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THE GENERAL  STRIKE
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Discussion articles from the pre-fusion joint discussion bulletin,
by Cunliffe and Kinnell.
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'IB 105 — descent to the pits', by Gunther




The ICL oprcsiticn tc the dermaznd "Goneral Strike to Kiek ou
cs" is coupled with the advocacy of a General Strike - tc

. . theo
1 o Y.
imited, specific goals, such zs repeal of anti-union lews cr the

Y et

So wrile arguing trat a call -to remove the gcvernment "limits" -
the cutcome of a General Strike in advence, the ICL in effect
impose & far more restricted perspective tn the very cenpeign for

a General Strixe, n

Yét expcrience even in recent years (France in Key-June 1968;
the confrontaticn over the Fentonville dcockers in 1972; the Labcur
government's repeal cf the Irdustrial -Relations sct, in the face of
a rational strike cell by the ‘UEW) has shown that governments will
= urder certzin conditions —~ moke corcessicns on prccisely such.
limited questicns as vzges or perticuler picces cf legislaticn in
order to head off 2 General Strike =nd rerszin in office to regroup
ar.d vzge further attocks.

These struggles have. alsc confirmed that ‘the trade union burezuc-
racy itsclf gces to great lemgths to restrict the demearnds of the
gerersl strike movement to specific, limited. derands on eccromic
questions: or. on particulzr anti-unicn legislation, This wos the
cazse for instance durirg the miners' pay struggle of winter 1973~k .

he solidity cf the ccticn zard the growing mess solidarity of ihe
wnrkers! movemert were the factors that forced Heath to seck a
Gereral Blection to prepszre the grcand for a full-scale confrontaticn.
The- niners refused te ¢3ll off their strike durirg the electlion )
carpeign, end eventuelly cerneluded their desl with the rewiy—-elected
wilsen goverrment, But throughiut tte sctinon, it has ncw been '
eor.tirmed, Gormley zrnd the UM Tesders were shzmelessly in ¢
craticn with the Henth goverimernt, secking 2t 211 costs a Iov
cn pay which would heve crehled the Tories to settle znd remein in
offices Wie can see a similar case ] €
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+the steel strike of 1980. While

in

urieon leszéers in BL ard othcr publilec szctor pay reviews struggled

to prevert any sinultanecus sirires thao nmight cxtend towards a

genersl strike, and the TU zcved in tc wnife the Gensral Strike

o211l cf the Velsh TUC, the ISTC 1lchders themcelves rattled Lo

sepsrate the issue of wiges ard i~be, They Xrcw 2ll too well -het.
stem

+
certain ccncessicns could be secured on the pszy issue - but to
the slaughter cf jobs meant to reverse the Tcry strategy for the
irdustry - effectively defeat the govermment, : A

Such ccnscicus meves tc limit worxers' struggles to issues which
cen be tactically corceded by a capitalist government form the
cornsistert traditicn of the British (and every nther) lzbour
bureauerzcy. The crucial wezXness of the 1926~Genersl Strike was
precisely the determinsticn of the TYC lecders to confire the strugsle
to eccricmie demsrds; their refussal to put forwsrd any call for 7o
rercval of, the Ealdwin gcverrment; and the fzilure of the Compunist
Psrty and left buresucrzcy to sffer zny. political alternztive to the
trezchery cf the Gereral Council. The ICL' point out in their
namphlet (p13) that the 1926 strike committees in County Duarhcom
ferTectively took centrel cf their zrea" - but leove cub the fret
+het the limited demznds c&nd lozdership of thrt strixe lecd to its

o

defeat.

Tr, oup view it is the cbstruction of political develcrrent
by the lzkour bureaucracy yrich is a primary obstécle to the develop—
~ent of mass struggle on 2 scale sufficient to bring down the
Tcorics. We sccept that in real terms a General Strike will
srise rot from scne sbstract ard artitrary decision by the whole
working class, but from the externsicn of & particuilar struggle or
wave of strugzles (with thelr cwn specific =ard limited dcrmords). But
we consider it essential to reise - in the context of our struggle to
spre2d and gerneralise such scticr. - the need to bring dcown the
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It is necessary 3lso to raise propngonda for tne kind or

srgrnisaticn needed by thé werking class te frrece.not only thoe 3«¢ b
of the Tﬁru government, but ols> preprre for ihe nccessel strureles
5giinst L inccming Lebcour government; to spell cut the_xlnd of

“snel alist ph¢1c1es reeded by the working class, znd o draw Trom

i)

these a series-of demonds to be rzised urder L

It is ncchSary 2lgo in this context to counterpose thc sipgrn cf
a werkers' goverrment, rooted in the movencnt of the ns BCS, to & ©
further repetition cf *b ‘1lscn/ nllaghan govertments.

3ut unless we spell- cut & perspcetive for extro-parliamentary o
mass action by the «rking class te bring 2eown the Tery goverrnent,
begin to feel their indbpcrdcxt~strurg+h 28 2 clzss, d@nd press hore
the fight fer their demsnds, such socislist gywp iganda becomes
sirply empty rhetoric, cr & sirnct yfveuflpthrS for sction ¢ ftcr
the 1984 election, | o S

Trdeeéd it is sppropriste to turn the guesticn srcund. The ICL
use the. qlcgan "Baot Cut thb Tories's. Do they rnot heve an gbligntirn
to explain t» the worxvrs rovement just whe is to' do tha booting,
by what means, ur .der what conditions,,: end . ex €Xo ctly %h‘u we prcpese to
replzee” the booted ouﬁ capitalists? Surely the vMSx or esnnot be (-
very different from the cnc embodicd in thb VSL's slngans,

the Torics con siuply

sbhour PCVLPﬁr-tt.‘
-

Ve must crrbat the reformist delusion thzat ’
be pressured ints a chﬁngc of line, cpr that rcforms can be won -
Tor the'\orking cla withecut mass-zetion to defeata this goverrnente.
This is rncw being SdVEnCLd s a perspoctive by Feoples Narch leaders,
Heffcr—q*ylehlcfts.‘rd mide 13yers of the lsbour burenucracy. Wc .
rust spel 1 cut that whin we 0311 {or moes e2tion to duefeat the
Torics we nre rct sinply enlliing for chtrbr'ﬂi_, S00-strong ong-: ff
icr»nstr'tlbp, fer gwﬁlfl--s or fcr protost stoppeges, but for all-cut
Servral Strike acticn.with the firm ob*acti ve of swi :eping this
gavornment from office. . ‘ R o o

If the Torics undcr such ccrditicns wers to cnll zn olecticn, -
they would do so not freom o position fo ctrongth but of HEAKNEST Wi
do not '‘call for a Genernl nluntl(,:_but,ae would not oppese one iD
it werc czlled. We weuld press for the e¢lzss setion to corntirue .o v
during the tclection, redm blc cur efforts to develop the indepe orddnt.
strength and crganisztion of the vorking clzss { councgilsg of =2ctian, _
cccupatisn commitiees, cte), seek mesns to drive the eﬁg: betwger the’ I

forvard-moving workibg clzss 2rnd its reluctont Menders” 1 in the . |
uniions and the Labour Party, build our cwn revolutlonary forecs, dnd
sceX to crezte the most fovourable conditions to press home the
struggle under whatever govermment emergsd from thm olectﬂﬂ“.

e sce no resson to be afrzid ef the *OQSIbIllty that o Gerneral:
ceticn may be c2lled to defuse our . -} Ge reral Strixe. %b":cc
hor a dan wger . in failing te put forugrd zn cdcguste prliticnl
rspcetive in potentl 31 General Strike situationg the ECVOrTEent -
cnould orce zg herded sn exterded lease of life by the unicen:
barosucrtoy aying the rolc of the CP in 1925 -~ offcring
r.0 surious political slternctive to the limited domonds dT the
refermists. B
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aAfter a discussicn cn
a brief ncte ou tlﬁa;r* ey
for the liaison committ

T {1_‘.8 "I
BS's points.
Further reading: Vor
Strikes; Rosa Luxent: irg

¥y

1o MARXISM ALND THE GEVE

RAL STR

ﬁi

In the 19th century, the gereral st

and utoplans, and the Marxists wer
"In the Bakuninist / an

lever for
the worte

strike 1is the
fine morni

rike was the slogan of anarchlstis
e sceptical, Zngels wrote:

iarchist_/ progranme, a general

unleasning social revolution. Cne
rs in all the industries of a

‘e -.U&a

countL,, e*e% of the whole world, stop wcrk and, in four
weeks at mﬂxlzww, cbligze the ruiLng classes to

surren Fer, or to attzcx the vworrers, thereby gilvirng the
latter the richt to deilend therselves and use thi
oh“srtxniby to tear down the whole of the old scciety.. -
/&{ut 7 it was reccznised by all that a complete
organ visation of the werking class and a ull Kltty
were rnecessary. 1nis indsed was the problems On  the

crie hand, the governcent, =ssrecially If encourasgs i

olitieal shstenticrien, will never allew the or.
or the funds of the worrers to go o fary znd on EANT
other rand the political zctiors and abuses of the ruling

lasses will promote the guancipaticn of the worxers

long before the proletarist nanzges to achleve this ideal
organisaticn and this vest reserve funds And if 1t did
have them, then 1t would rot need to resort to the
general strike to achleve its purpose"

('The Bakuninists At Work!')

In the early 2Cthn century, Reosa Luxenburg, basing herself on the
experience of the Russian Revolutlon of 19CH and also the Felglan
weneral strikes for voting rights, arzusd that Engels' zssessrert
was now out-cf-date and cne- Siﬁeé. Frigels was right as against the
ararchists, she saidj but the real development of the mass strike
movements outstrips toth the amirchists! conceptions and Engels!
ohjiectiocns.

"Tn a word, the mass strixze, as ghown to us by the
Russlzan FRevolution, 1s not rafty rmethod discovered Ly
subtle reascning for the pu se of uwzkirng the proletar-
izn stracgle more effective he Va?ncﬁ of zotion

of the prolsiazri LASS, form of the
proletarizn strurgle in

Consequently the tasik of Marxists s not ke mass strike
cn the calendar on an appol day", buts

"T5 give the cue for, ard the direetlion to, the fighty
to so regulate the tactics of the politiecal struggle in
its every rhace znd zt iis every rmomant that the entire
sur of the availarle pecwer of the proletarist which is
already relessed and zctive, will find expression 1n the
tattle srray of the party; to see thai the tactics of
the scclisl denoccrats fees Marxists are decided
according te their resolutercss and acuterness and that
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they never fall below the level demanded by the actual
relaticns of forces, but rather rice above it - 7o
is the most ing a6t task of the directing | R
period of mass strikes®,

('The Mass Strike' )

Instead of the general strike belrg the. product of an all-at-once
working-class rejection of capitalism, it could be the means by
which working-class consciocusress developed from limited airws
according to the laws zngd logic of the class struggle,

In the Transiticnal Frogramse, Trotsky writes:
"Sit-down Skrikes, the latest expression of this kind

of initiative, go beyond the limits of 'normal!
capitalist procedure. Indeperdently of the demands of
the strikers, the temporary seizure of factories deals
a blow to the idol, ezpitalist roperiye. Every sit-
down strike poses in a rractical manner the guestion ou
who 1s boss of the factoryj the capitalist cr the
worker?" s

And, in the sanme way, when any industrial action Sprezds teyond
rurely sectional lirits, and begins to beccre class action (solidar-
ity strikes, flying plegets, ete.), then, even if the initial
demands are very limited, workers galn confidence of their strergth
and solidarity as a elass against the capitalists, :

In this way the development of a strugele starting from limited
demands can lzad tcwards revolutionary conclusicrne, We zim +,

waximise that developrant znd to make it censcious threugh o .v
for transitional derznds,

The ceveloprment from limited derands to revolutionary conclusions
does not always take place bit-by-bit, A general strike is a tre~
mendous qualitative leap in such development. Even starting frenm
very limited demands €e€e Scrap a particular law), it rapidly rals-
es the question of workers taking control of law and order, essent-
1al supplies znd services, ete, It "poses in a practiecal marrner +ha
guestion of who is boss" of the socletv. It also poses an answers
the worzers nmust %tzke power and operate the means of production
under collective control, )

So we must be able to fight for the use of the general strike at
relevant tires as 3 weapon for immediaste limlitegd demandss and at’
the same time equip ourselves to fight for workers! victory in a
general strike, once started, '

That is why the I-CL has argued for raising the General Stpib- - .

specific demands (Smash the Industrial Relations Act in 1972 R
the Cuts and Closures pore recently), and not for 'Kick the Tories
Cutt,

2+ 'GEFERAL STRIKE T0 XICKX TUR TORIES QUT!

The slogan 'General Strike to kick the Tories out! links industrial
pllitancy with polities in, apparen lyy a very clear; positive wav,
And 1t 1s popular with militants, 2ut - I wculj argue - it is
attractive partly because 1t is asrblzuocas, And Marxists reed
rrecision,

As a deliterate stratesy rrorosed to the whole latour revesent
for dealirg with the Tories, 'Gerieral Strike to kiok ihe tcries out!
has problems parallel to these Engels mentions, If the latour moves

ment were consecious and well-organised encugh to oust the Tories

<
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through a geperal strikg, tyen it wvould long previcusly have been
streng encugh to oust them Ly lesser means {ckstructicn, ron-

cooperation, etec.)

But BS proposes 'General Strike to kick the Tories out' rather
differentlye. A Ceneral Strike, he argues, would most likely tegin
round "a very specific aim"j; we should then intervene to "demand
that the aim of the general strike 1s not merely to reverse a
particular policy of the Torles but to kick them out". We do not
envisage the TUC taking a deliberate decision to launch a general
strike from a particular day to oust the Toriesj rather, we base
ourselves on an explosion of class solidarity round an immedlate
&ss?e, and seek to direct that explosion towards kicking out the
Torlese.

This misses the nature of the general strike as a qualitative
leap, Normally, even the most advanced industrial action mobillses
only sections of the woriking clasg and comes to grip with only
sectional issues. The labour movezent relates to the general admin-
istration of society through parliarentary politics. And Trotskylsts
relate to the labour movement - Dby Tighting to kick the Todzs out
ard for demands on Labour, etc. :

Once a general strize 1s undervay, the working class has the
immediate possibility of coming to grips with gernieral politics
directly. That does rot mean that parliasmentary politics fades away
1nmediately. (E.g. in July 1972, when we were raising General Strike
a8 an imcediate azitational slezan, we 3lso raised 'Kilcx the Tor' -
cat'). Zut relating to parlizcentary politics tecomes for us sev - .
zry corpared to relating to the direct revolutionary possibilitios
of the general strike (workers' councils, workers'! defence, etcs)

. The 'General Strike tc kick the Tories out! slogan could only cut
short those possibilities by Girectirg the movement back towards
relating to the general running of society only through parliament-
gry politics, : :

Either 'General Strike to Xick the Tories out'! means: General
Strike to replace Tories by Labour i.e. general strike for a gen-
eral electicn, In that case it 1s irreSponsible trifling, a huge
zobilisation for a comparatively minimal aime Or it means: general
strike to renlace the Tories by a revolutionary goverrnment, 1l.e.
general strike for revolution. 3ut that is Jjust the Bakuninist
version.

3, GENERAL STRIXE FCR A GENERAL ELECTICN?
Rut BS writes:

"1 pannot understand why A asserts that the General
Strike to kick ocut Tories demand kere and now can only
ronn ‘ceneral strixe for 3 cerneral elaction's If the
Tories call a general electlon they haven't yet been
kicked out; they're still in power, trying to be con=-
firmed in power by an election".

Wow the SLL used to raise !General Strike to Kick thé.Tories out!
explicitly as 'General Strike for a General Election':

“The general strike rust not be lifted until the
General Election vwhen a Labour government pledged to
soeialist policies can be elected. "

(SIL 'Daily Folitical Lstter', July 26, 1972)

T guess zost workers who would support the slogan 'General Strize
to kick the Tories out! see it that way too. It makes some Senses
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Short of revolution, the way to zet the Tories out is to force an
elections How to force =an election? Zy waking the government unable
to govern. The only means of doing that open to rank and file work-

ers is industrial action. So why not the maximum industrial action,
lees general strike?

It's a profoundly reformist argument, because it sees the general
strike purely as a pressure on parliamentary politics, It is also
unrealistie, But 1t makes more sense than 'Gerneral Strike to kick
the Tories out' as a slogan under which to continue a general strike

rnice an election has been cdled,

Why 1s the Gerneral Strike being continued? To get more votes for
Labour? General Strike to win the electicn? How? To get a more left-
wing Labour goverrment? How? Or because we do rot accept parliament-
ary elections? Then why are we saying 'kick the Tories out! rather
than 'kick the bosses out'? Or do we think that we can push Lazbour
into organising a revolutionary uprising? S

Wo: once an election is on, the way to kick the Tories cut is to (
vote Labours. A 'Ceneral Strike to kick the Tories out' may make sense
to workers as a way to force =n election, but not as a way to win
votes! The slecgan 'Ceneral Strike to kick the Tories out! woild
completely disarm us when trying %o argue agalnst use of an eleation

3

e¢azll by the tourgeoisie to demobilise a gereral strike,
y rg g

Y, 'LINITED DEVANDS!

"i's position Is further illozieal since it conceives of
ralsing the general strike slogan for objectives which

are surely pore limited than forcing the elected government
cut of office - i.e, to reverse particular policies (e.g.
to k11l tne bill). All the argunments against our position
apply with greater force to his own",. »

No. The fnitial demards for a general strike will be limited;
that's a fact that we have to relate to and can't change at will,

Lo P

The government may take fright and grant the demands immediately,
If it Joes, 1t makes no zore sense to bemoan the faet that the ' {
general strike has rnot led further than 1t does routinely each evening
to temcan the fact that the workers have not taken powér that day,

if the general.strike does not "prove victorious immediately by
the threat alone" (Engels), then it rapidly transcends its initial
demands and poses the guestlon of who rules: workers or bosses,
We nave to propose a strategy for victory, i.e. an appropriate chain
of transiticanzl Jezarnds, The problem with 'General Strike to kiek
the Terles out' is that it shies away from a strategy for victory.
it evales the question cof which class will rule, and looks instead
at wnich party will govern. It direcis the working class towards
Suzeing the guestion of rpower, ’

Temands like 'Smash the Industrial Relations Act! or '35 hour

vweek now' or "Work-sharing without loss of pay'! are limited but
not limiting. 'XKicx the Torles out' is not only limited but also
{in a general strilbe) limiting, :

B RTINT TR e A T e

e 'MINDLESS MILITANCY?®

e

"The alterrative is just to say '"Sereral Strike! withoak
at this stzge cetting an objective. That A will
surely asree 1s real mindless militancy“.

Mot quite. Cbviously when we raise Genersal Strike as an



irnrmediate agitational call to action, we have to te precise akcut
imrediate demands, Fut in making propzganda (i.e. relatively full
explanations to a relatively limited audierce), I don't see vhy

we can't explain the General Strike as a yaluable weavon ind the
working class arsenal which can be appropriate in struggles arising
out of limited deinnds but which has revoluticnary potentials

In the same way, We mzke progagzanda, e.g. for occupations and flying
pickets, without always specifying exactly what positive demands
they may be linked to.

- The I-CL has explained the Gereral Strike in this way over the
last 18 months, also raising it more agitationally at time. So far
as I can understand, the French Trotsikyists raised it in this way
in 1935-6, for example, And Rosa Luxemburg argued for the German
Social Democracy to ralse the mass strike in this way, specifically
opposing the idea that it should be tied precisely to just one
possible issue -~ defence of the workers! right to vote.

"To fix beforehznd the cause and the moment from and
in which the m2ss strikes in Cerrany will break out is
not in the power of sccial democracy, tecause it is not
in its power to bring zbout historical situaticens Ly
resoluticns at party congresses". '

('Tre ¥ass Strike!')

6. V"IHE MILLION DIFFERENT

FOSSIRILITIES!
"A's rote cseexs to exslude arything tetween the dezand
for a revolutlicnzry governnent on the one hand and an
ordinary old . pezcelful general election on the other,
Zat if a generzl strike 4i1d force a general election
the situation weould be cre of tune million different
possibilities tetween these two extremss, It would be

e

certainly unlike any general election ever seen before",

Yes, a gereral election follewing a general strike would be
cut of the crdirnary. Even with wuy "mind-toggling laeckx of imagina-
tion" (38 again), I can thirk of a few possibilities,

* A election like France 1948 or Australia 1975 (after the
Gevernor-General 'sacked' the elected Labour government), when
the Right wins heavily by teing a nore convincing Party of Order
tran the workers' parties., The workers! partles lose because they
seex to have rvthing to offer tut protests - no positive solutions,-
and/or no ability or will to fight for their solutlons. .

* An election where a 'centrist' bloe wins by presenting itself
as the only force capable of 're-unting the nation'. In Zritain
we might get a SDP/Literal/Tory 'wet' bloe., Active strikers might
well vote for such a blocs: don't workers often say that they strike
rct out of choice but kzeause the harsh confrontztion policles of
the manageuent lezave thenm rno crticn? We had this sort of develep-
rent, in a small way, in February 1974, with the big Liberal and
SNP votey, and a low Labour vcte, » ‘

* in election like April 1975 in Fortucal (after the defezt of
Sinola's coup attenpt on ¥arch 11) - with the worrers! parties °
winning a majority "ut unable and unwilling to do znything with
that majority to solve the sceial crisis,

* An election like 1919 in Cerzany whren a cornServative worxers!
party wins, with the vctes of newly-arcused worxkers whe identify
that party with socialism, and uses its victory to organise
scounter-revolution, :
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whatever the wvariant, revolutirrzriec could te active to gcod
effect, We might even have scme weizht 1n determinine vhich
variant ererged. 3ut in a gereral strike, achieving workers' .
power 1is an immediate possibility, and ocur task 1s to try to
develop towards making it a reality,. :

. All these variants are variants of what might happen after
the general strike fails to achieve that immediate task,

The working class that ducks the irmediate task (or allots it
to its parliamentary mislesders) must expect a backlash from the
bourgeoisies The revolutionary organisation that ducks it proves
i1tself unworthy. And for the revoluticraries to console themselves
with the thought that the ensuing election will present millions of
possibilities, is also unworthy,

7+ "GENERAL STRIKE FOR A WORKERS! GOVERIMENT"

Some conrades in the I-CL have posed the question: dcesn't our (i
call for a Worxers! Government change the terms of the argurzent,

as compared to 1672-4? Can't we ncw vose GSKTO in terzs of

'General Strike fcr a Workers! Government!'?

his might be valid if the transforcmation of the Labour rarty
were mich further advanced than in faect it is. But in reality a
Latour Sovernment elected now In the afterzath of a Gereral St—7'a
would be a conservative Labour Goverrrente It would haove Foc.”
Leader and Healey as Deputy. It vould have policles Tirnly
capitalism, '

It mignt rrove unstable over the years, as the labour roverent
used 1ts right to re-select VMFs and re-elect the Leader arnd
Deputy. But the Labour Party appsaratus has enoucgh 'dead weight! to
act as an effective conservative force in the weeis and months
fellowing a general strike, It cculd. even - with the assistarce of
the trade union tureauecracy - use that reriod %o purge the miii-
tarts and make sure the Lakour Government was pnot destabilised
lzter,

In any case, to opt for a minimal outccme from a General Strike
(1.2 such a Labour Government), on the caleulation that it would
allow revolutlonary possibilitles later, is not a Trotskyist
approachs, And would we get even that minimal outcome? A gereral -
strike 1s nct the way to get a general election. And the Toriles
could well win a general electlon forced on them by a general o’

C

in the early 1970s4 a favourite argument of Gerry Healy's was:
'The working class which has dealt with the Tory masters will know
how to deal with the Labour servants!, Or:

"Orce the werring class has teen mebilised in a geriol
strize to force the Tories to resign, it will be zble
to deal with the traitors inside the Labour Party and the
trade unicnse It would have the strength to force cceinl-
ist policles on a Labour governument returned by dirccd
class actionese. With such rolicies forced on it Ly the
strength of the working class, a Labour government could
not be the same as previous Labour governments”
‘ ('Workers Fress', 1972).
It sounds good, but it's pure bluster. The lesson of the 197Cs
1s that the working class knew fairly well how to deal with the
Torles, tut was crippled by the fact that its best political slogesn
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was just 'kick the Torles outt., T

\ t 814 not zrow at all sc well
how to deal with the Labour leaders., And the Labour leaders than,
by their inability to deal with capitzlism's crisis, helped-the

Tories back into pover.

It's easy to give a revolutiocnary gloss to 'Gereral Strike to
kick the Tories out' by saying, "A gereral electicn after a general
strike could never be the Saze as an crdinary general election”,

“A Labour government brought to power ty a general strike could
never be the same as an ordinary Labour government". But these are
consolaticng, not useful strategic information. '

8, TEE EEST WE CAN HOFE FOR?

In the jJoint NC discussion on the General Strike, XKW argued that
the fundamental error of the I-CL position was that we believed

a revolutionary insurrection was possible in Britain in the near
future., In reality, he said, rno such outcome is possible. There-
fore the test we can hope for from a general strike 1is the general
electicn which is like no previous generzl electlon, the Lakour
government which is like no previous Labour goverrzent, ete - and
we relate to that,

Other WSL ccmrades have sald they disagree with ¥W, Bat I think
KW's argument sharply expresses the logie of, for example, BS's

presentation, or rL's contributicns in the Joint NG,

A general election li%e rno previcus gererzl electlion, or 2
Lakour government like no prrevious Labour government, is perharc
a desirable goal as ccopared to today's situztion, Fat it is not
a desirable goal furing 3 general strike or for 2 general strike
- unless that general strike actually has no revolutlocary
pessibilitles,

Given the strength of reformism and the weaxness of the Trotsky-
ists, we might indeed very likely te defeated in fighting for a
revolutionary developzent of a general strike in sritain in the
pear future, But we can't set a limit in advance. We have to fight
for victorvy - so that if we are jefeated, it is not because of our
cwn veaxness and slowness, and so that we can rally and educate
the best militants. If we do not fight for victory, we remove
ourselves as a factor in the struggle striving for victory (bx
way, initially, of putting appropriate political persypectives),
and ve make ourselves into a force striving for sozethie less
thar victorv. - . co

NoopToTTR T UMY
9, A NOTE CON HISTORY

The recent history of the general strike slogan in Zritain tegins
in the early '7Cs, when the SLL rzised it iIn the noverent agalnst
the Industrial Relaticrns 3ill, As noted abeve, They raised 1t In
the form, 'General Strike to kick the Tories out', explicitly
meaning 'Gereral Strike for 2 gereral election',

1S (now SWP) picred up the Gereral Strike slegan gzsually frow
time to time retween 1970 2rd 1974 - scmetices, for exanpla,
blszcning it as the front-pzge headline witheat 2 word of text
explaining how, or why, or what it meant. Occasionally they used
"Cereral Strike to wick the Tories cut! without any farther
explanation. In July 1972, when mzss strike moverent develeped
against the jailirg of 5 dockers, they dithered ard fgiled to call
for a general strike until the TUC didsse

During the pericd in 1972 vhen +t.e Gereral Strike was really
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on the agenda, the ING stuttornly onrcsed tke slogan, arguing for
'rounded political explanaticns! rather than 'calls to action',
With magnificent inaptrese they changed their line just as-the
General Strike went off the immedlate agenda.

They proposed 'General Strike to kick the Tories out!. At first
they justifled it in typileal logic~chopping terms: we are for
smashing the state, the government is part of the state, therefore
we are for smashing the governrent, and we sre for using all means
necessary, therefore 'General. Striﬁe and all means necessdry to
kick the Torles out'...

This rigmarole was rationalised, during 1973, with the theory
that the Tory government was the only possible government for the
bourgeoisie. The Tory governnent's policies were described as the

arious arms of an octopus -~ the answer was to slay the octopus,
(But of course, most of those !Tory' policies could be, and were,
in essentials continued by a Labour government....)

. During winter 1973-4, the IMG's sgitation for 'General Strike {
to kick the Torles out! tecame hysterieal, When an electicn was )
called, the General Strike agitation was ccntinued with the
argunent that General Strike action would help teat the Tories at
the polls. The elimax was reached when the election results were
announced and Heath hesitated a ccuple of "days tefore resigning. -
The INMG issued a btroadsheet calling for a General Strike and for.
the Labour Party %o ignore Heath and seize power unila*ernliy

. In line with the thecry that the Lury gevernrent was the cnly -
‘possible governzent fer the bourgeoisi le, for several months 1n 197 2
the IMG compared the new Labour government to the Allenae government‘
in Cnile. ‘

A big minority insmde the IVG opposed the. qystcrical headline~
every-issue use of ' General Strike to kick the Tories out' - and
also proposed a dwzferent rationalisation of it., They proposed a
parallel agitation for ccuncils of action. The General Strike
should then be prcposed to kick the Tories out and’ reolace them by
a government based on those councils of action.

~ This was, in Trotsky's words “"to try to appease the hanger of
today with the diriner of tomorrow" How can we call on workers to
strike all-out to give power to councils which don't yet exist? -

However, this IM3 minority position 131 as far as I can see, =
the only aiternative ccrerent version of 'General Strike to xick

the Tories out' to the €LL 'General Strike for a general election!
version, The WSL's present positlon, it seems to me, is a sort of
mixtuhe Jbetween the SLL and IMG minority posit¢ons.
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IB 105 - Deseent to the pits!

IB 105 is a wonderful example of the level of distortion to which
Qarolan (with,presumably,the endorsement of the EC,since the document
is ?by Chrolan,for the EC") has now sunk.
Before the suspension of the faction over 50 members of the League
S}gneGFa call for a special conference to discuss the internal
situation - precisely because we foresaw expulsions being pushed
through without any opportunity being given the membership to reach
its own conclusion after full debate on whether the fusion was deagd.
At the spec@al NC on 31st March I moved the resolution from S.W.London
bragch calling on the NC "not to expel,or start procecdings of expulsion
against the faction without full consultation withi the membership."
(1 moved.the motion since the 2 NC members of that branch,Callalghan
and-Collins,declined to do so.Neither Callaghan,who originally supported
the resolution,nor Collins - who abstained - have explained why they
came round to voting for suspensions on 31lst March,Collins has even
written an IB which docs not raisc this question).
In addition,Parsons moved the resolution from Coventry branch adong
similar lines which included the clause "We call on the NC to opposc
any expulsions before the special confcrence has discussed the intermal
situation", ‘ A _
As well as procecding with suspensions,rcjceting these resolutiouns,
the NC majority also ignored the call for a spccial conference signed -
by well over thc requisite 25% of the membership.The resolution passed . i
says: CooTr T
"The constitution stipulates that when 25% of the wembers want -a
special confercnce it shall bc held.This NC believes that the spirit
of the comnstitution - the spirit of the class struggle end of revolut-
ionary Bolshevism - gllows the NC awccrtain lceway in interpreting
the constitution to take account of major cvents in the class struggle
*»1like the miners' strike,
* On the question of a conference,the NC therefore resolves to bring
‘forward the date of the regular conferencce (at which any resolution,
dvcuments ctc., can be put,and a new NC will be ¢lected), The 1984
confecrence of the WSL will be held not more than 6 wecks after Khe
end of the mibers! strike,or not later than 3 months after March 31lst,
whichever falls thce soonest."”

The red herring of the mintrs' strike,continually brought in as a
'recason' for not holding a conference is shecr demagogy.The history
of our movement (or at lecast,the healthy side of it)includes holding
a founding confercnce during a rcevolution (Germany 1918-19) and o
during a world war (SWP USA 1940,at which,incidentally, the opposition
were not expelled,even though they opposcd defence of the Scviet :
Union in an imperialistk war).The implication (a lie!) is that those
calling for a special conference are not intecrested in working around
the miners' strike.The point has been made scveral times that if
the NC wajority werc so kecn on working around the miners' strike
they should choose such a.time to tear the organisation_apart.

“Lets return ta IB 105.After rejecting resclutions calling for no
expulsions before conference,after rcjeceting the call for a special
conference,Carclan then attempts to use Protsky against those

who arc still attempting té prevent the wrecking of the WSL as if
we wanted WSL policy dcecided by referendumlCarclan has the audacity
to quot¢ 'In Defence of Marxism': ) .

nfnstead of a ccnvention it is sufficient to introduce a counting
of local votesY :




Comrades,WE called for a convention,this was rejected by the NC
majority,Trotsky quotes cannot be used tc tell us that black is
white!Carolan has accused the faction and others cf lies and Cist-
ortions,doesn't such a blatant and gross distortion of events stick
in the collective gullet of thec EC?

April 14th - A Waste of Time?

The resoclution passed March 31st says that the suspended members
will be "given due constituticnal notice that a motion for their
expulsion will be brought to thé NC on April 14th,."IB 105 now says
something completely different:,This dccument,endorsed by the EC,
states quite clearly:

"Until the conference,the NC cdecisioc stands".

Not 'the EC recommends',no it is quite explicit - 'the decision stands:
Carolan abolishes the rcle of the NC at the stroke of a pen,

When Ommission becomes Distortion,.

In the extremely cynical 'building the WSL' section of IB 105
Carolan writes "The second part of the March 31 NC,discussing the
miners' strike,was the most fruitful political discussion we had had
for a very long time,"

What Carolan 'accidently' fails to mention is that Cunliffe,who has
been attacked at least as much as the faction,is called a satellite
of the faction,and whom Carolan hopes will eventually leave with the
faction;Levy,who is described as the Fenner Brockway of the League;
and myself (broad-church Trotskyist,plebiscite mongerer,wholemeal
lifestylist?) were present for that discussion an¢ took an active
part in thet discussion.,The impressicn is given that once the
troublemakers had gone we could get down to 'fruitful political
discussion',How is this so if some of the'troublemekers' were still
present?

Postscript to March 3lst

Two events relat ed tc¢ the special NC of March 31lst should make
‘some members think about just how righteous and honest the NC
majority has really been in this whole affair.

‘1) It was arranged in advance that the locks would be changeq at
the centre anéd for various comrades to be present 'for security'
before any decision was taken by the NC. '

2) Objections were made at the NC that,on arrival,we were handed

a document(IB 99) containing a 2000 word resoluticn on the suspen-
sions.Jones challenged it on the basis that the EC of Thursday
29th March had been told that 'a resclution may arise cduring the
course of discussion at the NC',and that none was yet written.This
was not denied.IB 99 hardly nrose during the course of discussion!
Hill t512 me after the NC +hat the resolution was written on the
Priday.In fact there are two witnesses to the fact that this
resolution was being produced(not merely written!)at the centre

on Thursday 29th before the EC tock place.Who are the liars and
deceivers?The only possible explanation for this uncerhand way ol
operating is that Carolan and others were scareC of the members
(including EC and NC members entitled to see resolutions in acvance
of the NC) being aware of their plans before the NC,

_ Gunther,Brent 12/4/84






