INTERNAL BULLETIN NO. 60 JULY 1983

Debate on the Scottish Assembly

Discussion Article dtsecrssscsscssenssanny Casey
Letter on the Scottish Assembly seeeeseses McVicar

Socialists for an Assembly - article by Phil O'Brien, ?eprinted
from Strathclyde Labour Briefing at request of cd. McVicar

Report from Scottish aggregate 12.6.83

Review of conference decisions and plans for the

coming months - draft from Kinnell, discussed at NC
18/19.6.83 and 9.7.83

Comrades are asked to contribute
20p per copy to the cost of producing
and distributing IBs.

Copies of most back issues of the IB
up to and including 59 are avzilable
from the centre. Please send some
money for postage when ordering back
copies.

If you have spare copies of any back
numbers of the IB, please send them
in to the centre. This applies parti~
cularly to nos. 49, 50, 51, s52.

Material is already at hand for two

or three further IBs. Additional
articles should be sent to the centre,
if possible typed 44 on Roneo stencils,




-

,
-~




T of opnogitibn to-the:Tories: attaocks on the Scottish norklng cla.ss. Even, .

DISCUSSTH ARTICLE OGN SCOTTISH ASSEMBLY Casdy : -

o the aftermath of the, General ‘Brection, the questmn ‘of a Scottlsh o
Assem “has now become a. maaor, 1? not the ma,]or, issue in the la’bmar* e
movemsant An Scotla,nd. S o : A

The argpuments wn.’-ently be:.ng manced for suc:h an ﬂssembly{ Q(as oyposed :
tq general develution throughout Britain, with local sassemblles elected on a
ba.sls of propm'tmnal rqprosentatmn) rest 1arge}.3' on’ factual maccm'a.cles, o
natmnal:l.sm, Arrélevancies, and. hygo‘ér:.sy. s Lo

,,,,,,

T6 ‘argue for an Agsembly én-the grounds. that “chtland (unllk:e Ehlg-]gaml) voted .
Labour" is certainly inaccurate. Whilst. Labour -did-muech betier in Seotland- than.,___.;
south of tl}e border andg won in 41 of tb,e_ ‘{2 Scoitish conatltuencles, its total
share of the poll was only’ 347, (’f'h:.s wa§ represeﬁts an’ actual ﬂec‘hne of‘ '{%
compared with 1979.)

!fozpeqve:::, there are massive reg:.ona.]t d:r.fferences 1n the vot:mg pa.tterns
within.Scotland, at least as signigicant’ 48 tho alleged 'difrefencdd botiaen
I:ngland and Scotland. In the ulghiands a.nd Horfhbrn Scot’la.rid and throughout
the Borders, Labodr ‘docs not’ hold a’ s:mgle seat.

Only in -a.band_stretching from the Lower Clyde in the west to the a:rea. round
Edinburgh in the East does.one £ind'a solid bloc of ‘Labour territory. And" that
is no basis upon which to claim thaf. vScotland voted La.bour' _ hioreovér, 3 RN
smnlar greps in *.ihgla.nd (e.a. L:LverpooI) Labour dJ.d Just ag well a8 in ‘Ehls
band in- Gentral Scot_land. . .

To claim that even if Scotland d:uln't vote La.bour, it did at ieagt vote antl-‘,:.‘_
Thatcher is really no argument.at all. A majority of Scottish votes (118
cortainly went to parties other tha,n thé’ Toriea, tat to aid-4 maJority of votés
in the coun;hry 1n genera.l, albelt a much smaller one (56 5 a). S ’

It is also less +than polltlcally use:f’ul to lump te&ether Labov.r votes mth ta
SPP votes, (or British Nationalist Party votes) under the general heading of
"anti-Thatcher votes”, unless one, raises ‘a nebuious "ant{SThat cheri & &bove -
the specific. politlca.l dlfferences botweén La.bour and SﬂP/Lzberals/SNP b.hd ma.ny

ba.ckers of a Sco Yish Asgembly do Just thatless than

The Ywe. voted: Labourt: argument is: therefore[factually a(ccu;'ate. It. is a.lso wr
nationalistic, since what it amounts to: is the statement:  .way, the Scottlsh
. peapie, voted Labour (wh:.].nt they, the Znglish people, voted Tory) Cla.ss
dlm.smns a.re 'hhus repla.ced by, “na.*“' nal" (m fact"" regioﬁal) divis:one.- .

'I'hJ.s natmnallsm finds exproession in other a.apec'h_s of the demand for a.n i
--a8sembly. . The Scottish National Party (SN‘P - quite unashemed, of course of
its, na:tlonallsm) has called for a Scottlsh “Popular Front ‘to flght the Tor:tes,
involving itself, Labour, SDP and the Liberals.

Its call hag not fallen on deaf ears in the 1a.bour movementh ‘Even before
the election George Galloway, (who represents g whole current in the labour
movement) ha.d proposged . the idea of an all=narty all:.ance in guremrb &f gome Form
- of Scottl,sh autonomy. Since ihe electlon, a number of Le.‘bowr MfPa ha.whe responded
sympathetlcally to 'the SNP'S proposaIB. : -

.In ;almosgt textbook fashlon, cross—cla.ss allia.nces with fordes’ extrmeaus
to, and host:,le to, ‘tho laboir movemert (whlch can ‘ofily havé a negative -gpine
off on the labour movement's struggles in defsnoe: “of- itd rights ard: 11v:.ng
s-bandards) is put forwa.rd as the method of achievins'en ASsembly. <

(And the. dema.nd f‘or a.n Asscmbly alds cuts across divisions within the'Bcottish
la.bour mpvement. Whereas in the Bm.tish 1abour mévement ag 8 whole-the” tendency,
partlcularly affer ‘bhv., Uencral Elec‘!:ion debacle, 'is now towards- g_gea.ter R
polarisation between left ahd rlgh:t, the demand for an Assembiy prodases ‘the ..
. opposrte “tgndency: a. draw:.ng ‘togéther of 1eft and- r:l.ght a.round this aemand.)

" Thé ‘most "left—w:.ng“ argument for an- aseembly 15 that it w111 prond.e a “pole

'distegording tho fact that the, Tories have. got the. same. attacks. in. atore for
Scotthis workers as for all other workers, the argument is of llttle r@levance.



Scottish Assambly/2

It is not as if there will be. any‘shortage af "poles of opp051tiqn“ to the
Tories atthcks in thc pcrlod ahcad., The closurc of Cardowan, the’ redundancies
in tho shlpyards on the C¢lyde, the ‘rethmdancies &t the Ravenqcra;ﬂ Steelworks, B
the cuts in public spending, the Tories att:.cks on the entire trade union move~
ment etc., etc., are all just 80 nmny potent1a1 Mpoles.of -oppasition™s

Elt1er soc;allsts are . g»le to develoP such potentlal poles of opﬁ031t10n into
real ones. In which case, the heéd for an Assembly ‘would fall by the way91de. '
Or the leaders of the Scottish Labour Party “arid STUC would sucdeed 'in betraying
and’ sabotaging such strugglos.«JIh which ease it is fair to assume -they could

achibve the same thlng 1n re&axzdn $0. E:2 Soattzsh Assembiy. ek E s

-

And - v1ewed ;n thﬁ real world gethﬁr than that of abstract anculatlon - the
arguments for an asscmbly as some kind of deferisive mechanlsm agaxnst the Torles

t -
attacks is eqrally spurious . Councils

Labourwcontrolled Regional and” Dmscrlcﬁq[GOuld perform that’ task equalif WEll.
But, -as the paat four years shows, they don't. Instead, given ‘the’ tadk of -
acoountability of District and Reglonal Gounclllors, they have, w1th only nariial
exceptlons, 51moly admlnlstered the Torles cutsa.

Exactly the same would -ocour with a. Scottish Asscmbly ~ unless its labour -
members were. made to. be. democratlcally accountable,  But if the Iabour movoment
rank and file coxld catablish that degree of control over them, then, by the
same token, it would also be able to make District’ ahd Ragional Councillors
accountable. So, once agaln, the need for a new tier of governmunt would fall
by the dﬁyslde. ‘ : : R ; : , ; : -

~(Not ‘that Labour would necessarlly have a naJorlty in a Scottish Assembly '
anyway. Only one third of ite members would be Labour if democratiocally
elected, i.c. on the basis of proportional representation, and the éame voting
pattern omerged’ as at the General Electlon.) _ :

And the psychology anﬁ polltlcs bbhlnd the call for an Assombly is’ nuf ‘one of
. preparing for all-out battle with the Torle, but one of cuttlng'and runnlng. _
Scottish Labour ¥Ps aré pledging & camoalgn of Parllamentqry obstructlon t0 win
an Assembly — the same MPs who have done nothlng to obstruct the past four years
of Tory 1eg131a$1on.'ﬂbr do they make any montion of Parlramentary dbstructlon
to blodk another f1ve years of Tory 1eglslat10n. T

The 1oglc beh;nd such an apnroach is not ‘flght for an Assembly 86 af to better
organise an ‘all~out fight with the Torles" at “f1ght for an Assembly, to avord
an all-out’ fight with thelTOTLGS“ : : i : . : ; ;

(And thc same applles to the ScohtlsL trade unlon 1eaders. For four years they
have done nothing to defend their .members! interest. Bat now their profested
concern for their members 1nterests iﬁ *dvhncud as the roason for thelr support
for an Assembly ) ) 3 :

Whllst many othbr arguments could be adenced fﬂr an Aesembly, roasons of
.space only allow me one flnal onalto be made: the demarid for an Assembly, it it
has any meaning at all, is in reality a dumand for full 1ndependenae for Scotland.

A Scottish 4ssembly could protect "tho people of Scotland® only if it had i
legiglative powers to over-ride the leglslatlon 7asse& at Yestmingter. “Within
the fromework of the British state, this wOuld obv1ously be 1mpossible. Hénce 1t
can only mean full. Lndepandcnce.i_,. .

+ Whilst net rceognising the present. borders of the ex1st1ng capltallst states

=Y inviolable, I cmnnot gonceive. of, Scotn 1nd 2§ being alt “oppressed nation™ or
even a nation) in any mvanlngful, Harxlst gense. Nor do I sec anyth ng*prdgreSslve
in being hived off; as the Scottish labour movement, from ‘$he overall $r1tish
ong, which is an 1nev1tahle concommitant of’ Scottlsh indepehdencs . QS

Whilst the idea of devolved government‘thrﬂughout ‘Britain, With Toral- assemblles

eélécted on the basls of proportlcnal Pepresentation, may arguably have: some merits,
the lsolated domand for a Scottish Assembly panders 40 Scoitish natieonalism amd is
more of a d1vers1on from, rather Yhan & route to, workxng class struggle sgainst
'thC Tories. = - S L L epmtiEor corEE

T s
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‘1 WAS, surprised . that analysis. of . ing day the IS,
he gener - " biggest: teaching ‘union“in Scot-

the general election: results in last
week’s:issne- _~mady .
reference to the distinctive voting

pattern - in Scotland’ and their im= = - 1 , pro
tions. . ¢ »that the Assembly js now a major

~plications. |

was south of the border.

~ This is not a cause for compla-

cency. in Scotland, but it is a fac-
tor: which- must be placed in the

overall ‘context of 73% of the

Scottish"electorate voting for par- .

‘ties_other than the Tories. .. ...
In a situation where all of th

!

favour of a TSqot_t.i_sh‘ Assembly,
whatever  priority . these parties: .

.5ay and. contemplate in -thejs
.programme, no one who exten-

_sively .canvassed “voters. over the

election period could doubt that

it "was’ an issue..to which “they
attached importance. :

‘ One of the few new seats won
“outright by "Labour was Cathcart -
in - Glasgow, where John Maxton

captured. what was widely reck-

“oned to -be a Tory marginal: In
the bleak hours of Friday ‘morn--

ing the only spark that kindled
any - énthusiasm was

Hall, -proclaiming the battle fox
an Assembly
socialist policies.

- -made so little -

-Clearly, -the vote. for:-Labour -
held up better in Scotland than
south of the border. In Scotland, .
Labour’s share of the vote fell 6%
whereas. in Britaih 35 ‘'a whole it .
fell 10%, signifying that' the fali -
in Scotland was less‘than what it |

as'a springboard for::

" The following day the EIS, the

land, passed 'a motion .calling_ for
the establishment of an Assembly.
~ All of this Tust surely. prove

- issue in Scottish politics, Lo
~..-Amongst socialis(s, there, have
_generally been three strands of
“opinfon on an Assembly:. those
~who have supported itin principle
-and campaigned for:it; those who
‘opposed it in principle; and those
who said they would go along
with it if that-is the will- of the

--:majority - .of - people- in- Scotland.

“Only’ the maost perverse  person

~ could’deny that the demand now
-.+enjoys. .that. .degree -of support.

* - In which case, the que stion for
Socialists of “the third variety is
not whether. but how they-orien-
tate towards that campaign. ;-

- . Fortunately, Scottish- Labour

MPs have made a'good start,
Stating that they ate not in favour

- of a cross-Party alliance, but want

a Labour-movemeént based cam-

- paign- for. an Assembly. - Unfor-
- tunately, they seem to have been

persaaded by Foot and others to
desist ‘so far from the disription

- of Patliamentary procedure which

“they promised. e TR
- "We must- eficourage them “to

~;overcome - that timidity by ..the
ro andied  “building of the Labour Campaign
fasn the “firey -
speech of Maxton at the Kelvin .

. for an Assembly 'in the Party and

. the unions into an effective fight-

ing force.- ¢




SOCIALISTS FOR AN ASSEMBLY by Phil O'Brien, reprinted from Stratholyde Labour
Briefi
John Maxton's stirring call for both socialism and a Scottish :gggﬁhy'was
one of the fow bright epots in the Kelvin Hall in the early morning of June 10th.
The d@y after the clection,; the Scottish teachers' union, the H.I.3., over—
whelmingly called for an Assembly with fiscal powers, not for any nationalist
reason, but as one way to defend and maintain public educaiion in Scotland.

c Tha S?Ott%sh miners called at their annual conference for the establishment
. of a Scottish A§§e@bly, as an essential step in the Labour Party's fightback

. agalnst Tory policies. MeGahey, though, follwed the CP line of calling for:

i r_support for an all-party campaign.

" Barly statcments from labour MPs aroused mich expectation. ‘The Labour Cam-
paign for an Assembly created the impression during the clection that Labour

. would aptually do something. Robin Cook's instant early morning conversion to

fegiiai;sm, ;hreatgrof parliamentary disruption, fiery words from Gordon RBrown

- ~these for a trief moment misled many into fhinki that we might get some

leadership from our Labour lecders. e g 88% =

' But sﬁogld.we have known better? Syrup was soon being sproad. - Disruption???
_Not for parliamentary gents! Action???? Not yet. Instead, Bruce Millan, the
.perfect cure for insomnia, was to make it clear to all and sundry that Labour's
commitment on devolution still stood. Great: we all know what that means,
don'? we? Cries, grumbles, moans, accusations of unfariness ... and the con-
"~ plusion -~ Yait passively for the next election. Or do we mean the elcction
--after that ... - T

A -Scottish Assembly may not have figured prominently in the clection. But it
was the subterramean issue - Scotland's Secret HManifesto. Activists were aware
that when she won, a key question was: would the Scottish Labour Party mobilise
an offective Assembly Campaign? Ain Lissembly, not for some bogus nationalism,
but .as a focus for the strugzle for jobs, for an sconomy that is not just a
playground for multinationals and tourists, for defending and extending -
democracy, for protecting the weak, for civil inertics, and for a stop towards
socialism. Such a campaign world have to link up with the ongoing fight
. against closures, for CND, againsi local government cuts, and for vomen's
fights: not dilute the struggle. ' ’

It is too fgcile to argue that because 729 of the Scottish electorate voted
. against the Tories, that they will then fight for an fAssembly. The truth is
_that for mgny, particularly workers the fssembly is a yawn. To get support,

‘an Assegbly has to be shown to matter. :

Politically, it does matter. For the issue of an isemmbly with fisocal. powers
" has now changed. The eclipse of the SNP with just 11.7ﬁ of the vote and a -

" staggering 53 lost deposits is a clear rejection of nationalism as an idcologye
- Their campaign for a Scottish version of Thatcher's 'Rule Btitannia' aroused

. distrust. Scotland is not an oppressed nation. ' '

_ The collapse of the SNP should remove one of Lebour's fears about the result
"~ of an active campaign for on Assembly. The Assembly is now both a democratic’
and. a socialigt demand. Denmocratie, because the majority want it, and bocause
" in this period when absolutist queens are again on the agenda, it could help )
defend and extend democracy jtaelf. Socialist, bccauso tho only group that can
carry through a campaign and sustain an Assembly, is the Labour movement: .and
the Labour movement will only do so if the Assembly is secn to have a sgoialist
" role. ' , ,
The Scottish Labour MPs arc right at this siage not to support.an all-party
campaign. To vprefend that scottish Tories are good Scots, or that the SNP are
other than anti-socialist nationalists, or that the Alliancc is more tham a con
to divide the working class, would be to sow the sevds of confusiomn. - Remember -
the confusion caused at Ravenscoriag by Milne's and Millan's endorsement . of
Younger and Millan as good Scots.



Socialists for an Assembly/2

Tactical alliances may be feasible later: but first we must have a labour
campaign solidly rooted in the labour organisations. Having raised tleissue,
the: Scottish Labour Party will be seen ag an ineffective poodlg if it now backs
down over the Assembly. We muait therefore make the Labour Campaign for a
Scoitish -Agsembly effective in every local workplace end supermarket. Is it
only the Tories of this world who have.courage, boldness and resolution?

What then should we do?

* Pass resolutions in your Consituuency and trade union in support of the
Labour Campaign for an Assembly. Step up the debate in the Labour Party, and
call for a special meeting to discuss this issue alone.

It is not good enough that the 42 Labour MPs should discuss the issue
among themselves, and with a few trade union bureaucrats. That was the way
in the past. It will not do now. S -

% Torm branches of the Labour Campaign for a Scottish Assembly in every town in
Scotland, with leaflets, posters, and plans for local demonstrations.

* Secure the support of the Labomr movement in England. The struggle of the
Labour Left in the GLC and Sheffield for greater local control over their areas,
with sufficient economic power to affect their own destinies, is part of the
general struggle against the British absolutist State. - = . '

He must welcome and support the initiative taken by Glasgow Msirict Council
to have a UK cempaign to stop further erosion of local democracy.

If we are serious, "'the_n we pugi face the prospzct of withdrawing MPs from
Hestminster Yo establish a Constituent Assembly.

REPORT OF EDINBURGH-GLASGOW AGGREGATE 12.6.83 (Casey)

At the aggregate today, the question of a Scottish Assembly was discussed, which
now (in my opinion, unfortunately) is a major theme in the labour movement in
Scotland. We agreed to:

‘s 1. ask for digousgion on it 4o be opened up in the paper.*

. 2. agk for NC to decide official line on it. The majority decision at the
aggregate was along the following lines: when the demand for an Assembly is
raised, we argue/move amendments along the following lines:

— delete reference to lssembly, replace it by demand for devolution throughout
Britain, _ )

~ alections to local assemblies to be on basis of proportional representation,

= support for MPs carrying out campaign of parliamentary obstruction for assembly,
but demand that obstruction be extended against all Tory legislation,

- for labour movement campaign only for assemblies « no cross party alliances,

— support for united working class struggle against Tories throughout Britain,

- Buppgr; for united struggle by left against right in British labour movement

as a whole,

= all Labour members of Assemblies o bs fully accountable to labour movement,

Three were for this, two and one candidate member against the first point.
The majority's attitude was: the Assembly is a good thing in itself, you just
have to be careful about how you argue for it. The minorityts attitude was: the

Assembly is not muoch use, so why kick up a hoo-hah about one. The aggregate was
badly attended.

* The EC 18.6.83 decided to have internal disocussion first.



Review of conference decigions.

- Note: The main conference documents had. the character of broad oriaitation
documents, rather than liste of specific tasks. In any dase our precise '
immediate tasks will he partly affected by the election rqndtn, wideh
have happeped since the oonference, Before going on to deal ' with the -
relatively limited items below, I think the NC must first dxsms oy .
genera.l perspeotives after the eleot:.on, and speo:.fioall.ﬂ o

= Do we want %o maké some oen‘traliaed attemp‘t %0 :I.mtistc a. .

on tiade union democracy? If not, how do_we propose to Jtake up this i-m?

= Should we try o révive the MODTUR? Bow? . :
: -Doweat:l.].lmdemcratiorefmuammim top)mmintha_ A
LP?'If ‘8o, what issdes? PLP asocintebility? Control of Manifestot . .
Right of groups to exist within the Lr? Right of affiliation? Honen's
;righte®:

—Iuthethaopportunéfoﬂ:m in:tistiveatowganiutho
I..P left? wha.t oan we hope for frou the caqpaigu Group?

bt

and wdrk

1. Heed to campa.ign on w dendm‘aqy : See a.ﬁové -Buggestiones produce -
EEREA 7 . 1355/1, 39/7 & new pamphlet on *U demooracy,

orient more to BLOC, make &
e T : ~ apecial effort in TOWU.
2. Hovive MCDTOR A J:ES:Z/S Implement EC decision on thi.a
7 (i.e. try to make an approach
to LP/TU lefts). Levy to do?

3. cutﬁ/priva.tlsa.t:.on m5=2/3,4 Orientation to revival of
e e e e e - e e .- - -anti-cuts committees -on- model
of 1976+ Publiciee sxamples:
R L. . Manclestery. .OXfoadT Dampaten-

~ directed at London YUPE (nu
‘ o N " Xendall 1344) B
B Mm np workplabe hranchaa ﬁ/‘lo, % 'Regular Golum in puper;o,.
Broad groupe orgaaim
R .take thim up. Térgetss major
., faotories (BSC Sgantom, Cowley,

_ ;A WWan)' mtm

Gt om0 i (cmE, Heath Hompital liddlo-
T e wood, Basingut ...S .

: L uounoil workers (f[aluzton,

y);- civil service

“ 5e Coordinate councillors ' '- ~ IBS5/43 leetﬁlg plmmea., i,ﬂure
Lo T T bean attempts to get ”'q‘“l“

L O A s

oolm ‘in the pap:é; “but without !

o A mess, S‘tart de e;},apaper
R S UL PR S = B S P “om mt policy m 'ith m.?”t
I . of another 5 years bt !prim
X1 Build I.ﬂ R ’1'3‘45}2 v “Make it a priority for
oo S . ua{'m affilistions . i
‘ 31- Qrganigq tho LP 1lﬁ S 1355/7 _ Disouas immedimte possibilitiss;
TN o it'smtolmtnn:thﬂm
' suoh gxieby . i o.cvi o (Toeon
8- Tndustrial orgr*s ireport reaolntioh at’ fpr o ms W
ZIhe paper first session Levy opa wohool?
1. Reduce jargon, 'Protskyese' IBS5/10 Editors to notel
2+ Increase sponsors 1B55/10 Create a troad EB to aset say
¥ monthly, Hold initial meeting
‘ to start oampaign for sponscre-
. te Deperiee o bes o gt b ‘hip. Ou‘ol’m. toﬂmu?



T2

3. Develop oritique of reformism, IB33/8
sspe. of LP economio policy

Momen
1s Develop women's sectioms  IB39/8 ;
‘ Suppdt WF re-launch IB53

(a1l IRT)
1. Make organisation more habitable

2. 1OGR work

3. M gay caucuses; and initiatives from
M Broad Lef4s; oampaigns in wunions for
gay rights policies

4o Campaign for equal rights policies
by Labour oouncils
Youth

1. Implementation of Wiganisation (al].‘ IB 55)

2. YS/YCND work
3, Y78 work’

4. Rolaunch CF
5, Apboint full-time youth organiser
6. Youth steering committes

T« Parget regi.én for TS NC member | 7
8¢ *Novs towards making financially

self~supporting’ - (Parsons amendment) Jagzer to take some
. responsibility for overseeing youth

Conference

Deocision to hold a confersnce at
gummer sohool

Series of interviews with LP/TU
figures on this igsus

Produce long—discussed pamphl) ot
on women. Liaise with CLPD WAD

on intervention at upcoming LP
women's oonference.

Schedule disocussion in esach tranch
as per last NC

In hand, as far as I koow :

Industrial organiser to investie :
gate and report. NALOO, UCH, :
BUPE look like priorities.

Pat on agenda of upooming
counocillora’ meeting :

Select areas to serve as model
(in South London? «= see below).
Youth orgsniser to discuss plans |
in detail with each area. :

In hand, To be spread outside _
lLondon. Mobilisation necessary for
YCND conference, -

Develop work in Wallasey as &

model? Youth dayschool onfarenoe i 3

on the igsue? ‘
Set date for CF oconference.
Joplin i

Eleoted at last NC. But according |
40 conference decisiom an EG :
menber xust be added. Kinnell?

Q: wonld it be worth alsc adding

|
‘Booth? |

South London. Jegger to work om it? .

finance. CP dues to be introduced

and enforced. Either & re-vamp and
sales drive for the paper, and/or

a change to cheaper A4 format.

Open pre-ccnference period in July
with existing doouments om Ireland
{federaliom), on oivilien bombings,

S Beme Selnlal Saindts

™

L s M R T

ey
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—
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Im REFENRED FROM mcs
1+ New technology

2e *Crisis of FI®
3« (lasgow resolution on L work (IB 38)
a) Ratiomalise caspaign membership

b} L workplace tranches
¢) Expsnd work in Labour B

a) Column in paper on looal L. work
e) Special IB on L work

f) Special conference on L work

2) LSOA¥ {*we should treat 1t with
contempt while not rejecting joint worke)

"h) L ocomference resolutionsy priority

.. to establishing right to affiliate,

1) Campaign in singla-:maue campaignsg and

byl hﬂnchss a.gainst uitch-hun‘t

on black work, on CHD, and on huilding
the W , Each branoh to be asked +to
orgmﬁe two discussion meetings
Guring July with speakers., Time to
begzmomatsm sohoolto

the igsgues, '

: h-oppu written dimaion in IB

and in paper

Propose Xinnell and Cunliffe -d,o o
Te~draft with deadline of mummer
TIIC meetings text to go to HG.

Maks LAW and CLPD priorities
aece above

A lot of work has bean done, Should
it be inecreased? Decreased? My view
is that no special extra effort is

desirable in that direotion, 4

national Labour B . does mot
seem likely. ' N .

L organiser to acoordinate?

Not viable because of seourity -
problems

Hot another specisl conference}

Suggest broad groups AOM is made

part of a weekedd schoo}l which provides
best framework for a praotiaal '
discuseion on work -

I think a more poative attitude may
be necessary because of Militantts
increased strength and their more

- cooperative approach recently

?hishaabmpwa—euptedbyamw
which has already gone oute Batthe
emphasis seems untimely, - - - . ..

Wall in hand in campaigns, Nesd mmch
etronger effort in 1Us,
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| ‘he next few months

I% seeme 40 me that owr basic line for the few months followimg the electiom

should be as follows, We've lost the election to the Tories but we can s+ill

beat them on the picket linres. The eleciion resmult did not represent a

fundamental shift to the right bty the voters, but the failure of Labour's

leadgrs in & situation where the capitalist crisis is revealing to many the

emptiness of the vague anti-Toryism on whioh Labour has so long depended.

The left let Labowr leaders® get away with it because (a) the left is soft

politically, (b) it did not adequately chalienge the buresucracies in the

unions. A major slogan for the eomjng period should be for no more ovllaboration

with the Tories, breaking links, eto. We continue to call for the left te

organise, to step up the fight for U demoorasy; we also hawmer away &t pelicy

issues, specifiocally economice L i

So " the main tasks are:

1. Puilding groups; . - S : R

2. Fighting for direot action againet the Tories/for breaking oollaboration/

::nmc L workplace tranches/spreading the fight for T0 democragy/ reviving
a mm . X . ke . . .

3. As indicated above, the fight against outs and privatisation seems likely

to be very important: should we not be working for anti-puts oommitiees as

existed around 19767 o -

4+ Puilding I4W and in partioular taking the fight into the TUs;

5, "Wiganisation' im the YS, in partioular around YCND and YIS work;

6¢ Rebuilding WF. :

The timetable would lock sowething like thiss

Late June/early July — 'After the eleotion' meetings: iry to recruit people
active in the election campaign Building L workplace trenches on
the basis of work dome during the eleotion campaigne L recruiiment campaigns
4c follow up electiom canvassing, L conference resolutionsy affiliation to
LiN. :

In the later part of July, activity is likely to be restrioted by the holiday
period. We should teke the chance to focus on consolidating paper sales and
education, and to undertake the internal discussion for the August ommference.-

Early August - Summer schocl and special conference

During August we should oomtinue consolidation and prepars for the revival of
political sotivity after the holidmy period. In partioular, do groundwork for
revival of NCDT(R.

Septesber 59 = TK congress. NCDTUR should organise soma event round this:

a lobby or similar. (There is also a case for an KCDTR confersnce in the xk
autum. But I do not esaily see how this could be fitted in without getting us
into the situation we have had so often before, of more scheduled evenis than we
oan possibly deal with adequately). Local MCITUR meetings should follow up.

September 10-11 = I would suggest this date for an ' A0 /weekend organisers
gchool, which we should mobilise for heavily. The closeness to the TUQ is not &
big problem, because our input into the TG is nocessarily pretty limited.

We would have a bit more than a month to organise for it after the W oconference,
which should be sufficient, If not, I would suggest September 17-18, whioh still
leaves two clear weeks befors the L~ conference, A later date would run foul of
the 1. conference, : ‘ :

In September, also, we should start in earnest on a orash programme of
Wigenising YSe, and a plan of work up to the I8 regional conferences in the
wintcr..hfara.ilmm-Idon'tknowiftheyouthumadeshweoth&-

_ plans = middle or late Ootober would be a good daie for the CF conferencés... a

good staging poet in this campaigm.
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Ootober 37 w LP conferemca. We should clearly xﬁake_ & major effort h.ero, around
 the obvious issues and perhape also around orgenising workplacs tranchess

It is of cowrse impossidble to predict what exactly will be happming.:lnwr_
way of indnstrial disputes and the autwsn pay round, Another unknown factor at

present is the LP women's conference, If this
curtailed, there sesms 4o be a strong ocase for
organise an *unoffioial ! conference, Thim woul

It would be worth discussing whether there is

is canoelled or draat_.i.oallr‘
WF approaching CLPD WAC to .
d be a major focus for usm, .

& ocase for scheduling a national *

event in Noveuber, perhaps an indugtrial conference of some sort.

Qther items that need di soussion
W
The magaszine '

Bduoation

Matters arising from ﬁnan’ct; report

For financial and also for politicai reasons I would argue for:

a) Allocating a fulltimer to be circulation manager, to do a drive on paper and pamphiet

b) Allocating half a full-timer to commercial work and fund-raising;

¢) Allocating half a full-timer to London otganisation:
d) Changing printers. . . .
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