CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN WORKERS' rFIGHT

AND THE I. M G WORKERS' FIGHT
INTERNAL BULLETIN
no, 10, Decenher 1972,

*n the past period that our members have been de facto cooperating
> work - Ireland, in the LCDSU - and the question has been
Mng in other areas -~ Steel, Teachers. We welcome this

MG t> WP, 23 MNowenar,

an your part = the article in Workers Fight on Kronstadt
%) case. On our part we have previously explained our feats
“¢*n“1tivﬂ' of differences between our two organisations and have
wovalouslyy rafrained from public volemics. As we have also noted
- ~lities your vaner has not so far taken any vpositions which
le with the Fourth Internatisnal and has come osut against

: i .ax Democracy under the guise of '"Tory bhashing! and consider—
:ng the de pmen+ L cooperation 1in some areas of work, we find this growth
of aglzroﬁ+ p,ctirlanism disturbing. In order to discuss these problems, and
also thosc sreng where we are. or potentially will be, co-overating we
nronose a meeting between representatives of our iwo leaderships as soon as
possible. C(oncrete.y we propose Tuesday 28th November or Fiiday lst December.
As Cde. Hornung and Cde. Thomas had previously informally indicated they were
in favour of such a meeting, we hope this can be arranged.

Revolutionary ¢rectings. J. Ross (for IMG Political Committee).
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VR to IMG, 13 Dacember.

Dear comrvadsos,
Thanl you  for youar
televionrs, we are

: v of 23rd November. As we informed you over the
willing to meet you for a discussion and hope to do so0 on

x‘) o

Thursioy mber 14th.

Howevar. numbor of points, some »f them raised in your own letter,
which wa {y before a new series of discussions gets under way.
One 7 : drzvn from the breakdown of the last discussions (that is, your
abandin uLocu551ons) is that the basis on which any future discussions
taks ln aeet o olearly spelled out by both sides in advance of the first
meeting. 1if *the nxchanges are to serve any useful purpose or are to be any
mowa thon a pout of shadowboxing.

1) #e arc glad that you have 'noted' that WP and the IMG have common fields
of work. Why you have noticed this only in the "last period" we are at a 1loss
to know., If it is only now you notice it. you can't have heen paying much

attention for the Past year - indeed. for the past two years or more. Even when
WF was in IS, we had a common field of work on the Irish ouestion, the two
groups being for long the only tendencies working in the ISC. In actuality
the common fields of work have probably grown less since last May when you
unilaterally withdrew from the then discussions. We are still, therefore, not
at all clear as to what is new in the situation.

2) We. for our part, have noted and are disturbed by the fact that you have
systematically misinformed both the members of the INMG and those peonle on the
periphery of both zrouvs (1like for example the IS opposition group in Oxford)
who are interested in the subgect about the relatiosns bhetween WF and ING over
the vmast year.

Youu falsely wlace the entlre responsibility for the ending of the ‘negotiations!
with WF. According to the minutes taken by cde Hornung at the last meeting, you
undertook to convene the next-meeting; we agreed on jrint membership meetings
wherever both grouvs have vpeople (in Manchester such a meeting took vlace); and
we arrecd to initiate joint work in solidarity with the Vietnamese in face of
the 1S escalation of the war. What havpened ? You never re—-convened the nezdt—
iati-n mneeting, and brushed aside an approach from our then Iondon organiser for
a j+'nt membershiv meeting (to discuss among other things Vietnam work).

Trizw.. our woolng was less than ardento But to put ﬁut the story that we
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did indeed indicate willingness to discuss with you. And
hn g never had any other position. They were surprised to
~{ wour organisation apparently in comnlete ignorance of
+no discussions and under the mistaken impression that it
sosuinue them.,  Yet thelr discussion »f the matter with
s T no%, 1: seems, make any lasting imvression on that comrade.
Sﬁﬁru1y ai+e wards he vresented the same false version of the breakdown of the
cgiong to a wﬁmrqﬁe in Manchester.

rer, We =71 1hat Cde. Ross has told the Oxford ex—IS people that we
Ywers @0 seciirian that WF refused discussion, and had simply dismissed the
cncstion of the International when it left IS'. We will deal below with the FI.
¢ vpual record means that that sort of misinformation must be described

as simply lyis
Far Drom

%t against nxpulslan from IS you denaunced us to the IS

=3 of RM, giving them vronf of organisational 'disloyalty!
ofore a v:iuable weanon in the factional struggle. We

2z the imnlications of this piece of unprincivled facti-nal-
ntrist C1lifi itendency, precisely because we didn't want to

; come .in the way of discussion.

-mand of you now that the record on the past discussions should

e suralght, vt you put out a statement to your own members and anyone
i se interested i the matter, making clear exactly what did happen in the last
secussions.
) You state vau h e "scrupulously refrained from public polemics". Ve

:xing here. It certainly is not true. The document

i WF; one of your piecams on the Uganda Asians polon—
151+, = and, of course, last December you attacked us
noot important of all in the circumstances, organisation-
raation™ with the IS leadership that we had been naive

r>u for a preliminary discussion in response to the letter we
11 & ropresentative of the FI in November 1971 (as mentioned

ader Who Tou 2re 8

t has been of any concern t5 us, or likely to have any possible
:ﬂ«cxﬁuencc for us whether you attacked us or ignored us, was at that period
whon v~ were subject to the 'organisational' witchhunting of tJ\ I3 hacks.
Your public attack on us then was of great service to them. In view of your
behaviour then even if you had since refrained, "scrupulously” or otherwisc,
from attacks on us. we would still rebl &aat your attitude was like the now=
found "virtue" of the octogenarianj late?of little consecucnce,

In any case, we welcome open political discussion with other tendencies, and
cannnt see any virtue in silence. It is neccessary to make it nlsin to people
on the left what the palitical differences are. Provided the nccessary stand-
ards >f honesty and scrunul)usnoss are maintained, then oven polemics are
healthy.

4) Tour use >f the word "sectarian” is entirely vulgar, equating it, as it
does, with fzct%onallsm. That is a centrist, not a Trotskyist, doflnltlan of
sectarianism. *rotsky's best knowmdefinition of sectarianism (”abstract prop=
agandipt passivity of the Bordigist type") is one we feel the IMG, of all
groups in Britain, would do well to think about.

But even if we take the word as you intend it, then it is double and triple
nonsense to apply it to WF, and especially so of WF in its reclation to the
USPFI and the IMG,

Though know n to have expressed »nly critical support for the USFI, andto
have a differcent tradition, orientation, mecthods »f work, and history from the
TG, we were issued in November 1971 with _a completely nrovocative dictat
from Bmmseels. Such a communication eoul ?% ve the authority of its persuas-

veness, and therefore it had none: it received no sunprrt At all at our
November 1971 Aggregate.
Novertheless we went along to talk to you. Then you scabbed on us to tho
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28 2 respoinse to our Aggregate's rejection f the letter
o snlit with IS was not at all as messy or as debilitat-
=+ seadershin had tried to make it, and when y>u found
wouh a WF group of sbviosus viability, you again asked for
rowdiately, confining ourselves t9 a few restrained

sn a search for prints »f agreement.

o o oo 1ha not resent the attempt at a dictat (motivated presum—
snas v tha eadt o wisestimation that there were peosple in WR clamouring to
Tvi the THG sl sole Leld back/%he 'leadership'. Not that we misunderstood

iona: desisne, or falled o see the porlitical significCance of your
comton weirinoal manseuvre against us with the IS leadership. But we did want
potoon et cosondary things impede any prosvects of common work or the prssibil-
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i oyrmanigation which refused either to call a joint
srosmatz of the last meeting »f representatives >f the

cooimessoen Mhat o all the evidence of factionalism Hf the most

L 9UAE you chocsz $9 term "sectarianism”) is against you and

. Tight,

Lot Lt yourselves 1o speak of the 'inventiosn' »f differences.

w0 He are far too busy 'inventing' excuses for you and for the

vl wiaolh fosters you to have any powers of imagination left for

i 'differsrnes'. In any case disagreements with the TNMG are something

<uoore > thha we are ever likely t5 find a 'use! for, even if we were

tional' as vou mean to imply.

fwva we dnvenied drlirences with you ? Kronstadt ?  The article 82y S

St vorstanding the line »f the article we criticise is
- there had been new internal convulsions. That is
wononor 'invention' but legitimate comment on an atrocious
21dly wnt 7 1o maintain that it was unreasonable to attack
Trotezyret paper which deseribed the embattled azctiins of the
eyt sgy) in defence >f the Rovolutiom as aberrations, echoing
or o toe anarchists and the s>lidarityites ?

Shne fdea 2 Tinventing' differences first occcurred in the lettor from Bruss-—
2lg, I s a ridiculous piece »f self conceit on your part, and it would be nice
it yoa refrain from wasting our time »r straining our patience by raising it
after this. Inventisns ? You are a tendency which has actually lived through
the greatest uvsurge >f the class struggle f>r decades - without even proaducing
a workers' newspaver ! (Despite having. massive resources, by our standards at
least). You praduce a paper which has consistently turned »ut a series »f ofd
and sometimes weird lines. (We don't even have a theory abosut where the line
"Asians: Big chance for left" came from !) and which is most charitably summed
up as a long series »f blunders. ranging from y-ur bankrupt advicacy >f a mere
boyecstt of the NIRC, refusing to raise the ~ffensive slogan of the General
Strike, all the way to the recent - albeit brief - endrrsement ~f the settlement
forcedhn the Vietnamese veople by US imverialism as a "victory". Your current
issue achieves the amazing feat »f simply having n>thing - nothing ! - at all

on the AUEW fines crisis; perhaps it is sne way to avoid having t5 eat your
words afterwards....

Typical of the much vaunted IMG New Thinking is the idea in your recent
conference document that it is the 'concept' of the Epsch that gives rise to
the varicus key theories of Leninism~Trotskyism — including the theory of
imperialism ! (Which is back t» front mysticism basing the necessary premise
on its own conclusisne...)

And so on. Meanwhile the class struggle reaches the highest print for half
a century — = — and one or other »f the leaders »f the IMG slips a sheet »f
paper into his typewriter and begins to write yet an-sther d-cument based on
new "brilliant insights" to replace those of last m>nth >r the month before.

It is not, comrades, that we are "contemptusus'of theory"; but yours hasn't
stood up t» any of the tests >f the events of the class struggle in the last
tumnultuosus year.
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vrseiioal vrk is not untypified by your behaviour during the Manchester
eng ;J. Yoy :1.'

g .
Lot e

s ;xtwﬂw: 7hL“e you were ndothing but satellit es of the CP or the
AU@% Pursosrrat: £ L rying to enact in the real world the fantasies about
ynu/gc'a beeu ?ﬁ;;f o trhe pages »f the Workers' Press for years now. This was
no aceident, nor e ooloonsibility of some non-representative rank-and-file
memt~w, but wes the ¢lrost responsibility of one of the leaders of the INMG's

v UCulto s Hevniution™, tryingth apply the ideas of your conference

nts.

nave oot v iy from the elementary truths of the movement that you

o 1t perwstosaibie 5o have as a member a comrade who is a non-elected full=-

. afficial of .... the GMWU !

i the ecrisis last July you were without any slogans t> relate to the state

szt 2.7 (excevt ... Dictatorship »f the Proletariat), either the revolutiohary

"y oa georal <hrike (which implies the possibility »f the spening up of

L nolitical road, cutting through the normal institutions of

2. o even the reformist call for a Ilabour Government. Your

Cvr il revolution, in the best Bordlglsyétylo, bracketed
than any sther tendency (see the Left and the Crisis).

et > will no>t take & single step away from what we see as

wotitenni iy corroo and necessary, either to draw away from you or to move

cior v oyour oy loom less large on our horizgon than you imagine, comrades.
“, . truth you 1oom on sur political horizon at all only because the

oot against the secvs lan anti-internationalism which predominates on the
Lolocee ioft. and the ericuiing lies and myths of the "anti-Pabloites™, has
. oo, dedt. Lo marious reservations, the International of which
5o ot matie cuream Of the Trotskyist movement. The reservations
cooeze v onzent the discipline of the Internationals: this has
to us givit that the work which has allowed us to build WF as

wioney within the working class would have been impossible if we

» the discipline of the FI = andthe IIG majority.

b ceLw up in opposition to the ING and its cadres were formed vartly
goan oouderstanding of the inadeouacies of the IMG., The political breake

tk e
th rvqg; we achleved When we declared for critical supposrt for the FI didn't

materially change this, desnite its immortance for the develovment »f the
tendency in its severing of 211 contact with the camp of the irrational "anti-
Pabloite”™ bible—thumvers. those Ian Paisleys of '"Trotskyism! who stand block—
ing the light from any rational understanding »f Trotskyism.

In any case our support is and was criticzl support, and does not ignore the
opportunist andother faults »f the FI which were partly responsible for gemor—
ating the "anti-Pabloite" aberrations, or at least for giving them some
apparent credibility. Neither does it ignore the very bad role which the intor—
ventions of the Internatiosnil have 2lways played in the Trotskyist movement here,
right since 1938. Then, as you know, the group which was to prove the most
healthy in Britain was denounced as a "nationalist deviation, in essancoe
reactionary. The intervention of the FI centre thereafter led to the setting
up of the open Healy tendency (and moreover as a fundamentally reformist tond-
ency in the Labour Party); to the creation of the Grant tendency in 1957, or
at any rate to its resuscitation; and now to the creation of the IMG.

Our attitude has therefore been >ne of attempting a ratiosnal appreciation of
the history of the FI and the problefls of Trotskyism, utterly rejecting tho
SLL and OCI fables about 'Pabloism', but simultaneously resisting the lures of
the IMG approach which makes of the FIL a romantic shibboleth and nostrum,

For these reasons we have heen and are engaged in an internal self-clarific-—
atisn on the ocuestion »f the PI, as you know very well. It is only the gquest—
ion of the FI which makes any thought »f close collaboration between the two

rganisations even thinkable. Yet even here, the differences are substantial -
ouite apart from our critical attitudes to the USFI.

You make a fetish »f the International. Indeed, with»out the FI the IMG would
not survive in its vresent farm. But making an organisational fetish »ut of
an internatisnal does not make a2 national osrganisation internationalist, nor
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sencer L3 dmmune from the pressures »f chauvinism. This is anply demdnstrated
by vwoonuer o wiat the MG buckled under the pressure »f the chauvinist hysteria

¥ okt osesue last year, exactly as did all the other Zrouvs., Horo
0% tewvins time fHr internationalism and you failed it as miserably
BN steongest arguments used by Cliff against WP's campaign
itoin v o chauvinism was to point out that the British section of
b7 oownioh we had given critical support had done exactly the

* - didn't really have an answer to that one ese) As it
snrmomalist deviation' lacking, it scemed, your finely

: oy lucrnationalism', was yet the only tondency to stand up to
re of ciauvini.-,
Lixswise on the general strike question: we have based our approach on the
whole international exvwerience »f the general strike; you have tacitly confined
yruroslves to the very inhibiting experience »f the one catastrophic British
genaral striks,

The esnelusion we Araw is not then that an International is unnecessary, bhut
that there iy a zeed for » rational approach to the cuestiong and that your sort
PRANICE © the caestion can lead to the most worthless and hollow 'inter—

Lok stice.
©v: pussible and may be useful. Though it scems very likely to
o weeoard of hostllity to WF and the various sudden switches in
. ywvards us, that your current initiative is seen by the ING
senooinlp as what we believe you refer to privately as a "unity »ffensive”.
(W - s+ helieve ‘here is 2 genuine feeling amongst many IMG members for unity)
Pirg Gy ~nd useful taings occasionally result from bad motivatiosn.

»Y Certain changes have uvaken place since the last discussisns, WP has been
congoiidated ard atalliend as an independent organisation, doing an amhunt »f
work ir the elawss which we think bears very favourable comparissn with yours,
despite ths o “n 1 ratio of membership in your favour and even measured in
abshlute terms. We will not see it jeovardised; vractical c¢ollaboration in
varisue Ticlds will for us devend primarily -n the likely effect sn our -wn work.

Any discuseions with the IMG cannot place in ouestion the organisational
integrity »f our group, whether motivated >n “Me iscue of the FI, or motivated
on any other pretext. All pdlitical relations between the two grouns must be
through the elected leadershivs: s> far your approaches to our 1scal groups
have had more the character of would-be »rgainisational raids than anproaches
from one demdcratic centralist oSrganisation to another.

¢) The current discussion on the FI is the business only of WF; the groupts
organisational integrity as an independent organisation will remain invislable
thr>ughout this discussion. The vmrpose »f this discussisn is t> decide how,
when and if the organisation is going to> frrm any internatisnal »rganisational
links. Any attempt. such as varisus incidents in the past (eg the letter from
Brusseels turned 'open letter') to intervene from sutside in the demoertic
processes dr to affect its decisions. will be treated as a hostile act which
will lead t> a brezk in relations.

d) While we are not prepared t> offer the IMG any general privileges in Hur
internal discussion on the FI, we want to reouest, through its British section,
that the USFI furnish us with the documents concerning the current thinking of
the USFI in the prevarations frr the 10th World Congress.* It is >hviously
essential for any thoroughgoring discussisn by us of the current ideas »f the
USFI. We want documents rather than, at this stage anyway, »ffers >f speakers,
because 1t is important t5 consider the issues calmly, in depth and »sn their
merits without the intrusinn »f organisatisnal factionalism by or on behalf of
the IMG which would be inseparable from the varticipation »f non-WF members in
the discussion. We would »f course offer the necessary guarantecs regarding
the restriction »f circulati-n >f such material.

¥ At the meeting, the IMG agreed to this recuest. However, they have since
reneged on the agreement.
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In additi-n. we would like simply t> know the USFI's position »n the alleged
revdrte »f o Crmmissiosn on the Ceylonese sectinn 2t the 9th World bangress,
which havc been vublished by the US Soartacist League. (You will certainly have
‘had 2 copy). Theosc "repdrrts" concern vroblems more serisus thak the SLL's
>hvisus slander tant Sala Tampne is a CIA agent, and if genuine are quite
disturbing. Wo want ty know if the USFI 2dmits »r denies that these documents
are 1mthentic. ™

vyrs fraterncioo the Steering Chmmittee »f Workers Fight.,

Cme. IMG "rofused 5 comment" on this cuestion at the mesting.



