world where the document's
Mickey Mouge politics would have aome relevense is alsd ignered compleiely: Disneyland.
In terms of coming to an understendi moksly, The cocument is gbout as meaning-
ful as a long-term weathsr forvecas!? cver Britain, viclent storms in Cen-
tral America, rising temperatures i

o o lead the way in terms of

But, as in the Falklands devate, 1t R
the Fourth International can't

sheer inanity. This person who is5 £ ‘
quite decide whether or not we've turne i :t., On tne one hand, he warns of
the future danger of "sacrificinz sur polifical progeieme and independence of press"
whilst only a few parscraphs leiter he writes that Ywe have allowed ourselves to become
an organisaziion which has abardonned the irethod of Marxism and the direct right for
our programme ...; Arifiing into pelitical succmodation io refermism in practice”.

(I didn't know Galtieri was =z reformist.)

It seems that we're just vavtisl liguidaticnis+ts, for Zvingilon talks of how "the com-
plete iiquidaticn 0f the League has been avcidel ..." « but the line of'reasoning'
which leade him to this econclusion only complicatles matters Ifarther: liguidation has
been avoided because Unc-onz beeherssd to zxnlain through the IBs just what the idea

of convergence and the relasionship of S€ ic the lLeague actually was." Bui if no-one
understood thiz noticn of convergence = wouldn't that only make infinitely more likely
our liguidation intc refcormism?

In relaticn to the Register, the docuament® is simnly incomprehensitle. What is meant
by the ‘poiitical capitel to be nade cutl of <The t? The kind of 'political cap=-
ital' whick CND ccould meke out of 2 nuclilear hol perhaps? And how would registra~
tion 'compartmentalisz us off from pessidle alllss It would be more accurate to ass-
ume that 'possidle aliies' will De scmevwhal mors speedy ir registering than 5@. But,
since Evington is so aghast at ihe possibility of aitempted registration by S@, why

s ¢an step up the fight against the Reg-

doesn't he put ferward sone ideas about how we
ister? Could it be that this vanguard of nroletarian revolution hasn't got any?

How fitting that in the midst of this mass of political irreievancies ncw afloat one
should find a piece of flcousam atill adrift afier the Falklands debate: Layton's

"The political probhiems are as yei uvnreselvaed™.

Layton has got it all sussed out. Szorniwily rejeciing Kirmell's argument that the
Argentine faction zcuptsd their positicn wunder pressure f{rom the rest of the Left, Lay-
ton explains that "+he former mejority pesiticn was due ,.. (o the pressure of the
Left in the Labour Perty, like Keg Race., il

e

In the real world,reformism certainly is an infinitely greater force than the 'world
Trotskyist movement', But rot so in the make~telieve world of Galtieri-ite 'anti-im=
perialism' inhabited by Lazyton and his fellow {ravelliers, where realily is re-~defined
in accordance with scwe Byzautine rotiors of mediasval schoolmen in America. Layton is
quite correct to write that "the pelitical method of the majority must come under ex-
amination" - he might learn comething. Ir all honesty though, we doubt it.

It goes without saying that the crewning glovy of tris political dunghzap is the decw-
laration of the pretentionsly titled "Interuationalist Tendency™ (ET)j, a less than
loveable alien intruder from a differcnt political world, several light years away
from reality.

ET's document amounts %o: fantasising about rebtiilding the Fourth International on the
basis of a rump talking stop of lifcleas pedants; accomodaiicn to Latin Ameriecan na=-
tional’sm, even in the form of semi~fascicy dictatorshipsy retreat from the gstruggle
against social democrzvy i Britain; a vicarinus tail-~ending of Irish naticnalism: and
;u? ort for "sociallsm through geroeide" in Afghanistar (albeit, of course, 'critical—
y')e

] [} N * N o g s 4 ‘ A 9 . , '
ET's internatx?ua%isw‘ m§§1§ehts iisell solely iu the cosmopolitan nature of its poli~
tical acecomodationism. Behind tne pseudo-Trotskyisi rhesoric of the document lies noth-
ing more.than that wh;g@ has iong been a leading characteristic of fake Trotskyisms
prostration before Stalinism, Hardly the hesltalesi of srtariing points from which to
proceed tv rebuilid ilhe Fourth Internaiienci. The most ET could hope to rebuild is the
post-Lerin Comintern ~ of the Thiréd Pericd. :

What these1pre~conference dzcuments havz in common, though to differing degrees, is a
. A e y L o -

fundamental failure tc grapvle wiith the preblemns of the ciass struggle which we face

today. Instead we find iitile but timeless shibbeleths, religiovs appeals to the prop-
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erties of transitional demands, sunerstitious incantations of the evils of reformism,
and a collapse into programme-fetishisw,

There has been much bemoaning the lack of sgyowih of the League since the fusion., But if-
all that the League has on offer is genccide in Afghanistan, support for mini-colonial
ventures in the South Atlantie, vosbing footsatent workers in Northern Ireland, and
ducking out of fighting sociel demccracy in Britain, then one can only congratulate
workers on their good sense in failing to joian up. ' =

In reality though, our situation and record of werk is herdly as bleak as those so
averse to any continuation of 1% make it cut t5 te. The ‘Heaith Workers for the Full
Claim Campaign' and the NCDTUX were both initiatives of the League, which was also the
only organisation on the Left ready to switch over to a semi-weekly production of the
paper at the time of last year's abortive BL strike. However abertive or limited in
their impact such initiatives may have proved, they certainly suggest a more serious
approach to trade union work on the part ¢f the League than that implied in much of the
contents of the IBs curreatly in ecirculation.

The same holds true of other aspects of our wo=k as wall. The role of the Lieague in WF
would contradict the idea that somehow the League has turned away from fighting the
double oppression of women for the sake of a more casy~going life in the LP. In terms
of international solidarity work, one could voint to the establishment of the Labour
Committee on Palestine or the role of the League in the PSC as rnfutation of the notion
. we have abandonned internationalism te collapss into a sceial-democratic insular
parochialism. And in terms oS the so despised wook in the LP itself, there are a num~-
ber of positive aspects to the work of the League, e.g. in LAW, CLPD, LCI, a number of
local Labour Briefings etc, ' :

The progress made has been limited - parily by <he faiilure of sections of the member-—
ship to .carry out decisions of the League, particularly in relaticn to the struggle a=-
gainst social democracy. Those so dismisgive ¢f the wors of the League might be on
slightly firmer ground (thoush in fact they wouldn't) if they themselves had made &
more serious effort to carry out such work, :

Instead of turning our backs on the progress made, however modest, and following ET on
its Oehlerite binge, we woulid suggest a move fruitful cou-se of action would be to
build upon the gains hitherto made in the vericd ahezc. Althcugh infinitely more mods-
est than the various schemata currently being sucked cut of Giffurent people's thumbs
for rebuilding the FI, the follswing proposals are put forward ir the context of att-
empting to come to grips with some of the major problems which the League is 1likely to
be confronted with in the immediate future. ' : ‘

(We would also suggest that such proposals coniribute infiniteiy more to the rebuilding
.of the FI than all the bluff and bluster in so meny of the current IPs. The FI will be
rebuilt by revolutioneries relating to the realities of the class struggle; the FI will
not be reborn through political necropnilia witsn the TILC.) -

* : * * * o * * *
Part Two (To be voted on)

General Election | |
1) Immediately after productioca of the offigigl L? manifes?o.S@wp?oduces & brgaigﬁe;:n-
as our response to it. The broa&shzet will tixe up 2hzhy§2122$2¢ ;Zzzgzzfczo:e e
i and ccunterpose to it an altermative based on thre ain © 1ts |
;i§§zof22 a workerg' government; for working class mecallgat;on ?hatex?;tzhelou;::?grm
of the General Election. The broadshaet will propese an alternatlygﬁpo; : za dpmands
upon which we argue for CLPs to mount their 2lection campaigys, witn zerBa‘::sﬁ snds
in the platform to be pricritised (e.z. uniiateral ngclear d}sarmamen”, riti b -
drawal from Ireland, restoratica of all cuts in ppbllc apendlng)fwAt the B?me ne a8
raising the demend for a workers' goverrment in *he course of suin a.cagpaegn,overn—b
plain in the pages of S@ in intelligible language the relation of a worker &

ment to the dictatorship of tha proletariat etc.

2) Immediately upoﬁ production of this broadsheet, we tegin to campaign aro?nd it and

get CLPs to adopt it and put it into practice. We uaezthg alternative campaign a; gl‘

means to turn LP branches outwards. (We do this enyway; ?he appf9ach of a Geneig

ectioﬁ and our proposals for the campaign tc e mognted lnhieia6102 E?Pittgrgzldepib
' i i 1 i ractice. ) We Tig 0 g% ‘ -

better cpportunity for putting this into practice . 2 :

lzc meet?ﬁgs, cerry out recruvitment drives on the vasie of the alternatlve campaign.
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3) We argue for the alternstive not just in CLPs but in ail arenas where we can get a
hearing for our proposals, e.g. ir local Lebour Briefings, the LCC in some areas, "in
LP Broad Lefts, in union Broad Lefts as a transmission belt into workplace branches
etc.

4) In LP-based single~issue campaigns we fight to get & national commitment on their
‘part to fight for CLPs to support and carry oul relievani parts of the alternative plat-
form, e.g. in the. LCI we argue for all LCOI weibers to organise and fight in their CLPs
to ensure that priority in election campaigning is given to the question of British
withdrawal from Ireland. The same approach could be taken up in e.g., Labour CND on
unilateral disarmament or through WF on women’s rights elc,

5) In the course of campaigning around the aliernmative proposals we advocate, we give
priority to getting the campaign into werkplaces, not simply as an end in itself but
to exploit the opportunity which thereby exists of building workplace branches and
strengthening the LP's base in the working class. :

6) Given the shifis to the left in LP policy since 1979 and given the recent/current )
stress placed upon accountability of MPs ito -LP policy, the odds are that the mainstream
Labour Left will counterpose (unless it falls in line around ‘party unity to win the
election') the notion of 'fight the election on Party policy' to the cfficial, right-
wing, manifesto. We must not allow ourselves to be dragged along behind this. Whilst

we support specific elements of official LP policy, the policies and programme of the
LP are obviously not our policies, our programme. At the same time, and as a last
resort, if our proposals for the %kind of alternative campaign outlined above are voted
.down at a CLP and the checice is between the official manifesto or Party policy as the
basis for the CLP's e¢lection campaign, we cbviously vote tor the latter. How we then
operate in such a context would need *tc ve assessed in the light of local circumstances
etc.

7) In principle we are not against a resurrection of the SCI@. At the same time we rec-
ognise the unlikelihoecd of building an SCL@ of any signifigance, given the lack of un-
ity on the Labour Left (e.g. divieions in CLPD; divisions cver the Register elsewhere
as well) and the retreat underway in many sectiuns of the Left (e.g. LCC), plus also.
the point madein para. six above. It must also be recognised that in many areas of the
country the SCL? never existed anywal, e.&. Scotland. The idea of launching an SCL@

as a joint effort between ourselves anda the IMG, glus one or two individuals,should be
explicitly rejected. At best it would be an irrelevance to implementing our proposals;
at worst, & positive hinderance. If the opportunity arises of sclidifying a specific,
individual campaign along the above lines with significant sections of the non-aligned
LP Left, then we take it. But we should not launch the above initiativee suffering
from any delusions that this is likely to occur.

Q) Not later than a month after the General Election, an aggregate/special conference
of the League will be held to discuss the impact of our work in the election campaign
and what we should be doing in the post-election situation.

LP Work ‘General}

'1) Membership of the LP is obligatory for all members of the Lea |

) L £ il m gue, Anyone who regards
him/herself as a .8pecial crse should apply to the NC to be excused from this obligg-
?ion. It is equally obligatory for all members of the League to fight for our politics
in the LP, rather than be passive card-carrying members only & la Right-wingers.

2) Our intervention in the various LP-based bodies (e.g. LOC, CLPD) and ai - :
campaigns (e.g. LCI, LCGR,, Labour CND) should be ra%ionaliseé and better 2§§i§i§§:u§y
the NC. At the mcment members appear to be expected te hold membership of virtually
everything possible. This is impossible financially and meaningless politically. We
Join campaigns to build them, on our politice, not fu turn up once a year to the AGM.
Instead of a succession of appeals to join ore campeign one day and ancther the next,

we should divide our (limited) resources to enasure a constant i
) 5 re A active
of them (or at least as many as possitie). ' » presence in all

3) Whilst bearing in made the points made in 0 & i i
) int ! para. two above, we give priority to tak-
ing out mémbership of LAW and the CLPD, and to getting CLFs-étc. affilfated tz them,

" 4) We stop regarding factory*branches a8 a 'nice idea' and start setting about build-

ing them. Goals should be set by the KC and prcgress monitored *
place branches oS { progr itored. (*should read:Aworkf



5) In S@ we nee§ more coverage of vhzt LPe are seing in different areas, i.e. report
giemﬁzeg ontLP in Birmingham, nexi week in Glasgow, week after (if possible) report
. N s B - R . R, . . D , :
o eicester members on Lr in Leiecertfer evs., and then start cycle of reporis again.

6 R - . o wm . .

tg ﬁgaiuanzie resgyi?ebentoA}ocaleﬁbovz Briefingg., vhere they exist, we intervene
rmittf . ;em‘po 1,1caL:y. Vgere vhey den®v vet =2xist, we initiate ihem, resources

permi ng. If the witch-hunt is stepped up and tho nroseription of S@ becomes a real

possibility, we make this a majoer priority. "

T) :m?ediately after conlerence, a special 1B on LI work will be produced. This will
ggn gpn reports from each branch on: their worx/achieveuents/lack of achievements in
e locally; general nature of LP in theiw own particular areas éxistence/level cf

activity/political leenirs ot {iah) . s : X
lor arei{p enings cf ovther left{ish) groups/campalgns in their own particu-

?) ?he IB will be Q@souseed at a special aggregate/conference. If the General Election
is in the n?t toc distant futore, this will be the sawz aggrezate as that referred to
in para. 8 in the gection on the General Election. If the election is not ©ill next
year, an aggregste/conference will be held later thia vaar to discuss the IB, The-NC

p 2 p 3 F C p dlS 718} f'lI‘ tj 12X p -

Witch-hunt

1) We make it a priority for membexe of the Teague to be members of LAW and the CLPD,

A1l League members should be members of at least one of them; if possible financially

and meaningful politicalliy: boih. These are the main medium through which we fight the
witch-hunt.

2) Whilst not withdrawing cur member ou the steering sommittee of Militant's Steering
Committee against the Witch-hunt, we treat “his tody with the contempt it deserves,
.recognising that it is utterly incapavie of giving any lead in fighting the witch-hunt.
Whilst not being averse o joint wovk with #t, we shonld rencgnise that the only joint
work it is likely to be interested in i3 raising money to cover their legal coste of
taking the NEC to courti.

3} In terms of motiona for the 1983 LP rational conference we nake it an absclute pri-
ority for our membere ic get tiheir CLPs 1o submit motions to alter clause two of the
Party constitution tc re-open the Party te affiliations.

4) In the LP-based esingle-issue campaigne, we fight to commit them to continue to ace-
ept as full members anyoae expelled from the Party during the witech=hunt.

5) Through LAW we fight tc ensure that the question of the witeh-huni is raised when
re-gselection takes place due to boundary re~organisation, not simply in terms of: is
the potential PPC for/agains® the witch~hunt, but in termg of demand’ng a specific
comnitment from him/her that he/she remaius answerable to that CLP even if it were
formally disbanded by the NEC for refusing o carxy out expulsions. o

6) In the unions, apart from fisnting for édemocratisation of the block vote, we get
 LAW to campaign fors union branches 1o rentinue to send Celegaies to formally disband-
ed CLPs, pay affiliation te formally disbanded CLPs, and to be prepared to delegate
formally expelled individual LFP members to CLPs if the CLP is prepared to accept them,
as well as general boycott of any cham CLPs the NEC attempts to set up to replace ones
they declare disbanded. ' : :

7) In the course of ihe run-up to the General Election ve (direcily, and indirectly
through LAW) we raise as a continuvous theme the way in which the Right will be sabo~
taging Labour's chances of winning, e.g. watering down the manifesto, attacking the
Left rather than fighiing for a Labour victory etc., partly as an erd in itself, part-
ly to put the Left in a hatter position, should Lebour loss the election, to beat

back the Right's offensive around the theme of ‘the Left cost us the victory'.

8) There are whoie areas of the couriry in winich LAW is still non-exisient, or just
one or two individual members. We therelore puah the LAV steering committee to pro-
vide resources to enable a widening out of its infiuence geographically, rather than,
as seeme to be the case at present, LAW waiting for individuals in the localities to
- get something going off their own backs.

MEEHAN CASEY MAVICAR
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and wore fucaentally.he does not se2x to se2 any need to figat it.Ia-

plicit in the reduction of thre L3 reijlis €O 2 union huraaucrats' plot is
the motion that tas LY does not reaily count for revh.Il things are swinging
to tiz laft in it,as in 18UCG/81 (Cien lot's join in , buc if  the Right is
grln the oifensive as it is today,tiiere's otaer areas of work for us sworen, youith,
blaczs zte. .

Dida't soseof us jo turou a sivdlararsment avout 7 years ajo?

A then there is Zimmell's cocument.leveisd of any jeneral tueorstical/pol-
itical introdurtion,tie resolution hasnot a word to savy apoat iiow tc bast Ifight
toe wite: auat,is implicitly based on tie assuaption that the paper will He

shut down and the cnly concrete proposzls for action contained in it flow out of
that assugtion tiat the mpaper will be siut dowm.

ES
“hat is dmnell's attitude to the arpuzats ol Carolan in Lds staterent
gquoted sbove? Does Kinnell agres with tuen? Ubviously not, since ic own ras-
olution is z in direct coutradiction to wiat Carslan s to say.lut Kinnell fails
toafe offer aaything evenapprouimsting, to an sxplanztion of why he assumes
‘a advancz oF KW any strugslz that the Right will b2 victorious,at least to
the extont of of cliosin; dom the mR paner awi other left & papers in the LP,
Tespite the brevity cfiis resolution,linnell succeeds in bezing s2lf-contradictory.
In point 3 he states that:" whataver happans w2 will ne2d to aminatain some
wetiod of publishing our full politics.' sut then wrat follows im the rest of the
resolucion is the azsumption that tuat will not be possibla,that alternatives
nesd to be fourd, and that therefore in fact it will be neither possible nor neces

sarvy s . - - - e . - iy & . .
arY t; maintain sommeie method of publisning cur full maxixtwrz politics.

Kinnell's docuent is hased on phantasy and conjectura.first of all,he ass-
umes the paper will be shut cowm.So wisat should ve do.ne vondars,sucking his
taad vhere springs the soution? worik in ‘

a solution as cenjectural as the croblan it is weant to answer . After all
viy assume that the paper will ve saut down,but not local Bs and aybe =ven
T as well? Golding hwas already Arclared tue ICC to b2 a suitable victim
Cortae withchunt.”y zuch standards,local Bs and even T auet nerilt tne sane
treztaznt. :

Thus instead of any concrete analysis of the present simtéation,balance of
forces and proposals asto wiaat n2ads to be done in tie hers anc novs )
¥imell pressite us with an ill fitting 3in saw puzzle of parely nyrothefich
asguntions. ' A

£

virmell's resolutions,vith or without its anendients Lroa Parsons

is a touching hoiily on the need to b2 in the LY and sultabdly ed:lr.tecl

coulC be distributed asa leaflet to ombercof the 5372.In terms on e
{medite propless thought it nas alliritec value.zave Forthose like f)mh}ffe
who seem to lack any insight in the nature of and §tru;f:;1e‘ asainst soc11.le
derocragy. It is however ratuer lzie i the day to iawnch that ina of discus-
sica.

Vhile it might e wortiwinilz 2ven now tonava soa2 Ciscussion on wmat mizat
e nececsary if the Rigat's offensive were to be m.*.cgas;fal totir: oxtent

of Torcir: the closure of the paper,tuere cancertainly 2 no justifiication
for entirz motions . docaments/ 1 sessioas to be xlven over to this :;e’sg;ec:Lalliy
Jien it is at the costof any diccussion abcut tire irrediate stens j;:}{xlghﬁ' c T
need to De taken toorsanise againstwhe witeh twmt Shémain issus walcl n2eds
to be confrontad and overcome which na2s to be taken up av’ clarfiad in tue B
coursa of the preseant discussion would certainly nclude the following: :

Labour Azainst tuc Fitciinmt{LAD:Is kwEx this the central/only canpaing
TaTOUZh WIiCh w2 Zigit toe witca hont or is it just one2 of a muer of
eslecially irwortant Lodiss throw;i iich wie work? Lhat is the present r2lat-

ion Letusen Lot and e @dlitant douinatec Labour Steeris soimltteeilost,




and viat Jdo we want it to be if ©ie veasent r\'élcﬁ tionsidp ;s&unsatz.sj.a'r’:’tggy?
ilave w2 sot mabers on the westing bosy of LAY as wnllna" a;;lb, a  vha
©aratiey 7 shcmld they ba sruving{prasasacly not that tas »: a (: ? mmA ot

- of tire Y? In sreas ahpr:: ;,Aw is non-2xis c:&rxtwu,mr ')t}fm;l‘ :,40g i) ;:y.1 e

one up Or charnal our, efforts into (~<~ wr *lC"Cth’L (@e LUC, a;m,\xo(ﬁ e ;va 3;-.0:-13,
Labour Steering (Cordttes ete) St holo w2 be pushing for Law to procuce 2l
paper ii the paver were to be cloced doun? . .

‘ h ifiven toat tilitant's caromo %ctanamsﬂiychd 1;3’:%1:%12 ?;11 tigssum
a of leadin; a fignt to sava the ~ 2
| Jm;;.;g ifiggi:%lvowlvm- the’ palys‘ii:al lindtations of our forces int 110 Y5 in L
‘relation to »xlx.ltdﬂt" Doss our Youth :Vensnt posses taa kel ot £o a‘:rzca SUC
a caiaizn{do its ixsbers aven se2 a. need for 1t.,I° there a ne2d for an 1%8%
dent campaizn in ue,.encg, of the LE’:‘S or -should it be subsw wd mto the wwors O
LS; or vnatﬁwr‘? : o ,
Trade Unions: Though h!c jor probl ens remain in t\,ru of uork ia the CL‘Ps t.zﬁ;
fignt in the “unions must be the central t‘.x,\‘,_, iven their voting powRr ¢ at L2 nation-
“al coniarence Agamx ao we arzue for a specific ca:*uaz.gr in the unicn or suculd
wori in the unions on the witen mut  be covors»d by LAY 2te? Do 2 mowit & camaimm
restrictad to the questlon of settingtiwse wnion votes cast gjainet t:e repister
or Jo we take it up in the contaxt ol thn saneral strugsle TR S mion
. dz*ncra;y"Am‘ could we aciisve. tn: formar vithout the lattex? . i
v do e organise when o wndon buresuw Tacy withch munts union ! branches wm.ch
sends avle«*d?'e; to. {LPs which the SEC declaves &lud@l"w"dt .

Sinclz Izsue campail pie.g. 10T, LARG, LOMD Lt:.') ¥ Ioes the questiork of
taxing up the fmtcu«- amnt .a’t,,m ,cn car al; Jnu tall procedasee bver the imwiiate
worl: of such Vm,;ngns Supuouing, for zxample, 2 sizeable musber (enougi to

hauper ,ifnot wreck, its wori; of "a local branch nf u capaijn thre sataned
resignation unless a rmesber from a SLP declerad disbanded was bamned from
eowdivr to branch meetinzs of the caavaion: woulc* we maie opposition to the
witch-imt the major issua {i.e. let thaa resi; o oor the work of the cawpaisn
e oppuse, albeit urwillin: sly,that parson attvmm,, ieetin.s)? To what
extent do we ""lgélt in single issue cawpaizns to set then to try to win
affiliations from CiPs ceclarad (slSDm“hAP‘J7 To vmet. entent to we fizht for
{ivs to affiliate to non-rzcosnised {{.c.unragisterad) sinjle issue capaigns?

Labour Left all varietiss). riow do w2 relata to tiam tax,tln,ally ot the
, uuestloa or tix witcia aunt? Jo waat extanc to we make friendly appzels

to i.ilitant to Join Low? To wiat wutent Co we say tad trati about the LOGT
{i.2. its a soctarian, do not ut & S’J’)oblt\lt\, for a real capaiz.? liow <o
we take up the failure of tae Thard laft! to sount a 'pvaui:ir ful £iat apadnst
the witea mnt? Lov do we concrﬂtel" assess the potential for Jomé WOTH:
with 2.5 LG, \vsxwfv‘lally baarm in nind regional nl;.i'ormncﬁs, Laoour
Leader ete? Are we even (still} reant to be manmbers of any oi tiesa? :
] ~aat's basiceall y_mecessary is to chanve tiae whole dirsction of discussion
Jin tee witeniuots The discussion at thw wC wasnt really wm about fi, *‘n.mu

L2 witca tunt at all. it was about debatin, vhat port we should cau
in at in tow supposedly inevitaole storin. I%twc. of taat 'ym" of discussion
in wacih delnat is the wmspoion proaise, we shoull be diacussing mc ;roulﬂ 3
Lzzolv'w in oull i a aL‘CC..'nSf‘J}. count 2x- o*fgn ive a ;zmut t @ righe!
attack. .

[atiad]
x)u.g




FOR LABOUR MQVDMENT BASED IOUTH_WORK;' A reply to comrade Huﬁf'(IB 29).‘

The task before us

| " ?This'Conferencevmust mote with alarm the result of 18 months of "youth
. lgork, in our fused organioation and we must take immediatevsteps from this con¥A
- lerence to resolve that 31tuation. My document attempts to pinpoint the real

problems in terms of the general orientation. The worst psssible outcome of: th
youth discussion at the conference would be a halfWay—hou;e gigigigztggmgFég;:gﬁs -
hero 9nd there, a position that we have maintained up to.now."To,adopt that
p051t10nowoulo ensure a2 federalist youth movement. It is therefore my>view fhat‘
the two opposlng views on the youth ofientation.must.be fought out a -conference
an@ toat one of them must o . .come out as the dominant position .
whloh all memberskwill be obliged to fight for in the class," (P. 1) R

Wl?h these words cde Hunt both opens his examination of the L's yoﬁth'wofk
‘and outlines the task oonfronting the conference in,admirably clear térms.‘-I
bersonally would describe the result of that work in far harsher terms than he
'hasodone: fa;federalist youth movement!' demonstratas unusual restraint for cde.
'Hunt. ‘In my opinion the lack of clear perspectives for the L's youth work (com~
pounded by lack of resources), has created a somewhat peripheral, . two-headed
organisation which sees the two heads squabbling with each other, rather than an
18 patiently building a working class youth leadership rooted -
in the labour ‘movement, - : ‘ : ' : Lo '

~ Cde Hunt is therefore correct in this respect: a national perspective must
be settled upon and all comrades must act in accordance with this perspective.,
Unfortunately, in his attempt to provide such a perspective, Hunt points'the'L
in a direction which, if it were to follow, would prove to be a disaster for
our youth and labour movement work. S o ‘ '

‘The Centrality of the Working Class and the MP

. It should be axiomatic that the working class is central to our work - ‘
' we are, afer all, supposedly Marxzists. But it is not enough to simply state such

& position, for as a FORMALITY it means nothing. Plenty of groups, including‘
religicus bankrupts such as the WRP and the Sparts,. claim to be ‘building jhe»
revolutionary workers' party. It is necessary, therefore, to be clear on what
‘the centrality of the working class means IN PRACTICE. Cde Hunt proposes that‘

' "o assert eee that our main, oentral orientation is towards working

. class youth." (P4) - ‘ , R o

Yet he preceds that proposition with a trend of thought which repreoonts an ultra-:
left rejection of the labour‘movement,'the only solid basis upon which a mass:
working class youth movement can be built. ‘ - _ e o
. ‘The centrality of the working class is a declaration that the'proletariat |
is the only objectively revolutionary class in capitalist society, w1to;tho‘oapa-l.
city to emancipate the WHOLE of society, abolishing for ever class domlngtlon..- -
We-therefore have a fundamental commitment to the building »f a working clas§ o
revolutionary'party. But that will only be achieved by consisteot,andlsgstoxned
work within those spheres of proletarian democracy built up within ' bourgeois

society.  *(See quote from Lenin, printed at end of text) -

That, quite plainly, means detailed daily work in the exisﬁingjorganised :
labour movement - not in order to adapt to its conservatism bu? in order to .
challenge that conservatism, t: win the leadership of the working class.

There are, of.courSe;,other,working class organisations, outsido.of‘what is

commonly idenified as the labour movement, in which we should be working. Tenants
. associations are an oft-forgotten example. But it is in the 1ab0”r movement thaﬁ

the political and industrial muscle of the working class lies. We are.compelled,
. no matter what the conditions, the obstacles, to work. in the trade unions -
. mass organisations of the working class. That argument was sett}ed,long ago -

by the experience of the Bolsheviks and the polemics.befween Len}o an?.the 4
'left—wing'communists'. . Unfortunately, today's 'left-wing oommunlsto« hovel.'
‘learned ONLY that lesson. and that onlv in tart. Tar their whale dAnws £+ 5 e AHEY



M/Based youth/2 o R ST .
Lf/' the MP and AWAY from the ORGANIC relationship which qonn?ctgtltaz;uzgeczgié .
i§§2ns ° The MP was, in large part,:forme%ibykthettrade Eﬁiiﬁséraicies affiliate

ce i iné i uions' block votes; on b . ‘
iergﬁgz”lisdgzéizlzgiﬁide2§GZ§23§1s. Whilst there has been an 1ncreasingcz§2;u1
" demey for white-collar - workers o join the,MPv§a§d‘W:‘S§°:1ifbihze:ztive :
" on this subject) blue-collar workers remain 2 815n1f1¢a2_bpazhe L A o i
" membership. The votes for the'MP are, 1n.the.ma1g, cas 1% natiﬁe'tothe o o
- 'In so far as workers look for a working class pgllticalla er Les

' All this, of course; is not to deny the role of the MP 7h1th€rt§1assered :
of the cdpitaliét.system. Its leadership and pollc1es have h;storlgie zo o Tei1l
the role of supports for the bourgeoisie, buﬁ‘they_have 9n1y een a Hefein‘lies .
“this role because they are based upon the Qrganlse§ worklng class.‘ % oln o
_the fundamental contradiction of the MP: - between 1ts.wo;k1ng 91as§ asc,d iyl
 objective interests can only be served by.thezqverth?owl?f capitalism, azhét
pro-capitalist leadership. Our task as revolutionaries is to recognlsed et e
specific contradiction and to EXPLOIT it. e must _}prlng,theineedsvan L eg
of the working class to the fore, exposing by our-ag;tatlon?~?ropagandg an 4

practice the bankrupt nature of the MP's leadership and policles. But th1§ can
not be done outside the MP a la SWP. Neither can it be done with one foot in and
. one foot out, We can only exploit that contradiction, breaking workers fr?m the

reactionary baggage of social democracy, by a.CQNSISTENT,STRUGGLE for LEAEERSHIP-

VITHIN THE MP AS PART AND PARCHL OF THE STRUGAILI FOR LEADERSHIP WITHIN TH&,LABOUB
© In that struggle we must re-structure organisationally and politigally re-

‘orientate the WHOLE labour movement., °  To- the MP we must recruit women and

blacks who reject the chauvinism of the labour movement; industrial militants;
and new layers of raw youth. 'le must reco gnise that winning such youth, whose
energy, creativity and openness is vital to the revolutionary project, demands a
practice which reaches out to the youth. ' Cde Hunt is quite correct — we must go
~where the youth are (though it should be pointed. out, as it seems 1o have escaped -
his notice, that there ARE working class youth in the Youth O). But the objec-
tive is not simply to make ourselves more accessible to the youth ~ it is to-make
the LABOUR ‘MOVIMENT more accessible. - We must turn the labour movement out %o
the youth. Our task is not only to 'win' such youth, but in so doing to root
them in the organisations of the working class - to bring them into the life and

 death struggle with social democracy.

- In YOUTH terms this means that we must wage a Senious”consistent fight for
the leadership of the YouthO and as the political youth organisation of the labour
movement. This does not imvly a weekly slanging match with the M. No youth
movement will be tuilt like that. What it does mean is that we attempt to turn

Youth O branches outwards, to wherever youth may be. If that proves impossible
because the branch is M controlled, then we turn out ourselves as MP members.

But having done that, we take ALL contacts back into the Youth O.. We build the
Youth O and through that work build ourselves: the labour movement, INCLUDING
ITS POLITICAL YOUYH "ING, is central t6 our work. What we do not do is counter-

~ pose our own tiny forces to the existing labour movement. - Unfortunately, that is
‘precisely what «cde Hunt proposes in IB 29. : o o

Hunt Counterposes CF to the Youth O

, The whole dyramic of cde Hunt's document leads to a sectarian counterpOSing
of CF and the Youth O: We are NOT to be a serious PART of the Youth O: on the
contrary, we are to have an 'independent orgenisation’ with 'compulsory meetings!'
and 'local branches' 'Orientating to the Youth 0. o ' P

That cde Hunt does not mean us to seriously.fight for the leadership of the
Youth O is clear from his own statements, desrite reassurances to the contrary.
"I would be quite haopy," he informs us, "to see ~ Youth O branch fight along the
lines of our orientation and our initiatives in any given town, all the .better."”
(P 3, my emphasis). 'Quite happy'?! 'All the better'?! Cde Hunt's attitude is
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" obvious: it's handy if we win a Y » :

N . ne ; a Youth O branch but it is no 3 ‘
whiZZ?bczer;il :zll} %aye 'our'orientation and our initiatizezs?llgﬁes§§§flal
politics: weli ; fg;Cb 1f‘ye w1n'a.seotion of the labour movement'to,our’fy' '
how the Tonms it w'onihxlsh to{wln all bronches of the Youth O because thaf'S’-»
coniome L ideasktaks 1n the national leadership! I happen to have noticed that =
institutions'ég . elon a2 lot more power when they are refracted through the

of tre ppoms th'le abq?r movement. Yhole sections of youth may not think much.
Yowine, branchese?ﬁhizsgrttsvgz'?gard of CF. Ye must build, win and build thé
leadership " in the labour movem:nt.ourselves' and #0 ?°°t,a workjgg olass youth

. "That fight to win our orientation and bolitics st be . ]

o 2tio; i} CLOSE 1l
wlyz%ng.youty from THAT Youth O to OUR FMovement. NLVYM branches Sggzlélgﬁzgu::
initiatives in the Youth O as well as aspects of OUR politics and recruitment. "

The'Drobosall‘ th ins (P 3? my emphasis) ' e -

o il‘t" DG :v'ls‘ at 1nst?ad'of building Youth. O branches on the basis of

ur politics we build our own 'independent' CF groups - independent of the labour
mqvem?nt,that 1s. Instead of using CF to recruit to the Youth O we use it to
recrulﬁ OUT.of the Youth 0. CF 'initiatives' in the Youth O are apparently
someth;ng dlffgrent to 'our politics and recruitment'. Yet our poéition should
: be thls: ‘?o uge CF to recruit to the Youth O on the basis of .OUR nolitics, simi-
larly tqhw1n youth in the Youth O to OUR nolitics and so to win the national -
Youth 0~leadership, Such a task is not 'closcly linked' to recruiting youth to
the League - it's identicall For it's a precondition of Leaguc membership that
all comrades undertake serious labour movement work, and that includes the Youth
0. The hopsless, sectarian counterposing of CF to the Youth O is Summedgﬁp'by
.comrade Hunt's rejection of the name 'NLWY¥ of the Youth O'. To build ourselves
as a 'tendency', as a ?Ypart'of the Youth 0, is alledged by Hunt to be a 'negative
orientation' (P3). In onc sense comrade Hunt is right, for such » perspective
negates his ultra~leftism! :

The Youth O and a Primary Oricntation towards Working Clase Youth

If Hunt simply wishes to arguc that CF's role in the Youth O has been con—
fined to slagging off the M., then let him argue that. If he presents the
evidence he may well convince me (though I would then be forced to ask questions
about his role as a youth full-timor). But he goes much further than that. His
position is that the Youth Y is SUPPLEMENTARY TO, NOT A PART OF, 'real youth
~work' and 'a primary orientation towards working class youth', _

"It is my view,..," he informs us, "that at fusion we basically took the
issue of youth work and buried it in the Youth O. - We have substituted real
youth work for what amounts to a battle of words between ourselves and the
-leaders and hacks of the M. who have a strangeehold on the Youth O.  The
alternative that I put is a PRIMARY ORIENTATION TOWARDS WORKING CLASS
‘'YOUTH. (Hunt's emphasis) It is no good telling people to do it, we need
ourselves to be going out to youth ... wherever youth are ... winning them ‘
to Trotskyist politics, to our movement, WHILST AT THE SANE TIME having a *
serious 'disciplined' 'communist' orientation to the Youth O."
' o (P 2, my emphasis) ‘ _
: CF is to have a 'primary orientation towards working class youth' whilst at
‘the same time having a serious, 'disciplined', 'communist' orientation to the
“Youth 0! . ' . ‘
- For the benefit of cde Hunt, let me state the obvious: breakiug the grip.
of the M on the Youth O is PART AND PARCEL of a primary orientation %o working
class youth. The Youth O is the political youth wing of the labour movement,
i.es of the collective organisations ‘of the working class. To break the Iout@

0 from the M.'s bureaucratic grip, to make it open and accessible to ALL working
class youth, to give working class youth an organisational imput into the labour
“movement is, or .should bey, ncntral to our fight to restructure and.reorlenta§e :
the labour movement. To reject that fight, as part of the labour movement, in

favour of 'independent' (of the labour movement) CF groups with a 'communist'



A'LM-Bascd youth/4

orientation to the labour movement is to indulge in zhc poiitlcllfianzzi{a;fan
A 2 d ups Such ultra-lelv,
building the labour mrovement from the zroun .
iingensenirs never veen the perspective of the League. Our position has beep t
win the exlstlng movement as part of the mOmeent. .

Comrade Hunt's views appear to he guided not. by Aarxlsm but by moralism and .

impatience. He shares, correctly, the revulsion of so many people at tge bgiizz
eratism, chauvinsim and soxism of the labour movement. Unfortunately, he a "
that revulsion to dominate his judgement. The plain harsh fact is that if wi
to win the leadership of the Youth O then we must argue our politics out w1tt N
the M. That, in and of itself, will not ‘bring us success; but ncither can it be
' av01ded., The M. will not simply disappear and neither will they simply-allow us
to bring raw youth into political activity: they will address that youth in
their long established, sexist, charismatic and heavy handed bureaucratic manner.
Revulsion at their politics and mehods is not enough - we must link a‘c?n51stunt
“practice in the Youth O with a firm espousel of the ideas of Marxism. We must
turn the Youth O out, but we wlSO HAVE to argue our pOthlCS W1th the M.

Winning the Youth 0

Cde Hunt argues that hls p081t10n "means flghtlng to bulld a tendency

" capable of challenging the M. stranglehold on that movement." (i.e. the Youth O,
P 2); The problem is that if we train an organisation in the splrlt of sectar-
- ianism then it will remain precisely that - sectarian. If we recruit OUT of the
Youth O rather than to it and through it; if we build CF in OPPOSITION to the
Youth 0; and if we argue that building a tendency within the Youth O is a -
'negatlve orientation'; and that Youth O activity is supplemntal to, separate
- from, a primary orientation to working class youth, rather than central to it,
then why should our youth take the Youth O serlously? We will be fundamentally
miseducating youth; turning them away from the labour movement, rather then

turning the iLabour movement out to working clasu youth and winning working class

youth to act1v1ty in TH‘IR worklnb olass organlsﬁtlons on the basis of our
polltlcs., ,

, Cde - Hunt s whole n031t10n is. thlS.\ to build CF outside of the Youth 0,

in opp081t10n to the Youth O, with the long-term perspectlve of, somehow, taking
this orgenisation into the Youth O in order to win it. The alternative I put

is this: +to build CF through the Youth 0, rocting our youth in the labour
movement on the basis of our independent politics; the struggle to achieve this
being bound up with the fight to organisationally re-structure and politically
re—orientate the labour nmovement on the basis of Marxist politics and leadership.
That is the only perspective upon which we will win. th@ leadership of the Youth Oe

”he Nottlngham Experience and Our- ‘Perspectives

Cde Hunt claims that the proof of the pudding is in the eutlng'

"The Nottingham comrades have manzged to take over Youth O branches, recrult
to the League and do effectlve youth work, BECAUSE they have an effectlve CF.
group, while the critics survive with their Youth O quor%tes."'

A (P, 2, Hunt's emphasis)
A number of points need to be mades -

1. Without outlining uXACTLY what the Nottlngham conrades: have done and who they

have recruited it is diffiocult to assess whﬁt can be learned ‘both p081t1vely
and negatively from their experience. ,

2. TUntil he cites particular comrades and areas the clalm that critics of his
unltra-left position . merely 'survive with their Youth O quorates' should be
treated with due contempt. When a comrade makes this kind of remark s/he
should properly substantiate it. -

3. BEven if the Nottingham comrades represented a (relﬁtlvely) 1arge force that

would not, of itself, prove their methods to be right. To suppose otherwise is -

- crass empiricism,inot'Marxist analysis. The SWP are a far larger force than
ourselves, they always have been. Yet we have condistently argued that their
politics would incvitably lead to a sectarian blind alley - and that is
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ﬁ2321;§%y¥gh§z has heppened. The SWP is now collanslng in on 1tself. Yet I “"’b
UTEolves oid. ;ia:022agion§§tt;rgu; that the SWP are a far larger force than
. 200 ere 2]
4 GM§1r1018m is strangely soleornons ore adopt their polltlcal methods. Hls
. hat is. clear when we examine oth
| er left tendencies is that th .
4 ?gielworkéng‘class youth than oursclves and anybody else. This Eag bzzzetfzz
| expl;nggo many yeers. Why should this be so? I would suggest that the -
o eda ion lies in their heavy involvement in the Youth 0. We have always
| alfgn % correctly, that they have: politlcelly stunted the Youth O, that they
: ate youth, yet that they have still succeeded in recruiting more working

class youth than we have It is reall
1AVE. tlme “th W
Serlously as they have done.. Y at we took the Youth O as

‘Does Youth 0 activity preclude xeachlng out to youth°

membergziglgﬁ tgzz:gh£tht;§ document is the strange notion that con31stent
| class soatn ;whe vity within, the Youth O precludes reaching out to working.
’ rever youth are': Youth O act1v1ty is supplementary to a
'primary orientation to working class youth':  building a serious tendency within
‘the Yourh 0 is a 'negative orientation'. Or, again,:

".ss wWe cannot regard the Youth O as the absolute central p01nt of- our
work. That must be, as I have stated, winning working class youth to -
our politics, None of the turn that I propose is incompatible with =z

- Youth O orientation, but our TACTICS in and as regards the Youth 0 must

»flow from that PRIWCIPLE of working class orientation."

' (P 3, Hunt's emphasis)

Yet agaln, Hunt couterposes a- serlous fight for the leadership of ‘the Youth 0 to
the fight to win working class youth to the L.'s politics. - It is by counter-

- posing the two in this manner that he seeks to persuade us of the need for

" 'independent' CP groups, mecting at the least on- a fortnightly bas1s, end whlch
would be the- organlsatlonal focus of our work. :

. Such an anu1y31s is political nonsense. ‘The Youth O'MUST BE_CﬁNTRAL‘TO‘OUR
YOUTH WORK on the basis of building a MASS WORKING CLASS YOUTH MOVEMENT ROOTED
~IN THE LABOUR MOVEMENT. To state what Should not need stating, the follow1ng
are ways 'in which we may use the Youth O to build such a movement:

1 Visit factorles, ask them to sponsor one of their aporentlces/&oung workers
on a Youth O or unemployment demo.

2. Write to trade union branches asking their perm1ss1on to uddress them, enclose
“Youth O applloztlon leaflets in case they turn you down. but are sympathetlc
nevertheless. :

'3. Write to all the schools asking for permission to address dlscuss10n classes

= offer to debate with the Young Conservatives if necessary.
4. Do regular leaflets and paper sales of schools, colleges, est4$es, shopplng ‘
~ precincts, dole queues, etc.

5. Do joint leaflets with ward MPs - it mlght even make them more amenable to
hand over the names of young party members! o

6. Establish or participate-in YCND., Have joint YGND/Youth 0 ect1v1t1es ~‘f11m :
shows, discos, etc. If the MP work is .done properly you should be able to ' '
obtain a contrlbutlon towards the cost.

~ 7. Use the Youth O to launch.:.a labour movement campaign agalnst rsclsm/fa301sm

Set up anti-racist bookstalls; have mass leafletting drlves, deportntlon cam—

paigns; build opposition to fascist activity. '

- 8. Link in with campaigns against the cuts, drawlng the connectlon between cuts .
and Job losses, lack: of facilities, etc. :

9. Launch a campaign to obtain free use of. 1elsure qu;llthS for the unemployed.
- Petition the dolc queues, hold public mcetlngs, build pressure on the council.

, One can go on and on: the opoortunltles ‘for youth work through the Youth (O
‘are endless. The energy and spare time of youth comrades is far in excess of -

“other comrades, who often hold 'bureaucratic' posts as well as family responsi- -
bilities. . That energy and time should be spent building the L. in the Labour -
movement — not in encaginge in political fantasies. )
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; But~what,if:a Youth O bracnh‘is M. controliled and the M. roefuse to parti-
cipate in such activities? ‘Then simply announce the activitie§ at Yputh 0 and do
them anyway! YCND, anti-racist work, etc., are NOT ﬁepeqden#;on th? Youth O,
though they are greatly strengthened by-its official and commltted-lnyolvqment.
Seck labour movement sponsorship and support elsewhere - TUjbranches, tra§es )
Councils, wards, CMPs, Women's Sections. The obj:ctive, however, is $0 win .
youth into activity on the basis of our politics, involving them ine Youth O
and other labour movement bodies &nd so to win that Youth O branch. -

Now it may be the case that some Youth O branches have so many M. suppor-

ters in them that: e o B T I A I
1. it will take years for our supnorters to win that branch
2. Comrades are unable to put across their ideas andfactivﬁties.b '
Such 2 difficult situation may be further compoundsd by lack.of experience
in the labour movement on the part of some young comrades. In such éiroumstances
it may br necessary to establish CF groups as a forum. for our youth comrades
to put across their ideas, to gain some organisational experience, and’fq plan
activity involving non-L members. In those RARE circumstances comrades should be
able to establish GF groups, but not as an cxcuse for copoing out  of the local
Youth O. The perspective of winning the Youth O branch by bringing youth into
it must remain. : . ' ’

POLICIES TO GIVE ZFFECT TO A LAOUR' MOVEM:NT BASED YUTH SERSPECTIVE
1. That the L declare the Youth O as central to its-youth'wo?k on the'Bésis of

a thorough-going commitment to working class politics and a working class
youth leadership rooted in the labour mo&ement. ’ - '

2. .That L youth’are committed to fighting for a labour movement oriéntation-
when taking up the problems and demends of youth. '

3¢ Thar L youth take'up 2ll the problems of youth and fight on ALﬂ fhe}issues
that concern youth, irrespective of whether they are specific to working
class youth or not. e o S : :

4. That all L branches be'required to submit & half ycarly and'yearly youth
report to the NC mectings specifically devoted to youth. work. :

5. That youth work be a permanent iteh on EC & NC agendas ~‘aﬁaAthat it be
treated with proper seriousness. A , o I

6. That the NC be instructed to examine ways of estaﬁliéhing sur youth‘work
on a sounder financial footing. ' ' - : o ’

7. That a functioning youth commission be éstablished undefithe chairpersonship
of an EC full-timer. ' : . . . ‘ ‘ o

Quofe from Lenins.
We have ... "to link up, meintain the closest conta S S
N . . : y e : ; contact, and - if you wish ~
merge, in certain measure, with the broadest masscs Qf'the';bfking people -

primarily with the proletariat BUT ALSO WITH THZ NON< SOTARIA
working people." . ' ‘ ‘ e NQI PROL” ARIfN mnsses:p?h

(From: Left Wing'Communism %'Infaptiie_Diébrder - Lenin's'empthis)f

Coventry, Febfuary”1983




geplxdtoHComrade Hunt.
omrade Hunt's document (IE29) points to som i
protlems that have beset our yogh workvsinceefggi:g? gzrlous
argues that there are three basic reasons for this situation:
1) A bodged up job on the fusion of the two youth groups.
 2) A "negative orientation” in gur youth work towards
resolution passing and away from the concems of working
S8 s ure to e " '
ailure to get youth work i iori
) the st g y 1 taken seriously as a priority
I think that comradeHunt is right on the last two points, and
" probably wrong on the first point. However, the conclusions

that comrade Hunt draws from this are in my view completely
erroneous. o : :

the fusion of the youth work, ‘ ’
_ Within the old WSL the question of youth work wasg. raised
very late in the fusion discussions. Our first step was the
perspectives on youth work, written by Morrow and myself in
April 1981 for the WSL Annual Conference. . :

whis document recognised the serious problems we faced in
building an independent youth organisation, the SYL (only 3
functioning branches) and the opportunitieS'opening up in the
MP and the MP youth organisation over the democracy issue, the
growth in membership of the MP, etc. We argued that if we
were to make an effective intervention into the MP youth
organisation "we must recognise that it will not be possible
" 4o do so by posing the SYL as an alternative to the MP youth
group and ourselves as both members of the MP youth group and

-~ .a separate organisation.”

‘Our specific propsals were: a conference to wind up the
SYL and launch a new communist youth paper with an elected ER.
" fhe tendency within the MP yough group would have an AGH,
would establish readers' groubs, and where we didn't control
the MP youth group, hold public meetings. Readers' groups
- would be open to non=MP - TR youth to whom we also
intended to have an orientation -- unemployed youth, YCND,
anti-racist youth, but they would be encouraged to join our
tendency in the MP youth group. rhe EP would not only prpduce
the paper, but lead the tendency and ve would seek sponsor-
~ship from branches of the MP youth group, as well as YCND,
ANL etc. - ) ) )
. ' rhe section on general perspectives for youth work
concludeds ‘ ) : E
"Subject to the agreement of perspectives by the con-
ference, the ICL should be approached at leaQe;ship level to
discuss these perspectives as the basis for Jqlnt.natlnal .
perspectives on youth work in any fusedAorgaplsatlon . o o
At the WSL conference, most of our 1eadlng’you§h.comrades
spoke against this document and in favour of @alnta}nlng a
distinct youth'organisation with a partial orientation into
the MP youth group. Refore the vote was taken, a strawv poll
was conducted of all the youth comrades and we.found that a
majority supported the 1ine of our document Whlch was then
‘carried by the conference, with all our leading youth bar
one voting against. _ ' ' _ ~ .
This change in orientation towards the MP youth group
and using our tendency in the MP youth group 2as the basis for
our drive out to working class youth brought us more or less
into line with the ICL position. :
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The ICL proposal was for a NLWYM -- a new initiative to
set d;fa”brdag”ggguping within the MP youth~group'?o~9rgan§se
the anti-l forces and win new-.youth to an alternative based - = . |
on a ten-point programme. ‘he NLWYM Wouldn’t‘operateuaolgly in - .
the MP -youth group, -it would also -orientate to young war?eis%h _
young women, YCND, etc., but would ¢o so from its base<w1td e
MP youth group and with a view to winning youth to our.tendency
‘in the MP vouth group. . . ' T
n thThe’d%fféenéé“bgtwéen*the-positlon'adopxeﬁwbyftherlagt ,
WSL conference, and the ICL cledrly ‘wasn't very:great. Fusion - _'
discussions -centred 6n what was to go. into ‘the ten point. j_% -
programmej how the NLWYM wds to operate; and how the SYL was to
be wound dﬁfﬁgresuﬁaﬁfy}_it was-in the course of these discus-.
sions that comrade Hunt ‘thinks the fudion was bodged up-in:
great haste. In fact) the ICL drew up the ten point programme
vhich was discussed in the WSL who propesed some amendments. .-
she pfogrammezwaé‘theﬁfagﬁééd:fNothing:was;put'1n~w:;txngson; :
how the;NLWXM-waé'to\operateiand"there;was:clean}y;a%pyoblem o
in that many of the 0ld WSL youth didn't .agree with this .
oriéntation at all and wefe keen to make the .NLWYM as inde- - -
pendent. of ‘the MP youth group as possible, As I understaod;;t,g,~
we did ggree that the.main orientation was to be towards the |
MP'youth group f-,théffit'was'nqtfpbssible_tO‘suggeedrlnw RN
challeriging M on the basis 6f a-partial orientaton to the MP
yough group, and-that we would ise" the NILWYM to:go-out-from..: -
the P youth group branches and bring in the new forces that. . -
would enable us“to.challénge M for the leadership of the"
organisatien: " - v . U T LT T i

"Finally, we’' in the WSL sttick out-for a formal winding up
of SYL and its paper because we-thought it was necessary if we
wvere not to alienate thoge-WSL youth who. oppsed the new .
orientatian, -his fbrmal?wiﬁdihguupfdidn?tfin,fac¢~happen? P
I do not think that this '#as because by.that time:we were
rushing into’ the- fugsion, but because as we began to develop Ca
Joint work for the launchiof the NLWYI the formal winding up - .
of the SYL geemed to be less important than we at first. thought.
it was. In the end, it was not the bodge-up of the fusion that
contributed to: our problems so much as the failure of the o0ld.
WSL and subsequently the’ fused WSL. to".convince ‘those youth,
who opposed thé turn’ to the MP youth group that .this new- - . -
orientation was correct. ST T S T Lo

--his problem,- which remains largely with us:to -this day,
is compourided by the fact that those who supprted. the MP youth .
group orientation did not properly implement that perspective. -
If that had happened we might have been able to .convince the. -

e

0ld WSL youth leadership that we were, after all,. right. Instead

our failure to build even those MP' youth branches under our
ontrol, by turning them out to wor"ing olass: youth, gave - .
apmunition to' those who wanted to  abandon the 1MP youth group - -
orientation cdompletely. - -~ - IS : . . I
“he fruits of this failure can be seen in comrade Hunt's
document, He voted against winding up. SYL and -launching a . -
tendency 'paper in the MP youth group, but as natinnal seortary. -
of the NLWYM he has loyally tried to implement the new policy.
Now he wants to retréat from it back to wvhat he calls "real
youth work" bYecause we have made so -1ittle headway in the :MP .
youth group. He blames the orientation itself. I think the . .-
~problem-lies ‘in the failure of the WSIL to even attempt the
‘consistent .implementation of that orientation. o
Negative Orientation and "Real Youth Work": - , , Co T
For comrade Hunt the WSL has taken the issue of youth .
work and buried it in the MP youth group, substituting for-
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“real youth work" a | 94 '
leaderg and’xazis gf ﬁaf?%s Xﬁdwgggin?efgggghoggiﬁlyesfand e
often seen as gaining a majority in the MP youth briﬁcha§n§°°
passing lots of marvellous resolutbns that, if implemented,
WOUldDbepyﬁe :ﬁlvation of the working clasé." nLecy.
espite the caricature, there is mos in '
%ﬁaﬁr;;hotg wg%tbcomrﬁdg Hugt says. I knox gig;a;;lgwine§;2?§226é,
branch has failed in t ' '
local MP youth branch out to campaign ggoﬁzzz ﬁgiﬁizz :gggsour
youth. The youth branch has grown on a word-of-mouth basis. A
large M presence ensures that the meetings, which we run %u
into debates with M and all propssals to turn the branch’outrn N
to gampalgning amongst working class youth have so far failed to
be 1mplemepted. (We are currently embarked on another attempt
to make this development). These are not untypical of the
problems we have faced nationally in building youth branches
arond Class Fighter policies in the face of M opposition.

But these are very real problems which have to be con-
front?d and overcome. Comrade Hunt chooses instead to counter-
pose "real youth work" to the fight to build our tendency in
the MP youth group -- a fight which can only be successful if
we stop debating with M and start getting out onto the estates,
qole queues, YCND branches, schoals and colleges and drawing
in the forces that will help us eventually to topple the M
leadership. iv..izeo : ‘

] ?hat«is vhy Hunt is so wrong to argue for a return to the
position he and other in the o0ld WSL youth leadership lost -~ .
i.e. an independent youth organisation (NLWYM) with a partial
orientation to the MP youth group. - ' .

If anything,; the whole idea of the NLWYM should be dropped.
It has proved to be a complete fiction since it was formed. Our .
tendency has come to be known by the name of the paper, both by
our supporters and by M, and the name NLWY!, apart. from being

very cumbersome and meaningless as 2 name, only adds to the
confusion.of having two names .+ .by which we are known. The
impact of the NLWYM has been 8o small that the Labmr Party
didn't even send it a form to register. If the NLWYM was ‘
essential for what we are trying to achieve, then there might .
be an argument for trying to turn it into a meaningful organ-
jsation. But it seems to me that we can achieve all that we
want, both in the MP yath group and in other areas, YCND,
unemployed youth, etc., on the basis of a tendency organised
arond Class Fighter, as Morrow and I argued in our old WSL
document. Consequently, I would propose that.we drop the o
NLWYM and concentrate on puilding our tencency around the paper.
As far as comrade Hunt's partial orientation to the ME .~
youth group is concerned, I think it would be a complete waste
¥ time. If we are to win anything out of our worz in the MP youth
group, then we need to devote our resources to mounting a serious
challenge to M. oo _ \
: We can win working class youth to CF and the WSL by
demonstrating in practice our abilty to build mass, campaigning
working class-oriented MP youth branches. Fut we have to go into
this wholeheartedly and not just leave jt up to a few people
who think that it is a good idea. Our proplem is not that we
have tried to do ‘this and failed. Our problem is that we_have
not vet made_ 2 consistent national effort to do this at all. ,
Tnstead of retreating from the orientacion agreed by the majority
on both sides of the fusion, we should bte demanding that the

WSL carries out its agreed perspective.ﬁOnly.then can we assess
the success or failure of the orientation.
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Attitude of the WSL_to Youth Work,

a Comrade Hunt points out in his document that the youth
work has suffered because the WSL has never seriously prioritised
this area of our work. It is my view that it is this, rather than
dlsagreements about Class Fighter groups versus MP youth branches,
that is the main reason why we ‘have made so few gains in our
youth WOLW,.

" I have lost count of the number of resolutlons ‘and. perspec
tive documents in which we in the old WSL pledged ourselves to
a greater ‘seffort on the youth wor¥%, Fvery 81np1e -one .of these
was thén put_in the files and ‘never heard of agaln. 'In the ICL
the nganisatin document seems- to have met a -similar fate. And -
yet eveyone in the movement will agree that the youth‘are a
central aspect of the fight to build a revolutionary’ party, I - =
won't. recxte the arguments. ‘We . all ‘know them, they are as old as-
ke the *rotskylst movement itself. And-yet, what do we find?
Yquth work gets a couple of minutes at meetings of the NC; it .
is not adequately discussed at the EC or 0C; the youth steering
commi ttee does not.function and yet no leading body of the WSL
has called the members of that committee to account or made a
serious attempt to sort out the problemss the youth paper
appears irregularly, greatly hampering our wor'c; no pamphlets
or leaflets are produced; money, articles for CF and progress
reprts on the work are not properlty chased up and the Wiganis-
ation of the youth work is not fought for. Some of the respon-
sibility for this lies with the leading youth comrades, and
they accept this. But the failure of the national leadership
‘to take youth work seriously lies at the root of the problem.

- ~“Previous attempts to rectify this in the old WSL — partie -
ularly by comrade Morrow -- were unsuccessful and the youth
work Just staggered on as best it could. That is the situation
today in the WSL 18 months after fusion and a big opportunity:
to make great strides forward in our youth work. I am convinced
on the basis of the experience of the o0ld WSL and the fused
WSL that we will not develop any serious youth worlc at all untl
that area of work is made the major prlorlty within the organ-
isation. Unless we can at conference commit the incoming
leadership to a very specific perspective for developing the
youth work which it will then be their tas™ to see implemented,
our youth work is destined to continue in its present moribund
state.

We have a major respon81bllity to our youth comrades. At a
time of life when social activity assumes great importance and
when their peer group spends much of its time socialising, we
are asking these young comrades to sacrifice much of that; we
are asking them to resist the pressurss of their peer group, of
sometimes hostile parents, of the attractions of youth culture,
all pressures on our young comrades to turn away from seriouos
political commitment. Young comrades who resist those pressurss
deserve not only our admiration but more impsrtantly our
“support. .he very least we must do is demonstrate to them in
practice that we take seriously the youth movement that they
are enthusiastic about building and which we say will prove to
be so crucial to the building of a revolutlonary party in ‘
Eritain.,.

I am therefore tabling a set of amendments to the Joplln—
Fraser document, supported by a number of comrades involved in
the youth work. ’‘hese amendments are designed to commit the
WSL to giving youth wor'c the highest priority in the next
period, based on the implementation of the Vlganlsatlon
perspective. It is not possible to outline in these amend-
ments every last detail of how Wiganisation should be imple-
mented or to cover everv aspect of policy that we should be
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taking up in youth wori. Rather the amendmen:s set out the
immediate tasks facing the WSL and its leadership todies if we
are- to transform the youth work. If agreed by conference, .

these amendments will make clear the responsitilities of i :
branch organisers, the leading bodies and those they delegate
to implement the perspectivess Put as I have already said, just
passing resolutions, ne matter how tightly worded they may be, .
ig not of itself enough to ensure that we transform our youth

work. For that. it will still be necessary for all comrades in . -
the WSL -- and in particular the-incoming leadership -=- to ma-e
a genuine commitmenxgtoigive to youth work the priority it toth |
deserves- and needs for its success. . LT T

N  Jagger ST
S ;5‘2?83%:;;



