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Build for a Women's General Strike

Despite massive media coverage since December 12 % 12 on Greenham Common, our
movement has scarcely touched on the issue. I weloomed Cde. Oliver's discussion
document for the broad group .and although I have some criticisms of the document
I will not dwell on these here but urge comrades to read it in conjunction with

this one. Its approach is a positive refreshing one, and it clearly argues why
we should support the women's peace movement.

The women around Greebham Common have becen organising action. and making the
political links betwecn the arms race and other issues affecting the working class,
long before December 12 put them on the map. (B.g.: economic — their blockade
of the Stock lxchange on June 6; the cuts — their contingent on September 22 NHS
demo carried a banner saying "Hospitals not haulocaust"; alternative technology -
they are in contact with workers at Lucas Aerospace; imperialism - they (bravely)
demonstrated against the "Falklands Victory Parade").

Now the Women from Greenham Common and the entire Buropean Women's Peace
Movement are calling for a women's Gencral Strike!

The following is quoted (whole) from 2 lea let proluced by one of the Green-
ham Women for the East Midlands Region: -

" omen all out for Peace
May 24 - International Women's Day for Yisarmament

After the success of the Deéember 12 and 13 actions women from Greenham
Common Peace Camp together with other women's peace grouns, throughout Britain and
Burope, are calling for a women's day of action for peace on May 24,

We are asking all women everywhere — women in paid employment, unemployed
women, women working in the home, women students, etc. to leave their normal jobs
for the day and to take non-violent direct action and other forms of creative and
imaginative action against the siting of nuclear weapons in Burope. Actions on
this day can range from pickets anil blockades of muclear bases and construction
complexes engaged in work on nuclear installations, to silent vigils in town
centres, to simply mecting together as groups of women to discuss our feeling
about nuclear weapons/show slides and vileos/put on exhibitions.

Why is lMay 24 a ‘omen's Day of Action?

Women constitute over half the population and occupy many (mostly low-paid
and unpaid) vital jobs. By withdrawing our labour for a day, or part of a day,
and taking positive actions for peace we will mkke a powerful state¢ent1abogt our
opposition to all weapons of mags destruction, whilst at the same_tlme uraw1ngf
the links hetween low pay, unemployment, the cuts and the increasing amounts o
money being spent on nuclear weapons.

As the urgency of the situation increascs (Cruise missiles are sch:gfled z:
arrive in Britain this year) it is important thet everyone yho_opnoses b is ma.\it
ness can make their voices hcard. A women's day of.act}on is 1mgrt§nth eza:ﬁz
will give women the confidence to act, and the rcalisation that we do hav

power to change things.

In order to make this Day of Action succeseful we need_tho support‘of mei.
Men are asked to tazke supportive strike action ani to organise creﬁhe% tg :g;c
places, and look after the children at home, SO that women can(b? t;?& s
action. llen can also help by funi-raising and by working to make is
day of action within their unionse.

¥hat the unions can do.

To make this an effective day of action worki'.g women need t? knog tﬁftnigizy
can leave their jobs for the wholec, or part of, the }xy WlthOuF feir 0 r;;fical
" or loss of pay. Ye nced the backing of the t?a@e uglons 1o make t'iixiial
day of action for peace. Unions who have policics 1@ favqur ?f_unl i‘st s
disarmament should move resolutions in support of this. delow is a ll
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positive things your union can do to support 'ay 24.

~Write to your regional contact asking for speakors for your union branch meeting/
regional meeting/annual confcrunce/frades Council.

~Trade Tmionists and Labour MPs have suggested that the PeoplesMarch for Jobs
becomes the Peoples March for Peace and Jobs and brought forward to coincide with
May 24. Build a support for this idea within your union. .

-Fundraising and donations. Xach Regional co-ordinating group is to have a bank
account into which cheques can be paid. Get in touch with your area co-ordinator
for details.

What you can do.

~Press within your trade union branch to make this an official day of action
for peace.

—~Talk to other women you know about May 24. Ask your regional contact for
leaflets; Take these to your workplace/clinics/hother and todler groups/énywhere
you can think of. : :

-Get a*motion of supsort passed in your Labour Party."

It's crucial for the League to support this initiative. With support from
the extra forces of our broad groups (%, Wb, and maybe g#*Y), with the success
of December 12 and th: growing support for the women's peace groups, May 24 CAN
BE effectively a women's general strike (it was done in Iceland and Holland).*

We should support it unconditionally and involve ourselves fully in the mobilisa-
tions for it. Our struggle for support would be a strugzle against sexism and
give us fantastic opportunities to explain our politics.

Apart from getting resolutions through TU branches to make it official the
women have approached Labour MPs, Councillors and TU officials from whom they
arec receiving positive noiscs. They are also drafting leaflets for workers in
factories, in hospitals and clinics, mother % todller groups, supermarkets, etc.
(where issues of low pay, cuts & unemployment can be more clearly drawn out).
The women will be organising pickets of local construction companies engaged in
work on nuclear installations (alrealy they're working to get NFZ councils to
black them), pickets of the armed services recruitment offices, tax offices,
blockades of all the nuclear bases. They have produced a "trade union pack" with
a letter of explanation, list of regional cont acts, Greenham blacklist of firms
with contracts at the base, map of Britain showing the nuclear bascs, list of
suggested actions, etc. TUs, LPs should be ordering them. The issue is highly
relevant in the pre-election period, wards can be wobilising and nressurising
for official TU support.

: The women are calling for a political strike in the time of Tebbit. TUs
wglch try to'block.support on legal grounds will be bowing to Tebbit. - This will
give the anti-tebbit campaign new impetus and we can involve more women in the

gtruggle ggainst Tebbit. At the same time we are drawing out the class questions
inherent in anti- ar protests. -

- .Some comrades argue that our support for the women's peace movement must be
critical support. This is true, but whilst we disagrce with the uneritical support
of the SWP and the sectarian stance of WP we must remain very sensitive to this
moyement. A women's general strike should not be secn as a diversion but as a
pr}dgo to focussing support and building links with the working class. Our"crit-
icism" spould be in the form of comstructive and positive suggestions as we work
closely in the movement. Through our fullest support and through our involvement
we s@ould develop that movement. We can learn crestively and self confidently
within the movement. The way the women's peace groups orginise allows us enormous
scope and freedom to write leaflets ourselves where we can more fully develap the
political links (nature of the state, imperialism, unemployment, etce).

*Would be grateful to comrades who could supply more info on this.
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Many of the most committed women are fully conscious of the need to link up
with the working class and specially oppressedl and to overthrow the economic/social
relationships that lead to that opprcssion. In our leaflets and through our
involvement and by developing their (our?) understanding of impcrialism we are un-—
likely to find ourselves at loggerheads with the movement. We should be saying
"Let's contact Rulecan women, or women at Lee Jeans (or wherever) or let's contact
the El Salvador Campaign - it links in with US imperialism.”" rather than going
in with "You're doing it wrong, what about black women,", etc. We should go in
with the attitude of sharing our skills in organising and sharing our understand-
ing of capitalism's highest stage and its crisis. The more links we make, the
more we can deepen their understanding of capital's crisis and the nature of the
working class as a whole as the only force which can shut down the war machine
and build a system that meets human nceds. We can gzin a lot of credibility, as
the only organisation seriously struggling for an end to all oppression, defending
all sections of the oppressed, fighting for and with the working class.

. There has been a strong tradition of women leading anti-war movements as in
Germany pre-first World War. A call by women, to women, both at home and in the
workplace to come out against war is something that women can relate to and
strongly identify with. Bven the most oporessed women are likely to respond to
this whereas a TUC or LP call would not reach these womcn. A women's initiative
o women-led strike would bring out many women to teke action, probably for the
first time in their lives. May 24 will be a major force in strengthening women's
consciousness and struggles.

The actions will be carried out mostly by women but men are called on 1o
support, their role being clearly cucial to the success of the day. Men should
gtrike in solidarity and of course not cross picket lines. If mothers and women
school teachers arc on picksts, blockades, etc., men will be nceded to lock
after children.

At the same time as reoognising the strength and creativity of this ca}l
(and respect the autonomy of women's 1eadership) we must be wary of ﬁhe notion
that warmongering arises from men and can only be solved by women. .Take the
Toys from the Boys" is a politically misleading slogan (our own }eadlng.wgr—
monger is a woman). Wer is a class question and we must take this sensitively
BUT STRONGLY into the women's peace movement.

_A women's general strike with men coming out in solidarity, with entir:
labd* r movement support, Jirected at the Tory policies of cuts, unemployme:h,
union bashing % warmongering would be a Aeccigive victory for the class in the

year of an impending election.
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Resolution to NC March 18.

This NC rccognises ' : A
a)lsthat thebMay 24th Women's atrike call is an important

not be wasted. : :
b) that we have jess than 3 months t0 orgaenise for this.
Therefore this NC fully supports and resolves to mobilise for the Greenham
Common call for a one day women's General Strike on May 24th. ;

opportunity that must

This NC instructs all comrades to:

1. Get their union branch to

a) invite a speaker for their union branch/district/fegional meeting/annual
conference/trades council

b) order a trade union pack

c) donate money to the campaign

d) make May 24th an officiel day of action.

e¢) get the People's March for Jobs to bacome the People's larch for Peace
and Jobs and the Women's Day of the March 1o coincide with May 24th.

£) publicise and mobilise for the day. :

2. Get support from their LP wards, GliCs, councillors, etc.
3. Try to get their workplace to come out or show support in some Way.
4o Help organise for local action on May 24th.
5. Strike on the day unless there are clear threats of victimisation.
This NC resolves to organise W**/S* fraction and area caucus to develop

the practical organisational work required for ley 24th and to develop our

political clarity and programme with regard to our relationaship with the
Women's Peace Movement and CND in general.
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FOREWORD

In the course of ;
T e O?P:ii éfajnfiyfimeeting,the LOR representative put
S it : g atlon, criticism of politics the wWsL

c .11 respect to the LP. On that occasion, some WSL leading
cqmrades proposed that such criticism be submitted in written form
in order to facilitate understanding and hence discussion. This sh;rt
document is just intended to expound and briefly argue our criticism,
for opening up a debate to hopefully develop in a positive fashion,
g0 contributing to W action.

First of all, we should make clear that our criticism doesn't concern
the optun1to develop - a special-type "entry" work within the LP.
Indeed, the peculiar history of British workers movement, as well as
the LP's structure, in our opinion require that revolutionists make
any effort to assure their constant presence within the LP itself —
like it was an historical patrimony of our movement, since the times
of Lenin and Trotsky.

At the very time when the then GBL (Bolshevik-Leninist Group of Italy)
contacted the W  (1979), some leading comrades of GBL, presently lead-
ers of the LOR, in informal debates about the activities of the British
section, stated they did favour deeper insertion &g

Due to the same reasons. our comrades who knew the first & issues, con-
gsidered as essentially correct the method used by the 1  1in relation to
LFP (though we then thought we had major political differences with the

Ir v itself). That was the period when 5§ was issued monthly as organ of
St 1.V, the I.i maintaining weekly 'w ' as ‘party' paper.

To agree with an entrist tactics (or,in the British case,strategy) ob-
viously doesn't imply to agree with the specific action carried ocut by
an organization committed to that tactics or ‘strategy. Rather, the very
mode of developing such an action allows to estimate it as valid or neg-

ative.

* Some comrades may perhaps recall a speech of a comrade of ours
(Franco G.) at the 1980 TILC Summer School, dealing with this topic
and agreeing with a previous contribution (also making reference to
Trotsky's booklet "where Is Britain Going?") delivered by an elderly
sympathizer and former Trotskyist militant who assisted to the meeting.

.



GENERAL AIMS OF ENTPY

In any entry operation,the aim of revolutionary Marxistg i:hto :tigg?éin—
for leadership of the workers' rank-and-file of the party -°:¥ 1;ader~
ed, winn H&fit from the older reforwist (or pqssibly centris . 3
ship. In a general sense, therefore, tevolutionary Marxists stan cpfot
site to all other tendencies -~ whether right- or left-wing reformist,
centrist in nature. >
g; :ogise. insofar revolutionary Marxists constitute a.small minority,
they may have to adopt special tactical attééinies, such as united fronts
with other tendencics, or participation in emder tendencies. Likewise,
they should in any case devote particular attention to progressive cen- .
trist tendencies possibly existing within the party -- political blocs
with such tendencies may prove useful in order to definitively win them

to the revolulionary Marxist programme, *

However, irrespective of particular tactical-moves required by definite
conditions,the pivotal task of revolutionists must remain unchanged :

to build themselves ae an alternative leadership to all reformist and
centrist forces. '

In "classica1~type" reformist parties, namely the “"continental” onesg,
this is as a rule relatively easier, Generally, such parties do have

a formal structure more democratic than the LP, better allowing counter-
position of even a smell minority as against other Components. The as-
sumption that the structure of classical reformist parties is more demo-
cratic than the LP's one may perhaps seem to be untrue to 5ome comrades,
We think we must emphasize that, in our opinlon, one shoul@ not. ton fuse
the term,"demdcrutie® wity “open". Surely ¢hdeed, the LY i (at least
presently) more "open" than the overwhelming majority of traditional-
~type reformist barties, since it accepts prerence of revolutionary mil-
itants whe would soon be expelled from most other parties, Nevertheless,
the structure of these parties is Per se less antidemocratic. In fact,
they normally rest op conventions (congresses) of delegates elected by
rank-and-file meetings, or by delegates from these latter, with right

of vote proportional to the different existing tendencies, whercby as

a rule even small tendencies, opposite to ali others, succeed in being
represented at every level. When, in particular cases, revolutionary
Maxists succeed in entering such parties, this facilitates their ac-
tivities — for instance, French Trotskyists did bresent their inde-
pendent motion to the 1035 Congress of the s.r.1.0. (SP) ,and, while ob-
taining less than 43 vote, got represented at the Party's National Lead-
ership. “onversely in the LP, the petty-bourgeois leading bureaucracy
transplanted the antidemocratic election patterns ‘typical of the Brit-
ish bourgeois state (majority vote, vote by blocs, and so on}, which
makes activities of a small minority more difficult, hence requiring
Bome tactical flexibility, especially as concerns aliiances,

Even in this case however, no technical or tactical reasene might displace
the two Cornerstones of our politics, namely %) maintenance of Our own prog-
rammatic Positions, ang 2) endeavouy to become asg soon as rossible a faction
Counterposed to aiy others, posing as an alternative leadership.

‘
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WHY AND HOW TO CRITICALLY SUFPORT TONY BENN

We consider it was correct to critica.ly support Tony Benn in his cam-
paign for deputy leadership . for the following reasons:

1) The pecuiiar LP structure, on account both of ecant democracy and

of the presence of unions,makes it impo
saible for a ama
present an independent caadidate. 3 i

2) Tony Benn was the expression of a major rank-and-file movement within
the LP, which, although develcoped on a narrow political basis (especlal-
ly centered on internal democracy) represented a progressive reaction to
the overtly bourgeois politics of the Labour right wing which resulted
in Tory victory — in the present stage, it is absolutely necessary for
revolutionists to be present within such a movement .

3) Benn's victory would have provoked furtiher drop of right wingers,
brought the left wing to LP leadership, and widened democratlc elbow-
-room, all this providing a major opportunity for development of activ-
jties of revolutionists, and facilitating their tagk of unmasking, in
the eyes of rank-and-filers, the positious of all reformist leaders,in-
¢luding Benn himself. '

Generally apeaking, however,in no case can critical support
to Benn be based on more "progressive', orieven "socialist”
character of his positions.

We of course do not identify Denn's positions with those of
the direct labour lieutenants of the capitalist class,such
as Healey or Foot, but we should also not confuse them with
the contents -— cbjectively progressive beyond their limits
— of the rank-and-file movement wiewing Benn as its own
nflag-bearer'. Indeed, as Trotsky reapeatedly stessed, it
is absoulutely necessary {o distinguish mass movements from
their transient leaders or jdeological expressions. While
the rank-and-file revolt movement which developed in the LP
since 1979 doem contain an anticapitalist potential, "Denn-
jam" constitules o pvtty-bnurgcuis jdeology, A variant of
fert-wing reformism, characterized by all the fdeological
and practical limitations of the Fablan, pacifist British
tradition.

As such, Bennite ideology doesn't represcnt a strong point,
but rather the present 1imit of the "broad Left" movement
in the LP, preventing it from advancing a consistent antica-
pitalist prospect, as well as waging a consistent struggle
against Labour ecentre" (or ngoft-left") and right wing.

In that sense, Bennism is ultimately en obstacle to be rem-
oved if the left-wing LP rank-and-file has to translate its
potential into actual efficacye.

We must adopt the most appropriate, flexible tactics in or-
der to maintain ourselves in a hloc together with bhroad left-
-wing militants in the LP, to develop organizational atruc-
ture of the same wing, to fight right wingers -— while at the
same time progressively weakening the grip of left-wing ref-
ormism, hence of Bennite ideology and of Benn himself, on the
jeft-wing. This requires to demonstrate the impassable 1im-
its of Bennism, &s well as the need for replacing Bennism
with a genuine alternative, revolutionarly lLeadership. Such
a demonstration should start from the present level of con-

- and has
iousness and concrete experience of Left-wingers,
;ztoto be confused with ebstract denunciatione, and RO On.
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"“In the present LP conflict we (eee) stand niungs1§ﬁ
the left-wing forces fighting .lo democratise the Party
and the election of its leadership — whi.h? we argue
tor a programme of action to meetl the crisis aed o no
way support the reactionary so-called "al tcrm.nt.LV(:
cconomic strategy (eee.)s The fight for a genuinely
new leadership of the LP and throughout the workers'
movement, like the fight for a socialist programme of
action againat the Tory offensive demands the building
of a principled, revolutionary leadership".

Actually, we feel that & has followed a quite different
ildne,

Instead of very carefully differentiating itself from Benn-
ism, S self-proclaimed ns "Bennist",althoigh making ref-
erence to “"serious differences” with T. Benn ( sept.10th,
1981). Quotes of Benn and other personalities, especiolly
the much-mentioned Reg Haoce,- were used as supportive evid-
ence for our posilions - as if a Marxist paper would nec-
essitate such "authoritiea"® 3 =0, for instance, in the
serial of C d S. M - on socialism and democracy {(sce
below), empecially in the first article (Feb. 11th,1982).
Please also censider the publication of the wretched, ige-
norant "Marx Memorial Lecture' delivered by T. Benn — with-
out any comments, and without subsecquently issuing the pro-
mised S  answer. On this basis, we consider as all the more
absurd to present Benn as a "theorician',and even a faultl-
finder of pm*]inmentnr?, democracy — as well as to make
enlogizing reference Yo T. Benn even irrvespectively aof the
very context, eg in Sam Gordon's necrology (S, March 18th,
1982). Finally, we cannot help mentioning the gquote, with-
out any comments, of some¢ Reg Racds sentences on the Mal-
\tti.nim war, exhibiting = objectively sccial-chauvinist con-
ents,

# As shown in a Feb, 9,1936 letter to the leaders of the
Belgian Section, Trotsky opposed use of even per se rev-
olutionary sentences ("Workers masses must crush the bour-
geoisia with the force") of opportunist personalities (in
that event, Francisco Largo Cabaliero, the well-known Spa-
nish centrist demagogue). :

o
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We think we have only mentioned above some exdfhles of an
attitude we don't consider as occasional, but rather roe-
pratedly obscrvable in the whole of post-unification 5 .

Conversely, we notice a failure to exploit opportunities
rlvhure it would have been poasible and useful to altack
Benn and other Lef't leaders — so, for instance, on occa=
sion of agrrements with Foot at Hishops Stortford, or with
respect to Benn's unability and unwillingnexs to give a
sustained organization to ell forces which had been com-
mitied to his own depuly leadership canpaigne

All this nmounts 1o downplaying the central, indispensable
aspects of criticnl delimitation from overall Bean's posi-
tione and, in geveral, from the present ideological and
politica! loevel of the hrond-Left making reference to Benn
This ‘cluvu Jeaparidize the value ond signification ol what
should be the understanding and practice of critical sup-
port by revolutionists.

1S A REVOLUTIONARY USE OF REFORMISM POSSIDLE?
THE QUESTIONS OF STHRATEGICAL ALLIANCE WITH LABOUR LEFTS
AND PROSPECTS OF LEFT LABOUR GOVERNMENT

If the aforementioned differences would exclusively con-
cern individual, in our eyes incorrect, formulas, their
own scope would obviously be relatively minor. Unfortun-
ately, it seems Lo us that the mentioned W« positions
reflet an organic line, not only tactical but at least to
large extent strategical — with which we are fecling we
have major discrepanciess, In other words, we ~think that
thoere is a difference on the politics accounting for those
special expressiona and attitudes, hence maximum clarity
should be made on this politics.

At the last TILC meeting, April 1982, our representative,
in an effcrt to focuse actual differences, atated that

outr ongreement with support to Benn's candidature also rest-
erd un"presvnl.v small size of S Alliance. In reply to this,
¢ Scan M, (L€ his answer was properly understood) =aid
that tn his opinion, support to Henn wnsn 't condit ioned

hy the presently tiny size of the oygonizatdon — ol the
contrary, such a support aliould continue oeven with a "mwuch
jarger" organization, till it succeceds in "winning mass
support'. Also in case such assert is understood in a nar-
row, or rostrictive sensc, f.va "mass'" s interpreted s
meaning the bulk of broad workers' vanguard, such a scn=
tence reflects a political method with which we definite-
ly disagree, as far as we could not win majority, or cven
a substantial pprtion, of proletariat without previnusly
exposing in deeds, ienn's policies, and, at =2 certgin po%nt
of time, withdrawfiur political suppert and utandhbppua1te
tc him as a global alternative.
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It might appear that we are overemphasizing one single
sentence, but this in our opinion actually reflectis a
strategical line of long-term bloec wilh left-wing ref-
ormistas, which governed in proactice 8. policlies over
the last few yecars, and which is ultimately linked to
a misinterpvetption and underestimate of the role of
"subjective factor*in the revolutionary process. That
this isn't a product of polemical exaggeration by our
part is shown in our opinion by a series of positions
about the prospects of a "Left Labour goverment" and its
possible role under mass pressure,

Already when the Fusion Platform W /1 wans ~ubmit-
ted (July 1981), we publicly cxpressed at the TILC meet-
ing ovur disagreement concerning an obvionsly importaut
section such as that on workers government (page 19, sac-
omd draft text, mimeographied cdition), First of all,we
conuider that scction as confused: howover, beyond
unclarity or weakness of several expressions, our vri-
ticism aimed at the following points:
1) A lot of confusion was made between a genuine workers
government, and a "left reformist" (Dennite) one. In our
opinion, discriminants listed in the Theses of the &4th
Congress of the Communist INternational between gemiine
workeirs governments, workers-bourgceois governments, etc.
hold true now as in the past, especially insofar a genuine
workers government should at lenst ésmtablish workers' con-
trol as a preparatinn to expropriation of the bourgeoisie,
arm the proletariat and disarm the bourgeoisie.

2) The assumption that a left rcfurmngAgpve;nment can
become "captive" of the masses simply thanks to develop-
ment of democracy in the LP and to mass mobilization,

is actually quite delusory and conflicting with historical,
even recent, experience,

3) The spontuneist concepl was advanced that in the afore-
said situation, mass movement, by holding government "cap-
tive", may per se¢ rebuff bourgeois counterrevolution and
march forward towards the estabilshment of workers power.
Such a perspective actually proved false, in the alisence
of an authoritative revolutionary comminist TLeadoer<hip,
even in some exceptional, revolutionary situations in the
period folllowing the First World War, such as Bavaria and
Hungary 1919, or Thuringia and Sax 1923 — where there
existed workers' governments formed by coalitions of cen-
irists, left reformists, and (with the exception ol Bava-
ria),also communists, Clearly, this holds all the more
true for Britain, where similar conditions cannot be fore-
seen For the next years, while on the other, hand, the Ben-
nite leadership is obviously much less radical than the
aforementioned ones,
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4) The aoresaid spontaneism was nlso refiected by the
failure to recognize the need of a revolutlionary comminist
(Trotskyist) leadership, supporied by the mosses, for favou
able oulcome of the revolutionary process, irrespective of
the kind of government is established. This is atl the more
true in a great imperinlist couniries, with tremendous dem-
ocratic-parliamentary traditions and an history of workers
aristocracy such as Britain (sec Trotsky's writings, Lesson
of October, 1924, and Where is Britain Going?,1925).

5) There was no adequate consideration of the left-reformis
leaders' unwillingness and inability to seriously attack th
bourgeoisie, nor of adoption by Benn of an economic tine(ih
so~called AES) completely consistent with and internal to
capitalist property relationships and British imperialism.

Our criticism, also making refercnce lo some previous posi-
tions of both the old W and the T (such as the aforemcn
tioned pamphlet "Bring Down the Tories This Winter",August

19§0Q. and July 1977 Manifesto of I , respectively),contri-
buted to introducing an amendment (written by C ¢ John L.)
which, though not resolving all points above, atressoed that
a left reformist government was unlikely to take any anti-

capitalist actions, and it was necessary to prepare for op-
posing its predictable activitics,

We however holicve that the basic limitations of concepis
expounded in that document have been actually maintained in
the subsequent W ° work., They were indeed reproduced in
the draft resoluticn for 8 AGM, 26-27 June €5 , June 17th,
p.06) ,where a call was issued for "a different scrt of Lab-
our Governmeni, one under the organiscd pressure,if not con
trol, of the rank and file (...) under some degree of rank
and file labour movement control as a guarantee against any
more betrayals".In the light of all this, we are glad that
C d Pete Keenlyside from Manchester pointed to the fallure
to "distinguish clearly between a workers' government and
an old-style left Labour government',as well as that C.d
Sean M. recognized this, and that the section was withdrawn
This however iMno way solvea the problem, since it is not
of a particular formula, but of the underlying 130, i
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Essentially, this line can be identified as an orientation
towards "revoiutionary use of reformism" — which should be

To believe that reformism, even "left" reformism, either due
to any intrinsic dynamics, or to its contradictions and weak-
nesses, might somewhat provide a launching pad to revolution-
ary initiative — op that it is possible to make a long way
not only together with section of workers bearing reformist
delusions, but with reformist leaders themselves — jg in our
opinion a dangerous mistake, which can ultimately contribute
to strenghtening, as opposed to weakening, the "grip" of re-
formist leaders on the masses,

The aforementioned policies were such ‘as to begin to result
agso in contaminations of some central, irreplaceable posi-
tions of Marxism, This became evident in C d Sean M.'s se-
rial on "Socialism & Democracy", we are, obviously not inter-
ested in criticism of individual sentences or unhappy ex-
bPression, but instead of some basic Premises and inferences,

1) Nowhere in this lengthy seriant was adequately stresded the
basic principle that bourgeois democracy is g dictatorship

of capitalist class — por even the more general impossibil-
ity of speaking about abstract "democracy", without specify-
ing its inevitable class nature, This entails both a series
of concession to the trivial opposition of democracy vs dic-
tatorship, and & representation of relationships of "con-
sistent" bourgeois democracy (such as petty-bourgeois demo -
crats like Benn delusory think it may exist) to workers pow-
er as if these relationships ultimately were Or purely quan-
titative difference, |

but "1nterWOven", and compatible at long term, thus allowing
an "historical bloc!" gr prolonged alliance (at least up to

3) Such view of "splicen of the two distinct options leads
to the Completely wrong concept of "grafting" elements of
proletarian pPower on thq body of bourgeois democracy. Thys

mist workers in France for a similar Programme", 4 ,e,
& programme similar to that of Sylvia Pankhurst : "an
extremely radical Programme of democratic reform at-
tempting to graft on the British parliament features

of the wWorkers Council system" (emphasis oL :8:).
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Not only the French Programmne of Action (a forerunner of

the Transitional Programme) did not imply such a mixture,
which Trotsky politically fought several times (see eg
"Probleme of Italian Revelution', May 14,1930,in Writings,
1930, pp. 221 £f.)— but it was aimed at utilizing a series
of extremely radical democratic objectives (to be summarized
in the very reference to the French 1793) ,viewed at any rate
as an eminently transitional tool for revolutionary breakup
of bourgeois-democratic frame.

in such a connection, other guestionable positions are con-
tained in the comments (cf S December 16th,1981) to the
inherently, in our opinion, unhappy article by J.P. Cannon
vs G, Munis (this latter ceitainly waged exaggerated criti-
cism, according his own evolution towards ultraleftism).
Comments in our view actually worsen the most negative as-
pects of Cannon's text, particularly as concerns the majo-
rity issue, where class nature and relationship to organ-
ized revolutionary vanguard of such a majority are present-
ed at least in a confused fashion.

As Lenin and Trotsky repeatedly argued against both centrists
and ultralefts (see in particular the Third Congress of the
Communist Internationa, 1921) ,the basic issue of revolution
is to win to revolutionary party's programme the political
majority (which doesn't necessarily imply the numerical one)
of the proletariat.

For instance, among many passages by Lenin, we can quote the
following (from: Election to Constituent Assembly and Dicta-
torship of the Proletariat — Dec. 16, 1919, our translation):

(chap. VI, paras §.5)

"4) ... The hue and cry German "Independent" Social
Demicrats and other leaders or rotten Socialism make
against tdictatorship of a minority", etc., only dem-
onstrate that they don't understand the dictatorship

of the bourgeoisie, actually ruling even in the most
democratic republics, nor the conditions allowing the
latter's destruction through proletarian class struggle.

5) Such a misunderstanding particularly consists in
the following: one forgets that bourgecis parties

largely rule thanks to deception of people's masses,
oppression by the capital -— and,in addition, there
is self-deception about the very essence of capital-

. 4sm, which is characteristic especially of petty-bour-
geois parties that commonly want to replace class
struggle with more or less masked forms of class col-
laboration.

npirst of all, by maintaining private property, i.es
the yoke and power of capital, let the majority of
people declare in favour of the proletarian party.
Only then can and must this latter take power'".Such
are speaking those bourgeois democrats whe actually
the lackeys of the bourgeoisie,and are calling them-
selves "socialists'.
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We say inastead: "Let first the revolutionary prol-
etariat overthrow the bourgeoisie, break the capl-
talist yoke, destroy the bourgeois state apparatus
— and then the conqueror proletariat will be able
to rapidly attract favour and support of the majo-
rity of non-proletarian toiling masses, by meeting
their needs at the expenses of exploiters", The con-
trary will represent a rare exception in the histo-
ry (and even in a similar exceptional case, the
bourgeoisie will be able to resort to civil war,as
shown by the Finnish example)",

On the other hand, the proletarian dictatorship itself
cannot be mechanically reduced to a question of arithmetic
majority(in all cases and at any cost) of the working mass-
es themselves, at is was well clear to Trotsky, even in

the light of criminal Stalinist totalifarianism:

"ess The masses are by no means identical: there
are revolutionary masses,there are paseive masses,
there are reactionary masses. The very same masses
are at different times inspired by different meth-
ods and cbjectives. It is just for this reason that
a centralized organization of the vaguard is indis-
pensable, Only a party, wielding the authority it
has won, is capable of overcoming the vacillations
of the masses themselves. To invest the mass with
traits of sanctity and to reduce one's program to
amorphous "democracy", is to dissolve oneself in
the class as it is, to turn from a vanguard into a
rearguard, and by this very thing, to renounce rev-
olutionary taeks. On the other hand, if the dicta-
torship of the proletariat means anything at all,
then it means that the vanguard of the clasms is
armed with the res8urces of the state in order to
repel dangers, including those emanating from the
backward layers of the proletariat itself.All this
is elementary; all this has been demonstrated by
the experience of Russia, and confirmed by the ex-
perience of Spain"

("The Moralist and Sycophants against Marxism',
June 9, 1939)

Basically, we want to say that — due allowance made for
necessary tactical cautiousness in a paper of an organi-
zation within the LP, under attacks by rigﬁt« and centre-
wing fakers, etc., which may necessitate leaving some of
our arguments unsaid — positions were expressed to some
extent distorting some important Marxist concepts, and
introducing democratist-type ideas and arguments,

On the other hand, we think that such a trend is reprod-
uced and extended in further, not secondary areas and
topics, as are the Afghanistan and Malvinas issues,
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As for Afghanistan, let's remark that the difference isn't
centered on the proposed solution (calling back the Russian
troope), although we consider such a demand, at this point
of time, as wrong and unrealistic - but it focuses on the
method whereby the question of right to self-determination
is placed above all further democratic objective and all
considerations of international politics.

We don't enter into details on the Makvinas issue, however,
beyond overall considerations (being separefily debated),we
consider ;gxtrumuly serious a deviation to focus the whole
issue on the alleged democratic rights of 1,800 pro-imper-
ialist settlers,

All this isn't unrelated to softeness towards "broad" Labour
left — instead we think it flows from such an attitude.

IN GUISE OF CONCLUSION

We in the LOR always felt deeply convinced of ths importance
of W as senior TILC section. On this ground, and on account
of the specific function of TILC as grouping consistent Trot-
skyists fighting for building revolutionary organizations in
the workers movement and for rebuilding the FI1, we adscribe
paramount value, and honce devote meximum attention, to W
policies.We once more state we consider of absolute relevance
for building a revolutionary leadership of British proleta-
riat; to work inside the LP and to develop an adequately care-
ful and flexible policy towards left-reformist sections. Clear-
ly, however, a amall revolutionary organization committed to
such an activity has to resist a tremendous amount of preasurae,
All the history of workers (and especially Trotskyist) move-
ment shows that unders these conditions the worst danger is
opportunist adaptation to the environment one is working with-
in. In the specific case of ¥ ,we belisve that such a danger
is partially becoming congrete — on the basis of the signs
and symptoms, both political and ideological, we have tried

to describe, .

It eeems to us necessary and urgent to completely clarify
these questions (including our possible misunderstandings
ar mistakes), and, if required, to soon emend deviations
that may prove capable of severely negatively affecting
both the W and the TILC as a whole,

on behalf of the LOR CC

Franco G.
Fernando V,



