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(January 1973)
WORKERS' FIGHT& THE FOURTH INTERNA T TONA AL

We are communist internationalists: we know of no communist programu:
that can be realised or confined to any one country. or regional group of nati
states. Capitalism is not national, but an organic world system. Our battle
for socialism is necessarily part of a world struggle. The proletariat is
elther a world revolutionary class or it is not revolutionary.

For this reason we take the international dimension of the working
clags struggle in Britain as self-evident. In Britain we oppose and set our—
selves intransigently against 2ll manifestations of reactionary British nation-
alism, British insularity, British chauvinistic narrow mindedness.

The struggle for the dictatorship of the proletariat in Britain is
merely a part of a world wide stiruzgle of the working class for socialism. As
Wi's "Where We Stand" says: "British workers have~ fundamentally - more in
common with every single worker throughout the globe, irrespective of race,
religion, mationality, or colour, than with the whole of the British ruling
class." We are firmly convinced that Trotskyism, revolutionary communism, in
the epoch of imperialism and of global politiecs, is the doctrine of proletar-
ian internationalism par excellence, and that there is no Trotskyism without

internationalism.

WF is the only ostensibly communist group to have refused the disin-—
genuous'soft option' of publicly 'opposing' Common Market entry, in a situation
where the Labour leaders and a section of the ruling class vsre noisily
campaigning against the Common Market and for 'Little England', and taking
refuge in the privately understood communist reason that we oppose capitalism in
all its specific manifestations. We took seriously Trotsky's warning: "....
never vplay with slogans that are not revolutionary by their own content but thai
can play a ouite different role according to the political conjuncture, the
relationship of forces, etc..." (p. 90, writings 1934/35, my emphasig).

We have publicly called for the defeat of the British army in Irelar .
an army seen as 'its' army by the masses of that section of the international

' working class of which WF is a part. We have publicly supported the right of

the IRA to strike at military targots within Britain itself. We take the wh-'
international history of our class as our guide and attempt to transmit its
lesson to the sectiom of our class which we reach directly -~ as on the questic:
of the general strike, on which WF was the single group to escape from both the
crippling limitations of the memory of the one catstrophic British general
strike, and simulanenusly from reformism.

LY ¥* * * * * *

Ingically internatisnalism revuires an organised International, a
recognition of the neeél for a revolutionary Bolshevik party constructed to the
scope and dimensions of its task =~ the world revolution; with the local nation-
2l parties an sections »f the International. Any 'Trotskyist'! grouping that
does not adopt this (Trotsky's) concept of an International party built on the
communist internationalist programme of permanent revolution, and take up as
its starting point the fight for such a party, is a regression to the level of
the Second Internatinonal,

On the other hand, any small grouping, based, in fact, in one country,

0y

which does not coldly assess its orospects and possibilities, and its primary

responsibility to build a baee for communist internationaliszt ideas in that
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section of the working class which it canreach, is substituting an absiract and
largely worthless 'internationalism® for real commgnist practice in the class
struggle,

Writing in 1954, James P Cannon, the founder, afier Trotsky, of
fTrotskyism', explaining the degeneration of the CPUSA, put 1t like this:
"The degeneration of the CP began when it 2abandoned the perspective of revolut—
ion in this country, and converted itself into 2 pressure group and cheering
sguad for the stalinist bureaucracy in Russia ~ which 1t mistakenly took to be
the custodian of a revolution 'in annther country'... what happened to the CP
would happen without fail to any other party, including our own, if it should
abandon 1ts struggle for a socialist revdolution in this country, as the reali::
ic verspective »f our epoch, and degrade itself to the role of sympathiser oi
revolutions in other countries., I firmly believe American revolutionaries
should indeed sympathise with revolutions in other lands, and try to help thon
in every way. But the best way to do that is to build 2 party with a confident
perspective of a revolutinon in this country. Without that perspoctive, a
communist or socialist party belies its name. It ceases to be 2 help and
becomes s hindrance to the revolutiosnary workers' cause in its own country. And
its sympathy for other revolutionaries isn't worth much either." (p. 37 - 38,
tPirst Ten Years of American Communism'). Romantic self-abnegation before a
fetish is a bhad service to the International that must be built.

WF, with its tiny forces, canmot build the full FI (organisationally
and politically). It could conceivably build or make a serinus contribution

to the building »f 3 revolutionary party in Britain. The ultimate responsibility
for our role in this, and %5 the international working class for the development
of communism in Britain, is ours. We cannot abdi cate it, and we must approach
the problem of internatisnal organisation in the light of it.

Our primary immediate task is the one we can zctually apply ourselves
t2 now, that is to build 2 revolutisnary communist organisation within the
British working class. A major element of our assessment o>f the USFI must be
what its disdpline and WF's amalgamation with the IMG would mean for that work.
It is sham internationalism that does not fight for the international communist
programme, and use the international communist experience on its »wn home
ground, It is toy internationalism which subordinates doing that to cheering
on revolutions and revolutiocnary movements in other parts of the globe (which
we should do also), or which fetishises the bare bones of an international
organisation in the way the CP used to fetishise the "great Socialist Father—
land".

* * * * * *

But is not this, in essence, nationalism decked out in empty pseudo-
internationalist phrases, or at best the platonic tinternationalism' of the
centrists: "having proclaimed the necessity of the Fourth International, (the
centrist) will work for the building of a Two and a half international"
(Trotsky: Centrism and the Fourth Tuternational) ? If the centrist "...does
not understand that in the vresent =poch a national - revolutionary party c-n
be built only as part of an international party" (ibid) is not Jur attitude
a centrist attitude ?

For two reasons, the answer is NO. Trotsky addressed himself on

such occasions to the programmatic basis of the PI, and to organisational'
affiliation only as a product »f this. He nddressed himself to groups which
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stopped short of the programme, or had another programme, or did not underst—
and the need for the FI, that is, for reconstructing the Communist International
on the blueprint of 1919. We bass -urselves on the internationalist progranme;
we proclaim the need for the FI. Teyond that it becomes a matter of answering
responsibly a series of concrete cuestions: the state of the FI groupings to
which we must relate; the state of the major (USPI) segment; the state of its
British section - and the relati~uship of that British section to the work we
have done and do in our_ strugesl~ for the comminist internationalist program5§
in the working class movement, a struggle without which international organ-—
isations become ritual incantatisns and internationalism s private attitude -
and a political irrelevance. "A revolutionary organisation does not mean a
paper and its readers. One can write and read revolutionary articles day in

and day out and still remain in reality outside of the revolutionary movement.,
One can give the labour organisations good advice - from the sidelines. That is
something. 3But that s8till does not make a revolutionary organisation .eees.

It is the tagk of the revolutionary rarty to weld together the correct ideas
with the mass labour movement, Only in this manner can an idoa hecome a driving
force."(our emphasis: p. 33, Trotsky writings 1934/35).

Responsible determination to d» what it is within sur power to do for
the programme of communism in the British labour movement demands that we
reject the discivline of the USFI whose political an@@rganisational reality we
have examined. The local struggle is nnt higher than the internatisnal - it is
merely that which is possible to us given the state of the FI. Internationalism
does not 'absolve'! internatisnalists of responsibility for assessment of
different spheres, different countries. The pursuit of internatisnalism and
an international organisatisn can become pernicious, can act against the rc--
utionary essence of communist internationalism if it is destructively counts.
posed to the struggle in one's own arema, or becomes a 'compensation' for
defeats and inadeosuacies within that arena. If subordination to the IMG ani -~
it stands for in the British labour movement is the practical implication of
WF's becoming part of an International now ~ theninternational organisation it
destructively counterposed to the struggle where we do have forces. We mus+t
recognise that fact.

* * % * * *

Capitalism has drawn the world together politically, in the wake of
its economic intermeshing. But still the class struggle is within national
arenas, or groups of nation states — to begin with. Polemicising against 1l
theory of Socialism in one Country, Trotsky outlined the relationship of the
socialist revolution on the international and the national arenas thus:
"... The Marxist doctrine ... posits that the socialist revolution c¢an besin
only on a national basis, while the building of socialis® in one country is
impossible ....." (p. 21, Third International after Lenin). (our emphasis)

It is this which gives ground fsr belief that revolutisnary nractice
by a nationally limited group is »ossitle in 2 national arena, ou_the basis
of the international communist orogramne. While it could ho greatly aided
and even transformed by integration into a genuine communist International,
that link is nnot a logical necessity. Nor in any case should communists ever
pretend that the situation regarding communist internationalism Srganisation=—
ally, or for that matter vprogrammatically, is other than it is., The varty
which led the Russian Revolutisn was vart of no International in 1917 = nor did
it allow its internatinnalist orogramme and its strugszsle for a c¢ommunist
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international to lead it into fantasies concerning the organisational situation
of an international, or a reactionary surrender of its responsibilities in its
own arena of struggle. For laying sol1id organisational founaations for the

3rd International the crucial initial bhottle was one fought out in the arena of
a single state - Czarist Russia. (Though the programme of the Bolsheviks was
not drawn only from Czarist Russia). For Lenin, rebuilding the proletarian
International, like building the Bolshevik party, and making the Russian
Revolution, was a matter »f finding at each moment, at each stage, the concrete
link in the chain -~ not abstract proclamations of intontion or pious recognit—
ion of '"necessities', historical or sther., Our task too is to find the concrete
links of revolutisnary vractice and judge every existing organisation from this
point of view.

The extremely sharp language of the 1938 Congress of the Fourth
International regarding the 'reactionary' character of the Workers Internatio
League did not prevent the WIL of 1938 from becoming the major force, the mo:-
healthy force of British Trotskyism then and for the following decade. Organir-
ational formalities in themselves were not the decisive criteria even in 1723-.
Peddlers of "the International™ as a panacea to which, once it exists even in a
shadowy and programmatically underrsurished form, all judgment, initiative anl
responsibility must be surrendered, should recall the Chinese experience of
1927, It was international instructions carried through too loyally, against
their own judgment, that derailed the Chinese revolution and led to its defean.

Today the USFI as an osrganisation is a teriary consideration,
absolutely secondary to the ouestion of the programme and how the communist
internationalist programme is to be fought for. These truths must be proclaim-
ed bluntly and even brutally in Britain today. They are the necessary antidotes
to the pernicius organisational fetichism of groups like the IMG and the SLL
(whose 'fetish! is largely 2 projection of its lenders' imaginations), and the
romantic 'internatisonalism' that goes with it. The USFI today cannot claim to
be the 'general staff' of the revolution = or in any case cannot  vindicate
such 2 claim. We 1look at the freaks and mutilations hobblingz along the road
behind us (the RSL, the SLL, and even the RCL) and recognise that these are
the children and stepchildren oﬁ%he fourth International. Ue remember it when
we are told that unless we accept the International's democratic centralist
discipline and the discipline of the IMG, we will degenerate, The USFI
leadership has only the authority of its persuasiveness, its record, and its
known abilities. The truth is that its advice on any subject can for us only
have the weight of advice from overseas comrades, and, on thelr record, not an
especially heavy weight. Why, therefore, given also the tactualiiy' of the
IMG, should we place ourselves in a relationship to them where their discipli-:
would have the character of instructions (such as their attempted dictat of ;
14 months ago ) ? DBecause of the mystification regarding the FI in Britain
and the conseouent 1oss of sight of the concrete cuestions of political auth~: -
ity and responsibility ,this too must be said brutally.

How do we dare, 28 intern~tionalists, to assert that we must star
from Britain ? Because we start Rrogrammaticallz and conceive of communist :
internationilism as programmatic internationalism, to be grounded in practical
activity. For Marxists the tasks are concrete; that whick/the whole conditior:
is the parts, the local; thus we judge its effects on the struggle to build a
revolutionary group on Leninist principles. The existing situation in the

ostensible Trotskyist left in Britain demands that we forego dreams and
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fantasies and wish fulfillment, o adeouate revolutionary party exists in
Britain. Of the existing grouvps the USFI's British section is by no means the
best in the struggle for the communist programme within the working class; and
separate, apart from that struggle, =2ny organisation, no matter how internation—

E)

al it may be, has no> meaning for us, or for the working class.,

* * * * * ¥*

WF's turn toward the USFI, despite all the USFI's opportunist faults,
has meant for WF fundamentally an ideological break with the "anti-Pabloites”
and 211 they stand for. As such it was vrogressive, and as such it has been
defended at a number »f Aggregates. It would be disastrous o change the
substance of it now,

Our rejection of USFI organisational discipline is both an expression
of profound unease about its political history and mueck of its current politics,
and also of the peculiar situation we face in Britain, siven the nature, history,
vole and likely future of the IMG, which is closer to Bordigism than Trotsky=—
ism. We neither lie about the USFI nor say 1t doesn't exist, merely because we
differ with it. (Though we insist that what exists is not what it pretends t-
be, nor can it have the rights and powers it lays claim to). We do not look
towards it as a source of salvation for British based revolutionaries; nor,
above all, do we treat the tasks of revolutionaries in Britain with contempt,
by throwing off responsibilities which are ours and for which we will be
answerable to the revolutionary working class militante of the future., onto
a small body of people whose history (and current theory and nractices gives no
grounds for such implicit organisatianal/political confidence - because
collectively they wear the badge of ‘the Fourth Internatisnal »f Teon Trotsky.

For us the Fourth Internaiisnal is the banner and the programme under
which we fight. Its surviving srganisational reality, with all its glaring
inadecuacies. is not a fetish »n whose altar we will gratefully lay down our
responsgibilities.

WF, emerged from the SLL and RSL, groups irratisnally hostile to the

USFI and incapable of educating their members in the real history of the FT.
We arrived at the position of recognising the USFI a2s the most healthy segment
nd indeed the mainstream of the Fourth International, slowly, empirically;
and reluctantly, given its record in Britain and the existence of the IMG. The
understanding that the real dividing lian%he,history of the post-war Fourth
International was in the discussion pre-1951, and not 1953, which we gained in
the confrontation with the state capitalists, decided us tc declare critical
support for the USFI, despite our differences and criticisms. Tt vas a decision
based on our fundamental agreement with the basic codifications of 1951, as
opposed to the new class theories, but which left open the question of organis—
ational affiliation. It was a decision which treated WP's own record of orient=
ation to the working class, and within that orientatisn to rank and file active
ity (and, therefore, of conflict with the British section of the USFI) as only
of secondary importance for the issues then posed. Por WP as an irdependent
organisatisn this can no longer be left open. To answer the ouestion of
orientation and voractical activity otherwise than with a refusal to subordin~'
to the USFI, would be political irresponsibility.

In additisn the bare understanding of the significance »f 1951, and .
the USFI strand emerging from 1951 as being its vrlitically most serious out-
come, was far from an adevuate appreciation of what a communist programme is.
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Trotsky wrote: "The importance o a vrogramme does not lie so much in the manner
in which it formulates general theorciical conceptions (in the last analysis,
this boils down to a guestion of ‘co ification', ie, a conclse exposition of the
truths and generalisations which have been firmly and decisively acquired); it i
to a much greater degree a guestion of drawing up the balance of the world
economic and vwolitical experience of the last period, particularly of the
revolutisnary struggles of the last five years - so rich in events and mistakes
... (3rd International After Torin, p. 3). Given the nature of the post-war
political crisis,the codification of 1951, whatever criticism one makes of it, _s
fundamental. But it is not enough. To understand that it is not enough is to
understand the inadecuzcy of Wi''s conclusions on the Fourth International in
1969. The other guestions posed have not been ansvered adequately by the ULSFI.
The incontesiabie inadequacies of the present, and the past, British sections,

as well as the divisions which now rend the USFI, as on Vietnam - cannot be
understood apart from this ouestlion.

S

* * * * ¥* *

WF will build a Fourth Internationalist group within the working class
We will defend tha fundamental programmatic positions of the Fourth International
against the Bordigist IMG as against ilts other enemies, We will recruit and
educate in the real traditions of Lenin and Trotsky and we will build a
democratic mntralist organisation of active proletarian militants, not an
intellectualist discussion elub, which is what the IMG is,

That which we proposed to IS regarding the USFI, we will ourselves take
up: the establishment of contact, collaboration and dialogue where possible. Th
will , of course, depend on an end by the USFI and its local section of any
pretence that it has organisational jurisdiction over WF, or ever can have unilc
we decide so. Simulaneously we must not limit our . international contacts to
the USFI, and should aim for closer velations with ILutte Ouvriere, 'Spark', ac
other organisations, excepting only the hardened organisations of the ICs, whicn
represent the pathological strand in vost=1951 'Trotskyism'. From the FI
discussion, having decided on organirational conclusions, WF must map out a wuvle
programme of theoretical research anc 'self-education, covering a whole period.
The USFI's political contribution, which, despite 21l its inadeqguacies, incomi.
etsness, and mistakes, has heen the most serious, cannot but be one of our
major starting poimts.




WORKERS! PIGHT NATTONAY, COMMITTER UEETTINO. 3 Decomber 72,

Precent: SM, RR. MT, RM. P3. &g K3, PL, DS, »lus WD, TD, J7, HC, TB, sr,
JS, MK, 0D (non~member). Asent: J (vife in hosnital), TC (17 nresent
instead), AH (mornins only - at Indochina Solidarity Confercnce ).

Minutes af lagt meeting - detiiled notes had been lost hy cde resnonsili:
meeting annroved rouzh minutes made from mensIry.

Discussion on Fourth Internati-nal.

SM introduced, Yhy are we interested, in the International ? Because it w
imnossible to be a 'nationai! revolutionary in the modern neriad,

The hirh moint reached by Marxism was the CI from 1919-23, The FI ai-
nt develop its own indenendent theor v 1t basically rested on the nrOSEI
of the CI sunnlemcnted hy a mumber of analyses, e of Staliniam.

The start »f the Trotekyict movemont dates from 1923ﬂ+~0nnasition o
bureaucratism in the Russi-n CP. to thesry of svcialism ‘in one country, - >
the hureaocracy's ceanmmic pojicy, Later. igsues »f Britain (Anglo-Russ¢wn
Committec) and China. In the '20s. the Trotskyists were essentially a
Russian national arounine.

In 1929 there was = threc—vay sn1it anmg the Russiun Tratskyists.

Peowle like Pyatakov and Preobrasziiensky went over 1o Stalin after his turn in
ecomdnic molicy, other neanle went state capitalist. while Trotsky maintained
definition of USSR ag wirkers!' state while incisting in relation to Stalin's
econdmic olicies that it wisn'i Just a cuestion of what was done, hut »f who
did it.

1929-33 « initia] frrmation o Trotskyiom ag an internati »nal tendoney.
1930 ~ first intern~tisnal conference »f Left Ovwoneit]sn, Basic cuedd n wag
vhother Trotskyists should Yo a factisn »f the CT »r not. Trotsky arqued for
»I8ition a8 2 faction, on srounds tha2t (1) the CI was a mass revalutionary
workers' van-mard, srouned round the banner »f the Octorboer revalution, and .
vas impoesible 9 0 5 4L Mases over the head +f thia vangnard; (2) 19wy ose
the CI »ff as dead was to vrite 9ff the nroysnecte oy revoalntion in the noar
future, since an alternative leardershin would tikee timo ta hudlt,

After Hitler came t9 mower. the Trotekypicts cajled for 2 NeW German
and then f»r a new Internatisnnl, At this stage, they iy crllied fhy o
nev Internati-nal, they didn't declare iit. The PETIpecLivy war “no of dea, pe
iny a nev Internatisnal when Trotskyism had saiued sooe 8ord of eutatari,
mi8s base. The US sand Bel-an seetioneg vore geinine sme 2yrt AF mindig
base in the class, but 21l thne sther scetiong wore notty Eourcesis in v
ion and totally isylated. -

But by 1936 Trotsky ¢11led »n the Flist movement 4o declare the T s and
1338 FI actually wag declared. A serius change in nersacetive was irvalr-d
¥e can't summase thit Trotsky vag unmavare of the effect »f the serivus el
defeats - his 4in can no Irncr have been an innedinte masg International,

In 1938 theore vere 10 srounings in the FI,  The mast immortant was b
SHP (800 ¢y 1000 neshors) Ly Boelgian arouning hid syme hase, hnt all tae
dther arouns werc insi-nmficint, S-on the SVYP gnlit 2lmist 50/50 (Burnham/
Schachtman), almyat 111 the bHel-ian leadorshin rencended durinsg ¥orid or
2 and ths sectinn had to ke rotuilt round Lesn and Mandel, the Fronciy
myvenent almost esllansed.... . The structure »>f the PI bLroke dovn campleicly
during tho war,

In 1943-48 new »roblems irass; and 211 {the real issues viich vox ug torday
wore vrsed,  In this nerisd . the fact that the FIts Merxisn was basi=ally
-nherited, a dofence >f the € Tte Morxism, beeame o Weaknnas,

Trotskyists exnocted.n.wmssmnrking class unsurge., I core = in Thaly,
France, ete ~ hut vas kent under P control. PThe USER Vuioausracy was thought
likely to fall - but it nroved much moro s2lid. Stalinist cxnansion, the
echmomic assimilation »f E. Eur-vo v the Yumslav revolution and the Chinc.
rev>lution. als> ndsed prohlems, Theso ovents, tugethor with big umsarsg
in the e>lonices, nassed hy. and the Trotskyists were stil] saall and ieylatod.

The problem >f the nature o1 Stalinism was raiscd. The 1918 Secoind netd
Conzross showed a very differont anproach from Iater. It talk-d absuti de-

s ¥l
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ing "what was left" in Russina, docoribed the situstisr in R. Rurone as state
canitalist®and reacddonary, advised Trotskyists in B. Burosve to join the Social
Demoderatic varties to fight agiinst the Stalinists. Thereo was & clear stato
capitalist logic to the ideas. (he Healyites sometimes ecchn the ideas of
1948). The 1948 Congress said that “he thesry »f Permanent Revolution had
heen substantiated nematively in Viotnam, and even deacribed the struggle as
led by the hourgeoisie. None »f the later mealy-mouthedness about the

marder of the Vietnamese Trotskyists,

But soon after the Congress the Yugrslav CF broke with Moscow, 2nd in
1948-50 maved imvortantly to tho 14ft, This forced 2 reassessuent by the FI,
and a decision that Yugoslaviz vas o workers' state. In 1948 to late 1949
there wags an intense (hul non=f.vtisnal) discussisn in the FI, in which thre.
essential views were renresentod:

1) Haston and Grant argued snrly n that E. European couniries were work-
ers' states. They tended to identify natiosnalisation with a2 workers! state.

2) Mandel held that the B, Buranesn coantrics wore state canitalist.*

3) Pabls held that the E. Buronein ecountries were workers® atates, but
stressed the {limited) mobilisstisn of the masses wnd the smashing of the
bourgeoisie as important eriteria.

By 1951 Pabla's views were aluwrst universilly accented. iut ma.rwhile
the SWP (which had gmone up %o 3000 or 4000 members immedintely noTLWAT) Wos
losing membership rapidly (it went down to 100 ~ 150 in the luta '50=), an
the Burovean sections were more and mare isolated with the left turn of tho
(Ps,

The 1951 Third World Congress was really ithe founding conferonce »f tho
FI as we know it todny. There was unaninity on the mai~ guestisns except for
the French majority (today's OCI}, and even they agreed on the annlysis and
only differed on the ticticeel conslusions,

But now we begin to hear of 'Pablsiem' (the term being sriginally coined
by the state-cavpitalist Johnson tendency in the SVP), In early 1952 the
Internitional Executive Commitiee oronosed the tactic »f entrism sul generis.,
The immediate post-war perspective of mase Tratekyist pirties was abandoned
and there was 2 turn %o deen entrv wrrk., Thig moy lLave been 2 wrong tactic,
it may have reflected tendencies to wulpgm» cvrius vinom in the PR7s thinking,
hut it was nit an abandonment of the Hullding oF rendent royiutionary
parties., The IEC instructinns even onlled Ir ths, retaining of independent
grouns alongside entrist sections. thoush this didn*t ~lways ha=rnen, Every-
one at the time expected world war (II, and it was squite reassoablo to expect
that there would be mass vressure :n the CPs, The FI did not say that the
CPs would be frrced into revalution.

In fact, entrism su. generis uwsi already been vractised since 1940 by
Henly. But in 1952 the IEC ovr~woeal led o the split of the majority of the
PPrench section, who ouvnosed entry t» the French (P while the International
Secretariat insisted, 2nd eventuilly expolled them. The French majority's
appagtion wis largely hisged on o orientatinsa to the fensier' Socialist Party
and Force Ouvriere (even thouch the 8P had 1argely lost its proletnrian base
in the 1940s),

In 1952 the Tirst draft o»f Pabl>'s "Rise and Becline »f Stalinisn®

wag circulated, It svecifica2lily did rnn* o2ll for the overthyow 20 Tity or
Mao. Ite ideas alnrmed the SWP. Meanvbile the Cocliran=Clarte ferlency had
developed in the SHP, 2 coalition »f conservatised trade urd who

wanted vt and nearie sromive foroan crieptaticw o the Smericnn Strlintot
party (2t the time totnlly isol~ted and digcredited;. This tondency fought
far the "Rise and Decline of Stalinise’ document, and wag Uy solit in 1953,
Its imvnet forced the SWP majority into o dryzmrtic funis yiiet noaition
on Stalinism. Me=nwhile the Tritish section (Herly agryur) hmd srlid,
with Lawrence's gr-up entering the CP as the o»fficial Dritich secil &,

So in 1953 the SVP issued its Oren Lotter to the world Trotskyist move-
ment, decl~ring 2 snlit from Pablo, and stating that the FI had not c2lled
for the withdrawval »f Jovict $rops from B. Furoane in 1952,

¥ Tha theosries »f 'state conitalins' invalved were ovite different from Clify
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‘This led to the "Internitiinil Committeo” resroupment, 2 curi-us

nlliance of the Hewly grouv (the »i-meers sf entrism sui generis, 2 group
which for 2 considerable verind did not have their »wn paper and istead
pushed Tritune), the Lambert grovg {vhich had broken with the FT on the
issue of entriem sui generis),and tho SWP (which had, right up t» the snlit,
described the Lambert group as the r.ght wing of the French section).
-Pablo®s documents on the "Rise “nd Deciine »f Stalinism” and lat.r on
the "Decline and Fall »f Stalinisr’ rested sn threo pogtulates, (1) Staliniss
= the regime of Stulin; (?) Stalinism was 2 peculinar Russian vhenomenons
(3) Stalinism was causo? by the *aviatiosn >f the USSR. Thus the sort of
tid1l wave of socinlism which Pahlo saw ag eoming in the prst-wair period had
swept away the »bjeciive bases »f Stalinism., So Stalinist exnansion was in
fact not Stalinist exuvinsion at 211, but Btalinist disintegration ¢ This view
was totally metanhysical, abstracted Stnliniem ontirely from its ssycial basc,
Thus the FI s2id Mao was not a Stalinist, 2and up to 1967 did not call for
political revolution in China. 1In 1965 Pablo stated o argue that Mzo wags
Stalinist, but Mandel argues tn this day that he is not.

The ICFI never reilly existed 48 2n internatisnal tendency. In faect, the
Healy group in this perisd was a totnlly socinl-democraiic tondency.

In 1954 the Fourth World Congress was held. The British (Inwrence) ,
French (Mestre), and US (Clark-Cochran) minorities, which had been supported
by Pablo, turned un =nd provosed the dissolutisn of the FI, then wilked out.
This did 2t leist mean that the genuine 'canitulitors t5 Stulinism® had baoon
vurged from the PFI.

Als» in 1954 the Algerian war broke mt. It was storted by 2 'right-wing:
snlit of the Algerian nationnlist movement (ef the Pravos in Treland). The
FI supprrted those fighting, and thus lived up t-> the hasic nrinciplas of
communism. The ICFI groups, led by the French group, (and also I.S.) support-
ed the 'left~wing' MNA,even aftor it was guite abvious that the MNA was
reactionary. The FI standsentirely vindicated on its stand on the Algerian
war.

~ From 1955 the LSSP »f Ceylon we definittely involved in parlismentry
deals with the bourgenis SLFP. Our of the most digturbing thincs about the
FI is that the LSSP, effectively = « ss social-democratic varyy, wag theo
pride of the FI for many years. Noonwhile Healy betabours the FI sver the
"Great Betrayall of 1964 - but the LSSP had been onoc of the sections Yppo sed
To Pablo's theses on Stalinism, ard Healy had courted it for many yeors
even while it was totally socizl~demacratio.

The Hungarian revolution crr t~d mags fermont in many CPgs, andi vindicntesd
Pablo's prediction that layers of the bureaucracy would come out in supnort
of the workers.

Over the Cuban revilution »f 1959/60, the ICFI split, with the SWP
majority (as well 2s the FI) stating thot Cuba was 1 workers' state, while
the OCI (Lambert tendency) and the Healy group (SLL) waid it wne still
hourgesis. The OCI/SLL argunents, counled with their accevntance »f the
deformed workers' stite characterisation of Chinn, actuzlly rest -n a
glorification and fetishisationg, nf e

thgr inism, suvpasedly cavaible o> creating
defarmed workers' states while/nov-vnroloiarian lerdorshins ciiash,
In 1960, Pabls and the Dutch Trotekyist leader Santen were arrcsted Por
aiding the Algerian revolution. The 1961 World Congresz tool

1ace without
Pablo, and was 2 niddling Cingress. Previously Pabls had used an allianco,
with Posadas 45 dominnte the FI. but with Pablce in jail there was = split,
Pasadas advocated total concentration by the FI an odentation to the crl-nial
rewlution, and earicntured P hio's vulgar ewolutisnist tondencios %o the
print of lunicy. There was a grent tidal wave > socialisn ~nd aVETY
o lonial struggl wruld lead to sacialism. Posadas ended up advoeat. r
world war III, He split in 1962, ana initinlly had 2 g01id basc in
Argentinn, which is now dissipated.

In 1963 there was 2 réunification Congrese of the PI and the SWP. Tho
document of this Congress, 'Dynamics of Wirld Revolution Today' was very
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imadeouats, or ‘rather waa an adesaite gxnrensinn »f the muddle »f the Fl's
idenra., Just one eximule - the docusent stites that Chinn, Cuba, Vietnam cto
Yeonfirm Permanent Revolutiosn t- 3 hilt" "To the hilt" ? This is crazy,
a2 trtally stunted concention »f zooialism, o nadir for the FI.

From 1963, the resrginised IC (OCT and SLL) launched a virulent attack
on the FI, with a t»5tally ineohernnt reiterntisn of dismag, csunled with
ny&tloal Dombast about "develowins thesry™. They uso ligs, 2 myth »f Pablo

3. the evil ghost in the machine f the PI, and 2 tatal Burop nxeentrism, a
cwncent of class strugrile as o " really existing in a1 classieal, straight--
up Dorm of wvorkers ve. ossesn, vhich is guite inconsistent with their nosition
or "hima being n defrried warkers' otate.

But it is necessary 1> recasnise that in the USPFI tho unresolved ideas of
the ”Flrd ¥orld C;nhreqs have led 9 an intermal instability and uncertaini,
an  Interna} codlanse of the idens of Trotckyisn. Dramples are the IMG/ Liue
Communiste pisltion on the recent Vietnrwn penco prinssals, reflecting a
indly speculntive confidence in the PRG. their enunlly aﬂtoul“f*ve, passia
confidence in Ben Bella in Algeria. Deon entry led o soriur devintione,
tor exanple the virtuilly left-reformist nosition advaeated or the name
of 'structural refsrms! by Mandel in his "Introductis>n t9 Mirxisi We.nimic
The>ry" mamphlet, There waz serisus ~duptatism, though it s 1¢n11unnt to note
that the FI has been able t» swing left since.

The 8th World Congress »f 1965 was not no bable, but the 1969 Corngress
marked 2 turn awsy from deco entry t5 "primitive eadre zccumulation®™., " Prime
itive cadre 2ccumulation” iz n-t in nrincinle ridicul - usg, but in practice
it has meant a turn avay from the working elass and ultra—-lef+izm. B IMG.
There has, however, been large ncnle growth of the PI.

Howgver, tyday's FI is quits clewrly fodernlist. The SWP is clearly
opuased the mn Jjority, but has protege groups in South Ameriei, India, and
Ircland. The situation in Ceylon is still disturbing. The Spartncists, who
are usually truthful. have nubliched whot purnsrt to be ainutes of the 9th
World Congress of the FI reviyriing n an inouiry m the LSSP(R). Doth
minority and majority reoorts sor that the LESPIR) ig f1ling short of
rovolutisnary politics and tendc © o nn novendise of the Coyloin Mercantile
Uniosn, of which its general secrotory, Bala Tampee. iz ~led gen. soc,, and
many of its 50 members are officizis . The ainority report proposes that

LSSP(R) should be disaffilinted ©om the FI, the majority that Bala Tampoe's
dual role should be ended. Dut 2 .1n Tammoas scnll fills his dual role.

WP needs to be much more c-itienl »f the FI thon we huve been, it we
mugt make no erncessisns o the [Uite "anti- Pabloites".

FI and Britaiin: the PI's r1- lhns heon through-ut uttorl X_tpq rnicius n?
disruptive. In 193% the RSL, 2 sistily patched t34oth0rfw% £S5 five groups
was recygznized as the PBritish sectisn while the WTL won ocondoaned e a
"naticnalist deviatiop. in essence rovctiovary’., During thoe war the RSL
mouldered in sectarian stagnatisn, while the HIL grew o 300/40\ monvers {(frn
12 in 1938). The WIL and RSL ceroed in 1944 4> £orm the RCP, whiol ¢ontinucd
t3 grow un to5 the bhesinning 3{ the e 1l war, G, Healy soon devel maed a
persvective 2f labour Party Gmfry s the grounds that wor o7 yevalationary
erigis was soon eoning, snd therce wohuld he wo time  to buiili 1 revolutionary
leadorshin »utride the LP. His persnestive wio rejszcted by the RCP, but
supported by the PI. In 1948 Herly's (smeil) ninsrity solit t5 3oin the 1P,
and for o time there were tv> FL seetime in Britiin.  In 1949 the RCY
cnllapsed into thoe LP. Hoaly wis ati1l in emall mincrity, ut the PI insisted
that he should have a majorisy in the leadership »f the noyw-reuritod groun.
Internal SLL-type terrsr and exnulsisns £311swed, giving ridc Lo the ClAfT
and Grant grouns.  Soon Lawrence's OP entry groun was nade the »fficial
sectinn, and nfter that disintesroted there was no officitl zectisn.

After 1956, the biggest bretk in any Furspern CP wns in the BLritish €D,
The SLL made big grins, but the PT bad vy sectisn., Sn Pablos sousrhi sut
Grant, wh> had been exvelled frim the FI in 195051 o o right-wing bum, oo
affored him the franchise. The 8L was never really n sectisn, and was
Linally exrclled from the FI in . -1965.
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The mresent THO bowtz 15 srmaonise wenarately Trom the RSD arrurnd 1961,
The FI has 2cted as a cover from the TG, the romantie zppenl of tho Pl cover—
ing over the IMG'=m stunidities. ;

FI and WP: A) There are many unresdlved problems, on waich ve need 2
serious pragramme of thesretical vork. B) We must not ennitalate to

ronantic internationalism, sarcrificing »ur mossibiiities Hf rewl rovolutisnary
work +5 some abstractisns about the FI, €) Howover, Wis move ty critieal
sumport of the FI was the majsr palitic:l breakthrough £rr the group. It
enabled us to free »urselves from the myths »f the "anti-Pabloites’.

K5 read out the section of hisfaggéﬁgﬁ% derling with the Fl.*

K&t s disagreements with SM not -n lovel of disagreement sver this or that fact.

Overall, SM's account a rationalisation of the history »f the Pabisite tend
fhe FI was destryyed by the snread o>f rovisionism from the centre of ¥

International, Thig revisionisn, adaptatiom to Stalinism, penetrated ever

seetion of the Treotskyist movemeni, The FI does not exist, but the work of

the IGPFI is 2 basis for rebuildins the FIL, '

The cerucial struggle is the erisis >f leadership, the strug;lo of the ¥l
againet the Stalinists and Soccial Democrats, The crisis of londership ean
be solved only internatisnally, =2rd on the basis of the leading r»le of tho

nraletirint.

Since 1933 n» Stalinist has been rewsluti-nary. The Stalinists are our
mortal enemies,

The 1938 FI was dsmocratic centralist, and continued as such through th
war and to 1945, th-ush in 1945 the leadership wns Pablo, a functioary, »2.
Germain, a young intellectunl. :

The Transitiosnal Programme -1 the Fourth International is the summation
of the already asccumulated exverience °f the Leninist nyvement. It can onmiy
be understscd in the battle to use it. To Faill to usafihdicates the wrong
methad., The TPPI itself cannst he revised without changing the method on
vhich it was founded. It is based »n rerlity, and oannot be negrted or rofuted
by ideas. Thers is ndt 2selngle iden of Hhrxisu whica is »utaeide the struggle
~for maver.

The prygt-war briom indicrtes no rewival of copitalics. The siatement
“mankindts vproductive farces strgnile” canmot be understond tically.

Now technicues anwlied since the vwor ors snly fHrm, the contont, the way they

. . . P )
have been ammlied, is totally nnt1~sac111a3é3@s,& sluange are surface Phenomena.

Troteky never said oover could be seizod/wider the banner of the FI. fut
there are revoluiisna and revolutisnss The proletariat caa fight for its
interests only under the bunner of tho FI.

We can't szerifice this »r that demand from the TTI withou® negating tho
basis of the whole. Unity with reformists »r staliniets can oni, be pradt?
ag n tactic. There is no excuse for WA's fusion with IS. The only »dssi
party £or entry work in DUritain is the Labiur Party.

France 1968 was part »f a struggle whieh never stops - the siruggle ov
who conbrols state power. Thore are nd longer any purely ceonomiz stru .
‘Bvery struggle leads to the nuesiiom of mowor. There is no excuse for
debates sver whother we are nit %77 small to lend the class. Disaster ot
defeat is the Hnly alternative if we do not lead.

In 1946 the FI had 2 persnective »f immedi~te eohnomic crisis and the
wirld centre »f revolution being in the advanced canitalist countries. °
perspective was cHrrect. But the CBs soHld H»ut the struggle. In 1948 +he
were no significant changes in nerspective, but in 1948~51 drustic revisl ..
were mut -ut By P2lid ~ the uinlinists would be foreed to take porwer, Ind
world wsr was cortain, and there vas no time to build the FI. Today tho
- palitics »f the USFI are 2 combination »f contemplation and ~dventurism.

The najsrity of the French PCI .apnosed tho linuidationism >f Pablo,

t.; deon cntry int> a Scoial Demnertitic marty can be nractised with it
¥The .minutes here are fairly sketchy, since KS3's document will be out eoon
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1iquidati0nism,'§een entry into 2 Stalinist vorty cammot, But £or Pable all
the FI could d> is act as sn observer, recHgnising it seyld not act isdepend-
ently.

Pabla's 1951 document "Vhere are We Gring ™ is imoressisnistic and
counter to the TPPI, It c2lls Strlinism “poughly revoluti nary”. We must
remember that the Trotskyisi varty ~i Vietnam, smashed by the 3tnlinists,
wag 2 mags vriy, a2t the head of the proletarint in that country.

E. Burope, Chinese, 2nd Vietnamese revhlutisns are in no way comparable
with October, Dut the FI ks not lenrned .the lemson »f the counter—revol-
utionary nature »f 3talinism from Vietnam, Hungary etc. The Chinese
Communist Party is and was Stalinict,

Canitalism forces the nroletariat o strugsle. The content »f this
struggle is the drive to overthrow cavitalism, its form is support of the
trade union struggle and the traditiosnal varties of the working class.

Disengsion:

MT put three cuestiins to KB :

TT KS says he supports the OCI'z OCRFI, hut does he suppsrt the CCT's lin
that vhe United Front is o gtintscy, OCI's line leands t> Dblatant rightist
nractice. Eg in the nresidoniial electioms of 1969, the OCI cnlled Jor o
united CP=SP candidate agiinst Krivine. The CP s2id thzat a cimmon progracss
would be necessary f£or = unitod cundidate. But the OCI s2id "never mind
absut the wrogramme” -~ 4 ouste, "in the precise circumstances, the dovely: -
ment »f the programme »f ~ government >f the united workers' orgunisatiosns
flowed from this candidature. ‘The working class, in struggling £or the ddb
of the candidates of the bou. c-.isie, would have charged the united candi’-
acy of the workers' ~rganisutinrs with 2 class eontest...”

2) KS sunports the OCI's view that big (anti-soeial) arms exvenditure sinc:
world war II means that in fast the forces of productisn have not grown,

But this is mystical moralism, which works -nly by glibly redefining teruc.
Makes nonsense »f ny =ttemnt at selentific Marulas.

3) KBS says the trade unions and the tr:wditi nal wirkers' parties exwress the
will of the working clase to tzke pomer. This prganic conesntion is taken by
the OCI to the moiut »f denial of ihe Loninist theory »f thoe »ariy, stating
that (to auorte) "Proletorian closs consciousness is not oarried 49 tho
proletariat "fron sutside™. it procesds from tho development =f tho whale
class struggle”. etc ete,

and three gusstisns t» SM:

1) 8M's criticism of DPablo's theses an Stslinism verhops not justified.
Pablo pointed ouite accurately at nunrersus tendencies to disirtegration in
Stalinism., And the Chinese revolution (for example} must Love been eonscisuc
sn some level on Mas's mart, It seem= to lead to a mors usgeful "nalysis of
the Chinese rev-olutisn if we analvse the specific ways in which wae CCP had
relntive independence »f the Kremlin buresucracy, rathor than relying in
our analysis (as dres the SWP J on a aystical 'tidal wave'! of 'mass pressu.
2) In the FI's documentg, we Find the word *revilutiom’ used in a peculins
fashion, It dsesn't refer to an gvent, but t> 2 hisiyrical subject, whiil.
"advances” . Yeoxerts nressure” on tais or thot, ete. Thus the subject of
histopy is located in 2 hyovostuitised absiraotion, which deotracts from the
rocognition of the working cluns 1s subjeciive fachor,

Moresver, the consept of *dusl power' which the FI uge to describe 1
situation in E. Burove betveen 1944 and 1949 is very strange. How ig thow
durl power vhen the proletarist is generally subdued and bzutadly suepross
Soems 1o be just an atiempt o it events in E. Hurive into 2 traditimali. .
mHuld,

3) One asvect o>f the FI's prlitics that necds investigiting is ils viev
of party and class. The FI docunents operate in terms ST a simple polarity
of 'vanguard! and ‘masses'. ‘Vaaguard is gystematically anbiguous, flen
used to den>te what the CP call "the broad left", thus nllows the L oto
follrw opwortunist, adaplationist relatisn to Tofterefornist and centrist
currents,
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PS KS is ambigudrus for = sturt in saying that the FI droen't cxist, and a2l g9
that the ICFI has laid 4 basis £5r recmstruction.

He says thnt the crucial guestion is methHhd. But the ICFT was 2 totnlly
unprincinled alliance »f three national grouns with rdical differences. The
talk about methnd is pure bombast.

If broms and slumns are'surfice nhonomena', this mikes 2 mnsonse SF any
attemnt 2t 2 secientific annreciatin f reality.

Have the nryductive frrces been declining ? If they have really (not just
in mygiicism) then the chief nriductive firce. the working class, has alss beon
declining, there has been maseive unemolsyment, stirvation etc. Ims this
happened ? o i

Every struggle »f the wirking cliss raises the guestin Af power ? This
startenent t9t11ly iansres the snecific dynwmios »f snecific strugeles.

The FI never siid that the CPs would he firced - tike nower. XS is making
in amalgam between the PI and Cochran, But Hne ean always take strands from -
boydy of thousht, blow them un. and use them % discredit the main bHrdy »f idea

It is true that the CPs were s motimes forced to side with the c»hlonial

revolution agiinst imperindism.:

m

AH KS's pogition is seotari but. nat. the. clissic Yabstract pronspandist
mesivity! Bordigist sectirianisn. It is sectarian in the. sensge of:imoprsing:: 7
drgmatic schemis on the real movement »Ff the clase struzigle. but it leads not,
>r mt only, to isdlated passivity, but 4o sluggish adantationien. It is
similar t» the sectirianism f the SLL (2dantation = the 'general strike for n
general electim', 'Labyur to prwer with sscialist nolicies! lines) and »f the
RSL. It is marked by 2 t1 tally fetishistic attitude t-» the traditional Hrgan~
isatisns ~f the labour movement, \

This sectarianism is exemnlified by KS's rightist, semi-raciilist prysition
n the Middle Fast (ie, the Isrneli wirking clase is the main frroe for sociile
isn). Because »f the cloiser confrrmity T the Isrneld woirkine class 49 certain
traditional schemas >f nroletarian srganisition (trade unisnisstion, eote), they
are elevated ahrve the Arab masses.

The OCI's anpriach n the develspnont of connci wusness (18 nurted by MT) is
n examnle of sluggish adaptationism, a regression to Second Intornttisnalist
thorught Hr worse.

KS talks aborut "the connruest >f the miuses’ - Pabls had a ol lar pnerspect-~
ive, With Pabl>, there was ernjunctural misestimation; but in any caze the
"conouest Hf the masses" Frrmul-tin could mnly lead to valunteriem or
adaptatisnism. It is cuite clenrly contrary t> WFP's formulations on Fusisn of
Educatisn and Organisatisn —= and, 25 ¢n be seen when KS has been mersuaded t-
state his pysition in the Lond»n branch, KS alsh 2pprses Fusion »f Bd. and Ore.

K5 It is not true that saying thoi the Inbour Party reflects the will »f tho
working class t9 tike power lends +- I'abloism. KS stresses the nucstin of tha
revilutisniry party, while Pabls ployed it down.

It is true historically that Marxism comes t5 the woyrking clase from sute
side, in the sense thait Marx and Encels were not voyrkers, but sinceo that time
it is n>t true. The OCI is right, the questisn > Yeonsciusness fron outsido”
is metaphysical. Mrxism con nly develsp in the struggles >f tho working .
class, KS:n)wrwishasvtq;witthQWtswmeW5f~the‘stﬁtémentb*in*hié‘IEf:rtiClclbﬁ;”
Runk and File paners, since they refiect the wrong "conscisusness from Sutsid,
idea. ,

KS is ooporsed t5 the slygan of Goneral Strike, so AN ig ¥rong to try to
make an amalgam »f KS and the SLI.

PS is right to say that the 1953 IC break wis euviricnl. But the content
of the break was t> defend the origriame and the »rganisitisns »f Trotskyisn.

SM Unforriunztely KS's contributisn has de~centred the discussion.

KS fetishises the Transitional Progr-mme, and eondemns anv 4.l ~f "orygross—
ive trends in Stalinism". Tut 1ok at whnt the T.P. gaye 1bout the " Pretion of
Butenk>” (prito~fascist) and "factisn of Reiss" (prato-Dorlshevik) in the bupeau-

L 4
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KS says the T.P.
1938 enly !

In KS's worid view, Chinn,
vetty mirginal details.
enllzectivien,

On MT's eontributin
independence of the Kremlin,
and procedures of ¢ ?111n1qm¢

-~ The Chincse

is based Hn crdifiod arverionce ~ yes, but experionce ur 4

Yugorslivia, Vlctnwm, %2 can ferbure only s
Logie >f this iden is

atata ganitalien or buteucratic

and Yugoslav CPs did have A deogree »f
but the point is that they mainiainsd the idenloagy

MT i right on "the rev-lution" =~ the USFI uses the term teleolegically, to

desorabe ) vhsle precass st%rilng in 19
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fen Heveiiutian, Lenin, FTrotsky. apd tha
founded gew Communisi Iut srant ia

d i1 in a
with ihe

praciives of the Second Tnteraational,

U osttempied to fuse the fronts of the class struggle -
the general political strugyle with the sectional indeetrial
struggles, aid both sww: the ideglopicai struggle — intn @
“trategy for working class power, For Fegaiiam thoy substite
wted asudacicus u:<m»:n~aup.< action to smash fhe capitaliad
state- ’ )
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meant IMPGSING the porms of the advnocen ovumtries on ithe
"hackward®; its opposition o maticpalism meent complismcs
in the naticnal slevery of the colonies.

0. .moist internationalism possionately chmvpionead
n&tional righte and interests of the oppressed pao:
world, distinguishing the nationeiism of +he Cppeassed
pennies from the nationalism of the opprezsors.
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The first four Congresses of the Conprandst Inderastional

were u greet commmizt renaissance, whish ¢odified experiesca
ann angiysed reality.,

The Foucth Internatienal was fcunded by Troteky to delend
moaist progromms epd rebuilg the reve akienwry
Iaberastions] after the rise ef Stzlin'e berswioracy hed 1od
to the degeneraticn of the CI. It putfered comgiutive dofosd
Wt mmoceaded im ene vital thing ~ it preserwud the prograwss.
the mafelsified traditien and the bauner of vomssw 1A
ieplacable opposition be the courdterfeid whid
N wurh the med end covered with

the
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¥5% CRISTS OF {ROTSKYISH

Afper tha second world war, the Trotalyists bad 4o EF e
a new ansliysis of the world, where vast changas had taken
pisce., Capitaliss wos entering ur sTpazsionary boom. Fovces
otier then those of Trotekyism sarried threugh & major part
of the programme sf the Pourth Internacional {ia Tastern
Earep. aod in China).

Baginning with the Yugoslav revolnticn in 1047, Troiskyiam
enteved @ pericd of crisis. Up teo 104% ond with increasing
doubt antil the end of the decade, the Fourth International
conld regard itsalf as e movement based on & given 'Marwmima’
which guided practice and interpreted reelity in fie pressut
end clearly indicated alternatives for the fubure., The
tphilosophers' bad jnterpreteé history snd proletarien
experience.

Bat from the mid-'403 end efier 1947 1% became 2 mabter
of en increasingly desperaie efferi ie cetch up with events
in veslity which had mot heeu eupncted, snd, &t fixet sight,
eppearad o CONTRADICT the exnectsbions sud aleo o invalidete
the sonncotion bebwesn vhe progremme &nd the proletariat as

[ P

* oy r‘xa
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Mmaw oy wscv 1‘ﬁxwmm in iiself, cowld not be a major eriterion,
Tn tiexrmany in the $30s the mpvement®s corvectnsss AND IT8
DFFVAT had both been tetal., f[he erisis was proveked by the

f forces outside 1% which, as ia Yogoslavia, China,
and 1 Cube, carrvied dhwou ! pard ¢
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"The importance
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of the truths snd peneralisations whieh hove bees fiymly
and decigively wnamwﬂmmv“ it fs te o omuch prester degree
& question of drawing up the Laleuce of ihe world economiec
pnd npolitical experience af the last period,; perticularly
of the veveiutionury siruggles of ihe las? five yoars -

so rich in events and misty

&
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Following the rise of Stalinism, Trotskylam has Leen
dogged by a veal contradiction, An aesentinl part of its
perspectives, of its ‘concept of the epoch’, has been “the
exsaptional y s the Cominiern and its lesdership
goaupy wil e WHOLE MEC 1es OF THE PRESENT

: kv, var emphasiz). Yet the Trotsky-
she pevolutionsry procrumne, heve
pass revelutiovary foreces.

v
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size and the scope of its awbitions and gepirations, bwebtwsen
what it wanted and believed needed doing and what it itself
wez able to do, rent the then Russian~based Trotskyist move-
ment inte three segments:

saw only WHAT the induetrialiszatiocn turn in

These who placed thumselves entirely on the semzmppndicale
ist grounds of the effect on the working class, ithet is
concerning themselves exclusively with HOW and BY WHOM the
new industrialisasicn fwrn was carried out, and what the
effects on the lives and rights of the Bussian people were -
ueglecting aud dismissing WHAT was done - the State
Capitalists;

And thusc,
the matually »

ke Trotsky, who resisted the dccompositien,
:1lent ome-sidedness, ignoring neithexr 'WHAT!

nor 'WHOM', wer 'HOW', The pettern was a recurring one,
.ict bhas generated constant pressures towards

Oiger ideelogical develupments., Some wrilte off the

fexceptionul position! of the revelut?

Ythe aniea of the spech!. The pars

cont the epooh thus become an b

fobjeztive?; moreover, understood in a vulgar econom i
agnse, This lsads to en ‘evolutioniem! which is
entively vuigar snd non-Merxist, The role of leadership, and
" uhe working class itself, comes in 8s an external
facioy, wotivated omly by dogma.

seme place totally speculative hopes in the establisbed
wass srganisations end their leaderships, or construct hopetul
gcenariog for the rep:l ascent of Trotskyism to the leadership
of those orgenisations. Such is the Trotekyist? whoe “denizs !
tue sharp tasks of today in the name of dreams about soft tasks
of the fubure.., Theoretically, it means to fail to base ounesalf
on the developments now going on in real life, tc detack onesslf *
from them in the name of dreams" (Lenin).

Some junk the ‘plobal' side of the perspectives, the can-
cept of the orgamic imminence of 'wars and revolutions!, and
dismiss the actual revolutions as merginal details. They
retrest into subjectivism, reducing perspectives to the level
of daily tasks. Az their histerie criterion, their verdstick
by which to judgs events and developwents, they overemphasise
the impediete effeets ok and invelvement = ar BOMinve iVeme e
ef the working class, brusiing saide the titanic Tobievtive! =~

sconpmic, social ~ effevts of these avents in cur wpoch,

ing and ignored how it was done and by whom it .
Preobrazhensky, Piatakov, and the administrators; .

sxi-wny 12 that botween the Tnew claset tendenciss and those
the 1951 Tpro-founding ., his dividing line was

tiz vrtempt to come to sn Gederstanding of the

2} dividing 1o in the Trotskyist movement
13 I
:
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thie n.w class' tendencies repre
with Marxism. The ‘hureancratic onii theory
. o g description of the Btalinist socreiies similar

&1 Tyt i tshels
changes -~ and with an implicit serspoetive ot ignoring, deay-
fog, v evading the whele Marzist concepbtion of the necessary
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avtivity as tie SUBJECT of history. Nonetheless it IS crippl-
iug for  an understanding of the world outside the
Lan ceontries. {Ses note 1)

ing the

twmplications for revolutionary practice,
Warld struggles can lead only to new
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It weans that Third

repressive regimes {aud

arbicrury approach to

neutrasl on Korea;

iteitly hostile to China.} In fact, the specific theory
(i st important for us) is 4 disguised Lowm of

weratic collectiviam, as Grant demonstrated already

in 149,

riest  FOR the Vietnamese;

The capitalist nsture of (he USsi is not, e Clifffs
theory, uitimately derived from ECONOMIC eat
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A veal problems -~ and substituies Tictisnel fer ceal
wintions,

The aystematic “ying of the mwr\wnw terdencies is merely
¢ conascious goutiniution of the selfw-deception and rejection
£ 53l ratienal polities which is 8t the root of their 'solube
't to the prebioms of post-war Trotskyism, Their internal
aex of demoprscy and gangsterism result from ideological
aptey ent couseguent fear of free discussion and guestions.
¢+ vesult is the dictutorship of a priestly caste led by @

:

lealy or & lLanbzii ~ essentially s negaticn of ayerything
rotekyien aterds for - the suberdination of the world o
atiensl workiag class control.

The tregie joke sgainst these dugmaiists is thet the, &
npet wependently AFUER 1951 in polemics! opposition t¢ 4he T
Awwmw tiag I3FY)which, in a periced of sboguntisn of
sovement in the metropoliton countries, and biy riruggles in the
colenies {Indochine, Algeria} frisd with meagre ressurscs o
praly @ basie principle of Leninfs Cowintern: thet revolubioubpe
faz in the advenced countries moet ACTIVELY aid dhe vewelis io

£ e

in g wa et dncet re mger urndl 3t the
‘Pabiloites’ omz ol their cne-gidedness o 2 soloniel
revolntion SLL/0CT wound up disdaining the sirnsgles in
tee !'fhird ¥We in wo explicit way that sven the Sscond
{nternational before 191k would have found shimeful !

There is » peculiar TENDERDY in the Inderneoionsi
Jommiltee groups (OCI, SLL) tewards filling the dorvirated

forms of dogmobized "Trotskyist' ideas with Secend Internatb~
ionalist dontent.

Thie is almost total in the French OCI. Wheress the &
azg & revolutionary position on the Middle East, the 001
aetually equstes Israel (a vacist state compareble to Soulk
ifrica) and the Arab states. The 0CT aupporters in Zicniste-
vccupied Palestine (*Israslt) accommedate to Zisnism in the
peme of promoting Jewish~Areb working class unity., This is
equivelent to Sewth Africen Trotskyists trying te ignore
apartheid, the better to promote working-class uaity !

Uniformly, the OCI's positions, pacudo-Tro kyist in
appearance, &re & giant step backwards. They Aisdaip Thirvd
Horld struggles, They relgch the ides iust there is a
Marzist weibod, and tolk 1n terms oF an organic ripening of
workingwclass corso: fury dizesunt the ideclogical
stroggle, and ths o

fonn %
L Wi

2ide They eoy

to the rump of the French Secisl-Demosracy. They push the
slogan of a Comwunist Pardye Soeialist Party nnited front,
leeving the questiicn of PROGRAMME to ore side. They bill x
C¥ - 8P jevermment in Frsnce, or 2 ‘yure’ SociaiBemocvatis
gevercosent in Germeny, as e WOBEERS' GOVERNMENT - evew
the CAPITALIET STATY reuwsips steble !

+

the SLI in 1971, this group
rllites; an ‘Organising Committ
the ¥ourth International’. Givean
raud, they will ocnly mansgse froaconsiruct? the Fourth
fwtesnetbional. .. back ipbo woeond ! Oy a preposterous
adwiglare caricature of the 1!

gvia

The
gumayal
Cenmitiing crase gryorz, nevey rsal
war porisd, £% had ngverthsleny met

szeizrian glsndevers said. Do de
revelstisn wes, siter all, vevessary 3
BMPERTOCLY IUUTUTTOATION WEVER ADEQUATELY
54 o na ey
v Frew

Suppori meunt recogmibtion thet thia was ths msinstrsom,
aud & definitive bresk with the 'enti-Pabioitez’, ‘lriticalf
2t underetanding that MEME B ool the HEF] tendency was
not sompetible eith reveintiouary 3o ovice, then,in Beitain
at lenst. )

Bl

.
A

e Pourth Intermstionsl hes dended 4o disaclve sll
cenerete guestions of communist practice imio a grans nistuve
ef 'the Revolution'! as a shadowy lut powerful kistorical
actor, marching reientlessly across the world, a latber-dsy
"pidden hapd'. Analysis of the colonial revelution hms terdded
to collapse inbo 'eupherie' erystsl ball gesing.

Fermanent zevolution has heon aevm as a genersi scenario, a
self~prepelling 'process?', rather then what it rraily is, a
fasien of different movemeuns, relating to diffcvent {vourge~
ois~democratic, waawmwwmﬁv tasks, o fusicn realised Ly revos
lationary practice.

The FI has made correct, though incompiste, explanations
of the Thiness aand Cubom vevelntionz in terms of the svwerall
BRIBOTIVE *third Werld? fatienskdp to imperielismg of
whe elasy avraedure of those countrissy and of the swrvivel
gf el wugbe i state in Hussla. It hins repeatediy
.. cthMﬁwaﬁmﬁaw#ﬁmewwﬁ&WQmm
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and judge every existing organisatiou from that point of view.

¥hen WOREERS FIGHT first apncarsd in October 1947, we were
primarily invelved in rank-and-file s ] tru pards.

The proto~IMG was hobnobbing wivein @ r;ﬁ%%ew wevaant
with Jack Jenes — whe was actively sabotep Joeck mtrikes
of thai period. Thelr paper cu ; end oaly

a veiled hint of disapproval, ONES BY NAME,

The IMG bshaved with gross irrespor indaed
ideoiogical and politicsl cowardice, in 1 to entay the
inchoate centrist regrouptent that was the 156& Internstiomal
Secialists. The creation of the present buresucratised IS,
and the comsslidation ¢f the centrel ef the Cliff tendency,
wae a0t ipevitehle, but the result ot 2 defeat for Trotskyiom,
in 1968 and afterwards,

Gur expulsi
igsue of our OR
possible to maind

r 1071, posed sherply the
with the USFI, Was it
tien towerds the werbing

Ta

we Dad done in IS8, as part

clasa, te coniin
~f the IMG ?

the IMG (wiich hed helped che IS
wl inforn inst us lnm Nov
kuw\ Clels) : 2ft. We wwowﬁrmu to thew &
@mwyom oi mpmo:ruwgp coupled witk action in prolucing a joint
workers' weekly paper, They refus xvsuaﬁﬁwﬁm, attempts

te sxpleit the guestion of the Fe vnavional in a pebiy
factional v pat was their main concert.

We resumed ¢o after & six months' gap in December
1972, while still e process of working eut s full assess-
ment of the USFI. We asked for access bo themsior draft docu=
ments for the forthcoming *I0th World (ougreas! (which were
anyway soon 4o be made public). We ueedsd the documerts =z as
to base our discussien on the FI on the fullest krowledge of
the latest balance sheet by the the USFI of the serious shifis
in its positicns over the iast years. We uaturally offered
the necessary guarantees regarding cvontrsl of circulation, etc,

+
&
.ﬂ
5

In response it was demanded that we allow participation in
cur discussion by a "representative of the USFIY; oniy then
would the necessary documents for a full POLITICAL assessment
ef the USKY roday be made available o us. This presented us

I

with a very surivus problem. Having decided to continue to

i Lon in ithe class struggle during the course of +the +wc&axm¢
uww :wssisn of the histery, politics, and currant fren

the broad 'Fourth Internstionslist? movementi, we had

steps to prevent tihe discussion from disru upt Wi

Especially so given that twe of ¢

fo wipse
last six
internal
eaging
could ¢
the TME
ather than
Internatic

gemizetion WP has takon sizps in the
rely the possibility sxisted that the
and dispubes that mighi SEETse N AS8e
internationsd "Trobskvisw? .
and teov 0 upart (N4.2)Any {cvelvewent 3
on behill ot the IM3) could not do
¢f the discussion on the

panstermation iote a factienal
confliet, cen Lhe s record of shortsighied
and pebby ﬁa»:“mm te be expected other than
that thexy ities they woezre ww van not 4o

engage in g =e
ivme the poli
Wr. m

int mw;,.

fizoussion with us, but fto cente
coaduet organisatio k@w raids on
en wtmowu to be sures  bas btheir
p&ra; In addition any specisl

righte cur intarnal affairs would
mAaaa sal integrity ef the group and
partis 1P cenference snd usurp its powers;
after wig being ngwwagmaL the aunthority of

avious WE conference, ts decideron ovur inbernetiocnal
isns, 1f say, o mmma the USFL/TIG any speecial
i gaponse they withheid ihe doeone
ere within their formal rights
moitsee had jusi |

m thins
: 83800

v shan this ncHmemi
ether with REFUSAL +to
cal basis fer thet fusge
period beiore the '10th
hey m%wvm Wtﬁzaw @nm docunents necessary
ol bhe eurrent state of the USFI inte

1 W s levee their way past our organisational
mwm tyvst of them, indto the interacl affairs of a group whose
organizstional integrity they sad promised to respect before
dizenesion opened,

§.»-£

Over tle last yesr we hove watched the IMG in amazemsnt -
gemuine, mot rhetorical ! Iis prevecevpatisns have been determ-
ined by the dynemwice of the development of iis 'own' ingignifie
cant ard waddled ideas, not by the dynsmics of the class
stroggie erupbting vound them.

N

They stoud Lenin's ideas on propagenda, agitation, and
zalls to action on their head, just wheo the class atruggle
revdered them vital, They mwoem theory on its bead agein by
mmnkm%waﬁ that Ienin's analysis of Favm:wrwr n, whe theory of
apitalism in iis period of decay azitise ~ this
snalysis FLOWED FROM the concepd

g

T+ was this same feoncewntt

epposition ©o
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devolnr Bevolvilon would be nething less theo o -
Only in that 1% guarded and defended these social
remains of tke Revolution {in its own way and for the. reason
that the privileges and intersste of the bureancracy were tied
inseperably to the post ommwwaw~:a rcmwmd esztablished w% the
October Hevolution) could the USSE ! nsidered ¢ Workers
State, even a degenerated one. Tz » epplies 1:. zoched for
China,Cubs, ete., to the USSR it.. ; : hold the

degenerated workers state position: = +Ww actual
considerations which underpin Trotsivs e USSR to
the sther staliuvist states vhen it wmw them

as capivalist,
Nate 2.

As the Leagne For & Workers Republic, an
associated with was torn into three wwmnm

T We wWere onee
similar disc~

uszion in wm<:» Tuvee groups vesuited: an {s rv grouping, a
small rump consistw

group in critical cpvmcmw ef ﬁmm UBF1, e
ing of the majority of the sld “i

a8 cligue besis. After a&s s }
mnunp jeinsd the :ﬁwina%w:m»wa drga
structionm nf the Fourih Intern
still te be fighting the zood mm
thev did not even know the SPECY clities of the OCI, and in

any case would have besn incopable of critisally ssseasing them, Its
myuaww WORKERS mwwrduhr now introdus & 1ull blooded version of

. R+ ”ﬂuccur4wwm: to the Eeglish specking worid, uﬁﬂham the
~ang it demonstvated its bankrupbey strike

K 5 as follew B LABGY
LABOUR TO PCW hbukﬁe POLICIES, SUPPORTED BY THE TRADE
UNIONSY 1) Since »Wn prsgibility of a n@awwﬁwaa dependad on the
small Lebour Yarty, which had twmwmm@ itseli to n coalitien,

every vote for Labour was a ﬁoﬁm for coulition, and it wae imposge
ible IN REALITY to vote Lebour withsut voiing Bourgasis coalition,
without helping ..e lebour leadsrs make it possible. The main
ewphagis, the only directive to action was "WOTE LALOUR", By agy
one of the basic Marxist teneis on the class wﬁ+ﬁwm of the state
the IWE lent its small weight o the bourgesis coalition, In

so far as lhe slogans related ¢ the world ef hard realities

and real political relationsbips no other isterpretstion is
possible, In addition the siogan “LABOUR TC POWER WITH SOCTALIST
POLICIES" can do nothing but spread illusioms in this BOURGEOIS
LABOUR PARTY. Thet this slegan is favoured in Britain by thae SLL
and the REL does oot make it any the less alien 4o Trotskyism

and the Fourth Internstiepal. 1t is a product of sccisl-democrate
ised "Irotekyism" in its mwost degeneraste state of political and
intellectual enfeeblement {See for instance "IN DEFENCE OF MARYISMM
where Trotsky ﬁwwﬂmwmu Max Shachtman for umwmumwbw or having
similar illusions iz the US Socialist Party in the late H@Jom.u.

As for the trade unions, it is the ELFMENTARY duty of revol~
witionaries to fight lmplacebly against Trade Union aupgert for auy
Guvernment sdmiaistering capitalism: omly if it is reaily expected

£ xw .
thet Labour COULD come to power and promote "socialiss vowfnwrm

17

;gmpam tegether on
in 1971, this
tee for the Receon—
secause it appeared
t "Pasloiam", Ipitially

does gnuck a slogan make any sense at all, That the leadews and
memBsrs of the IWR are in 4hot intention revelutiocnaries only
emphagises the scops of the retrogressisn - almost Lo the m&awﬁn
of the Second Tutewrnstionsl . invoived the OCR¥I, 98¢ oourse
Hw,mwwﬁu @izo the &k the psaple who run wW¢ iNR,
binkipg 11 is pogs : a8 re mwn&waamam GE] gwmwewa
botharing to mestar v , riam mmswm iing inst-

ead with an ol Ewmemm of hal® undee
understosd “hasic brutp.’ ‘wwwm myikoalogy. Pyon
HoXSy garhaps, then the ﬁrr\ﬁmv ﬁaﬁ conrades of ours have
qwﬁsfuw&mﬁrm that the road 4o Bell - feir case o ilundvert-
amtly erossing the slage line in + ctions: uo less a ¢mwmwn«
is rresible - paved with the ¥ :wﬁaprrwwoawm; and "aubie
revistendet” intestions. Ana 2epecially where the anti-Pebloits
M@MWQ Selor ar: & substitute for o seriovs and politically resp-
ongille agprosca o {he hist.: v aud problems of tha wwcﬁmWQme
movsnsnd,

Seam Hetmrams
Jong 1973



MIKUTES OF N, Q. MFETING (19th July)

PRESENT: PB/FE—B/MJ}/ S/ B/ WY NS DS Lk TECOMERS: AH/RI/PS/BH
(BSERVERS: CB/BH/CX/JBr AZSENT: JY/SC
CHAIRMAN: NS  MINUZES: D3 STLRT: 12 Mooy (fhour Jate) Finich: 5.L45.

VTTUTES OF LAST N, C. , SECHETARIAT ETO.

PR~ Chere had been a good discission on Portugal and Ircland at the Wayl G
Waere were the minutes?
Nw~ Had toaken mir.ctes but couldn't undershand them.

AGREED: NW to send notes to MT for deciphering.

DS~ Had May N.C. corrected April N.O, minutes on 'Priorities'? AH's resolution
is not mentioned in the minutes, Worse still - AH's resolution had been
passedd

NS~ The May N.C. had decided the mirunites were correct.

DS=- Quesiion on the Sect. Minutes. ¥y can we not affodd to send a comrade to
the .0. Conference? Paris is no further from London than Manchester.

MT~ The Z.0. Conference is a waste of time as he had reported previcusly.

SM~ This was not the reason why the Sect. decided not to send anybody. It is
a question of prioritiesc

N3~ We can discuss thi. under t.e item '"Fourth International' on the agenda.

AGHEED

NW- Moved Next Business.

DS~ Opposed. Wny do Comrades object to matiswe beinzg raised? Ten minutes is
not long erouzh for the Minutes, if we ilake the Croup seriously.

MT= Notice of one week should be given for any item on the N.C. acenda and
any question on the minutes. Proposed a resolution on those lines.

DS~ Then the N, C. Minutes and Agenda should be produced well in acveaiws,
not on the day of the N. G !

SM~ Proposed that plenty of time be allowed at future N. C. meetings for
raising issues on the Minutes.

AGREFD to S{'s proposal.

DS« A number of points had recently been raised on the issue of demonstrations
€.g. banners, who marches with wio. Also we need to learn frow the PTA
demo. Proposed SC commission article for I.B, on Demonslraticus -

How to prepare, how to behave on the dmoyhow to follow up ctc.

AGREED to DS's proposal.

DS~ Question on the purpose of the Solidarity Bmlletin.

SM~ A) We use it to organise in TCu
B) We co~ordinate all forces zgzreeing on this one issue.
C) We zim to gain a presence for WF.

REGROUPMENT AND THE SITUATION ON 173 REVOLUTIONARY LERT (See MT's document)

JBx~ Question on the CP. '

MT ~ The CP will build. They appear to have get up and go. They made many
contacts on the Common Market issue. Victory in Vietnam will help them.
The CP in industry has ir 7 uence over the Labour Left, particularly now
the Labour gov. are attacking the working class.

JBx~ Surely 'Militau%! should be included in Section 6

M- Most people joining 'Militant' are not revolutionaries. They don't want
to bite the head off the bourgeoisie!

NS~ Tere had been confusion in comrades' minds. Were we asking people to Join
Workers' Fightor creating somethinz new.

PR~ Thought Section 5 was contradictary. Surely large splits from the big
groups are bound to be cowpromised by their histéry.




SM~ Point 7 is not critical ercusi. The NC had been too vague. W2 should
havechammered away at the tendcncies. Instead we substiguted diplomacy
for propaganda.

On point 5 = allthe elements are there but the focus is wrong.
Our focus mustcbe on 1 to 7 rscruitment and vigorous propagandas

DS=- Questions to MI. How does he see us cperating in relation to a likely
Left current in the LP.? Does Section 5 mean that future growth in W
is to be expected from dron~cuts from other groups?

MT ANSWERS
ToNS - It is rnot a contradiction to aim to recruit groupings as well as
individuals within a grouping. With IS-LO, regrcoupment should have been
in the background
To ¥R - We are not going to overtake IS by cre to one recruitment. Ve
hope whole sections will join us. These new pecople will have to face up
to their history.

To SM = We never had an ecumenical point of view. We never dropped

any political points to gain signatures.

To DS ~ Tribune's letter columns have been full recenitly of the need to
build Tribuns groups. With SDA forming, the Left will crganisc.

These groups will suck in meny non-aligned elements, ex~revol. grouph
members ete. We want to see an opsn movement in which we can intervene.

LH~ NMT evades Ski's point. Diplomacy was not in the levter itself but in
our approach.lt caused disorientation in WF branches, Ve related to
leaderships instead of to individuals. We need to emphasise once again
that we are a propaganda group.

Si= The document is too innocuous, too complacent.True I'm jaundiced.

Just to think of all those endless, pointless discussions mekes we sick.
But the focus of the document is all wrong.Por exemple, the mention of
the Lzbour Lefts = we are not in favour of regroupment with themd

JBx~ SM is taking an unproductive experience and generalising. Regroupment
was and is the correct tactic.

MT~ What is SM on about?SM is Jjaur~diced = not & zood basis for a political
Judgement.

SM~ PROFOSED Sections 5&%7 to be remitted to the SC.

ACRETD to SM's proposal (6tok for S.5/5 to 3 for S.7)

PASSED the rest of the documenli unanimously.

POLITICAL PERSFECTIVTS (See 1. 30)

Pk~ Disgruntled that we should have to change sections after one month.
Also, Secticns 5andb wnderpin the rest = the whole thing is now off
balace. Let's not be Light-minded.

AH~ Ve were wronz on the LP and on the Jones plan. But these are not basic
theoretizal errors - our assessuents are too journalistic. Why?
Because we have too few commections. We have to recognise the sharpening
struggles on the Left. Right Tribunites do not want to lose new alliance
with the T.U.C. ( on the Common Farket), so Huckfield sayirg, 'Look the
T.U. C. want it'. '

SN~ Astonishing re=ensciment of the history of Social Demccracy in encapsulated
s p

forms Remarkable putting down of roots in the working ciass ~ even some
involvement in real strugzgles. Then real compromise to help capitalism
solve i%s problems.We can surely expect more feverish series of struggles
to result from the speeded up nature of the crisis. Those people who
are even now going alonz with the government will be ralicelised.
There are very good prospects for revolutionaries in the next periode

PR~ Agreed with SM. If Tories had done a Healey, ther would have Loen a
General Strike or calls for one. This inconceivable now. But surely
decisive struggles must be coming up .

MT'- PROPOSAL: SC to produce a supplementery document to thePol. Perspectives

AH~ PROFOSAL: We refer the document back.

AGREED (5 to 5 = NS for) to ul's proposal.



BANK _AND FILE COMUS. & MDVENENfg (See I.3. 30 end cttached points)

MI- Introduced his new points, IS-=R2F had become almost like ine LTUA of
the WRP. The R&F papers had decliined because of I8 pand rins.
R&F movements come and go, therc is nothins permenently structured.
We need regular industrial bulletins and pamphlets.

AH~ LT's document is eclectic. 3y focussinz on generalities it loses focus.
PROPOSED that the IB document he rejected.
The section on Our Policy has no direction and no priotities. The new
points would improve matters but caly merginally.
Apologised for not producing an allernative.

Sk~ Bewildered. How can we carry on this discussion?WT has patched .» his
document as a result of yesterday's School. YetciH's views are unclear.
R2F activity is not a mattér of ideas - it is permanent either at a low--
key or mass and spontancous., History in U,K. = spontaneous, no polit.
tendency with hegemony in ShoStewards' movement before Wil.Revivel
under influence of CP after 1921 defeats, In 1950s unofficial movements
and action.It exists as a refl:ction of the divorce between the
machinery of the T.U.C. bureauvcracy snd the Rank end file.
WF is a propaganda group. We zre proletarian. Ve need a programme for our
comrades. We need a generak policy for industry as a whole and specific
policies f or specifiic indusiries. Ve have gn exaggerated presence in
various irdustries BUT we bove no trained cadres integrating militancy
with WP politics. :
Nothingz is focus.:d, nothin:; is concrete. We need to prepare a discussic.

AGRFED: To be discussed at the next NC - AUGUST 9th

NEW_CONSTLTUTION F0ii WP (See document frow BH)
BH~ Explained various sections that had been altered and addedctoe
BGREED: To discuss at isugust NC.

FOURTH INTERNATIONAL (See SM's forthcoming document)
Sk= Introduced his document which he later read.

At our special Conference in 1977, we decided we couldncijoin or accept

the discipline of the USFI,

This document is intended to draw out conclusions jwplicit in the 1973
decisions.

(Basically ,Ithink SM was saying : 1) No & I. exists
2) We are in the 1933 Trotsky situation of the need to rebuild
33 ideologically the situation is worse then 1914 where ot lenct there w
was the healthy practice of the Bolsheviks. )
PS~ We need a full Group discussion on this. ;
MT= The NC should decide then have educationals on the matter.
AH- Agreed with MT. No point in havins re-discussion. Actually this did not
take place in 1973. The word got around about the conclusions before the
documents came out and we were treated to some pretty asinine anecdotes
at TMG3s expense. Few peopie hod anything political to say.

We need to have fundamental aualyses of F.I. Congress documents with
which comrades are familiar sn! can argue for. This resolution must not
substitute for analysis. SM hes done the work = great, but we haven't.

RL~ This is a very serious issuc. If we mekc a .decision, we have the duty

to carry it throush, to set eside priorities, time etc., to begin a whole

programme of work, ‘

AGREED: NC to decide. SM to “n*roduce a session at the Aggregate, on the issu:.
DS=- What about the L.0. Conference in this context?
AGREED: To refer this to the SC.

ECONOMIGC PERSENOTIVES(See PS's document)

PS~ AlNswered questions on his document.

Nil~ Why will capitalism recover?

PS~ Capitalism will not grind to a halt. slready the Run~down is slowing
dovmn. Anumber of countries have rcflated, others have reduced the rate
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of unemployment. There is likely to be an upturn in output in some count
countries. Nevertheless the situation is very stagnant. Keynaslsn woasures
are less and less effective. :

NS= Why is inflation still risiny in the UK. ?

PS~ Capitalists still put up prices because of various pressures and forces.
Output falls, overheads increase, State expenditure rises =~ non~productive.
Sterling has devalued 5% in 3 wonths - thus we pay move for imports.
Working class combativity keeps up stendard of living, zomparctively.

MI~ Will U. K. recover from recession less fully than other Woestiern countries,
or later, or both?

PS~ The structural crisis of British capitalism has been aggravated by the re
relative impasse of world capitelism. Brifish re-investment pattern is
later than elsewhere. The world monetary situation is unstable. There has
been a slower and slower growth rate in U.K. The need is to increase the
rate of exploitation, yet the British working class is very cumbative.
The £6 a week policy will solve nothing. We can expect & harder core of
unemployment. The recovery of World merket will have an effect but less
in U.K. than elsewhere.,

JBr- The WRP say this is the worst of all cconomic crises.Xls this true?

DS- Claimed to have SLL perspectives document from 1962 Conference saying the
same things.

PR~ PROPOSED: Next NC t- discuss nwow to discuss economic perspectives.
keferred tokk and economic bible=-punchers.

AGREED to FR's proposual,

JBx- PROPOSED: Remit document to next N.C. AGREED(MTZDS against)

LABOUR PARTY (See atizched proposals from 1T)

MT=- Initroduced his proposals.

DS~ PROFOSED 2 amendmenis to MT's proposals.

1) Add to section on tasks for LPYS Conference:
We start now to build new LPYS breauches ~ to get WP delegalces to next
year's Conference.

2) Add to section on our work in IP Left:
We aim to Gain contacts for WP onuthe basis of 'BEntrism' (i.e. fighting
in the LP? with us on our policies)

e have heard of impending strugiles and good pEoapects for revolutionaries.
Put forward the view that gains for WEP would come frounew forces, partic.
youth, not fromother left groups. We need to drive LPYS out:in practice
i.e. build our own branches. On ‘entrism] we need to stop people i aving

LP in disgust, at the same time getting people from one issue campaigns
(e-g. W.W. Charter, TOM) to join LB to fight with us.

PR) Agreed with DS on buildinz our own LEYS branches. East Midlands had
proved this. We had made 12 new rembers. Now we had a presence, we can
fight Militant more effectively.

We nmust distinguish between Tri-une in adult Party and in LPYS. At East
Midlands, Tribuneites had circul: ted anti-Trot leaflet, then DennisSkinner
spoke at the Militent mecting in the evening!

Si=-Worried about MI''s focussinz on the Militent. Like the 4 men in U.S.A.
'most dangerous enemies of the Spattacist League'.Could be last year's war.

AH= Vi must be far more open with YS paper. Last copy impossible to sell
outside LPYS. Attack on seli-ocut correct, but surely inside pages.

The co~ordination of our LI work hes becn disgracefully inadequate.

NW~ Agreed with criticismnof lactest YS. We do need to be careful about security.
But no martyrdow yet. Militant hacks deny squashing Irish campaign.

PS5~ There are a large number of LP issues workers relate to. WF paper should
reflect these. Por example, why not an interview with somebody involved
in Newham North Fast?

Agreed that best way to fight Militent was to build own branches,
recruiting youth to take in and fizht Milivant.
AGREED: DS's Amendments. AGREED: MT's Proposals.
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THE TAPOUR PARTY ( Proposals and srendments accepted by July N.C.)

£) Tho §0 to prepere & documsnt on political perspectives in relation to LP
The Y808 to dwaft one for svbmissicn to SC on praciical datalis of work,
Both these drcirmenits to be submitted within 2 weekse

2) We recognise the possible dovelopment of a major Tribuneite Left current
Tin the IP. We fight for revoluiionary politics within an open left current.
A% the mwoment we should investigate while keeping our heads down.
We recognise that we ourselves camnot structure the Left in the LP.
. :We.can only intervene.
We aim to gain eontacts for WF on the basis of ‘Entrism' tactic.
3) On the LPYS:
A, We prepare nmaw for the next LPY3 Conferenca
a. New LPYS branches - to get #F delegates
be Resolubtions on « the ecomouic struggle, Ireland, S.Africa,Women's Lib.,
racialdism, .
ca A YS meeting 2’ the Con"urauce
ds Intervention at pre~Couference Regional meetings and elections.
e. Leaflets on cur resolutions
fo A follow-up YS day scuool.
WP comrades on YS~KED to orgenise this, in consultation with Seot.
B. We aum tc become the sorious challenger to Mulitaas in the LPYS.
Cs We nsed to focus our LPYS work round centiralised campaigns
eaZ. on the ban on the Irish Campaign.
D, We approve the proposals to open cut ¥S . We should not, however
co~opt a member of the Chartists ciw to the YS~ED at the nta
®° Ws endorse the Secretvarizt proposals about structuring LTYS work through
regular YS-IB and Regioual TS supporters® msehings.
Y3 should appear every " months.
%) We instruct the WP-ED to increase covervage of LP and LPYS in the paper.

ORI IS
RANK AND FIL-E VO‘J.J

1tlons to MT's IB article - rewitted to next NC)

A° To stay as it is.

B, TheIS=R&F. This movement could have had real pOSSlbllltleS if it had had
clear political baolkbone and had pursued an energetic United Front policy
with the Liaison Committiee, {ul1dln? Workers'! Charter etca(anﬂ had been
accompanied by a political s le in thoose groups). We intervened
advocating that policy.In praciize IB preferred political tail=ending and :n
attempt to keep out of the way - the CP. The IS-R&F is now little more than
an IS version of the BTIUA,

G. The IS~R&F papers have now lerg.ly collapsed, with the exceptiom of the
white collar Unions where there is a social base for a militant wminority
among an ex~student layer. Th.s collapse is of course partly due to IS's
flabby oppertunism. But we recognise the possible value of short-lived
R&F papers as an . lempht to capitalise on a K& feeling which turns out to
be short-lived.

D. Our own R&F papces were also short=lived. Our faults were:

1) Failure to combine industrial work with cadrecdevelopment

2) Unrcalistic attempts to cxtend them to nstional coverages

We should aim for reguler industrial bulletins and serious pamphlets.
F. We necd more ideological centrakisation to our industrial work.

To that end we should produce pamphlets and campeign around them.

F. We should work within the verious lcose R&F groupings that exist =
e.gs Redundancies in the Media.

G, A4 hoc United Fronts, One-off Conicrences etc. can be useful. Sut fto make

o4
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of them a strategy in place of onvoing R&F movements is a formula for Cen L

oppor tunism.

H to K. as previous B. to E,



Draft letter to Spavtacusbund/FMR/IKL. INTERNATIONAL~COMMUNIST LEAGUE
- , 98 Gifford St, London N1 ODF.

. June 1976
Dear corrades,
I an writing to confirm the points discussed at the LO fete and the
international conference of 8/9 Junee :

(1) You said that you disagreed with our reply to the 'YNecessary International
Initiative' on the question of the crisis of the Fourth International.

We argue that the crisis of Trotskyisn arose essentially from a failuwre %o
analyse adequately the Stalinist-led revolutions in Yugoslavia, China, etc. s a
result all currents of the Trotskyist movement since the 1940s - International Corni-
ittee ag 'well as International Secretariat/United Secretariat — have tended to com~
bine fornal proclanations of the ideas of the Trotskyism of 1938 with adaptationism
in relation to a supposed ongoing objective revolutionary processe The term tPablo=~ -
igm' is a mythical concept, blocking understanding of the real problenge

You maintained that the Fourth International was destroyed through the pressure
of the class enemy in the early period of the war. This destruction was manifested
in the failure to maintain an international centre consistently propagating a revol-
utionary internationalist line. After the war, the comrades attenpting to rebuild the
Fourth Tnternational failed to do so. They fell into adaptationism. In your view,
tPabloism! is the name”of one period of this adaptation.

We asreed to contimue the discussion on this point in writing, around the FMR's
docunent on "The Crisis of the Fourth International”.

(2) Discussion to be carried out through an International Discussion Bulletine
The International Discussion Bulletin will be produced in English, by the I-CL as
a fraternal service to the Spartacubund, TFMR and IKL. The first issue will be
produced around the end of July. Articles for it should be ready in translation by
early Julye :

The articles for the first issue will bes

a) MR document on the 'Crisis of the FI', to be translated from Italian into
English by the I~CLe '
bg Documient of the IKL, to be sent to the I-CL soon.
¢) PR docunent on the Origins of Centrism Sui Generis, to be translated fron
Franch into English by the I-ClLe.

d) I~CL reply to the Internmational Initiative and 1-CL fusion resolution on the
Fourth)lnt‘exmtional. (We shall also try to produce German translations of these doc-
unents) .

e) The International Initiative, in an improved English translation.

One nore article may possitbly be included:

f) Spartacusbund document on the post~war crisis of the Fourth Internationale.

The Spartacusbund will inform us if this is to be includede.

The Internationsal Discussion Bulletin will be circulated to the members and
periphery of SB, MR, IKL and I-CL, and also, we would suggest, as widely as
possible to other groups, including dissident factions in USFI sections.

\ (3) We also discussed exchenge of comrades and docunentse The I-CL invited
conrades from the Spartacusbund, the FMR and the IKL to visit Britain for a period
including the I-CL conference. zWe have since postponedthe conference from 9/ 11
July to August or September to allow a longer pre-conference discussion pericde
We nay have a pre~conference on 9/11 July nonetheless, and in any case comrades
would be welcole to visit us then). We also said that I-CL comrades would be
visiting Germeny for a period in the sunnere

The I-CL also proposed exchange of internal documentse We have already given
copies of sone of our internal bulletins to the Spartacusbunde A Spartacusbund
comrade nentioned the possibility of giving the I~CL copies of a Spartacusbund
internal docunent on Spaine

We hope to hear fronm you soon on thesepoints. We also propose that we should
plan to hold a proper International Conference, including the Spartacusbund, the
FMR, the IIL, the I~CL, and any other groups accepting the general spirit of the
International Initiative, after onme or two issues of the International Discussion
Bulletin have been produceds The aim of the discussions (in our view) should be %o
work towards the elaboration of an international platform, similar in form to the
1930 eleven~point platform of the International Left Oppositions

We sugpest also discussion on common intervention in the LO international confer-



REPORT FROM THE L.0Oe CONFERENCE & L.Os FEIE

1+ We do not take our international work seriously enough. We must take it more
seriouslys We should devote sizable resources - not nmere tokens, as at present -
to translation of naterial, and to travel overseas.

5, From the discussions with the Spartacusbund and the MR (and the IKL) over the
weekend, our impression of a degree of political agreenent with them was confirmede
They were convinced by discussions that the RCG are a petty-bourgeois academic sect,
and nationalist as wells In the forums they dealt with the Spartacists very well,
distinguishing thenselves clearly fronm Spartacist-type nanti~Pabloite" argumentse

We algo discussed our reply to the VInternational Initiative', Portugal, and Spain.
We disagreed on the historical question of the crisis of the Pourth International .
(see letter to the SB/FI\IR/IKL, draft). I was not sure about the way they linked the
slogans of General Strike and Constituent Assembly in Spain, and I felt they tended
to a too-schematic view of the situation and an overestination of the tempo of
events. (The 8B should be sending us a document on Spain) .

3, We should press forward relations with the SB/FMR/IKL as vigorously as we calle
Even if the conclusions should be that we have principled disagreements with then
preventing collaboration, the experience will be positive in ferms of our

own clarification and of establishing a presence on the international scalees

3, We should =et texts on our position on the FI published in the following
languages (in order of priority):

- Gernan (we already have a translation of the 1973 pamphlet)

- French

-~ Portuguese

- Ttalinn.
Gunther, Foster and Parnell should be asked to concentrate their efforts heavily on
trenslations and international work, if necessary being relieved of other WwoTrke

Our wpresent texts are written in a very mianced and complex literary style, such
as to make then extrenely difficult to translate. A comrade (Walsh, for example
should be comigsioned %o do a brief and simply condensation which can be translated
(and which will alsc be useful for our own conrades! and our periphery's education) .

5. Price, Guather and/or Foster should visit Germany for a period during the summexr
to discuss with the Spartacusbund. If possible we should also arrange for conrades
(Murphy or Parnell plus a PC nember) to visit Italye

6. We should see the discussions as aiming towards the production of an international
platforn of the model of the 1930 platform of the Tnternational Left Opposition. We
should ourselves, after the I-CL conference, produce a first draft (it will be mno
nore than that) of such a platforme

7. We should also commission Price, Gunther and/or Foster to write a cormentary, for
our discussions on Manifesto and Action Programme, on the Grundsatzerklerung and the
Kenpfsprogramm of the Spartacusbunde We should ask the Spartacusbund for comments on
our Manifesto and Lction Prograrme.

8e We should prepare our interventions at 1O conferences. For the next one or the

on after, we should proposei- ‘

* campaign on the question of the Vietnanese Trotskyists (having written to them first)
* document on the question of the workers! government (extracted from Manifesto)

% docurent on the crisis of Trotskyisne

We should liaise with the SB/FMR/IKL of thise Obviously there is no question of us
forming a cormon international tendency with the L0/ CO/UATCI/Spark, but we have
everything to gain from additional contact with them. They are trying to use us,

tut we can use ther : ,

9, 'I.C.' no, 2 ghould carrys:
-~ LO's Address,y our reply, and a report on the last Conference;
- NII, plus our reply, and a short introduction.

C.Reynolds, June 1976.
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Sore observetions at the Lutite Uuviiere Fete

 What struck me most foreibly . at the Lutte Cuvriere Pete was thsot onr own
lackecaisical cttitude towards "internmatienal werk" put us in irmediate denger
of becoming a "naticnaliot" frouring.

When the Trots&ylst Tendency was expelled from IS, the LG irmediately read

out the writins on the wall that they thought we couldn't understand: "You will
not be able to Wlthst&ﬂu the prespure to become a naticnalist sect." They had
two things in nind: we wouldu't be able to “vogd inventing differences with then
in order to maintain uir sepsrateness {ken e term "sect"); and we wouldn't
he able to come to grips with rring world-poiitical questions simply on the
basigc of our ectivity, however

The sclution for these two ailments was in the cysu of the IIG guite .lvi uo:

we needed only to join the ILG end thuerchby the United Cceretariat of the Fourth
Internationsl, Jur ijens didn't natiter; it was like thoge bodyhbuilding courses
trat advertise themupelves with the words, "MNo equipment needed. The IiG's
ceord and the USFI's record since then {(and of ecourge before then too) has con-

. our choice

Y
b
[
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However, there can be little doubt that we did not take the warning se
enough, Anawering that joining the UDV1 wavldn't solve the problen was true;
answering that we saw the need to develop an ideclogical tendency whic

2id stand in the tradltlan of the Fiurth lutu. tional of Leen Trotslky wa
perfectly rigit. Sut what did we do?

Zere the record ig not entircly negative: we have the work on the FI, we have

our own attermts to come to grips with world-political guestions, Butl weighed

in the balance with what we “houla heve doue and what we ecould have dome, we did
seandalsucly little, Despite a long—tlme fpralation" with Spartacushbund in Fermeny,
we bave not cpee tried to intervene in we life of that orsanigatisn, we nave not
until very rocerily tried to systematise theose relations., In many wgs this

ghowzd a refusal to learn from soime of t%ﬁ nistakes of the relation with the LR
in Ireland. In both cases relations were largely at the personal level, nothing
was sebt Cown, nothing systenatised and the members cengeguently kept in the dark,

»nh.L

nefore I return tc the Lutte Cuvriers Wete itself, let me moke it guite elear tha
1 consider myself not simmle cc-recpobseilble for these sioricomings wilh cther
leacing mceuders of W“/x—CL but riore resconsible (as certain linguistic abilities
¢c play en importent rile in thio process/.

it ome of the diseussi.n "foruus" held at the Li Fete the ROG intervened to give
an outline of what they saw as the process by which an international is built,
They said - in the safety of a meeting where noat of the particinants didn't hnow
to what degree they sitand outside the worizing clags - that the first tasls of

t-e develoument of sn international tendency was for each of the national
groupings that claim fto be intornaticnalists to wage a straggle against cheuvinist
currents within "their own" working class,
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1) t:ere is here a confugion betwsen those tasic gerve ag a test for an
orsanisaticn's being free from seeing matiers from the noint of view cf th
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*“q“hV1nlsm) and those which show
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tely struek by £ ur things:
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interest of the naticnal cajitalict cl ass
that an organisatiﬁp ig free from ceeing matters gclely fronm witiin

of the "nationael cuperience."
2} logically, secording to ths 03 view, an international trograme is the
gynthesis of different naticnal prograrries inogtesd of vice verza,

3) the BIG, for all their iieslo« cal sretensicng, siunly carry over the idees
of I3 on the building of sn internationnl, The chief differonce keing that
the 233 are "armchair workeristo" while IS does at least put inte practice the
jdea of takinz the sirugsle into the werking cla s.

4) while the G conception 1 he diametrical 0B
practice actually conforns to their concenticn

f our concepticn, our
ir practice doeas not),




0f course if o rovoluticnary tendency cepitulates to its "own" nation's
chawviniom, I ¢ end of protestations -f in‘ernationalisn wilq save it from
confermation, In thig sense, the strugple apaingt Sritish chauvinisn, in

narticular in relatisn to the acid tests of tle Irish gues tlu” and the
question of blacks and immigraticn, is deeigsive,

3

On the other hand, any tendency which gought to define itself ao internationalist
on the basis of corrying out this strugrle and this alone, simply mekes itself
ridiculons, “hen Trotsky densunces the Dordighists for failing to Zevelsp an
international proprame ne didn't accuse them of capitulating the itelian
chauvinianl

fne of the lesgons we learn from the history of %he ¥ {and for that nmotter
cf t e esriy Comimtern, the Solshevilt party etc,) is the crucial mature of
cadre capnble of the aseimilaticn of the necessary lessons of the claas

fede

struggzle and their tronsforuation inte revolutionary v srammatic pesitions,
Mo party con fulfill its revelutionary nission withsut such o cadra,

How none wi this ig unuswval, It can b
ne Sub it ig somethir 0
We, lire thc u0% aceording to its verbnl position, havs rested gtatict
cur strugzle egainst nninal ehaouvinisn,

T

ricn IZL and the Italien Fu Fogsibly it has

b the recent split-awey from the rortuguese sectiocn of the USFI,

f in the &@cu,e which mistt be changed; o lot of truigas; and
ot misoing froo tle rou;ent Nevertheless the producticn of this

is, in soue ways, an @EeNL: for ugs., ODertoinly there is & huge pulf

between this initistive ond cur cwuvi ney.

Cﬂt BA ﬁacessary internaticnal inttistive™ has
a3

»
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Behind the decision to publish the dccument iz o ceonception fo which we pay lip-
service, but needs to be far further to the fere in our practlc 21 worliz: that tle
building of an internaticnal tendeney Jenands the training of & cadre "at the
internatisnal level", that is, in the systematic atterpt to understand and inter-
vene in the central internstionnlly important political gituations

W]

It would be instyuctive ~ in order to give scne idea of what this means coneretely =
to look at the history cf the 59P's understanding (Gr laeck of uncer stan&ing) of
its internotional tasks, for us certain thiings cre obviowa: we Daove anot tackled
t1e guestion of the develomment of a group gympathetic to our political line in
Irelond with any urgency - indeed, we have Lardly dene it at all, Sscondly,
while the develoupments in Poriugel have dominated the concerns of revoluntionaries
for twe years, we have otill to produce a polemical account, that is, an account
of the develomnent of svents whickh at eve“y maior neture analy scs tie wogitions
of rival political tendencies and contragts tihen sur own, far from having
done this {t ¢ f£ir - +lere is an “rﬁlnic in t e journal wdlcl is at prescnt
Leing printed which deals wilh some of raterial, though I don't lmow how it
approaches it) we have rarely had even XC disen 331ons, let alone MO and group-wide
digcrggions, on Fortugel and thoge that we nave had have been lacking in gerioug
preparation, ({(Once again I am =t least co-regponsible for this state of affairs),
Through cde Rice it weuld te pognille algo to monitor the Iortuguese revelutionary
press - even to have some iialagup with thoge organisationg,
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at liesg at the root of these near-crininal complaceney? 1 thick it ic an
implicit distinetion between perty-builiing and tie building of an international
tendency, Mundamentally this digtinction isc a revigsion of the Very founding
ideas of Trotskyism, indeed of post Second Internmaticnal iarxis The idea ig
that we go about cur daily work and in addition to that, when icrces allow, we
gee what forma and degsrees of collaboration can be achieved with other crganis-
ations in other countries,
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Firstly for a small erpenisation the precsues to cormit all fcrces to the domestic
gtrugsle inevitably turns this "internetional crojeet" into a bottom—of-the-list
"prisrity" which nc one ever gets round to dealing with, Ineidentally, the
fact tlat the fusion has neant trat the PO and UC need to devote an inordinate
amcunt of tine to knitting the organisation together and sceeing to its smooth
funetion meens that the mressure on cormiting all attention to the domestic
strugzegle is even greater, {In this ccntext it is a good gign that the I-(L's
Winternational work" has been better then WE's though still grossly ﬂeficient.}
Secondly this dichotomy fails to see that "aational" party-building is only valid
on the bagis of an internaticnally valid programme, As a matter of fact, far fronm
this being & generally true but practically net very meaningful idea, thig corception
hag a very cbvious - daily relevance to & propagands group {or sub-propaganda grou>
oo I think we are}, ifter all, seen on the simplest level, we are not going to
veeruit from IS, I, USL ete. to any large extent on the bacis of being models of
preletarian activity, Thess groups are bigger then we are, thiey are — at least
the first two, superficially organisationally far more inpressive than we are,
Gaing ere going to be made cn the basis of sharp political-ideclogical struggle,
Cf course, this eould cccur over a demestic isgsue, even a tactical iggue; but the
most sericus comrades are going 4o be won not on t.e bagis of our better position
on this or ihat dorestic issue, but on the basis of a qualitatively superior
apalysis and set of positions guech ag distinguich a revolutionary organisation

from & centrist or reformiest orpaningetion,
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we an-roached this Fete differently, While it

Tt woull be useful if, next year, 7
ig in nc sense o major pelitieal event, unless there are reagons which make it

jmpogeible, a group of about a dozen gheuld be assenbled, who would be trained
wjor internationcl issues with th different

prior to going in discussing the ma
naticnal -néd internationsl tendencies, Thig would 5Be a useful device both for

developing & cadlre and also for projecting ourselves internaticnally.
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