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RESOLBION ON FUSION

This NC accepts the view of those involved in the discussions letweai’orker: Tizht nnd
Workers Power, that there arve : ’ obstacles to merger between the two organis-—
ations, It considers it would be tr ach it 1) fusion hotween two such sindlar orgenisctions
could not be achlieved given the decenersfion and crisizs of the Zritish Revol: “icaory Loft,
2} the flexible roscolution of existing differences could not be achieved witi a2 joint
organisation., It rccognises however: 1) That differonces of euﬁ“siu exist beiween us on TLM
and the Labour Farty, 2) that not all our members are fully awnre of the WF positions
especinlly as they cecffect immediate and patticular arcas of work. This is no doubt true

kel

of WP Cluss. too. 3) That issues such as the cless naturce of the Stalinist states and the
nature ¢ the world crisis would not at this moment be definitively and comprchengively

deseided by either tendency at the present time. Clzer discussion and agungnu . will ke

necessary. :

or timetable

Recognising this the NC instructs the Political Committece to initiste o
for fusion with VF (if this position reprosents the nmajority view of W resolve:

1) A Mational Aggregate will be hold within two wecks to decide our oric ion. If merger
is rejocted we will producce a fortnightly psper, the purchosc of promiscs and of typesettin
machinery.

2) Before thot ag
on the NC,

3) That a joint seion bulletin be produced as soon as nossgible on the disputed
guestions o be ors three days boefore the aggrogatcoe
4) That this NC thercforc commissions clear position docunents on, &)
our audicnce and trensitional politics, b) the troops out novoene
5) That o fused organisation should produce o joint popoer as soon az wo
propose rn alternative to "Sceialist Action' ns the none of the joint pope
ship of the papcr to the orj niscrtion muet be clorified,

6) A fused organlsntion undoer provnor dxsupling and notionally agreed gr%ﬂmfinos would adopt

a flexible policy townrds work inelde the LP while insicsting that the mejor oricntation is
and must be int “rvghtion in the broad closs struggle on nll possible ocecasions.
7) A fused orgrunisation would hove a clear line of supcrseding the prescnt U
by b&?lml’ﬂ TOL as o genuine United Pront
8) Thot where,ns with the LP, flexibility of tactics is nccepted on fusion, this position
will be “cviewoé sfter 6 nonths.

@) That o re*roupmcnt aanifesto be published Jointly - ~lso cpen lotters addrczssed to poart-

icular grot ~nd tendencies for a naticnal rogroupnent compaign.

10) That in ndditicn the two orgonisions shall produce o joint Action Programme which will
a) render coherent our aglits tica and propagondn, b) present tho politicrl snswors of the
now organisntion. ¢) be elaborated in a scrics of popular pamphlcts on “ho fight for
components of thot progranme,

11) That a proper timetable for thooreticsl discussion be agrcoed on at the tinmd of merger.
12) That for o transitionnl poriod o nosition of parity should oxliat botween the two
tendoneics on all leoading bodies. This may necessitote chongos in our cormittecs.

13) Beforc the ap qreg te iocnl and fra
the momberships with cach others posi
discugssion and d“"l ion by a national ag
14} that WP cerrice an advert for “7F ond ViCp verst.

oregate o1l branches should heer and discuss onch noint of viow representad
& 3 Pis
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wetion joint Avctings sLould be held to £ully acgoint
tions. This is o nccessary proregaicite of informed
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Pfesent° Cmeynoldu, J Cleclry J P*loe (PC) H
. D.hut “hes, S.Kinz: ,@5 ’

1+ REPORTS. FROM. TATIONAL. COMMITTZES: e

CR reported from ,PC N0 The NO had acceptvd the prevn,ousl;y—worlred/ bOndl tiong
of fusion: merging of the 1ils; tactical fle:{lbul‘cy on the LP up to the
next conference; ell probationary members to be upgraded to full members at
ths monent of fusion and probationary members to.be reeruited as per PG
Constitution thereafrer. ;Gen.er 1 fee‘f 1ng Was the :ﬁ‘us..on would. be-a (Tmt ledp
fomarc‘.o“” o

JG said ’cna* P01 e ﬂad a" so x'esolvnd ta t tl fus::.on sho ld-be"usedg's a
springboard for.a ‘umty Offensz.Ve* - o

DH said he had oxvect' d s\,tne Op"\O ulOn to thb por-fu ):Lon resolu’c:u_on (see end
of minttes ) at the WP 1iCe ‘There was nohe, There was only one ammdm nt o +h<,
resolution, pasced” tnaninouslys From local discussions in varlous areas, it
appeared the proolems Wore sma ll on tn:, L baur Eax-ty qu rlon, perhaps blgger
on the TCM qa“s‘tioru

CR said oux reporuabacl's from local dls ugs:Lon 1ad bec,n goocu

JC gaid that in Not u‘blngh«"d thére had beer S0me pro‘ﬁlbms ar;olng from ’I‘OL
works JG hdd adv:z.sbd the rC c«'\ nrades o avo::.c}, COI‘i‘llUta

JP agked if the. p‘v'oLler on 170 M were, *lmoge c:cmcc,;t'm.nu »P .Prendlv:Llle or other
problemse . . ‘

k%

DH seid that there was h‘en\,ral agreament w:L uﬂln trxe vIP gf;rour on par.,calnp the
© present ome’bure of TOl, But u!lCI‘O »Jere ulfference on ’cho at bl‘bude to 'l:he -
pregent T“M leweruh:mo E ’

SK saiqd, ‘bhu"‘ no"' many - '.;. com:cadc md bcen mv‘;lvo‘l :La ""JM, and th ey were not
prepmcd to. cendenny the Lwrl 3 leadership: unt_Ll they had: ’che expewlmco of
conflict with ite . - c : i : -

DH geid we needed & joing nersnyctlve Tor united-front troops—out work. So::e in F
the WP ¢ &roup: ecom:.se that such a perspective would ential conflict with :
LquO&So W2 had esg L.%oll.)hed an Irish co‘mulsswn wh:t.ch would report:to the
Political Committees

JC Sald ‘that $he PO wanted 6 avoid premature feonfrontation! and allow the We
conrades o leden from exporiences Teking hard-and—fagt posi,’cic‘ns Lefore that
experience could harden divisionss i '

JP asked whether P o?I'GIlJlVlllG'S nos £io 1 werc not conw ~y to the WP pos:Lt:Lon.

DE¢ yes » PP Lelleves all that can bc, c.one 111' the pre eat s:.tual;lon 1s to build
L0 with its rresent structures - s : o n :

JC agked what was therstatus of the T igeue, Suppose 4 ,WPIrlsh dbnimissign‘
decides for the present TOM structure. el st e e

SKsg the final decision did not rest with the Irish commss:.on but with the
CPolitical Commith uee.

JC asgked if there was support for PP with:.n the «TP gI'JIlT’o.
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DH said there was a feeling that the ease against PP was not provens

JC emphasiged that PO did not want to ekaggera‘hé the PP case so that it. beeame
a serious obstacle to fusion. '

IH said that the T(M question could be an obstacle to some people joining the
fused organisation; but then we would have to agsess which was more inmportant,
the fusion or those comrades. ‘ '

SK read out the WP NG resolution (see end of mimmtes)s

JC went through a check=list of points. (a) On Constitution = PG would: give
copies of our Constitution to WP for amendment if required. (b) There would
be a 'Where We Stand! column in the new paper, identifying the Labour Party
as a bourgeois party. (e) A11 PO probationary members would be upgraded to
full members at the point of fusion, since WP did not have prob. memberse
(a) The fused organisation would launch a political offensive against the INMG -
mainstroane (e) There would also be a unity offensive, including seeing whethexr
there was any life left in various groupletss Chartists, RMC. (f) There would
be a drive to build sales end supporters! groups for the new papere (g) The
first conference of the fused organisation would most conveniently be held on
July 911, for which dates we already had arrangements mades
(h) The fused organisation would do TCM branch work as a relatively low
priority. (i) In reference to the WP NO resolution: PC recognises lacunse in
our position on the Stalinist states, but we do hold to it quite definitely.
(j) Theorctical discussion cannot be strictly tine-tabled. C(lJ) On- the LP
tactic, the situation would be that individual mewbers of the fused OTLALLL e
ation zwhether ex~PC or ex~WP) would be able to opt oute Bach individual case
would be discussed with the Secretariat of the fused organisation. This would
hold until July. (k) On the Steering Committee and the Secretariat, we proposed
5 from each tendency on the SC and 2 from each on the Secretariate We saw
problems = the SC being over-size and the Sscretariat having even numbers
and thus being vulnerable to regular deadlock. We reserved the right to re-
raise the composition of the Secretariate (1) FC considered it essential that
sone leading WP corwades, espe D.Hughes and D.Stocking, move down to London.

JP said it was important theb the Secretariet could meet frequently, if necessary
with individuel comrades not being able to 1attend. :

DH agreed on the need for comrades o move %o Londons

JC: on the E ditorial Board of the paper. This was a working body; strict parity
would be unworkables composition would have .to depend on each tendency
contributing what manpower they coulds ~

JP said that 'bheveditin_gygur paper had been done very informally,
JC said we shquld nake arrangéments moi'e formal after fusion. .
DH & JC agceedbtha't the new paper should appear at the beginning of the New Yeare
DH said that the WP comrades might want to hold a post=fusion "progress" meeting
(from which ex-PC eomrades would not be excluded) in early Jamiarye
2¢ UNEMPLOYMENT ~PAMPHLEL

CR said that since we hadn't been able to get the full agreed Unemployment‘
Pamphlet out by the 26th, it night be a good idea to put out the PC duplicated
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parmphlet, with the polenic against the sliding seale of public expenditure
deleted, ag a joint pamphlet,

JP preferred a leaflet,

DH could not commit WP group; anyway, did not think it would be good for this
parphlet to appear as the firgt-ever.publication of WP. PG should 20 ahead
with pamphlet if PC wishede , :

JC said PC would sell WP regezine unless We ‘fogn_vc‘l,,,j_agmo:b;:;:ﬂg‘ rga;ly major dn-

it wo disagreed withs = * .

3¢ TIME-SGATE. = . o & e
The following timemgeale was sireeds

Before Decerbér Tth: both WP and FC produce documents on Leibéﬁr,?arfy aid on
Irigh worke T here should also been local discussions between PO -and- WP wier
there haventt already been. '

Decetber Tth - WPagsregate.

Decenber 13%h ~ (assuming WE agzregate votos for fusion) fusion extended IC;
a short 'fusion manifesto! to be prepared for this IC.

After December 13th ~ drive for subss for new papers

Another NC (of the fused orgenisction) should be Leld before the appearsnce of
the new paper; for this NG detailed ideas on the new paper, including the
key demands for agitation, should be prepsreds

First Ageregate of the fused organisation - July 911
4-. PI'L?ER.
JC and (R formmlated a statenent of IC position on the new paper -

a) There exists an organisation, with a nawe, publishing a periodical
(negazine) openly identified with the organis:tion. There are also certsin
comrades openly identified as merbers of thia organisniion, who nay also be

in the Labour Party.

b) We refrain from selling the megazine in a way which is provocative in

torms of Labtour Party legelity.

¢/ Thore is a weekly paper not openly iderntifisd with the organisation.

d) However, the weekly paper will organise open supporters! groups and will
carry & "Where We Stand! colurm specifically identifying the Labour Party as

a capitalist party (in appropriate non-provecative but not evasive language),
In every area there will be a branch of the crganisation, and the paper supp—
orters! groups are seen as huving the specific purpose of acting as filsers end
contact-processing agencies for the organisation.

e) Meetings, leaflets, industriel tulletins, hanners, etce would normally be
under the name of the paper: but there is no absolute bar to having then in the
nane of the organisation provided comrades exercise common senge in relation to
Labour Party legality.

£) Normally we will sey to sympathisers thet the weekly paper is published in
assoclation with the open revolutionary orgenisatione The point is not to normally
deny melbership of the organisation or ever to deny that it exists, but o give
our conrades in certain Labour Perty situations the posgibility of effecctively,

in tarma of Tobhonm Dokt T amaT dder 3 aseed o e on et oo 38
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5e IRISH WORKe

JC gave infornation - we were reviving the "Phoenix Club" as a foru.m for
propaganda neetings on Irelande

There was further discussion on work in Irelande JC asked whether P.Prendlvﬂle
g01d the "Starry Plough" by egreement with the WE group or on his own .
initiative, and Dh replied that PP so0ld it on his own :Lnitiatlve.

MEE TING CLOSEDe
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.VOLUTIONARIES AND THE LABOUR PARTY, PERSPECTIVES FOR THR CONING PERIOL’

The immediate period is one of intensifying government attacks on
working class living standards in the anticipation of =t least partial
beneflits from a temporary world mini-boom during late 76 and early 77.

Ior the ruling class the Labour Govermment has proved the most offective
wiapon for these attacks. It has succeeded whoere o Tory government
would have failed. The fight against unemployment and tho acceptance of
the &6 Dbear witness to this =2t prescnt.

YRS

e leaderships of the struggles of the late 607s ang early T70's have
be.n confused and disorientated by the Labour Government., They have
fourd it increasingly difficult to gain support for a clenp fight
against the goveruments policies. The acthive collaboration of the Trade
Union burcaucracy in the Labour Governments attacks has sown further
discorientation in the ranks of the trade union militants. For us the
contusion is most important at shop steward and convenor level,

In essence this confusion is ideological:

1. The absence of clear alternative governmental solutions to rally
support on the shop floor.

2. Sectional illusiong in agspects of the Labour Party's orogramme or

parts of the Labour Party leadership (these expectations have

dininished with the demise of Benn and the further tightening »f

government purse strings).

Thorough going falsc solutions, most importantly imnort controls,

and cooperative and particivation schemes (witness the British

seyland shop stewards for example).

N
s
{0

t‘

This crisis will become more serious as the bosses and government
intensigy their attaclk, They plan an ever smaller ceiling for wagc rises
(£3-£4 or the CRI'g 5%-6%), more drastic social service cuts and a
continued rise in the unemployment figures.,

We are seeing the beginning of a fight back against the governments

policies,

1. Particular battles -ie, the Personna dispute and more importantly
Chrysler are becoming central +to the trial of strength between the
class and the government.

2. TLocal campaigns on cuts and unemployment - for the TU bureaucracy
and whole sections 0T %the class these remain special cases for
government intervention. This is particularly true of the lower
levels of local trade union officialdom,

3. More generalised national campaigning on unemployment., The NW
regional TUC demonstration does not eignify a clean brezk between
the Trade Union leadershin and the rank and file., It reveals
fractures within the bureaucracy itself and a growing impatience
with the useless collaboration of Murray and Co,

This brief sketch can help us firstly locate the andience that a merged
organisation would be relating Lo, secondly we can see more ciearly the
key political problems we nust address in our agitation and propaganda.
Our priority must be to establish a Presence wherever nossible in the
industrial and general struggles ahead., We must be initiating or
developing the unemployment and cuts campaigns in our areas. We must
prioritise our work in Trade Unions, in the (often tiny) rank and file
groupings we are in contact with, in Trades Councils, Right to Work
committees and tenants associations,.

The possibilities of Industrial work must be seecn in the context of
the crisis on the TLeft., In several areas IS politics, neglect of
industrial work at local level (wiTh Tha collapse of so many Ffactory

branches) and internal confusion opens up possibilities for revolutionarie :

again, The monopoly of the IZ in this sphere of work can bhe challenged.

In developing our industrial Perspectives we mugst recognise three levelg

of work,

1. The struggles of the shop floor and in the Tr
raise clearly questions that only Transitiona

ade Union branches
1 politics can answer.
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To a limited audience our politics on workers control, on inflation,

on cuts, on unemployment are relevant and immediate.,

2. The gtrengthening of our perspectives for Trades Council work,
coordinating our Trade Union interventions, our fractions. The |
interconnection of our Irish, Womens and anti-fascist work with
trade union work is vital.

%3, The development of clear pamphlets and arguments to back up our
positions - on unemplayment, on worxers control, the cuts and the
sliding scale for example.

This can inform a strong industrial orientation in the paper. We cannot
minimise the problems here. We do not have the base 0T network for a
comprehensive journalistic coverage in the manner of Socialist Worker.
But the paper must be saleable at factory gates, at pickets and
demonstrations.

if our position is correct, if militants in many areas are feeling
demoralised and isolated we must be able to not only convince then of
the 'correct arguments'. In the style and presentation of our work we
must be able to convince them that the i1lusions and confusion of their
members can be addressed and clearly argued against. We do not hope for
mass recruitment by mass propaganda and agitation . We hope to involve
militants by our ability to relate to their problems of argument on the
shop floor and in the Trade Union branch. This must mean not only an
industrial backbone to our paper. It will mean that Eggggwgqgggggg
branches and groups must be producing or agsisting the development of
rank and file bulletins and factory bulletins.

This test for a group our size however will not be how hard can 'we
work! or how geriously we are involved in broad struggles. The existence
of IS and our small numbers place at a premium our hitting the key
political problems of our audience, at our ability to argue clear politicsl
alternatives to the present ideological confusion. We cannot offex
numbers or sanctuary, of this we must be absolutely clear. Putting it
bluntly our task as a propaganda group will be to clearly and sensitively
combat reformist confusions and illusions. Central here is the question
of the Labour Party but we must Ye clear that the guestion of reformism
ig an even broader problem than that in the British worlking class.

What is the Labour Party? The Labour party is a capitalist party. It nas
a piécemeal programme, 1t has a structure geared to electioneering not
intervention, let alone leadership of workers in mass, direct struggle.
Tts working class support is maintained not by individual membership. It
has never had a mass individual membership along the lones of FEuropean
Social Democracy before 1914 or the mass 0p's of the 1940's. Its
constituency organisation is flimsy swelling and shrinking largely in
phase with election times. The constituency organisations rarely have
any tradition of struggle or mass involvement.

The hold is maintained largely via the Trade Unions. The Labour Party
in Britain is only one 'pillar of the Labour Movement'. It 1is only a
secondary pillar both in terms of its party structure and in the life
and struggles of British workers. The Trade Unions not only fight a
continual economic battle over wages and conditions they also act as a
political force for ten million members. They 'misrepresent' the working
class far more openly and directly than does the Parliamentary Labour
Party. They even rrepresent’ the working clasgss to the Labour” Government
rarely fighting it, sometimes pressurising it and usually colluding witl
it against their members interests (the 1970~74 period showed them
doing this with Tory Governments £00) . ‘

Tt is worth remembering and emphasising that the most acute periods of
class struggle have been the periods of most sharp disillusionment with
parliamentary politics on the part of the most important sectlons of the
vanguard. (The direct struggle of course lies outside the voting and
parliamentary arena). The 1910-13 period was a period of industrial
unionism and syndicalism. The 1924-26 saw the growth of the CP and the
minority movement. Nefeats or 1lulls in the struggle, AROVE ALL INABILITY
70 TACKLE NATIONALPOLITICAL IS8URS, issues of government and state power
led to demoralisation and a turn hack to parliamentary politics.

kS
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The present period is one where apolitical militant trade unionism of

- the 1960's (with much of the pace and gtyle being set by the car

industry), has been floored by the onset of a partial slump in British
capitalism. As a result we do have a revival of focus and attention on
the Labour Party. Membership figures do show a partial increase too.
But we are not witnessing a rounded and generalised process. The current
round of battles against unemployment, next years wage struggles will
decide the degree of demoralisation and recentring on elements of the
Labour party in the class. This process is both geographically and
gectionally uneven to date. The non-existence or otherwise of viable
arenas of combat outside the Labour Party will decide the question.
But we insist that there is no widespread demoralisation and rejection
of the effectiveness of TU struggle ~ this issue in in the melting-pot
of the class struggle at present.

Massive Trade Union defeats, or a Left Social Democratic split could
and would fundamentally tip this balance. They offer the alternatives of
fatalism or, as in the case of a potential Iabour Left split the
refurbishing of illusions in parliamentary and extra parliamentary
campaigning, We see neither as likely or inevitable.

We can relate to, indeed must relate to, those sections of workers
outgide the Labour Party. We say this arguing that our political
altlernative to Labour will be our central testing point in the eyes of
such militants., We nmust be able to relate to mass struggles while
realising and fighting the limitations of trade union politics and
syndicalism, This is our central task;

We must recognise that the Labour Party has a monopoly of the governmeit
question., Who else can you vote for ? The Labour vote does not represent
a vote for socialism, for most it represents a simple belief that the
Labour Party will make it easier for the working man and woman than the
Tories. lMore active Trade Unionists are faced with two further arguments:
1. Its easier to push the Labour Party to enact things for the unions

than the Tories ~ we ccntrol the purse strings.
2. It doesn't matter who gets in. Keeping 'Labour in Power' only means
the Trade Union leaders are less willing to fight. ‘
Only a particular section of the class have more active illusions in the
Labour Party, or (more importantly for us), the Labour Left. The present
Tribune 'programme' campaign however shows Jjust how such a position can
stand as a pole of attraction at a time of trade union disorientation.
At their peril do IS try to ignore this clinging to their belief in a
section of young militants unscathed by reformism, hating the Labour
Party, laying the basis for an alternative and revolutionary party.

We have argued: 1. For a concentration and prioritisation of industrial
work.

2. That the question of reformism and the Labour Party

is not avoided by that focus (as IS see it).
Rather we confront it where it poses +the most serious obstacles to the
defense of living standards and the organisations of the class in
future struggles.

3. This means we must have not only a clear political
alternative to Labour - andonly transitional politics can equip us here.
We need also tactics and flexibility to relate to active illusions
wherever they exist as a brake to real struggle.

IS has this one easily. The Labour Party is 'crap' - it won't give
you reforms any longer. Join us because we're fighting. If this means
IS is propared to compromise and accomodate to the reformists of the
past - 'Attleec was a good reformist'! -~ so what? At times of governmental
crisis IS collapses completely into a 'for gods sake vote Labour and
save the unions' approach. They become terrified that militents will
abstain out of disillusion - a disillusion crowed about by the leadership
as witnessing the 'decline of reformism',

The supposedly 'anti~economist' IMG commits the diametrically
opposed error. Believing the Labour Party 'political! it speculates =as
to a new class struggle vanguard emerging within the Tabour Party.
Offering at beet a left rofoumict vroevomma The IMC hene to merge agoin
with this tendency -~ froa which Incitsente ! ly tlLey cen:. Yhey enter The
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terrain of the RSL - of organisations who see the central battleground
of the class struggle taking place inside the Labour Party. This
approach abandons a central orientation to the fighting organs of the
class and to the actual battles, wages, unemployment , social service
cuts ete,. It liquidates the transitional programme. We have argued that
thesz issues are central - and on these issues the reformists (including
the remaining vestiges of 1960s unpolitical sectionalised militancy,
and a revival of craftism) the Labour Party and the CF must be tackled
and debated with - and above all shown up in action.

How do we do this?

We need a clear alternative programme to that of the Labour Left. We

see their programme as a capitalist programme. We do not believe that

such programmes can stand as magical solutions to our isolation and lack

of credibility. We must put our demands both to the test of the real
immediate needs of the class and to illusions in sections of the Labour

Party. It is in this context that demands on Labour are relevant.

1. Qur demands must be relevant and posed not on the 'What won't Labour
Qo' principle (Duncan Hallas of o0ld) but on the needs posed in
actual struggles.

2. We must never suggest that the Labour Party would carry out these
demands. We do not fall into the preposterous and bewildering 'Labour
to power on a Socialist Programme' syndrome.

3. To workers who believe the LP is a vehicle for agreed and vital needs
we must be prepared for a joint fight to put the Labour Party to
the test. 'Let us fight together to force their adoption by a Labour
Government!',

4, A movement to do this would go immediately far beyond the Labour
Party structure. We must pose and argue the forms of direct struggle
that can win results. We do not sow illusions in internal Labour
Party battle as a road for real improvements and pressure on the
government.

5. In such movements - on cuts - on unemployment we can, hopefully
draw real forces under a revolutionary leadership demonstrating and
exposing the evasions, duplicity and contradictions of all forms
of reformism in practice.

ENTRISM: Entrism as a tactic is an important weapon in our armoury. At

gspecific times a revolutionary cadre can broaden its influence and

membership in this way. We do not oppose it in principle. What we do

say is that the particular period renders this tactic subordinate to

our other areas of work. This is doubly so it: 1. Industrial work suffers

as a result of entry work. 2. We have no clear pole of attraction for

our audience outside the Labour Party - both industrial, trade union
militants or the disillusioned and lapsed members of other political
formations.

Therefore: 1. We are in favour of such work where comrade time is not

pulled away from industrial work.

” 2. Such industrial work is done - as far as possible - on

an open basis by a group independent of the Labour Party.

3. Tribune campaigns etc. must be related to by our comrades
in or out of the party.

4. The specifics of localities =~ the existence or non-
existence of other areas of struggle - the nature of the local Labour
Party - rather than a 'blanket' tactic should decide our entry priorities.

5, We sow no illusions in the political nature of the
Labour Party - we sacrifice not one jot of our political programme -
(terminology is not so important) - We make clear the need for an
alternative programme and —clitical party. Inside the party we
consistently pose and nmcint co the mare dicisive areas of class struggle
outside the party.

6. The TPY5 offers speciiic possib. .ilies Tor work amongst
working class vouwnn. 1% i..iesents diilerent traditicis, problems and
forms of wori tou bLhnre2 ger.rally discu~sca under Lolooo Party work.

7. We recognise that . ¢ifflcult tincs ~ .1 areas Labour
Party work does offer a sphere . ~otrvlly to hol” .. group together.



1t offers at least partial debate in the Labour Movement when all else
fails. While attractive we think this argument can provide the
rationale for a soft option. It mus?édominate the perspective and
allocation of our work. t

8. 1In all areas branches must examine the local Labour party. We
recognise the need for at least 'fishing!' expeditions in all areas in
search of contacts and members. We are cautious though of propping up
decrepid organisations and of bear fights with Militant before a
miniscule audience.

Entrism as a tactic brings particular advantages in particular areas.
We oppose its blanket application. We support institutionalised and
disciplined flexibility on this question in a fused organisation while
emphasising open industrial work as our primary area of intervention
and work. We do not oppose certain 'organisational' tactics - the title
of the paper, the claimed distinction between supporter and member - to
make entry work effective. This is of course so long as the comrades
argue clear and principled politics. We do see 2 problem in industrial
work for recruitment and intervention by a 'closed' organisation. We
are sure that these problems can be overcome.

1. An open paper and bulletins would be produced. Neither would pose
the Labour Party as the central arena of struggle, not that it is not
to be central to our agitation ang propaganda. They would have a clear
'where we stand' position on the nature of the Labour Party and the
need for a revolutionary programme and party.

2. We do not intend to recruit as IS did. Therefore we will hold open
meetings of supporters of the new paper to discuss both our politics
and local and national initiatives,

3. In such meetings we will make no secret that an organisation
produces the paper -~ that contacts who support, sell and even write for
the paper should not know that would be absurd.

4, It will be the style, politics and argument of the paper that will
pull people to us not the proclamation of = new even smaller organisatiow
to Jjoin.

Hopefully this short document will codify our political positions to
date - and open up the new proirities and possibilities we shall face.

John Hunt: for the Political Committee.



ON THE TADOUR PARTY

Colin Oliver/Chris Reynolds.
Ao FIVE THESES ON THE LARCUR PARTY

1) The Labour Party is a bourgecis party. It is not, never has been, and never
will be a revolutionary party. It has a record of treachery, cowardice and
collaboration in the face of our class enemy (two world Wars, 1926 General
Strike, 194551 prorping-up of capitalism - to name the most obvious).

Trotsky treats MacDonald and the Fabians with splendid contempt in his
yritings on Britain in the 1920s, Our paper must continue vith this
contenpt for reformism. We stand in the traditicn of the Great Rebellion and
Chartism, basing ourselves on the independent self-activity of the working
classe

2) The British working class does not see the Labour Party as a bourgeois
partye In any major working class struggle, the first people called in are
Lebour MPse After the great struggle of the miners, who took on the State and
twaught down the Tories, we have Harold Wilson and the Labour Government$
Consistently the working class vote Labour in their millions as a class vote
against the Tories,

3) Where the British working class has broken from the Labour Party, it has
failed to build a credible alternative. The CP has the stench of Stalinism
hanging about ite The other left groups are characterised by an arrogance and
sectarianign often in inverse proportion to their size. There are no signs at
present that any one group will benefit on a major scale from the growing
politicisation of the working class.

4) Our job is to be with the class in the coming struggles, to challenge
reforuist consclousness at all stages in the process of those struggle. We
ain to break the vanguard from reformism and so provide a means of continuing
the fights We do not do this by the political purity of our resolutions alone,
or by blind condemnation of the leadership on all and every ocecasion - but by
carrying through, expanding and linking struggles, always congtructively pointing
the way forwarde

The Labour Party is one very useful and obvious arena for us to do thise The
working class will use the Labour Party as a matter of course, and there is no
earthly reason why we should not be there too. Thoswho stand hectoring on the
sidelines in this struggle are like car mechanics who have the knowledge but who
don't want to get their hands dirty. We are not individual moralists, we are
tacticlans in a class war — firmness of political principle, flexibility of
tactice

5) Actually, past experience shows that the sectarians opposed to Lebour Party
entry are usually the first to collapse without trace into a centrist mish-mashe
Opportunisn is surely the flip-side of sectarianisme 4 brief look at the history
of IS, WRP, IMG and Militant shows this - firmness of tactic, flexibility of
principle.

1) We are opposed to deep entry ('sui generis').
2) We are opposed to RSL (Mili%ant)-type entry as a gtrategy. We maintain our
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own independent orgenisation with probationary membership — no blurring of the
edgese We determine our tactics (of which Labour Party entry is only one) from the
need to relate tc the class struggle, not from the need to stay in the Labour

P ar’uy.

3) The RSL (Militant) take the present attention being paid by us and now other
groups to the Labour Farty as vindication of their own 'heads down' behaviour over
20 yearse They are wrong - there is a time to enter, there is a time to leave,

Por example, we say IS was correct to leave the LFYS in 1967-8 and to turn to the
nany industrial struggles ageinst the LP at the time. The RSL was wrong to stay ine
For the IS, however, it was an empirical lurch; there was no theoretical account-—
ing, manly to avold any explanation of 15 years of IS sluggishness in the Labour
Party and the antics of one D.Hallas, for years a regular contributor to 'Tribune'.
But now, with a Labour government trying to curb industrisl militancy, is a time to
enter the Labour Party and to use it as one means of continuing particular

strusgles « in the process attempting to break the vanguard of the class from
refornisne

4) When exanmining the SLL (the most sucesssful of the UK entrists) we have to
distinguish between excellent organisational techniques and primitive politicse
The technique dominated, rather than serving, politics — hence the worn-cut husks
of a whole generation of revolutionary youth and the distinct impression when
attending o WRP mneeting of having stumbled into a psychiatric ward.

The 'Keep Left! campaign in the Y3 in the early 1960s was successful in
winning youth $o revolutionary polities., But SLL millennialism demanded a
facade of instant success, instcad of patient cadre-buildinge. The frenetic
activity needed to maintain this facade produced, paradoxically, an increasing
reuotencss from working class struggles and an utter demoralisation among SLL
zerberse The artificial whipping-up of numbers for a one~off demo took the place
of consistent contact-processing and base~building.

L R R e e B S

1) It is not enough to have correct ideas - we have to gain a hearing among the
nassess Thig is a real problem for us given the tremendous combativity of the class
on the one hand and yet its reformist consciousness on the others For example,
niners and engineers challenge the State ot ‘.itley one week, then are out enthus—
iastically canvassing for the Labour Party Lic next week : Chrysler workers campaign
for the ¥moderates! in the AUEW elections ouc week, the next week demand
'Nationalise Chrysler - No Compensationt.

2) We must maintain firmness of revolutionary principle, we must maintain our
own independent organisation. At the same time we must respond to and learn from
the struggle of the masses. We need to put down »vots into the Labour mnovement,
and to be flexible and energe.ia in taking opportunities to do that. Anyone
criticising from outside "the l-bour movement", as defined by the masses, is likely
to be seen as a carper and an eneny.

3) While it is an elementary necessity for us to carry.out the most energetic
direct mass industrial work, it would be an idealist fallacy to suppose that the
superiority of our polities will of itself allow us to sweep pzst the other left
tendencies and recruit rapidl “vom that mass worke More than once it has
happened that a small ideolouriz.l tendency, conducting persistent propaganda
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cainst the stresm for a vital demand, has seen itg ideas vindicated... and its
bigger opponents gairing olganisabionallyvs The ngitation of the French
Trotskyists for the united front in the early '30s is a classical exanples

4) There is some ferment in the adult Labour Fartye. The LPYS contains several
thousand working class youth, and provides a framework within which we can draw
nmany more working class youth around use We emphasise work within the youth
movement, because the youth are espscially hard-hit in a crisis, learn more
quickly, and are more audaciouse

Doth in the adult Party and in the YS it is possible to act pretty openly as
a revolutionarye. Unless we teke this opportunity to increase our working class
implantation. and to train our comrades in political struggle, the opportunity
will not?%%Pm{ssed, it will Ve turned into a factor agsinst use Already
Militant has been the fastest-growing of the allegedly 'Trotskyist' groups over
the last few years, channelling some hundreds of youth into dead-end .reforuisme
(Many of the youth recruited to Militant are people totally alien by temperament
to revolutionary politics; at least some of them, however, could be won over).

5) Abstention from Labour Party work is arguably justifiable for & grouping the
size of ISe For a smaller group it leads to dilettantish and uncoordinated
nmethods of work, and dangers of political ddaptation 'from the ocutside' to
Labourisn probably greater than the (no doubt real) dangers of adaptation which

arise fron being inside the Labour Party. The IMG is a strikingly clear example
of this adaptation 'from the outside?.

6) Our orientation to the Labour Party is tacticnal; it does not debar us from
making a sharp turn towards anti-Labour Party indugtriial struggles when such
struggles erupte

At the seme time, when entering the Labour movement we do not do so like Moses
with the tablets of stone or some galesman with the magic ingredient Xe We
"adapt" to our enviromment in this sense only = we learn to express our ideas in
ways that workers can understand and respond to - we learn to be resourceful and
enterprising in proposing action.

7) Work in the Labour Farty or LPYS done in a passive, 'consumerist! way,
without trying to turn the Labour Party outwards and bring in new forces, is
uselesse & "suck it 'n' gee" approach to Lhnir Party work is therefore wronge
Moreover, if LP/IPYS work is noi done an e .rordinated pational tactic, one of
its chief benefits ~ the opportunity to meaxc = national political intervention

and to make new contacts in new areas - i 5 moreover parochialism will tend
to erupt in our own ranks. Obvicuvsly there o

i.. be individual comrades not active
in the Labour Party; but we concider it exiremely important that the Labour
Party tactic is a national tactice
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WORKERSY FIGHT AND T, 0. M,
Jackie Cleary.

1) Strictly speaking WF does not have a perspective "for T(M". In so far as
e have erprhlvios 1 : i

RS

eisting single-menber abortici called TOM and create genuine united-{roat works

.
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2) When TOM was founded WF made certain criticiamg of its prospects as conceived
by its founders (see the article "Neither Fish nor Fowl"), So far we have been
provedientirely righte We are told mow that a 'mass movement! would be such as .
might mobilise about 15,000 on a demonstration. Such mobilisation ig possible -
though it is far from a mass movement in the minimal sense of a movement that
becones a major factor in the struggle in Ireland.

3) T hat scale of mobilisation is possible, we think, and we also think it w?uld
be reasonable to expect substantially bigger ones than thate What is the relation
of the present TOM to such mobilisations? We think TOM igs a barrier to such
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Johiligationge The possibilities are limited, but TCM limits them even further.

4) Sizable mohilisations for British troop withdrawal are possible on the
basis of using the s trength of the ostensibly revolutionary groups. That
requires a flexible united~front structure. TM's single-nmember, branch-activist-
based structure militates apainst this. Only if organisations are willing to
immerse large-seale resources in TOM branches can they influence what TCOM does.
Organisations like IS or IMG (or WF) which want to participate in the ostensible
united~front work of TOM have to invest large overheads in internal factione
fightings For IS, already indifferent or worse, legitinate criticism of TOM as a
talking=shop acts as an extra cover for their attitudes. For most of TOM's
existence the IMG has had the same approach, withdrawing in the latter half of
1974 and recently re-engaging in work. TOM has become the tolerated token
activity on Ireland of the Dritish left, a more or less recognised nonopoly
in the hands of a small cliques.

WF accurately showed the limitations for a would-be mass movement such ag TCM
set out to be, we had few illusions in IS as a component of serious Irish work
- but we did not anticipate that TOM would itself be a factor in nilitating
againgt nobilisation.

5) In practice TOM has energed as a single-nenber, branch-structure
grouping which does very little - and nothing at all except with the active
support of the left groups. (The biggest recent TM event, the July ‘'Prevention
of Terrorism A ct' demonstration, was entirely organised and partly financed by
WF)e 4 central clique of ex~IMGers round Gery Lawless balance within the
structure between siolated individuals and small groups like the CFB and Big
Flanes Structured like a left group, it contains tendencies which would not in
a thousand years be in a single groupe The result is a level of internal
factionalism unseen by us in any organisation except the Irish Workers Group.
Inevitably, the activities of such a structure are largely onanistic and
futile ~ the record of T(M in terns of activity (the week of action was a token)
and of members on the books (391 is the paper membership) proves it.

In sum, TCM acts ag a block to mobilisation by

a) subgtituting for activity by the left groups like IS or MG,

b) locking its own forces into a totally inappropriate structure which means
that a large proporition of energy is inevitably consumed in factionalismg

e) claining a monopoly of activity on the Irish issue and actually obgtructing
initiatives outside that monopoly (cfe the TCH leadership’s obgtruction of the
July *Prevention of Terrorisa 4ci' demo, orgenised by us, and of the Decenber



vally, inditiatod by TMG),

6) The logic of a grouping on & specific issue being crgonised on an individual
merbership and loeal branch basis is entirely against the united front logice
The logic of a united front arvund Ireland and the troops would be to go~opt the
the existing contacts, influence and prestise of the left groups — influence
gained by activity on a whole range of issues - to allow a hearing to the very
conplicated case that has to be made on Ireland.

In reality TOM can only call even a demonstration when it succeeds in a
neasure of such cooperation, The simglo-mermber and branch structure implies that
4ho TOM as such (the individuals and the uminfluential groupuscules like CFD and
RCG) mugh gein generalised influence, break down prejudices, etce Its organisers
don®t know 1t, but they have a programme for building a "TOM revolutionary party"
~ with the result so far of massive and futile in-fighting together with ’
ineffectiveness in its stated goals,

The recent National Delegate Conference line-up proves the situations 4 bloc
of 'non-affiliateds' and very weak groups (CFD, DBig Flame) carried the day at
the NDC — agains t tendencies (IMG, ourselves, Chartists) representing massively
greater forees than they dos From the united-front point of view it is the forces
that counte The argument of the Lawless clique and their hangers-on is
selfwgatisfied, self-infatuated clap-trap: when thoy say that national affiliation
would hand over TCM to IS, IMG, WF ete, we say: yes, but togethe r these
represent dozens of times what TCM apart fronm them represents or will
represent in the foreseeable futurece

7) The two slogans of T(M are grossly inadequate oven for political
differentiations A sizable proportion of the small band of 'TCM activists! are
the CFR (Commmist Federation of Dritain). They explicitly interpret "self-
determination” as allowing for two Irish states.

If wo are to have a structured body like TCM, in order to mske its case for
withdrawal coherent, it should argue solidarity with those fighting
imperialisme TOM refuses to do s0y and given its present composition couldn't,
It is a single-ucmber organisation primarily - but with ambiguous politics;
and the tight structure militates against the broadening, the agitational-focus-
type mobilising force of a single slogan like "Troops Cut", which depends on the
existing groups for effectivenass.

TAM is not responsible for ilie inadequacies of the left groups. It is a product
of those inadequacies - but in turn it becomes a factor in perpetuating them,

8) WF believes that revolutionaries must waxe solidarity propaganda. Further we
believe that revolutionary groups can mobilise sericusly on a single slogan like
Troops Out only to the degree that they have made such propagandae

Any organisation around the very limited demands of Troops Out should be openm
structured and flexible enough to get maximum mobilisation at minimum friction and
cogte

TM's demand "self-determination" is largely irrelevant, since there is no common
TM position on what it means {and ghill lose does it have a clear meaning to the
'man in the street?). Cert: SERE ad front" with the CFB on their
pro~partitionist interpret: T Ppellednh cution"{ = our '"united front" with
the CFD ds on "troops out", c.d only on thate

It is largely beside the point to argue about what is a "principled" basis for a
united fronte Of course "troops out = self determination" is not "unprincipled" =
neither is "froops out"s But the point of a united front is not to be Mprincipled
but to be effective.
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To answer the question, what political basis for a united front, we have %0
ask, Who is making a united front with whon? We would be willing to have a united
front with IMG, IS or any other important labour movement forces on a 'troops out!?
basis; at the same time we would denounce the IMG and IS for their failure tg take
up a solidarity positions We are not inspectors—general of history, certifylng
this or that formation as a "principled" united front, but revolutionary tacticlanse

9) Contrary to lying nyth, we were in active in TOMV%%%ore the labour movement
conference, We had a comrade as chairman of the Standing Order Committee at that
Conferencel Experience convinces us, however, that trench warfare in the branches
of TM is both pointless and utterly wasteful.

Our perspectives are theset

a) ourselves to make full propagenda for solidarity;

b) to attempt work on limited slogans such as tropps out with whoever and

whatever appropriate; .
¢) while continmuing a certain amount of work in T(M as now existing (nothing

elsc does exist on the Irish issue) to fight to replace "IOM" with a real
united=front bodya




IRELAND - the tasks of British Revolutionarics

We must not make the mistake of considering TOM toobse. tha sanm area. bf our IRish work.
We have firstly to argue consistantly and clearly for our sclidarity posifon and politics.
Seccndly we must relate the Irish issue to other arcas of our intervention and activity,
Thirdly where it is possible we must unite on as broed and principled basis with all
forces to campaign for the withdrawal of British Troopse. None of these aress can be
compartmentallsed or scperated. It is prepostercus to beliceve for cxample that
'solidority' is a slogan and position reserved for spocial occassions or possing
reforences in the paper. The actusl questions posed by the Irish struggle in the
Labour Movement - the bloodbath, the bombs, noationalism - can all only be answered by a
cleoarly sustained and developed position of solidarity.
Nelther arce we just trying to get the Labour Movement intcrestod in Irish affnirs ns
& scperote issue. We see that to wage o clear fight cgoainst fescism (witness the releticn
of the British Right to Orange politics), in order to address properly the effects cf
uncmploynent particularly on youth (the lurc of reeruitment and thc appeal of the NF)
we nre forced consistently to roise and arguc the noturc of the army end the war in
Irclond,
TOM work hns to be exomined in tis contoxt. Troops Outis o platform, not & politicrl
world view. We support tho Troops Out platform: and sock in all wrys to cnlnrgo it and
and deovelop it within broad scetions of workers. Wo do not turn this platform inte our
politics. Wc do not think thnt the Troops Out platform answers the qucstions and
cenfusion cxisting in the British working class. Qur politics have the only principled
‘enswers herc. We connot submerge them in.the TOM positicn. To do sc  threatens us with
loughoble unreality given the true nsturc of the erguments in the British working cless.
TOM work is importont thon (os part of our perspective for Irish work) whonm and if it
enlargee tho base in the Lebour Movemont for its plontform. It has to be testod onm its
abllity o octunlly achieve this.
As an orgenisation how do wo scc the strengths of TOM? Wo hove seon them primarily in
torms of its broader oriontation th-n the ISC & AIL snd its obility (in = morec
fovourable period) to relate to o significant layor of workers on particular occossions
ies the :abour Conferences and certain loeal neetings. As such cur members hnve token on
responsibilitics in TOM both ot alocal and naticnel level. Ve hove argued that the crisis
of British policy inm Ircland makes it morc possiblc thon before to talk to groups of
workers about Irecland. We have never howover overimphasiscd the size of that sudience
or fentrsised about withdrawsl campaigns of Vietnam properticns. TOM has offerod the
only common platform to relate to this specific sudicnce,
The wocknesses of TOM, we argue start from the shaveful neglect of Irish politics by the
British Left. Either delibernte lack cf invelvement, (I8) or irrcspensible ‘feeling of
the water first'(IMG) has seriously dopleted the forces of TOM nnd produced 2 peculiar
lendershipe It hrns alsco prevented the mobilisction of important forces nm a bridge
between revolutionaries end sections of the Latour Movemont on Ireland (IS has
decidedly played this role). We do not however only have n socciological eritique of an .
isclated TOM leadership left carrying the can for the Left ns a whcle (We do sec this

& howeve . . . - + )
%? %gyﬁigiggcingvﬁfg individual membership basis of TOM., While we do not foresce

vistas of a mass natiunal meaningful United Froant we think that atlocal level
tiz precent bear-gerden individugl membership branches (as they so often’arg).
stand as an obstacle to drawing in broader layers and organisations On'SPGlelC
and gencral initiatives. The individual membership has peinforced anq is part
of the tendency of much of the personnel of TO@ to sce it as a §ur#?%ft§OM
political party - with membership drives, qualifications and sultxpoac1 y
politics (as we have argued - where they do exist TOM politics just do not
offer a clear answer to the problems posed, . ‘
2. We criticise the artificial shelving of the solldarity }asug by revolution-
arics in TOM. While we are for unity in expanding thc TOM %n'tag Labour "
Movement this does not mean that revolutionaries (and Fhe a;orlty 9f TOl
members at present claim to have a position of solidarity) hide t?elr own
clear politics within that aovement., We speak both as TOM supporters and
revolutionaries - they do not wmcan the same thing. .
3, We fight to expand the work of TOM in localities._To organisc sponserecd
TU andLP meetings on Ireland., To deck local (and_natlonal of coupse? Trgde .
Union and political affiliations to TOM. We'are 1n.f9vour Qf antl—?eiru}im:n
campaign interlinked with the local anq natlopal fight qga}nst uneup O%ﬁcgré
The national leadership has organisea a scries of national focuses. s
obviously, in favour of the proposcd Bloody Sunday demogs?rgt}on.and the
proposed TU delegation to Ircland, We will support those initiatives,
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However w¢ sec as inadequate a leadership that can only offer these natiocnal
wvents as a perspoective for Troops Out work., We will work everywhere to
crcecate Troops Out work on o more broad beosie tiaan the present branches are
doing, %We think that the attitude of the present lcecadership to purcely
national cvents aad the structurc of TOM actunlly indibits the work of
building united activity and caapeigns on Irelaand., Wo think the same of the
IMGs notion of building the TOM on the strects of Loandon in a scrics of
'serious’ mobilisatiosns. We sco no roal cvidence of a leadership fighting
to develop outward orientated work in thce localities in botween the
national focuscs,

We have been prepared to su.port the TOM leandershis as long as therce has
beecn no thoroughgoing concrete alternntive to it. Our support has to be in
this context only. “J¢ ore in favour of building TOM as a genuine United
Front of organisatione and individusls., ¢ scc the possibilities for this
as being primarily local at preseat - involving braacacs of uniond ond of
political groups (of IS in certain arves for cxnmple). At a national level
this will, of course be auch morc difficult. It is oaly froa the branches
and arcas thot we can dovelop the offensive for genuine Troops Out unity at
national level,

We arc in favour of work in TO# but always provided this is not impediment
to building a2 brocder aovement. de sco politice, structurce ecnd leadcership
of TOM os stending ns a potontial barricr to thaot work. Within TOM we will
continue for our own internationnlist wolitics.

Wo goe as vital a elear discugsion in any fuscd organisntion on the
lessons and cxpericnce of actunl Troops Out work rather than the internal
life of tne TOM iteclf. On the basis of this czpericnce we are confident
that a clcarcr perspective can be posed ng nn alterannstive to the proscat
TOM leadcrshiy if or when that becoanes noeccessary. The situation in TOM
convinces us thnat this new perspective for broader united front activity is
ncecessary. Only on the bosis 2f its ottitude to such an initiative can
we finally test the TOM louodership. Structural criticism and accusations
arc not cnough,







Report of the Internationsl Sub-Committee mecting 23/11/75

Present: Cleary, Harrison, Armstrong, Lamarre, Gunther,Foster, Rice.
Apologies: Reynolds

(1) Status of the ISC: Harrison: Cttee., to function as an executive body
overseeing international worik, and to discuss ajIntervention at internatioral
meetings and conferences b} Discussion and correspondence with other

groups c¢) the political situation in specific countries d3 supervise the
work in progress distributed at the :ggregate with 2 view to education

of . the group as a whole.(schools etc)

Cleary: Resistance in leading bodies of group to the implications

of the aggregate decision i.e, that we should seek the widest possible
discussion, If fusion occhirs we should also involve LF members in thex

work.,

Gunther:Should initially discuss wijh groups closest to us © 1
Cleary: Should nof limit contact to nominally Trot grouns,
Agreed: Gunther to try and arrange the widest possible exchange of apaers,

i)
o

choosy.

(2)Rouge Fete: Report from Reynolds read: rFete bacly organised but ca. K
60000 attended. e sold 410 of literature 2 made & few contacts, Met the
Vietnamese Trotskyists, who have maintained a small group since the early
508s. They had made an appeal to the 10th Vorld Congress of the USFI for aid
but were rebuffed! They are opposed to both factions in the UZ¥I. Also met
an Ausrian group(see below). IS seem to have transferred their affiiiation
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from LO to Revolution.(a “aoist group with its origins in the Ligue Communiste)

WI brought out a leaflet in 5 languages explainipg whox we are ard our basic
positions, '

Cleary supgested publishing the appeal of the Vietnamese Trots.'o the

USFI in the magazine, Llso agreod to try to get cde ¢l.to interview them,
foster: Further evidence for IS-L0 split is that Y invited Spartacusbund

to a conference of groups LO considered close froxexh to which I8 .o not
invited,

Harrison suggested corresponding withan LO member vhocould give info. on =
general situation, left grps, etc.

Agreed: Reynolds to be responsible fora formal reguest to 1.0 tou excha
erial other than papers,correspondence with the Vietnamese & Supervis
translations into ¥rench,

(5)§g§§;alia: Gunther: Regular correspondence with t. ¢
with the . .elbourne wevolutionary larxists who put out a oupme

largely based on WF's. They broke from the USFT but consizt of people with
widely differing cpinions. 2 cdes. are visiting  urope In 76. MR want
formal discussions on the understanding that it invalves no cammitment,
fgreed: to ask TB to write more for paver on current events 2% to write an
article for-magazine on Aust. left., '

recently written to Zwartac:suvudd proposing
alvays beon via individuals, 7 regularising

(4) Germanv/Austria: Cunther: [ad
formal contzct(in the past it has
paper exch nge.

Foster gave a repopt of discusgnons he recently had with Sp. ‘und, Topics
were I'T;Social Demccracy & future relations hetween the groups,. On FI
Sp.Bund hold that I'I %est political continuity immediatcly post-war 2

=@

organisational continuity with the split of 195%, iave translated the RCG' S
article on the IT & may share some of its misconceptions. Tusy 5sc troir t

tosk zs"hailding an international tendency in the short run ,as they
hol. the posiyion that the 7T needs to be totally rebuilt and thev are
holding a conference on the #I in March. ©On the cuestion of socicl-dem-
ocracy they seem to share our basic rositions thoﬁgh probably differing
the best tactics to approach the LP/8P0, 5D. Tund kxdximfzr are Sendin;
some people to london in the next month. It was informally agreed to
cxchange documents on_the II, translat&f8aPBridf&ang o allow ¥ to sond an
observer to theip COmference. In Austria and Italy there were groups whic
had come out of the'’ {ompass: tendency of the USYI, who zlso seem close to the
Sp.Bund,

Gunther explained that the 5v, Zund had browen off contact witi the Zparts
& long time ago. He also 8aid that thore had been a split in th- Sp. Luﬁdy
which had lost théem the rajority of their Tssen ﬁranch(apparently"their main
worker base). They had criticised the Sv. Jund for kwvwe havine nnana.

ol




ganda which does not relate to the struggles going on in the class, while

they were accused of not putting forward political demands. Som: people outs:id
mssen had left but were doing nothing.

Cleary: .orth talking to the I5 group(the 284)7

Gunther: Ho. They agree with I5 politically and are dying on their feet,
Agreed: Not to botner with SAT, JFoster to write to represcntative of split-
off Tand to wirte with Cunther an analysis of the CGerman 'oft ant the S$p. Bund,
&x® &' to arrange discussions with the cdes COang to London..G. to write

to Austria,

(5)Ireland: Cleary: 2or perhaps more people with relatlons wigh i, If fusion
successful, Cl. woulda suggest to them entering TREPE though there would be
problems with this, PD are more friendly to Big I"lame than to us . Zgreed

to wkite to them. Zome of their members are friendly to us. The IRYP has
generally cut the groung from under PD's feet.The situation should at

the moment be laft ovpen.

tunther: Group needs a document on the Irisk Left. /greed to ask Tindsay,

{6) Spain:Lararre reported difficulties in setting contacts,p
darrison suggze.ted using our LP work to contacts clements in the “panish

Socilalist Tarty.
Armstrong:According to ‘ilitant, the varty hardly exists in Spain, but the
eguivalent of the VS does.It includes a lett faction similar t. M.(e.g they

reduse to work in the Vvorkers Tommissions),

lLgreed:To see if any of the Spanish Y5 are in ~onuon, perhaps
br.anch to try and getx in toucn with thom via > ¥S Svanish
(7)nortupa1 Rice:dad tried to get naper exchange with LCT,PRY, 70X R
-._...,_...‘-—,—W.u & al O
sponse from PR, LCI paper only appears sporadically 1the DPRT is almost
non«existent,with no roots in the class,
darrison:te rely on 2 pcople for information an’ ed new sources, Suggested
1\“riting to the L.CI branch in Oporyofor info. d) Contuctlng th» TR? for info.
They avpear to have changed tAnir vroeviously orr“ct p081ton on =2 publ+ca
0ssibly undor financial pressure Irom the ', wut have a correct”  2:itidn on

Be . UR. 3) capider ssnding & delcgation to _or’1”a1 in the springx.
active in the womens' movement, Rice & 1 othor,

SLE v"'

ing of a TU militant, a cde.
L)translate ~ Fathe ¥I 5) ixzpand oruguese version of leaflet handed out at the
Rouge fete. 6)write a document on our positon on Portugal zimed ot Portuguese

left groups.

Armstrong: (6) would reauire & lot of time .

~d. also suggested corrgsponding with different beanches of the
we could get dinfo. on what was Y . N

. ﬁgﬁCheS %@re the same solitical 3{ on in different areas and
Lrustrong asked for guidance on ho.
ll Committee on Portugal, whore K.C

to water down its platform . It was

by the 5C & the Portugal sub-cttee

4

o act in a forthcomlng eting of the Lussc
L euvring against us % IS
ed that this should bs discusscd

Rice explained that ¥X3 I5%x had had a negative hat
the PRF are fed up with them, with the result bcoples
The causc was I8 attempts to amnipulate the TiP 0/9

demo and the r behaviour with thex: Republica

(8) Lmerican “parts: Cleary; 51, are chronic sectarians. fectively have Zionist
position on the iilddle Jast. Their International Tendency is alrgely fictitious

but they have ca., 200 members in the USA, ow trying to colonise ritain, Thzir

main importance is bocause of their contacts i.e the Samrkoddy Group in Ceylon.

Should continue discussions with no illusions.

Foster: Probably possible to get an addeess for “anarikoddy in any case,

Cl; Should try to get ak list of their international contacts from them, but
otherwise gently break off dscussion with them after 1 more meeting.

(9) miscelleneous: Cl:Problem of being tainted with their politics 17 ve try to
contact the OCI with a view to trying to influcnce their membersip., After

Some discussion in vhich itwas pointed out that this would be us-d by the Tulliot
in Group and that it was unlikely that we would gain acess to their molrs i
was agreed to .ass the proposal to the 53C. It vwas also agreed to fo!
contacts cdes. have with Ukrainians, Chileans ' Zizbhabwcans living v
Lgreed to contact cdes. who were given worlk at the aggredate to sze
has been made,
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ii) The HC shall elect an IB cditor, who will be responsille for comdssion ng
articles, production and distritbution.

iii) The editor has no right to refuse for pubtlication ”nj article sulnitted before
the deadline unless he has co'iWOd permission fron the NC in accordance with scetion
5 subsection (xv) of the Constitution. e ean, however, ask for a contrilbution and/or
labour towords the production of articles over 2,000 words, and ingist that ony
docuient over 3,000 words appear as o supolenent at the expense of the author(s). In
the event tb it the author(s) of such a docuncnt lnck noney, they eon ainc
Tirancial assistance thiourh the Control Coo vlS ion.

s A EVC ”e.\er hall receive a. copy, of the I.T . .
1¥3 ”Lfyld anc 1%8 con %wufs sﬂq1f B0t %40 8% qaj ve corrmnicated to non-~nenbers without

the express vernission of the As remmte or NC,

vi) iny conzede suwhlt ins e polenical docunent of less than 2,000 words shall have the
risht to insist it Le circulnted within two Weeks.

12 pisngﬁggiand Discirlinary Proceduros.
i} srresaete ghell elect o Contral u;““' “nnuﬁlly. It shall indepe: 13
nvrstigwt; gls,utgu and disciplinary ques

5 1t in the orgmnisation which are
ispute, the SC or NCe It has the hover
writnesses and have access o @ll inforostion cnd docunents relevart oo

the natiere It shall consist of five full who are not on the SC. Any noiler

of the CC, who is invelved in a dispute vnlcn is TVLVr"ad to it, zhnll be excluded from
the CC for the investigntion of that dispute. The OC shall report to the IC,

inve
referred o it Ly any of the partiss o the

v

Branches, national froctions, the SC or IC nay SuoPG“¢, reprinand, fine, or censure
crg under their authority. Written notice of chnrces shall be given o ‘wt where

ig les th" fc tidse In all coges, the circunstances must Le reported Lamodictely
he SC, Anj watber diseiplined has the risht of apueal to the NC.

ers

iii) Candidate nerlers may be exvelled by thedr branch, the 3C or iC. One weeok's
written notice of the cherrses and an OWUOfudnLty for the u & defend hin/herself
shall Le siven, He/she can appoal to the ¥C, lut not/the £ uriless the CC =0
decides.

iv) Full nebers con only be expelled by the ¥C or Aryregabe. Two wooks wvitten notice
of the charges and an opportunity for tho . setor o &exeno iﬂ/““rswlr shall be siven,
Any full nenber who is expelled nay appeal to the Lgrreratea

V} When nenbers resizn fron the croup, the 8¢ met le infomed imedistely.
e L e

vi) Previcusly expelled neribers nay not lLe re-adnitted without the aprroeval ofthe NG

or Anrrerntc.

et

13+ Factions and Tendencics,

Lny srown of neibers have the risht 4o form a faction or tendency to fisht for a
particuler point of view within the or nisatlun. WP rocormises a tendency as an
ideclozical rrouring orrarisced for an ideolosienl discussion within the or~ﬁ“isation.
WF rpco'nluas a Taction as a rouyine which scts out to fight either to char @ the
policy of the orgonisation on a particulor issuc or %o replace the oxistins Le&dcrship
Ly netbers of the faction.

i) leubers wishing to forn a faction rmst circulate a platformn explaining their
differences with tho group's positions, sirmed by all nevbers of the faction,

ii) The conditions of nerher ship for factions differ in no way froa the conditions
laid out in section 1 of the Constitution.

iii) Factions can produce their own publications for circulation within 4ho orfxnisation,
can hold internal neetings to put over their position, and can put up nenbers for
election on a faction platforie 411 faction soctings and docunents iust be either
strictly internal to the faction, or open to all neobers of the croups This clause cannog
be used to restrict private conversation or correspondence between individual meilors,

iv) In any dispute Letween a faction and the NC or SC, then both the faction and the HC
or SC have enial rishta +n tea +ho Aarceani acdd ant e amenaea os
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Ce If it d0es 80 ti

v for 1 cra of tendencies as for foctions, excent thot
nenibers connot Lo reerulted to a tendency.

1ae Congtitut

The Congtituticn can cnly be chansed

Section S(iv) should read:
"The apointnent, pay, teras of reference, and dismissal of full-tiners shall be
decided by the SC, subject to ratification bty or (if factional victimisation is
alleged) appeal to the NG,

s

Aldendun vo-scebion on Nationsl Officers

eee lintion-1l Sceretary, uhose prime responsilility shoul?l Le. the overall politic 1 momusXesnz-
co-ordinetion, inte wotion an? sujeorvieion of the ~etivity of the woup (un“cr SC sulcr—
vision); und who is also res onsille foT... :

.



