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NATIONAL COMMITTEE 13.8.83; REX!OMDATION? ETC. TO GQ\IFERQWGE

IRELAND: BOMBINGS

Point (a) was unanimously accepted by the NC, and point (b) of Jone’s'i:s -
amendment, too, with the modifiocation (agreed by Janes). %o replace "Within
this stiuggle..." at the beginning of the seoond sentence by "In this
context,.."

The resolution thus readss ,

1. We give unconditional support to the Pight of the Catholio minority, and
those organisations which fight in its defence, in Northern Ireland,.ageinst
British imperialism {and its Irish representatives) and for a united Ireland.

2. We fight for British troops to get out — unoonditionally and immediately..

-34 We support the right of the IRA to strike against British military and |
state targets — even if we may question the tactical wisdom — bui we condemn
attacks on civilians, These oriteria apply to ovents in Britrin and Ireland
equally. e T | -
- 4« We support the struggle of the repudblican movement to drive out Britis_l_rx
imperialism, while we oriticise the nationalist and militarist limitations
of the IRA leadership. In this context we ocounterpose a fight to link the
struggle against partition with an all-~Ireland class movement. This is the
struggle to dewvelop a revolutionary socialist _.l'eade;'dlip. We couple this
with a campaign of solidarity within the British labour movement. We do not
use the sooialist programme on nationalism to avoid taking conorete pogitions
on struggles led by petty bourgeois nationalistse

5 Debate should continue on the immediate prospeofs and posgibilities of the
struggle in the North, etc, _ , :

The outstanding amendment from Jones is: _ _
4dd to point 3, "This oriticiem is secondary, and presented in such a manner',

In addition, the National Committee is tabling a further resolution of its
owns:

This oonference rejects the position of the amendment 4o the above resolution
defeated at the December 1981 NCy i.es to delete all point 3 and replace by:

'We are opposed to guerillaism as a strategy., We are for the. weapon of
mass siruggle and the working class. The armed struggle of the Provisionals
substitutes itself for the mess of the class and the politios of the class,

But in defending the right of the oppresged to struggle, we cannot select
pa.rtg in this struggle to "condemn® more than the other parts, and we are care=
ful in our oriticism always to distance ourselves from bourgecis reaction. We
recognise that the distinction between military and civilian targets is not a
clear one and we cannot therefore "support" one and "oppose" the other.t

WIGANISATION

The NC recommends support for the resolution on Wiganisation «~ which ise

only the proposals (seotion 9, points a, b, o) at the end of Oliverts
dooument, not the whole doocument. : '




WAPTONAL COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS TO STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE.. ...

1+ UNEMPLOYED

That $he new resolution being drafted by the Southwark comrades be takena-s
4he basis Por conference disoussion (rather than the existing documents)e

2. ITEMS TO BE REMITTED TQ N.C.

That Black Work and the MoImmes/Abbot resolutions not be given conferen
plenary time, but instead be referred to the NC.

3. COMPOSITING

That resolutioné on CND, etec., be compoéited if possible before the oonference.
4. SUGUESTED CONFERENCE AGENDA | |

Saturday 10.30 Registration

11 SOC report | o . |
11.30 Commi ssions/workshops. (There would be 3 workshop

‘sessions, on CND, unemployed, and black work. The idea .
'{s 4o onable the comrades specially involved in

these areas of work to discuss the resolutions in closer
detail than is possible in full conferemnce pession, %0
draft amendments, etc. On black work, aocording to the
NC proposal, any recommendations would go forward to the
NC rather than a full conference session)e

12.30 - Break
1 ' Wiganisation
2 " Building WSL
330 Bombings
6 Bnd

Sunday 10 Federalism
1 ~ Break
1.45 7 o Unemployed
2.45 CND

5 Close



STANDING CRDERS COMMITTEE REPORT TO CONFERENCE

1+ The proposed agenda for.ihe conference iss

Saturday
10.30 Registration
11 SOC Report
1130 .  Workshops ~ CND
, Unemployed
Black work
1 Dinner tresk
1445 Ireland: bombings
3445 ~ Fund appeal
4 Ireland: federalism
6 Cloee
Sunday
10 - PBuilding the WSL
11.30 Unempl oyment
1 Dinner hreak
1445 CND
4 Wiganisation
5 Close

2. Deadlines for resolutions:

a) Resolutions on Ireland, Wiganisation, and Building the WSL to be
at the centre by first post Friday August 126.

b) Resolutions on OND and unemployment to be given to the SOC by the
end of the conference session on Saturday. (This is to allow the
workshops Oon Saturday morning to 'composite! existing material, if
possible, and to add further points).

3. Resolutions not o be taken at oconferences
a) SOC recommends the following items be referred to the NC:

Black work . o '
Using our programme '

_MoInnes/Abbot resolutions on the paper, journal, fares & personal
experience, oo .

. Thie is in order to allow adequate time for discussion of those
items remaining on the agenda, - ) :

b) SO0C recommends that the resolution on :
NC of 13.8.83: 1 Ireland (bombings) from the

'$o reject the position of the amendment to the Deoember
1981 NC resolution on Ireland, defeated at that NCY,

be not taken,

The S0C proposes that it is unnecessar, i iti i
) Y %o disouss & position whioch
has been rejected bty the organisation, at the NC, and which has no

suppord, in terms of resolutions in favouwr uvf it, fr
uvrganisatiun, s from any member of the

4+ Conduot of oconference business,
a) The SOC will propose in its first report that:

*No points of order relating to the order of conference
business may be raised from the floor following the

S0C report. Proposals for altering the order of oconferenoca
business may be made only throngh the S0C*Y,
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b) The SOC will propose in its first 'repor;b that: *In the event of
debates overrunning the times agreed in the agenda, the debate on
Wiganisation will be referred to the NC'. '

5« BEmergency resolution,

Since the S0C meeting on August 20 we have received an emergenoy
resolution on the Labour leadership election from Melior and Gunther.

YConference believes that a victory for Kinnock in the Labour
leadership election would be a disaster far the labour movement.
Conference therefore resolves t» campaign only for Heffer and
to reverse the previous NC decision to support Kinnock in the
event of Heffer being eliminated!,

The SOC will make a recommendation on $his at the start of
conference,

Weightman

REPORT FROM THE N.C. ON THE SOCIALIST LEAGUE

The NC on August 13 received a report on the progress, o lack of it, of
discussions with the Socialist League, ' -

At the last meeting with them, we delivered our letter (dated March
28, printed in IB 50), outlining the political issues as we saw them
and proposing discussions and joiant worke The SL seid they would reply.
We received no reply. On June 15 we wrote to them pointing out we
had no reply, and asking if they could reply. We have still had no rasponsc.

The NC decideds :
1. To continue joint work with the SL where apiropriate as in the past}

2. To make no new initiative towards the SLe To let the ques_ﬁon of
discussions with them lie on the tables :

3, To inform our own members, and SL members in so far as we-,have‘dontact

with them, of the situation.



12 POINTS ON THE MINORITY QUESTION IN IRELAND

1, 'The Protestants of Northern Ireland are a distinct commmity -
within the Iriah people. They have a distinct economic, _politioa.l.
and ocultural history. : '
Tegpite the privileges which the Protesiantis have enjoyed
historically, they camnot be defined as gimply a group of
exploiters imposed on top of the Irish class structure. The _
Northerr Protestant workers form a large chunk of the working classe
There can be no socialist revolution in Ireland withou % _ -
the unity of large sections of the Catholic zud _Pro-i;est.fmt WO KET Be
There car be no democratic solution in Ireland - that is, no
solution offering the best, clearest conditions for ths free
development of the class struggle — without democratic relations
between the majority (Catholic) and minority ( Protestans ) -communitys

2. The Protestants cannot be compared with the whites of South

Africa or the European mettlers of colonial Algeria. The ‘
economic differentials are much smaller, In South Africa and
Algeria the income differential is/was, according to various
estimates, between 30:1 and 6:1. In Northern Ireland there

are more poor Protestants than poor Catholics. :

They cannot be defined simply as a political grouping -
tpro-imperialist.! This would be as wrong-heeaded as discussing
our attitude to the white workers of the USA simply in terms.
of our attitude to racists, without bearing in mind that the
workers involved are defined by a social position more fundament—
ally than by their political views in a given period (even a long
period), A N

Nor can the Protestemts bo 2efined as simply sn extension .
or a catspaw of Britain., Gen=rally they have been used by British
imperislism, and have allowed themselves to be used, against the
majority of the Irish people, But they have a distinct identity
z.md distinot interests. These have expressed themgelves at times
in democratic revolt against Britain (late 18th century), gore
::;gnt'.}y inlultra.-rea.ctionary oprogition to Britair's timid

Tmng plang « eg, 1974 Or ary ; i i
sharing and Council of_Irelangfgé'g perel striks against pover-

3. The pro‘blein of -relaﬁions be'twe. on iiain g
ecn Britain and Ireland, and -
the problem of relations between ma i LAl Ad, and
majority and minori ithj -
Ireland, can and must be seperated, ¥ . _norlty within

Britain has no Tights in Trehand and shen -
and should get out.
does not resolve the problem of relations betwgem:ggr'tq‘hat
minority within Ireland, - ey end

4e  If the Protestamts are simplv i ed
£ ‘ _ simply identified with Bri ain,
with their current reactionary politics, then the only ;oslslib;:

Ireland or beat them down

This perapective is not viabl i
- . ¢ - who ig i :
out or conquer them ? - and cannot ;e t;; %:;rg ;o drive them

solution giving the best condj
1 ¢
less for a socialist solution, for class struggle, still

e $£a2;9$pf-lto put thig -pe_arspeo-bive' into practice conld only
Temult tuil-soale sectarian civil war, a bloodLath, repartition

poisoning of the Irish politios for many years and ’
~decades to ocome by communal hatred, . ) | -




5. Even bourgeois Irish nationalism hes traditionally accepted

. . accepted .
thg Vl_frotestants as part of the Irish nation - thus the Irishp
tricolour, uniting the Green and the Orange. '

But in bourgedis nationalist attitudes - and even
scandalously, in parts of the left - there is often amgip:.;éé‘
whereby the Irish nation is defined, fundamentally, as the :
Cathol:l.c_lrish people, and the Protestants mre accepb:d in so
far.a.s, jndividually or in small groups, they separate from
their own community and identify with the Catholic Irish.

Thus Socialist Action : ®Sinn Fein wins 42% of vote" (i.esy 42
of Catholic vote )¢ Thus IRSP : "In the eyeﬁf the ]'l‘eisl(llfe.-? x
people they (IRA PoWs) are political prisoners, and everybody'-in
Ireland accepts that" (i.e. the Protestants, because of their
undoubtedly reactionary views on the prisosers, are not part of
"the Irish people® or “everybedy in Ireland"), -

We cannot support or endorse a perspective of uniting the Irish.
people by way of the Protestants, bit-bm bit, ceasing to identify.
themselves as a separate commmity and instead jdentifying with
the Catholic~Irish — i.e. by the Orange fading away into CGraeena

Class strugrle can convince Catholic and Protestant workers
that they have more in common with each other, as workers, than
either have with the exploiters of their own commnity. Disillusion
with Britain; awareness that the Northern Ireland Catholios :
will never submit to a renewed Protestant Ascendancy; awareness that
there is no option but to come to terms with the majority in Ireland -
such influences could conceivably, if coupled with confidence that
thhre would be democratic treatment of the minority within g united
Troland, push the Ulster Protesta~ts, or a big enough section of

them, towards a perspective of Green-Crange reconciliation.

Yo force on earth will push the Protestants into diescring

themselves into Green nationalism. : ,

Moreover, it is no part of a Marxist programme to dema.m} that
the identity of minorities be dissolved into a tmodel? national .

majority. We are in favour of generating the troadest snternational
outlock through meximum freedom -for local diversity.

34 i ities does not
6 If we say that our general attitude ‘!:o m:fm’r% ) s, not
;pply to the Protestants beoause their minority 1dqnt:_.ty is 1'519(1
up with a history of sectarian oppression, then we fail to rise
above Green nationalism. ‘

1f the alternatives offered.to the protestants are %o re;zrixanim
their Orange identity yogether with all the oporessive se‘fdr ‘ ’
or to digsolve into Green nationalism, then they wlla. op‘band +hore
tNo Surrender?. ~Any democratic programme for Irel::; lIl-a per.spec'iive
~fore, also, &y gocielist programne = must oi_‘fer bui o p
jn which they ghed their opnressive gectarianism,
ity identit respected. . e

u!iméreneially: t(',yargze +hat -oppressor nE.l:t::.or.xa, gron:ts, oze- ];ozzun;t
jes are not entitled to -general democratic r1ghts,t1 lPa'I'.legéd. )

legitimate roverse oppression. Higtory shows tha pz.‘:un_ i
idly become op-ressed (Tamils 1n i

oppressor oups can rapil .
;Z:rﬁ:gl:rksiansgin East Afrioa, southerndrs jn Chad, etc. eice/y

and vice versa. .
. WA gtruggle againat the privileges and .

Lenin's rinciple ¢ . od
yiolence ofp'\:he oppressing nation and Nno tolovutiom of the etriving
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nation. . 4ional identity of
. N nation
as suppress the ctadm . Teance
tempt toerase OT - ~ Britain, Francey .
e e noihaﬂgloogghained:A‘OPPTQSSQI’ nabions - iti'esié& zgainst
~eyen the mOS%Y ey s otc. Weo side “lﬁﬂ'tﬂemﬁ%pk-'j;mionérpossi
Germanyy. Russliil a programe of Hha F ot democratic Telavions BEEE
the oppresscr O e

jorit inorities.
3 : srities and minorT
=ple between nationdg, peoples, maj . .

| L siea Trels nd

S : . ' o iohts within a united Irel

: ' -pdividual demooratic right toin & Aione

I -33{@1’:3?202 not raise us above . the level of Green.nation=
"’l‘her'u arsenal of ‘Marxism provides us with a Pr?Pos*-‘fl wh;.c_h__?ar_x

raise us above that levels oo~ - ..o y e

As a general principle Merxists favour regional ortpro:;rex;i:ith
autonomy for markedly distinct areas within a state, "-Aog_e : "é{-‘éntly
the most decentralised posgible loeal government. ' 00251 bty
and’ thoroughly demooratic republica n system. of governmen et
for wide regional autonomy and. fully. democratic 10::8»1 gOVeTT ewe
. This generalprmciple should apply to the mainly-Protestant
areas within a united Irelamds - - : o - _

8, = The proposal for a united, independsnt Ireland, with within it
" & measure of self-government:. for regions, and within those reglons
meximum local sutonomy for towns, districts, etc., can offer bpth
majority -and minority the maximum of demuoratic guarantees poss;:,ib:le
without infringing on the rights of the pther community. '
The Catholic majority of Ireland would have the rights of a
majority within - all-Ireland polifics. . Gatholic minorities in
meinly Protestant regions would have the protection of local”
government (town/district ) ewtonomy, plu = the constiiutional
- guarantees {courts, bills of rights, appeal procedures,. inspector-
ates) of the federal.government. Likewise Protestant minorities in
mainly Catholic regions, The concentrated Protestant minority in
the North East woudd have the safeguard of regional institutions.

So far as formal democratic constitutional. provieions can ever
guarantee anything, this proposal would protect the rights of both
Catholic majority and Protestant minority, while allowing neither
to oppress the other. : B
9, - Formal democratic constitutional provisions can mever in fact
guarantee arything if the conflicts of real social - .crces dictate
otherwise. L o '

- The essential purpose of the proposal above is not as advice to
the powers-that-be, but as part of a socialist programme around which
Irish socialistes and Republicans could assemble a real united

working-class force, capable of being a real material guarantce
againgt all s_ecta.ria.n discrimination.

10+ The proposal for regional and local autonomy, like all our
other democratic demands, is part of a socialist programme. It

does not contradic®, limit, blunt, or stand as an alternative to
that programme. '

But we fight not only for the whole programoe, but also for




the various parts of it, o g IR
s « The specifie democratic de : ,
e mand fop: —
&1 and looal autonomy within a united Trelang fey Lo, TOF Tegion
_evance in the current situation, - pect ='r_e3""" :

The struggle in Northern 'reland is caucht in a stalemé.te'. T-he

S - _ changed since 1972, -
Ngrtmm satholics - 10% of the Irish people ~ are in ,]1131;—‘97 iﬁgﬁg o
g ui‘;geous revolt. The Northern Protestants (20%) are hostila, ' The
HO“ ~_hern- Catholice (70%) are sporadically sympathetic to the .

0;': uglhmthc::hoxfcsl’m:? Southern politics show no sign of -any break— -
o e influences from the South a decigive foroe.
fo:.pr progress in the North, i 2 decisive force

- There is & grave danger of sectarian civil war.,  If it came to.

-that, we ould have to support the Catholics, but the outgame

~ woudd certainly be not progress ‘tut repartition, messive bloodahed,
“terrible poisoning of Irish politics, . ool

The proposal for regicnzl and local antonomy is not a cure-all,
but it does offer & poseibility of a progressive outcome from the
rresent sitvaiion, or something resembling it, without demanding
external events (revolutionary class struggle in the South, etc.)
as a praecondition. At the same time, the specific proposal in no
‘way hinders us from fighting for the rest of our programme.

1. A united Ireland in the foreseeable future would probably
involve an clement of coerciom against the Protestants : a
clear indication that renewal of the Orange state was not possible,
and repression against die-hard Protestant groups.  That is
radically different from full-scale conquest of the Protestanis.

. Full-scale conquest of the: Protestants is not materially possibles
In any case it cannot be part of a socialist programme. _!!31 ai;tempt
" at such full-scale conguest would mean bitter,.lagtmg division
of the working class, and no prospect of a gocialist movement
in Treland for = long time. = - o :
" The idea - advocated by the USFI, RCP, ete —that the gooiaiizt
revolution in Ireland can be carried owt through wer against the
" protestant workers must be firmly rejec . .

12, He must support the oppressedragainst the oppx:esegr:;t ifut
" we cannot decide our politics according to the 10.3,: Oaxi ,
imperialist amnd pro—imperialist tcamps?s We must have ¢
independeni programncs _

Xinnell
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ppREATENS A SPLIT

s CYRORD_FACTION ' B
| o T'C'a:.-.cjlar;, Klmmll L

| INTROIGGTION dined
. . _ 211 of them ridiculous — CORTAT "
The many Qhﬂ’gas.agé alti%izgénia sorious problem of democracy in'¥he” -
. | S a prepoStErous
'First, however, corrades Shm’..ld-note_thatlmgziic:gggdgolag ’61; S
hue znd cry about the alleged plans of Kinnell, 7 ton splite
arive the Oxford factiion-out of ¥he WSLy they themselves ‘thresten Spotoe
ardwe e O e aamo onten, they say, 1o only the
. . The alleged treaches of_.demooracy:th;‘ea 4 he : 3
semocratioc Tights of all the members of the Wst, "put (aleo) the minimn
‘demcoratic conditions necessary for. OuF faction to continue as a MIZOTiiY-
woihont being eruchedme I .

. Now the faction is & minority - less than a quarter of the orgapisa~
tions Plainly they would not let themselves ‘be 'orushed’. Vhat's-left? .=
Appeal to the menmbershipe And if the membership dont't endorse Smith and
Jones and their slanderous document - splita : _

. The story of alleged lreaches of democrasy — which, as we shall see,
are not 'breaches' of anything at all but the pretensiona of Smith and
Jones =~ is a story desighed to prepare the ground for a gplit. Even if
$heir Soharges! were true, and their interpretation of our intentions
towards them exact, that would not justify this grotesque irresponsibility.

How seriously they mean this as an immedia%e split threat is mot clear,

The available indications are that Swith and Jo.es do not mean it very
sez:i ously. Instead, they are irvesponsibly indulging in semi-—-split
agitation; {a) to stiffen wp the faction, (b) to appeal to the 'middle
ground! in the orgenisation. - : - S I

 HNevertheless thoy have — on the basis of inventions, pinpri o
| Hevex : : ) he _ , ;ions, pinpricks, and

: 1':r~1v1a11-t:.,es - publlcly_ raised the perspective that the’way.ijhings’are

. a;;hiiatﬁnl;::}%; to sio -t,;:ill leave them no option bulb to split. Su;;h an

. approacvh will push the entire faction towar split = whether they
consciously want it now, or not, = . %8 2 split = whothar they

" THE CHARGES -

-Smith guotes-Carolan sm wordsﬂrtha -‘ ' o5 |

; y 2 WoTY % Smith const

- adnission/declavation that Carolan wants to drive the Oxford faction
ut of the WSLe The reader who pays attention to the text and not the

emotion—-toned phrases of Smith will ha’ ' o, ; ,
not meke his cases = Wﬂ.’l have nofmed already that he does .

"Comrade Smith raiseri this 'a'-b th - . h s -
_ i - the EC on July 29, and the '
er gizlgnﬂessintlally_ confirmed it. Carolan said a:splitriiﬁgs‘%er
i not very serious; it would be a splithing . > sai
of a segment of t_k_la.-organisation which would be desgo;ghhzhsmd‘
process « the organisation itself would continue and aﬁrvive"' ©

We believe that the reaction of th . .
4 gt . Rt T the majority of the WSI, ¢ 1
ﬁoz:zlxinglii be the opposite of what Smith Hopes for.Wec be‘.?ie#e (and if
e organisation is in serious trouble) th ieve. i 3
of ¥ N e rouble) that the ma
ol ‘t;l:m ?af:?‘i]_of ‘]:héia WSL will join us in telling the faotion lg;i:it .
o Y owes 5o b ackmail use You are mistaken if yon believe that yuu hsve
shatter the WSL at will, and oan use thab power t6 gel you-
. WaYe The “SL Wj.]_]- MYYLv e -withomat :‘"qu -'-FI 1t bas ".:0‘ " s



THR FACTION
Since the Felryar
. ¥ and April conf ce
of their . fellouety erences the Orford faction an
Many of the avellers have bhe d one or tuo

) commented on the
~we hoped it might not deve
it a life if might otherwi
the faction was deolared g
deoclaring it was to provi

IF a framework for remaining in the WSL,

But logically the declaration of
was a major move towards splitting ¢

outcome, but it was predictable that
whatever Smith initially intended,

_ .de._leara:_&ion of the faction so far, beca.uée
lop aggressively and we feared by attacking it fo give
8¢ not have hade The circumstances and m: ner ‘in whioh

ave us reason to hope that Smith's main reason for
de some people who might otherwise have gone out with the

the faction irmnedia:bely after the conferences
he organisation. We chose to hope for a better
the faction would take on a life of its own,

_ The platform'of the faction was also a bad sign. Smith scooped together a
bundle of doouments which had one essential thing in common ~ they were hosgtile
to the majority position. They had very little elme in common,

.. Take the youth document of Fumt. Hunt voted with the IF on mapy issues,

including on youth; and the IF supported Hunt's youth document. Probably Hunt helped
push some wavering youth into the IF. ' '

Hunt had been full-time youth organiser 'for_ mogt of 18__m&:mths. We had a forqmla.
allowing great scope for antonomous youth vwork ouiside official Je struc*tm;s;mous
But what did Hunt say about the failures of our youth work)? Not enough( a:;f érét )
activity. The answer? Scapegoat the J. orientation and insteagl promgzllemu“‘me
a reversion %o an Tindependent! youth movement.'(The jg.)roposal f_o:t a.e & Tigtor Y
with branches in every area meeting fortnigh‘!:ly, 'reg:.o?al comnitte oﬁr'-c'es); e e
national organisation', etc. could mean nothlng_else,rglven.:'ﬁrtiszL oo
game time he proposed that our youth tendency should fuse wi s S8
Lambertists. B

i i i \ zZuse
At a siroke of the pen, all that is now off:!.cie‘xl fe:.c‘ha.ou polzlc::dmlﬁzn ’
of a rea.éoned political argument? No -~ because it is oppoation:

Labour Party: If we had taken the LP ques‘l;ion &b the first pa::['t% 7:: -;gg;‘:nfer-_
enoe, Snith wowld have had as hia plettom o fo b from others in the faotion,
3 differences between us an it ) e 1 e Bic
ﬁzliodgzlb;es) on the LP are gecondary. We chargec?. ag:.:.zfxs: c‘i':lr:gn o
| wild, distorted polemics against us, and his pandering to-s rend
woulr,i blunder us into sectarian isolation. _

Womens The faction have incorporated, en bloc,. the vast, rambling

igtori various conrades,
. incoherent bog of a dooument called IB 34. Personal histories of vari

i * mter — all
historical polemics against the I~CL*s work in the Working Women_ s Ch
are now factional positions.

' Pacti in ™differences on
And then, to keep their options open, the fxtlonczhre:: in differe e
international gquestions not yet discussed by conferences.e

: ' igsue on
Attempt to discuss such questions in a ocomradely way? %o a:ixeli r::;%al S ot
i ".H;P ithout presuming that it is factional?® to tal-ce up oreticsl arg
its merLte Wi nding 4o dooumenbts like IB 49 or contr;z,}mtl'm’: fa. N e
Seri.ou-sly b‘.Y regpo 1‘ Angil 1983 all ‘Yinternatioual questlons s from- \ T'_ak ot
;ghooi’dlgg)_:}ﬁﬁ:girozrep?actiomai property — if Smith and Jones oare bo buke my



3

{ iohe . |
on declaration I
rod to engage in & serioug_%sous:sl

e goge in & BET-7T ite -
iieﬁd genoole But_ﬁhedﬁre quite

. . ' i acti
t they have egtablished in_thgrf f _
st amd 2piciently Prep

'Op;hio t s
' e no P
gmith and Jones ar _ e, the evmRC We :
: ialism sty £0T SXRPCH yional barners
- lmpzlcil:;ti:hat; maxe the issue a fac cional
prepar | j
PIRST COMPLETE THE DISCUESION, b
smith's document declaring ﬂilz fact
blind fa.ctional:i.s-b'pohhca.l logics

He writes: "a p;ocess '

; gcupsion has been cO ur
;235 %le:; wholly factional for some t1me, _ ' L vine

: ' : 4+he Bolshewik partyl We have pro ?nge y bame=.

How's that for & theo??AOf-  eions muero is an authoritative conference -
consuring, partly paralysing dzs?uss:_mn:;) ;‘L-i;hen S ety which is oot & petty
decision, “the formila of BOISheW-'.?m N int The minority awaits the verdict ~
bour~nois talingg-shop, acts on 1us deoisions. . _
of oxperience or more mature considerations - | . |

Smrhh’} he conference has merely “completed the discussion". Now %
can really begini : : | ' o

The attitude . and the politicse hsre are nok prolefq‘ar:f.a{a x_fevolutlonary_ p%l_;‘t.boi;s
geared to doing a Job.in the working class, but the pcl;tt%cs c_)f the pe‘ht}f" ourge .
discussion circle. Smith. cameé out of that conference and in his decl?:g-atlon p
dissolved the WSL — as far as he could - into factional tgpheres of influencel,

His explanation? "Comrades Carolan, Hill and Kinnell, who now control the
majority leadership of the organisation; have a hardened faciional approa.ch to
those now in ithe minority, tThis is exemplified in IB 35, IB 58, their voting in
relation to the Glasgew resoluiion which called for the leadership of the IT %o
be expelled at conference, and the far-reaching party~building document { *Building
the WSL', IB 50) which they attempted to get on the agenda without prior disoussions
Amongst other things, the document appears designed to outline the way the new
majority leadership will take control of the organisation over the coming monthse
This situation camnot be couniered in other than an organised way"s

'I’IGNALISE"#-..: L -
jon is iteclf a cleer ‘testinony of dbe

: ; oW
Qd..o-. ] -
‘ps i ; on has been complet .
tignl diseunesion has b . 5 which
Of" Pglgulthe i:r‘r.ernal gituation of the mmfg:t:cnt:
mpleteds “ghowtd e resognised as Su0GQTs

he factionalism

Tnis is the core of it. The politiocal documents are window-dressing, The -
‘proof of i% is that the faction hawe had nothing to say about the LP, industrial
work, etcs since the conferemce, - L

The referencesto the voting on the Glasgow motion to expel the IT leadership
are simply inacourate. Hill voted for it, Carolan and Kinneil abstained; all three
of us votad against taking the motion. S : ' : :

But what are the politics of that issue? For a year before the If split, Smith
Jones and their allies stopped the organisation from defending itself against a o
‘blatan'b r2id by the RWL. It was the third 4ime in their ex_périence that they had -
-seen the' organisation 'colonised?, (Th_e first two ftimes it was Spartacist groups .

within the old WSL)e But Smith and Jones seem incapable of learmine i
experience, ) . ! . pable o. ‘learming from their owm

If deciszive action had been taken-eai’li'efr th o 1 . limited .-

If g i ee) > ¢ then we could have limited ‘the
damage.a. If the whole WSL leadersh'p had shown & hard united front against the
colonists from the beginning, we oould have limited the demage, Inatead Smith:

and Jones saw the IT, the FWi, etc as allj i i e,
Wiy es agairat those ihey opposed
EC ~ 'the mein enemy at home?, ' ¥ ORospd m the

tW_he;.t about ?.'I;Lnow? comrade Smith? What about your reccrd of protecting +the
ls;lec arian oolom'.sus right up o the point that they walked out on ¥ou? The Americans
have a% e}qz;eisz.on to describe nowhopers: thivd-time losers, Why were 'you BO '
i1ncapabie of learning from the experience of + : 3 i iloni ;
g == - . wo waves of Spartacist colonisation? -
Why? Blind factionalism. . ' ' Lo priashey oot . _n?‘

Thg: leaders of the IT should, on the meriis of the case, have been _éxpelled
at gonxe;.'ence. Our dilerma was that we were stopped from pushing for +this Ty the
fact that the Ozford proto-faction would bave joined the IT in a wali—oute




on this matt
reads gty $  matter
Crsongely in August 1983, bit of that
put it out 3 : T 'Of-fbhat

8 now
¢e with some of assent (ag 0? the EC, August 3), golng before. tge

But the meat of -
: : the expla: s .
this gection; » Xplanation, the most obvi ' '
approach to ‘Eimgeomnade? Cerolan, Hill and Kinnells.s hove o picht COMplaint, is
: oW in the minority, This expressed 'i::elg g;rdenedafacti' e
B o y IB 58,.. = .

THE POLITICS OF WE SICILIAN VENDmwma

This, note k>
' y Was tefore the opcani ion had |
the ;nference; before ihe firgt ;ee;fglg? the b t;hance ore sta ite breath after
new EC: \ Lo new WG bef : '
i before any detaiied dicouszion of po:;'t--car;?e;--:;lée fzfmﬂﬁeﬂectim of the
ASS - e P p ead V ] o . »
againstumeon fh:hgc@;bzg d\.n—"y.—ﬁthm onith had real fears of being diseriminated
defea-ted inord 1 ;ﬁig chf oif frow areag. of work, being troated ha::shly ag-a.
ed minority. what would someone committed to building the organisation and

[ o ;
oncerned to observe ihe norms prepcsed by Leon Twotsky, J -P,Cannon, ets., do about

lt?tﬂe ;buld' at least try o ;ﬁaﬁd out -if the fears were justified, He would either
walt and see, or ask representatives of the majority what their intentions were
= -

Smith did neither. On the contrary, when the rest of us om tho B asked -
whether he would e?llscuss- rallocations, committess, etc, before forming a Faction;
what guarantees might serwe to calm his fears; etc, he repiieds e T oEET

ny exp,ected such a proposals But it's gone beyond that, We could discuss
easing tensions, etc., hut not as a way of stopping us forming a faction. We .
would just be persuaded nct to form a faction then subjected to the same . -
0ld manoceuvress.." (EC April 28). : g

He wanted :ar faction and he was going %o have a faction, and that was tha_.tj!.‘

In fact the declaratiom of a faction had little to do with the stated motives
" in Smith's statement, It had everything to do with (a) placating some people in
Oxford who Smith feared would go with the IT, and (b} keeping the door open for a
deal with the IT. (Smith spolee to their conferemce shortly before they separabed
from us)e . . . : L
. Smith virtually declared the faction on tingtructions? from the RWL/LOR.

At the TILC meeting on April 24 they put down a resolution calling for such &
faction. Smith and Jomes's first reaction was to storm out of the meetings That
was Sunday forenoon. By Sunday evening Smith was organising hig faction. (We .
jearned about it on the EC at the end of the week)}s It seemed probable to us at the
+ime that the faction - _declaration was intended to cut some people off from golng
with the IT. But factionalism has ite owmn logic. -

In retrospect that act of Smith®s can be acsseessed for‘whe.".: it wass 'tl}e f:'frs‘h
step towards a splits It is not an irreysraitle _fs-tep - yov, . The dirvection 18
very clear, however, and emerges in Smiih?s IB 63 documorte 7

Note that in the deolaratiom of the faction it is not what we _c:‘_ag - in the
olection of the mew EC, in the apportioning of jobs and positions in the laague,
for example — that matiers. T+ is owr tatiitude® %o them, and what they allege.
we have in the past done to them, that mattersa

IBs 35 and 58 were insults, ouirages, slanders, they saye They are unfqrgmea.ble.-

They will never be forgoitent | o

This is the politics not of Marxism but of the Sicilian vendetta. Each factional
blow and 'wrong! must be avenged, in a never—ending oycles - :
east 13 Sm wormt lack on the EC agreement and moved tha."l.; _ther
be taken off the conference agendas Whe.t attltude.

% At the NC on .August 13 Smith

'Building the WSL' regolution _off ocn! g
he will have at the conference itmelf is impossible to 53ys
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topetas msmi-gk ' o of frionds, nor is it an ever—adp:_'mg
e Solsbert 01‘83;‘{*1?3’35-03_ iS’"“nOt' A gr zgg ﬁréﬁen‘éf'w.?;.ters have had bitter
o pet designa.%?r:‘s Lﬁlauziétﬁil‘;, For ex-rple, had a dispirhe about the
pefore nowe Eimmeli 20C Lol TETT
gﬂzémlution. Cerolan, in %

We believe thst

ible with &, q.emoorg.ti_c _

ve minority, weiked oui.of on NG meeting - for‘the
2t s0 cernilad thingl
nly time in his 1ife. He would atill say mOUe gisguwrntlad thiuge a.boutl';he way
e Ya W13 AL o . S iaz o . &
:ha.t isl:ue was handlod. Duk the issue 18 paste The POLITios of the Sicilian |

vendetta has nc place 3u regalvirg sucn _co‘;ﬁf.lictis:b;‘ N

Yet it seems %0 be the egsence of Smith®s appedis - -

Smith's doocumer® ‘ealls for a reply giving a true account of what has happened :
in the organisation since the April conference. Bus time and space do not allow us-
to tell the full story. S L S :

All we can do here is respond directly to some of Smith's major points.

Smith argues that the EC majority 'undemoom-é‘.tically changed _ths,-léa.gue'_s'
- public position on Palestine. '

. What is the political gist of 147 What was the old position and what changed
position Have we substituted in its plaoce? L . : . .

We put out a leaflet at the IMCP conference which explained that ‘self-deteor-
mination for the Palestinians', rigorously and logically interpreted, contradicted
a Ydemooratic secular state'; and that in our view the betier and more fundamental
slogan = was the democratic. seoular state, S T S

The argument was based on the TILC resolution of lasi summer, whioh comrades -
can read in WSR2, and which was endorsed by the February cionZerence when it rejected
the IF's counter—motion on Palesiines The TILS resoluticn.salls .for a democratic
seoular state in Palestine (with local autoncay Dr the Jewish pépulétidn) and it
does not use the term f!self-determinationt, : - C

T+ is not an accident or an oversight thit the Tesoluti L
T S : . -~ SLEY = rtion does .,
té.:rm‘ lself—de‘t-armil}ation!. There wes a long diseuwssion on il in fzenga‘;:zn;hzdm-
mission between Keith and Kinnell {a diszoussica whioh Smiwh mis-dates for a yoar:
later). *Self-determination for the Palesbinisns® implies that in some tmi{e <
presunably the whole of Palssiine, the Palestiniens have the sole right to de:ry rmine
political arrangements, and the laracli Jews have no more rights in the matter th
thei_;lrlt;s: h:r the US or the Eskimos or any other foreign pecple, Whatever the *
merits of this proposal, it clessly oontradicis ihe idea of a 4 ie s o
2 » K 1 . v W “ - . ‘ <+ il
state in whicb both Palestinien ivabe and Jews heve equal right:‘pcr_atlg secular
~ In fact 'self-determinztion for the Palestinieng! i ' :
s ralediingan, 8 often used gen ;
our 1 expre;ﬁion of support for the Palestiniane, It has been used 1:8 tia.t wayerai;l
OUr Presse once ths cortradiction has been poi out, “mhe
logical, e R . : po_..nt?df _ou‘b? Weshould try to be

Smith, who is now earnestly dcfending the 'melf-dctermination formuia.

. : «I~determination? f = :
also ma}ces some effort to be logival in IB 63 -~ and cnds up olearly g:::i:aic‘t' :
the !democ%?atm, gsecular state for both Apabs and Jewst, He cobjects to the - .1'_ LI
_sg;ztenoe_(m the leaflet done for tie IMCP confereucs): SR R




"he :f’féciée na re’ e '
o ture of ¢
i Bl cenina
o0Jection san only me; ; )
shold be dovideq b or A8 Smith belleves that ihe
state in'which Ara ' '

"We advocate and wo : - o o ]
meximny oorners £ight (1.0 alongss N
. (3= zide +th S

the 1 cultural and commmal rights for J;SJE:‘:’ against the Arabs) for

7 .!compatible with its existence.,," (emphasis. ad) hin such a 'B‘l:a'be_t_ha'b'" ave
ST ight of weto! R I
would: make them an oppressed nation, °f the laracli Jews o : 'settl_emant_r-that :

&) P "z ] ’
on is_elggem?tzﬁgtgo:h:hzlﬁr;@lz;tiox'z. He camnot do otherwise if he ‘insists
imprecise. expression of solidarity, ®' 88 & preoise formila rather th&m -

This is the political gist of it,
cal question but exclusively as one of
the procedural question - did the EC il
prosupposges some political judgment,

What o? the procedure? As the LMCP conference approached, we had never discussed
the Palestine work on ouwr leading commitieess farclan repeatedly pressed for a
digoussion, There was never time, We ended up disoussing it on June 24, two ddays

Smith ingists on discussing it not as a politie
troocedure, But this is nonsense given that
legitimately change the WSL's position =

before the IMCP conferences

Keith, the comrade mainly responsible for this work, reported at the start of the
EC disoussion that he intended to put out a leaflet at the oonference, based on.the
TILC resolution, explaining owr view on some of the issues raised in the IMCR - =
platform, He had already told the IMCP committee this. _

. The BC.discussion, and the leafle$, covered a number of items other than the -
self-determination slogen However, the LMCP ‘draft platform contained thé formula
tgelf-determination® no less than three times (and ?demooratic seculer state' amoey:

but with no spelling out of what it means in terms of rights for the . Jews)s CGiven

the politice of ithe TILC resolution, we had to see this as a problems R
We soon decided that it would be disruptive and impossible to propese chﬂnges e
to the draft platforme. But then aoccepting 1gelf-determination® in the platform made
it necessary 40 spell out explicitly whai had been implicit in thermc.reso:.mt:.on. :
We agreed that the leaflet should spell out owr position on Palestine; in doing so
it ghoyld not use the !self-determination' formula, and it should explain why note .
We did dgree that we should explain the issue oar?fully,-not ;)ust denﬁ;h:g
the: ¥self-determination' formula but explaining that 1"?' was uncl?gr. But: Sweith's
claid that we agreed not to argue against the formula 1.self—ev1§at_1:§1y mr ! aia
most” of ‘the point of the leaflet's comments on the question would be 1;0_31;. 1;-:_3.7“». ',
not present that argument. I h
Koith thes ote 3 discussions wit
Keith then wrote and produced the leaflet (without further ons with
" anyone on its contemts: as noted above, the 'long discussions? which horr:.fy E%mrth
had: taken place neerly a year carlier)e : o
“The BC decision was . unanimous, includi ith and Jones wers a8
The EC decision was . unanimous, including Cunliffe, Smith ones Were. a8
absent through transport vroblems, In other circumstances thez‘.r absence gigh*lh:M lé;ve "
made us postpone the discussion. In the a.ctu_a.l case we couldn®t beoause e
conference itself was S0 olose. ‘ S
© Wst ie und i i i ' let the issues
“‘What is undemooratic about that? Would it be more democratic to . the issues
be decided just "by the comrades involved™? Democracy meant here that the ‘_dec;.swtzl
wWas taken by the highest, most authoritative body availablee That's what was dones

In the Yorkshire area pre—conference debate on Ireland {3) Smith linked the



T
LMCP issue with his factional demonology

. i ig that the democratic, P . . . ive out
?alesizgzlgyizizaiisable, and that the choice in reality is either to dri
is ac

i he ttwo
i tates! policy. He favours %

adopt some variant of a 'two state ity Of
tizmngspgiiéy?pas do, for example, the majority of the UgFé)ttigetgiai?sugport
2hose at the EC who voted on the line of the leaflet = an ‘?1 a,the ey
not that minority view tutt the tdemocratic, secular.state { an e e
argument is that the taelf—determinationt formla logically contradicis
tdemocratic, secular statel.

as acti responsibly and entirely within its righte to interpret the
poliZEQogctge orgagziaiioi. The gist of the problem is that Smith and OtgerSdZ;E:Ziéy
do not agree with the TILC resolution they voted for last year, or do go :n rotene
ite All of us bear part of the blame for this: vague phr%ses abou? gel -dg ermina
have frequently been used in the paper, and clearly we did not bring the issues
out well enough in the discussion last year.

! i ition on
about Carolants minority position ¢
gecular state, though a desirable idea,

The organisation is in fact confused on the issue. A full political discussion
on it is overdue and now urgent, It is quite plain that a number of quite
different positions exist within the majority formula of the 'democratic, secular
state?, The confusion can be remedied only by political debate, not by wild acousa-
tions in which politics takes second place to factional point—scoring.

AFGHANISTAN

Smith's other prize exhibit is owr alleged 'coup'! on Afghanistan.

What happened? At the EC on July 14 Carolan raised the gquestion of putting
Afghanistan on the conference agenda, The EC decided to put it on the NC agenda

of August 13, with a view to deciding whether it could be on the conference
agendae

At the EC on July 29 we discussed the NC agenda in more detail, It was immed—
iately obwvious that there would not be time for any serious discussion on
Afghanistans The idea of debating it at conference was dropped, Kinnell, who had
missed the Jyly 14 BEC meeting, explained that he would have been against putting

it on the conference agenda anyway, but strongly favoured starting coverage and
discusgsion in the paper, The EC decided to do that,.

A% the NC on August 13 Smith raised this issue as an 'outrage's In doing so
he insisted . (as he does in IB 63) that the EC decision had been o start
discussion in the paper Yfrom a troops out positiont.

Kinnell (who had moved the successful EC resolution) explained that it was
not: it was simply to have coverage and discussion (in which of course both the
views, or all the views, within the orgenisation would be represented).

Now you might think that Smith would be pleased to hear that the EC decision
gave the pro—troops minority equal rights, rather than favouring troops out.

Not a bit of it, He insisfed hotly that the decision had been for a iroops out
position,

For people to misrepresent decisions by making them out as mare favourable is
bad, but comprehensible, Why should anyone want to misrepresent decisions so as
to make them unfavourable? It makes no sense except factionally. To keep his faction
on the boil, Smith has tc claim that they have been .done dowm,

There are no grounds for a complaint of lack of democracy. The pro-troops

minority =~ and it clearly is a small minority — has been given equal rights with
the troops out majority. .

Behind Smith's complain, no doubt, was a feeling that the pro~troops
minority would not be able to keep its end up in a debate {and on Afghanistan
they could not expect the IMG/SL and RCP to do the job for them, as they have
done in the debate in the paper on Ireland)s But the faction's lack of ability
to argue s politics coherently is not a question of democcracy.
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Smith does raise one questi . i
Afghontep does T question worth answering: why push the issue of

When we f . '
position on A;g;ghg:tgave ourselves a set period of months %o deoide a maiorit
Russian tro0ps. out big.fﬁ:ezﬁone knew there was a majority in the new,HSE fory
$o push it, ! e sake of harmony and conciliation we decided not

i tﬁz sggthzlinto the fusion we are no nearer a decision; The factional aimdsﬁhére
: - rules out the sort of discussion we looked forward to. (We would just
ave nanother round of accusations about ‘reformism?, Yeapitulating to iﬁperialism',

etc.) Meanwhile the terrible slaught i i
t nghter goes on in Afgharist h '
million refugees, It is indeed a mini-Vietnam. ® e fhore are over thres

Sm?ﬁh/JQnes's NC rejection of the mini-Vietnam comparison expresses'the'
essentla} difference. Vietnam, they said, was a reactionary war; Afghanistan is a
progresgsive ware l.cs the expansion of Russian Stalinism by conquest is progressive.

Trotsky would not agree; we do not agrees, On this Smith/ﬁones and their co~thinkers
have a quasi-Stalinist positions

Our lack of cowerage, isca our silence on the Kremlin's crimes, over the last
two years, has been an implicit endorsement of the pro-froops line,

We camnnot continue being silent into the indefinite futures Therefore, either
take a decision — even if it is only a vote~out — and/or open the paper the coverage
and discussion.

In that sense, the issue does reflect a deterioration in the organisation.
The comrades who have adopted such a consistent 'dog in the manger! attitude
since the April conference should examine their own consciences about that. Mean-
while the organisation hag to function.

tFUNDAMENTAL DIFFERENCESYsss

The questidns discussed hefe give a few examples of what Smith/Jones's
factionalism has meant, To convey the full reality of it we would have to go
through the full history of disputes since the April conferences

There is a standard pattern. When an issue is first raised - TILC/inter—
national work perspectives after April; assessment of the general election -
results; format of the Sep. 17 oonference; YTS; proposals for building the
WSL; etce etcs ~ Smith and/or Jones react on the EC by declaring that they
have 'fundamental differences! or that 'huge issues! are raised, They do not
disouss: they issue a statement distancing themselvess Then, depending on
developments, they either take the matter up as a factional issue or let it drope
Even where decisions are taken with their participation, they take no regponsibility
for the WSL's functioning — their abstention on the expulsion of the IF, when
they did not dispute that the IF had flouted discipline, and their vote 1o o
censure the EC on CND when they themselves hawve always represented a sectarian trend
on CKD, show that.

None of this can educates None of this bears any resemblance to principled
factional strugglee .

In the earlier factional struggles around the Falklands and the Labour Party,
the factionalism emerged, more or less, from the issue {though there was more o
it: mce IB 35). Now the issues emerge, almost completely, from the factionalism.

The faction has not operated as an organised body *to promote informed debate
on the igsues it was set up one In fact it has shown little interest in those _
iseucs, Instead it has operated as an oppositional gang, a fixed group of people
starting from a stance of hostility towards the EC majority and taking up issues
ags they comeese. without concerning jtself with consimtency {(cNDR ), logic, :
coherence, or the elementary deoencies of WSL internal life.
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4t the 0SC on August 19, for example, we disoovere? t%at'onbings ?ﬂd tnid
'federalism! are now faction issues. (For the faction 'majority*, gqrwgi, e
Smith; What do the minority think? Will they vote on lines of faction disoip
at the conference?)

Is Palestine a faction issue? De facto, yese And what will be next? Issues come
and issues go, but the faction remains.

No good ocan come of such a factions The comrades should think a§ain, and take a
gtep back from the present courge of irrespongible gang warfare, It's a course .
that can lead them to conclusions which they would never have coolly, consciously

chosen,

i i | i i j i die~hard
The faction is a grouping which has enjoyed both the rights of a
oppositional faction, and those of an integral parti of the leader?h}p. It has used
both sets of rights to the full, with endless politicking and striving for
advantages

With $he righis of a totally oppositional faction should go the :._duty to
let the majority implement its perspectives more or less unimpeded until an
opportunity comes to re-raise the issues, and a willingness not to presume a
factional line-up on new issuess With the rights of an integral part of the
leadership should go Eﬁg'duxy of responsibility, and a willingness to discuss
rather than just issue pronouncementse

Smithts grouping recognises neither duty: they claim power in the running
of the League without responsibility, '

Yet they have never had their rights diminished, They have never even_faced
any protest against their irresponsibility, other than statements at committee
meetings,

Now they olaim that they are in dengsrer of 'being crushed?,

Smith*s article is a demagogic attempt 4o rally his faction and to appeal to
discontented people in the 'middle ground', It is also highly irresponsible,

When the IF was being formed, Morrow kept insisting that he never wanted %o
form a faction, Qiite possibly he wasn't lying. Quite pogsibly, kmaking a calm
decision in last December or thereabouts, he would not have chosen o splite

But once he formed his faction, it had its own logice There were faction
members who tock seriously the ideas that Morrow threw around for the sake of
point—-scoring, The logic of gang warfare forced them on the road to a split.

The same can happen to Smith's factions Even if he doesn't know ity even if he
doesn't want it, even if at the early stages he would fight against it within the
faction, Smith ig preparing a splite.

You cannot go on teducating! people in an ideology of irresponsibility towards
the organisationy fixed demonological hostility to the leadershipy doom=and-gloom
about our prospects; and factional ocatch—cries about 'ecapitulation to imperialism®
freformism?, and supposed secret positions of the EC majority, without it having a
snowball effect, Sections of the faction will want to go further than Smith and

Jones would like = to take what Smith and Jones say to its logical conclusion and
get out of this rotten 'reformist?, Yoapitulating! organisation,

This process has already happened to Smith and Jones once, with the IT, It was
Smith and Jones who gave that grouping its initial impetus, its basic attitudes,
and its hostility to the WSL majority,.

When Smith did not go all the way with the IF, they turned on him with
contempt, as a faintheart who did not take his ideas seriously, They denounced him
ag a charlatan, It is virtually certain that the same process will happen, or is
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happening now, within the Oxford faction, A point will come when Smith and Jones
will act on the logic of what they eay about the WSL, or face a split in the
Oxford faction,

Beoause the RWL is no longer intervening, the process may go at a slower paces
Nevertheless, if you don't learn from your experiences, you end up repeating thems
It would be better fro Smith and Jones if they learned instead of repeatings

They are leading the faction into & political blind alley. Its logic is a
splite Such a split would be bad for the WSL, but the League would certainly
gurvive and maintain its essential activity. The comrades who split would survive
politically not at all and organisationally not for longs

Stop the factionalism, Disband the faction, start arguing the political and
ideological issues, instead of squealing about intellectusl bullying and resoriing
to slander and insinuation., Deal with the issues as issues, not as rounds in a
factional battle. Start taking some responsibility for the practical funcioning
of the organisation.

Discussing a split from the Trotskyist movement in 1940, which had been
preceded by years of existence of a permanent faction, Trotsky wrote:

"oomrade Abern in his appreciation as in his perspective is moved by
hatred. And personal hatred is an abominable feeling in politics".



