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TENANTS ! FRACTION REPORT (1
Roy ERateclif fe.

. The Tenants Fractiom has heen unable . to function as a living organ of our
group. As 'leader' of the group I have been unable 1o give a lead bhecause the
data on the strusgle which I have received has been, with a few exceptions, of
purely a local nature. Reports from most areas have boen svoradic and from
some areas non-existent. The almost total lack of coverage by the bourgeris news
media plus this sporadic nature of our group's revorting has made the formulation
of a national grouvp line impossible, '

Having said this. there are still some imvortant lessons to learn from the
tenants' struggle, althoush many will be missed through not being 'known'.

General. .

- In spite of the tremendous feeling of opposition to the 'Fair Rents Actty
despite the initially good work of many of our comrades; desvite the activity of
the other left groups; and desnite the examvles of working class militancy around
them which has been unsurvassed since the General Strike (eg Miners, Dockers,
Building Workers. etc) . the tenants who should have drawn strength from these
examvles have steadily, albeit in slow motion, folded up. Very 1littlé of the

-fight is left, and o2nly small pockets of resistance continue to exist,.
It is time. then, to begin to draw up the balance sheet and examine the
. 8truggle, to draw out the lessons. and formulate some versvpectives.

Workers Figbt.

To start with ourselves, we must be very critical. As a group which prides
itself upon being among the 'conscious' elements of the vanguard of the class, we
must examine our failures. We falled to correctly orientate the Tenants — this is
not surprising given our size., and was to be exnected. We failed to construct a
worked out national line ~ to some extent this has been dealt with in the introduc-
tion.
~ Our Tenants Suvplement, which was 2 he for us a major intavention tool,
failed to materialise in sufficient time to be used effectively. Given that de-
spite many renuests the branches did not send in reovorts on 2 resular hasis; given
the fact »f the comnlete Press and TV blackout of the tonants struggle, we suffered
the same desolate effects »f isnlation as the tenants did themselves. The differ—
ence 1s this: +the tenants had n» chnice in the blackout. We did. WVithout reports
only a clairvoyant »r a fool would have attempted ‘'t» formulate a correct line.
Like any »ther scientists, Marxists work on the basis of their theory, their
experience, and an 'undating' of information, on the field of their study. One
could imagine a3 skilled surgeon trying to operate on a patient, with his eyes
blindfolded and with thick leather gloves on. Without a continuous 'intake'! of
informatiosn from his eyes and fingers, all the exverience and understanding of
nedical theory would n»t ensure a successful operation.

The lessons for us are clear. VWhere the cavitalist news mcedia hlanket or
distoyrt informatisn which we need (which will freouently be the case as struggles
intonaiiy)‘we must see it as our first duty to renort regularly to »ur centre,
our fraction  or our cell. Where we intend to intervene with a paper 3r vamphlet
it must be vroduced Hn time.

Tenants Orzanisations.,

For the tenants themselves, we must consider the effects of the struggle
and its collapse. Initially many tenants exvected the Iabdur councils to bear
the brunt of the confrontatis»n with the Government (as happened with Clay Cross).
These tenants were late thercfore in assuming a 'role in the strike. By this time
many felt that it was to0 late to fight as some had started tn nay the increase.
Thus large numbers of those who were vprevared to fight felt they were svlit = and
they were right { This left a tiny minority who were usuaslly ar>und some group
or other who had had the foresight to build assosciationeg or committeces befrre-
hand. This militant minority could have become a strong vile of attraction, a
rallying vyint for the others. They did n»>t become this = why ? They could snly
have acted in this resolute determined way if they had vrevared precisely for
this contingency and had reacted with energy and vigour. Instead they (the mil-
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itants) were led to believe in the imm nent and easy success of their strugsgle.
Inflated figures »f those who were going to join the strike were bandied about

by some »f the left wing press and by many o>f the Tenants Association leaders
themselves, in an effort t» bYost morale. and encrurage the number »f waverers to
join the fisht. Conseruently, when the numbers did not materialise the waverors
fled and the militants themselves felt set back. Particularly significant in the
North West for this magical »ptimism was the 'Rent Struggle! broadsheet controrll-
ed by the IS, It was vublished resularly and given fairly wide distribution,but
despite this it never gained credulence precisely because »f its inflated fisures.
Another point here is the absence of any clear p>litical line in the 'Rents
Struggle'. In fact there has been no Marxist analysis o>f what the tenants have
been involved in at all, in the 'Rent Struggle' they have talked of ‘bad laws',
'we've worked harder for our poinds than they have', etc, but that is all.

Pergpectives for the Tenants sreanisation,

Since the Svecial Aggregate, only »ne repsrt has come in (Covéntry).ABut
I will attemnt to formulate some versvectives for sur tenants activity,

We must cons»lidate all the tenants osrganisations we - can, by formulating a
strategy which they will readily understand, which will strengthen those tcnants
still around, and which will link the tenants with the trade unio-n rank and file.

There may be a move amyng the strong assosciations fHr vutting up their
own councillors. we should not allow them to be drawn into this diversion from the
present tagks. Only in excentinsnal circumstances could this be encourage. Read
Workers Fight nn. 21. .

Amdong the weaker grouvs there will nrobkably be a mood for retreat in the
face »f failure. We must fight against pessimism and dissolution., Retreat can
only enter OUR thinking as a tactic, which oreserves the strength »f our forces in
crder to regroup for further strugoles. Therefore, wherce this is the vrevalent
mood, it MUST be accompanied by a nrogramme for regroupment. Wherever links have
been forged between tenant and tenant >r tenant and Trade Unionists, we must not
allow them to be broken. On the contrary, we must “¢rin to stronsthen thom and
build further links. Only on this basis can we think >f »r advoeate rctreat,
otherwise the retreat will become a rout, leading to demoralisati-n and naralysis
at the woutbreak of future struggles., If a tactical retreat is decided on, it
MUST be ANNOUNCED vuhlicly as a tactical retreat for regrouvment and further
struggle. Circulars should be sent >ut to Trade Union brances exvlaining the
nature »f the retrent. It should he annyunced to the local »ress as a tactical
retreat. In shori, we should ann»unce. it %o the broad labsour movement, we rust
make cloar the analysis of the failure of the tenants' struggle and the nature
of any retreat. These circulars must reach 41l those who have at some time been
invoylved in the strike and have verhaps given in, They should be encourage back
into the tenants associatiins on the ovrogramme of building links with trade
uniosnists, ete. _ ‘

Where the struggle against the Act has collapsed or has remained tiny we
should sound out the ides (sensitivoly) »f tactical retreat. Desnitc what some
might say., A regroumment far a vrogramme of retreat is a much more disciplined
and poisitive step than a gradual disintegration and TOTAL defeat.

Where there is 2 plit in the tenants sver whether to retreat or stick it
sut, we must vatiently voint »Hut the prssibilities and consecuences of both act-
ions and declare Hurselves willing to continue to fight a2long with them shHould
they wish to, but that we consider 2 tactical retreat and =an active building of
links the enrrect position to adoypt. If, in-snite of this, some do want to
continue, then the rest should draw up vlans to assist them if they are victim=—
ised, and at the same time begin the forging of links,

We must consistently viint out the weaknesses of the tonants movement and
the reason for its failure t5 the tenants themselves is its isolation (natisn-
ally), its reliance on mass mcdiz for reliable communicatio-n, its attitude to
loft groups, its "kecp politics »Hut »f this" attitude, its failure to build
links and get rank and file industrial suvpport.

Where the rent fight has folded we must try to regroup the dissipated
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forces by calling for tenants delegates to councils of action where they exis
sr tenants speskers 1o Trade Union hranch meetings. Where we have the
porswibility »f getting numbers of tenants and workers to a meeting using a
Clay Cross sveaker we should do so. But we should vprevare carcfullybeforchand
and know what we want from the meeting. Such 2 meeting should be used as a
first step for regrouvment of forces and at the same time a c3ll for ~ the
links to be formed from the Trade Unionists present. "

Where we achieve a regroupment. however small, we should work out a program
of regular discussion meetings at which we should raise the political level
»f the tenants, analyse the failures »f the tenants mo>vement, and begin some
political educatinn of the tenants.

Liverp>0l and Clay Cross.

In certain areas where »Hur comrades are active the above suggestions
may not be edrrect. They must therefore relate to thelr own areas intelligent—
ly. The immediate examvles spring to mind »f Liverposl and Clay Cross. The so
two areas will necessinte special consideration,

* % *
WHAT
Promn %t he 'Rouge! supplement on the
3rd Con

(French section of the Fourth Intern-~-

IS A CLASS VOTE?
g ress of t he Ligue Communiste

ational).

NOTE: This is an excernt from the LC's discussion of its tactics in relation
ts the 'Uniosn »f the Left' (sce WF 22 and 23 for background, criticism,
and the attitudes »f the other Frenchleft graups.) The whole suvplcment
- some 18 pages of typescript — has been traonslated by Stoke—on-Trent
MG, and covies can be got for 10p plus postase from Roger Blackmore,

28 Bailey St, Newcastle, Staffordshire. The ING tronelation has a large
number »f serious errors, which are corrected in t' 2 cxcerpt given herec
Frllowing on the decisisn of the last NC, I hope to nake items of

discussisn and information on problems facing Trotoicylsts in other
countries 2 regular feature of the Internal Bulletin. This can help to
fight the tendency to British parochialism which inevitably affects =
group without internatinnal affiliations, HMaT,

: * * *

On the ruestisn »f tactics o be adopted in the 1973 electi»ns, the

Ligue wns faced with three separate positions a2t Congress: the tendency of

'Bhlshevik—-Leninists for Proletarianisation' called for abstention in the first

and second rounds., A minority of the outgning Central Committee was in favour

of vorting in the second round for CP candidates only. The majority defendad
the positiosn »f voting for UG¥ candidates in the second round *¥,

Fach »f these poisitions reflects 2 different assessment of the political
conjuncture and of the Union of the Left.

ee 20800 s

Vote CP only ?

The Tendency 1% resolution was defeated by 262 votes to 12, But
immediately a new debate arose within this qati-abstentionist majority on the
guestion of what tactics should be adopted in the second round.

Supporrting the minority of the outgring Central Committee, certain
comrades proposed refusing to vote for SP and radical left candidates in the

+ abstentisnist 1
¥ UG = Union de 12 Gauche (Unisn of the Left).

%% Tn France elections occur in two 'rounds'. If one candidate has an abssl-
ute majority -t the first round. he 1is elected, Otherwise, those candidates
with less than 10% of the votes are eliminated (& others may withdraw), and
the candidate with most votes on the 2nd round is elected.
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second round, and voting only for the CP. : ‘

These comrades made 2 lengthy denunciation of the political project of
the SP; in the context of shnarvening crisis of the regimé, what the SP was
working towards was 2 new political solution for the big bourgenisie, which
would involve integrating the working class - via its mogt representative
institutions, the CP and the CGT.* The institutions of the 5th Republic and
the semi-vresidential character of the regime *¥ more thon make up for the
weakness of the SP in terms of its base and capacity for organisntion. At this
point in time, Mitterand is in fact preparing for the 1976 elections for
president, and the elections of 1973 are merely 2 stepping stone to them. The
first secretary of the SP¥*¥ intends to emerge nn unopposed leader of the united
left. This implies not simoly imposing himself as a figurehead, but actually
crenting within the Union of the Left the favourable balance of forces vis a
vis the CP necessary to ohtain accevntance »f this political solution by the
brurgenisie. And afterwards, in the perspective of the coming vpresidenti~l
elections, there will still be time to make room for the Centre-Right, in order
to consolidate the balance of forces and ensure the confidence >f the ruling
class. At the head of the SP, Mitterand is thus endeavouring to win hegemony
of the working class in pursuance of a policy of Bourgeois—technocratic
reforms, of the Wilson-Brandt type.

Revolutionary Marxists must in no way support such an operation. Their
recommendntion to vote must allow the workers to express their distrust of the
Uninn of the Left,n new bourgeois solution to which it is approprinte to opposc
an authentic class vote. In calling for a vote for the CP only, the Ligue
Communiste would be asking the workers to break completely with the bourgeois
parties. By responding to this call, communist voters would be saying to
their leadership: "Break with the left radicals and the Socialist Party 2
Trenk with the bourgeoisie ! Put your programme into practice I Struggle for
power on a class basis §" A withdrawl in favour of the Union of the Left as
s whole, on the other hand, would mean giving approval +to the Mitterand operat—
jon, would deprive us of the politicnl means of densuncing him, and
forces us to recommend 2 vote for bourgesis candidates like De erre, Faure,
and many »thers, In short, it would be opportunist, and would reflect the
pressure exerted by the Union of the Left on our organis. ..oa.

A Global Reformist Alternative. ,

This line of argument did not convince the Congress. HMany speakers
pointed out its weaknesses and incoherencies. In the first vlace, it is not
valid %o characterise the Union of the Left by the project of Mitterand alonc
And it is only this project that minority comrades dendunce. But it 'is ‘
neither the snle, nor the dominant project. At present 2 nunber of mutunlly
contradictory projects (that of the CP. that of the 'SP) confront each nther
in the Uninn of the Left,wih an uncertain balance of forces. The ambitions
of Francohs Mitterand are one thing. The political and socinl relations of
post-May 1968 France are another. The Union of the Left cannot be analysed
ag if Mitterand and the SP had already won hegemony, when in signing the jiant
programme and publicly repudizting the centre alliance, they have in effeot
put themselves into the handso>f the CP, ‘ :

The clnss realities underlying the Union of the Left must be analysed
sn a more profound level than that of journalistic commentary. It must be
made clear that the Union of the Left is to be distinguished from the
classical frontist experiences (Popular Front, Liberation)™ in that it repros—
ents, not an alliance between the proletariat and a leading section of the
big bourgeoisie under the leadership of the latter, but = global reformist
alternative of the tradi tional workers' movement. There is no party in the
Union of the Left which actually represents big canital, as with the Radical
Party in 1936 or the MRP in 1945. The '16ft! radicnls and the SP are relics

¥ COT - trade union confederation dominated by the CP.

#% The constitution of the "5th Revublic" , imposed by de Gaulle and the Army
in 1958, gives very wide powers to the president.

*%% i ,e, Mitterands + In 1936 a Popular Front government led by the SPand
the Radicals, & supported by the CP was elected. Post—war, until 1947, the
CP participated in 2 government led by de Gaulle.
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and marginal zgrouvings, not parties of the big bourgeoisie. Within the
Union of the Left, it is the CP, a reformist w rkers' party, which has
hegemony at the moment., And it is this hegemony of the CP which defines the
terms of the alliance and zives if %s clegs character, not the vpresence of
this or that bourgesis politician 1

The entire ruling class makes no mistake about this, No sgection of the
ruling class gives any support to the Union of the Left at present. On the
contrary, as it existes in 1973 the Union of the Left is bringing about a pol-—
arisation of the classes: on one side, the working class (revresented by its
political and trade union organisations - CGT, FEN, CFDT, etC oo0ss), polaris—
ing various layers of the petty bourgeoisie. On the other, the different
sectiong of the ruling class, likewise vpolarising various sections of the
middle and lower middle class., That is why the ruling class fears and fights
the dynamic of the Union of the Left. It does not, today, constitute a
"new solution for the Bourgeoisie’, despnite the fact that the bourgeoisie ma
be forced to turn to it in theevent of a catastrophe, Just as it resigned
itself to the vresence of the CP in the 1945 government. In this situation it
is clear that to criticise the Union of the Left in the name of the 'United
Workers! Front'!, ie. with the slogans "Comrades of the CP, put your programme
into practice ! Break with the Bourgeoisie ! Brezk with the SP and the
left radicals & mskes no sense. It implies that the CP has betrayed its
proletarian programme and capitulated to the bourgesis programme of the 3P,
when in fact there is little to choose hetween the two programmes, and when
signing of such a2 joint programme constitutes a radical break with the tradit--
ional politics of the SP.

The Majority Position.

For the majority of theformer Central Committee, the Union of the Lef't
is thus an expression of 2 global reformist solution, which has been taken
up, for better or for worse, by the wholeé of the organised working class,
They see it as a working class alternative to the present regime. And so
their vote will have a c¢lass character, For thesc reasons, an electoral
victory for the Union of the Left, in the present political situntion, will
be nn important element in.the sharpening of the politicnl crisis of the
regime, and 2t the same time a wowerful stimulant to popular militancy. It
is in the interests of the working class (and of revolutionary Morxists)
that the majority coalition (identified by the masses -3 the bourgedis camp)
encounterg the bizrest possihle defeat, and that the Union of the Left
(identified by the masses as the working class camp) wins the greatest
possible victory.

That is why, if the Ligue Communiste must launch an intensive campaimn
in the first round. densuncing and explaining politically, in particular,
the refprmist ¥lind 2lley of the Union of the Left, then based on  this
cnmpnig?23f clarification by ecalling nationally for a UG vote a2t the seconi
round, because the nutcome of these elections will undoubtedly have 2u
impact on the balance of forces between the classes, 2nd because we are
certainly not indifferent as to whether  thot relation of forces turuns in
favour of the working class or of the bourgeoisie.

This position was finally accepted, with 191 votes against 71 for the
Central Committee minority and 12 for the abstentionists.

Henri Weber,

(1) With all respect to the Lambertists, the coming over of the left radicals
does not affect the class character of the UG, the marginal character of their
affiliation is proved by the fact that they did not even take part in the
discussions on the joint programme to which they put their signature!

(2) This does not exclude certain exceptions, on proposal from loeal
level and decision of the Central Committee.

(Rouge faotnotes).
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ON  IRELAND. - S ean Matocamna .

o

John Boyd's contributisn t> the IB (no. 6) on Ireland, raised number
of ouestions which it is useful to discuss in detail. This oraanisatinn hns,
since October 1966 when we numbered 4 individutdls and had just resigned from
the RSL, devyted = very considerable vart of its resources (from November
1966 to April 1968 the vast bulk of its res-urces) to Irish work of one kind
or another., We founded the LWR. we played werhaps the m2.jor part in getting
the original faction »f what is rnow the RMG started. we have been active in
the ISC and AIL. A review and an accounting is long overdue. Of netessity
it has to be critical (though not. I think, with John's criticisms). The
lessnons should prove useful. o ‘ '

1. Jnhn Bovd's criticisms, ‘ ;

. John is rigcht when he .says the serious cuestion is one of our attitude
to criticism of the IRA. I think we can asree that any criticism in Britain
which a2llows us or which is used to get out of the line of fire is not permiss—
inle. - We have the bhest record:on the left for taking an.open , clear and un-
ambiguous stand for the IRA agninst British imperialism; (and we are for the
former only in its relationship to the latter). : . ' _

Even in the criticism, immediately after 'Bloody Friday', there was no
rambiguity on this and our headline said '"British Troops Out' and 'For the IRL
against British imperialism!'. The truth is that we have hardly taken account
~f thepressure from the British working class at 21l and have been only
recentive’(berhaps over—receptive)‘to the vpressure »>f the need for unambiguous
gnlidarity. , ‘ ' ‘ ‘

But the fact that the IRA is in the front line, while it inhibits oritic—
isf and imposes rigorous discipline on anti~imperialists in Britain itself,
cannot exclude the right of WF to make an independent assessment »f the Irish
situation, including the IRA 2nd its performance. It is only within that
assessment that we suvport the IRA, . o S

What isthe IRAL ? It is not pnly s militory arm opwosing British
imperialism., It is 2 political srganisation, with 2 dsfinite outlook and
politics; ng well =28 a history and traditions of its owm. Very much of
what it does, how it sees the strugssle. its nersnectives, -tritesy, and tact-
jcs — 211 affect the way it fishts the British army, what it doos and what 1%
neglects to do. Though the unruenchable hersism of the Irish reoubliecan
movement is 2 sreat part of the intermational revolutionmy tradition, and
thouzh the Irish Trotskyists neod, in my opinion, to fuse Trotskyism with the
republican tradition and asnirations, nevertheless that tradition is not our
tradition. The Revuhlicin movement is not dur movement., The way it does
things is not necessarily how we would do them. (I agreec absylutely with the
P.D, article in WF 15 in their criticisms. Incidentally, when I proposed %0
the EB that we revublish that article I wan't aware of John's viece for the
IB. The appearance of Dboth together isa coincidence). o

It follows theref-re that suvnort for the military gtrugsle against the
British army cannot mean we suspend dny attempt at an independent Jjudgment,
nor that our view of the strugsle, identical with the IRA on one aspect, onn
fuse entirely with that of the IRA in all aspects.. The imverative need . to he
careful in our assessments exists but it does not werride everything else
all the time. : . ’ X ‘ '

'Bloody Friday' and the criticism it evoked from WF was just thefinal
point in a growing uneasiness with certain aspects of the compaign in NOrthern
Ireland. It is true that the very existance of the IRA is a provocatinn 10
the hardline protestants. It is also true that unity 1is virtually imp ssible.
Nevertheless, unléss the policy is to bomb 1 million Protestants out of
Ireland as the Algerian nied noirs were driven »ut of Algeria, then there ~re
cortain limits to vermissible — or defensible - actions in Northern Ireland.
Actions which hit vorimarlly at civilians (or 28 PuD. puts it which 'might'
kill or maim eivilians) can only drive the wedge deeper and totally polarise
the communities into ririd Blocks: moreover they push masses of protestants
who would ~therwise hesitate into organising a 'militia' and 'Justifies' thenm
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publicly. Tuhe AifPimnlt sbunilon, the wsroblem of the Protestants, is made
five times worse. And even assessed from a purely military point of view ,
such bombing is cruntermductive: world war 2 proved that, I think.

In reality there are at least 3 distinet strands in the IRA campaign:
the war against the army; thewr against oromerty, the ecrnomic war (of course
closely connected); and an undergrowth of sectarian activity. The record of
the Catholics is better than the nrotestints'. Lot there is a record of sect—
arianism there too. The moyst svectacular examvles of this sectarian strand
were the shooting a2t Protestant factory workers. Here it is not a matter of
recoiling, unthinkingly. like cutraged worker-fetishists, but of understanding
why the Catholics do this (the sectarian basis of unemployment) and why it is
suicidal and gunid - unless the versvective is to drive the protestants out
pr subjusate them according t» the most 'nightmarish' of Shankill Road scenar—
IOSa .
Add this to the confinement by the Provisional IRA, which actually leads
the revolutiosnay upsurge, of the struggle to the Northern Ireland beargarden,
and the absence of anything but the vaguest talk of socialism, and it is sure—
ly obvious that there is a major need for socialists to differentiate politic—~
ally from the IRA, In Britain, of ecourse, the major aspect of sur work is not
this differentiation but s»lidarity. Solidarity is to the fore, but we hayc
a duty and right to make the whole nicture known +o our cadres and our peri-
phery - at least t» revrint the analysis made by Irish socialists. This view
should also inform our solidarity work.

The disgusting, unctu-us, and degrading use to which IS, the SLL, and
the '"Militant' »ut their 'sscialist! solutisns and even their legitimate
criticiems of the IRA, to ingratiate themselves with British workers and side
step the backward side of their opposition to the IRA ig inhibiting. A legit—
imate criticism of WF would be that we allowed curselves to he so inhibited
and 82 to confine ocurselves to the single point of solidarity, like a stslid
bateman., standing his ground and concentrating on svinzing at the balls as

they come. ign>ring every thing else, that we €25 ~resent a rounded
picture and failed to vut the IRA in its cor: . - . rmoctive,  Better that,
in this situation, than IS, the SLL, and the ¥i.: - . “. 5 bottor still a
rounded victure adecuste in its contours and princivi . . lacinge: golidarity

to the fore,

2, What is our vpersnective for Ireland ?

There are two variants »f the Permanent Revolution '»nersvective! Hn
Ireland: IS's and the IMG's, One says that the national struggle will be
resdlved through the initiative of the workers in the s>uth (IS). Tt tonds to
ignore the struggle in the North, almrst entirely, as an irrelevant and
troublesome diversisn. This positisn was developed initially in the Irish
Workers! Group Zby me) 28 an attempt to cut through the nationalist skirmishe
ings which then were, and had been for ages, a diversion, and a disruption.
Those were its merits and it corresvonded to the real situatisn, then, and
opened up a persvective of clarification and constructive work which, had it
been done, would have been an invaluable bhase to intervenc in the events from
1968 onwards, and mizht have changed the course of developments, Though
based on nearly 50 years of experience, it failed to allow for tha present
upsurge and how to relate to it. For IS in Ireland it is now a recipe for
head in the sand confinement t5 the direct workers! strugeles in the South.

The other verspective is the IMG's - that the national strugsle in the
North will inevitably grow over int» the social rovolutisn nosrth and sruth
It ignores the protestant workers and is terribly incoherent, (At an I3C
meeting in London, Gery Lawless and Bob Purdie, the leadins *Irish' author—
ities in the IMG, talked of the prime task in the S»>uth as being to organise
'solidarity' work, as if it were a separate country. Even when vpressed, and
the implications being printed »ut to them, they insisted on the formulation !)

Given the present upsurge in Northern Ireland neither of those 'perspect-—
ives' is other than a caricature so one-sided as 9 be utterly uscless. On the
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level of sY0ial) vressures they rerlect the Tact that the border really has
truncated Ireland into two very diffcrent segments: the Svuth'increasingly
complacent and integrated with Britain., with all the social tensisns and
unsdylved problems isolated in the infected and indeed sentic ares of the
North. TIdeslozically it represents the extreme muddle ahyut Permanent
Revolution current in Both IS and ING. S ' )

WP has accepted neither version. We recognise the great limits to
the movement in the North of Ireland. We ~lso recosnise the irresponsihility
>f the Southern Irish workerism of SWM, IS's Irich offshoot: We holieve the
programme »f the natio-nal demderatic revolution is a ncessary part of tho
programme of working class communist revolution in Ireland and of the nead to
fuse the vroygramme of Trotskyism with the genuine revolutionary tradition of
Irish republicanism, S . . ‘ '

That means two things: 1) advocacy of the building o»f a working class
based revolutionary Trotskyist movement in Ireland, which centralises and
fuses the vari»us parts of the strugsle which concern Irish workers — the
direct economic struzzle as well as the direct war against imvperialism, The
IRA is not such an organisatio-n, though major forces for its building may
come from the IRA, . : , ‘

2) In Britain opposition first and foremost to British imverialism in
211l its military and economic domination of Ireland. This does not imnly any
illusions in the Renublican movement -~ thrown up not only by the positive side
of the Irish national strusgle, but also by the parochialism and the. backward—
ness of Ireland the now 50 years old eclivnse of communism in Ireland

I hope to take the discussion further in a future article. - ‘

. 1 October 1972,




NATIONAL COMMITTEE MEETING. 11 February. T73. (9
Absent: DS{ 2ot the wrong day for the meeting), PS (il1), PL (111), J¥ (distance

i

su

MT

su

Drohlbltlvo)
renvorted SC decision relating to PL, that he should be asked to take a leave
of absence. Agreed.

PHASE 2

i s g .

introduced. The chronic problems ~f the cavitalist class continue. They
have had some small success, bhut they have failed in their attenpts to
physically hold down the demands of the working class.

Even habitually non-militant sections, such as the hospital workers, are
moving into action. '
We must stress that the Freesze is a weanon . the ruling class and its St 1he
and the working class must fight asainst that State and that ruling class.
The ouestion of s»lidarity alliances is vital. We stress thet the working
class can break the Freeze. A deepening of anti~Freeze mobilisantions to
General/mass sirike proportions is feagible.

Clearly the Industrial Relations Act is becoming a norm for State-unions
relations., But only 'becoming', so far. The potential for mass strikc
explosions continues. We should continue the 'General Strike to Smash the
Act' slogan — using it to link and focus struggles against the Freeze.

At vrevious NCs SM had argued that 'General Strike to Smash the Act! was of
declining relevance, and it would be necessary to move over to a 'Kick the
Tories Out' slogan. But really it needs a series of important defeats for
'Kick the Tories Out' to suversede 'Gensral Strike'. The Act cannot and
must not be considered as an isolated issue.

A General Election may be upcoming - there will be a blp Tory/mlddle~class
mobilisation ~ "who rules, Unions or Government ?" — and even a serious
possibility of a Tory victory. The nrocess inside the Labour Party is
shown by the decision of the NEC of the Labour Party last July to suvport
the TUC's general strike c¢211 ~ and by Prentice' = anti-strike pronouncements
We should not stress Kick the Tories out ac St

People like the SLL say 'Genernl Strike to Sl 25 s "gyndiealist? -
that just shows their own parliamentary crei.»-©  “»7 :  should remember
that historically svndicalism was a healthy — 2l . "1t henlthy ~

working class response to parliamentarism,

Why stress general strike to smash the Act rather than gencral strike to
smash the Freeze ?

The Act leads to outrageous Government actions and sharp class-wide responsas
like over the Pentonville Five. The Freeze is not so clear and so sharp —
struggle against it is inevitably, at least initially, sectional.

The Act is 3 class-~uniting issuc -~ cf. the unity of lorry men and dockers i-
July - the Freeze does not have the same effects. Thus the stress on gener-.
strike to smash the Act.

Moreover, because anti-Frecze action is, at least initially, sectional, there
is a real donger of counterposing the future, bis . general action to the
immediately possible sectiosnal action. This danger daesn't hold if gencral
strike is linked primarily to Act.

A big mobilisation against the Freeze is a2 mobilisation agrinst the law.

The clinching phase for the ruling class is Phase 3, not vhase 2. In
Britain there is a svlit hetween industrial cavpital and finance capital ~
finance canital is against the present nolicies.

The bhackground is a situation of international monetary crisis. The Govern—
ment's plans are likely to be necessarily rushed, telescoped, disturbed by
external vpressures; therefore there will be mistakes and crises on thdrside,

The Freeze is in itself not the object »>f a clear class focus = can lead to
a split between higher and lower paid,

Phase 2 is a nearly exact copy of Nixon's Phase 2., Nixon's plan was a success



- in its »wn terms. But that success led 15 good results of the Japan exnort (10

1

trade ! - and a dollar crisis ! Even success for Phase 2 does not lead to
capitalist stability.

5C

o a—

i

b

s

We must consider the moyd »f the working class, OFf course the Tories arg
making efforts to snlit the class = but it's my imvression that the Tories
and their incomes policy are very widely discredited among the working

class. Class is n»ot very worked up 2s yet abrut Phase 2 - but clearly is

mt overawed by it, it is prepared to take direct action.

In relatisn to this, we must consider the slogan of automatic cohst—of-living
wagze increases, contained in the Transitinsnal Programme, and at vresent hoing
raised by every single 'Trotskyist' group except ourselves. It seoms to me
that in the present situation - as contrasted with that of 1938 -~ the Col
increase demand cuts across the best develovment ~f the struggle, the possib—
ility of direct action to smash the Frecze outright.

There has been a tremend-us develovment of consciousness among hosnital
workers,

The government's treatment of the agricultural workers' claim was - mistake
»n thel r part — has helned to discredit them amdng the working class.,

Among miners there is demoralisation, because they have been educated in the
tgnecial case! argument for wage increases, and can't see a special case
arcgument for themselves now,

MT is right about the CoL increase slogan. But it ig important to relate to
the mobilisation of housewives around price issues. Is terrorisation of
supermarkets the approvriate tactic (pickets, browbeat manager, ete) ?

We must stress s»olidarity action by higher—paid with lower-vaid, against the
THhry splitting.

On nrices — we must attempt to direct housewives against suvermakets, not
emall shopkecpers,

Importance »f drafting a programme for LCDTU.

In Manchester we intend to set up a ILiaison ' . e = nut a resolution to
the natiial conference — and fisht fHr it to : -+ +ho rational confor-
ence (at present, only the resolutiosn from tho p.. v o2 mut ot the LC

conference !)

We must raise the cuestion of a new Minority Movement - vut out a pampnhlet
on the cuestion — RR t> write.

We must raise the question of Councils of Action and Public Secctrr Allinncoes

RR The trouble is that s> many councils »f Action are not couneils of

sty

action at 211,

The name Council of Action is probably a bad one at thig stage. But we must
he aware that the idea of councils of action (in gonoral, whatever the
specific name chosen) can ranidly pass from the svhere of propaganda to

agitation to organisation.

SM is absolutely right. NB example already in Hackney »f joint CPSA - NUT
committee.

There are dangers with couneils »f action »f ending up with harmful t2lking—
shpe.

Dhngers ? There are always dangers in doing anything exceot staying quict
at home!

There is a danger of devaluing the idea of couneils of action and miseducats

“ing vpeople.

Proposal - the wayy%hﬁuld pose it is this: 1if there is 2 cruncil of action,
it should turn its res-urces to solidarity with the nresent strusgles. Lf
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there isn't, we should strouss Alliance councils of thosc sectors in strugsle

i We should put it as a

call for United Fronts against the Freeze.

30 We should stress the Industrial Relati»>ns Act as a frameworrk THr the Trade

Snion

Unisn bureauvcracies.

The £rllowing resolutisn was agreed (amendments,
marsin) e

1. Having., despite some partiel successes. failed to
achicve the reouired results with either the policy of
pushing down wage increases bit by bit (power workers,

post workers, miners) or the Industrial Relations Act, the

Government has res»rited to atnctic previously rejected ~
the various vhases >f the wage freeze.
pursue this policy with some determination.
the internatinsnal economic situation means that they are
subject to important instabilities beyond ther control,

2. The working class has generally
of combativity and confidence. New layers
militant struggle.
the Frecze are already underway.
possibility of smashing the Freeze
ial action,

have entered

3, lMobhilisaton against the Freeze will necessarily be
sectional in the first vlace a2t least. It is vital to
fuse together the various strugisles into a coordinated
>ffensive against the ruling class, the .State and its
laws. In varticular. the most immortant weavon against
the Tories' attempts to split the working class will be
the mobilisation of the better-paid, hettsrr.oanised
sections (eg Ford) in solidarity aotion witsn ooorenndd
(oz gas, hospitals).

4. We therefore raise the slogan of a ‘Uni:
based on a short but precise vrogramnme agains.
Freoeze, the Act and unemnploymnent.

5. We adyocate the formation of alliances, like the
Public Sector Alliance, 19 ficht the Freeze. At the
same time, however, without in any way counterposing
~surselves to these formations, advocate their generat—
ing the United Front on the programne we set »ut.

6. Such advocacy can be made in relatisn to the LP
wards and Trades Councils as well as other political
organisations. The 1CDTU can be urged to accept that
programme and co~ordinate the united fronts 5 realised

7. Our paver raises the ouestion of the United Front,
Minority Movement, Housewives' Committees and Councils
of Actinn.

8. In trying to realise the united front and in partic—
ular trying to generate this d evelopment from a tempor—
ary alliance of
those elements.
outside the struggle.
elopment is successful it will be nossible to go beyond
the level of general propaganda in relation
and tenants committecs and waging a struggle on all the
fronts of attack.

~like housewives, tenants. etec,

They are bound to
In additinn,

retained a high level

Massive partial mobilisationg against
There is definitely the
through direct industr—

struggle we make every effort to draw in
often left

T5 the extent that thig last dev-

to housevives

etc, noted in right hand

Deleted (MT ag~nst):
We must raise tus idea
of militants' united
fronts, a2t virijus love
els. Ue call on union
leaderships to organise
2 united front of those
.1 struccle, and on the
YUC te nid this. We
~otinte, and, 1f poss—
‘yule, organise for
rank-and-file united
front committecs Tl
ly. We o1l on tho 6
DTU to support this, &
cammaign for democratis—
ation of the LCDTU.
This work to bc hascd
on a Pprecise, thouch
partial, programnc g
ainst the Freezc, unen—
ployment, and the Ind-—
ustrial Relations Act.
The working out of that
progromme to be 2 chief
prisority of the group,



9. Through such developments we should try to lay the bas—
is in theerent of any class-wide strugale »f a mass/gener~
al strike nature »f real organs of struggle having the cap-
acity 1o raise themselves to the level of embryonic orgars
of.dual power.

10. Obvinusly the Government vwill make attompts $0 split
the working class, and obvisusly these attempts will have
some effect, esnecially if they are to take the forrm of
drawing the Trade Union burcaucracy into a vositiosn »f
being able to vlay its traditisnal role of acting as a
brake upon militancy, eg Fisher »f NUPE acting to prevent
solidarity action, The chief notable feature of today,
though. is that »reviously very backward sectinns are pre—
cisely those in the forefront »f the struggle. uninhibited
by any thoughs of "itfs against the law®. And the credibi-
1lity ~f the Freeze is very low. given the Government's '
failure on vrices and its >bvidjus meanness with the farm
workers,

11. The Industrial Relati-ns Act has t5 some extent heen
accepted as a framewsrk for trade uniosn activity by the

bureaucrats. But the 'penal! parts, certainly. are not
firm. The issue is 8till ex»losive.

12, There is a serisus vossibility that solidarity act—
isn azainst Phase 2 can escalate to general strike pro-
portions = esvecially if the Tories use the penal clauses
of the Industrial Relations Act, which reomains a vital

weapon for them to assist Phase 2. We must clearly link
reoze and Act under the general theme of indevendence

of the Trade Uniong from the State in our propaganda.

We stress that a general strike could go ahead tn rip uv

both Freeze and Act.

13. Thus we attempt, 2t each stage, to forward the ™ =
variant of the develovment of the movement. In the . )
situation, agitation round such deminds as cost—of=-living
increases cut acrnss the logic »f that most favourable
develovment, towards class~wide and imvlicitly political
direct industrial acti»n. HouSewives' committees, however,
may be valuable in drawing further layers into the strugg—
le. But, for them, too. we should ovut forward a perspect
ive of dircet action, for examvle actisn (Dickets7 browbegt-
ing managers, attemoting to get support from cashiers) ag—
ainst suvermarkets that raise »nrices.

14. There is a serious possibility »f an election at a
near date, with the vossibility »f a Tory unisn-hashing
victory. To nlace stress in kicking the Tories -ut at

this stage is to adopt 2 defeatist persnective (implicitly)°
It is to accept that the decisive battle is to be, not the
industrial battle her~ and now, where the working class

has tremend-ous strength, but an electoral hattle sometime,

2 hattle waged nn conditiosns much morre favourable to the
ruling class.

15, BEven if Phase 2 is completed with some sort of success
for the ruling class, that will not solve their oroblems.
For them, the crudal staze is Phase 3.

* * *
DECISIONS OF THE AGGREGATE,

The f1lowing orooosals were agreed. (TD's res>lution, forwarded

(12

from the



qurogateo was considered to be abs»srbed hy the first item). ‘ (13

1. A follow-up programme of education.

T> be carrird out through (1) cadre schnol, linking to 1nd1v1du31 educat—
i»nals in the branches; (2) branch discussions and weckend schools with SL/NC
sveakers — branches to be asked t> work out schedules frr (2),

Education programmes and/or discussions in IB to be started on five main
headings:

Stalinism (education programme, MT)

Permanent Revoylution (education vrogramme, SH)

Persncotives/ Transitional Programme (discussion in IB; AH also. to write
up his article on Party % Class).

Reformism, entrism, - Labour Party, workers' povernment (educntlvn programnes,
JW and MT) TN Sl B R '

State capitalism (bducatldn vrogramnme, PS)

2, Theses to be comvleted pramnt ly as a Drlarltyo

3. An NC member 1o be zpnalnted t2 overlonk 1ntern3t1)nzl connectionss bettlnr
the Thoses translatedﬁat leﬂst ‘into’ French), circulating our material internat-
10n111y and gotting contacts; coordinating material on tendencies in ~ther count-
ries and reportlnp regularly in the IB. Pﬂrtlcularly and 1mmed11tnlyq to
contact Spark. To arrange WF Uartlclpatlon where p3381ble in 1ntern3t17nal
conferences., MT to do thig job. SERTIS I ‘ ~

4. Offensive against the IMG: brief reply to Tarla A11 s letter, plus previosus
carrespondence w1th Ross, to be c1rcu1ated .

5. THund. RM'S Urvpasals to be accented (RM Wlll cIrculate branchos)

6. Cadre school scheduled for Easter (Avril 21, 22, 23) Main subjects to be =
trade union work; reformism; vermanent revolution.
* * *
TRADE UNION WORK

SM proposed that — SM should do a detniled report on the groun's TU work for
the next NC;
~ 1 commission, cﬁmbrising SC, SM, and RR should » set up by the NC to
survey the group's Trade Unlwn WO rk and to preparc the T: ie Uninn school
(at the. end of qu). : - :
Agreed,
% R * %

WORK OR FULL PaY

AH  introduced. outlining the arguments »f his IB article. Decided that:
- we raise instead the slagans' No Redundanzies; Cut Hours, not Jobs;
National Min imum Wage*f A1l unembﬁoyed 1o receive at least that minimum
Wage. ‘
- we/explain(the~questian,(wlth a self-criticism) in the paper.

* S : : * L



NATIONAL COMWSTTEE MINUTES 13,1073 (14

Presents HC, SC, AH, RM, SM, RR, ML, JW
Absent: PL, DB, PS, KS

Also present: NS, ST

1; FINANCE

RM Reported that the group financial position was serious. There was no money to
pay debts which would have to be paid off in the next few weeks (e.g. £58
phone bill). Response to the levy had been poor.

ER Making sure that the levy got in was the responsibility of the local organisers;
In the Bolton branch finance was the first item on the agenda and they didn't
move on to the second item until finance was dealt with satisfactoraly.

SM UWe need to make more commercial use of the presse. Also we should be zble to
make a profit from pamphlets and from the journal provided they were handled
properly - 1i.e, in future no pamphlets should be sent out without a firm order
from the branches. This should be put into practice with the first issue of the
journal.

Agreed = 1) To circularise branches re. the financial situation.
ii) SM's proposals re., more rigid control of circulation of pamphlets,
iii) Session at special conference to deal with finance + meeting of
local organisers.
iv) The levy to be in by the conference, with half of the outstanding
debt in by 20th Jan,

2. DISCIPLINARY ACTION AGAINST KS & HB,

Reported that KS & HB were starting up their own journal
Agreed <« Expulsion of KS & HB was ratified unanimourzl s

3+ LEIGH BRANCH

KR Reported on the recruiting of two members in Leigh and the possibility of a
branche The branch had been made possible through pub sales and we ;1lready had
a strong base in the buses and a good periphery with possibility of more
© members. Proposed ratification of Leigh as a branch and that RR concentrate
activities on Leigh rather than Bolton. Bolton were prepared for RR to move,. :
Financial difficulties in getting new recruits in Leigh and Bolton to conference.

I=

Centre should give financial aid if necessary. Problem with new branches and
probationary membership. A branch full of probationary members can be a bit of
a nonsense. Should we walve probationary membership in this case?

No. Problem was solved by new members initially attending Bolton meetings;
Could DI (new member in Bolton) help with work in the building industry nationaly?
Need to develop the comrade first.

Agreed - That the Leigh branch be ratified.

1818 3

F

IMG

SM Reported briefly on negotiations with IMG. ’
Reported that PL had joined the IMG, therefore IMG would have full set of
internal documents. Impression was that IMG were on 'unity offensive! against
USe

l

18

Attempt to play off one branch against another -~ i.ec M/C IMG had hinted that
internal documents came from Coventry.

&

Didn't think that IMG leadership had been reporting negotiations accurately to
their NC. Rumours within the IMG that JF was about to fuse seemed widespread,

12

Should circularise membership expgaining the leak of internal‘documents - thus

eonttoarant attomntce +n cat hrnansh amainet hwmanah



&; g} :XE‘ %L -y

5. MACHINE TOOL WORXER | 3\ 3 g
Raised criticisms,qf MIW. ~ a) On the BEC b) Provedid Jonigt o) demands wewre

Possadist. &) Notha.ng aypears on geperal political toiucs Qtn.ﬁj,de 'é:.he m: industvg\
Had: written to DS expressing theae crlticismsc

JW Rothxng formally wrong w‘th passages chﬁﬁcised by ST . e’go e are opposed to

. in as much as it is a capitalxst alliance the qhestion e workihg «lasa ;m»ping
on the - bourgeoia antL %EG momnen(. ﬁs a séparate’ mattex', . hewever felt: »nat\m
: }.acked pe: spé-cﬁ*res and pmgramme for actx.on, . o : .

ML Confessiom, T had w"itten demands = agreed vith crxticisms.' |
§§ Thara was a need for com*ades in the oth&r arean vhe?e MTW xas sold to write th itc

Possibni@ of a naﬁhona} meet:‘ng oi‘ Cdeg. involved in iy iqdustny to vork out
perspectivea¥

Disagreed with economio anal.ya&s in MW, I’Seed for ﬂ,;e group };z&&o@&ﬂx %o be more
ixwolved‘ o : \

ed =~ To- reemphar.. ige that saues of EW are to be eqcatx'}:fwm &’\ aress W&,\..de m.dlands
and that the branches involved should al&:o te fog MW, %o cuw md}.anda branoh
) inmlving the group as ‘a vhole in MIY S‘(um .ming cher i)vae\,ﬁomo '

!
i

6o STUDENES  FRACTION

I Reported non—-functioning of the fraction. .

S Convenor, PLe, had beén inactive .since moving out of London.

Agreed =~ NS/RC to take change of fraction. Student ﬁ*aetion meeting to take place al
the Gonference. SH to contact PLe. i _ ‘ T

7; THE EOURTH INTmNATIONAL (Continued fvom lns\, NC meeﬁ.ﬁngh

Discussion was around the original Theses and mnmandmen?,s which vwese. mliuhed togethes
with the minutes for the NC meeting of 16/1? Det;emhem o

Thesis 1. |

Mi{ Moved ammendment, Need to be more 'specific -about the'\'basle 0f ‘aternational
organisation. Must state explicitly the idea of internationa: as an organisaticn
fighting for an ‘nternational p:ogramme as Opposed to the 'eplatemoiogical centr:».l.z.sm*
of the IMG, . . :

MI''s ammendment agreed to. ‘ T § N

(‘

Theses 42, I - s " gM: Stupied to father

- S v o . on pre=~1917 Trotsky.
ML/ Moved amewsadmont 2, : After 1917, ng~one under~

JW Agreed with ammendment. 'Big Bmxshg method. had been ﬁ::iij‘::gzc;iz:s Ctg;e

cons:Lstent trait of WUSFI. . Parailel. with pre='17 T!:otsky. °Lessons of October.

SM MT is largely correct but can't leave a theow tical yachom, Jfrod iptelligently
= the theory of PR is stlll an immenésdy poverful weapol;. The 3 ole bub,‘;eet of
PR and China belongs to the pogrﬁ—oonference d%scuss*oxxe

Wasn't saying tha& China negated the PR theor} - mereiy @zat the U&ﬂ was wrong
in its method of appiicationg .' .‘ :

Method was one of ge*xeral la:ps with no speciﬁ.g, analys* Se B g~ Tro%eky's ‘purely
national revolutions are a thing of the past! is peneral r trwe but doesn's of
‘4tself lead to correct politfeal conclusions ~ in fact hed Ted to wroung eonclusfore
(SLL). Another exasxp?e 15 PR 1n velatf,on o Irebando o ‘ , g :

Still China can onﬁy be explained yith referenczé $o the m,

- Analogy. If a dar% is thrown out the window it vill gen‘dp;‘ floas %o the ground
MI wasa't denying that this confirmed the lava of gravity = he dicagreed with
such formulations as - '"i% plumeted to the ground like a stzmé‘ Z.ee the thuory

AP PR had 4n ho odwan corho® aman il i b d ok IhA e

iE

=

5 12
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‘ ) R oy
¥%A mew ~antidee  USFI method:s ~ theory ~ 1AL swans are wh“%e‘
‘iso you call it a deforwed white swana Instead of tﬂ .3

v Cf us and the PAEo

SM Different from PAE. Need to relate to traditions of which PAE is not a part,
Need fqr gaution when approaching the theoretical conques.s of the movement,

MT/=Qnestion of a generalised explanqtion of the theoretical destructuring. Line 25
" of: thesis 12 seems. to suggest that 'to assimilate reality to the theory of
.Trotskyism“ must lead to i*ideological disarrayf, .

Sita Just confused fqrmulationo
§Q However there is‘a need for generalisations re ideological ercsion,

gﬂ JW and SC shqw dangers of theoretical scepticism, Similar sceptism in post-war

m RCP but there the 1eaders had as a result engaged in a thourough debate and rather.
then proclaiming their scepticism to the world, they decided that it was misplaced.
Noed for similar caution,

SC Didn't think that this sort of caution could aeal with problem of ‘scepticism,

Composite agreed ~ to include MI's points about concretisation re PR, but with
the cualification that PR still provides a valid framework.

g

Ammendment,Ba ?‘u

AB Previcusly we ve said that the virtue of USFI vis~a—vis ICFI is that the USFI is
- topen' to reality - but 1n a different way USFI is also blind -~ i.e, Pable:
on the war, Destructuring came from dogmatism.

",

£ Agreed with substance of ammendment but quotations were not goad examples. Dangez .

- of LWR method =~ i.e. giving a list of lsolataded quotes, which you think are
self-evidently wrong, whereas in fact you don't understand what they mean and 2in
fact they aren't so wrong. '

MI Agreed with SM.

Surely we can't agree wlith the quote about China being the cen.re of world ré#o

!
=

SM At the time it was not absurd to suppose that capitalism would be undermined by
the colonial revdlution and China provided ideological leadership of the colonizl
revolution, :

£

Not convincede

Surely the 3rd quote about Workers' States tappearing' is a valid example of NT'S
point, ‘

§§, This refers to Alger*a where there was a possibility of a Cuba type developmcutg
§E~ Then should hear something about Algeria and not about VYorkers! States appearing.
S

M Agreed ol but DWRT was not the only document » others dealt specifically with i
Algeriap' : T ; L

Agreed - to keep the substance of MT‘S ammendment but with ful;er and dif‘erent
Aquotes and more explanationa o , : P

ﬂanted explanatlon about. Cuba "is a special qase" |

:ﬁ§ 

SM Castroism was a genuine revolutionary movement right up o 1968 (at Ieast). These
s bonapavtist formation in Cuba, with a fuactioning bureaucracys But this is
muich leos than is the case for USSR now and possibly less than USSR in 1920%s,

The masses bave been armed aud mobilised, There is a populist iype democraey

but no genuinely accountable workers democrac It is not forseeable what will

be the degree of the bureauncracy®s resistance to workers powerg Thereforeg

85 A political revolution is necessary,

be HNot cleay whetber 1% will be massive ant*»bureaywatic Workers movement or mowe
like the Ypolice action' formulations of Trotsky on the early Stalinist regimey

;’ii



MT This should be made explicit in Theses -~ agreed. <17

Thesis 13

AH  Explained ammendment 5. SLL's non-political fetish of party in fact added up fo
gpontaneism siace Lt implicitly assumed spontaneous ciass consciousness. :

BM Couldn®t see 1%, Use of 'spontaneism’ imprecise,

Ageead to clarify ammendment,

M Cur pamhlet on the SLL is either wrong or incomplete. Fundamentally SILL is a
rightist orhanisation.

Thesis 16,
J¥ Rees LSSP -~ is it reasonable to expect USFI to have strict Demoeratic Centralist

discipline. USFI doesn’t have the authority of 3rd. International,

S¥ DC Internalional is possible but not likely in coming period, Need for concreta
analysiso, Cannon was correct in opposing Pablo's ultra-centralism,

AH Question of democracy, FI not always democratic =~ e.g, Pablo's collusion with
Clarko

JW BExperience confirms forced necessity of a 'loose' international,

SM DC is not a.fixed organisational formula but flexible and always related to the
actual tasks,

B! Any contradiction between FI as a propaganda group and being federalist?

SM  Question is ore of USFI's theoretical stability -~ not organisational weight,

—cd

EM Dut the atiraction of the USFI is international organisation not theoreiical

k

stability,.

MI Proposed ammendment 6. On many questions SWP was correct against the European
based centre. KE.G. On Vietnam the Ligue Communist had talked about ithe PRG
preparing a massive political offensive in conneciion with the peace agreement,
SWP line of cautious criticism was correcti,

JW Did ML know that LC's statement was incorrect?

ML Not the point. Point is politics of PRG - €cg> demand for coalition zovermment®

based on block of four classes theory,

FRG had in fact been forced to retreat from coalition government, Didn’t think
that they had ever justified it in terms of "block of four classes' but rather -
a breathing space,

ME PRG is block of four classes itself,

J9W If we accept right of PRG to retreat then we have to have some alternative to
interim political agreement if we are to criticige it. Given retreat, JVW thoughi
coalition govit., best alternative. : ‘

e

£M Democratic Republic is most favourable alternative.
Just not possible, Moved deletion of reference to Vietnam =~ defeated,

SM lMoved deletion of last sentence of ammendment, Gave to much to USFI, 1O had
had to a greater or lesser extent, healihy political practice within a different
(incorrect) world view.

MY Didn't agree - LO was conservative not revolutionary.

AP Didn't think generalisation was even true of 'new class’ groups ~ what about IS.

a—id

Agreed - +to delete last sentence of ammendment,

ML Moved ammendment 7. No such thing as a typical section. Even within the European
side of USFI there were vast differences - i.e, 3 different positions on Workers
Contranl.
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SM  Last sentence is spcculative, Doubted that IMG would develop a dynamic of
its own = devends too heavily on International,

UT Change 'seems to' to something more definite. Agrecd.

* ¥* *

Priorities for next few wecks,

Agreed that priorities should be 1. Conference documents
2, Jrurnal
3. Paper.

* * *

Fourth International (eontinued).

Persnoctlves.

SM A versnective which falls to vredict the future is not necessarily invalid,.
To think so is t» misunderstand what a vpersvective is - future can be fore-
seen inasmuch as ’ne acts unon the perspective, Was ¥FT guilty of wrongly est-
imating the guidelines within which they could act ? Did they overestimate their
own forces a l1la SLL ? No. Did they misestimate the upturn in the class struggle
~ no - the big upsurges came. Did they miestimate the crisis of capitaliem -
n>, therc was such a crisis. What do we mean by the crisis of leadership ? -
1. the concevt of the evoch; 2. the eruption of the masses; and 3. the subject-
ive factor - i.e. the FI. This has been intervreted didactically;@eyleoidy sor e
'"Trotskyists'as the hitch hikers on the road to workers' revolution. But a
But a nersnective is a framewdork for intervention. In fact Trotsky aredicted
very well the objective trends — the only fault in his predictions being the
continuing strength of Stalinism.

RM The key to a persnective is the subjective factor. Without this it is mere

gpeculation.
S The gfability of Stalinism - 1. theefect that th. :: . invosion had in unify=-
ing the USSR, 2. The annihilation of the subjecti. s fadhr, the opposition.

These factors couldn't be forescon. What other persvectives could the Trotsky-
ists have had ? If the mistake on the stability of Stalinism is a2 folitical
one (rather than »ne of estimation), then we shall necd a new thedry of
Stalinism. :

NT On the @, ~f the evoch. Fundamental is 1. the relation of class foreces - the
way the ruling class rules; 2. the sudden revolutinary upsurges of the class
3. As far as the CI was concerned. it wasn't just the objective factor - the
CI itmelf was part of the mechanics of the epoch. Today the first two factors
hold, the third does no>t. The deep entry tactic shows that the Trotekyists
themselves had the bersnectlve of being a small group.

AH .8 St%llnlsm Y machlne for atomised civil soclety ? ( )
Sl The state is always finally the instrument of a class = n» matter how Bonapartist
AH Ve must determine who the perspective-is for — the masses »r the marty. ‘

RM Defeatist expectations d» not necessarily lead to passivity. Eg initially we
thought the minors' strike would drobably be defeated -~ that didn't make us
passive.

SM  The relatin >f WP to the miners £ the relation »f the Fourth International: to
T the world situation. You can't build a movement on a dofoatist perspective.

RM What happened was that the reversal of perspectives from 1939 lecd %o
demdralisation.

A FI could not foresee events during and after war. RM's formulation leads to

T tgapitulation in=dvance'. The balance of forces cannnt be btaken as flxed in
advance.
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Can we all agrce that the 1939 persvectives of the FI were essentially
correct, as perspectives ?

SM, NS Yes.

The nost-war degeneration is essentially represented by an attemnt to
operate with the traditional concept of the epoch. without understanding
& coming to terms with the change in the 'subjective factor' within that
concent,.

The 1951 perspectives were really a roversal to the 1938 perspoectives, in a
changed situation.

There were major differences hetween 1951 and 1938, in terms »f the versnect—
ive of building a new leadership - in 1951 there was a perspective of the
FI being a small factor in the foresesable future.

Yes, there was a difference there.

In the earlier period, there was a conception of the Trotskyists fusing
their programme with the masses., In the later period, the concontion was
nne of a 'detour! to the masses,

The FI saw the concept of the epoch as something 'objective', irresnective

of themselves, in the later veriod. Hence a 'triumphalism' or a sclf-cnncell~
ing-out. In the '30s, the classical 'French turn' was based on an existing
mass centrist radicalisation; the '52 'entry sul generis! was based on the
possibility of a mass centrist radicalisation some time in the future,

Substantial agreement seems to have been reached.

There still remains the ouestion of where the turning-noint in the FI's
conceptions is lncated, between 1938 and 1951.

After 1933 Troteky shifted the emvhasis from 'svitching the points' of the
workers' movement to the possibility »f mass spontane-us upsurge breaking
with the bureaucracy. During the war and after ovente necessimted re-assess—
ment of the persvective.

Whatis wrong with the LO-type 'heads down and - fac . riee! perspective
is that it does not attempt adeouately to relat s the woncr~l class
struggle - which must be coupled with routine wrk. his thoey do not take
into account sufficiently the dynamic of the class struggle, vhich may

radically transform the balance of forces,
¥ 3% #*






