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POLITICOATL LETTER.,
We need to:

(a) in all our bases:

try to get the highest level of solidarity possible with workers in struggle
~ focus it on miners as going through Phase III, with your particilar section
piling in from hehind to get their gains,

Get meetings as large as possible and put resolutions (judge wording so as to
bo principled, but not yimds removed from everyone's consciousness) for either
solidarity action (money, help with pickets, .demonstrations, meetings, blacking)
or in addition strike action to be coordinated with miners, etc,

(b) in each locality:

through all possible bodies do the same. Calls for action in Trades Councils,
District Committees, Councils of Action where they exist. We should not ultimately
feel ourselves limited by thzsse bodies, though., If necessary, :‘go round them.

We must be realistic. We cannot influence the miners! strike as a whole.
We cannot generate a mass solidarity movement. But we must aim to be active
(but not mad scurrying around, doing other people's work, or confining oursclves
to the lowest apolitical tasks like social security) and interventionist, i.e.
always raising political points for discussion, and to widen scope of discussions
(but not being, or being seen as, just talkers, or still worse bad talkers)

We should leaflet local workplaces where we have contacts (try for regular
fortnightly bulletin). Especially, do regular leafletting of the places we
have (or should have) covered with imdustrial bulletins. Concentrate. Don't
try a mass, every factory, IS~type bulletin.

Hold WF public meetings. Get contacts to come and/or NUM contacts to spezk
(even if they don't have exactly our line} we can speak from the floor). Joint
left meetings are not harmful unless they are substitutes for our meetings.
Cover other left meetings where possible.

Seek to develop serious contacts with the NUM. Contacts from the 1972 str.ke
must be re~visited with the paper, etc. Even if they are not very gocd politiamlly
themselves, they can serve as bridges to better militansisy PFurther contacts
can ne made through solidarity work (e.g. by irvitiss wisers to soesk at TU
meetings). At this stage, just going along to miners® <luus etc. with papers and
so on and without clearly defined aims will do no gucd.

During all this time, 1t is vital that the centre gets regular revorts on
all aspectss

(a) first and foremost, stories for the paper (but this is often forgotten)

(b) reports to the National Secretary & to the Industrial Sub Committce
secretary (Stephen Corbishley, 42 Beatrice Rd, N.4). We need information to
discuss and decide what we can do.

—~ report what you do & with what results

- send cuttings from local newspapers, and leaflets issued by unions,
political téndencies, etc.

~ news from contacts and from all important meetings. After any meetings
find exactly what the decision was, what were the arguments for and against,
who they came from, voting figures, and what does the decision mean.

- try to include all possible details of names, official positions, etcs but
check accuracy. Militants do not object to repeating facts; they do object to
misreporting.

Stephen Cortishley
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The Present Situaticn

‘Over the past two years Tory policy hasfﬁeeﬁ”to;gd fbr>e$pension of the economy.
Their stratesy has revolved around encouraging ‘investment by keeping wages down and
at the same time keeping demand bouyant. by cutting: taxes. ' ST o

 Until recently the policy has had some success. Production has expanded ‘to a -
certain extent and profit margins have risen to a much iarger extent. .But there::
were few signs that the government had solved the persistent problems of underinvest-
" 'ment in industry. The expansion of production was acheived mainly by the fuller ‘

utilisation of plant, stocks and labour. R R

But expamsidn,isuch as i£ WAs,fwasAOnly;brought at5a_pricgo; Firstly demand fbr
imported raw materials. naturally increased and conbined with- the increased prices

A oﬁ,thesg_ésseptialycOmmoditiés the result was that visible trade balance went from
" a surplus of 20 million (monthly average last quarter of 1971) to a.deficit of £183
(third guarter 1973). Secondly thg’preSSure of wage restraint on the class inevitably

“built up and rigid controls could only be maintained by a massive defeat of the -
working class, on a scale that the Tor;gs“ygwanot strong enough 'to impose.

It was against thisybankgroundAthat theyintroduced phase 3, They hoped to-avert
any major losses in productioa by ailewing the TU leaders room in which to negotiate
and at the same time allow competitive, profitable.sectors of capital to compete for
labour, a shortage of which was one of the major constraints on the economy.

*/hen phase 3 was introduced the papers openly talked about it as a gamble. It was a
gamble on world commodity prices falling {zomething which was predicted by all the
bourgeoeis observers) ¢ a paie on containing wage increazes. The gamble has come
to grief in a far shoesier time than anyone could have expested.

ices, far from falliuz, have risen sharply. O0il, the most
nce the Middle East war. Copper, second

Jorid commodit: o
important commodit “as doubled in price o3
neis gons um ooy about 70 1

7
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mosi impombont nevitably the trade gap has wicdened even

further. P . 5% payments deficit (sven at the present yearly rate of
£3000 w117 o celf disasirous. .&8 long az ther: is a liberal system of
world t: ‘g trade deficit z2an be fi: =4 by {those countries with

the goverument, with tie support of the industrialists,
demand in order to reuress the trade deficit and ‘

would enadble them tc redress ilie balance later.

But the worid economic situation has teen changed radically by the cut back in oil
production. There 1z now no hope of getiing the imcreased production for next year
and moreover it ie coubiful whether other countries would be prepared to give crddit
when their own economies are being hit. :

In the perspectives documeni for the last aggregate PS argued that there would be
a recession in 1974/7%. It sesus most probable that the oil crisis will spark off a
general recession earlisy than expected and indeed ma:e it a good deal deeper. dJapan
and Germany have alrew’ly said that there will be no growth in 1974 and possibly an
overall decrease in tiz GNP. ALl the couwiries of Europe and Japan, which rely
almost totally on Arab oil, wiil be runnirg trade defeciis. In such a gituation the
gevernment cannot allow the px=-ent trade 7ap to continue and they will certainly
haws to take deflationary me~~ .ces, such :zz tax increzses and possibly restrictions
on imports (aithough EEC ruis: prevent any zailateral restrictions on imports from
the Common ' “-2t),

If other countries were to take similar dsflationary measures then there is a
real chance oi the recessica turning inte a siump. But this is doubtfuls If the
oil erisig iocits like causnag a world wide slump then US would undoutedly interevene
in one for: or another. %he major oil producers such as Saudi Arabia and the state-
lets around ihe Fersian Gulf rely heavily on Jestern military security for their own
existence anl already several bourgeois commentators have tentatively suggested




military intervemtion. A worl? slvrp would alen hit Russia, who wonld =o doubt.
bring pressure to Lear on the ciher Arab states.

The other failure of phase 3 is that it has failed to prevent the mlners going
for the full claim, although as the last paper stated it was spec1f1cally tallo”ed
. for the miners. But even of there was no miners strike or overtime ban, pnase 3
has had the ground pulled from underneath it. The flex1b1l1ty of phase 3 was based
on a flexible -economic situation, which no longer exists. For the capltallst class
phase.-3 is now far too flexible. But for the working class highwr wage 1ncreases
will be needed to offset the 1ncreased rate of 1nf1at10n, which wlll result from -
production cut~backs. : , ‘

In such 2 situation we have to put forward demands which are essentially defensive
and at the same time put forward demands which pose a working class solutlon to the
crisis and are in that sense offensiveo o T N

- In the fzrst category the demand for "Work or ful; pay" ‘s obv1ous¢ But we shoqld
- . also be aware that ‘the employers will use the crlsis to isolate and sack mllltants -
we should work out .defensive measures agalnut such moves. Also we can no longer ‘Tule

out the usé of the Indusirial Eelat ons Act - particularly the impos1tion of a’
-ballot i€ the government whinks th at the miners are weakening.

On the second poisé I dem'i thix I we SNO‘\d plaJ down the nature of the crisiso
No doubt gome of the measures taken are intended to shake the nervesof the. miners’!
leaderss But evén without a miners overtime ban there still wouid be a complete*y
~ changed situationbecause of the oil shor¢age. Rather we should put forward the
nationnl qay1on of th@ 0il companies and the ﬁedzure of oil stocks by the goverameni,

Sy
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THE QCENERAL SITUATION IUN

wonu' s LIB.

The present situation in the Women's Lib movement is one of great
confusion, This situation has existed all along the line due to the-move—
ment's inability to clearly define its aims from the start and s refusal to
draw up a manifesto of any kind., The onginal four demands of equal pay,
equal education opportunities, 24-~hour nurseries, and froe contraception and
abortion, coined by the original few groups who participated in the first
Nation2l Women's Iib Conference at Oxford in February 1970, are .no longer
sufficient in themselves and need to be incorporated into a programme based
on a broader perspective.

What is stopping the production of any sort of manifesto is the

- idealistic set-up of the movement, which v efuses to entertain the idea of

any s tructured organiz=*isn. It has been upheld that any form of structural
orgenigation would lead 4o avthoritarisan hicy¥sreiess within the movement, which
in turn would prove a parody of the capitalist structure of society today: so

a liberal -minded policy of democracy has been maintained, meaning that all
decisions are decided ubon at conference by the use of the majority vote.
However, the movement has 1ot succeeded with these methods ~ in fact it has
been left floumdering with them., The lack of organisation has led to a down
fall in communication between groups up and down the country, and consequent—
1y to the loss of unified power necessary to political activity. The situation
regarding organisation within the movement is at last being questioned, namely
‘due to the production of a pamphlet called 'The Tyranny of Structurelessness'
It is useful in that it describes the pitfalls of an organisation without a
structured base,and it details all the symptoms of such on organisation, but
it offers no concrete proposals for o change in the situatiorn.

With no national organising body or headquarters the individual
groups in the movement are left to their own devices, and can almost be seen
as autonomous bodies mzking their own pollcles. Naturally depending on who
the individual members of that group are, and what th-ir political tendencies
are, their actions likewise will be determined,

Let us turn now to the Juestion of the wvaric .. sendencies working
within the Women's Iib. Movement. - One of the first _.f% groups to participate
were the Maoists working in the then Women's Liberation Front; now the Union
of Women for Liberatiory. The Maoists have failed to gain any credibility in
the movement due to their inflexible dogmatism, their bible—thumping, and
their inability to relate to a predominantly petit-bourgeois movement. Their
calls for a proletarian women's movement, and their attitude towards the

.wopen who do make up the movement, have seﬁ up a wall of hostility; and one
can corrently say that they are more or less on the outside of the movement
now, with neither Women's Lih nor the Maoists themselves entertaining any
idea of working together politically.

At the same time as the Maoists, the ING women working in Socialist
Woman groups entered into the movement, in fact they did much to establish
the movement throughout Britain. As a tendency within the women's movement
_they have made quite a few gains, and carry quite a bi* of wolght. Quite
a few women who have joined Women's ILib as apolitical beings, and who after
a while has increased their level of awareness regarding the oppression of
women, and of the working class, have turned to the ING due ta the influence
of the Socialist Women. Thig is momething we in Workers Fight must bear in
mind. There are many women in the movement who reach a stage where to be in
Women's Lib is not enough, and they start looking around =2t the established
left organisations. However, we must notview Women's Lib sOlely as a fishing
ground. We must put forward a programme in the movement to work for a revol-
utionary organisation. To gain members for Workers Fight must be seen as



The ING is facing a problem which will fac,,gorkers Mght in our
increased involvement in the Women's ILib movement,?%n at isg the problem of an
organisation with its politics clearly defined (WP) working as 2 tondency
within an ill=-defined movemeat (WL)o

The IS were slow to acknowledge women's 1ib and their members entered
originally on an individual basis, Iater, through their own pressure; they
received official backing which initially entailed permission to engage in
political activity with working class women. This attitude of "workerism"
still exists among IS women in the movement as it does in IS as a whole. Let
me quote from their pamphlet "Women Fight Back", by Kath Ennis:

WThis middle class domination of women's liberation means that the
movement, as it is, is incapable of linking its campaigns with the struggle
for socialism. This in turn means that, in the long run, it cannot achieve
its objective, the liberation of women".

This IS traditica -7 anti-middle-~olass and anti-intellectu=l particip=-
ation in the struggie o sucialism alienates them from the women's 1id
movement. True, whenm the revolution comes it wili come from within the
working class, but it will not exclude the socialist from a middle-~class
upbringing. One would agree with IS on the need for more involvement of
working class women in the movement but this is not achieved by denigration of
the sincere middle-—class members of the movement.

, At the beginning IS also grudgingly admitted that women weren't
playing their full role in the organisation. I think it's worth mentioning
here that this is something whizh still :ffects mostwomen on the left, no
doubt due to the conditioning we have received like all women in our society.
It's up to us, in conjunction with the male comrades, to remedy this,

Since 1971, the IS women have been holding their own women-only -
conferences,and have been producing their own literature. Their‘publication
Women's Voice is quite a fair paper in that it is ensily readable for the
women it's aimed at, without heing condescending. lNost of the articles are
around industrial issues, which is the work the IS women mainly concentrate on.

The position of the Communist Party has been one of virtual non~parti-
c.pation, although the Women's Advisory Commiites liav © wougeed the Ywomen'!
guestion. They have tended to deal with the sa Gosostong, such as equal pay
and nurseries, avoiding the question of the family, 2t haugh I now bhelieve some
" of the women in the Party are becoming restless znd calling for further
attention to be dravm to the question  Their involvement in the past has
extended to writing criticisms, and replies to various works that have come

out of the movement.

T have discussed the external groups that have brought ouﬁside'
influence fnto the Women's ILib movement; now I shall talk a  bit about the
factions that have arisen within the movement itself. ' :

Tn the late '60s the position of homosexuals and lesbians in soclety
started to change. Although still considered as 'soeial deviants! it was
becoming acceptable to discuss their problens. The Women's Iib movement
provided a base for the gay women in which they were accepted at face value.
‘Primarily the gay women have been interested in issues which have affected

' their personal lives, although that's not to say they've not entered into the
broader political issues. They've tended to centre their ideas on the guestions
of the family, female sexuality, the rights of children, etc. In the last
year the gay faction seem to have been presenting themselves as an alternative
in the movement. The question of being gay in a 'straight' soclety has been
discussed endlessly, and has culminated in .many articles declaring that to be
gay is what every oppressed woman should strive for, if she is to be truly
emapcipated! Unfortunately a large section of the gay women see this as being
the solution to everything, which of course it is not. . Whether you're gay or
not, vou're still oppressed by the capitalist system.



NEWS FROUNM TEHE BRANCHEGS.

LIVERPOOL. A new issue of the 'Hook' is being brought out jointly by
L'pool and Manchester, and +8 to appear on a regular monthly basis in future,
Work is being done in an Anti-Fascist Committee and the Chile Solidarity

- Campaign, also in NALGO Action. There is one new member, JRy, a student.
B BOLTON., The Council of Action is to hold a public meeting on the

miners' claim on January 17th, with a local NUM speaker if possible.
MANCHESTER J ¥ KK KKK A M KK KA HAH A HH AR SR IR IR A I KKK XK

¥ Cde. NW has been very active in speaking at %
¥ meetings to socialists and Arab students on the ¥
¥ ouestion of the Middle East war, and has gained ¥
¥ considerable credibility, particularly from =2 %
¥ public attack on her by the local Jewish papeér. ¥
¥ We are hoping to organise a number of meetings ﬁ'
¥ with WY sn oTHer universities via Arab students! ¥
¥ orgs .viong, All branches should also if 3
¥ posgsibie tuxke initiatives themuelves in arganls— X
g " ing meetings, ¥
JO KA K Fe K HR TN HRY 2 RN KRN TR R KRR R KN HH KK KRR

- TEESSIDE., A women's liberation group has been started rouand WP after
a recent meeting at which cde. SA from Bolton spoke. PS is on leave of
absence on account of iliness. _
NOTTINGHAM, Because of Teesside being weakcnod by PS's. illness,
responsibility for RSH is being shifted from Teesside to Nott'm,
Contact is being made with NUM militants in Ollerton and (via Iabour
Party) in Bagt Nottingham.
BIRMINGHAM, Cde. JB (ex-Teesside WF) is now in Blrmlngham.
COVENTRY, Work has continued round Triumph Meriden, including EH speaking
_at a mass picket, and DS organising a meetlng at Leicester University for the
"TM workers. A new Machine Tools bulletin has been produc d.
- NORTHAMPTON, KB has gained shop stewards' credentials and delegacy to
the losal LP from his AUEW branch. ~ '
READING. We have lost HP, who is going home to O -many. :
' LONDON. Pretty nearly all WP members in London = wow in the LP/LPYS.
A drive has been launched to sell 1000 panerm pe‘ oo in London.
DEOOORARAN AR DG ~)33333,,-A3:®?333@39@@@

WOMEN'S LIBERATION.,, contlnued...
Many of the gay women; however, see the true nature of oppreﬁlon and
participate in various left act1v1t1es both in the Women's Lib movement and in

other organlsptlons.

Another faction in the movement has amerged that of the Radlcal
Feminists. They view the subjugation of women not just in terms of ecanomic
oppress1on, ‘but place great emphasis on the psychological and blologlcal
oppression too. A minority follow their conclusions through to the extent
of discarding all possible connection with men. Unfortunately, this faction
appears to be galnlng a hold in the movement at present. Reports from the
National Conference in Bristol in July mention that, apart from the conference
teing totally dlsornﬁnlsed there were freguent outbursts of anti-male: propa=

[V

ganda which were met with large shares of applause. Indeed this last ~ .
national conference seems to be a very di heartenlng landmarg 1n the . movement's

history. v

Women must realise that while it 1s'véiy necessary for a separate
women s movement in order to combat women's specific oppre551on, it does not
mean we should not join with .other ‘groups, male and female, in order to
achievecommon goals, those of :fighting to abolish the dapitalist system,
‘which oppresses both men and women, and - the settlng up of & soclallst state.

VIVIENWE NICHOLLS.




ON OPPOSITION IN THE SOVIET UNION

SEE IB 16)

On the strict point of theory Cde Thomas is right to criticise the.
term democratic communism as nonsensical. What the author had in mind of
course was that the Soviet Union's post capitalist society cleansed of bureau-
cratic tyranny and under a regime of workeérs' democracy would have a great
positive attraction for the world's working class and thereby would pose a
threat to capitalism. The word was used loosely, colloquially, to mean the
opposite of tyranny. the absence of that suppression of all liverty which is
characteristic of the Soviet Union today as for many decades past.

For Marxists however words like democracy have distinet meanings, as
does its colloguizl uosiis dictatership. Dictatorship — the dictatorship &
the proletariat - dncs not mean the complete absence of liberty as in Ruseia
today., It mereiy = vy rule of a given class — with a wide range of
political formg of that vule, ranging from fullest freedom, at least for the
ruling c¢lass. to ctrict d:ioatorship as that word is pepularly understood.
Marxists believe that Britain today is a hourgeois dictatorship, albeit one
in whicdh the real social rule of the capitalists is carried out through
democratic forms, and even with the active or passive consent of the majority
of the people, When we c211 for the Dictatorship of the Proletariat we undeor=—
stand that as the substitution of the rule of the working class for that of
the bourgeoisie. That rule also can take various forms including the <«
exercise of merciless repression against the present ruling class and its
supporters. ' ' :

It is also true as Martin Thomas implies that no revolutionary -
communist newspaper should babble about abstract democracy and pander to
'democratic'! prejudices. We must expose the sham of bourgeois democracy, the
fact that it was based on the oppression of the colonies. We must point to
both its real class pedigree and its instability until the hard won democratic
rights now enjoyed by the working class are scundly based on real working

class power — that is until they are part of the di~. - .orship of the proletariat.
So much for the strict points of thesry T = the 2ccond point we
must part company with Cde Thomas, in so far as ihe moral point is meant as

5 criticism of WF. On the guestion of spreading ilia=ions iu democracy Wwe.
have a right to ask that the few lines he criticises be taken. in context = of
that issue of the paper and the fact that it was the paper’s 33rd issue. The
very same issue dealt at length with the fruits of democratic illusions in
Chile.  Issue after issue of WF has preachied disobedience to the Industrial
Relations Act and the NIRC. We openly advocate that pickets should organise
to defend themselves against the police. We support the war of the Irish
republicans against the state we live in. And so on. . These things are the
barest minimum demanded of communists — but they do noi add up to having or
spreading illusions in democracy. It woull be ton times easier to sustain a
charge of ultra leftism against the pdper than one of spreading illusions in
bourgeois democracy. Ten times. T e '

. But when all the gqualifications about the limits of democracy, its
class nature in Britain today, are made, 1t must also be said that a Marxist
policy is not just one .of disparagement of democ¢racy. ..We are for the most
‘tenacious.defence of. every democratic victory which the British working class
has won - despite knowing that those victoriles were possible only because of

the privileged position of Britain in the world. We are for the fullest

extension of democratic rights, here and now, even within the dictatorship of
the bourgeoisie. . In Britain the democratic sentiments of the working class
are separable from the illusions in bourgeois democratic institutions, and in
the neutrality of the bourgeois state. - Those dentiments, purged of confusion,
and given a scientific class consciousness, will be 2 precious part of a mass
fighting socialist consciousness in the British working class. DBven those

i1lusions in specifically bourgeois democracy which have been and are a main
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prop of the cnypitalist class'z v - “w 3ritain can turn into their opposite
when the bourgeoc.ie itself is forced, as it is being forced in Britain today,
to begin to abrogate some of those rights. This is true even in the USA, as
Nixon's predicament shows. 'Democracy’ may indeed be a final rallying cry for
reactionaries going down before the proletarian revolution - it certainly was
in Russia. But before that in the countries where real democratic liberties
were won by the working class the defence of democracy is very likely to be a
weapon against the ruling class before ever it will be a banner for reaction,

Posed as a pure abstraction, as MT poses it, to criticise stalinkm as
undemocratic, to see its differences with Trotskyism as one of abstract
a~historical, classless democracy would indeed be stupid. Cde Thomas is
responsible for the abstract posing of it, not the original article. The
article placed it in the context of the social rule of the bureaucracy, against
the implicit background of 50 years of unrestrained bureaucratic tyranny. It
is this actual background which must gualify the general theoretical positions
put forward from ‘the books' by MT. Why does the bureaucracy orientate
towards agreement with anti-working-class forces in the world arena ? Because
it fears the working class at home, knowing that rewolution abroad threatens
echoes at home. How do they repress the working class ? Througu total suppress—
ion of workers democracy, substituting bureaucratic arbitrariness: the incompat-
ibility of the rule of u ~ ~=2scrcay with any sort of workers' democracy is
the proof of its instability aad an esscntial part of the Trotskyist analysis
of the bureaucracy ns a usurpatory caste, not a historically legitimate ruling
class. The features of stalinism itemised by Cde MT are not at all ssparable
from its anti-democratic character: they are the extension and expression of
the social relation between workers and bureaucrats whose clearest encapsulaticn
and eypression is the lack of internal democracy. Even if the difference
botween stalinism and Trotskyism were to be posed purely in terms of democracy,
however inadequate such a posing would be, it would only be 'senseless moralising®
if it could be shown concretely that the curtallment was necessary to defend
working class interests, and if the bureaucracy Were in some way defending those

interests,

Yes indeed we reject any "assessmen® ou tho wovrat Unien by an abstract
classless norm of democracy divorced from matori SRR ik But it is
democracy assessed in the light of the class 1 oroletariat, the

actual role of the bureaucracy, and the actual m “eo. .. senditions and
possibilities in the Sodet Union that we are concerned with - and it is in

the light of all these things that deomocracy is possible in the Soviet Union,
and necessary. It is Cde T, resting on guotations, who is ignoring the concrets
conditions. And it is when we take his generalities and apply them to the
Soviet Union that his implications fall down,

While democracy is closely linked up with prejudices and delusions about
some allegedly neutral state, the condemnation of the USSR 2s 'undemocratic! is
not necessarily of that sort, Nor is it simply reducible to the undoubted fact
that democracy is a form of state. Democratic forms of self-administration will
always he necessary, even after the state has withered away.

There is a good reason for suspicion after 4 to 5 decades of unbridled
bureaucratic dictatorship trampling on every proletarian right, and on every
human right. Trotsky's comments on democratic communism were written against
Boris Souvarine forty years ago. These comments still bear all the marks of
the post—revolutionary polemics where Lenin and Trotsky (see 'Terrorism and
Communism'! and 'The Proletarian Revolution and the Renegade Kauteky') faced
sham socialists who took their stand on the sacredness of an abstract supra-—
class democracy against the proletarian revolution in general and its Ruseian
embodiment in particular. They denied the right of the revolution to defend
itself, to impose an iron dictatorship against the former ruling classcs.
Souvarine was joining hands with such people, with hie stress on an abstract
democracy. At the same time, Trotsky himself believed at that time only in
n Timidtad 1iPEine AP +ha hana an nnlitical activitv. believing the survival of
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the: revolution demanded this. He still, while attacking the bureaucratic
ourages and.the bureaucracy itself as a social force, held that heavily inter—
twined with-the rule of the bureaucracy was an element of necessary repression
against reaction, carried out in its own way by the bureaucracy. Not too long
before his exchanges with Souvarine, Trotsky in fact gave credence to the 1931
Menghevik trial involving' Sukhanov, now known to have been a freme-up - and he
should have known better. NMT's quote is from the essay in which Trotsky first
came out for a political revolution in the USSR and for a plurality of Soviet
parties., .. T - '

- .Right up to his death Trotsky continued to believe that the bureaucracy
was tied to.state:epteryrise, Through its bungling, etc, it was undermining
the remains of the October revolution, yet might be forced to react against '
the product of its own bungling, as at the end of the 1920s, and take the stage
as the defender — in its own way — of the remnants of the Revolution.® In this
emergency Trotskyists would eritically support the actiomsof the bureaucracy,
despite the hureaucratic and arbitrary slements, etc. - But only in the last
analysis. - ' S ' _

Yes we are for civil rights in general in the Soviet Union and the
other workers states, including civil rights even for opponents of gsocialilsm.
If in the final analysis, if the social regime was threatened, we would support
even an arbitrary and bureaucratic 'defence of the revolution', that is only

in the final analysis, tco. Norm=lly we condemn the lack of the rule of law,
including the rule of civil liberties: by definition these are impartial.

A situation of draconic revolutionary exclusion from the franchise in the early
stage of the revolution was a temporary and necessgry measure in a backward
country where the working class was heavily outnumbered socially: 1t was part
of a holding operation. Only the working class itself democratically
organised and enjoying political liberty can cxercise such a dictatorship,

Tn reality for decades the whole thrust has been against the working class, . as
¢de T himself points out = against the left. In redlity also what is the
situation in the USSR. There is an advanced country with 2 cultured working
class. Which of the draconian measures seen by the Bolshevik leaders, and
partly by Trotsky in the thirties, would today he genuinely negessary in the
Soviet Union to defend workers power ? None. - Not one. Any resemblance
between harsh bureaucratic draconianism and that of the early rears ig an
optical illusion, one very useful to tle bursavcravy. Ve at lsast should not
give it crrdence. We must remember that tho barsh m s<iros cf the early yoars
were rooted in particular conditions, conditions murderously unfavourable to
socialism and a healthy workers state, conditions of class balance and backwaré
ness which are not at all in existence in Russia. today. In any case it is
childish to assume that they were the result of a desire to give. a display of

r.. r.. revolutionary ferocity by the Bolsheviks !

Vigorous working class action; whatever draconian measures are
necessary for working class victory and the consblidation of victory; subord-—
ination of a1l abstract norms of abstract democracy to the class interest of -
the proletariat in the revolution: this is the teaching of Bolshevism on.
revolution and democracy. But while draconian measures may be necessary
and to shy away from what is necessary to the working class revolution is
treason, it will be far better to have 'as little draconian measures as
possible, as little upsets as possible. Lenin pointed out that :7 > the
making of the revolution was relatively  easy in Russia, and it was the
aftermath, with civil war and famine amidst backwardness, that was the. -
difficulty; In the advanced countries the opposite: it would be defeating
the ruling class that would be the difficulty and afterwards things would be
much easiocr than in Russia. Russia today resembles such conditions more ‘
than it resembles its old dead revolutionary self of 50 years ago. Draconian
measures would be probably a minimum, even in the suppression of the bureau~
cracy in a politiecal revolution. Central to the conception in Cde Thomas's
thesis is a sort of mental image of revolutionary rule as a permanent mob rule,
a permanent storming of Bastilles, a regime of the Committee of Public Safety
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the working class and its allies in a revolution than the miserable doling out
of a 'justicd tailored by and to the needs of our bourgeols class enenmies.
Better still the rule of working class law in a society where th~t class has
sufficient weight to rule democratically, within the rule of law, which is its
own class law . but applied impartially. 3Better than a. draconian and insecure
dictatorship in the narrower sense is a stable workers! regime which does not
need to Suppress the sprech even of its enemies, and which allows itself if
not more at lest not less than bourgeois democracy has attained. "Rule of
Law' ? Yes, cde Thomas. Working class law, administwred by workers' courts.
If we apply any rigorous examination tovthé cle's exposition we will see that
it actually lacks any conception of the transitional stage of the workers state
between revolutionary consolidation, in a healthy workers state, and the.
qualitative dis o%v_ment of the state in society: except for an image of
draconian7 X%%%i%r% fﬁ which m2y be necessary even in the advanced countries

in the revolution and immediately after it. but hardly for the whole of the
early transition period.. That will be 2 period regulated by its own laws,

In Russia today a stable regime of workers' democracy, democracy of by and

for the working class, would not "need t0 repress even vociferous anti-social=-
ists, to deprive them of their civil rights: in the bureaucracy's measures

here therc is not even that vestige of revolutionary significance which some

of its actions may hdve had in the thirties. - Cde Thomas, ignoring the
concrete, of 50 years ago and now, iss guilty of romantic revolutionay posturing.
It is here that his extrapolations from his interesting gquotations fall down.
Valid or riot in themselves, and for their own time and place, their implications
when mersured against prescnt Russian conditions and possibilitics, are nonsense.
We .advocate a political revolution, and that implies, according to our tradition,
that we should not even shrink from depriving the bureaucracy of civil rights
and so or, as did Trotsky in the thirties when he raiséd the slogan "Drive the
bureaucracy out of the Soviets" and in the process alarmed certain democracy
fetishisty., Here too the test is the concrete ome. Trotsky's slogan was
motivated by a conception of a society still backward, producing and reproducing
bureaucracy out of the backwardness so that it was necessary to devise means

of controlling and fighting bureaucracy and to envisags the continued existence
of thig struggle even after a successful polifoal wevoiction had broken the '
power of the bureaucracy's political dictatorsaip. .r« :nese nov the conditions?
The level of culture is now wuch that thig cireular renroduction of bureaucracy
i& "unlikely, the control of functionaries by the organ.sed working class would
probably not necessitate draconian measures. We don't know how much such
measures will be required in the Soviet Union (the other states are necessarily
to be considered scvarately and concretely) or for how long after the political
reconquest of direct power by the working class, We don't know exactly - but

we won't learn to know through dogmatic extrapolation from the texts and
polemics of 40 years ago.

Finally cde Thomas should beware of lining up with stalinist slanderers,
of endorsing charges against opponents of the bureaucracy who® words are twisted
and are not allowed to speak openly and freely, to freely form judgments, and.
who are sometimes driven to extreme positions (see P. Mendeyef's criticisms of
the 'rightists' in the Guardian 8~11~73). He should also beware of the
implications of what he says. Dogmatic posturing such as his gould logically
lead to supporting the suppression of the Hungarian Revolution (where all
sorts of reactionary forces — and even fascist forces — were let loose) and
even the invasion of Czechoslovakia. ‘

SEAN MATGAMNA




Report to Steering Committee on Iutte Ouvriere International ConTerence.
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This conference was hold in France. Groups attending were: Iutte Ouvriere
and its satellite groups, Combat Ouvrier gAntilles), Spark (USA), and

UATCI (Africa); IS (Britain) and the SWM (Ireland); IS(USA) and an
Australian satellite, SWAG; RSL (USA), a recent split from IS (USA);

Accion Communista (Spain);‘two Italian groups and a Danish ultra-left group.

Proceedings. There were four toprics selected for the confertnce by LeOs =
the international monetary crisis; internal opposition in the USSR;
Popular Frontism in Latin America; +the Middle BEast war; and building the
revolutionary party. ' -

I was present only for the discussion on opposition in the USSR. The
basic idea of the document presented by L.0. was that it is wrong to call
the Soviet .oppositionists 'communists! or 'socialists's some of them (cege
Sakharov) just represent liberalising tendencies in the bureaucracy, and
though others (e.g. Yakir, Grigorenko) don't, they are no more than radical
democrat. se . : ’

I made the following comments: their analysis of destalinisation (see—
ing it exclusively as the expression of liberalising tendencies in the
bureaugracy) was one-sided; one also had to consider the effects of the
creation of the deformed workers! states and the consequent breakup of

~Stalinist monolithism; and destalinisation was to an extent a2 reaction $o
mass discontent or the fear of such mass discontent; it was not enough for.
LeO. t0 say that Yakir, Grigorenko etc don't represent privileged strata; |
‘either ‘they represent (in a confused way, certainly) the discontent of the
working masses, or they are 'disembodied ideas'; to say that Yakir,
Grigorenko ‘etc. are not fully developed scientific communists is true, but
it rather misses the point that we are here concerned with a fully-developed
institutionalised political grouping that can lead or mislead the Russian
workers, but rather with an assortment of individuals trying to come to-
grips with events in extremely difficult conditions (repression,AlaCk‘of
access to basic information, etc); "in the twilight all cats are.grey"'; we
must 1ift. the twilight through rewolutionary actior, and we should push and
publicise the positions of the Soviet oppositio .0 promote that
revolutionary action through furthering the brea! =7 Staliulsm,

Everyone else who spoke agreed with L.0.'s ideas on the oppositioh =
or rather they said they agreed, but in fact they repsated the ideas in
a crass, crude way, ignoring a number of qualifications which L.O. had
been careful to make. IS (USA) said that all the oppositionists either
represented the interests of capitalism or the interests of the bureaucracy.
RSL (USA) replied to my point about the “twilight" by saying that we should
1ift the™wilight" by... relentless criticism of the oppositionists (a new
way to fight totalitarianism - relentless criticism of all who oppose that
totalitarianism }). And they even spoke of "breaking the Russian working
class from these democratic leaders"...

The bulk of the debate was a set-piece disputation on the class nature
of the USSR - state capitalist (IS Britain, RSI~USA), bureaucratic
collectivist (IS—USA, SWAG), or degenerated workers'! state (10)

In reply to my contribution, IO made the following points: that
destalinisation started before any mass movements that Grigorenko and Yakir
need not represent any definite social forces any more than Posadas does
(as an IS(Britain) delegate in fact remarked, this is a silly argument
because Pogadas represents no social forces precisely because he is a
pathological phenomcnon, whereas Yakir etc are not lunatics and represent
a relatively widespread current); that the "twilight" will be lifted only
by the workers! movement, and some of the present democratic oppositionists
may then side against the workers, therefore we must criticise them now
(this is not really correct — Pleckanov eventually ®ided against the workers,
but did that negate his role as founder of the Russian Marxist movement) .

On the other items of the agenda I only heard LO's introductions.
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Comrades can read these in 'Class Strugzlel.

" On the Middle Eastern war, I left a statement of our position to be
read out to the conference. IS (Britain) has the same position as us. I0
has the ssme position as the IMG., IS (USA) take a position of defeatism=
on-~bhoth=sides in the war and self-determination for the 'Israeli Jewish
nztions RSL (T3A) oppose self-determination for the ‘Israell Jewish nation
but took a position of defeatism-—on-both-sides in the war (beeause of the
bad war aims of the Arab governments).

Comments. "In its own way it is a negative demonstration that the solution
to the problems of the movement in the late '40s did not lie with the new
class groups® ("41 Theses", no. 17) ,

If the USFI is bad, this "state-capitalist international®™ is ten times
worse. Its basis is ideological laissez~faire, "with a wide range of scope
for purely subjective cmphasis, conclusions, options™ ("41 Theses™, 1n0.17),
sanctified by periodical set~piece disputations.

10 and its satellites seem to be the healthiest groups there. How open
they are to discussion is another question. Their position on the degener—
ated and deformed workers'! states is ludicrous theoretically, but quite
stable and necessary for them psychologically (they cannot call Russia state
capitalist for fear of disagreeing with Trotsky and introducing all sorts
of unforeseeable perturbations into their theory; they cannot recognise
the deformed workers! states without perturbing their workezdst fundamental-
ism)., We should in any case press ahead with the projected polemic against
them on degermated and deformed workers' states, recomnissioning it if
necessary., Such a polemic would probably be much more useful than attendance
at these conferences (also cheaper). ‘ ' ' '

The RSL (USA) has a state—~capitalist (what sort of state-capitalist I
don't know) majority, but a workers-statist minority. The politics of the
group are an extreme rationalistic sectarianism. They seem to be very
much on the same wavelength as the 'Spartacists!, and it would not surprise
me if 'Spartacist! eats a good many of them up. On the other hand, some
of the sectarianism may be over—reaction against tae Schachtmanite IS(USA)
majority, and they seem to be seriously committad . work in the working
class, which should knock some of the edges of” 1. - ecatioralism fairly
quickly. There are probably useful elements in the gooup to be gained, but
I don't see how we can get access to them. S '

M7, 14 Nov T3



THE FIGHT AGAINST MITTTITTARTISHM IN FRANCE
CRECRECEEREEEEEREYIREEDREREEAELE I ECENACRNEREEEEERIDARANERINRREIRRADNERAGE

INTRODUCTION., The French government has introduced a law to repeal the right
granted to students of being able to postpone their military service (Which is
compulsory for all). In the mass struggle against this law there was a difference
of opinion between Lutte Ouvriere and the Ligue Communiste. In this contribution,
I defend the position of the Ligue Communiste. John Cunningham will be writing
a contributiom in defence of the Lutte Ouvriere position,

This contribution consists of (I) an excerpt from Lening (II) two excerpts
from Trotsky; (III) an article translated from Rouge, paper of the LC; (1Vv)
some comments from me. , - : C Martin Thomas.

: I :
THE DISABMAMENT SLOGAN,

eoo The bourgeoisie makes it is business to promote trusts; drive women and
children into the factories, subject them to corruption and suffering, condemn
them to extreme poverty. We do not fdemand' such development, we do not 'support:
it. We fight it. But how do we fight ? We explain that trusts and the enploy-—
ment of women in industry are progressive. We do not want a return to the handi-
craft system, pre-monopoly capitalism, domestic drudgery for women. Forward
through the trusts, etc., and beyond them to socialism ¢

That argument takes account of objective development and, with the necessary
changes, applies also the present militarisation of the population. Today the
imperialist bourgeoisie militarises the youth as well as the adults; tomorrow it
may begin militarising the women. Our attitude should be: All the better !
Full speed ahead ! For the faster we move, the nearer shall we be to the armed
uprising against capitalism. How can Social-Democrats¥¥* give way to fear of
the militarisation of the youth, ete, if they have not forgotten the example of
the Paris Commune ?e..s

+oo Imperialism is.. bound to lead to further militarisation in a1l countries,
even in neutral and small ones. How will proletarian women opvose this ? Only by
cursing all war and everything military, only by demanding disarmament ? The

women of an oppressed and really revoluticnary cleags w511 never -ccept that
shameful role, They will say to their sons:
"You will soon be grown up. You will be given a ...  Take it and learn the

military art properly. The proletarians need this kiww«l dge not to shoot your
brothers, the workers of other countries, as ig being dene in the present war,
and as the traitors to socialism are telling you to do. They need it to fight
the bourgeoisie of their own country, to put an end to exploitation, poverty and
war, and not by pious wishes, but by defeating and disarming the bourgeoisie",
(%% Social=~Democrats=Communists,) Lenin, Collected Works vol. 23 (1916).

ix
MANIFESTO OF THE FOURTH INTERNATIONATL

ON THE IMPERIALIST WAR AND THE PROLETARIAN WORLDVREVOLUTIONo

oos The militarisation of the masses is further intensified every day. We
reject the grotesgue pretension of doing away with this militarisation through
enpty pacifist protests. All the great questions will be decided in the next
epoch arms in hand. The workers should not fear arms; on the contrary they
should learn to use them. Revolutionists no more separate themselves from the
people during war than in peace. A Bolshevik strives to become not only the
best trade unionist but also the best soldier. ' 4

We do not wish to permit the bourgeoisie to drive untrained or half-trained
soldiers at the last hour onto the battlefield. We demand that the state
immediately provide the workers and the unemployed with the posgibility of learning
how to handle the rifle, the hand grenade, athe machine gun, the cannon, the air— -
plane, the submarine and the other tools of war. Special military schools are
necessary in close connection with the itrade unions so that the workers can



becomec skilled specizlists of the military art, able to hold posts as
commanders.,
- Trotsky, Writings 1939/40 (May 1940)

ON CONSCRIPTION

... We are absolutely in favour of compulsory military training and in the
same way for conscription., Conscription ? Yes. By the bourgeois state ? No,
We camnot entrust this work, as any other, to the state of the exploiters...

I would prefer to say "Once consorlptlon is made into law we, without ceasing
to struggle against the capitalist state., concentrate our struggle for military
training (under workers' control)** and so on."

We can't oppose compulsory military training by the bourgeois state just as
we can't oppose compulsory education by the bourgeois state. - Military. training
in our eyes is a part of education. We must struggle agrinst the bourgeois
state; its abuses in this field as in others.

Trotsky, Writings 1939/40 (July 1940)
(#%* I have inserted the words 'under workers control! myself; it is clear from
the context (p. 117) that-it is Trotsky's meaning).

IIT - o
'TO RENOUNCE WORK IN THZ ARMY IS TO RENOUNCE REVOLUTION !

In the present stage cof the mobilisation, the high school students realise
the need to situate the struggle dgainst the Debre law*¥ in the framework of
an overall, 1ong—term antimilitarist campaign. The Debre law isg only one
thread in the skein of bourgeois militarism.

We have seen the most confused and doubtful propaganda tagged on to the ,
tremendous protests against the Debre law., Leave aside Ordre Nouveau* who would
not have hesitated to march shouldor to shoulder with the leftists: (if they had
been allowed to) under the pretext that the Dcbre law runs count to the -
professional army favoured by those nostalgi¢ for the Reichswehr "... But in ]'
the very midst of the movement, some have not hesitated to use, demagogically, '
a certain number of slogans which, so they reckon, have the 'spontaneoust -
support of the youth.  Such is the case with Lu -p Cuvrigcre, which puts forward

the theme "down with obligatory military service'. ‘ruoe. *his slsgan trans—
lates in a crude way the spontaneous protes? ¢i a eu:” . ;“,v;,h against
going to get kicked around for 12 months in 2 barrachkc. ut tiois feeling is
ev1dent1y that of the least conscious section of the mov o mount. Above all, it

ig an extremely dangerous confusion. One cannot develcp persistent propaganda.
against the conscript army, for an army of volunteers such as the one operating
right now in Ulster, and also strugzle effectively against the perspective of

o professional army. But this struggle is, in all circumstances, an essential
axis of the propaganda of revolutionaries. . To renounce it is to renounce the
education of the enlisted proletariat, - '

The struggle againgt bourgeois mllltarlsm is ind1v181ble. No demand even
the most apparently modest, 1s regarded calmly by military Authority. Thus the
least protest against martinetism, for example, infallibly sets a breeze of
subversion blwing in the prison-like world of the barracks. On this account
it is necessary to advance firmly all the slogans, even elementary ones, which
put in questlon the intolerable living condltlons in the barracks, the: "sub~human"
status of the - conscriptss

¥ ban any clauses on hring (whlch require cownletlon of mllltary obllnatlons
before finding work ) )

¥ suppression of martinetism, of humlliatlng regulatlons on hzmcut, real
right to leave. right to information, to civilian dress outside the barracks,
free transport, etc.

These slogans are closely 11nked to those. which uontest forced enllstment.

* pight to postponement for all young people. :

¥ right for regular soldiers to annul their contracts at any time.

¥ compulsory presence at’ the ‘barracks only’ during tho hours of services’

*% - Debre law: the law repeallng postponemgnt rlghts. ~OrdrevNouv¢au:ifascist
grouping. **- Reichswehr - German arny under Hitler. -



and denouncing military repression: o

¥ immediate liberation of all imprisoned soldiers.

* freedom for comscientious objectors :

¥ guppression of Military Police organs.

* suppression of military courts and prisons,

Flnqlly, we are not pacifists. We do not intend to abandon the monopoly of.
arms to. a bourgeoisie which is ready to use all means of force to sccure its
domination. Thua Wwe flght for the rlmht of all younp pﬁople 1o 2, roal mllltary.-
trainings .

¥ against the ins tallation of a prof6531onal army

¥ if they give you a rifle, take it and 1earn to use, 1t ! Iﬁ could be

useful later 3

* right to mllltary service for women :
_ * length of military service reduced to the time of arms tralnlng, The
youth wish to learn the use of arms. They protest against 'national'! service
of which the essential function is. not to give them that tralnlngv but to
brutalise them and teach them to toe the line.
: Rouge.

IV

FIGHTING CONSCRIPTION,.,......,,.. BUT HOW ?

The excerpts by themselves dispose of the argument thﬂt we are "supperting
bourp001s conscription’ We oppose bourgeois conscription. We fight it. OFf
coursc... but how to flgnt it is the. question. ‘

The most serious argument for the 10 line is the following. In the periods
in which Lenin or Trotsky wrote, there were massive objective pressures for
militarisation. In that situation, a 'no conscrlptlon' line was gimply pissing
against the wind: the important conflicts were the conflicts inside the army,

and revolutionaries should direct their attention there. Today, there are no
such massive objective pres sures. The main conflicts are the conflicts againet -

conscription.

But, is it true that the obwectlve pressures for militarisation are so
massively weakened today ? Of course, therc isn't & world war or an immediate
prospect of one right now... but a:mag51vo permaonant militarigation is still
characteristic of modern imperialism. {(!Permanent L7 Lonom:! may be a wrong
theory,, but it's a correct description !} Britain du.si't hove conscription,
true: Dbut Britain has historically had an excepiicnall; small army (on .account
of being an island) and in fact fought a large part of world war I without
conscrlptlon,

It is probably hypothetically possible for the French state to do without
conscription... but only by attracting large numbers of professional recruits
by propaganda, increased pay, etc. If we are strong enough to prevent the
French bourgeois state from arming itself adeguately, that effcctively means
that we are strong enough to overthrow it. We're not. Either the French state
has conscription or it has a largely expanded professional army. We must
oppose both alternatives. We do that by raising demands like those of Rouge,
and also control by trade unions over military training and rlght to recelve
mllltary training while still living at home.

Of course, the question of the best tactic to oppose both alternatives is
a tactical question. Because it is a tactical question, it is not excluded in
principle that we could participate in an anti-conscription movoment like that of
Britain in the 1950s =~ combining our participation with agitation against pacif-—
ism and for military training under the control of workers' organisations., If
the bourgeois state considers dropping conscription, then it is not for us to
defend conscription ! That would be the mirror-image error to I0's opportunisnm,
when they take up "no conscription” 1n7morallstlc way with only vague propaganda
mutterings against the professional army.



A COMMENT 0¥ 4. H 's DOCKER

s

AH's docker (IB Supplement om the IP) seems to me to have an eminently
rational attitude to political 1ife ~ and not to be am confused as AH thinks,

AH raised the question of a General Strike ~ a General Strike for what ?
Presumably for a trade-unionist reform, in course of which militant struggle
the workers will see the need for seizing power. The fact that the docker
cheated and sow the question of power before the struggle took place should not
surprise us. For power, as the docker saw, we need leaders, and who are our
leaders ? =~ the LP and TU leadership. The overall and urgent need is to raise
workers! consciousness, to break them from reformism, to begin to build -the
alternative leadership. In this of course we stress workers' self-activity -
in the course of the struggle they will learn and will throw up new leaders.
Let us not kid ourselves, however,;whéneveffanyh{Bppntaneous' struggle arises,’”
there is nearly always a reformist leadership thereé = how could it be otherwise ?
Often Labour councillors are convenors, Union officials are called in, Labour
MPs soon lead marches and speak at mass meetings to tumultuous applause.

We start from where the workers are and encourage self-activity BUT we
must pay attention to the ideological questions. We do not pander to struggles
like IS but aid them, with respect, as a group with a distinct point of view
and programme. '

In this connection, the slogan 'Labour to power with socialist policies!
is not in itself a bad slogan - given the coming general election and the lack
of any real alternative to the IP. It must, however, be linked to other slogans
and activities along ths lines of 'Fight to make Labour win', It is bad when
it is used, like the 871 , 1assively, an explain-all and do-nothing, an
alternative to selfwactivity. It could »e used, however, as part of the
ideological struggle - to drag the reforuis¥s to the centre of the stage and
to mount an organised political campalgr in the Trade Unions and LP.

DAVE SPENCER.
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COMMENT ON A COMMENT.

LTPWSP is a wvong slogan for fwo linked reasonss

1. It :.volves sowiles. o . socialism. Either 'socialist policies® means

exprop:st a~isn of the evi vir.ators = in which ocase LTPWSP, in anything like the
present situxtion, is pure parliamentary-roadism. Or 'socialist policies' means
ILabourite socialism - a few ntationalisations, ete. = in which case we are
peddling ILabourism, : I
2. Tt lets the Iabour leaders off the hook (which is why it is the favourite
recipe of all left reformists). 'Socialism' does not have a precise meaning in
most people's minds. LTPWSP means simply "Labour to power to make things a little
better somehow".

We must push for Labour to oust the Tories, and we must make demands on Labour.
But our demands must be very precise, and they must go with clear revolutionary
explanation. Nothing is gained by ‘'exposing reformists® if in the process we have.
blurred our own socialist programme into reformism. , S S

The only situation where a slogan something like LTPWSP could make sense is if
there is a big revolutionary :risis and a big left turn by the IP, and there is an
actual possibility of posing germuine socialist policies (soviets, arming the work-
ers, &) in agit ation as a way of intervening among workers supporting the IP.
Even then I don't think LTPYSP would be the best formula. - o

T think that the quotaicns in my IB.l4 part 1 article and in my forthcoming
article on Workers Governm:a: show that LTPWSP is alien to Communism, to Trotsky,
& to the early Fourth Internntional. As far as I can make out, thesdlogan arose
in the early post-war years. The Trotskyists saw the situation as one of sharp
crisis of capitalism and powerful mass mobilisation. Under theee great objective
pressures, rcformist parties would make big t1eft' turns. Given the explosive
gituation, to remain with limited specific demands on reformist governments was
to toy with trifles, and probably to be outpaced by the situation (A8 with the .

: : ,..'/ ... contd., over




REASONS FOR NOT HAVING A L. P.

ENTRY PAPER.
CEEERERRRERAC0EERARERER

I. The problem of legality is a non-problem at the present moment.
Rith the run-up to the election and internal strife in the LP, the likelihood
of us being booted out is remote, Who do we: think we are anyway ? The LP ”\
has three times as many MPs and more LP councillors in one large town than we
have members Why-assume- repression,,therefore ? The legality problem Would
be as bad for our entry paper as for WF. . In the unllkely event of us bclng
expelled. .~ then is, the time to start an entry paper s

1 « ot

2, The questlon of 'w1der appeal' to LP mcmbers,‘a paper w1th a.l -
dlfferent approach, seems to me to duck the issue of why we are. entering. . We
seem . to want it both Wways, If, as SM statcd when first propoolnp entry, WF
needs ‘a move to, the. right, to throw “off ultra~1eft1sh tcnden01es, 1f:also wé
need .a milieu ~ then our paper WF musﬁ and should reflect the shlft. Of course
IP entry is a tactic not a strategy, but for a group like ours, any‘magor “j ;‘
change in tactic can mean major re/dls—orientatlon. This is one reason for R
the sluvgishness of our present approach. : S - S

A.3. We are surely not aiming for mass sales in the LP - We are almlng
(a)to gain individual contacts ~ with these we can surely use WF; (b) to build.
- LPYS and turn them out to the masses - for this we can use local bulletins and
' papers.f .

4. In the event of us: bulldlng significant bases - and this will take
time = local Bulletins oould grow into a good LP entry paper, if this were
found useful. Thls base and growth are surely’the only bas1s for a rank and
flle paper. co .

5. The d951re for a paper must be matched by the resources. Can we-
produce it and sell it once a month ? I say it Is crass idealism (I mean that
in every sense) to say that we can. Aiming for the impossibie is demoraliging,

Despite the efforts of comrades at the Centre and els- Tmere, there are still

many 1neffic1enoes and deflclen01es in WP paper. W d toiron -these out.
before proceeding to:new and unnecessary tasks, Ve © - ‘lithavo not produced
PR 2 and the 41 Theses, in spite of decisions: taken at ohO highest level, A

decision at this stage to produce another paper will create not enthusiasm -
but mockery.

:-6. One of the falllngs of WF paper, in my v1ew, ha§ been that it does
not adequately reflect the work of the organlsatlon. 4 turn to the IP means.
’some concern in the paper for parliamentary politics at 1nternat10na1 natlonglﬁ
and local level. This means an examination of ideology in the mariner of - -
'Where is Britain going ?'. The most importdnt campaign must be to expose
reformism in the. LP: afd-. Trade Unions at all levels. A page a;forjnight on»this
seems: to me not unreasonable. O IR ISR S o r

P S. In case comrades mlstakenly think me’ incons1stent T onld point
out that the advocaCy of an entry paper 1n my laet IB’contrlbution Was added
by JW,, ‘ _ ‘ ,

P.P.S, A point I mlssed 1ast tlme. LPYS branches can oftcn use the
local Tory paper for publlcity,,reports of, meetings, etc.. In fact in: Coventry
we have had several letters printed.under: the pseudonym "Horkers!. Flght"

Thle Hill (cf."Fair Dos". Spon End; “nghland Heetor", ete.)

DAVE SPENCDR :

Comment on.a: comment... contd.J o : B
British Trotskylsts, who - demanded a Labour gov t w1ﬂhout coalltlon & Wlth natlon—
“alisations, and were surprised- When it happened) :

The idea was not absurd then.: But with the stahillsat;on (and the TrotSkylsts'
eventual recognition of it) the LTPWSP, line remalned as.-a rellc, W1thout any
obaectlve basis. It became.a dried husk of . propaganda.j, ,

: ‘The modern supporters of LTPWSP-have two alternatlves., They elther '
con301ously uge it ag a propaganda formula’ (RSL‘ Right Opp. Y, or rely on'a’ 'crlsls'
hysteria to back it up (SLL). Both alternatives are harmfule o s meool



WORXERS FIGHT
NC MINUTES

10/11/73

1. Phase 3 and the present situation

SC Phase 3 is decisively different from phases 1 and 2, Phases 1 and 2 had rigid

norms ~ this is not so with phase 3. There is no definite norm to smash through.
Phase 3 is not accompanied by the usual ideolegical overtones =~ i.e. ''neutral"
commitiees as with phases 1 and 2. The prices commission is discredited and is now
being used to collect information. The key to phase 3 is fiexibility.

Government is banking on an ailiance with the trade union leaders. Up to now
there had been few concessions to the TU leaders, but now in return for concessions the
the TUC would be used as policemen., E.go. the firemans' strike had been condemned by
all the TU leaders.

Phase 3 contained many loops in the net - i.eo productivity clauses and the
threshold clause. The ruling class aim is to raise the rate of investment by guarant~
ceing a rate of profit of not less than 10%. If profits drop below 10% then prices
will be allowel to increase. '

It was openly admitted that the government strategy wasa gamble. On such guestlions
as the world prices of essential commodities there could be no guarantee, and if ithey
continued to rise then the governmmt would be in trouble with investment and the
threshoid clause. It was not possible to make any predictions about how phase 3 will
affect wagess

According to "Socialist Jorker" and the "gconomist! phase 3 is already in ruing,
but SC doudbiful about this, The Firemen had got £6, plus an extra £2.43 in Glasgow
and a reduction in hours. Compare this situation with the miners who had smashed %ue
rigid pay norm. But the firemen hadn't done so - the increase was justified by
using one of the let-outs so there was no comparison with the minersc

Miners - the present offer was already 5 or 6% atove the phase 3 guideline but
the miners will still come out. Important to noie that the ciaim on hours had been
dropped. The Devicive nature of the offer wam a sizalificaant peinter to what the
phase 3 strategy was -~ {.e, encouraging sesticnzl sl

Engineers' claim - dubious about there being v *nh . rany ocngineers would:
gain nothing from.the c¢laim apart from the question o curs, woich is not being i
taken seriously. On ‘the question of the AUZW fine, 1% had been reported that séveral
imporatnt factories in the Midlande had voied for going te the court. Doubtful abvoeut

serious struggic against phase % by the engineers.
any s strugg y

Our position: we oppose claims being bacsed on the phase 3 provisions. e cppese
any attempts to use the loopholes as the basis for negotiation. Instead we put
forward: ~ 1) Fight for straight wage increges independently of the phase 3

°  provisions. | 7 e L
2) Stress the question of hours. -~ . = R
3) For lower paid workers ( the worst off dndérwphase'B), presa fur a
, minimum wage, tied to cost of living index. =
4) . Against productivity dealss ‘ -
5) No. redundancies '~ % million workers. dué to be choppeds

6) Trade union democracy, stress the importance of rank and file movemenis.

Jd¥ Cn the victory of the firemen thought that it was very much a one off affair. I3
should be rememberéd that the firemen got more than.they were demonding with a
minimum of struggle. Obviously of this were to be repeated by the miners and
engineers then phase 3 was dead as a dodo, but doubtful wheiher the firemens! victoxy
provided any indicators. Generally the flexibility of phase 3 corressponds O a
flexibility in the economic situation. The government has a policy of going for
expansion and there has been expansion which has led to a demand for Labour. In
a situation of a shortage of labour it is difficult to impose rigid pay norms withoul
endangering the expansion -~ i.e. the profitable, go-ahead sectors must be allowed
to compete for labour. S :



et P

SM Thought there was an element of acc*dent in the firemens‘ v1ctory. Likewise it

was partly acc:@e:nlal that the ) norm h.d come up against the miners and got
-smashed’ while the puaSe 1 had come up againnt the weaker sefo;ons of the class who
were defeated. Solidarity still important for the weaker sections of the classa
Shouldn't give the Tories credit for sucess with phase % before they were actually
sucessful. Still case for unlted front comm ttees =~ should be argued for more
strongly. - S S :

AH There were no fixed patterns for the class struggxeg Learn from the miners, who
‘are now thought of as a militant séction but before the strike they weren't
militant at all., Must look cold—b;ooded;y when analysing the government's strategy
but. that doesn't mean we're going to be passive. Very good analysis of phase 3 in
1S journal, but no conclusions. There was a difficulty of giving the struggle over
 phase 3 a focus, for example on the question of prices. . Supports demands put forward
"by SC. Should have a programme of demands rather t&an one slogan like "smash the
norm'" which was 1napprcpiateo ‘ : :

PS Thought that SC & Ad could iead to thinxing that any particular group of workers

T 'has a fixed amount .of muscle. For example takke the teachers. ~. no one expected
them to be militant., Showid stress solidarity and the linking up of struggles.
Talking as if production losses coulid he contained, bui if this is noc so then there
is not s0 much room for flexib;lzty._‘ o

CB There was a tendency in the pape; to acsume that the working ciass will be
contained within phase 3, the amount called for as a national minimun
wage (£35) =~ thought it shiould be £35 because of the AUEW claim. Rank and File -
action - need to be concrete about how this relates to a national mimimun wage.

Teachers are not. accepting any claim until the bottom rate is 1ncreasedg

RR The signlficant thlng about the economy now is- that for the firsﬁ time since the

war demand is outstripping capacity, ‘There is under~utilxsat1on‘not because of -
lack: of demand but because of lack of materials and skilled labour. ‘hen demand doses
run down there would be a return to unemployment and then the recurring nece551ty of
united front committees.

' On the ideological front the Tories had lost over tne quegtion of prices. Yogre
sections of workers were coming into struggle., Shouldn’s think of the present '
situation as long term, ‘ ' ' ' ‘ o
DS Lower paid sections would come to the fore., Conce.zd at’: -k on militants and
T well organised factories. Chrysler had made an atilezp¥ te smash the union,
Triumph Meriden under attack because their high wages acted as a goal for parity
claims, AUEW -~ Midlands not one, factory came out on Novembexr 5th, .

SM On slogans - perspectlves fo“ IMG from USFI Jiscusses the same problems as we

face, Still had to assim;la+e ‘the lessons of the extended NC. : Nedd to undergcand
how slogans relate! to’ thé cTass étruggleoﬂ Otherwise necessary changes-in‘line becéme
* incomprehensible zig-zagk. " - , L S R

JW Though there could be a valid criticism of the erticie in the paper of looking
- too'closely ami: exclusively ‘at tﬁe Tory strategy without seeing all the possi: ility
,,it*es and thus- assuming the government would be sucessful, Supported idea tha
this discussion should be written up for next issue of the papers

PS National minimum wage based on cost of 11v1ng '~ this should be a worklng clags
.cost of living index. Should be stressed and exylained more in the paper,

AH  Agrees with SM - greater understand1ng needed about progirammes and sloganso
Up to 1912 the 8 hour day was the main slogan but it wasn't the only sloganc
Sliogans in the paper don‘t preclude other slogans like soliidarity. The point about
united front committeés is what is to be .their basis =~ of course can’t rule out
solidarity committees around a particular struggle.: Posgible to'have a general
programmatic line and particular slogans for pa.ticular temes or speclflc issuess

SM  Article in the paper to correct the emphasis of laut issde.

CB. Need for fuller expnanatlon to the membershxp. Pa@er had come out w1th
unfamlliar 11ne ani the. membershlp was not able to” argue for it.é.k,;"

- P - ot va - -



2. Nov 5th Sirike against AUBW fine

Reports

Coventry - DS Jaguar-Daimler came out but nowhere el s S
EH Upsurge of right wing reaction to the Scanlon circular. Demands for .
Tetreat on the NIRC from quite a few factories. Right wxng had come to
the fore.,

Notts -~ PR Nothing had happened. DJistrict comnittee issued no call for act1om.

ﬂég - ﬁg Confed had called a meeting -~ response was uneven.

Bolton' -~ RR Paradoxically there hal been a pood response in Bolton, Area WéS'
B Packward and tended to do w‘:a+ nat onal dlreotnves toid them to do.

Teeside ~ ST Poor rewponse.
}; TD had tried to bring ont the Lackenby works, but NIRC strike got tied
up with local dispute and was pushed to the background.
L/Pool €8 In general poor response for Liverpool ~ docks worked; some sxtes came
out. No strong call from Jdistrict commitiee.
London SC Many cases of AUEW coming out but the rest of the factory contlnued

working ~ e.g. papers were only stopped by the engineers coming out;
the priniworke: s stayed at work, On the demonstration a lot of the
workers came irom outiying areas and not from the traditionally militant
sectoxrs. S v i :

_General impression was that the right wing had gained strength witiin the
AUEW, Significant that the firna came out of the political fund -~ least
sensitive area as far as men?b*bg;p was concerned. :

B Labour\Party

JW  Two important events have ocurred since the last NC and should be taken into
account. Firstiy the LP Conference. We had seen here. the meading of the links
between the LP and TU leaders. Both needed each other. The LP leaders need the
TU's because the LP is still based on the trade unions and the TU leaders need the
Labour Party because iﬁay are now quite definitely looking towards the return of a
Labour governmert!: AT 1L~:.?a*1ve to any fighi against the Tory attacks on the .
class. thus a ~omise was patched up before the conierence ukgan and the motion
on the patioualigsation of the 25 companies was dropfv . Tavour a wooly motion
‘generally in favour of naticnalisation. .

-Both on natlonal;satlon and on pay restraint the ¥J reireated. Scanlon w1thdréw
a motion uncon11t4ona11y condemning all compulsory pay pollicy and the motion was
heavily. iefeated as a result. The only area where t ¢ TU got through a motion which
was opposed by the parllam@ntary leadership was on the Common Market - i.ee the -
least important,- most diversionary issue was conceded. by the LP leadership in retu:
for TU concessions on naticnalisation and pay pollcy.

.. _Secondly there was the case of the by-elections which had been disastrous for
Labour, Laboursshare of the poll had dropped in all the four electiocns as compared -
with the general election. In Govan lLabour had lost votes to the Scottish Naticnaiis's
and in Bewick had lost to the leera‘s.

~+0n our own work, thls is reported in the IB. Generally most branches have taken
the turn to entry work seriously, but the major need now was for centralisatiofn to
overcome . the inexperience. London was still a problem add any national presence will
have to be based on firm footing in London.

Sﬁ What effect would the by-eiection defeats have on the LP internally - surely

they wouid stimulate those calling for a real chasge. Slugishness in. our work.
Need for a ceniralising agency - special LP paper is- just a stop gaps There had
been objections to the !'Where we Stand" column dissappearing from 'Workers Fight".
The reasca.for this was to leave open. the possibility of usiag "Workers Fight" to '
replace the special LP paper - i.e. transfer more resources into the LPs

CB Lack of central guidanéé@ ‘Wanted explanation about change in the role of
"Workers Fight', S o L R ,

11b""”:
DS Thought thera)hore crises at local council.level along the lines of Clay Crosse

- There was now. 1ittle room for manouevre for LE councillorg =~ ice. money for
education - one local councillor had posed the alternatives "Elther let education
zo to the wall or defy the government', In some areas Liberals were issuing bulletin



which by-pasz:d traditiorz’ LP ¢ c-tioveering - could use this as an argument for

Starting bulletinc

AH  Janted explanation about the LP paper being used as a2 'stop-gap’' - this wasn't
how he saw 1t. Byr~elections will force LP to look to whers it standse.

SM Plan is to put Jown roots in a number of areas =~ linked with a paper, based around
Clay Cross. Would have to be careful not to be identified with an organisation.

Going through a period of experiment. e may find tolerance or harrasment, If there

is tolerance then there is a possibility of transferring more resources in to the

LP, Shouldn't foul up the pitch in alvance. In future will have to consider

rationalising and fusing the two papers. i

bs Couldn't r:e the need for a separate LP paper - 'ijorkers Fight" as it was at the
moment cc id be used perfectly well in the LP. No problem of legality.

J¥ Didn't tk.ok the main reasons for a separate LP paper revolvel arouni legality,
LP paper would have the same relationship to the group work as a whole as a
fraction paper does at the moment. I.e. it would play a centralising role for that
particular area of work. Tould be more popular than '"workers Fight" and carry a

number of stories about LP & LFYS activity which would be disproportionate for

"Workers Fight".

SC Difference was than it would be produced by members of the LP for membersof the
LP. Question of “stop-gap" was irrelevant,

SM It may be tris that TY con’d sell "Work .rg Fight'" within the LP, but can't base the
while thing on DS's expericazes.

ST Couldn't see the need for a separate LP paper. If the strategy was to turn the

LPYS outwards then surely the LP paper would be coverin g the same ground as
"Workers Fight". 1In Teesdie TD had nearly been expelled from the LP, Separate LP
paper would be worse from the point of view of legality,

PR Agrees with ST. LP work was not the same as a fractional activity.
DS Thought the leg2¥ 7y question was being overplayed.

Agree? o to Jelveocny punliozclon of a scomvate LR newrpaper until after the next NG,

4, Maicid scesr & polton branchess

SM Proposed the merging of the Bolton and Manches®: . -~ . ..uc.

Reports were taken from the Bolton & Manchester braxz~'-s. The main problem in Bol® ..
appeared to be JG&move to London and RR's drop in activity. In Manchester there wae
a dispersal of the members and lack of a periphery except at the university. NS &
RR both opposed to fusion.

Agreed - to refer the matter to the next NC with the SC intervening as necessary
in the meantime,

5; Resolution from Nottingham/Teeside .

ST Introduced. Resolution called for 1, Circulation of minutes, documents and
agenda 2 weeks before the NC,
2+ Creche to be provided at KC's.

This was agreed with the following ammendments:

1. 1 weeks int:-val instead of 2,

2. Creche to - provided as :equired. I.e. if anyone wanted a creche to phone up
and it wou. © be provided -~ but no poi.. in providing it automatically if it
wasn't golw to be used.
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