THE CRISIS IN THE BRITISH SECTION.

The debate on the Malvinos has shaken up the Workers Socialiest league. It has
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forced comrades to think anid %o gquestion the position that we took on the War.
Some comrades have since argued that duvring the debate, other questions started
to be formulated ana that the dispute ceased o be solely about the Malvinas
War with Argentina. In a sense they were both right and wrong, as was “he case
in the debate about Paragrapiy ¥ of the Constitution of the R.3.D.L.P. in 7903,
+ha debate remained on the topic in question, the Malvinas Var in our case, but
h = reaching congseguences,
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This document arises out of that debate in an attempt to un
to the position that we argued throughout the War and is wirit
fow ex=ICLers who voted with the Tendency

Tne 1CL_Conference Debate about the S@ Turn in 19€0.

Comrades who were in the ICL in 1980 will remember the. debate arcund the S® turn.
I then, pressated a document called "Counter Proposal" to the idea of the S@ tura.
Lovking back on it, it was a very weak document, but it did however point to

the guestion that was on all the ICL comrades minds at the time, the question

of convergence.

The idea of convergence as presented by the ICL leadership, was that the Broad
erouns around @, would over a period of time be drawn into being art of the
~ - , i

ICL. The argurent being that there was a layer of miiitents in the L.P, who
woald not be won directly to Trolskyism, but were prepered 1o work with us.
Once we had them organised arovnd us then we could systemnticlly educate them
and through joint work win them over to the ICL.

In "Counter Proposal", the question of convergence was raised in practical
terms}
n4 Does convergence take place all over the country at one go? If so what
about the major differences between local groups, some will be ready to
join before others, cthers wilil oppose it and could well be totally put -
off by the manceuvre.

"o Do we converge when it suits the local group? Having converged does that
prohibit us from setting up ancther grovp in the same place? If we do,
wouldn't an element of continuity be good? So that the roposal for converg-
ence is in practice dropped. Having now created permanent groups based cn
minimal activity, what does the Teague hold out to those in the S¥ groups?
Tnerecased gubs, another naticnal conference, more work or perhaps membership
of a ' cliquey club."(Counter-Crposal, Evington. ICL I842)

There were no minutes of the confexrcence circulated to the membership and I do

not nzve a copy of the 1CL leadership's document which for security feasans, was

totally withdrawn. But the ICL leadership argued for convergence to take place

within a year at least. The jdea that convergence should not take place, vas

dongerous Liquidationism, aithough Cde Xinnell conceeded that some
iz poaition from a liquidationi

dismigsecd

comrades were supporting I
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In the ICL IB 43 "3* Groups and the Teague- Problems and Tasks! Cde Macauley
quotes from *the Conference document;
njjere and now it must be understood that the proposal to do mos? of‘our
practical work through the 3% groups will be 2 for@ula for 1iqg1dat1ng the
League organisationally unless it is linked to a f;Fm perspectlYe of
developing and hardening these groups towards a serious standard of
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discipline, i.e. convergence." ) :
The pexspective cf convergdence hasn't been heard of in the last year and a nalf,
X * the Lengue has been avoided becauvse during
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however the complete liquidation o
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and after the fusion, no one bothered to explain through the IBs just what the
idea of convergence and the relationship of S@ to the League, actually was.
Therefore the rank and file of the cld W,S.L. did not readilly accept it.

Thp other rewson why organ*aaﬁlo“rl ligquidation nas been avoided; was spelt out
in "What was wrongz with the 5% nd why there ghould no3
in which he raised serious QObutS about the reality of the
€h¢&h:ncs of <he poiple ¥ were cupposct te he drawing around us in the IR, The
p"q, ise of the last 3 years , hab ghowa that Cde Cale in his document, was
largzly right and even where those people hesve exls ed they have tended to
(e2 ; r own orgﬁnisaVLO“s such a8 London oW S| ‘de Cale noted
then that such veople saw "S¥FV as quu a front for
were somewhere on the periphexry of the revolutionary left”.
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What has lacking in the WSL is that given the understanding of the dangers
of liquiﬂ“n' onism from the S@ turn, and the fact that it has not followed the
hips' expectations, why has there not been any analysis of the

n attempt to rectify our orientation.

ICL lead
failure and

P

™o Need for Convergence Now |

he S@ tura has of course brought some people around us, certainly not the
massive nuambers that were expsected. But obviously we have to take these people
into account.

The idea of convergence is that the S@ groups should become politiecally closer
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to us and then they fuse with the WEL, In- the present climae it is imperative

hat his haprens. We are in a situavicnvhere theére is @ real po: iiity of our
right to be in the LP at ull being challenged. In such a situstion we will
obviocusly needto ve flexible, but at +the same time and more importantly we

need to have a clear profile of how and why we differ politically from the
Reformist Left. We need a paper that puts over a t*ULSKY1”t progrenme for the

(.

er
resent struggles (after the 1937 IP conference when the Lefi were hammered,
tihe ‘Militant'! carried its f 11 programme in the Novembzr issne., Slightly
j different firom S@7;. It is only through having a clear analysis and e distinet
o+
(W)

w2 will win thoze seriuos veople around us in the IP

alternstive nrogramme tha
being threatened with exclusion from the IP.

in a period when we are

The alternative to convergence and a tightening up of the paper, is to lose
those peopile we have managed to draw around us, when the going gets tough, due
to a lack of a clear perspective or far worse, to sacrifice our political
progremme and independance and press to stay with them.

There is of course a seriuos problem here in that convergence isn't something
that can be done cold, without a material basis for wining the local groups to
us. This was something that was completely lacking in the understanding in the
ICL debate of 1980, and it has been lacking in the understanding of comrades
since then, although unconsciously. i* has been recogniseé& by the failure to
carry through convergence. Convergence can only be based on joint work outside

of the LP, in struggles such as the NHS dispute. The reason being that the

majority cof the people in the S@ groups are from the IP. To break them from
reformism, we have to demonstrate the weakness of their politicalideas ihrough
struggle. The LP is their ideological home. The struggle inside the ILP is
about the righits of revolutionaries and specifically democratic centralists to
remain in the IP. The people in the S@ broad groups do not face, at this
moment the same attacks dirsctly, and may not understand the importance of
democratic centralism , unless they can be won to our politics in other
situations. In these circumstances, we need to take them into struggles and
fight with them for our programme. The fact that we haven't developed a
specific programme for the major dispute of the class at the moment, is not
gccidental but part of the same overal problem - namely that we have allowed
ourselves to become an organisation which has abandonned the method of
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Marxism and the direct fight for our programme, and replaced it on the one

hand a regurgitation of the"great theorists"; Marx, Lenin and Trotsky and to a

. B 22 ] s . .
lesser extent Engels and Cannon, and on the other, drifting into political
: : ice, for example substituting for the United
Front tactic the idea of "staying witt
" . - . . . % ‘ L =0
ise with them , by limiting our politics,.,instead of "marching separataly and
. - . % =. D S e Lol Laall

qaccommodation to reformism in practi
h the Left" and gaining agrecment to organ-
striking together.

Revisionism and Entryism,

It may seem bizarre for a group which is operating inside the LP to ask itself,
what it thirks it is out to achieve by entryism. It is only more bizarre when
the group in question doesn't really have an answer. So what are we doing, as
Trotokyists, working inside the IP, the party of reformism, and what do we
hope to arhieve? 2

The standard trotskyist reply is that we are working inside the LP, because it
has the active allegance of the mass of the working class, and is open, to a
certain extent, and will allow us to argue our politics openly. This is very
much in line with Cde Lenin's reasoning when he pointed out that "The B.S.P.

can openly say that Henderson is a traitor and still remain in the labour Party"
and argued that "In the case of the Labour Party, it is a question of cooper=-
ation of the advaneced minority with the great majority of British Workers".
Lenin does however also make the point in the same speach "Prove to me ... that
we will be prevented from exercising our right of criticism in there. Only if
you prove that will you be able to prove that Cde Mclaine (who supported working
inaide the IF) is wrong"(Lenin spesch at 26CT New Parks p70).

The resson we are carrying out this tactic is, of course, 10 break workers from

quch a tactic is not however, overriding. In International Communist nol (the
theoretical journal of the ICL),the relationship of our present entryist tactic
and our wevolutionary princlples was aynmmed up very clearly: e

nSuch work must be seen as a TACTIC not a STRATEGY. Its guiding pr%n01ples s
must be the idea that the direct struggle of the working class is prlmary, above
any parliamentary or Labour Party considerat%ons. That }dea determines both the
political CONTENT of such work = the revolutionary PHOGRAMME mus@ never be
subordinated to the. TACTIC - and *he method of work - always trying to turn the

.

lLabour Party OUTWARDS". (IC1 p12).

It is of paramount importance that this is not forgo?ten! ig the present
period, because there are disturbing signs of confusion ;n51§e t@e League, aih
to how we should orientate ourselvess The old ICL 'was of the view (a§ w?s e
.01d WSL, but my concern is ith the old ICL), that the central focushab all
Ltimes, wes the work place. That the working class, congregatedﬂby tu? needs
‘of Capital,is sirongest at the point of groduotio§: The reason oelzg ihat at
the point of produciion, workers congregated togexner can act togi:?e% ani+as ¢
part of the alass are able to atteck directly tne’ret%rns O%.Cipl:a% 1nve;?men
throuch strike action; etco It is this power and Fhe iact.ol t“? gongrfga :u?gh
of workers into osmall areas, where they are'able to organise, na? dlsJinggéiéis
tha urban proletariat from all other exploited anq ?ppressed segtlonslor 8 Ve
while other exploited and oppressed sections mayL%naeed pliy mago;brg es ;nthe
struggles, it would be wrong to .look to such sections for the bai; :hiheo
revolutionary cadre. Obviously it would algo be wrong 1o ?ssume li; ¥ i
proletariat is male and hetrosexual and white, and often uhose_iec *pig ‘of
aren't are at the forefront of the strgggle! for example FEe ap y ?2oséziion
the S.P.D., in 1914 to take an Internationalist stand was the wWomen 'S .

/Tt is also to the actual workers on the shop floor rather than even those who
hold positinns of effective leadership in the 1abour movement, to whom we

orientate, not the union buresucrats and Labour M.P.s and Couneillors, however
T~y
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useful and beneficiary that sympathetic Officials can be. It is obvious that
the shop floor workers have a qualitively different relationship to Caplta%

than “hat —elgtionship to Capital thet Union Officisls , whq are better paldﬂand
tend to rnave a managerial lifestyle on the one hag;'and M‘?rs gnd 90u301110~s
who are committied in most cases to monaging the British Capitalist State.

As i+ ig put in International Communigt 1 " The central focus of the Ieague's
work is the work place and the Trade Unions. Ve orientate towards the rank and
file, recognising the fundamental role of the Labour bureaucracy as "Labour
Licutenants of Capital"(p11),

Tt is with this in mind that the aguestion of what we are doing in the Labour
Party and where we ane going should be answered .

We are working inside the LP because it allows us to argus our politics in the
very heari of organised Social Democracy. It is obvious and has always been
obvicus th:t Social Democracy wasn't going to allow this to continue indefinitely
and the experience of the SLL not to mention earlier expulsions are only confirm-
ation of thi=z. Wha' we are beginning to see now, with the Right Wing in control
of the NEC is just that , Social Democracy moving to defend itself.
Tn a period of witckhimts, it is imperative that we are clear as to exactly what
our purpose and, tactics are. It is not a period when careless mistakes can he
made and got away. with. Firsily, a withhunt is above all else a heightening of
the siruggle between reformism and revolutionary socialism, with reformism being
on the offensive. As is normally the case, reformism being primarily pragmatic
and subjective, the struggle is started not on the theoretical plain but on
organisational grounds, since it is weakest on theoretical back up. It will win
if it can silence us, and thereby avoid having to fight on the theoretical plain.
Whether or not expulsion follow would depend on how succesfully we are silenced,
after 211 why destroy perfectly good slaves once you have enslaved them, which
is basically where we would be if we were effectively silenced. Social Democracy
will looss if it is unable to expel us or silence us and we are able feo fight for
our programme, It will also have loet if in the course of expelling us it is
«forced to expel part of its own left flank, since that is the major part of the
ntryist tactic, breaking off the left Social Democratic workers and winuing
them to revolutionary socialism. It is only through a political struggle that
such a break would cccur. The M.T.s attempt to fight the bureaucracy on
organisational grounds and shelving the programmatical differences has played
into the hands of the NEC. M.T. have scorned the political capital to be made
out of the Register and now have turned to the BOURGEOIS courts ! Something that
many of their own comrades must realise to be in total contravention of the rules
of the ILabour Movement.
| The importance of fighting the Register-is that it is over this question that
a clear split has occured inside Social Democracy. It is clearly seen as a
witchhunting manoeuvre by the Right wing. There has been a massive reaction
to it in the CLPs, and it is this that is of importance. It is of course true
as was pointed out in Socialist Organiser 103 that "According to the letter
of the Register regulations, the Socialist Organiser Alliance is perfectly
lawful". That of course is all well and good for the comrades in Socialist
Organiser Alliance. It would however be politically wrong for anyone consider-
ing themselves to be revolutionary socialists to accept registration, just
because they were able to. It is also obvious that the WSL is not able to
register, since we are a democratic centralist league with our own national
and international organisation. . '

However the politics of registering is to conceed to the reformist bureaucracy
the first battle, and. to politically'confuse our potential allies. Inevitably
the second battle would be quick as the registered group found the rules sudden-
1y changed and that they could no longer wregister and are therefore expellied.
In such a situation, the ability to fight back politically would be hampered,
because registering would have, not only cpmpromised the groun but also
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compartmentalised off from possible allies. As the saying goes "divide and
rule".

It was suggesied by Cde Kinnel and has now been endorsed by the NC that in the
event of S@ being prevented frow: being in the ILP, then we should wind up S@ and
instead involve oursclves with Tribune!] (WSL T321). Nothing shows the political
confusion of our leading comrades more ‘then thig idea.

In International Communist 1, the ICL correctly stated that "Strict ideological
clarification and self demarcation and an active struggle for communist consci-
ousness was to mark the Communist International"(IC 1 p10). Selling a Left
Reformist paper, even with articles fiom cur own comrades, will provide the
exact opposite, total political confusion about the distinction between ourselves
as revolutionsries with a Transitional Programme for achieving Socialism and the
reformist with 2 minimum programme for alleviating Capitalism's crisis. In the
game theoretical journal the ICL recognised that the Left Reformists did not
represent a proletarian wing (p11), given that the idea of selling their paper
and building their groups is to put it mildly - total liquidationism. It would
be wrong for us in sush a situation to consider ourselves even as principled
Trotskyists.

Back in 1979, Cde Kinnelwrote "We do however maintain an independant presence as
the ICL; we do however continue to see the spontaneous mass actic of the working
class - mainly at the point uf production - as the key to socialist politics.
If it becomes impossible to argue open revolutionary politics in the official
movement cr if the class struggle develops to a point where there is a real
contradiction in resources between relating to direct action struggles and
steady work in the official movement, then we will have to reasses tactical
aliocations"(ICL IB28 The SC__ & S@ Results and Prospects in our orientation

to political reformien). No ICL comrade could have thought or agreed that

our reassesing tactical allocations would mean closing down our independent
presence - at least in theory. Cde Kinnel should reread some of his earlier
writings and realise thet the need to "swim against the stream" has always

been part of being a revolutionary.

Finally since the WSL still stands by the first four congresses of the Communist
Tnternaticazli, hore is the first theses on the conditions of admission to the

Communist Inmternational: . . PR

"1. A1l propaganda and agitation must bear a really communist character and
correspond to the programme and decisionsof the Communist International. All
the Party's press organs must be run be run Wy reliable communists who have
proved their devotion to the cause of the proletariat. The dictatorship of
the proletariat must not be treated as a current formula learnt off by heart.
Propaganda for it must be carried out in such a way that its necessity is
comprehensible to every simple worker, every woman worker, every soldier and
peasant from the factsof their daily lives, which must be observed systemat-
ically by our press and used day by day.
"The periodical and other press and all the party's publishing institutions
must be subordinated to the party leadership, regardless of vhether, at any
given moment, the party as a whole is legal or illegal eco.
"Tn the columns of the press, at public meetings, in the trade unions, in the
co operatives - wherever the members of the Communist Tnternaticnal can gain
admittance - it is necessary to brand not only the bourgeoisie but also its
helpers, the reformists of every shade, systematically and pitilessly."

(2CCI Vol1 p3C4. New)

(Parks. )

Evington.
Oct/Nov.'82



