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ALL THAT GLISTERS » o «

4 roply to tho Platform of tho "Intcmmationalist® Tomdeney
By Jack Cunliffo,

"Not all that tempts your wand'ring eyes
And heedless hearts, is lawful prizes
Nor all, that glisters, gold."
(Thomas Gray: Ode on the Death of a Favourite Cat)

It is ecasy to see what has attracted a number of comrades towards the
"nternationalist® Tendency: in an organisation which they feel is bogged
down in political confusion or saddled with political positions with whioch
they disagree, and under conditions where they feel nobody in the central
leadership of the Lecague is mounting the kind of politiocal fight they wish
to see, the Tendenoy appears.io offer a bold statement of opposition and
‘& rallying point for a fight. There is no doubting the fact that it has
guocessfully set itself apart from the majority not only of the leadexrship
but of the organisation as a whole: but I fecl that a oloser examination of
the political platform put forward by the Pendency shows that it falls in
faot way short of the kind of olarity and programmatio orthodoxy ‘to which
i% lays claim, and in faot oan only compound the kind of confusion it .
apparently seeks to combat. Far from offering a beacon in the darkmess,
the 1light offered by the Tendency is more akin to a will o'the whisp, which
can leave its followers hopelessly adrift in the struggle for the principles
they seek to uphold. .

This document 38 inteonded %o show in some detail why this is tho case.

An opportunist text o

Though the Tendency and a number of its positions have been .
ocharacterisod as sectarian in their trajcotory, the document announocing
the Tendency can best be understood as an opporitunist toext, in that it -
socks to hold togethor comrades holding a wide variety of politioal positions
by adopting eambiguous formulations and impliocitly hinting rather than
forthrightly stating political positions.

So vague and o0 diplomatic are tho phrases that geveral of the Platform
theses (2,5,7) are — at face value -~ effootivoly no more than re-statements
of the common pogition of everyone in tho League, They are not "Tondency"
positions at alle. If they mean, just what they say, nobody who disagreed
with thom should be in the WSL. So why do comrades feel thoy are contentious?
Plainly hocauso bchind. the biand phrases lics a significanco whioh is no%
explained in the text. We have 4o probe benceth the surface to find this
moenings

Elscvhere the formulations are =o ouriously sloppy -~ presumably rofleoting
an extromely low level of debato prior to the launching of the Tondency -
that any comrades who have road the Trapnsitional Programme (TP) should
logically baulk at putting their nomos to clauses 12 and 13.

Again, wo can only aseume from this that it is not tho words on ‘the pages
of tho Platform statoment which arc scon as the koy jssnce for odes joining
the Tendency: it is tho very axistonce of the Tondency, its gonoral
gtanoe of opposition to tho loadership of tho o1d-ICL and tho "sofi" foroos
of tho 01d-WSL, rather than tho Pondencyts ability to formulate corroct
or consistont policios and positions of its own whioh are soen as the
main thing.

For this roason we arc forcod to look not only at what is in the toxt,
byt also at what is not in tho toxt - ab tho guostions ovaded and positions
- fydged - if wo are to got a truo assceamont of the politics of jl;he
Pondonoy and tho confusion which it is sproading rather combatting within
tho WSL.

The LP dobatot Agroat tragedy of tho first two months of debato on tho P
gucstion was that 3% was almost completoly boside the point of tho main
difforonces that do oxist on this in the Loaguc. Tho initial toxt on the LP
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in my British Pcrspoctivoes draft was nover intonded (by me) to stend as the
organisation's final word on tho topic, but rathor to omsurc that tho debato
got started and included some gonerel points about our oricntotion to the
Tabour movemends In tho ovent, o large number of the initial aspeots of
that carly draft — in particular its heavy-handed, a-historical and in some
instanccs factually wrong charnctorisations of the Bonnite loft - proved 4o
be a 1iability in promoting tho nodessary discussion on how we should work

in and through tho MO as part of our overall oricntations The redraficd
socotion in IB39 has since shovm that on thoe question of analysis of rcoont
ovonts and the prosont conjuncturc in the MO thore arc only sccondary and .
minor differoncess the disagreomonts that do oxist arc on quostions of ncthod,
oricntetion and party-building within the broador contoxt of our work in thoe
labour movement, '

The Tendoncy dooument, howover, fails 4o make any worthwhile contribution
on cither lovel of tho dcbate, On the conjunctural situntion it is milos
out in its asscssmoniey and on tho question of mothod its points are so vaguo
a8 to be moaningloes. '

Qriontation. In Clausc 1 for instancc, we road “Our primary oriontation is to
tho working olass," Who could discgrco? But such a statomont poscs : more
questions than it answors. Whera do cdeos soy workers arc to bo found? Do

hey proposc a diffuse oriontation to the "working clasa® in gencral? Ox

do thoy rcocognisc —= as tho WSL has alwaye recognised ~ that as a small group
wo oannot reochitho whole class, and must primarily foous on particular soc-
tions of the class — thosc organisod in uni¢ns, the LP, othor labour move-
ment cempaigne, those currontly in sirugele, or thosc we can potentially
mobilisc in strugglo.

Sincc our brezk 10 ycors zgo from Healy's "moss party" delusions wo
have accepted that our work must be primarily throwgh the orzaniscd labour
movcement, ofton socking to orgonise broad scotions of tho working cleoss
not dircetly uwnder our own party banncr.

Tho quostion that ariscs, sand is the fooal point of tho current dobole
in the WBL is how we work in this wey through reformmist organisations to
uild o rovolufjonary cadro, and in porticular how we ensurc that we aro
racruiting ond training prolotarian forces in the League. In other words it
is not whothor, but how to oriontntc to the working closs,

The Tondency tc¢lle ve nothing ebout this. They confino thomsolves to tcll-
ing us vwhot orientation thoy rejots "tho notion that work in the MO and MOYH
is the contral arce of our work", :

At fecc valuc, many cdos oritical of the current orlontation of our work
might agree with swoh o formulas but thoy should bewarc, Bohind an apparently
innocuous stotomont lice o welter of vossible intorprototions.

It is corroct, in my viow to say that the MO and HOYM in thomsclves are
not the contre of our work, To insist that thoy arc is incorr63¥ beeausce it
ono—-sidedly fetusses on ono componont of the roformist labour movement, to
the relative belittlomont of —porticularly - work in the unioens.

But though tho MO and MOYM arc not "the contro" of our work, thoy arc
central to it. The struggle againet reformism in the workers! movement:
roquires a politicel struggle against all thoso leaders who confusc, botray
and hold back %the working ¢loss, And the fight doos overlap from the unions
into the MO ond vioco-versat it is a aombined, all-round strugglc to broak
the grip-of roformism on the worling olaosa, .

Wo should also ask the Tendency: if thoy arc so adamant that the MO
and MOY! arc not contrnl to our work, vwhot work do thoy think should Do
contral? Trodo wnion work? Black work? Work cmongst women? Unomployced work?
Whilc othor HC/OC cfles have — right or wrong - folt obliged to spoll out
thoir vicws on this, Morrow ond tho Toendency, in the name of "clarity™
cloim the privilogc of complete obscurity.

To oroanise or not $o orpanisc tho‘lef%? . _
The diplomatic silcnce of Clouso 1 continues into Clouso 2, At foce velue
vo sca o down-tho-middle stotoment of the mejority viow - uwntil wo rccognisc
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tho guostion that is cvaded in the firpst scnﬁencc;

"Our work in the MO is dirceted towsrds bronking workers .TC i
as part of tho struggle for rovolutionnry 1cadershig in the c§232“?n§2rmlsm
8imply to helping the 1oft to devolep or cvolve.” (cmph added) ’

The words “not simply" could be no more tham a truism - of course
overybody would agroa that we nust do morce than simply "help the loft to
dovelop'. Alternatively, tho Tendency may moen somothing clses that wo should
not play an active role in the struggles of tho MO loft, but confine oursclves

- %o proprgandist "intervontions" from o standpoint outsido the anctual strugglc.

Do tho Tondeney agree that we should continue as part of our work to
orgonisc thoe left in the MO, and to struggle in,that contoxt fo win worlccrs
?o rovolutionery politics? Or do thoy advoccto r Workers Power-style abstont—
ionist oxistonoe of propagondism ~nd irrolevence? Clause 2 is open to oither
intorpretotion, '

In tho history of our organisation, our fight fo brozk workers in the
unions from roformism hes elweys been scon nd insoparable from the closcst
possible links with the cootions in strugglc. Wo heve ongeged alongsido
ofton inoxpericnced workors in ofton oxtromoly partisl strugpglos, devoted
consideroble rosources to thom, and fought in that contoxt %o draw political
lossons on the role of the union burcsmcracy, tho gonorsl context of tho
clase strugglo, and tho noed for rovolutionary loadorship.

The wosknose sinoce fusion is thot fow arcas of tho fusod orgrnnisation
have followed through or adepiod theso mothods in their trade union work -~
lcaving us lcss involved in day to dny union strugglos than beforo fusion -~
whiloe tho some mothod has boen only partizlly devcloped in th e contexs of
the HO work. :

Put instced of oxplicitly sccking to btuild on these strongths of cur .

- orgonisation and its history, tho Tenodney's Plotform points no woy forward,
and instced mercly rests ot tho lovel of discontont already rompant in
the Leaoguc,

Leyvors ond Lanmnges .

Tn Clrusce 3 wo find 81111 more confusion on oriontntion., Wo arc told that
wo should oricntato to "the most militent layor of tho class", Provided wo
racognise that the "most milite nt lagyor" is not a fixod or stablo
cotegory, but is to bo rond as thot sgction of tho class at tho forofront
of trndc wunion ond politicsl smitrugglos at eny givon point of time, +thon
of ooursc it is truo thet wo should rospond o those forcos, nnd frr botter
troing, covip ond mobilisc our comrados to rospond ot local lovol to thoso
gtrugglos. Within them, we must nim %o ronch the best militants, to broaden
their grasp of tho struggles ‘they aro involved in, spell out practical and
progrommatic steps which can advance their strugglos, and convince them of
the noed for o now typce of loadership — 2 revolutionary party.

DBut if this oriontation is not to lead the orgenisation into on incohor-
ont coursc of zig-zogs from one disputc 1o the next - cnd leave us becalmod
in poriods of comperatively little jndustricl action — we must combino our
rosponsivenocss ond practioal involvomont in overy sorious struggle with .
n consistont overvicw onéd orientation to tho workera! movoment g o wholCe
Tho nltornative is o tremsform the Tondenoyts parcse into the cguivalont
of the Mrndelitc "new mass banguerd” of the nid 19708 and ndopt @ completoly
empiricnl coursce '

Cur pross must combinc agitational, cdtcationnl and orgonisatlenal
matorial. Put once again the Pondency's formulotions fudgo the issuc. Thoy
6al1l for "a cloar rovolutionory progronma snd bold rovolutionnTy pTOpo~
gonda, in "o languege thoy (workors) can understand?, This all sounds foir
onough tntil we ask vhot longuago the comrndes onvisoago. Do thoy mean
more populariscd cxzpositions of our rovolution~ry programme? Is the phraso
theroforo a oriticism that SX is too hoovy coing in its propagmdat Or arc
they domending more Gomplox ond ndvancod propagenda in our pross?

Corteainly wo-met ondoavour to present what we havo to say in langungo
which workers cnn understend, if we don't went to wind np tolking to ouTe
selvog, That would bo cqually truc whatovon vostition comrades toko on. tho
the oricntnotion of tho WiL. In 1tsclf it i not a "Tendonoy® position.
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He noed to win workers?! respect and atientions and we need to raise
their level of undorstanding. The two sides of the task must be carried ,
through eimultonsously if they are to be done at all, We need an orientation
a8 a movoment, and we need to convey that and its implicatioms in our press.
While some comrades — and T tond to bo one of them -~ focl that SX has been
- rether moro successful at relating to tho cxisting level of its aundiomce,

and reflected an exoessive omphasis on the political problems of the
‘existing Labour left, rather than raising the lovel of our roadership, thore
is no automatic answer %o this in 4the form of a change of language in
the paper . The guostion is onc of mcthod in our work in gonoral, whom we
sack to addross politiocnlly, and low the exporionces.of our work arc uscd
to roinforse and cxpand our agitation and propaganda, ,

We could do all of that successfully through SXt or wo could oquall
FAILﬁ to_do any of it ovon under ‘the imprint of a "party presg'. To make
a fotish of the "pariy pross" label doos nothing to advence tho discussion
on the gontent of our work and the content of tho paper,

"~ Indeod the very torm "party pross™ as used in tho Tendency Platform
is profoundly ambiguouns, What do thoy moan by it? On the onoc hand wo haw

tho Erswoll/Erswcll/Jonos documont calling for a no~holds barrod "Party
Press® which would slap WSL and TILC on the masthcad ag a provooation to
the chauvinists and witoh-hunters in the O Icadershipy hoping to go out
in a blaze of “intermntionelist" glory. On the othor, 6dc Morrow and others
havo arguoed verbally - as in.the Midlends pro-conforence aggrogate — that
-~ by "party pross" thoy do not evon nocossarily mosn that the League's namo
necd apppar on the masthoad, loaving us in doubt as to tho significance of
the term. Whore would the comrades  scc e regularised Losogue magazine
-fitting into this contoxt? .

. Of course the "party press® slogen is attrmotive to wido sections of
the Leaguc who arec disatisfied with thig or thot ecspoot of SX and logit~
imotely frustrated by tho lack of WSL. publiocations to assist and dircet
towards rocruitment. Thoy feel - with some justifiocation - that the lLeogue
has largoly submorgoed os o distinot force in th ¢ workors movemont. Butb
by thoir vague formulations tho Tendoncy avoids, telling its euwpporters or
the rost of the movemont just what it advocates, _ .

Red Horrmings sné Rogistrotiont

~ . Tho onsc is similar whon we come to Clause 4 of the Tendoncy Platform.
We find n form of words which could moan all things to all pcople., We have
boon $0ld by many Tondoncy supporters:that it is o slander to suggest. that
they fevour o withdrawel from MO work., Yot tho firet sentonce of Clause 4
coulé only logically bo interproted to moon just thats '

E "Tha cholco posed by the witoh-hunt is not onc of a choige botween
staying in or getting out of the MO btut botweon toking our politics to
-workors ond not toking our politios to worlors™. ‘

Tho olear implication of this rather opaguc sonionce is thet if we
. gtay in tho MP, we cannot teke our politics to workerss whorcas — by impli-
cation again - if wo get out, we can, Alternotively the sontonce meons
that boing in or out of tho MO is utterly irrclovont comparcd to the
(prosumably distinot) task of "gaking our politics to workers". '

Unloss it is poad in on¢ of those ways, the scnioence is on the faco
~of it mooningloss, In any cosc it is plainly dosigned to link up with
the node and winks of Clause 1 to suggest that only outsice the MO can
‘we rolate to workers. Somo cdes within tho Tendency or drawn towsrds its
formulations would corroctly pull back from tho logical conclusion of
{this ono~eidod position on the IC.

Indccd from o ono-sided view on tho rclovemce of the MO to the class
the Tondoney goos ovor tho top complotcly in its lop-sided view of the
Rogistration issuc, In a scnsc it nmey scom to. bo just bad luck for them
thot thoy nailed thoir cclours so firmly to tho mast of moking tho Rogi~-
stor o mottor of prineciple ~ particularly now that it has virtuelly foted
from tho sconc a8 tho controviecs of the witoh-hunt. But in cnothor
ponso it ig no accidont that tho cdes have got it wrong.
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~ Tho Tondeney®s mtarting impulsc is %o find weys ond moons of turning
frop work in tho MO to othor (undefined) forms of work, Thoy have thorofore
‘gseizod uponthe Registor issuc becauso it soomed 4o offer an argument for
guch o turn. In*thisrrcspect tho Tendency plntform is the scctarien mirror-
imago of the way Caroleon in IBs 23 and 45 has sot out to uwse the conjunct-
ural situation in tho MO to press tho case for a lowered political profile
in our press - which ho advocates irrcspective of the witch-hunt or
MO logalitiocs,. o R o . : o
~In reality, tho fight ageinst tho witch-lunt ond tho Rogister has boom

takon wp :by the whole of our organisation (hopofully including membors
-of the Toncdonoy) ~ and if anything most cnorgotically and prominently by
"~ thoso cdes who have advocated the viow that Registration ~ if 4he lefi
wing resistonce is defoated ~ im 2 factical rother than a prineipled
anestion. The Registor can indced be opposed in practice not by pogsive
cxtornal propagrnda but only by orsanising with the 1oft in tho MO, and
fighting in practico for a boyocott and full-scnloe rosistence to ony oxpil-
Bions of thoso that rofuse to register. S

Tho torrain of strugrlc howover has  now shifted 4o the expmlsion of
the M ZB members. Our co~thinkors have taken up th is fight too without
slackoning the strugslc ngainst the rogister. Tho Tendénoy hns nothing
to contribute on this, the resl strugglc now in the MO.

It 'is signifioont that tho Tondonoy in Britain stend alonc - oven in
tho contoxt of TILC « onthe notion thet the Rogister is not 2 tactical
- question but a principle, To orrive af this now "principlc', tho Platform

toxt omploys o double sloight of hand, ' ' , -

' Fir#tly it asscrts that to apply to registor would "nogate our fight
ogninst the witoh-hunt", In frot of coursc it would mercly indicato that
dospite out bost ocndonvours we ond the loft had lost the first round of
thot Tight, ~nd had to rogroup for round 2. Secondly, the cdes drag in
tho rod horring of "intormationnlism". The registor, they claim, would
- Woblige ue to pepudinto elI intornational linke in favour of the 2nd
Intermation=1l", This is not cvon on honost ergument: th ¢ odos know full
woll that nccording to the lotiter of the Constitution it appliod on
a formnl lovel ovon nows If we follow the logic of tho Tondenoy, we should
on pripciple, ncvep hove allowed sny of our co-thinkors $o join the MO.
Indocd, logically, we should withéraw at oncc sinco its constitution
- provents ue from being offiliantod to TILCE . T o

To conduct o disoussion on thie kind of lovol is just eilly. The faot
is that oven mow we are ongaged in o form of "illegnl" work in the MO,
And no mattor how large we foaturod tho words TILC on our papor!s magt~
 hond, tho probability is that wo wonld be oxpelled from the MO by the,
uvitch-hunters not for . our international affiliation to organisations
fow will havo heard of, but beomuso of what we roprosent in the British
olass strugzle. ( It is preciscly for this roason that the Workors Pewor
" goctarioms oan bo tolorated with thoir "full programmc® in tho MO). '
e wholc rogistor quostion is introduced as a pretoxt on which o
" oract o "principlod™ srgumont for withdrowal from the MO. Significently
oven in the acrimonicus dcbatos of the Decomber TILC meoting, in which
tho odos of the LOR in particuler appeared ovor-ocnger to writo off the
potentinsl for further strugzlos by tho MO left wing and draw a "finalt
balance shoot of its defeat, thore woipc no voices raiscd to argue that
" the Rogistoer is a mottor of princinle. ' . ' :

Mo implication of the Pendonoy's stonco is clear, While arguing
ageinst "voluntarily limiting our politics", thoy arguc that if tho
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Registor issuo goes aprhet us wo should voluntarily "adopt illogal mothods
of work in ‘tho MO", In other words — bechind o volley of phrascs on the
Mavines and Ircland —~ their proposal is to throw tho towel into the ring
and — on tho besis of 2 tectical setbook - to ombark voluntarily upon o
long torm sclf-imposed withdrawnl from scrious organising work in +the 110 |
boforc ony orpulsions or proscriptions of our cdes or our press takc placcl.
This defontist stance could only strengthen the hond of tho right wing
and of the soft loft in tho MO, rcdoubling the hold thoy oxort on the
left of the rank ~nd file, In oxchange for this clf-isolation wo would
gein o o o HOTHING! Under the guiso of hard; rclentless political strupgglo
and confrontation, the Tendency in renlity is retroating boforc o Tight and
offering ve propogendism in plaoce of agitation.

Tho Spocinlly Opprossods . ‘ :
Once agoin, at faco volue, Clouse 5 of the Tondenoy platform is not o
“tondency" position at 2ll., Though the werknossos of WX aro cloar for all
to sce ond only tho most dichard faetionalists of tho ox-ICL arc propared
to defond ity and - though tho tactios and strategy of our work smongst women -
pleinly necd much more disoussion, it cannot be doniod that WX — for bottor
or worse - IS o "special mothod of work"™ for a soction of tho spowially
oppressed, The discussion is at a 8till more primitivo #tago in tomms of
specizl mothods of work amongst gnyse but the Tondeney offers us no hints
on: this or soriocus proposals on orgenising amongst black workcrs,
Instoad Clause 5 i once agein an cttompt without saying anything concroto
to appoal to thoso clog who are undorstaniably dissatisfied wity the way
the Lenguo has tackled this arcn of work. In this respect it is analogous
to much of tho RUL's position on womon, which boils down politieally to
a reatatomont of "orthodox™ positions, coupled with restatoments of the
importance of womon workors, ,
A scrious attompt to implomont Clouse 5 of the Tendoncy Platform would
also of courso run in flat contradiction. to the sectarirm attitude to dom-
ocratic demands gpelled out in Clomee 13,

MISSING THE TARGET | :

Clouso 6, however, ocontains its own clements of confusion. It socks o
"poaffimm" (7) o “"primory orientation %o working class women in strugzlo"

(my emphosis), This is — as it stonds - o very norrow foous for our work
amongst womene Do we oricentoto in tho workors? movoment os o whole eimply
to malec workors who arc at that moment in siruggle? A movemoent that

fails to rosponc to the spontoncous struggles of the class -~ men, womon ox
youth — con nevor build a prolctarian cadres bubt o movoment that makes its
"primary oricntation™ simply welating to the strugglos thot crupt must lack
any cohoront strateogy and face ronl prossurecs. townrds syndicalism.

I% is truc that the WSL's work smongst women ginoco fusion has been charac—
terised by its failure to turm our mombers and the broad orgenisation into
most of tho struggleos .maged by working class womens Tho list of cur missed
opportunitios bogen with St llary's hospital ond ombrocom o wide range of
strikes, etrugples and cempaigns. Put this con best be answered by defining
on orientotion of the movement in torms of our objectivos - to iild on
orgenisation of working class womon based imw the labour movemont, thad
anablos us to orgepise working class women, mobiTliso them in strugile,
rclate to their spontonoous strugglos, and offer thom lcadorship ond policies
which will advrnce their sirugglos and convincesthem of the noed for a rove
clutionary socinlist party. .

~ Thisg is A two~prongoed oriontntion. We must simultoncously establish
2 basic struocturo of rogular work amongst working class womon through
tho labour movement — TU brenches, N0 womon's scotions, and ceriain
camprigne (Woc ete) which wo sock to turn towards working cleoss eftntes
enl unions, And within this ovorcll contoxt we must moko spocific, dircot
“appreachos to womop in stiuggle, or to mobilise strugglos on particulor
issuos - childcorec, ronts, cuts, unionisation, soxunl viclenco; jobs, or
other issucs, In no coso must wo substituto gonopsl solidarity work -~

P

in support of strugslos (110 rosolutions, cto) for our own dircot work
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on picket lincs with strikors thomsclves, in Cempoimm eot:.ngg and wity
the lcaders of Gempsigme ond s‘l'.r-ughlcsJL FAving them Loncournzoment, ¥cader-
ship, politiccl advice, tactical muidonce anC. fighting policics, This is |
the cloment that has boon So wonk in rmch of our work amongst women since
tho fusion -~ with a fow notablo oxcoptions. It is tho failurc of WX to rolate
in this woy to tho s'tru aglos of worlring ¢lass womon which hag reduced it
to tho petity bourgcois rump it has bocomo, rather thom devolop from $he
promising beginnings wo onticipoted at the time of fusion o build o roal
fighting orgoenisation with a structuro and basc of support in the working
cless, Tho ‘l‘onclency's position in Clause 6. thercoforo rolates to a redl
political probleme But their solution fails 1o come to grips with it.

It is ccrotinly possiblc to oriontate towards women in struggle in o
"miscrzble economist! foshion whiock would leave us simply tall-onding a
gtring of partial trode union strugglos without Cevcloping thom politically
oxr crenting o longor-torm fromeworl:,for the organisction of working womon.
It is cqually possiblo to becomo 'bogged down in tho routine loftism of MO
wonon's scotions or to capitulato politically %o tho woolly notions of
potty bourgeois fominiem. Another dangor is that the crgenisaiion -;:‘L'n' a
backlash agninst the drift of WX over the last poriod lurch onto & crazily
scotarinn course of ultimotism towords the wider women's movement, rather
then votiontly arguing our politics in the contoext of broader compoignsSe.

For ony comrode to onstigntc an notive intervention into class
strugzlies of women workers as "miscorable cconomism” is an indication of
their remotoncss from such strugglos and the class, ond their :l.n"!.'blllty
to build o worlcing class women's movement "broad" or NArTOW,

But such nllofncss crnnot bo answored by the Tendeney's cquelly norrow
focus. An example of how the positions of the existing lcadership of the

‘womon*s commission con be ecmbotied by = bal ancod politicnl approach

is givon by tho authors of IB34.

Thererds no logienl conmnection hetween this guostion of oricntation
and the points nbout positive discpimination in the sccond part of Clouso 6.
Tte polomic is surcly misdircoted, Who in the Loengue has a position of
substituting positive discrimination for tho mobihswt:.on of working closs
women? The nppalling wookmess of WX is not its support for positive disc-.
rimination but its lack of any offcctive politieal diroction or structure,
and the sbsolubely factional and subjoctive attitudo shown by its leadorship
aghinet the cdes of the o0ld WSL.who attompted to stringthon ite work by
bringing in tho mothods we had developed in struggle.

The {endoncy gots it wrong too.on tho politics of petiy ‘bourfroois
fominiem — .which WX hos tajl-cndoed, The problem hag not so much ‘oeen ite
(far from un:.fonn) cmphnsis on 'scparatism? ;. o8 its drift townrds
the mothod and progremme of roformism, and its feilure to draw class
lincs in the strugrle for womoen's liberation.

Instcod of sharponing the dobate on the t_lcory and proctice of WX
and our actusl work, the Tendcney's hints and nudges lond the disoussion
away from tho koy political issuos, whilo moking no conorcto pmposalsa

Youths

Glousc T shows n further confision between the quostion of to u"aom wa
shoul€ oricntato the movement, ond the tactical mochanism by which wo
pursnc thot oricntation. As tho Lomuo — a couple of huntroed pcople — we
cannot hope to oriontate to Miorking olas$ youth as o wholo" ( noto it
ie not "working @lass youth in struggle"), We must sock tochical mesns
to oxtend our ronch, our influcnce onc. our ability to win working class
youth, The MOYI! is in this respect a uscful memns to on enlle offering
working xlass: youth a, framework in which they con mako politicol cxporionces
and Ieorn in strugdle. |

In ccrtein instances, the MOYK onnnot scrve that function - oithor beo-
ause dominetod in an aren by M, Or - morce rarcly ~ booauso key layers of
militoht youth rofusc to join it. Whilc it is reosonable that in such
circum stonces we use CX groups a8 a meons 1o organise and develop youth
contacts, it is vital thot this dnctioc roally is used "floxibly" rother
thon tronsformed into = rigid foimmle for all ocensions and all arons,
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It is roasonable to sy that throush svch sroups whore we build +them
we should scok to "win youth to our politics and draw thom with us into
the strugglos inside the mape labour movemont™ (~eguming that we ousclvoes
pursue those strugsles rather than using the witch-hunt to withdraw from
thom). But 4o do this in practicc means thot oven within the CX groups
3hore must bo a political fight to win the youth to on understanding of
the importsnco of thoir involvoment in tho MOYM and the unions. This is
not boceouse we are "substituting® tho NOYM for working class youth "as a
wholo", but bocmuse we rogrrd the NHOYM and the work wo con do through it
a8 tho most r01hily,ava11“blo trnetical moons of roaching broad layors of
working olags youth. Once apein the logic of the Tondency's formulations
is to ercet o basis for soct's.m-m abstontion from the struggle in the MOTM
and thus to mias out on important zapcets of tho wolitical devclopmeont of
our youth contoocts,.

Anti-imporinlist politics

Point 8 of $he Tendency platform ontors into now rcalms of politicel
confusion. Tho obligation upon overy communist to givo unconditional
support to the defonce of anti-impoerinlist fighters against tho attacks of
tho imperialists ond their agoncios bocomes ontanglod with tha notion of .
glving mwaoritioal support — which is nowherce part of tho Lominist tradition.

It 1= indood in markod contrast to tho insistonce in Clouse 6 upon
rigid Comarcation botwoen our olass politios and the politice of potty
bourgeois feminism thot the Tondency appear to oppose ony such class
cnltcrion in our pppronch to the politics of potty borgeois nationalisme.

Yes, comrades, we are obliged to stand for the defonce of the repub-
licen Fightorst no we arc not obliged to cndorsc thoir actions ot any por-
ticular point. Yos, comrados, we must gtond firm agoinst tho moedia witche
~munters snd their cronios in the lobour movoment: but no, this doce not
meen wa should dony the scilc and ronctionory consogquences of somo of > the
actions of tho republicone, We criticise those actions from the standpoint
of their inabilite $o advance the Irish strugclo, and from the sthdp01nt
of The irish, cme intornniional prolotariat..

The strategy of puerrilInism Gonnot be so necatly separcted from the
toctical methols it adopte, or th ¢ tactical targots it sclccts, Through
both rune the politicsl mothod and aonroach of potty bourgoois netionalisme

Whot should be spelled out is (1) We first ~nd forcmost opposo British
imporirlism, and defond the oppressed Cotloiec minority and thotr strugslos
we blemo the violonco upon the opprossion thoy suffers (2) Wo stend fourw
sgunre opposcd to aony attnoke by thoe British or Irish bourgcoisies upon
the strugglos of the ropublicnn movomonts (3) Wo mobilise o this offcct
consistently in tho British workers! movoemont and combat the chouvinism
of tho lebour turcemorecys.(4) In this contoxt we oxpress our political
assosements and oriticisme, If approachod from this starting point, ony
attompt to. portroy tho Loaguels p081t1ons on Iroland ag "pacifist¥ could
be cesily dlaprovoé.

Plainly thoroe have beon articlos in SX which mahy comrades fool have
fallen short of this, The Tendoncy comrodes have ladtehed on to o question
of wide concern in the movemont, znd onc whore extrome care is ncoded if
wo arc to hold a line botwoam tail-onding the ropublicen leadorship on
the onc side, and soctorion or pacifist demunociations on tho othor. The
problem is that - o8 on evory other issuc raiscd so far, the Tondency hos
1ittle to say — and manoges in its briof gtatomont to got things wronge.

Pormonont Revolution

" The Holvines dobete showed thot thoro are lerpgo numbors within tho
WSL keon to dofond mw tho mothod and epirit of Lenintstheory of Impor1ﬂlism,
and & volop this in the contoxt of tho post-wor porlod, Such o position i
not utniquo to the Tondency, What distinguishos the signe torica of the
Flotform is thot they scom to acknowledso no nced to go beyond DLonin's
contributions on the topior and ther cpmbince this with thoir own roading
of the concept of Pormmnont Revolution,
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On thisy the Tondency is oxtrencly n:leeﬂnlng. They toll uss

"e sce thoso (anti-imporinrlist) strusgles as proceeding within 'bher
framowork of Pormoncnt Rovolution" (omph addod).

Such o stetomont indicotes & wocful failure to grasp the meaning of
Trotsky's thoory, which offers noi a possive "fromowork" to expIain the .
spontancous ovolntion of stmgglcs, bu'l: on active strategy for rovolutionists,
In genorel torms, rntizimporislist strugslos hove boon holted et the stoge
of formol independence, ond th ¢ cousolidetion of powor > by & morc or less
radiocnl bourgeois or potty bourgcois rogime balenood procariously betweon
the power of tho masscs on the onc sido, and imporialism and Stolinism on
tho othor., Those stmggles hawe not procccded "in the framework of Pormanomt
Revolution": nor, in the absonce of, Trotekyist partiocs of ~ny approciablo
sizo and 1nﬂu0noo, will they do so,

Our fizjt for tho conception of Pcrm.nont Rovolutlon is not to provide
a more satisfactory analysis of coventsy; but 4o equip the prnletwriﬂt off
tho backward countrios with tho lendership, pmgr:-nme and warcness of
the nced to tcke the leadership over possant sné potty 'bmlr'*ecdﬁ forces in
& combined -gtruggle for tho coupletion of democratic tasks slmultwnoously
with socialist reovolution.

As tho Transitional Progrrummce in Toloy's Class Strugglo pointe oute

"The Transitional Programme corrcctly lays strces on the orucinl leading
rolc that must bo ployed in $he strugrle of the ¢olonial and somi~coloninl
countrice by tho prolotariat. Trotsky sums this up in the formulo of por=
manent rovelution. But in tho light of opportunist interpretations of this
theory im the post war noriod, we must omphasiso that ther torm pormanent -~
revolution is not im any woy o pessive description of an automatic processy

rothor it is o giratory to ho applied and fought for in prﬁ,o'b:Lco by '!:ho
‘ouiluln{, of Trotekyist portios in cach cnse."

The main oproncntes are of ooursce the potty Lourgoois nﬂtlonﬂ.lzts-ts,
rcformists and Stalinists who gach - envisenge thelr own varioty of 2-stage
(or holf-comploted) rovolution,

There arc of coursc othors within the WSL who pour scurn on the relovonce
of Pormencnt Rovolution in Latin Amoricay where formal politionl indepone
denco olearly oxists; onC whors -~ in tho cas¢ of Argentina — $he size and
influence of the pecsantry may be nenl:.g:.‘ble.

Thesc comralos forgsot thot the model of revolutionary strugclo.on which
Trotsky constructod his thoory wme indepondent, imporiolist Russin. The
contont ofthe thoory was as a programme %o Countcrpose to. the alvocotos of
two-stogom, And this aspoot too is apPliceble in Argontina, whore yonrs
of {iatatorship hoave doubtloss reinforced illusions amongst soctions of
the workors'! movemont as woll as tho urbon peotty bourgeois forcos (aIT
poI:L'L':Lc:f.i.ly domincted by Poronist nntionalism) of tho possibility of a
stable "leomooratic™ Argontinc,. Koy to the strugsle for socialism must be
Yho cevelopnent of o prolotarnin 1c'~c.orsh:|.p copnble of Forging o principled
programme Combining cLemocra-tlo and’ Yransitionnal Gemends, and designed
t0 wmobilisc hohind the working class the most rodioal scotions of the
urban poetty bourpooizie who night othorwise provide the foller for 'the
"domooratic" posturings of thoPoronist londers .

Yot in the bald and pagsive formulations of tho '“cnuoncy we hove no‘bh:mg
but confusion = compoundod mony timos over by their reforencos $o Palestine
undor the heading of Pexmanent Rovolution and the fnot that they try to
meko support for-the TILC position ( ond indeed the bxisting, majority
WSI, position) into o “Pendenoy™ positicn, Ironioally, the extromcly primitive
rogolution which the comrades nctually tobled on Pelestinc for Part 1 of
tho conferenca showed thot the comrodes leog o long wey behind Phe positions
- carrivod &t last summer by the WSL mojority ond TILC o8 o whole,

S*taI:.nmsw o world 'toun'

Tho substitution of vague g"nerﬂmtlcs for ¢lear statenontsof position
ronchos ridjculous levels in Clzause 10 of tho Tondmey Platform. This
paragraph nlone - coming aftor Tondcnoy comradcs have raisoed nonc of +ha
1ssuos, lcast of all Keppuchos — could potentially opon up o Vost political
disoussion on Strlinsim. But wo got thoe improssion that this is not whit
the comrados nctuslly want ~ honce tho sketchy rofcronces and ovasions.
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They throw in throec complotoly Jifforont. oxrmples of problems on tho
slogan of "sclf-lctomination® in rclation to Stalinism in a singlec scnteneoi
Porheps this is beenusc the comr~dee wish to spon political disaéreemonts
in thoir own ranks, and therofore restrict thomsclves to uttering supposcdly
proomant phrosce rother thon positiona. | - -

On Poland, for instrncc, some cdes within the Tondency toko a far morc
hostile linc than others to the lcadership and the radical wing of Solid-
armosc. On Afghonisten it scoms that — from pnst positions ~ some edos in
thoe Tondonoy would actually support tho initinl Soviet invasion as well as
now orposing the withdrawal of troopse On Kampuchca,'thd odvocntes of "troops

- out” ond "solf dotermination" arc in goneral torms moro likoly to o oppononts:
. of the Sovict withdrawal from Afghonistane Tho santonce, in short, docs

nothing to advancoe tho discussion on Stalinism, ond appoars simply as o
failed mastorstroke of diplomacy. '

TILC ond democratic contrnlism . .
_ Clauso 11, like ite prodocessors, is deceptively and innocuously worded,
Tho first scntonco blondly stotes that tho Pondency supporis the tronsfor-
wation to d/c "ag proposod by the Italian and Amoricen cdes at the December
TILC conferenco”. But what thoy actuslly proposcd at that meobing wns thot
a /e structure be adopted by the summor of 1683 - threc or four nonths
~ from nows.or clse thoy would lsunch a faction, fighting for the romoval of
the TILC 1cadership. T _
T In othor words the Toendency is lending its support to an ultimatum that
wo move shond o &/c without ony stops townrds politicnl clarifioation,
discussion or —lecast of 211 - homopgoneity betwcon the groups of TILC being
scon ag n preroquisite for such o develepments For from being rocsoncble,
 #uch a plon is Tidiculous - indoed politically suicidal for TILC, which
would be a unificd tendoncy in nemo only ond a sitting: duck for our polit-
jonl opponcntss and tho Tendenoy Ymow 3%t is ridioculouss For thom to declare
that "uo rojoct ony attompt o croante ondless orgnnisational ond political
(1) barriers to d/c" is purc hypoorisy. : ,
7 o comrados lmow thot onc of tho principnl orgonisational end political -
barricrs o d/c is the broskdown of tho US fusion end the highly quostion-
able internal regime within tho Amoricon scction - a broakdown which we
not only ¢id not create, tut did everything im our powor to prevont, ond
" rogimo which we hove pressed %o roform. . ' -
. The comrades know that o~ further political nnd organisstional barrier.
to /¢ in TILC is tho fact that tho Amoricen snd Ttelirn soctions hove _
choson to mount a full-sccalo political  offonsive egainst the loadership of
the WSL, bronding us os Ppovizionistst, our intormal rogime as "Stelinist",
and soaking to intorvono not only politically {which is their righﬁ) but
orgnnisationally in the WSL throvgh tho launching of on international
tondonoy in TILC. ' . ' o -

To Surgost thot such politicnl difforomocs “pale into insignificanco
. beside the yoawming a3 fforencos within the SL sinco fusion® is purc ?onscnso.
There is no componcnt of the YSL that I know of who opoenly characterisc
. the whole loadership of the group as wpoyisioniet" and "Stalinist". IT
thore werc, it would soriously quostion tholx futurc memborship of the
organisation, sinco pasd cxpericenco hae shown that thosc who uso such -
oxtipome torme in intcrnsl dobotes rogord the label of npovisionist!

" gttachod to $he lcadorship a8 o political "liconco to kill"%, floufing
the constitution, lying, monoouvreing and -in genoral secking to smash
* pothor than builcd tho organistion. _ : '

It is profoundly reprettable that the Italians ond Amoricfns - and now
gvan the Donisk comradas - hevo regorted to such terminclogy in their
djsoussion of diffcronccs with tho WSL, It plainly incdicatos $hat - unloss
woe are %o stond on their hoads the founding principles of TILC, agd adwvocate
disciplined unity with rovisionisis ond Stalinists — there con be.no prospoct
or principlod basis for short term mnity in o common a/c tendonoy. To
oa3toplish Such o basis we. would nood in the course of discussion cither to
convinco the comrades thot their crzractorisations of us ﬂreziélﬂﬂy or
thoy wowld ncod to romeve the wpanlcrupt® londorship of TILC ond the WsL
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and instal o lonlorship Yo their sotisfaction. They appear to be intont om
" tno socond courso of nction rather than the first. This is ovon moro mfor— .
funate when we rocogmiso thot for the most port the offcngive waged by the
RWL loocorship aginst + he WSL loadorship hos beon conduotod on a non-pol-
itical, manoouvrist basig, designed in.no wey to clarify issucs bub gimply
40 oronte conditions to divide tho WoL. : _

Do brush th esc probloms nsido and Gemend thet wo simply proceed to sct
up tho fooada of “demooratic centrolism® is to rogolvo nothing, and make 1o
gorious contribution to the roconstruction of the FI. The Tondency. odes vwho
" wish %o scc progress towords &fc would o boetter to nddress themsclves to

. Purthoring the political dabate within = TILC, which curzonlty rosts ok

tho most rudimontary lovel, The RUL docymont criticising JotMts 8X articles
on Socidlism smd Domooracy, for oxample, rofers fo the task of rovolutionories:
as to Make ovor tho stato" ~ showing that tho cdos have yob do grasp the
ABG of Morxisme . . S

Tpe NC resolution which we put %o the Decembor meoting of TILC recog-
nisod thot the politicel and organisational probloms are real issucsy it
gpolled out a projoctod timotablo for disoussions and. the rosolution of.
problesm imr noxden to orcate possible conditions for ﬂ/c.hy Aptumn 1983.
Tmmodintely aftor we aloptod thot resolution we bocsme awerc.that tho LOR
end RWL woro intent upon decnlring on international Tondénoye. We did overy-

' thing possible to try to dissunde thom from their course, which has been
scen in proctico to o mothing but. impedo and doreil any sorious process of
discussion and Jdevclopmond of TILC. o . '

T+ is now obvious thot the only roason TILC has not actually split is
because the RWL and LOR cies wish o contimic t heipr attompis to intorvone
into the "rovisionist-led" ronk ond file of the WSL. Comrades cap deny this
only by donying cvory availoble frot, FProm such o starbing point, to toko
~ 4no docision %o catoblish &/c - which is in cffect to conduot on international

fusion ~ would bo purc lunccy. . , _ i
“Thon TILC wes formod in Deoombor 1979, with each of the politicel comp.
ononts apparontly on o comverging politionl course =nd our agrocment nowly-
discovered, we gove oursclves two yoars to test Thet aproeemont in practioce,
and be cortain that thore wns a political foundation for d/c beyond popor
resolutions. Yot now, with now differences having omorged in tho last 120
months, the RWL, LOR and TAF donouncing the WSL loadcrship as "rovigionist™,
nl with less sign thon over thet thosc differencos can be rosolved, the -
Tondeney advoantes that we move immediatcly to cstoblish dfc in the summer
or swbumn of this yoarl - ' - '

Tho propossl is not scriouss it is en atbtompt to onlist the understandablo
~ frustrations of .ox-HSL cdes atery ot the probloms in TILC and kcon fo blame
-those cntircly on +the loadorship of the ox-ICL. ' :

. The impulec towards intoernationalism is a fundnmentally henlihy impulso
. amongst our comrades, end o poworful frotor im shoping abtitudes toworde
lendorshipe It is oasy to sympathiso with cdes?! frustrotionss it is possibly
oven more frustrating to have to carry throuch t he day-to-doy administrative
work of TILC renlising thot thore is 1little chence of seorious Giscussion on .
the documents we Araft or n positive approach to tho work ot the next mecting.
. But thorc is no way forword in TILC or any intornotionnl work unless we
recognise the need for political agrooment, mubucl, réspeot onc tho clorifi-
cotion of diffcrencos ns the bagis for sound unity. Ironicclly, it is

. tho comrndes- who hove the most nogntive wiocw of the Mpromaturct, #i1l.-foundod"

WSL/ICL fusion ~nd tho unrosolved political problems it created who now most
- Etronaly ofVoGLEG mn oven more promaturc oné problomeriddon fusion b intone
national lovell ' L . : -

Mo problioms of TILG cannot be bullfozed asido, oscaped or jumped oversy
they wust be confronted, argucd oul, onld o olcar basis for d/c hommored out.

Horkors! Government 3 : :
: Tho difroronec over thig quostion o8 sot out in Clouse 12 appenrs to bo
betwoon o propagandist and an ngitotional approach do the slogane. Dut in the
process of putting % hoir view, the Tonlency sueocead im iniroducing an cle-
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$§§t§§zéﬂés:2ﬁ§ezgich QHTStions aow éeriously the issue hos boen Ciscussed“
{ 9 proclaims thot "Tho crowming "
. : . ning point of our. = 4
SO:;E;E?Snot a workers! sovernmont®, Yot the crowning point ofP§:§T;$?§ ;go—
ETammO 18, prociscly,s workops! governmentes the Cictatorshin of the prolct-

ard oy i -
ariot. Sovicts arc & means to achiove thot objective, not en ond in ‘themsclvaos,

asl?g? Eepman p?olctariai Giscoverced 4o its cost in 1918~1919 ~ whon soviots
Politioczlly dominntod by $he gooinl domocpats omergel all over the countrwv.
onlyizo betray the revolution, i M
_ . The Tendeney's blunder ariscs from a misrcadi 4 g iti
glammay which in foot etntos that “Tho'slog@n Oflggvgi;:hﬁnTrg;jzt;o:gl tro
gramme of fransitional demonds,™ © A e ERe pro
Why is this? Becausce, says Trotskyﬁ the soviete Yarise o
;hg: :;ocmas§£$ovom0nttentgrs into an ;pcnly révolutionary.ggigca?:fhgftiﬂg
noto ommittes creates dun wor in ic initiste
o poriad b gy orotos thélcgznt;yfﬁ tho factory, then tho sovicis initiste
The dynemic within each of the transitional demonds is procisely towands
the oonsolidotion of the Fighbing stromgth of the working @lass in on all-
§o¥nd ;gallfngo :o ;hcﬁgngﬁ and promogntives of tho capitalists ond the fight
or workers! contrpl. . @ goal in viow is workers'! p o Dua
is not in itself the ohjective?o "o e <ore! poner « Dual povor
"Dual power in its durn is the culminating point of the transitionnl
period,Two regimos, the bourpoois and the proletorion, arce irpeconcilably
opposed to ecach other, Confiict botweon thom is inovitable 4. In the cose
of victory, the powor of tho soviots, that is the dictatorship of the prol-
ctarint ond the socinlist reconstruction of socioty, will arise,™ (TP.)
Ts this denioed by_any subsfential clement in the WSL? If 86 their viow
hes not boen openly argued, Even if wo look ot the most diluted ond wulgarised
stotemont of our attitude to the workers! ~overnment - tho statomont afopted

by SX « we find thore tho following paragrgphg

"Evon under = workora!? govornmont, the working olass itsclf would only
- soerve and protoct ite own interosts by orgenising itsclf ocutsido the rhythms
noms and constraints of Parliomontory politice, oxpending ite factory shop
stowprdst committoes, combino committces, trades councils cte, ond croanting
now aotion committoes, to be an infustrial power thot could as nocossary
dispconse with the Parlismontarisns.'™ o

In isolation from the kind of mnss strugglos which meko councils of agdion
& conerpte possibility posed in real lifc asva meens to dovelop the fight,
however, neither the fused WSL (nor indeed $ho old HSL) has made a fotish
out of propagandising for thom ~ ony more thon we roise every day abstroct.
calle for a goneral strike, workers! militio or rovelutionary insurrcction,
It is in this sonsc that ‘the following parasroph of the BX statomont oxplained
that we do not countorpose calll for councils of notion $o tho cxisting
strugclos '

" "Byt 4o countorpose the f ull revolutioncry programme of a siato based
on workers councils (sicl) ‘to tho actunl political proccsscs within the
sotusl labour movement is to moke the revolutionsry programme empty words."

This docs not (os Erswcll/Brewell/Jones absurdly olaim) "rejoct the
perspoctive of proprganda for a workors'! governmont based on brgans of
strugglets it says nothing_about'peragmnda.'It‘simply agcalrgs th?t our
agitation will bo gearod to ‘tho devoloping procosses of strugfle within tho
workors! movemont ~ in tho way tho WSL hog nlweys donce ] o

Put the Topdenoy's formulations suggest th at thoy are*?urn1ng ?@c1r backs
on this mothol, znd making propagande their main preoccupation. Thf:r*(poss—
ibly cormcot) catogorio rejoction of the workers! government as o "necossary
_etage or strotogic gosl" is eoupled with o strong hint thet in most condit-
" jone they would not even advocate it as o tactiocl slogons "This docs not
"imply eee that we should not raisc the slogen of a_woﬁkerS‘_gOVGrnmonﬁ a: u
spocific pointe in the class struggle og considorod taCtieélEE_ﬁﬁExgﬂﬂi%_g
{cmph 20led), When such 1ns%anc?$ mey be, we arc not toldy prosumably i

U exelude tho prosent period.

Woulgo:XTiztsky's Eiow=in the TP woe vory cdifforent. Distingu?shing between
4$ho tronsitionnl Cemand for a workers: povormment and the Stalinist concepd
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in which i% is counterposed os 2 gtage" to ths completion of the s?oialist
revolution, Trotsky points out that they w_, transform it from a bridge to
aoocialist wevolution into the chief barrier upon its path."

He goes ons : .

v, ,.In any case one thing is not to be Goubteds -even if Bhis highly
smprobeble variant { a Workers? /Farmers! government) somewhers and some
time becomes =z reality and the Voricers and farmers government in the
above mentioned sense is established in faot, it would represent only &
ghort episode on the road to the actual dictatorship of “t+he proletarisat.

' However there is no need 4o indluge in guessworks the agitation

eround. the slogan of a workers'-formers! eovernment preserves under all
conditions a tremendous educational value ee. : '

” ~~T% is impossible to foresee what will, be the concrete stages of

the revolutionary mobilisation of the masees. The scctions of the FI should
enitically orient themselves at each new stage and advence sugh slogans as
will aid the striving of the workers for independent politice, deepen the .
olass struggle of ‘these politiocs, destroy roformist and pacifist ilTusions,
strengthen the connection with the masses ,and poocpare the rovolutionary
congquest of power," ' '

Botween Trotsky's clcar scnee of the need for an agitational, aggpess-
ive political fight in tho mass organisations of the class, and his confi-
denoe that tasticol sense rather then pre-ordeined schemas - Is the
‘key - and the Pondenoy's timidy scctarian formulntions, theoretical
Pplunders and propagandist orientation tho gap is obvious, Tandoncy supp-
ortors should draw the appropriate conclusionse '

. Demoorstic domends and the Merxist programuc :
Thoro 48 mo cloarcr tostimony to the secharian and confuscd dircction
of the Tondeney's politios and its failurc to grasp JAno trangitional
mothod then 4i%e references to democraotic demande in Point 13+
Read logioelly, it discaords agitation for demooratic demands. Tot
tpis attitude is ouwb of koy with Troteky's approach — epd wity thot of
4he TILC document the odes olsim to uphold — the TPLTCS,
Trotsky insisted in the TP thats
"The present cpoch is distinguished not for the fact that it frces
the rovolutionary partynfrom dag-to-day work, but beceuse it permits
this work to ¥o carried on indissolubly with the aciual tasks of the
revolution. -
_ The FI does not disocard the programme of the oléd "minimal® demonds

+ o the degrec to which these have proscrved at lcagt part of their vital

forocfulness. Indefatigably, it dofonds the democratic rights and social
sonquets of the workers. But it carrios on this doy-to—day work within
'f:he framework of the correet actual, that is revoluiionary perspective.
insofar as tho old, partial, "minimel™ demends of the mosses alash with
the destructive and degroding tomdencios of decadent capitelism - and this
oocurs at cach stop — tho FI advanoces o system of transitional demandses."

T4 is cloar that on a whole romge of fronts tho "old minimal demonds™
(2nd somc nower mindmol demonds — such as women's rights and gay liberation)
g4411 do preserve in 1983 at:least part of their vitnl forcefulness, The
prime exemples indeed foous on the vory kinds of spocial opprossion .
which the Tendonoy declares its commitment to fight in Clauses 5 and 6.
Othe:f's range from national self-detorminntion te unionisation ri'gh-bsm
. and inoludc struggles against a wide variety of stote ropression. ’

Tell us, ocomrades, was the old WSL wrong to oompaign against the
trisl under tho Officinl Secrcts Act.of Aubrey; Pormy and Compbell?
Should we have not demanded that the last Lebour govornment repeal thet
Aot — ond simply raoised transitional demands? Cr were we not corroct to
use the ense to conduct a comprign simultaoncously on tho domocratic
domnnd {sorap the act) and on the lovel of propagenda and agitation
against the stnte machine in goneral? '

PTainly we wore Tights and the Tendonoy is wrong fo dismies out of
h,md, any bridge from todny's consciousncse to the type of transitional
demonds we scck to developt we nced floxibly to relnte to a wide variety

[ =Rt S Y
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of issuce which do not dircetly = 3 :
itioncl demonds, or fit :‘!;of:tt‘{o '532252?,?33” stondard "progremmo” of trans-
“I;‘E'bslg spointcd out thots S
ho Bolshevik-Loninist stonds in the front-line - :
of stragglcee, cven whon they involve only the mosinmozgﬁcgf:frfﬁl ' kinglg
in-beqr;efbs or demoorntic rights of tho m;:'lcing clase,.” B ‘
3 o reason is threofold, such etruggles we ostobl a
1?n5hip of struggle with the ﬁyorkers to vgfm wo Wigg't:blis? bt 3
i el ntbonceon o Tk W o orientata -~ nnd thus
L n for our political anclysis and lcoadorships =t the sn
time we fight for or defond domooratic rights whioh arc of vgiug 4 e
ag rovolutjonnrioes socking 4o organiso in tho prole-l:ariﬂ-l-f d i i
improve the lives and aiti Py e eborially
conditions of theo opprossedy and thirdly by fightin
:E'.?r domoorntic domonds we con bost orcate conditions for workors + o
nise tho limitations of such " ‘policies, and +thus advonaca -to recos
consciousnoss of the most militent loyers. In 'ihis- #cnsce our o rolztzh foll ;
that of Engole on the rolationship botwoon sohioting logel o hg’}ifity £l °
womoﬁ e,n-%hthe fight forr thoir mocial equalitye e ’
~ Tesothe necegsity for areating resl socis ali ,ond
the way to do it, will only be eec&% in theog%;%wogll;?gfbg:m?ho;hbeg‘ml
pass;;s Tegally complete equality of rightBQ" v .
-trnnsi:l:}igiﬁcg. G:;:nggi.tc explicit on the comnection betwoen demooratic and

"The rcnowed crisis of capitrlism, adde i 03
uros, have neant thot its sursivel &ol’aonds ﬁaﬁg 1‘:3 i%:ﬁ%hzchﬁo f‘v.:.l-
of hard-won domocratic frecdoms in the imporinalist Ooun'[:rics'. o

Those frets menn thet rovolutioncrics are obliged to give domocratic

domands (frccdom of oxprossion ond orgenisotion, roprosontativo clections
rcloase of political prisoncrs, etc) substontial promincnce in their ggh-l i
gromme. Such demonds rospond to the objoctiva neods of the moss oV, ent
and arc thoreforo ofien capnblo of strongly mobilising the m;sseso nE

To provent thosc domands boaoming o "demooratic nocso f‘a.a-bcx‘;cé around
the ncok of the working cless by tho ngonts of the bourgcoisic® rc:r ;
e Dok : ’ olution-

must fight for these domonde by linking them ot all itimes with =
pmgr"T;mo c-ftd,emocra-bio ond jransitionzl domonds, ™ )

¢ point is quite clonr,. tho, havo the [
2t cog;gino:tion of democratio wigy-’!:ragsitgonal gcml-l*‘;gggn 0y Temounoed such

¢ ¢consoquance of this can only e a gcectarin |
erotic demande fo- fromsitional dcmag&e,- in plm? o?-' i‘;‘;ﬁ;ﬁii?iﬁﬁ ﬁgogomo—
to link the tvwoe And indcod ovon in the briof Pare I3, tho odes give us
o oxemple of such o futilc countorpositiont

n,..the ¢nll for !polico accountability!? (2 ntopian reformist illusion
undor copitnlism) should novor bo substituted for workers! dcfomec squads,!

Politicallyy this is tho cguivalent of announcing that "the call for
women's oguality (o wtopien roformist illusion undor anpitalism) should
nevor be substituted for o crneh programme of public works ta provide
froo 24-hour childearo undey workers' monogemont".

Tho demmnds arc — from thp roevolutionnry stondpoint — not counterposed
or mutually oxclusive demnnds, Thoy Go not cvem stond on the some ground.

If wocworc to exolude from our progrrmme overy domand that is ubopinn under
copitrlism wo woulé@ hove 1little loft. But in foot thorc is no_instonce ip
tho WSL of mnyonc "substituting® tho eall for policc accountaobility for

a struxglo to mild workcers! dofenco squais, LT thoere wore, the mattor
would bo oxtromely soricus., .

Mo foot is that the utopian, domoorntic demond for police agaountobility
has o widc ourrency in the labour movement, How do we bost cxposo its uto-
pisn charactor, ~nd cducato workors on tho role of the state? Simply by
counterposing o complotely differont domend which herds at o completc
tongont? Or by ~ using tho logitimato rescentmont and frustration which fucls
tho "accountobility™ domend 4o show in practice the noture of fho stote
mochine and tho limitations of bourgeoois domooracy?

In Hacknoy, aftor much dobate, we hove adopbod tho twin domands: for o
warkors! inquiry into the death of Colin Roach, ond algo: for an offivial
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incuiry into the cvents ot Stoko Nowington police sintion. They awo not
oxclusive., The workers! movement con rnd must conduct the propagonda oxor-
cisc of colleccting $he informntion to ossomblc o roal picturc of the police
racism and violconco.in ordor to mobilisc ‘the mexicmum cless action in opp~
ostion to the stote, But in thc struggle 4o curb tho arbitenry powors of
tho cops, workers ccn learn valuable lossons on tha actual ;limite of
bourgeois demooratic proccdurcs. Nor does cithorn domend for inowirics

cut noross or negote o simulatoncous strugelc for vorkors! solf deofonco
ngoinst raoist ond foscist violonco on the streets of Iast Iordon.

Tho only poople . in tho WSL sooking to countcrposc one typo of demond
for snother, or substitute onc for enothor &ro the Tendency, whose scotarian
mothod would loavo us ot a complote tangent to the type of campaign thet
has actunlly orupted around the Colin Roach onsc.

The foot is that our programme is constructod not as the Tendoncy would
have us bolioyc “preoisoly as a bridgo" from today's consciousnoss of the
working class, It is not procisc at all: rather '¥ offors gonoral linos,
and o gonornl mcethod of intorvontion in tho strugslos of the oppressod.

AIT too oftcn we not only necd o "bmidgo to the bridge", but wo find ocur-
selveos compolled in practico to struggle simply on the minimel trade union
Yprogrommo® of inoronsod wogos, defonding union rights or cxisiing Jobs and
gervices - ond scoking withip thot fight o mise political questions ond
offor lendorshipe This would only bocomc 2 problem if the Loaguets 1ondor-
ship were itsclf to jottison tho transitionel domonds ond method ond simply
adaptriteclf to n progroumo of minimum Gomondsy ory on tha other hond, 1f
our impoticnco at the diffiocultios of raising the doy-to~doy lovel of
strugglos drove us into o propagendist, wltimatistic attitude to tho moss
of tho working closs. Unfortunatoly tho Tondinoy platform suggosis that
comrades nro succumbing to the sccond dongor,

Which woy noxt? '
Irrospcotive of whothor the Tondenoy is o British componont of tho

TT1L.0 tondonoy comprising tho RWL,LOR end presont TAF mojority, or whothor
comrados in the Tendenoy are simply voicing their own "homo-grown® suspicions,
and thoir politionl hostility to the prosont leadorship of the WSL, thoir
gtrugglc, no mottor how carncisly motivated: is doing nothing to clarify the
Lenguc, Instond the comrades are simply confueing and misleading thomsclvos
oné my others thot thoy might influence, Indood by masguerading ns tho
"orthodox" opposition on some of tho questions they raise, they rondeor it

frr hordow to cetablish » sorious political doboto on those iesuos ond

$o0 win support for o recal clternative, O\

Worso, it cppoors that a handful ot lccst of tho “endency may heavo drawn
the snme politicrl conclusions ne those in TILC who rogard the proscent
lordership of tho WSL as dogonornte revisionists, Onoc this ie ombrocod as
a vicw, it cnn only be o mettor of time before such comrrdés in one woy
or nnother cut thoir lossos ~md aplit from tho movomont ... gtriking out
on tho rond to nowhorc, AlT oround ocho the sirom voices of sgcctarion
currents kcon to lure in a hawndful of rooruits from tho WSLt within o
short space of time any brockawsy grouping will find itsolf form apart by
ite8 own innor confusion, the monipulntion of the RWL and LOR, and tho
exbornnl pressuroce townrds confusion. '

Heny odes in the Tondendy aro plainly motivotod by s wish %o build the

- WSL, and the focling that thoir work is hampered or paralvsod by its oxisting

vositions, In sovornl cascs — a8 I have cxplained =~ I bolieve it is thoir
nositions which — if ndopted — could paralyse the movomomt. On other jssues
I would sproo morc with tho gpirit of the Tondeonoy Iinc thon with thoir
toxte ’

But whot is clenr beyond doubt ie that in the presont situction the
oxistence of a Tondency on such n skotehy nnd mis lending platform con only
- epoato o growing polarisction down old party linos in tho WSL which will
bonofit nobody, It is not too late for comrados to rocogniso thot thie is
not the best wny to fight - ond corteinly not the woy to win.

Cunliffo,Morch 25 1083,




