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EORRESElﬂﬁ ES“??Bftigcils

The alleged statement in the Carolan/Hill/Kimnell resolution, ID4S, that
"The IP is the wehicle for transitional demands", has been made the centre
of polemic in IB48. It is in fact a typing error. '

The gentence in IB45 readss "Mhe LP iz the vehijcle for developing
TU militancy into mass working class politics in the next stage ahead, and
for trandtional demands, and developing the, presently, reformist working
¢lass movement on the basis of experience of political and industrial and
other struggles towards a fully formed solution".

As comrades oan ses by referring'to the passage in IB22 from
which it is composited, the mentence should read: "The LP is the vehicle
for developing TU militancy into mass working class politics in the next
stage ahead, for transforming passive reformism into the fight for reforms
end for transitional demands, and for developing the presently reformist
working class movement on the basis of experience of political and industrial

-and other struggles towards a fully-formed solution". & clause was omitted

by mistake in typing up IB 45.
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ST, = NEW NAME, SAME OLD SMELL. ! - .

t wave of ecumenical anitarianism now apparently animétlng not a f§w. l
iﬁggzig g? 2§etizagu2 who ought to know better, the (lasgow branch d?c}ded ﬁgtm%kemzﬁi
own contribution to the cause of revolutionary regroupm?nt of the_Brltlsh Let 'yi 2
ing a number of approaches to the people in the loeal 54 ?ranch w1t@ rega?d of%o 2
work/debate. Hopefwlly this docurient will have an approprlately enllghtenlng ethec ’
by providing a brief outline of what happened; cn tnos? love=-gick comrades in e
League already swooning at the sight of the puckered lips of the SL.

The Debate That Hever Was. _ . ] ’
We wrote to the 8L people suggesting a debate on 'Revolutionaries in the Labour Party’
with J. o'M, as our speaker. A week after the despatch of the letter we.started chas:
ing them up to find out their response. Contrary to the traditional clalm_that there's
no choice under socialism, we found ourselves conf?onted with a broad variety of re-
sponses {each one of them as dishonest as the next):

a) we can't have a public debate {not that the debate we were proposing was necessar-
ily public anyway) so we can't have a debate at all ‘

b) we can't have a debate with you because J. o'M. represents a minority position {(on
the Falklands perhaps, but hardly on the Labour Party, the actual topic of the debate)
¢) we can't have a debate with you because you'd only use it as an opportunity to
raise the question of the Falklands (disregarding the question of whether or not we
would, this is hardly any reason for avoiding debate - shouldn't they be so confident
of their position on the Falklands that they would welcome the opportunity to debate
it out with us?)

d) yes, we're all in favour of having discussions on joint youth work (only those
standing in the tradition of the IHG could read a letter proposing a debate on the
Labou§ Party in such a fashion as to conclude that this was in any way a relevant
reply

e) yes, we're all in favour of a debate (this was the response of the Castroites,

who are openly oppcsed to both L@ work and fusionj politically bankrupt they may be,
but at least they're honest about it, unlike the charlatans who call for unity simply
as 2 standard ING/SL factional ploy). :

One other response should also be mentioned: that a section of the SL membership did
not even know that we had proposed a debate. The branch leadership of the SL had not
even followed the basic democratic practice of informing their branch membership of
our letter to the branch. Such an incident does much to explain the SL's predilection
for accomodation to Stalinism: it follows the game organisational practices.

Tn terms of a written response however, we're still waiting for one, despite repeated
attempts to obtain one. Given that we sent our letter off four weeks ago, and given
that the proposed date for a debate was yesterday, it doesn't really look as if we're
going to get one though.

Joint Work in the LPY@? No Thanks - We're in Revo,

Any organisation serious about work in the LPY®, never mind unity, would, one would
have thought, agree . to our proposal of a joint intervention into the Scottish LPY@
conference and ongoing joint campaigning work thereafter on m nurber of agreed issues.
And the letter from the SL (23rd February) refers to the LPYE@ as one area for joint
work in the period ahead,

Their rebuttal of our proposals for such joint work shows them to be nothing but lying
factional manceuvrers. At the meeting which, we thought, would be discussing joint
work around the conference and thereafter, our youth comrades were treated to worldly-
wise treatises on the vitiues of 'Hevo', the glories of its democratic centralist
structure, this year's sugar harvest in Cuba, the price of fish, ete., etc. But joint
work? That just wasn't on - they were in Hevo,which had its own programme, democratic
centralist structure and a variety of other things, all of which meant that joint
work with C®@ sinply wasn't possible.

Their 'intervention' at the conference consisted of two semi~legible leaflets, being
the only people {apart from a couple of self-confessed Stalinists in Cl ause 4) to
vote against a motion calling for the links to be severed with fake trade unions in
Eastern Furope, and chasing after our periphery. They proposed to our periphery -~

not it should be stressed, to us - a follow-up meeting to the conference, for the
purpose of discussing our intervention (whose iéntervention was not actually made
clear) and ongoing joint work after the conference.

Another of our propositions regarding joint work in the LPY@® suffered a similiar re~
buttal. At our initiative a Y@ branch did a mailing to other non-M breuches and indi-
viduals calling a meeting to set up a Y@forCHD group in Glasgow, Not a single Revo



.;ggsgré;; ;zrgigszgwtngﬁf miifi?§ fh;g?ﬁha% b?en7c§llgd in an attempt to set up %he
i sing eres : A Hesd

CND, Hevo supporteré.deliﬁéraééfiUb?iéigfaf 33E f?imoip??i ?heé §O relatg the 1@ to
purpose, - v LS4 & neeting veing held for precisely that
Xilling LAD stone-dezd before it even got off the growic,

4 - fron ginning to er?, the v!.ie L rfzir was exemplary of the dis-
honesty and Henshevik ineffieciency of +the 8L,
LA@ had three members in Glasgow at that time. Two are members of the League. One is
a snotty~ngsed, stucik-up 8L member imported from London four weeks previously because
?f an affaire awoureuse with z Clasgow SI member, The 4wo League newmbers were never
1nforme§ about the organisging of +the megg%gg% The SL member claimed that there was no
record in London of there being any LAQ in algsgcwo but one of us had been receiving
all the LAG mailings; the other had been in touch with LAG about his owm expulsion
from the L. Such an excuse therefore rings a trifite hollow.
The 5L had chosen thwee headings for the meetinsg, in the feollowing order: defend uni-
lateralism, defeud socialist policies, stop the tursa. The order shows clearly that
more interest wazs atiatched to CHT than to the witch-nunt itself. dorsover, in the
meeting itself the 5L menber deoing the lead-off clained that LAS saw the quegtion of
unilateral disarmanznt as the key issue to be taken up. I think I am correct in saying
that this is a downright lie: LA® has never made any priority, never mind fetish, of
unilateral nuclear disarmament.
The MP due to speak at the meeting had backed out as soon z2s he had heard of the SL's
lying ancd maoccuvring. Thus, the only speaker was the recently imported SIL love-sick
centrist. Having only Jjust arrived in Glasgow, he was of course even more ignoran¥ of
the situation in the L® in Glasgow than the SIL average merher. He was, for example,
unaware that one member of the audience had recently been expelled from the L@ and
inevitably therefore made no reference to this in his tawdry lead-off. The audience
was either League menbers/sympathisers or SL mszbers/hangers-on. (ne or two real people
had strayed into the meeting, presumabdly by mistake. :
Inevitably, the meeting achieved . nothing at all, save to ¢rag the name of LA@ down in-
to the dirt wherever word gcot round about the SL's factional manoeuvring that had been
behind the meeting. The 5L member promised that he would get in touch with me to 'Thave
a discussion about building LA#' in Glasgow. This was 1% months ago. He is yet to make
the effort to contact me,

Serving Ultimata on the L,

The IMG/SL record on Ireland has, in Glasgow (like evrywhere else), been inadecuate
for a long time. Upto September of last year, just one of them ever turred un to LCE
meetings. And he was such a crank that even the THG distanced themselwes from his out-
landish provosals. In Sepiember he noved to Edinburgh, since when the LCH in Glasgow
has been entirely devoid of any IHG presence and therefore atle to get on with the job.
In December of last year the 5L in Glasgow was contacted by the SL member responsible
for the plastic builets conference in lianchesier, who told them that Halfe, the Euro
MP who has campaignedagainst the use of plastic bullots was willing to do s meeting in
Glasgow. The first point sbout this is that he contactsd the SL, not any officer or
member of the LC@. If he were ever to claim that he was unaware that there were any
LC& members in Glasgow, in the drzdition of the LA® meeting, this simply could not be
taken seriously. That he contoceted the 8L, not the LCE, was clearly being dishonest
with both Balfe and the I0@, Presuuably the idea wer that the initiative for the plas-
tic bullets meeting in Glasgow ocould come from the L and they could grab what passes
for the glory in their fading

The problem was, of course, thq: the 8L, having = 1 :

could do nothing at all - save gii on Balfe's oifce: for six weeks, by which time it

was too late to hold a neeting with him 4o build for the Manchester conference,

At the Glasgow LC% meeting. in late January, an SL member appeared on the scene, informn-
ed us of Balfe's offer, demanded that a meeting be organised, mede a series of nonsens-
ical propesals as tc how the meeting should be organised, and tried to get 2 place cn
the platform of the proposed meeting for the SL member who had organised the Fanchest-
er conferenca. As soon as the item had been discussed ghe 51 member then left, not

even having the political decency to stay for the rest of the meeting,; nor even join
the LC%, The 8L's only interest was to get a meeting off the ground in Glasgow ovn plas—
tig bullets. They had attempted to carve out the LCZ in Glasgow, which has always been
ourg, and then, having realised that they were urable to get round the LC#, sent along
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one of their more hackified members to place a series of uitiuata before the LC@
branch. Their minion was given short sh=ift =zt the LY meeting, and not just by us but
by the non-aligned also, and whilet the vplastic bullets meeting c¢id go zhead, it was
certainly in spite of, not because cf, the role playved by the 5l.

Miscellanea.

The above ars recent exanples of the kind of wheeling and dealing in which the SL,
which oskensibly dares to propose fusion to the league, has been induldng of late. it
goes without saying that the 1ist could be continued indefinitely, given that new in-
stances of their dishonest factionaligm anc¢ manoeuvring are constantly couing to light.
It also goes without saying that the SL enjovs a rich inheritance of such activity from
its IMGC predecessor. On Poland they manoceuvred to prevent the local carpalgn taking up
the denand for severing the liniks with E. Buronean fake unions and also got the local
campaign to disaffiliate from the PSC nationally, whilst when the question wvas ralsed
in local & branches, they were, in scae instances at least perhaps all - we don't
rnow exactly: more concerned with getting themselves delegated to the local camnpaign
then with pushing the issues in the branches which the campaisn wanted raised. On the
Talklands their racord was no better: they turned up to a reeting orgenised by ug/none
aligned to Aiscuss launching sone initiatives or a fully-fledged campaisu on the issue
only to kill it stone dead. And at no *ime during the Falklandg war were they ever pro-
pared to debate it out with us despite repcalted atiempts on our part 1o get a debate
with them. As ususnl, they never even bothered replying to our letiers. Iiven after their
change in line on the gquestion of Iran, they have also refusec to get involved in the
Iranian campaisn, despite aporoaches froa the franian comrades. On every occasion, on
every issue, whether it be a nursery campaign in the Gorbals, our proposals for build-
ing the El Salvador Sclidarity Campaign in Glasgow, or the attempt to set up a Women's
Pightback groupn locally, the attitude of the TiG/SL has vacillated between indifference
and strairhtforward sabotage. Hecently they have become more of an obstacle than ever,
indulging in manoeuvring and duplicity that has been hithertc unparalleled,

Conclusion.
This bland narrative of INMG/SL Suplicity and dishonzsty is bland solely as a result of
the turgid nature of its subject matter. Tt is difficult to conceive of a less inspir-
ing task than tracing out the wretched reord of a gang of unprincipled shysters who
abhor political honesty and accounting even more than they abhor open political debate.
At the same time though, one can but hope that this narrative of some of the more ob=
vious Tecent acts of SL duplicity in Glasgow has the necessary scobering effect on the
League nembers ready to collapse into the open arus of the SL. In Glasgow the SL has
done evrything wossible ito avoid open debate or joint work with the League, resorting
even to downright dishonesty to maintain their sectarian stance. In other areas, we
are informed, the SIL has been all in favour of joint work (at least on the surface)
with the League. Is this because the Glasgow 5L peonle are different from other bran-
ches of the SL?Y Or is it becuase the Glasgow League branch is different from cther
League branches elsewhere? In fact, neither. At botton, the 8L in Glasgow shys away
from the lLeague beceuse they know there is no-one in Clasgow they can pick up from us.
Tn other areaz the 8L believes that there are a few lout souls wandering around within
the League's nembership whon thay can raeruit into their own group. That perception of
the SL branches maey be right or wrong - they mizht realistically expect to be able to
pick up people, or they may be naking an error of Judgeument, That is not an igsue herej
what is the issue is the fact that the attitude of 5L branches to League branches is
giided by the assessment of whether or not there are people to be picked up. In other
words, their appeal for 'unity' is nothing but o cynical manoceuvre; a not particularly
subtle attempt to move in close enough to certain secticnas of the League i:embership to
have a go at prising theix away froa the orgaenisation, Throughout the ¥zllklands debate
in the league, the I[NG, in Glasgow at lenst, were fairly open about their helief that
they could break oif the Galtieri-ites from the League. {In Glasgow they could be open
about it as a taunt - trying to confront us with a picture of a massive split in the
League, a mejority going over to the IMG, leaving us in Glasgow, given our opposition
to fascism, members of a rump organisation.) That split never took place. Uhe SLt's
‘unity offensive’ is nothing but an attenpt to play upon those divisions and drive a
wedge into the organiesation., It ig indeed 2 sad comuentary on the political naivety
of members of the League that they should allowed themaelves tc be swept zalong in
this typical factional manoceuvring of the SL., Certainly, anyone simple-minded enough to
be taken in by the clumsy manceuvres of a wicky louse organisation like the §L cannot
end up being other than a dupe of thebourgeiosie in the real world,

Cassay, on behaif of Glasgow branch



IRELAND

I wish to argue that the question of federalism be voted on at this conference
for the following reasons:

It has been extensively debated in the naper. I don't think that much more will
come out. '

I think it should be voted on because it is a profound difference.

The position cde. “Yarolan “rgues is rmite clearly a reformist positione It is
quite dangerous that the movement is tarred with this. The large number of artic—
les by him give the impression that it is the position of the movement.

A% a recent EC when pressed as to how the federalist 'democratic' solution he
puts forward would be worked out cde, Kinnell and himself said the followings::

that the only way was with a joint meeting between the British government, the

Irish government and the two communities in the North,

The origimal posit.on, which is a reformist, not 'democratic! solution, menas that
the Protestant working class do not have to break from their pro—imperialism.

They can retain their position in their ow: communitye This could only be in the
form of a mini-Protestant statc.

Now this reformism comes out into the open.

What right has British imperialism to be involved? Of course it has been when
other countries have gained their independence, but that is only because they
wanted to influence the form of that independence.

Whit kind of class position is this? Cde. Carolan keeps referring to a class
solution. Yet when it comes to practice his only solution involves the bourgeois—
ies of both Britain and Ireland.

And what about e represeniatives of these communities? Presumdbly he means
Paisley. So much for a class solution. This solution involves a right-wing cleric,

The WSL mist declare its position on this reformist nonserse.

Revolutionaries mfight for 'democratic! demands as part of their fight for a rev-
olutionary solution. It is put forward in order to expose the impossibility of
capitalism to resolve the problems of the oporessed,

Under the guise of 'federalism! has come a straight reformist solution to +the
struggle of the Irish people for their independence.

JOnes



COMMENT ON JONES'S STATEMEN'T ON IRFLAND

Garolan

Comrzde Jenes hag an article in the IB which accuses me of being a reformist on
II'e! ulﬂu.q : - . S

to belisve that the mechanics of British withdrawal
}hltira negotiations, agreoments, and collabora~—
Lo wider Torces i tbo: I'rish slitvation -~

ﬁd tua 2L o thy bOﬂ"”ﬁﬁza govzimiaent.

tion in organieu:
the two ~ommzaiize

Thiec ‘reformist® pczjq” . : Joues do2on't kaoow i, i3 whe poystvion of
‘ whe cal T Ehltlsh Army withdrawal to ba:ra;ks and for a withe
zet. ¥We foouve the wrgerey w2 feoel about it in Britain & express—
:ﬁit—dcterera.l drowii an= 1ike Troora Cut oad Wuoops Out
L caanoy lrarive by whas procedore editnia wall get ond if not
wairhe U6 %a;nly a major isaaci wuy lhe rcvos want

the Frovoas
n”y reiy on #itawnie good offices with the Provestant community %o
avold WJunlde‘ .3 Or the armouncemeni of it, leadiug 1o the eruption of sectarian
civil war. Tven the 1RS2 (whon I debeted with 2 leader of i%s left wing o couple of

) 'Jb
weeks ago) znrpsals to Britain to dicarm the RUC and UDR be;.-e it poem.

Jones haif admits the fact that almost all the wituarawals by imperialist powers
t 30

in the las 7 1o 35 years have been qccompa.med by negotiations (Vle+ram in 1975,
with tie victorious Stalinist arvmles wecapinge down from the north, is +he great

exnenticnt but in ihe bﬂuaJllgumL”;/JOqgolld&tiOU of North Vietnam 1u 1054 there
wers aopotiaiicong - in which the PEugaizsa and Chinese Jhaliniste =old out the South
Vie'momoge j» The alternative 0 all nezotiations is fLor the revolutionary class or
arry Lo be able to gweep all before it, and be complets master of its area or even
of wha international gsituation. That is easier to prescribe than to arrange in all
cirsungtanses, '

theva arg negotiatisns and negotiations — negotiationz from strength and
negoiztions from wealvesz

3, negoticlionaz iv which the withdrawing power saves
face and 2ome intereste while swrrendering ite basic tosition; immediate
gontrol, &nl y over the future actions of the victorious rulers of the

formerly =:ho ;e acea, eice Different combinations of political and even basic
clags forcen wily huve difterent artitudes about what can be negotiated. Those
clogest to romevialisg, socinlly and politically Wit ba more eJ < Lo sorpromises
the move vadleal asd thoreicre more diotant irou imnovicliam will e wicompromising
on a more Scudanenual Thuage of issasd i consider 15 o betrax ul 1o nzgotiate

over tiwr mhocd of vAsicrya

HJ(

e

jas

e

cwowoi, amome even the most radical - commanist revolubicnariez in cur zonse
of thet terwm = only tos nedaphysical ultra-left would rule oud nogotiaiicas as such.
It wovlid anand on bt wad being nezotiated.

Tho peiicinla, 'The imperialists have no righis', ic a fine ones by definition
they winl wm ouwou a situation have mignt and powere The yproblem is how {2 slough it
off, thmow it ofte If etfectively tias is what is beinz negosiated, then anybody

who world 8pill another érop of blood reedlessly would be a oriminal idiot.

Of coursz the imperialists would want, in negotiations, to shape things after
their departure to their likings it would depend on the negotiations - that is, on
the relst. aszhip of ferces: which foreecd “hem 1o the negotiating hable in the first
places Dy .luiirition aleo rewdlutionary forcen wihich go to ihe negotizting table are
unlikely o “hink ihat thsy have the option of an immediate clean sweep victory
where theoy dcive the imperialists and ‘heir allies before them 'like a herd of
frightened deor' and need rackon with no-one and nothing but their own will. Or, at
the leazi, they will consides it too costly, where the tesicsg of victcry can be
achieved nta3rviss. : :

We moy coloalztc that if the esruggle goea on it will deepen in tus ancial olnsaan
it arousas and in the course 1he tiransformation will take. There will be classes
(peasants and workers) disappointed if the 'national revolution' stops short of

]
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satisfying thems Especially if undifferentiated nationalism is ideclogically
dominant, they will blame 'sell-outs to imperialism' (the IRSP in Ireland now seldom
rises higher than this), when in fact what happens in the negotiations with
imperialism will . be determined by the strength of the bourgeoisie and its
agents in the oppressed country: imperialist deals %o prop it up will be secondary.
(Again, by definition, if they have taken it to the staze of war, they will not have
started out eager to do a deal with the 'national bourgeoisie‘). Thus the content

of negotiations is what is decisive, and this in turn will be a product of class
relations within the national/anti—imperialist struggle.

K

There are other things wronz wiih Jones's position.

Jones opposes ragotisbicos i ail conditions, and even 1f Britain were negotiating
a settlement in whion the main listoric demands of tie Irish people were concededs
this is siraight witra~1:0% renoconse, It is the stul® that emotionally excitem the

petty bourgecis and student solidariiy deronstratiom: in metropolitan capitals,
rather than serious working class and anti-imperialist politics.

Worse than that, however, is the fact that Jones equates violence, war and
physioal forre politics with revolutionary anti-imperialism ard working-class politics.
This is pisiv [rom what he writes in the IB. It has seemed to me to come across un-—
mistakealbiy »r. most of the discussions on Ireland over the last 18 monihs that Jones
accepts thc Irish Republicans' owm central definition of revolutionary politiecs as
in the firsi place, and irreple:cably, phycical force politics,

If you drive them out or shoot enough of them, that's revolutionary; any negotia-
tions are the opposite of revolu’ionary and debilitate the revolutionary drive.

This is the same error in principle as Jonea's formalism — ignoring the content -
over negotiations. It is what, I think, the sociologists call ethnowcentrism: getting
in your own light and judging different, or vastly different, political cultures
according to the norms, standards, common experiences, and values appropriate to
your own: it is, concretely, to ook at revolutionary war and 'guns' with the eyes
of someone who in close on 20 ye:rs ag a revolutionary ib Britain has possibly never
seen a revolver or experienced avy:iiing more violent that the Grunwick picket line.

In Ireland, since the late i370s. physical force on principle has been the
irreducible dogma of republicess

SR

‘1 zhades, from authoritarian right wing
republicans to revolutionery puul: < ~r21igt republicans.* LAdherence to rhysical
foroce does not tell you anythir,: ol T421r politics. People prepared to 'fight the
state! or 'fight impericiiam® Ly phyeizal Forece in Britain would at least dow
seriousness but in Irel==:l you ..ot take that for granted, in a political culture
saturated by violence-

One of the dominant [aniiiws of posv-Trotsky 'Trotskyism' has been the prolifer—
REt Yag ‘Trotskyism', though in fact what they

4 with alien or half-alien elements -

@ Rhe concrete expression of the political and

Su=war Tweotshyism’ and the f'orm of its decompogitions

are is Trotskyist nihrosesc
populism, anarchic:.. stz,
theoretical ‘erisic of o

Jones's de fa~io acceptance of an alien definition of what is revolutionary -
physical foroe — it an exsiple of this procsss. 1t curnes abovt, here as in other
examples, because of an attempi. io relzte to the world not by voncrete Marxist
analysis of the facts, using lMarxisil categories and theories, tuh by way of dogmatic
recipes and pattera, finding the acts of reality interesting only to the degree that
they fit the patterns or illusi:ate them.

¥ T.es the left Provos and the IRS?, who are the equivalent in Ireland of the SBs

in Russia -~ the struggle against whom was a major precondition for the creation and
development of the Rolshovii. Persiy,. Tia moct important difference is that the Irish
'revolutionary socialisl populivus? zre more or less tainted by Cuthnlieo pectar?anian,
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In fact Jones' denunciation of any negotiations here is probably adate
by—product of the denunciation by the Healy tendency of the Evian agreement of
1962 between France and Algeria which brought to an end eight years of the terrible
slgerian struggle for independence. Alone of the Trotskyists, the Healyites and
Lambertists denounced the agreement, which gave Algerian independence as a
*gell-out! because some secondary or teriiary concessions were made to Frances

Their attitude was blind factional aninosity towards the others,
in the first place the USFI, who had the delusion that Algeria was
predestined to have a Cuba-style revolution and no Trotskyist pariy
was necessary. (There are parallels with Nicaragua today) .

The Healyite denunciation of Evian was irresponsible ultra-left
stupidity. : : ' '

Jones joined the SLL 18 or 19 years ago1,and received his basic
political training there. Denunciations of 'the Evian sell-out' and
the vile revisionists of the USFI who supported it will have entered
his subconscious as part of his basic education. That is one of the
nain sources of his ultra-left position here, He needs to slough it
off,

It is true that to reject all negotiations is to hope for an all-
conquering victory that won't conie hefore the definitive breakthrough

of workers' revolution. It is therefore in geperal childish amd
unreal,

-It is especially childish, unreal, irresponsible and ultra-left
where Ireland's historic siruggle with Britain is concerned, Ireland
has 4% nillion people, including one nillion Protestants; Britain,
60 million. The principle governing Britain's relations with Ireland
were well set out in the statenment Janes Connolly nade to the
nilitary court nmartial that condermed hinm to death on May 9 1916:
"Britain has no right in Ireland, never had any right in Ireland,
and never can have any right in ireland“; Nevertheless Irish revo-
lutionaries, including Connolly, had to take account of the fact
that Britain had gverwhelminsz might, '

A governing notion of Irish revolutionaries in the 19th and
20th centuries (including Vorld Yar 2) was surned up in the saying:.
"Britain's difficulty is Ireland's opportuniity". It neant that
only when Britain was in a najor war could Ireland have any chance
of successful insurrection. This regulated the ebbs and flows of
Irish insurrectionary politics.

The Provos' approach to negotiations with Britain, outlined
above, is a continuation of the siark realisn that serious revolu-
tionaries (which is what the Frovos are, afier their fashion) nust
have, It is simply inconceivable that the whole (Catholic and Prot—
estant) people of Ireland ~ let alone the 3-million Catholic
ninority in the 6 Counties — could win such a victory over Britain
that nothing would have to be taken into account but the victors'
own will, : '

Of course revolutionaries in Britain would oppose and denounce
Britain's self-geeking in such negotiations, and nobilise in
Britain against it. But that takes us back to'the_question of the
concrete content and issues in any negotiations. -

Given that the central problem in N,Ireland is the Protestant
community's attitude to the Catholic comnunity and to a united
Ireland, British negotiations which would ox nicht placate the



4 .

N.I, Protestant comnunity and avert sectarian ¢ivil war — and the
hope of awertirng it is a vajor reason for the Provos' proposals .
about how Britain should withdraw -~ that would be positive and good,

o+t

Finally, sonmething which will have occurred already to the
reader: the business about negotiations is pot especially linked
to a federal solution to the M,I, conflict. A federal bourgeois
Ireland, or a Catholic-doninated state (which is now, in real terns,
the irmediate goal of the IRSP and Provos) - both will inescapably
and equally involve negotiations with Britain, this side of the
workers' revolution,

+4+

And a word about the discussion in general. Jones says he wants
to vote on federalisn because it looks like not rmeh nore can be
ezpected in the way of contributions. Does this mean he has nothing
else to say? I'm sure it does nean that, '

That's pretty rerarkable! So has the discussion been. Jones
started the public discussion with a letter in the paper which
libelled us, That was 19 nonths into the fusion, and the denmocratic
rights of the Irish Protestants had been advocated in the paper
a nunber of tines over that period, Jones's sudden interest in
the issue seened to some of us to be a by-product of the factional
heat in the organisation, :

Having started the discussion with a papal-style letter — i.e.
he didn't argue from the facts, bui propounded a line - he has
been silent since, Has he nothing to say to the 5900 word article
I wrote defending ny position? It seems not, unless you count
the contribution in this IB on'ny refornisn, - '

Now, in a2 normal Marzist organisation governed by political
ldeas, Jones would by this stage in the discussion stand discredited
by his silence, A conbination of silence with intransigence on a
position he cannot defend, on a very irpovtant question that he
plainly knows little or nothing about, would brand hiz as not
functioning according to the norms of an organisation like ours -
that 1s, by reason, logiec, argunents in the light of our cormon
principles and goals, :

A departure fron those norns was shown in Jones's original
letter to the paper, He says we should not follow the Provisionals
into -support for federalisn. The Frovos dropped federalisn as '
policy in Novenber 1981, and dropped it fron the Sinn Fein congtitu~—
tion in Novenber 1982, Jones first learned that federalism was
Provo policy at the first NC discussion on Ireland late in 1981,
By the time he cane to write his letter, it was no longer Provo
policy, but Jones had not takenihe inplications on board.

There is no shame in not knowing soriething in the late '81
discussion., It is shaneful and scandalous to naintain a full
factional nobilisation on the guestion and not to bother toc acquaint
oneself with the elenentary facts of the issue, It is to downgrade
politics in the organisation, ' »

Yet, despite all this, for a certainty Jones can count on the
support of at least a section of thé organisation. That is a neasure
of our political problens as an organisation, '



POSTSCRIPT 1,

Jonor: opposes negotiations., That 1s refornist, Very well, "hat is_
his revolutionary alternative? The British army should pull out with-—
out a word, And then who should take over? The Provisional Army
Council? The Dublin governnent? Tho? 4nd how?

In the EC discussion Jones answered this quesiion by saying that
if we could force British withdrawal, then the political situation
in Ireland would have changed and a sirong socialist rovernent there
would be a candidate for power. This is wishful thinking, Rationally
Jones should conclude fron his own argurent that troops out is not
an immediate proposition; it depends on a socialist noverent in )
Ireland, anpd at present there is not even an all-Ireland patio ist
noverient. (Both the Provos and the IKSP are feoble in the Southi;
Rationally, Jones should draw the sare conclusions as Militant, He
avoids thert only by shielding hinself fron reality with a fantasy
about a niraculcus transformation conting over Irish politics as soon
as British troops pull out.

FOSTSCRIPT g2

Jenes knows sonething about trade union work. That would he nske

of somebody who, starting from a hatred of wage slavery, adopted

the attitude to trade unionisn that it was a betrayal of principle

to negotiate on conditions and wages? Tho argued that all negotiations
for higher wages were a conplete acceptance In principle of the

right of the bosses to eztract surplus valiue fron the unpaid labour

of the workers - as indeed they are?

Such a person would he either an imnature person who had not
learned the ABCs or either politics or trade unionisn - or, a

hopeless anarchist idiot, Xarl Marz hingelf nore than once had to
argue against such people.,

Jones's attitude to negotiations with an inperialisn which we
are not yet strong enough to wipe off the face of the earth is in
principle ezactly the sane as 19th-century anarchist rejection of
TU bargaining (and also, as it happens, of the labhour novenent
fighting for progressive legislation under the bourgeois state).

Under the guise of radical 'principles' - which truly
ezpress sone radieal, revolutionary erotions - this is harmful
political nonsense which tries to justify itself by calling the
Marzists refornmists and traitors.




IS THE FACTION PLANNING A SPLIT? Kinnell

On Friday april 8 I spcke on the 'phone to Reagan, a member of the Faction. He
tolq me ?hat he expected the Faction 4o split from the WSL; that he was in favour
of it doing so; and that he favourcd discussions with Workers! Power after a split.

; then 'phoned Evington, the Faction's chosen spokesperson. He told me that the
Faction had tzken no decision to split, but some members of the Faction were in

favour of a split and the issue would be discussed at the Faction's meeting that
weekend (iapril 9-10). :

4t the Leicester pre—conference meeting on April 1C¢ T raised the issue againe
Evington said that the Faction had not discussed the matter at its weckend meeting;
it would, however, be meeting each night during the conference and reviewing the
question of a split in the light of eventse At that meeting also Morrow, if I under—
gtood him right, described the present policy of the organisation as centrist and
degenerate.

I do not think +the conference should discuss the Glasgow resolution for the
expulsion of the Faction leaders. Nevertheless, I do not think that the charges
in that resolution can be dismissed.

If the Faction is planning a split, the obvicusly it will say that it isn'te.
For all that,. I am not sure that they will splite The Faction is far from homo~—
geneous in its general politics and in i%ts altitudes to the WSL (though I should
gay that in all my experience Reagan is one of the most responsible and least
hogtile of the Paction's members). Many Faction members must be aware of the
bleakness of their prospects after a split. Even if they managed to fuse with
Workers! Power, they would face a career of relating to the class struggle by way
of polemics against what other revolutionaries are doing within that struggles

If some comrades want to split, we can't stop them. What we can do is demand
to know what we're debating at this conference. Are we debating with comrades who
are committed to carry out the decisions of the majority? Or are we debating with
people who owe more allegiance to external groups than to the WSL?

I think the Faction owes us scme clear statements.

A COMMENT ON REILLY'S ARTICLE Kinnell

In the last few months we have had many discussions in the organisation on C.
work - which are reflected in the sections of Cunliffe's D[ritish Perspectives
(and my amendment to it) and Hill's IB37. Unfortunately Reilly does not relate
to these discussions, nor to the discussion around Isl?s budget which was
reflected in the paper «

Instead, what he does is to take off from real problems that exist in his
area — mainly, from his account, disciplinary problems in relation to cdeJsee
-~ and make spurious generalisaiions. Tf we have problems with discipline over
comrades in a particular area of work, ine answer ghould be to apply discipline,
not to retreat in panic from the worke

SECT POLITICS AND CLASS MOVEMENT POLITICS Kinnell

around last November, I wrote a long article for the ID under the above title,
analysing the writings of Trotsky and Carmon in the 1930s and their relevance %0
our debates today. One point in its was the falseness of the analogy the Faction
make between our present situation and the Prench Trotskyists in 1935. In 1935
Trotsky thought that an aggressive policy could wint the SP and win thousands to
a substantial new party. ‘Aggressive' posturing by us today would not split the
LP, it would just isolate us.

With the pressure of other material, my article has still not been stencilleds
I am, however, putting into this IB the Introduction to 1t {writton in Jexmaxy )3
it argues an important point not adequately {1 think) made elsewhere.



TP oATTICTY AN

In Fehruary 1851, as the Corrunist Leanue vas collapsing, Marx
wrote to Enpgels: .

"I an very pleased@ with the public and genuine isolation in
which we two, you and<I, find ourselves, It entirely suits
our position and principles., e have now finished with the
systen of rnutual cnncessions, with half-truths adnitted for
reasons of propriety and with our Auty is sharing 1w the
public ridicule in the party with all these asses",

Yet the sare liarx and Ergels considered their whole political
gtrugsle to be one for scierce against gectarian socialism, 1In
their activity in the First Inrternatioral, amd in Engel . advice
to hig British and US co~thinkers, they insisted again and again
on the need . :

"to go in for any real reneral working-class rovenent,
accept its actual starting point as such and work ip it gradu-
ally up to the theoretical level,.. to work along with the
zseneral ove-ent of the workirrs class at every one of its
gtares withont civirp un or hidirg our own distinct nosition
and even orsanisation”,

There were two aspects to their anproech: the comsolidation of
an educated, clear-headed revolutiorary nucleas, unblinkingly
critical of all orthodoxies ircludirg existing "average left"
orthodoxies; a1 a clagg roverent, not sectarian, orientation,

-

viiich would enable that nucleus to interact fruitfully with the
nmassg "overent,

One of the most mind-stretching of Larx's vritings is the Cri-
ticue of the Gotha Progra~me. Sentence by sentence he Aisgects
the eclectic "averare the German socialiets! Aaraft
programme, ruthlessly eXnosing eve:ry enpty decla—atory phrase,
every half-haked thoucht., Yet in the covering letter tc hig
com—ents he wrote:

"SZvery step of real rove-ent is nore irportant tham a
dozen progra-res®,

It was because it “reed Pim from terporising with the confuged,
rnigh-rasgh, phrase~or~ering leftisn of the existirg socialist sects
that larx rejoiced i» hig isolation of Yebruary 1851, It was
because of his ruthlesslv realistic focus on class volitiecs that
he valued "every sten of real —ove~ent" ahove all formal, liter-
ary concerns., ‘"e should try to rake the same conbination of atti-
tudes curs. /in2 that, I think, is the issue in the current debzate,

There is on the face of it a paradtox in the fact that those, like
the "Irternationalist Tendency", who on the trctical issues arcue
for more “igstarce fro~ the eistirng roverent and a Hore declanatory
revolutionary profile, are on the dispute? nnlitieal nositiong -
third-worldisr, Stalinrisn, Falklands, T3IC, meneral strike —
closer to ekisting "average leftisr" thanm those of us they “enounce
as oprortunists,

The root of it, I thinl, is that the IT and its co-thinkers lack
ifeolosical irdengnence, On practically every igssne, frorm civil-
ian hombirgs thronsh wnlice recountability to the Falklandg and
Afghanistan, their pogitior is “eterninred by the righ to 8ay =o
as vehermently as nossible vhere the bourneois establishrent s8ays
yes. '

Revolutionary in apnearance a=d in intertion, this attitude
actually reflects slavigh ideolerical “ependence on the bhourgeois
estahblishment, lack of a s0l1i? theoretical foundation, the ner-
vous impulse zlways to ha 2rovirg ouxr revolutienary virtue,




Freguent}y— bzcause bourgeois society is rot ruite the gimnle
rolarity of reactioraries of all strires on ore side, revolutior-
aries oa the other, which the IT evidentlvy pictures it as — this
nethod of negation lands the IT writh the same nositio» as the left
reformists. Thus they need declanations, badges, and labels to
satisfy their conscience,.

The IT would have it that we are "liavidatiorist” - i.e. dissol-
ving the erzgarigation - or noving towards linuidationism, The
chargg, I think, merely shows how they mistake the livery and
trappings of seciarian 'revoluiionism' for real revoiuvionary
activily. In truth the issve of lieuidationism is Posed the other
way round,

Suppcse the IT had their way. They wonl? » . nairtain an
organisation (thqugh - to Judge from their attitudes on issunes of
party organisation - a sormevhat lcose and rarmuhackle one, worse in
titis resnect than our »resert pocr state). They woul?d rot be
lignicdationist ocn that level,

But what would their independent - oh so inderendent - organisa-
tion ¢o% Bellow ont much the same nolitics that the existing broad
serni-revolutionary left advocates, only with a sectarian twist;
prorose ~uch the same obiectives, orly with the tag on the end of
each article: _

"Ouly under the leaders™in of a revolutionary party can this
be done",

Such ar organisation would actnally have licuidated Iarxism as a

positive, fructifyirg force in the labonr moverent. Ideologically

it would condemm us to a Jark Ages in which every struggle would

simniy be the occasion for rerered comment on the rapacity of in-
perialism, the revolutiorary Arive of the working class, the sabo-
tage of the bureaucracy and the need for the workirg class there-
fore to put 2aside icdle diversions and rally roun” the self-proclaimed
vangua rd, IHarxisrm would be reduced to permuiing a few half-
understcod and muchanically irternreted formmlae,

fgainst this trend I am arguing for:

1, 1Ideciogical independence, intransigence, critical thinking,
oppositior to nhrase-rmongering - ard rigorous organisatioral
norms in ocur ovnm ranks,

2., On the basis of that, ar orientation to the political life of
the workinrg class based on “Aevelcping the real struggle s and
roverteris that exist, usirg our small Marxist nucleus as best
we can ag a lever and ideological fructifiel within that de-
velopment - rather thar deterririrg owr tactics by starting
from our ovwn techhiques, badges, and labels an? regarding the
vaxricus struggles and novements as so rany arcras to »ropagan-
dise in, like so many shons side by side on a idigh Street,

To those comrades who may still be hemused by the constant
cries from the IT and others abhout us diluting or junkirg revolu-
tionary %glitics, turming the orgarisation into a sauad of Tribune
sellers,/ T 'recomuend this comment from Trots¥y on the similar cries
raised agairst Cannon and Shachtman in the US Trotskyist movenent
in 1935.

"One seems to hreathe in a somewhat nightmarish atrosphere
when one reads of the susmiciors and rurours directed against
corrades who have lorg fought. for the ideas of the proetarian
revoiutionary siruggle. Such nethods can varalyze and de-
noralize the party unless threy are 2t once brought to an end
by the will of all.

"Eow does it happen that Comrades Cehler, Stanm, and others
take recourse to such means? e ha ve had in France an

analocgous case with Baper, whe, rot cortent with a political
struggle againgt the 'turn', suddenly becane an inexhaustible
source of suspicions, accusations, and even unbelievable
slanders directed against all of us. Ie was, however, an

Ly
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honest and sincere man, devoted to socialism. Zis misfortune
is that he is a sick sectarian. Such a =man can remain tran-
quil and friendly so lorng as the life of the organisation con-
tinues to revolve in familiar circles, But woe be it it
events bring about a racfical chamge! The sectarian no longer
recognises his world., All reality stands marshaled against
him and, since the faets flout him, he turns his bhack on them
and comforts himself with rumours, suspicions, and fantasies,
He thus becomes a source of Slanders without being, by nature,
a slanderer. e is not dishorest., He is simply in irreconcii-
able conflict with reality."

("ritings of L. Trotsky 35-36, Pathfinder, p 72/3)

HETHOD



At the London sggregate last Suaday, eome comrsdes said they thought thers
had been a deliberste excluaion of women comrades from the W+ EGM., As far as
I know, or anyone else I have spoken to knowa, thisz ves ot the caxe,

On January 22, thers ves a W+ National Planning Meeting (NPM) held in
Manchester, Tais had been discusaed at the last Wi+ vomen's commiasion held
the week before on January 16, at which there was a spread of comrades from
both sides of the pressnt discussion oa women. Unfortunately, there was
only cne Wi+ comrade ibere at the NP¥ (this was parily because there was s
N+ NG on the same day), That weeting, the NPM (which has tke pover to
make decisiona on W+ between AGH'3) decided to suspend the campaign, pending
an Extraordinary Genersl Meeling. Tals was deciced becauss the women there
were extremsly critical cf the last issus of W+ puper, espscially since
decigions made by the W+ Steering Committee on what was to go in the peper
bhad not been carried cut, slso because the central organisation of W+ was

not being done,

The NP hed bean ocalled and organised by the Manchester W+ groups They had
obtained s list of sddrssses from R. Levar so that they could send out the
notificaticns. The Mauchester women - not in the Wi+ -« used this list aleo
to notify W+ supporiers of the FGM, which they had organised for April 9.
Clearly, this list was selective (I have not personally seen it, as it 1s

in Manchester), It did not have addresses from Leicesuor or Oxford on it -
coarsdes from Coventry did rot receivs lettare, I did not receive eny letters
Bithﬂr.

While there is no doubt that there could have been & better follow~=up on

who was and whe was not on that lisi, there was no deliberate exclusion of
anyons, There were seversl women a% the EGM who hsad comn sinply from

seeing the notice in the new W+ peper. Parkingon had reported oa the gituation
at the last NC, March 205 I wrote & lomng note to Cunlife about Res Lever
vithdraving from the campaign (which she has now done), the papar and the

BGH; I also spoke to Andrea T about the EGM - sita asked me If it was open,

and I said it wvas,

I hope this shows that thers was not eny daliberate exclusion of anyone f{rom

the EGM. I have somo coples of the minutes of the EGM, not enough foar
everyms - please sec me at Coni'arence.

 Fraser



Coveeso WORK AND EDUCATIONAL RE~ORGANIS: TION.

This is written in an attempt to articulate my thoughts on the advisability
of Conenas Work in Ni,ese pain the comirg period. There are a number of
factors which make me doubt the wisdom of the tactic given the gpecific
circunstances.,

1. Firstly, isolation. The orfarisation hes provided wirtually no back
up in terms of doing Ceeeess FOrk in Neos.... and consequently I have h.d

to rely on my own resources and contacts. I have in fact been able to
build a reasomable periphery of contacts but this probably could have

been done as an 0 membser in any case., A recent broad group meeting of

4% people indicates some measure of support although a proportion of

these would have been mombers of the CP. It is worth pointing out here
that theoretically we have another League member In Necsaw = Jeas cvees
However Je.e Who is undcubtedly a good orator and an experienced councillor
has not sold the paper for at least 9 months and makes no attempt to
associate himself with the troad group or the League, The organisation's
lack of monitorfing of comrades in public positions, such 88 Cessecsarnsy
makes a rone-gense of democratic centralism and will lay us open to manipulation
by careerists etc. Cuesss. work without a proper whip ard caucusing is a
farce and that is what we have in Hess.. ot any rate.

2. tg a result of isolation it is easy to get drawn into what I would
term tactical politics, Essentially this necessitates accepting the basic
structures and making the best administrative decisions within them,

I am no longer prepared to play this mamagerial type reole since I foel
nmyself being pulled rightwards. The secondary educational review issue

in Ne,.es has highlighted this problem for me, This is not a matter of
adapting simon pure approach %o politics, but a realisation thet without

an organisation to back up your efforts an individual Ceseessese. has limited
capacities, poteuntial, and resocurces.

For example, an the cducatioral ravisw issue I worked with the NUT
officer, and waricus rank and file elements to try +to prevent school
closures. Giving them information and doing leaflets with the STA has
been useful, however from the C.se... viewpoint the educational situation
" iIs seen as a protlem to be solved within a given framework. Within that
framework it is clear that some schools are not viable {the NUT ard the
SWP ete will admit this privately) and thus should be closed, Ths simply
to oprose the school closures when there is an alternative tertiary system
to which the NUT are opnosed - but MNATFHE are not - leaves one in the
difficult situation of sceing the merits of all sides byt ultimately being
in a maragerial situation of taking a decision ~ and we all know what
happens to the kind hearted capitalist 3

Comrades, as I have written on at least two previous occasions,.thg .
Cesrese tactic has not been thought through in my opinion, and it is interesting
that our lack of co-ordination and monitoring in this area has not even
become an issue. It will become an issue of course when one of our comra@es
makes a decision publicly with which the League will not want.?o be_assoalated.
When, for example, it is used as a step ~ing ston? fer a Parl,lamentaﬁy
~mgreer - not that we are of course oprosed t9 uszng.Parl;ém?nf as aﬁ OrUi,
Put it would be politically sound to have de01ded this ?011?10aiuéorﬁgan
organisation. It scems to me at presen? that the Qrganlsﬁflo?am s
irvolved in Ceese.s work — at any rate in t@e speczfl; C%Dblofio;;..'nature
31g leading to incorporation and a 1oss_of sight of the ravolu Ty

of eur politics.

On pages two and three . my last roport reised some of the general
political problems which I feel need to bz addressed. To date this has .
not been published in the IB, although a specific request was made to
that effect at the time it was written. Whilst I cen accept that there are



2 Ceee work and edueational re-organisation.

administrative reasons for this, pressure of work at the centre, lack of

peoplepower, it Is interesting to nofe that these nolitical problems have
generally been glossed eover,

The KUT fraction may be interested in the nolitics of the current re-
organisation in N..... and ILEA which will become, wher: they have not
already, rational issues, As an orgenisation we must try to work out
general formulae for dealing with the issue if we are to give political
leadership. In line with this co rades may find the labour Party document
"Lrotri s "Learning for Life" useful. (£2 from Labour Party HQ) I would
argue however that it is basically from a managerial stanlpoint {Comrades
might refer to Schooling and Culture magazine No 12 £2plus 3Cp p&p from
The Cockpit Arts Workshop, Gateforth Stre-t, London NWS for a critique)

Ir the present period T would strongly urge comrades to seriously consider
the political merits of the tactic. One of the important points to be
considared is, why are we standing as Cessesseees in the present period 7
Not to be social edministrators, suraly, or to be agents of the local
state, or to play a semi-mamagerial role ! But, to undermine/destroy
the local st ~te & build up connections with the local 'labour moverent' -
However one wonders whet ~har these connections with the 'labour movement' -
which come from our role 28 C Ceeesesesss OF P menbers — will continue/can
be built upot in our role as lLecague nenbsrs. If they caniot - & I stro?gly
suspect they crmiot — then there is a danger thet what storted as a tactic has
been elevated to the level of a principle.

REILLY 2/3/83

WIDER POLITIC.L QUESTIONRE

Being involved in local Ce..e... work is a question of tactics rather
than one of principle. We have used it to try and find an orgari zational
form by which we can relate our politics to the wider labour movement
without losing sight of the revolutiorary mature of our politics. That
is in cssence the probtlem which has faced the revislutionary left, the
comunists, since the days of the socialist reviv:rl in the 1870s.

It secms to me at the present tirme we are in danger of losing sight
of the basic principles involved and are getting pulled down by organisational
forms which are dragiing us to the right politically. Let us take a few
examnples to illustrate the p oint. (a) The constitutional changes of the
Alliance have hardly been debated in the organization, to my knowledge, and
yet they have serious political implications for us as an organization.
() £s yet the orgenizatior. has not published a single theoreticsl artic le
on the tactic of standing comrades for Cee-es. and what it cntails., For
exanple, how many comrades know anything about the question of dscentralisat-
ion, whether it is an issue we should be involved in, ete. (Yet a tiny
orgenisation like the Ch.<..s.. Who have longer expcricnce tha:in us
in utilising the bureaucratic structures have published a journal on the
topic.)

(c) In fact, sinc2 our special conference there has not be-n a single

IB. Instead we scem to be busy changing our hats, attending Beeesses
neetings, Broad group mectings, C... mnectings, cte. No attempt hag been
made to asses exactly what we are trying to achieve in this whirlwind of
meetings. The nearest we got in London was an abortive meeting in which
we were ;- -~xpected to read pages and pages of closely printed type during
a me-ting (they h: 24 to be handed back at the end) I for one have little
idea what the debate was supposed to be about, but it simply reinforced

my feelings that I was not the only one faeling uneasy about the current
rightward drift of the organization without any discussion in the tranches,



3, Reilly (wider political issues)

The question of Cuees.. work is useful here because it seems to me to
11lustrate well the kind of political dangers we seem to be slipring into.,

Whether we like it or not we will be involved In managcerial decisions
1-1in sitvations where we do not have any kind of mass support. In this
situation we could easily swing to the right, Already some comrades are
considering whether or not an 187 to 20 ' rete increase is OK. It is amazing
to find ourselves in this position without hav .ing done any theoretical
work in the politicel ramifications of the situation, and to find ocurselves

being drawn in further without any attempt by the political leadership to
thrash ocut the problens.

The time has come to analyse this situation. For example, oOn an erpirical
basis, have we won or lost in terms of our L work? Our political gains or
losscs may be less easy to measure., Certainly in overall terms the organisati-
fon, it is my impression that we have not grown 2lthough I stand to be
corrected on this. On the spscific izsue, what galns have we made in terms
Of Cueveses Work ? 4hnd this is a question which hns to te as essed on 2
wider basgsis than Just Islington.

To what extert if any have we got conrades with experience in this area

to articulate this in verbal and written reports ? The answer her els
in the positive yet I hove yet to see any type of assessment whatsoever.
Neither has the organisation tried in any serious way to monitor what
individual comrades are doing. Thus we may get situations, rather like
the CP had in the 1920s, where communists operating in the Labour Party
didnt't even attenpt to sell thelir own newspaper.

The situation is all the mere serious given the developments at the O
conference. The onus must be on the political leaders “ip to initiate
a serious debate on O work and on local Ceesese WOTK.

A1l in all the time has come to seriously theorize and debate our present
situation, which in the case 0f Ceesseserae lasts for 4 years. 1t may be
that fear of compromise makes the ovarthrow of the bureaucracy less likely,
but the whole tactic of playing the game better than the bureaucrats rather
than building up a mass base seens to me one of the crucial questions.

To date it has not really been seriously discugsed.in relation to local
Cuvnssne work.

In view of what I have said in the foregeing I would propose the following:

1. The date for an ual conference to be decided now and a preconference
to start on these and other issues.

2o The IB to be published as a matter of urgency.

e Decide on whethar we are having 2 theoretical nafazine or not,
If we are, and it should be considered esscntial, then & proper working
group should be made responsible for it.

4, That a detailed financial report be made available for the conference
containing recomnendatinons for putting the group on a sould financial
footing.

5e Twat we consolidate our mermbership. Thatils, that we make gquite

clear what membership entails and we hold p eople to it. (This is simply
not haprening at the present time with psople not selling papers, paying
their proper dues And or simply acting in an ad hoz individualistic fashion.)

g‘ The political leadership of the organization start regional couferences
on thecurrent state of the labour novement, and the way forward.

Te That we have an imnediate freeze on comrsdes putting themselves farward
as potential Ceesesceses & pariliamentary candidates until we have a proper
discussion and theoretical debate on the cur-ent tactic. (As I undersiand

it there are comrades already putt%ng themselves forward in other paris
o LY ——er vy %A v SO0
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- FOR THE EXPULSTON- OF THE INTERNATIONALIST =~ - -
s o FACTION LEADERSHIP.. . . = b
"Y'AtY least we make.an'inferﬂai'noisé; . such is the slogin o
_ ; ax ] . =.such is the glogan of many
- revolutionary minded individuals who have'béen'cauéhtﬁui_ihftheﬁ*
mazelstrom of events and who_have neither_théorétical'principlésﬁ .

nor social rocts.” R T ‘
| ~ (Lenin, Iskra, numbeér 23, 1902.) o S
it 1tsbbranch meeting of Sth_April, the_Glasgdw'branch.of*fhe League ﬁassed a'métiah;“if 
;-go efore th%s we?k's-natlonal_cogference, for the expulsion of thelleading figuféén‘ﬁ
.?‘ the Interngtl?nallst F action (IF} and giving the other members of the IF the .. . .% |
choice of;r§81gnlgg from the IF (whilst having the right to continue the fight over - .
tnelr-po}lt%cal dlfferences with the current majority positions within the framework. -
gnd d;sc;pllne of_the Laague) or likewise being expelled from the League. This documeﬁﬁ-
“is by way of background to the motion and is necessarily brief for reasons of ‘time,

The motion raises. a number of accusations against members of the IF in Leicester:

a) they have stated theirp intention of splitting from the League at the conference. * .-
This has been stated to non-members of the IF in Leicester, and also to people even .
outside of the League itself in Leicester. : : _ SRS AL
b} the in-fighting now current in the IF-dominated Leicester branch of the League hag
been' slanderously attributed to the influence of the League majority. This refers to .a . .
brief document written by MJ. of the Leicester branch, dealing with the sorry state of -
affairs in the Leicester branch. The document refers. to the 'animosity bordering on
hatred' in the branch, warns of the danger of total collapse and accuses those members
who fail to pull their weight of being involved in "wittingly or ﬁnwit%ingly playing S
a counter-revolutionary role", These parts of the document presumnably refer to the e
public harangues.between,members of the IF ncw apparently in vogue in Leicester, lead= -
ing on one occasion at least to a youth member of the IR being reduced to tears by
PF. Rather than recognise that such. is the inevitable outcome of that incestuous in-
ward-looking sectarianism and semi-cultist cliguism which characterises the IF, MJ
slanders the League majority (thereby the League itself) by attributing this to the
influence of the "inadequate politica® of the League, - g : —_— -
¢} that recruitment and education in Leicester are on the basis of the IF's, not the
League's, politics. We have been informed of this by different sources, of whose re-
1liability and honesty we have no reason to guestion, . - = - I
d) that members of the IF have indulged in external factionalisation with members of e
Workers Power {WP). CS, for example, we are informed, had the doubtful privelege of L
reading the drafts of the latest turgid publication from WP (that characteristically . .

bland history of post-war 'Trotskyisn') at the stage when they were still WP internal : - .
bulletins, It is conceivable that WP hand around their IBs to non-members of WP unless -
~they enjoy .- some kind of working relation with WP. EXternal'factionalisation]isfalso'
“reflécted in the bloc between members of the IF and WP on the women's- sub-committee of .
ﬁeigester Trades Council, and also in certain aspects of youth work, _ : .

e ™ members of the IF Have failed to carry out decisions-of the League in their dag-to- ..
day\work, The League is committed, for example; to building LA@ and the S5LE&, yet nothw
ing Ras been done about such issues in Leicester, where the I¥~dominated branch enjoys -
hegemyny on the Left. In fact, the record of work {i.e. the absence of such a record;.
ig apratty shoddy reflection on the polities and pretentions of the IF, Theirlfaiiuxé_ -
to.build any campaign on Ireland, for example, ig strangely at odds with their suppos- - .-

edly in‘térnationalists anti-imperialist nature, And the collapse of any broad-basged.
labour movement campaign against racism and fascism {cf. the old Leicester Trades .
Council Anti-Racist Committee) is another strange contrast to the IF's supposed comm-
itment to fighting around the issue of the various forms of double oppression under .
.capitalism, ) ' : . ' S
f) potentially\§erious revolutionaries have held back from:jﬂining/members.have re- .
signed from, the lLeague because they cannot tolerate the idea of being in the same . .
- organigation as the leaders of the IF and cannot take the Ledgue seriously as long ‘as. - -
it tolerates such people in its midst. The former category refers to various individ= .
‘uals in Leicester; the latter category refers, for example,to the formex member of: the -
League in Carlisle. We believe that members of the League have left the organisation - -
in Leicester for the kame reason but, at the time of writing, cannot vouch for this. . '
g) the League is organised in such a fashion in Leicester as to better piomote'the:faﬁé{.’
tional menoeuvres of the IF leaders than the work of the Leagie. The League is divided '
into three branches in Léicester: NHS, TCWU, and industrial workers. This is cleawly a - |
useless division when it comes to the need for initiatives on issues which eut across’ . .|

v e
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i different branches (e.g. raclsm, Ireland, L@ work etc., etc.; and smaeke-pf B
; ustrial workers branch has four members, two of wl s

rete -eﬁsness to boot: “the ind . i
mployéed: &and aren't TGWU members generally 1ndustrlal workers ‘ag well? Yo ‘But

vision does provide tHe oppcrtunlty for IF leaders and NUT members PP and BF -
Tove around the branches, cracking down where necessary on any dissidence in the

: e..As teachers they don't belong to any branch in particular, in fact none at all
their positions on the Trades Council could ‘justify' membership of the TGWU or .
strial workers branches one day, W whilst the next day they could pop up as members
e WHS branch, on the grounds that they are also public sector employees, or be-
Cpadse thelr work on the Trades Council involves work around the NES. The factional
“needs come first; the politics seconds and the work of the Lezgue somewhere dlstantly

:cp’the horizon._

'-Hav1ng ralsed such accusatlons the motion goes cohn to commit the conference to demand—
< ing. a.reply from the IF representative. Thereafter the conference will discuas and
f_vote upon the epeclflc motion outlined in paragraph one of this document.

All membere of the Glasgow branch voted in favour of presentatlon of this motlon to
- ~the conference. At the Scottish aggregate on Sunday, the Edinburgh branch can be exX-
) peeted 4o add its support to ours for the noticn. We are no longer. prepared (not that -
‘weiever actually were. anyway, to see the work of the League blocked and sabotaged by
peeple who have no commitment at all to building the League. We see no reason at all
o aliow ‘these people to attend the conference of the League, or réetain any connectlen
et all with the League, when they are out to inflict the maximum damage upon the org-
'anlsatlon, ‘particularly given their avowed intention of splitting the League.

We have nothing but contempt for the polltlcs of the IF. Whilst accuslng the League
eadsrshlp of ligquidationism, they themselves liguidate their polltlcs in. the face of
= petiy. bourgeois Irish nationalism, sexrve up Argentine chauvinisim as 'progressive anti-
_ lmperlallem, and deny those oppressed by Stalinism the right to self determination. -
“Butithe reason for the motion for the expulsion of the leading figures of the IF does .

R ¢ t .flow out of these political #@ifferences. It flows out of our conclusion that the =
. I¥ leaders are committed to sabotaging the work of the League in the run-up to their
'&remmlnent departure from the League. Hence, in the motion, we draw a distinction be~

- btwgen those members of the IF guilty of this wrecking role and those members of the
IF who have polltlcal differences with majority positions but are not 1nVOIVed in un—"
dermlnlng the work of the League,

Where thbse expelled members of the IF go is thelr affair. PF no doubt bellevee he can

" maintain them as a clique around the unlikely cult figure of himself. But the 'animos-

1ty borderlng on hatred? exlstlng within the IF is in itself one reason why this is a

fap’ from likely outcome. One or ‘two members of the IF will probably join the SL (str-

ang r -things have happened\, whilst the bulk of those who remain pelitieally active

ox at least- polltlcally involved, will probably be sucked in by WP. WP are 1nf1n1teiy 

g ehreﬁﬁer operators than PF and HF put together, and the purpose of sending WP members
baek into Leicester was precisely for the purpose of picking up some fragments of the
IF eection of the League. (What other reason can an organisation have for exporting
pedple to, of all places, a political rural backwater like Leicester?) In the final
analyels though, it is up to the IF members themselves what they do and where they go. -
i?z girgzzi o{ ourdmgtlgn 1§ simply to cleanse the ranks of the League of those: -who

. ve and disloyally o

i esﬁare the (mlz—)leaders gf tge ?ﬁ?ged to our worg of building a revolutienary party,

. League Glasgow branch; 9th_Apri1;
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QUTLINE POINTS OF 4 REPLY TO THE LOR ON THE Mp

First should be said that the LOR has shown a 'flexible®
For example, their representatives have said that
xiple, only a tactical question,

My criticism of their positions “centre on their lack of experience in this worky
and thus their interpreting certain expressions md positions as showing the
strategically wrong line of the movement . , '

It is clear that the subject of their document covers many of the differences

within the WSL and that where T wouid agree with some of their positions others
would not. '

On the Benn section:

It is correct to = say that Benn does not represent a fsocialist'alternative.
But to argue sgainst them being more 'progressive' in te abstraoct is wrong
(p+3. para 5), _ . _

"Progressive' is a relative question. Benn has no solution, democratic or social-
ist, for Ireland, but his @fence of the Sinn Fein invitation by Livingstone is
'progressive'. Or similarly his statements against incomes policy as opposed to
the right—wins. _ '

Certainly his positions as regards democracy in the LP are fprogressive' in
themselves. They don't give us socialism but they do, as the documbnt 538y,
facilitate the struggle of refolutionaries and thos moving towards a revolu—
tionary position. '

I agree with the points in the document about presenting oursevies as a clear
alternative to the 'left—wing reformism' of Benn. It is correct to say that the
"Bennite ideology! represents the vresent limit of the 'broad left! movement.
But to say it is 'preventing' the movement from tadvancing a consistent anti-~
capitalist project' is one-gided. : .

_ The preventing is only insofar as the opposition(us) within the movement comes
up against the barrier of this ideology.

In other words the movement gives us the opportunity to present an anti-capital-
ist psrspective by its 'democratic! ideology, and is - barrier by its 1Im own
capitalist perspective. : ' _

It gives us the opportunity, if e work within it¥, and'it is a political
barrier. ‘ :

This is why we have to be ogreful about simply using the word ' reventing'.
At the presént moment Benn's ideology is that of the movement, tut the move~
ment will be continuously thrown into conflict with it. This can be a develop-
ment if revolutionaries were able to politically develop the movement, in the
process against Benn's ideclogy. = - :
I agree that we shouldn't call ocurselves 'Bennite'. But having interfiews or
-articles by 'authorities! of the Broad Left movement is correct. Where we
haven't had replies, such as the Bemn articles or Reg Rece on the Malvinas,
wag -incorrect.
e fact we have the interviews shows that we are part of the movement, that
we 2o along with its 'progressive! siie. The replies are to attack the ideologw
icafgxole that is a barrier to the development of a revolutionary alternative.
Whilkt I have agreed with some of the ecriticisms above, I dc not agree that "The
mentionad WSL positions reflect an organic line, not only tactical but at least
to a larde extent strategical™{(p.5) ,

They'@n“iny be this if they represent the whole of the way the movement
works, There is in my opinion an incorrect drift ammy but this does hot meagn
the organisation has become 'revisionist'.

attitude to atry work.
'registration' was not a prine

Workers! government: .

I think in all movements, of any size, there are disagreegents over the
Workerg' Government slogan. The WSL is no exceptiona

But the position on it in this document is wrons.

It is noticeable that not one of the examples they quote is from the period
of the 4th International. In the Transitional Programme the slogan is presented
as a weanon for "expoling the- treachercus cheracter of the porties wod orgard.-
sations of the Second, Third and Amsterdam Iuteruationals",
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