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THE SOURCE, OR SOURCES,
of the bombs that have been
exploding in English cities for
a month now still remains
unknown.

Generally Irish Republicans,
or their sympathisers, are held
responsible. If they are — then
what should the attitude of
socialists in Britain be ?

This newspaper believes
that Britain's bosses have no
right to interfere in the affairs
of the people of ireland.
Throughout the centuries that
they have bled Ireland, thar
only ‘right® in that country has
rested on naked terror, {orce,
fraud, and murder.

Wrongs

The catholic revolt starting
{n 1968 was long maturing. The
bitter wrongs of centuries, and
of the last half-ceatury in partic-
ular, have ensured its continua-
tion. Having once started o
move, the republican catholics
became convinced that it was
veiter to choke on CS gas and
to risk losing their lives against
a powerful, well-trained, and
superhly equipped armmy, than
ever again {0 subside into
sullen resignation.

Justice in this war has been
entirely on the side of the
republicens. Talk of the demo-
cratic rights of the protestant
Irish minority (the 6 County
majorily) {8 trrelevant and hypo-
critical nonsense., The Qx
County state was wn artificial
creation of British imperialism.
its ‘rights® are the Tights’ of
British imperialism — in active
opposition W the right of the
Irish people to self-determin-
ation.

Explain

It we support the right of the
Irish people to sell-determinut-
fon, then we must support their
right to fight for it; and if we
support their fight, then we
must support them using any
means necessary ~ Inciuding
extending the war inw Rritain.

Ev-n if we believe that a
tactical error is being made, it
{s the job of soctalists to pati-
ently and insistently explain to
the working class that if youths
from Belfast plant bombs (n
British railway bars, then they
have been conditioned for this
work by the British Army,
through years of terror. of seeing
their homes wrecked and their
friends intemed, jailed, and
killed, while the mass of the

British people looked on
placialy.

{f there were no British troop
in Ireiand, then there would
not be bombds in British cities —
whether those bombs are planted
by republicans or by agents of
the Bniush govemment as part
of their war to isolate the [RA
from sympathy in Britain.

1t 18 not a Question of terror-
ism as Marxists understand the
word. Military action isolated
from a mass base in Britain it
certainly is, if republicans are
plantin, tie bombs. Bul the
crucial ¢riterion is 1ae relation
o the mass base in ireland.

A military campaign in Brit-
ain would, however, increasing-
ly take on the character of isol-
ated, indiscriminate and thus
futite acts of vioience which
would have only one effect — to
heip crede mass support in
Fngland for Government action
in lreland. It would act against
the still feeble *Troops Qut’
movement. [t would begin to
‘make sense’ W have the troops
rooting out the ‘terrorists® at *
their base. .

“Ruins”

Not teo maay of the large
body of British waking class
opinton which would gladiy see
Edward Heath stoung up on the
yard arm of his yacht see the
IRA as [ellow-fighters against
one other aspect of Government

d ruling class policy. But
some have already done so;
more can be made to do so; that
is the job of revolutionaries in
Britain. While we have no right
W demand that the beleaguered
republicans in Northem Ireland
maxe that job easy — we do
have the right to argue with
them that a campaign of bomb-
ing i England will be counter-
productive.,

Unlike the economic-warfare
bombing in Northern Ireland it
wiii stand no chaace of being on
such a scale as W be a majar
factor in the sitvation. It will
primarily hit at ordinary people,
and thusprimarily help the
government

When Sean MacStiofain said
recently, in the course of deny-
ing responsibility for the bombs,
that the IRA could easily reduce
London *‘w ruins’, then the
degree of miscalculation is
hardly less than that which led
to the 1939 campaign in English
cities — a campaign which was
disastrous f{on the IRA.

Precisely }ecause of the
likely effect of a bombing camp-
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The explosions

in Britain:

algn, it is still likeiy that some
if not atl of the explosions we
the work of the same people wio
set off bombs a Dudlin last
December — bombs which nelped
to push anti-IR A measures
through the Dail, and were alin-
ost certainly planted by British
agents,

If we assume, on the other

g

hund, that it is some faction of
republicans, it would probably
indicate not 80 much strength as
weakness, Weakaness partly
caused bv the lack of active
sohdarity in Britain with the
IRA. wWe must change that!

‘The *natural’ instinct to
direct hestility and resentment
against the bombers and not at

the Govermment is going & be
the best ally the govemment
has, Sociallisis musl insist,
especlally durlng & dombing
Campaign, that the anger ahould
be turned at ihe govemmant
which is responsible direcily
for the lerror in Nottherm irslang
—~ and therefore also for the
bombs in Britala.
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The advance of the left in the L.P,

The period since the defeat of Callaghan's govermuent in 79 has seen the
more or less continuous riszs of the left inside the L,P, up until The last .
conference. This was reflected in policy decisions , the driving out of
right wingers - notably the SDP splits —developments in terms of democracy
and accountability; advances in constituorey csrties anl e Viafeat of
Healy in the leadership elections,

How are we to explain the advonces and the present reversals taking place ?
On what do they rcst ? The irmedinte ver in tmeooni tho sconnscy f
the left is clearly the radicalisation of the CiP's, But that is not of
itself an explainatiocn, but rather a reflection of the changes which have
occurred. A radicalisation does not occur out of ncthing., And no workers
party can widerg> a process of radicalisation without the worlding class
being centrally involved in one way or another,

Again, taken at the level of surface appearances , the chanzes in the LP do,
however, appear to have occurred without the involvement of workers.

There has boen no mass influx of workers into the party.Individual.
membership has infact declined.There has also been an increase in working
class eloctoral support, Workoers have not come to the fore to create the
radicalisation in the canstituency parties.

This has led some edes to turn away from the working class in terms of
understanding what is happening in the L.P. The move to the left by Bemn,
for example, is explainc completely in terms of Benn's perception that
things as pm:'suad by the last Labour Government and supported by himself
have not represented workers intercsts. If such a sconario were valid |,
however, if it was sirply the experience of thier own failure in
govemrent that caused reformists to wove to the loft, then the L.P,
would long ago have lost its right wine, Thus, vhilst it may be entirely
logical for the cdes who, foilimine thiof r.rtir*ﬂm.zns:‘ of o porical
idealism, howin» 1ooked o Benn's mind to explain changes in the L.P.

then proceed to assert that their work in the L.P, is the fulerum of our
political wnrk in attenmpting to develop this ideoloqi&*:.l nrocess in the
minds of the reformists, we must regrettably point out that they are indoed
lomical but also VRONG !

The measuras imposcd by the last L,.Government apongst other th:x.nrrs led

to massive anger in the working class. I have a'!.remy tracsedthrouch this _
nrocess which led to o wave of disillusiomnt and dissatisfaction being
directed at the Labour leadership and the union bureaucrats in cnllusion
with it by sections of the working cless, It was this mood in the
working class , sharply presented in the winter of discontent, which
created the conditions for the advance of the left.

This was to g for a nurber of iftnreant reasonc

1, Because it denied to the right wing the effective materinl basis on
which they could safely proceed to ignore the policies of the party and
the neceds of the working class-a parliamentary njority.

2.Because it created tension and hostility in the unions ,directed at
the leadrship on central issues of their collusion with the povt, wases
control;



2.

3.This in turn deprived the Labour leadershin of the second crueial
material basis of their powsr- the ability to iwpose liseipline on
the working class throu  the tu huarcaucracy.

4.Firnlly as far as the L.P, itsclf was concorne:, the anrer and
confusion of some workers vms exorescel in asbstaining or votins amainst
Labour both in local clections and in the seneral clectisn 70.

In the unions, there was o mossive challenre to the policy backed by
the bureaucracy of vace emtrols throuh the sceial contract. In the face
of this massive and mounting hostility from the working class, wmion
after wnicn was faced to declare itself opposed to inco ¢ policy. And
in turn union leaders were foreed to carry this into the L.P,, It was
in this way that the 'left! wn its first mnic rpolicy victory,But we
should remacber thot this wns not just any noliey issue, It wes the very
heart of their nolitical stratery, the escontial basis won vhich the
ruling class had co-cperated with the reforsists. Without it the Labour
leadershin lost the thrid vital mpterial basis of itspowors— direct
supnort from sections of the rulin~ class, ‘

IT was under these conlitions, conditions in which the raterisl mower of
he right wing had bBeen crucially sroded if not wholly revwed by the
working class that the advance of the left could and did oceur. It was not
it should be stressed |the advances ~f the lett -hich challenced and
eroded the power of the richt wing but rather the ressive and arovine
hostility of the worldin: class os exoresse! in the foreine throurh of a
rejection of income oliey.The left advance in eonditions reds favourablo
b y the working class,

This ha?l the effect of creatin: a srowine eonfidence in the lntont leoft

wing constituency narties, many of which werc e prised of a mixture of lons
andingg lebour sctivists, militant suporters an' the past '6S radical

students come pool. The TU lesvlurs had to be extrerely careful of an

cvert alliance with the P perty leaderchin in the face of the workine

class hostility to the record of that leadershin in povermment. Thege

were preeisely the conditions wmder which the left could assovt itools

anl score qore advances., A part of the right wins were foreel i the

weke of the 70 elections foree! out an? this acnin fuelled the confidence

of the left, But,we should be clear even as these advances wore hoin:

rede, the real Dosis rpking them possible was itself under o Ltock,

The dominating attitules of the working class of hostility to the :

Collaghan lobour sovernrent wos siving woy to a fsenernlise’ but molitically

limited anti-toryiem in the face of the rore imediate attacks launchil

by the Thatcher and the hosses behind har, That it wos o anti-tory rather

than & 'mnse anti-easitalict roverers' woe an Lwortont distinet Y.

attapted to arme at the time '1981 ' s vhich & Iailure to aceznt is

behin! our present confusion, ;

The mess hostility of +he working class to the last Lab, Govt, and in
particular its policies on wmge anl cuts hal ereatod the ccodlitions for

the advance of the laft wins in the party. Bemn asticulated thnot hostility
but he did ot create it (His role and the role of the reforist left

o5 a whole has becn, in gencral,to present the illusicn of o way forward
omadnst the right wing an? the bourreoise which rornins within the boursenis
parlicventary frecework resting on a notion of the crectuon of Socialisn
from abvve, ' ;
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Essentiglly, therefore the task for th¢ left in the L.,P, Fscame posed -
as not (immediately ) reforming, the system (however radically), but = = °
of reforming the reformists, ns a means to create conditions for ©- ’
reforming the Systom via the AES. The political limitationsof - -
such an aporcach are apparant, But there vms another irmortant - '

1=

limitation within the left shich [ Jarticulsrly in the. case of ‘thosd like
,ms lead them to blame the ‘'hard left' for their recent '

reverses, That futher limitation was the failure of the left of the

party to identify the basis and conditions on which their own advancec

had been mnde possible, AT AT RS :

. 7 * ¥

Thus as the conditisns of the life and struggle of the working class
began to be changed under the impact of the economic crisis and the
Thatcher attocks reflecting her classes needs i that situation, the enins
moade by the left of the party began to be sepcrated from the mass
working class base wiich alone could: provide the raterial ‘conditions

under which they could be secured and taken forwarc.

The left advanced , but not conscious of the renl basis of support

on which this sdvance had been rade pocsible, So, although the advances
of the laft nffected the working class, these were odvances which did
not speak irmediately directly to the conscicusness of the mss of

workers. They were rnde above the heads of the workors, More partichlarly
they did nothing to affect the immedinte problems facing these

workers in their:day.to day experience in the clags struggle. A0uy]
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For the period 23R 16 ¢hings dbpestbd t3'he Foving forvard, there
was very little atterpt by the left to organise and stirengthen a
working class irput into the party. Vorking class support for whot

worc undoubtloly relovent), butfrom the class point of view not g
immedintely relevant, mn‘stitutional-éh&r;ges tended . to be esured 1

Moregver, since the advonce of the left tendad’to be restricted to 1

ernotitutionl, deneracy issuds rather. than gloax, policy issucs, ‘the

relovance of these dssues to other more irmediate questicns, wnges, jobs

%x}élic spending etec remnincd JIt wes only after some of the
2 Feion bureaucrats felt forced emough from the Lmedinte pressure

of the class in the wake of the stcel strike tq stort overtly Llocking

with the right wing that the attention of the left Degan to he directed to

the question of the TU's, ‘ ;

But then it wns seen in terms of the need to derpcratise the unions

50 that the left wing decisions could be carried at conferences,.

Left wing candidatescould be elected, and ,thereby, the advance of

tae left in the L.P. securcd. This was the criatation 1o ‘organise

workers that eorped, But it was in no way the oriatation that was

necessary nor the one which we should have been odvancing as

revolutionaries,

It is out of day to day experiences and the needs of workers that the
questions of trade union cemocracy is inescapably posed,  And the
immediate issues aroud which it is posed are given by workers them-
selves—- ctrikes which do not get offical backing (such as at
Laurence Scotts) because of . autocratic decisions, secret argeements
wit . menagement about redurdances and vage cuts 8s at' BACD, failure *
to toke up the daily disciminntiontagninst womeniand blacks; = =
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abasdlute unwillingness to organise and take up the needs of the
millions without jobs , failure to prepare a serious leai against
the drive to closures , notably in engineering , but now in the mines..

Workers undoubtedly need their aspirations and immeiate demands
to be clearly articulated, What they do not need is the left of the L.P
arriving to announce that the question of T.U. democracy is on the
a agenda because of the undemocratic use of block votes at L.P.
conferences. In fact, as I shall argue later, this process needs to be
reversed so that the left learn from workers what the immediate

issues facing them. are, and it is necessary for the left to take

those issues into the L.P. Certainly, whatever the left is doing

or not doing, we shouldbe campaigning and acting in that way.

In any event, the economic crisis and the political process by
Thatcher had changed the immediate conditions of the class
struggle at the point of this turn by the reforizists left. The

climate which a had been created for the advance of the left was no longer
there. Just as a section of the left-notably a section of the CLPD
leadershdp around Derer, had seen its own advance as entirely

self contained and self propelled, so that they saw the first set back

as if the entire strugs'e against the right wing had been lost.

There own empiricist expori-nce was substituted for a real

understanding of th e tclance of forces and ther=ore of how that balance
should be shaped. Confronted by problems and strugzles for when the
conditions for victory had not been previously receivedb¥ the working
class, tle left began to become confused and divided,a stste of affairs 1" °
which has continued till today. They had neither created nor even
understood the basis for their previous victories, Now therefore they

were incapable of understanding the basis for their sct backs, and

therefore incapable of knowing where to turn in order to regenerate
their own advance,

Thus, at the first sign of a right wing reaction, 2 section of the left

went into retreat., Vladimir Derer's varicus contritutione on the strategy
for theleft has been typital of *thiss. Eut what thov hav cexplaindd

as the broad concensus of the lefthas crumdlcd zwar ot the first sep back,
in the political nature of that left. Constituency suppcrt. was not

enough, nor had it ever been.Good ideas were not enough, nor had they

gver been,.Skilful manosuvres and tactics were not enough,nor had they

ever been. And subjewtive experience was not enough, nor had it ever been.

Without the direct pressure of the W/C on the T.U. leaders in the first
instance, there could not have been any victories of the left,and without
that pressure continuing in the same way, the inability of the left

to secure their own "independant victories" without the W/C against the
R/W was exposed.

The present confusion of the left stems from this new situation. For us,
in gontrast . n§hg$1d follow is a reaffirming of the absolute cent?allty
of the W/C and'the ¢lass strukZldiand ia Btraggle for that understanding
y@thktngArefgrqést left as the necessary basis for any defence of past
gaips, apd afy gdvance to new gains.
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There is a_ layer inside the working class who are angry ,frustrated,
tremendously hostile to their leaders and disillusioned with the

Yery idéa that any government can help in solving the problems that .
face them. And there are times when such feelings penctrate into deeper
layers of the working class. We could see things like this expressed

in the youth riots. We can see it represented in different way in the
workers who despite everything were willing to support a strike to
resisist the Cowley victimisations. We can see it in the S&K strike
the Rulecan dispute, the occupation at Marconi and the Health Workers
dispute. We can see it expressed in the mood which forced Weighell

to resign. This layer, and the mood which extends beyond them present .
us with opportunities which we must find a way to exploit. If, despite
all the factors acting against militancy and struggle at the present
time, such a mood can still persist and from time to time burst through,
thken there must be something which can develop out of it. Our task

is to understand the political problem of this layer, varying in
competition as it does, and through this find roads to them which

can draw them around us because we can explain their setbacks amd
problems.

It is true that none of the factors we have mentioned produce a
revolutionary. But they combine to create situations and groups

of workers who will be receptive to bold, radicle politics. They need
to have their anger which today is largely experienced in isolation
drawn together. They necd to have an explanation of the setbacks and
they need to be shown a way iorward. It is more important than
angthing else today to give a direct,clear,bold politics to these
workers, If we cannot exploit the receptivity which exists amongst
them then we cannot draw the line and ¢reate the basis for the fight-
back against Thatcher. And to make sense to these workers, to

answer clearly their own feelings that there is nothing that can

be done the way things arc, we have to give revolutdonary politics

a high profile,both in our press and in our practical work. There is
no way we can exploit the opportunities and make meaning to those
workers unless we show the opportunity of the destruction of a
system which they already feel- with whateger illusiors, cistortions-

to take the pessimlsa which savs that things wil’ .t
unless we fight to got rid of the whole systen Uhe. malws them woerse.
As far as the.paper .is concerned, this means. the £3110wi 130~

a, Direct revoluticnary propaganda and agitacion musi. e given ruch
greater prominence;

b. The content of the paper must be geared specifically to speak
to the situation of the layer we have identified and the masa of the
working class behind them.

c. The form and style of articles must take specific account of the
existing level of consciousness of the audience to which the
papcr should be directed- we must urite in a way which wfcan
understand and which takes wp what they are thinking or feeling,

d. The content of the paper must be détermined by the factors
immediately facing workers and the issues which we believe should
be brought to their attention.

e. What we write about the Labour party must be first and foremost
directed towards workers.
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With or without agreement about the opportunities identified above
our orientation must Be firmly towards the mass of the working class,
In other words - the profile given to the longer term revoluticnary
goals. the content of the articles and the prograrmatic perspective
must all arise directiy out of an assossmnn+ 1f the situation inside
the working class.

No one can secriously argue that we have a paper based firmly on the
criteria outlined above, On the contrary, the paper has jnlarge part
been based not on an assesment of what is happening in the working class
or on an oricntation to the mass of the working class, but on an
assesment of what is happening in the 1 eft wing of the labour party
and an orientation to sections of the left wing. Now those Cdss who
have been most adamant about the need for a primary corientation to the
LP left, shift their argument and invoke LP lcgallty to supress and. confuse
dlscu331on about oriientation and to maintain what is a nioplac;d sect

of priorities. In doing so they do yg a double dis-scrvice, evade

the real questions facing us, and present a series of re -nsqesments of
our past practise.

It is necessary to make clear that the queation of what is 1mmed1ately
possible and necessary inside the LP and the question of what is immediate-~
ly possible and necessary inside the wnr‘klnU class are two different questions.
It is on the bsdis of the answer that we give to the latter question
that we should then proceed to considee the tactical problems posed by
the former. In other words, it is first necessary to establish our
_qprlmnry orientation as bein g to-the working class,and then proceed
Lto~cona;“er how are tactics in relation to the reformlst pclitical
parby of thc‘ﬁbrkxnguclass should arrive.
CLJOur pr1nary oﬂibntatlun tO the~whrk1ngrclass poses the question of the LP
tnt tggeihf ifferent wayg, allrof whieh meanq;hat e should be located and work
Ceiinsi
Loty It 18 the mm%mmn t@e u;ass- ef‘ workefé' e-_' qucted “Amrpursuit
. of specifically glasreeds. ;, b
2. It 4s the party which the'workfhg~c1aas 1s drgnnlaathﬁal¢r _ﬁatched
tbrough the trade union affiliations. - “/=-t ITL
3. Tt is the organisation through which the refbr“dst £alntain pclltical
conkrol over the, working class. s
We thus locate ourselves in th e LP spec1ﬂlcal_, ,n.wﬂir access’ to workers,
develop the political consciousness whieh has tawn . hem thereténd direct
them against the reformists who act as a brake on the <avelopment of

genuine working class pelitics i.e. politics which EWnalnelf Berve the
interest of the working class.

3
P

There is a superficial émpiricism in the view of some cdes that developments
in the LP were secured by the "left" without any real role far the worklng
class, It is an empiricism of a natyre no less superficial than seen in low
polls, anti- LP votes and the hestility and disillusionment of sections of the
working class to the LP - anything cven remotely resembling the final

historic break of the working class from the LP and its destruction as a
worklpg clasg party of reformism. W would remind cdes that we broke from such
Healyite ultinatism means years ago. We are not about to return to it.
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There is cnly one way that the question of the reformist party will be
dealt with to the advantagc of the worksrs—- that is when the workers

take up and answer that question themselves. That task remains on the
agenda. The traditional loyalty of the working class is still there,

even if it is affected by cynicism and disillusionment. The capacity

of the reformist to act as a brake is not destroyed. And right through
history the struggle of the working class has been characterised by a
movement back towards its traditional organisations, as struizle develops.
S0 even in our location in the LP does not give us immediate access to
workers, we rust be there to prepare for the movement which takee . place.

At the same time, we must operate with assessment and differentations.,
We must seek out and focus on working class areas. It is nonsense to say
that’ #e should only be in the LP's if that gives that immediate access
to workers today. But it is equally nonsense to see¢ every LP as ¢
similar in so far as a primary orientation to the working class is
concerned. Such a process of differentiation is necessary, and in
~using it , we guard against any tendency to try to base curselves where
the left is strong, without any consideration of whether there is or can
be a strong working class base to that left. As a priority, we should in
fact be seeking those working class areas where the right is strong-
the areas in which the need for aur intervention is greatest. A location
there will be more important and more useful than 2 "paper victory"
somewhere else where we dominate each other,even if the quantifiable
result takes longer to come through.

The priority of our LP work is this; explaining to workers developments
which occur inside the party and seek to organisc and pclitically develop ¢
those workers to shape those developments in a way which meets there needs.
That is the real task of socialist orsaniser. Maintaining a presense
inside the party may be useful to that task. But it will have to be

made useful by the naturc of the work that we do and the connection

with workers ‘ot we make. Maintaining a presense i1sic~ the LP in

a narrow sen:: 11l not be enouz h to meet the fisk 4 our P work.The

Mass of workers ira not 3707 5icual workers of th-LD? They do not attend
internal party 1wsiinee theo ass not bpanch officess ., It = ¥t

through thosz chaareis thst ks ciostion of the LP c2n be rai~cd with them.
To carry' trinesd o adiive LD ole we have to orientate outwards frpm

the immedi-tc cvmrnisationsz: “--- =work of tie -LP

Succesful LP work is that work wini-n raiscs vikz quertion of the LP

with workers which develops them, and orpganisers workers to take up

the questions facing themselves, inside the crzanisation. Holding,

official positions inside the LP ma advance thatwork. But again,it

will not automatically do so it sEI%'. The measure of. skicess in LP work

is not in aguiring positions, but in using positions,to carry our pclities to
workers ‘ and to carry workers politics into the LP. We should bear this in mind
particularly with reference to those of our cdes who have already , or are

about to, aquire seats as councillors.

Arising out of all of this: The line that we should be drawingz is not between :
staying in the party and getting cut,.It is one between carrying our politics to
workers,or not carrying our politics to them. The gains of the

right wing make direct clear bold revolutionary politics directed
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Towards workers,not less so. We see it is the only way of changing the
balance of forces inside the LP so that our position is assured, rather
than as an infantile unfolding of the banner. We must base what we are
saying and writing about the LP primarily on the need to explain developments *
to workers and show a way forward to control future developments, not
on the need tobe allowed to sell our papers by the right wing (to '
whom, why ) our future course must be determined not by fear of being outside
the LP, but by the determination to exploit opportunities inside the
working class which would make it possible for th e right wihg to keep
us out. Even in the medium term, the advance we make or c¢o not make with
workers is mote important to the future of the LP than the gains of the
left or the victory of the right. It is from such advances alone that :
any useful gains would really be defended and taken forward to the advantage
of the working class. :

While the condition which we listed stillexist, then it is necessary
that we still be in the LP. We can and must be as flexible tactically
as possible, But we rust not discipline ourselves on behalf of the right w . _
wing. Nor must we pretend that some expulsions would end our LP work.
. And least of all must we invoke LP legality to use as a cover for
maintaining a primary orientation to the left when it is above all
absolutely essential that we find a way of developing and taking forward our
orientation to the working class.

In reality our useful LP work ends when we do not raise the issue of the
LP with werkers and orsar ised workers to carry their demands to the
LP; for some cdes our ussful work is ended(or rather not even began)
because as they see it the question of the LP is first and foremost
posed-not as the questicn of w how to break workers from the blodk of !
refprmism- but ¢ ¢f how to consclicdate stable agreecments witha a section
of the left. ©.r such cdes an orientation to the left wihg of the LP
has become a drinant bacis of their politics.

Does the ori abusion e bave taksir .an that we Love dismissed or ignored
the 1left? on . ¢ contrc~y. The.parcc.x is chat i’ is the orientation
of those cdes 7. are cunpletely bDuesotted wiith the left that pboves

incapable of brc “ing any ~f th.: working class, the qucstion of the
left reformists . s inescapably pcsed - in terms of the authority that
they have in the working class and on the other hand the harm that they
can do as a break on the workers movement., But the current turmoil in
the labour mowement has meant that on the level of appearances, there
are different political forces occupying what seems to be the same political
gbound, Some of them are confirmed reformists. Others arc moving
leftward from reformism. Now an orientation to the latter is necessary
and legitimate- it must be based on a dirrerentiation between them and -~
confirmed reformists. But it must also be secondary to our orientation
to the mass of the working class. . ;
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Those moving left are not going to converge with revolutionaries.
If they arc going to be come revolutionarics, then they are going
to have to be drawn into our ranks, brecaking from the gronad

they occupy, rather than gliding smocthly and automatically from
it. Without a developing mass movement of struggle to propel them,
there is only one way that these individual:socialists can be drawn
into the ranks of Trotskyism - by a combination of sharpened
political critism and the consistent example and explanation of
Political practice based on an orie ~ntation to the working class,
Wwithout a firm lead from ourseclves, the best of the lefts will nmove
around in confusicn, or go over to some other orcanisation which
appears able to give that lead., And how can we give that lead?

By giveing these people a method wiich will allow then to locate
their own individual socialist committments within the struggle
to develop the only force capable of actually making the revolution
- the working class., The fact is that the left do not understand
hcw the basis for their own advance inside the L.P. was created by
the working class. They do not therefore sce that it is only
through an orientation to the working clﬂss that that basis can be
recreated and strengthened. Many of them FPRESUME the support of
the workers; ithers regsard themselves, or act. =s, SUBRSTITUTES for
the workers; to the extent that there was a conscious turn to the
working class: it cccurred by the left arriving to announce that
the questicn of trade unicn democracy had zen posed by the block
vote,  If in;teadé%hat tvpe of turn, we can show a method which
can take up the ics=ves focing workers in a way which both connects
with theiv immediate¢ consciousncss and challenges and develops it,
then the best of the 125 1l e stiracted. And if we take forward
the fairly feeblio | i e rade Orn united dinitiative on the
: seny t6 draw the left into initiatives
gt ' Dast of them will draw to
: n thc capac1ty
us <r not,Jln a2 way
S ( on the Lssues

A

-

78 J e
-we seck to-+expldit the
ers-or not. Itils &
whosc -backjronnd. and
, ara actually drawn
c‘ 4 as revolution~ries.
WS PS 13 the qkf“v of convergence
EXFJJDUS us from cxp ing the cprx¢ .uiPJ,b in the working class.
However, a novspaper whii ch is orientated to the working class
does not exclude us frcm developing individual left-wingers. On
the contrary, IT is by learning how to carry politics into the
working class that such a development can occur.

’”UlUt*1i7
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MARXISM BY NUMBERS =~ THE POLITICS OF FRASER/JOPLIN AND THEIR SPONSORS

1% INTRODUCTION

At the last N.C. Carolan made the astounding allegatidn that the
"British Perspectives" tabled by Cunliff was a "factional coup".
The charge wms apparantly based on the fact that Carolan and
others disagreed with the contents of that document. A subsequent
examination of the charge would, however, another reading of the

situation, especially in the light of the youth document s
published. _ '

At rhe N.C, Hill announced that the Fraser/Joplin document on
youth work was the main youth document, with that of Hunt, Natioal
National Secretary Of the youth group, reduced to the status of
"opposition" document, There had been no prior agrcement on this.
Yet, if we look at the Joplin/Fraser youth document what do we
find? The document is not a perspectives document but a factiocal
polemic with sub-hcadings like "sectarian regression" and comments
like "we don't run off in a fit of pique". Here, given the large
number of dcliberatc misrepresentations and rewritings of history
contained in the docurment (all of which I shall outline later) we
undoubtedly do have a facticnal coup! That is why the Hunt
document was suddenly declared an "opposition" document., No doubt
Carolan would retort,"Oh, but that is justified by the Cunliffe
document!” Such is the politics of factional convenience;

Carclan and his co=thinkers are always the injured party, the

rest of the movement all factionalists., But it does require,
therefore, a political response which draws out the politics
underlying the mancevers,

2. ESTABLISHING THE PROBLEM

Joplin/Freserbegin by asserting that there is a political problem
in the youth work. I colld certaialy agree with that. But their
presentation of the problem is misleading and ultimate@y
dishonest. They quote Trotsky and then present an entlre;y
wrong-hecaded interpretation of the question to serve as their
basis for crecting a totally spurious straw dummy which they
then procced to beat about the head. For, they cloim that the
problem that Trotsky wss refering to , sectarian abst@nt%On%sm,
is the problem confronting our youth and the form of it is "a
desire to pull away from the Y.S. an the bedrock of our youth
work" (my emphasis). But what did Trotskg actual}y Say? The
essence of Trotsky's point is that, "Genuine ﬁarxlst POllC¥ means
carrying the ideas of the proletarian rcvointion to ever wider

masses, through ever changing =nd ever c:jlanﬁ Erequently i
unexpected combinations cf historic gonditions. . Where is the
parallel comrades? Trotsky talks abhoul the workxing clsss,

Joplin/Fraser about.sesseeseeseleia¥e5,. The point wculd only

have any relevance if there were comrades who were opposed to
taking our politics to the widest possible ¥ayers of youtht But,
in fact, on the basis of their document, thlg latter charge

could be more appropriately directed to Joplin/Fraser than tho§e
who have argued in favour of an orientation to workigg ?lass youth 1
as a whole through Class Fighter as a tendency both inside and
cutside the Y.S. In my view the logic of the Fraser/Juplln docunment
is sectarian towards the working class youth, and partlcularly_
black ycuth and the wass of unemployed youth, How can we take

1.



document which has not one word to say on
youth unemploymentand how we can organise the_hupdreds*of thousands
of youth on the dole, on training st-hemes etc.s wno are pot even
unionised. A document which is unable to spell out a SLngle
practicle nroposal for work with school leavers thig spring and
summer, and for orconising the youvth in schools against St
unemnloyment., A document which has nothing to say On qrgan;sxng
young workers in the trade unions, particularly in a situation
where appren:ices, as in EETPU, face wage cuts of E16/Wk. 23
docment which sees black work as "setting up anti-racist
committees", which has nothing to say about solidariyy work as
with Ireland, Pzlestine etc. But which does deal with that
burning question facing all youth, as they trudge their way to
school work or the Job Centre, the witch-hunt in the L.P.

éeriously a ‘'youth'

The answer is thot the Joplin/Fraser document is not a serious
document. It docs not begin fron the problem Of working clzass
youth. It does not begin from the "ever changing and ever rew
and freguenly unexpécted combinations of historical conditicrs”.
Instead it begins from a timeless idea of how _youth work shiould
be done and proceeds to impose that Idea onto the present
political situation. Thus, every sectioncomrludcs, one way Or
another, with the ritual theme “"the Y.3. is the bedrock of our .
youth werk." And that is the ONLY volicy the document offers.

Unfortunetly, when the comrades attempt to PROVE this they run
into difficulty. To begin with thoir "RRCOF" is a~historical.
It makes no references to any changés in the situation, any new
phenomena amongst youth or anything in the material sitpation of
the class struggle which would justify their view, Instead we .
have an extended version of the old 'Militant' slight of hand on
the centrality of' the L.P..". & L 3smpt : &z

The working class is the revolutionary force in gociety
The organised working class has a political wing

The political wing has a youth movemant

The Y.S. = the working class youth.

In passing, of course they are¢ obliged to cover thoir tracks.

P

Thus, on page 2, they admit that in the struaclic I arganise youth
as revolutionary fighterc in the workers movoment "ong way Of :

Presumably,
ring how we -
1?2 Amongst

doing this is to show how wc can fight in
from this they accept that there are othc
can ficht in the Trade Unions? Amoncst e uno
black youth? But no, they do not get = mentic
For jopiin/Fraser all this is scotorizn shzrebticonism unless it
is Qirc 23 towards the Y.S., en- bhoev .oy
“w%iij ‘i?usly, we are-an active porcjodrsehould be, in vagieus
rans like Bradford 12 or cémpadiy: against unemployment;  YOPs
N%I, working in these, in its Ag noT enouéh.“
What +%ecy iL.ve conveniently missed cut «f i -cment ( it.dis
hidden in the phrase "should be") is thct they were not, and took
no steps to involve others in, either the Rradford 12 or the NUWM!
But they then turn their own secterian ebstentioniswm, in particular
on black wcrk, into a vitue! Thus, theu c that work done
with black youth who are HOSTILE to the L.»,Y.S, = in TLoicaster
they were barred from the riots area by the black youth = to
politically crgaonise those youth without sectzrian, organisational
ultimatum "cen be destructive, espccially if it is done on 2 .
local basis without reference to what the organisaiton as & whole

2,
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is doing*, SR R | :

What arrogance‘ “hat stupid, bureaucratic arrogance! The
organisation as a whole has nothing to say to the thousands of
black youth on the streets, many of whom have THEIR OWN organisa=-
tlons, exept "you need a labour movement orientation - join the
.Y:8.". EBut those vho seek to find roads to these youth, to work
with them, overcon:' their hostility to the opcrxtunism of the
'white left' by a common practice of strugglc are destructivel
Trotsky weuld have laughed at you comrades Joplin and Fraser,
Donft you recalise that when Trotsky writes, in the gquastion YOU
have chosen as your introduction, "woe to him who turns this
"fealty" into doctrinaire stubboness, intc ready-madc, once and
for all learned formulars, without the capacity to give heed to
life and respond to its needs....." he was talking about YOU.
YOU ARE THE SECTARIANS INCAPABLE OF RESPONDING TO NEW SITUATIONS,
And YOU do not accept the black community orgonisation as part
of the crganised working class. What rediculous formalismi You
should be working at Transport House,

3. BROAD WORK \ :
Fraser/Joplin argue that to ﬁccept seperate formns of organisation
for black.ycuth is "going round" the labour movenent and thot we
- do not approach any other aspect of our work in this way. They
-further argue that to set up Class Fighter groups means counter-
posing our "tiny forces tc the official labour movement". Both
of these arguements arc wrong, but they do reveal an interesting
side light on the Joplin/Frascr method, #cr what we have is .a
clear cxample ¢f organisational ultimaton! Why are we opposed

toc sepatate forms of orguanisaticons for black youth, comrades
Joplin/Fraser? You never say! All we get is " it's true the
labour movement is not a welcoming place for them.....but in no
other cases do we argue that that is a reason for gcing round
the labour movement." But that is not an answer. Firstly the
Y.5. 1s not the labour movement but one small part of it., -Secondly.
we should assess our tactics not on the bazis of "what we normally”
do, but WHAT IS NECESSARY, takinc account cf the real si+unation.
Thirdly, anti=-racist committees are noi"special campaiyning
methods" in terms of organising black youth, They arc a means Of
orientating the yhite working class. Ang - finally, we
actually DO, or should, support scepatate fr.us 0f crg¢-nisation

in other arcas of gur work! Or do you reg:u¢ "ouwcu's Fightback
as not being a separate form of organisation. (£ the answer is

solely to Lall women to join the L.P, zn’s scecions then why

build Fichtback groups? Comrade Frassy, as oo=-author of the
wonen'’s document should make up hox aind! &

In prostice, I welcome the dewve. .awemy «.f black youth organisations
1ike che Asian Youth Movement 3. cme Bradford United black Youth
Mcoweieont, I see these as a part orf the‘ow@wr”cci working slass,
Simitzrly, I welcome the emergence cf the g~y yduath govement,
Perhizps it's because of our "sectariar abetenti o_i~ﬂ" in Leicester

£ e s

that we were able to involve the locai gy youth cgroup in the
Class Fighter Conference, get one of the &rzdford T2 to speck
i

at the Summer School, and inwvdlve a significo up of black
youth in the class fighter conference, Perhaps **‘: this sae
sectarianism which means ocur Class Fighter ¢roup has 7 black
members, while the Nottingham group have rccruited : young black
member to W.S.L. Maybe comrades Joplin/Fraser could give the
conference a list of their achievements in their"anti-racist
committees with a labout movement orientation".,.if they exist!

3.



Of courze, Comrades Joplin/Fraser will reply that such "Class
Fighter" groups should be resisted because they are posed as an
alternative to the Y.S.. Amazing! The ignorance of these comrades
is truely staggering. 1In Nottingham the Class Fighter group has
counterposed our youth comrades to the Y.S. so sharply thet there
is now a ward secretary, one Y.S. secretary, and 4 _ove on 5.M.C.
Very clever these sectarians, eh? In Leice ster, where the other
Class Fighter group exists, one youth : cormrade is now Youth
Officer in Sou:h, and 3 are on G.M.C.. And, just to bec certain,
therc was a Class Fighter fringe meeting at Regional L.P.V.S. Conf..
So, no comrades, we are not drifting away from the Y.E..

But what about the gencral question? Should we have Class Fighter
groups as a general rule, or only in the most cxeptional circumst=
ances, Oor as a caucus before the Y.,5.? Well, pcrhaps we should ask
Joplin/Fraser a question. Are §.0. groups counterpossd to the
egisting labour movement? Of course not. So wc only have hele
groups as a L.P. causus? Of course not. %We use them to grcup
supporters around us, discuss political issues and involve them

ih cur campaigns. Andé in the S.0. groups we draw in NOT ONLY

L.P. mcmbers but also militant trade unionists who are not in *he
L.P.. We arque our orientaotion on the questiocn of the L.P. in these
S.0., groups. That is what Class Fighter groups arc about toou

But they will only be necessary if we raally do have an orientation
to ALL layers of youth, ‘both those in, and those not in, the Y,.S.
For those who never get beyond the Y.S, they will never be necessary.

Class Fighrer -groups arc 2 vitc
the N.L.W.Y.M, as ' a tendency ~m
not:gust. in the LP . X.5. . Wo =
the unions amds 7 o
women, amontst

purt of car work because we build

; working alass youth as a whole,
be building our tewndeney in "¢
S in YCND, amongst young

black

o B

ycuth, amon

youth, amongst - ; Of
youth, THAT IS IENTATION I T WORKING the
Class -Flghter groups we aroue aad arplein wLi v 0
take.up the political stregglé in fre mass erdas T:0as
and L.P. (and its youth secticnj. it is this flaxl 3.
doctrinaire approach tc youth work which the o . ~onts OF the Joplin

Craser orientation have argued. It is THIS zno<7 0 wiich was
argued at Fusion! And it this reveolutionary ap o:icech vialch Joplin
Fraser have tried to stifle and jettison infaveus < thelr marxism
by numbers thesis : the Y.S. is the bedrock of cur youth wcrk.

4., SOME POINTS OF FACT

Acccrdinc io Fraser "The prchtlerm w2 face ia une of a sectarian
regrcssion by sone comrades; des koo i PNLY ST L8, as the
BEDROCK of onr youth work, snd to ~la.¢ Clegs Fighter as a

sepanche youth organisaticn.’ They 480 sy latexr " this is a
compls+: change of orientation,”

2ATE

Now, ¢irstly NO ONE has. argued for.Cla:z Tighier 'ns a SEPA

youth igganisaticn counterposed as a ALT o e 28
say the old S.Y.L. was. What we have dcat IEN T 2 Cur agreed
position that C.F. should be JUST a tendanc’ On the - et should
be able tc operate- independantly as a tendcic v cutsid a8y @

aswell., 9r'Ig "S5 '"HFE OLD WSL ORIENTATION, In the 1361 Comi,
document I wrote:

"Tf we are to make an effecrive intervention into the L.P.Y.S.
rather than simply sparodic poaching raids then we nust recognise
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that it will not be 90551b1e to do so by posing S5.Y.L. as an
alternative to the Y.S."

What was proposed, therefore, was a new youth paper “"which will
operate as a public focus for an organlseo tendency in tlies LP.Y.5.
yCND etc." This tendency would"organise its own eveats, including

an A.G.MM., local rerders groups, ( whirh should hold nuhlic neetings
Wwhoercver w are hot én the }eederskhiy o f the ¥.5. #v=~ 21} and carry
out itsg own campaigns in L.P.Y.S., Y.C.UiD., etc.”

"Mermbership of the readers groups will not be confined o L.P.Y.S.
members., Other youth, whether fron YCND, ANL or ouxr ou;gr work
among the young unemployed will br encouraged to participatc in the
readers groups. At the same time, however, we will encovrage these
youth to join our tendency in the L.P.Y.S.."

That was the position of the c¢ld W.S.L., comrades oowliin a#nd Fraser.
We have NOT changed anything. In fact, it is you wiao have
abandoned your old positions for a myopic emphasis on the Y.S..

To demonstate this, perhaps we can recall what comrade. Cardlan
(O'Keefe) had to say in the joint WSL/ICL discussicons on 10-i2-20.

Q: How is B organised? Vin youth branches? :

O'Keefe: Yecs, but our policy does allow FOR INDEPEMDANT B. GROUPS,
We would have to discuss our rllationship to the Youth,
We would not bhe prepared to leave. But it should be
possible to build uvp substanticl collaboration without
confrontinq that. M's extrecen drckwardness has a dcadening

« ¢ff.oct n .youth, S0 WE DO NOT CONFINE OURSELVES TO THE
FOfL &I, STRUCTURES." (mu emphasis)

And again,

O'Keefe:"It is irmportant +o »void sectarianism and maintain a rela-
tion to the gzneral labour movement of which the youth
is a part. Eut wo can combine building hezslthy areas in
ti;e youth and DOING INDEPENDANT WORK WHIORE LAPPROPRIATE."

That was the lipe of the I7L. it was also the tu?xnﬂnj behind the
N.L.W.Y.M. as originally motivatc: bv O'Keefe: There is likely to
be a ling hot summer. Y need T « Si @i1posiition to relate to this
in a flexible manner. (U'Keefe was right). Joplin and Yraser

have abandoned this for their Marxism by numbers eguations: an
orientation to L.P.Y.S. and nothing else. That was NEVER agreed
prior to fusion and nor should it be now. Buto¢cr:adcs should be
clear that apart from the clear drift from th¢/7CL position by

Jcplwﬂ,?t"rnr there is the equally imvurtant gqucstion of their
mis~ escritation of the p:*wfn"On dferussions. Thus, for example,
thevy "We come to ou:r common onclizioss on wovk in the ¥.S.

bOCcuSC in both organisations THEFE WAS i MOVE AWAY ROM THE
SECTARIAN APPROACH OF TH:E PAST. an attempt to foot oursclves, and
our politics in the working class.eeess’

Not so. Where, in the minutes of our cdiscrssion 4id ANYOMNE from
the old WSL say this. Read the documentz'! We cawae to OUR
conclusions on the ¥.S. on the basis of 2 zoncri.ote asscsswmant

of present developments inside the L.P. o2 LPYS. The o)l W3L,
through its work around YOPs, NUSS, anti-racist work, was already
attempting to root itself and its politacs in the workinc cluss.
It was because of the specific conditions prawvailing in “he LPYS
AT THAT TIME that we concluded it was tacticolly correct to work
in LPYS oand develop a tendency inside it. All this is absclutely
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- them, or D.A.'s-document "Our relations!:

clear in the WSL 1981 youth Perspectives. Yhy don't yon re-read
ip to LPY8Y, . Again, the
comrades glibly announce "we launchsd trne i.i.it.Y."., 23 Red Youth
and Barricade supporters with a leaflet and a bus '~ 1heve we stand
in ten points at the YS Conference.." :

e

/
What short memories you have! YOU launched the N.L,w.Y.M. in that
way having sucessfully failed to consuii with the WSL over the
project itsclf or the 10 point progromac. I was dzlegnted by the
WSL EC to object on behalf of the WSL at this ‘foi: accompli' with
which we were presented. I also explained why the June Conference
could not, and would not, be the start of this NEW organisation
from the point of view of the WSL. That is why the were TWO
conferences in 1981, You were prescnt for this discussion. Why
do you not tell the truth comr-des? Why do vou try to mislcad com—
rades and mis-represcnt the situation?

The answer is very simple. If you are to present the old WSL youth
cadre as sectarians now, then it is necessary to reowritc tho hictory
accordingly. In contrast to you, the core leadership of the .8%

has not changed its poliitics with the sublimc indifference witih
which you change a peix o £ socks., G.iv- » tho positions Joplin/
Fraser hold and have Lo!'3 in the ¥.M. it is just as well,




A FACTIONAL MANOEVRE UNMASKED

-~ Colin Morrow -

At the December TILC Conference Carolan treated everyone present to a lecture
¢n what democratic centralism was. Amonsst the points he made in this lengthy
catalogue are two that are thrown intc a new licht by the documents 'On the RUL

Tendency' and 'The Sectarian Offensive’ in IB 35. At the TILC meetins Carolan
tcld us that two inmportant aspects of democratic centralism were the develop-

ment of a tolerant leadership and the -levelopment of a critically minded
mwmbership. What he did not say then was that if this critically minded
membership came into pclitical disazreement with him and formed a tendency

to fight him then they would be slandered, framed up and to 14 they faced the
threat of disciplinary acticn. Still, you learn something new every day.

It is resretable that anyone should have to spend their time replyin- to
Carclan's nebulcus collection’ o innuendos, misrepiesentaticns and dowhrisht
fairytales. But in a situation where the tendency now clearly faces disciplinary
action we have no choice but to respond. in doing so, however, I wish to make
one point brutally clear. Cle Carclan's motives in movinz to orsanisational
measures against the tendency have absolutely nothing to <o with a desire to
'save’ the new WSL. It has a oo deal more to do with ensurins by factional
manoevres an artificial majority in the forthcomin:; conference under conditions
where Carolan and his supporters  are aware that they now face a real prasyect

of defeat for their orientation away from the class; a defeat which Kinnell has
stated ' would destroy what we have fought for for the last 17 years'.

As the Conference has drawn nearer so their hysteria and fear that the
membership would reject their bankrupt line and vote instead for a proletarian

orientation has grown, and now expresses itself in what can only be called

a witch hunt. The documents in IB 35 have a pood deal more in common, in terms
of method, with the Gerry Healy school of political slander by association

that with democratic centralism. But what makes it so appalling is that the
entire argument is built om no more thah innuendos, suppositicns, possible
scenarios and totally one sided interpretations: of the facts, laced with cne

or two deliberate lies. Havins accused the tendency of having as its perspective
a split in WSL, Carolan now urges the WSL to drive us out. So who is after a
split ?

1 CAROLAN DISCOVERS CATCH 22.

On page 2 of the 'RWL TENDENCY' document Carolan says, "The RWL/LOR tendency
in the WSL - and that is undeniably , it secems to me, what the IT is,.."

Ip fact Cde Carclan has, and offers, nc evidence f-r this whaéssever'beyond
his own fantasies and lurid speculations. The bourseois courts, which Carolan

has praised in the press for zenerally dispensins a hirh level of Justice

within existing laws, would throw cut his ludicrous case against us. The flimsy
web of circumstantial evidence which he atterpts to paste tosether cannot hold

up to the lirsht of day. But Carolan knows that. So in advance of proving any
thins and on the basis ONLY OF HIS OWN ALLEGATIONS he announces, " Any denials
that the tendency is an LOR/RWL tendency will simply be lies on the part of the
original nucleus - and the lies will be an indication of the real relationship of
the RWL tendency to the WSL."
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Very prudent Cde Carclan., Why justify yc d

o >lan., your slanders when the obvious short cut
is to denounce any replies as lies and claim them as your own proof! If the
tendency deny they are an LOR/RYL tendency then they must be ! Brilliant. Such

fﬁrildablg lozic., Healy_ani Lambert wculd be proud to have such a protesee. But
what has it got to do with revcluticonary marxist methods cf orpanisation ?

2 CAROLAN FETISHISES YOUTH.

According to Carolan, 'at the TILC december conference, "Their (ie the PWL/LOR

I presume - Moryow ) progsramme for achievinz this was spelled out by Leland S
before the 'invited ' audience of younz WSLers from Leicester and others..."
Flattered as we are, neither myself (age 36) nor Grassas (age 37) nor Maidstone
(age 36) consider curselves young. There were two youth comrades, and only two
youth_comrades, present at the TILC Conference. Tagore, who in late 1981 did a
speakinz tour of Denmark on unemploywment for TAF, and Arthur, an active member
of the old WSL French Commission who was part of the TILC team at the 1981 LO
fete. Presumably Carolan feel§ that we should nct encourare this dJdanserous
enthusiasm for international work. After all, TILC is only fantasy land, isn't it
Cde Carclan. So much for the strencths of the old WSL in that ar<na,

But, scmewhat more ridiculous however, is tHe parallel assortion Lo fad
Carolan/Kinnell/Hill document, 'At 2 session where Leland S v -ler.ly dersumced
WSL and where a number of young cdes now in the In-ernationslist Tendency ae
present...' |,

The actual number of younz cdes present was ONE....s».Cde Arcaur.

Cde Tarore and myself, beinz already familiar with vhe work of the WSL and its
problemd, had opted to miss that session, have 2 lie in and do souc shopping.
Cde Carclan should either learn to count, or hettor still do something about his
phohia for youth.

Finally, we have to ask, by whom is Carclan allersing the non EC members present
were invited ?

If he is claiming that it wes at the behest of the RWL then he is = liar, 2
factionaliser and a slanderer of all those present. But then, of course, Carclan
does not care so long as the mud keeps flyinz to bury the pelitics.

3 THE LABOUR PARTY AND TILC.

Cde Carolan is aware that few members are familiar in a detailed way with the

TILC discussions. He has, therefore, in IB 35 chosen quite deliberately to play

on this, utilising the membership's lack of incwledre,to further bolster his

farcical, facticnal case. Thus, he states, in relation to the LOR and RWL...

"ghat they were up tc was pavealed plainly by the way they tactically chose

issues to fight on, for example, they diplomatically avoided premature clashes

on the LP."

And acain, in the 'Sectarian Offensive' document we find,

" DEC 27-31 - For the first time RWL dencunces WSL openly on the LP question
(they had largely kept quiet on this at the Summer Schocl) ™

In fact, Carolan has conveniently ommitted a number of salient points which
if included would actually DESTROY his casc.

At the Easter 1982 TILC Conference the LOR exmressed corosin Cver WSLis LP work,
That is recorded in the TILC minutes. So is Curolan's reguest that they present
scmething in writing on it.

In response to Carclan's request the LOR brouzht to the summer schocl a document
on our LP work. They presented it for circulation within TILC. At the December
TILC Confercnce they again asked that it be distributed, not least in WSL. To
date it remains uncirculated despite a clear asreement at that TILC Conference.
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At the sumer school the RWL also bought a detailsd document by
"E.O'Brian replying to the scries of atticles by John O'Mahos  m
250cialism and Damocracy™c.. Throuchout this.document the m2 ' ~oint

pressed wasthat in practice O'Mahony was adapting to the ' l:tics

of the labour left. The RWL requested a debate on the atticies du
during the summer school. But when this debate took place it was
trested as a semi~-clandestinc affair., Thc details of it, and its
title were removed twice from the black board in the main fover.

Cde. Carola knows that this debote took place, because he cohe

at it. But very few of the VSL membership werc aware of it'c

existence.,

At thc Dec. TILC mceting the RWL, suprised their document had
not been distributed, also requested that their docunent be
circulated to the WSL nembership. Agoin, despite agrecment at the
TILC meeting, it has not becn.

Since I am not a great fiction writdy 1ike Corolen I shnll »ok
bother to develop an elaborate hypothesis s no iy aill thig
comes tc be forgotten, why the document rowc iirs adcdrenlater oids
Onec thing is, howover, factually certain. In allegiit i th=3 ¢h
LOR/RWL "diplomatically avoided premature clashes of ns Lg®

and that this is a syrj,uon of their Quplicityv Caroler -i: caite

£

conciously sceking to tc mislead and deccive tie nacmbershin of
WSL. It is difficult to say what charitablc assessment can be
made of the political morals of someonc who il stoop to such
fabrication! :

4  CAROLAN THROUGH THE LOOKING GLASS.

According to Carolan the tendency is cormprised of the young, the
ill-educated , the sectarian and the disgruntled. Carolan
obvicusly runs 2 fine line in character assassination of his
cppenents. What he does’nt point out is that t+he tendency

actually involves the central nucleus of our intervention into
STA, the cdes. leading our work amongst the unemployed, almost the
whole of the central youth cadre of the ol WSL and the vast
majority of the cles. actively inveolved in Jdeveloping consistent
black work. Perhaps rather than attempting to explain the develop-
ment of the tendency xrxagxfaxxzxxmrx in terms of our psychological
failings, or worse EX an unexplaincd and preposterous Leland
Sanderson 'cult'. Carolan should consider whether our commnon
political expericnces night not be a2 much more lecisive factor.
But, of course, Carolan cannct admit such oossibilities since

tc Jdo s0 woull interfere with and casts Joubts on his chrefully
crchestrated slander campaign.

We will, therefore, spell out the foo=crs whici. wo . it impera
=tive to form a tendency to carry out a nolitical strucgle in WSL,
1 The quastion of the Register and honce of the frouwe
of our press.
2 The conflicts which developod! "Wener*s Pilaobtlkoecl kR
pricr tc-anl immediac:ly afsor Eali vinkel vondod with
two lceding women comrades beiny withdrawn Frowm tha 1B
steering committee.
3 The movos by Joplin at a youth fractiurn o _hong2 he
JLWYM Znto exclusively a tendency in ¥5 called the NLWYM

of the Y&




4 The revised position ¢n the 'Vorkers Government 1 2-ed
for the sOA.

5 The NC decision nct to discuss the question of oo -
pcsition on Afghanistan at the WSL Conference.’

6 The Ballykelly bombing which unlcoshed a new woive
articles in our press stecring a course away fro.n o
consistent revolutionary dofcnce of the Republic-»
movencent against British Imperialism,

7 The disasterous TILC Conference and the positions tozen
by the WSL on a number ¢f questions in it.

If Cdes look at the tendency platform and c3mpare the positions

ocutlined there with this list cof significa wolitic:.. developnments
in WSL since the Special Conference o©n tHc Lulvin:s 'i;h"_.~ 7211 see
guite clearly why a tendency was finally set mp, Baecauvse vie were
opposed to the political drift of . the orgenisaticn tanzr conditions
where the iscussicn on Imperialisa was rov ' £ e 18

acain fell ir=o quiescence. Because we “ire te re,

in sur view, u series of revisionist polil ..l positi el
were gaining currency in the organisation, Finally, !~ uc. we
were concerned at the increasing political paralysis oxr the ¥WSL,
expressed both in a scricus degree of demoralisation anongst
certain lcyers ©7 the membership, and :in cur inability to wmcbilise
effectivaely foir ujor events,

In fact, the only valid criticism which w3 would ot is that
we hesitated about taking such & step as icrming a2 tendency. We
did so under conditions where there was 2 continuing lobby from
the Centre about avoiding factional heot, but objectively, we
should have recogniscl ruch earlier that ocur differences inmplied
the need to organise for a political fighkt on the dizpiiel issues.

But, having said tkis, we must new give mctice that in the present

situation wc viii not be browbeate:n by Cercl-n's siander campaibn.

We will not be intimidated by threats of wituh-hunting disciplinary

alticn. We will n,t be cowecd into submission bv the wave of hysteria

whipped up against us.

Our rights are safeguarded in the constitution. : reject Carclan's

attempt to junk the constitution by labelling us 3pars: and Qllcns.

For those involved in the WRP expulsions there nust now be 2 nasty

sensc of dz9r wvu,

We demand +«.ai: Carolan withdraws his witch-hunting thrcecate »gainst

the tendon .

We demand:tioie Carolan withdraws his slanderous allegaticns that
des who attended TILC were 'invited® by thc RYWL.

~
“ 0
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We demand tha: Carolan withdraws his lylny slanders -against the
Italian ar Imerican Cdes on the guestion of the Laloux Party.

We call om 1".* NC and the Conferznce to stop the orgasisational
measures beir, prepared and used against us, not least the forcible
splitting cf the Nottingham Bra=nch.

We urge the membership of WSL €0 hold Car. Lah and his factional
clique to cccount for their irrespunsible. Jishonest and disruptive
conduct i

It is not rho 'sec.ariens' of the LOR/RWL or of tane tendency who
are going o :..Jl - TILC and the WSL but the Carclam faction. - '

IB 35 is simply Carclan through the looking glass.



CAROCLAN'S FESONI T50N ON TiE IP EXAMINED AND EXPCSED.

Comrade Carolan's docament "Resolu tion on the T2" (IB 22/3) demonstrates in vivid
clarity, hew ceonfused gome lsading comrades have bscame, Hopefully, the majori
ef comrades will have realized that this deocumesnt hias nothing to do with dialect-
ical materialism. To outline the whele series of erreors, while being justified,
¢?11d take teo long, and it is mere imporitant to produce a resumé prior 1o the
WSL's conference,

-t

Cde Cerolan statzs in the first paragraph that the ILP "is the mass pelitical
yvement of the working class, organically tied o the bedrock organisstion of
f the workinp class, the trade vnions. While there is an element of itruth in

hat

)
D

the IP Was set up by the trade union. tureancrats, o repiresent their inter-

and without doubt, th2re rave bzen perisds, in its lifs when

mass pslitical PARTY e¢f the workink class, the questicn is
it the case now ? After 60 odd years of parliamentry reformism

n the Ip still be seom-as "the pivot cof mess working class

1. Cde Ca"nlan obviculy ﬁbLnP“ tbat the s mil]:ﬂn tvade

full .IP membership :

5 3

hip, even-if it is ovsrwheiming;y pecive. What is of mch

is the result of the recent bye eiection in Peckham, a

ict ¢f Londen § only 535 f the peasibie electorate ouuld
despite 3 years of fThatcherism, oniy 0% of the vote-was

r words 194 of the Glebta te voted Labemur, Surely *his

for gaToa;, in oth
result which isn't atypical, must raise some- question as ts the extent to which
th

cde Carclan's claim that ithe "ILP is for new and the foreseeable future the
pivet of mas3 working class politica in hritain', Tauis is not to suggest an

s an uﬁhn]p9u7 expression some comradses siart throwing around

when anyons. utd_ts vesiioning the significance of the IP. It is not a case of
e trade unions to the IP or visa versa. It is a case cof

attemmtlnﬁ to analyse the crisis in the working class, recognising that the

IP does not represent in most cases, the illusion of a peaceful road to

socialism , but only an alternative to the Tory Party.

It is cde Carolan's confusion about the relationship of the Lp to the working
class as a whole and *the relationship of the struggles inside the IP to the
working class, that has caused the WSL to have such an over emphasis on the IP.
Tis clearly comes across when cde Carolan writes "On the issues at stake WE
had won the CLPs". As far as I am aware, we have not won a single CiP +0 our
progrgwme, which obviously is the issue at steke - the question of leadership,
BRit cde Carolan doesn't mean we the WSL, mt we, the reiarmlst left, the bhrD,
+he LUC etc. and ourselves, have won the issues at stzke around which the CILFD
and LCC have oampaign@a around, and which obviously do have some impor tance.
Rit it is hardly surprising that the Left Reformis t/ActlvlSt% of the CLFD ete,
should win. the CLFs to a demand ‘for greater control of the LP by the CLPS.
Neither is it surprising that the WBureaucrats, the heirs of those who. set up
the IP in the first place, and who still need it , should use their bloc votes
to oppose . sach demands. What is éurprising is that a Revolutionary should
see this struggle as being in some way, our primary fight. Our siruggle is to
break Left reformist workers from reformism. To counterpose to their demands
for greater control of the LP, with demands for what is necessary for the
working class, whatl programme is necessary. The CIPD is not a centrist group
it is reformist, it sees its goal as the control of the PLP by the CLPs, not
the abolition of Parliament and its replacement by workers councils,

P11t then cde Carolan is out of touich with what the IP is - anyone who can write
nTf the LP were to fight the crusade we have advocated ... even on the basis of
{is present limited or muddled peiitics, it might radically change the climate
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on the shop flcer and ca2ll into being a storm of militant working class struggle",
o5

Jqust fails to appreciaie the nature of social dewmocracy.

r in IP terms. Bat like the
s hange ccmes throagh the ballot box.,
cige of Westminster" by ithe Unemployed, was
Social democracy is reformist and Parliiamentarian.
eyed. Whers Sogial demicracy has le=d
struggles it has always been to stay in control of the masses. But even in Chile
in 73 or Spain in3%6 or Germany in '20, the Reformists locked first *o the Capital-

(ASLS;

ist establishment for protection, and not tne working class,’ It'was the working
€ > king

class who scared them! Vby should the LP rock the system? Cde Carolan might also 1
1ike to consider the question of "Where was the ILP during the Health Dispute?",

The working class does not lock to the LP for leadership in its struggles, when
it dosc look to the IP, to the extent that it does, it is as an alternative to wans
gtmeggle

Cde Carolan stresses that the L is central to the work of marxists. This is not
the case. Te working class is the central area of our work, and our central
task is to win workers o our programme. IP work should be seen in relation to
thav. Bat then cde Carclan has a very flippant attitude to the question cf
political programme. It is the political programme which characterises the
barﬂy, i+ is therefore somewhat stunning tc read that "... the notion that we
can only relate polittically to reformist workers ... with direct and fully
1abelled Trotskyist propaganda implies a dual-labour movement conception oi the
Trade Unions and political wings of the British Iabour Mcvement. We reject it as
out of touch with reality."

The progranme is what characterises a political party, it is the guide to our
work. It is essential that in both the 1P and the TJ.s and other areas of our
orienation in the working class, is done on our progremme. Not because of‘sgme
dogmatic  reason Or programsatic fetish, tut because the purpose.of a %Ollt%cal
programae, is not something to hide, but a guide to all comradeg in their daily
A Transitional program:.e is what characterises a trotskyist party.

work.
(de Carolan's lack of understznding of .  marxism is apparent yet uga%n‘when
he write that " We mist politicise the trade unions in our sense ... right now

it is indisputable that IF the existing reformist movement could be made to fight
for its own reforms that would e a tremendous advagce from whgre we are att .Ip
terms of ideas we can put and demands we can maki with a wide immediate mobilising
NOWwer o sy full programme this is .ery important.
ng;;; igtghzhgpproacﬁ o? the Transition«l Programme.ces" Ig this reglly the best
that cde Carolan can do? Tat IF the reformists were to fight , thlngs‘wguld be
mich -easier for us., No.. doubt if they were to flgck tc? Ol;l;r pro%ramma, things

ould be even easier. The question is why dream with "ifs ‘and extremelxr
wt pables" ? It most certainly isn't the method of dialectical MATERIALISM .
5;; zshit tﬁat the reformist leaders won't fight? What did Trotsky meqn'by the
nopigis of leadership of the proletariat"? The apprgach of the Transitional
Programme was to start from where the workigg c}ass is at, now, mnot where they
would be if the reformist leaders started fighting. ;t a}so understar.lds.whyt ;
..eformism, whish accepts the funeamentals of the Cepitalist system, 1S 1mpgtin“.f"
En the face of the capitalist crisis. In other words, when cde Carolan writes,l

reality flies out the window!

aim of the Transitiocnal Programme is to take workers from their day to day
s soles to the threshold of the Socialist Revolution. Cde Caro}an howgver
s?g;ii‘"lt is only on the level of mass movements, of general strikes which
WIl-b‘hlow the normal channels and boundaries of twrade unionism °..tha't.‘trade
OV?II’ direct action can reach a higher level than mass political a.tlon, even
unlcnf ist ;1itics....‘ Jast what the implications of this are, 18 hard.to

e rf>grmCde 8arolan is basgically saying- that strike action/occupgtions with
ff;nge'questiOHS‘abcui organising, strategy, the role of tho police and the Taw
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etc is cecondary to mass political action ( an eample of what is meant would have
been useful, tut I asgime mass demonstrations involwing a few thousand people for
one day , or general electlionz are whatie meant). It seems obvious that -those

; X .

who advocate tha latler apvroach are these who use the "blackboard and a pupil--
teacher relationship ...1c *he working ciass', and not *he cther wav aroind o

Ling ciasg 4 and not the cther way around,

Cde .Carolan seems o equate rejecticn of his deive for “broad grovpaanproach to
et T 3 in an ‘ B NES AR ey 5t z e Yo

T and L%‘as %? jume way ﬁquaLklng pa.k tc the SIL/WRP appioach (tnnugh he may now
be egueting it tc ~200f of membersiip of the Svariazistis) sis lavghable if it
wean't 8o glanderous. It would be easier *o equais the broad groups approach a3

% >l
a harking back to the Socialist Oatlook period of the Healeyites, but thai is not
a& partiomlarly voeful poiut to make., What we do however wish to point out is that
breoai groups ., by their very natire (which is , in passing, a thorocughly Patloite
naiare and first spelt out in "The building of the Revolutionary Party" by Pablo.
in1952), have to limit the programme. Not to do so would be tobe a Party organ.
The fact that cde Carclan doesn't seem 1o realise this is even more worrying and

helps *o exvlain why cde Carclan thinks selling Tor B as a possibility.

Qur desire for a Party Paper stems from necessity. It is important to firstly o
have a clear understanding of the crisis facing Capitalismaand the efect that this
has on the working class and labour movement , and from that to develop a programme
that . meeds the necds of the working class and cur comrades on the shcp floor

who are arguing . DIasic militancy is not enoigh, political leadership is needed.
(Cde Zllis'e doeument"The Iabour Party" IB31 seems tobe a good expansion on this

idea.')

Cde Carolan writes that "we consider central to cur work the task of organising
the IP and T left and the militants for the stmggle and for class struggle
jssues and politics in the IF and IM generally.” Cde Carolan fails to raise

the question of whati programme or platform this organicing is tc be around. Is

it %o be *he minimim sgveement between our selves and ibe reformists, in other
words their prozremme, or on the basis that we will provide the haxrd core,

and that by fighting on our programme, the people around us will lcok 1o the

WSL for leadership? 0Cde Carolan in effect answers this question} "(soncretely
now when i1 is EX'MREMELY PROBABLE that idre left offensive in the the IP will be
resumed after the election, whatever its ocutcome. to abandon that work would be
political suicide for marxists).

"Such orgonising is our *echnigque both for forwarding the interests of the broad
movement and sim:ltanecusly for building a revolutionary party inside that
movement'. In other word on the basis of a mmnch from cde Carolan that the
left will contime to fight for democracy in the ILP, the role of the WSL. will be
to organise those forces, not around our programne, it on the basis of their
democratic demands! Why should anyone want to join the WSL ? In effect its
programme will be a minimim/maximm programme, with the practical work competeing
with Briefing and CLPD . Following this road one is left only with the "blackboard"
approach to recruitment to the WSL, something cde Carolan criticises later on
or. the same page.

Finaily, though there is more of the .same in cde Carolan's docoment, and he has
gince written a document attacking the Internationalist Tendency on totally

apolitieal ground, and insisting on refering to us as the RWL Tendency, which other
comrades are replying to, I'd like #o remind comrades of cde Smith's speach at

the founding conference in 1981. In it he quote at some lenght from Leopold
Trepper, ending with these two paragraphs:

" e Totskyites can lay claim to this honor. Following the example of their
leader, who was . rewarded for his obstinacy with the end of an ice-axe, they
fought Stalinism to the death, and they were the only oneg who did., By the time
of the gmeat purges, they could only shout their rebeilion in the freezing waste-
lands where they had been dragged in order to be exterminated. In the camps,
their eonduct was admirable. Bat their voices were lost in the tundra.

" Ppday, the Troiskyites have a right to aceuse those who once howled along with
the wolves. Let them not forget, however, that .they huad “he encrmous advantage



4

over ug of having a coherent political system capable of replacing Staliniem.
They had scmething to cling #o in the midst of their profound distress at
seeing the revolution betrayed. They did not "confess”, for theyv knew thei
confeszion would serve neitier the party or socialism."

The reason Ffor quoting Leopold Trepper (leader of ihe Red Orchestra) is to

point® out in ccneclusion. that if there has ever been a time to carxy out the sont
of tactic thet cde Caorolen is now advocating *then it was in the '20s and'30 in

the Soviet Union. Many leading Yef: Cppositionists did; Radek, Prezchnzzhencky

to name tut two,, However the result of their capitulation was io confuse the
struggle and allow Stalinism to contimie. Obviocusly it is impoussible fo say that
by follewing ede Carclan's propcsals we will ensure the ccntimation of Capitalism,
ercupt in so far as tu say *hat we will not be aiding its down fall.

b it §
ot
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