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FOREWORD
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On 2=3-T75 the Stéering Committee unanimously npassed the resolution clted as
appendix to this foreword. This document is its result,

It is, unfortunately, a long documont. But it is easler to jot down rubbish than
to dissect it and analyse 1t mediculously. That is what we fel% necded doing. On
issues such as economic analysis many comradeg ~ most comrades ~ defer to 'experts!
as the only alternative to many years of study. ‘

gince 1973 we have beon plagued with an eruption of guackery. Cd, Rateliffc
hag dressed up in the robes and protontions of a prophet and an oxpert in aconomic
analysis, attompting to saddle the group with perspectives and analysos which
amounted %o no more than a touchingly naive demonstration that the comroioc know

go 1ittle- of what ho was writing about tlnt the very scope and dimensiong of
it all oscaped him, But cd, Rateliffe is an impressive comrade, and many comrades
were taken in, inoluding initially one of the authors of this document, Thus a
merdiless exposure of the almost incredible illitoracy of RR was nNocossarye

RR's nerspectives, his very comception of what a 'nerspoctive! is for a Marxist
organisation, could only specll disaster for tho groups, RR is not an isolatod
comrade, playing anachronistiocally _ somewhere in an attic with ideas to which
Karl Mary himself gave their quictus alroady in the 1840s, For three yoars ho has
1ed tho Bolton branchi for two ycars he has. countorposod himsolf ta the leadowship
of tho organisation and rofused all attompts to integrate him into colloctive works
for tho last sixz months or so ho hag sabotaged the Greator Manchestor branch. With
tho DCF he has sot himsolf‘tp fight to imposc hig concoptions and a leadorship
dominatod by them on WF. He cannot complain, thoreforo, if we tako him seriously
enough to put him under a microscope before the oycs of tho mombership of tho whole
group. Bspoeially so eince the SC hae made overy effort, right up %o a final
attompt (scc p. 84) by tho writer of this. introduction - whom the DCF proscnt as
thoir chief persccutor = to avold the necessarily destructive comtirmed development
of a faction fight,

DEMOCRATTC CENTRALISH

Since .long before 1973, from early 1972 in fact, tho group has beon plagued with
o virulont anti=democratic—contralist parochialism in the 0ld Bolton branch.
Logically the Bolton comrades, and RR spocifically, have stood for a foderalist
concoption of WR, *% Effectively this has disTuptod and vitiated the

group' in tho wholé arca.

Thoge two oloments, parochialism with maesive eloments of oliquism, togethor with
the growing bolief of ed, Rateliffe that he has the philosophers'! stone in his
pocket, have made for an incipiont cult in Bolton = only now it is no longor
incipionts The problem, as documecnted in section 3, has long becn under roviow by.
the SC, even bofore 1973. We have been proved incapablo of healing the situation,

of integrating RR into the leadorshlp of tho organisation, or, finally, of
preventing: the factional situation from blowing up, We have paid for thoso failuros
in local ineffectivoncss and arc now paying in tho faction fight. Thero arc,
however, lessons to ba loarnt. Tho scctlon of the documont on the history of the
Bolton phenomenon ig roally a close oxnmination of three yoars of WF history which

we hope will be gcnerally educational for the group as a wholes

TROTSKYISH ~ AND PRE~MARXIST SOCTALISHM

What is at étake‘between the 8C ard the DCF is no less than tho nature ard indocd
the future of WP, Modern 'Trotekyism! is made up of the political codifigations of
tha carly Comintorn, buttressed by the analyses and polemics of tho anti~Stalinist

*# Maybo, dospitc all appearancos that the leading comrades of tho DCF havo in
common an almost total lack of a sonse of humour, thoy arc nocking themsclves when
they tako the name "Demooratic Centralist’ Faction. But no. The poople who can
publish a document with a poritrait of Trotsky surroundod by +he heavy black bordcer
of mourning — for the contents of tho documont? ~ arc capablo only of wiconscious
humour and unwitting self-mockery! ' .




- roarguard of the Communist International, which have survivod as the possessions
of feeble organisations into an ago markedly different and without a CT or a
Troteky or evon an experienced and educated cadrc of any substance to dcal with

the new problems aftor world war 2. Our movement has had a vast and truly terrible ~

experience of the emergonce of cults, seccis, and political gquackery = in which

primitive evangelical dogmatism, the antithesis of everything that Marxism was, 1g,

and must be, has been a raging syphilitic plague,

It is this sort of ovangelical guackery that the DCF ropresents — only their
level of politics is fundamentally pre-Trotekyist, indecd pre-Marxist, as is
demonstrated in part 1 of this document. The identikit portrait of RR which can
be cxtracted from Karl Marx's oblituary of P~ Proudhon, onc of the most influeni-
ial pre~Marxist soclqllst doctrinairos, 15 a veritable snapshot - and that is

no accident, .

"Proudhonts earliest efforts I no longer remember. His school work
about tho Universal Lansuage shows with what 1i$tlc ceromony he
attacked problsms for tho solution of which he lacked the first
elemente of knowledgeao.a ‘Scicnce for him reduces - itself. to tho.
slender proportions of a seciontific formulaj he a man in secarch of
formulag,.., (he is) beneath tho economists since, as a nhllosophor '
who has at his elbow a magic formula, he thought ho could dispensc
with going into purely econcmic det=ils; beneath the sooialists,
becauso he hasg noither courage cnough nor ineight cnough to rise, be it
even speculatively, above the bourgeois horizon.... The style (of

'The Philosophy of Poverty', in reply to which Marx wroto 'The Povory
of Philosophy') is often what tho Fronch call ampoulid (bombastic).
High=sounding spoculative jargon... appears rogularly on the sconc whon
his Gailic _ acuteness of understanding fails him. A solf-advoritig-
ing, self-glorifying, boastful tono and ospcoially the twaddle about
!science' and sham display of it, which are always so uncdifying, are

continually seroaming in one's ears... Add to this the clumsy
distasteful erudition of the stlf-tsught, vwhoso natural pride 1n his
own original thought has already been broken and who now, as a
parvenu (upetart) of science feels it necessary to bolster himself up
with what he is not and has not, then the mentallty of the petty
bourgeois who in an indecently brutal way - and neither acutely nor
profoundly nor oven correctly = attacks a man like Cabet (Etimnne
Cabet, an utopian communist) to bé respectod for his practical
attitude towards the proletariatces... Proudhon had a natural
inelination for dialectics. But as he never grasped rcally scientific
dialectics he never got further than sophistry. Tn fact this hung =
together with hisg petty bourgeois point of wview,,. The pohty bourgeols
ig composged of On The One Hand and On The Cther Harnd, This is so in
his economic interests and therefore in his politics, in his
sciontific, roligious, and artistic views, It isg so in his morals, In
everything., He is a 1living contradiction, If like Proudhon, he is in
addition a gifted man, he will soon learn to play with his own
contradlctlons and develop them according to clircumstances,..
Charlatanism in gcience and accommodation in politics are: 1nsoparable
from such a point of view., Thoro only rcomaing onc governing motlvo,

the vanity of tho subject, and the only question for him... is the
sucecese of the moment, the attention of the daye..."

(Marx to J B Schweitzor, 24-~1~1855)

WE has been built and has developed = politically as woll as organisationally =~
in a porpsetual battle to move away from, slough off, and rise sbovo primitive
dogmatism, And It must be said that our primitive dogmatlum was hat of so=callcd
'orthodox Trotskyiem!, not the pre-Marxist socialism with strands of !Trotskyism'
of RR, and wc were never cultists, nor cver believors that o philosopher's sbtone
existed, much lose that we possessod 1t. Wo have moved away from 'orthodox
Trotelkylem! towards an attompt %o rediscover and apply the mcthod and politics of
Trotsky and the carly CI, and we will not now go backwards to the politice of the
socialist sects of the 1830s, lod by the prophet Ratcliffel
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Of course RR doegn't want us to do that,"A{very big part of the problem is that he
knows not what he represents, what he wants, or where he ie heading. The other
DCF members know it even less, In the dogumént we show, I belicve, what RR's and
the DCF's politics are, and what the DCF is, : -

THE NATURE OF THIS DOGUMENT

Most of this dooument was written and even stencilled before the expulsion of RR.
and JS. That RR's sabotage of our abtompt 0 fuse with the RMC left ue no
alternative but to firsh suspend him and’ then, by unanimous NC vote, t¢ expol him,
ig unfortunate, but not our responsibility, It would bave been better for him to
be in tho group when this dooument is published, The NC decision to give him a
. copy and circulate any reply he wishes to wite will partly compensate for that.

This is a ‘nagty' dooument, written, frankly, from the premise that RR was lost to
WF and.could best now serve ‘the group's interosts by having his protentious
gquackery mercilessgly dissected in front of the whole group. The SCtice, has
tolerated RR for years, made concossion after coricession to him, Ono of the SC's
members, himself a victim of slanderous dofamation by tho DOF (see p. 94) was
preparod oven whon most of this document wasg already written to proposec to RR that
tho factionalism be called off in favour of constructive discussion. At this point
in time the SC'has a right and a duty to treat RR as a subject for disscotion.

Anyone. who disrupts, sabotages, glanders, and would, 1f allowed to, destroy WF, ig
"an enemy and desorves no guarter. There arc comrades who feel sorry for RR. It 1ig
gad, So is RR; But shed your tears for the comrados whose work in tho Manchestor
area hag been disrupted and who have bocn subjocted to the venom of ND & EIM, with
RR giving them cover, Feel sorry that the group nationally has had %o wastc ‘tima
and rosources dealing with RR-and his clique, tho go—oalled DUF, On its merlte Lo
platform of the DCF would merit = half hour discussion and tho oompilation of a
booklist for the DCF comrades to work through - no morc. It is cd. RR's '
responsibility that things havo reoached this stage — oven if, as is probably truoc,
he. follows the moro vigorous DICF membors rathor than leading them, Like the
Duke of Plaza-Toro, RR leads the DCF.from. behind. But without, him, hig cover and
hig protentions, the DCF couldn't ovist, It 1g his rosponsibility -~ and he is not
a ohild, but a man in his 30=, o 2 ' C

CCDHE FACTION -FIGHT

Othor comrades have argued for.an gmicablo_!sgparatiOn'; ovon a tnice!, non-nasty
oxpulsion, If RR had facod the fact, two. yoars ago, that ho didn % have tho
commitmont for membership, and said so;’ then things could have been *amicable’s
1f he was expolled it would have been. 2 token and a formality to underline and
insist on group norms, He has chosen othorwise and ends up ina rotton block with
the poisgonous, slanderous, professional ma ocontent John Strauthor*and the cgo—
centric, disruptive, ch nioc individualiests ND & M, Ho has declared a faction:
and produced 2 provocative and slanderous document, He responded to a proposal
that the SC be asked (by mo*) to wipe tho slatc clean and ignore the provocations
in the platform, only roplying coolly and objectively to the politicas (such as thoy
are) - .4 by publiely breaking irith the group tho vory noxt day.

To propose an amicable separation is, in these circumgtanges, to proposo’ a blood—
loes bohoading. Portia thwarted Shylock by sticking to the lettor of the law and
allowing him the right to cut hls pound of flesh = on condition that he stuck
‘1litorally to the contract and. drew not one drop of blood, But to thwart him was
“her intontion. C ' ‘ ‘ : ‘ : .

We would gladly have aVoide-ndstiness“with:RR-if ho had let us. The SC spont
months manocuvring to avoid a confrontation bocause we know — and salds whore 1t
would lead, RR and tho DCF ovidontly didn't, and- interproted our cfforts as a lack
of confideonce in oursclves. But there ig no such thing as a bloodless faction figzht
T4 #s not pomesible to take a toxt like RR's on women and analyse it with tho -
oxpresy purpose of showing its author to be 2 protentious illiterate = and do it
Anyone who thinks it is is 1iving in dreamland. Anyono who flincheos from it now,
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" or 18 swayed by personal sympathy for RR, is being irresponsible towards the
group., For us the first law and the overriding law is the needs of the ravolut-
ionary struggle of the working class, and unlike RR we see WF, now, as central
to those neoeds, If RR wants to start the Jjourney back towards revolutlionary
politics and WF, then he will meet with encouragenont from us, If he can find it
in himself to look coldly at what he had done and what he has written — and
indoed, at the pwople he is consorting with, JS and ND - and roturn as a
disciplined member of the organisation, then it will not bo as a diagracod
tcapitulator' — no-one would demand formal, or oven informal, solf-disavowal
from him = but as someone deserving of raspect for his sincerity and rovolutionary
intogrity, That 1s his ohoice and his responsibility; for our part, wo wero still,
within the limits docreood by political prinéiple, trying to conciliato him up
to the ove of hig public break with the group,

Finally, the roforencos to MT's role in oducating the group in tho probloms of
the women's liberation movement appear on my insistence, ed. Thomas rofusing to
tako rosponsibility for using the comparison between himsoelf and RR (p.lB)

Yot for any serious member of the group therc can be no moro damning indictmont
of RR than his sourrilous attack on MT. Whilc RR has at best boen indifforent to
“the subject, MY has worked ocongisgtontly to eduecate thogroup and the roadcrs. of
our papor on tho quostion. With tho oexception of an NC dispute on tactics for the
TS Rank & Filc confeorcnco, in which MT would now agreo he was misbakon, he has
an impeceable record on. the quostion, one rivalled only by FB, and woy ahead of
any malc membor of the group. RR's attack on him ig @ scandal ~ suscurrilous,
disloyal, and motivated by factlonal opportunism, That alomc would tjustify!

tho morciloss troatment RR's protontious screed rocoives in the document., Thosc
inclined to fecl sorry for RR would do worse than keep that in mind.

. ' ' ‘ £ SEAN MATGAMNA
22=A=T15 o » ' . {Hational Sccrotary)

o . * % % % *
STEERING COMMITTEE RESOLUTION, 2-3~75,

Our movement recognises and attaches considerable! importance to the digtinction
between a tondency and a faction, namely that a tondoncy is an idcological
grouping orrmniged for an Tdcological discussion, and a fection 1s a tightly

knit group with the goal of fighting for the control of the group in an immodiate
sonse., Wo congidor that the declaration of the "DCF' is merely the contimation of
the anarchistic disruption which has paralysed WP in the Manchestor arca for the
last 6 months if not longer. This is neither a fondency nor a faction, but, in

its ocentral nuclous, the old Ratcliffo clique attompting to give 1tsolf a political
rationalisation. What it stand for and what 1t says is not summed up in the name
they assumo, “Domooratic Centralist Fsotion! {which oron thoy must rcalise to bo

a sarcasm in bdd taste against[thqmsolves), but would be bottor expressed as
"Home Rule for Bolton" Faction. '

However, 1t 1s tho absoluto right of tho comrados involved to declare a faction
if thoy choose. ' ' '
The eharacter of the platform is such that it is an assault not only on the
individuals on the Steering Committes but on the 5C as such (and also on tho NC,
if we exclude RR, a rccently co-optod member). Thé members of the SC will respond
to it not by declaring o faction but simply by commissioning a reply in the name
of the SC. o - ' - |
Let us reiterate our conception of what is demanded of the officers of a democratic
contralist group in a situation like this, It is that the machine of the group ls
neutral., There are no spocial privileges for. the established leadorship as
opposed to any oppositlon. It means absoluto parity in tho use of the group

machine and resources for the dissomination of the views of both sides internally.

We will adhere absolutely strictly to thie.

Wo remind the DCF that the central group facilities are avallablo for

circulation of documonts, and furthormorc wo ingiet on these two points: that
faotional material be not circulated outside tho group, and that ovory member of
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the group, including, specifically, the ocentre, has a right to receive promoily
a copy of material the DCF circulates in bhe group, : :

The unpublished replies on 'Wages for Housework' by EM and RR were produced in
Bolton and circulated, with the agreement of the SC members available, to non-membors
of the group, The document, however, contained an introduction which was faotionml
in the extreme and whioch the SC membors had not seen, It appeared as a Joint

attack on the group by a member of our NG and a non~member of WP, It is essontlal

to maintain the norms of demooratic contralism — broken in that introduction
regarding taking the difforences and the vonomous animositles in the group

outside it., o " -

Furfher;ﬁwhatéﬁer whs said by the edi%qfﬁ%& RR.about his article being too long,
this ‘dommittoe wante tq.maké;it{piaiﬁuthéy 1t would have boen uticonditionally
opposed to tho pubiicatich of tha A#4ibly, hdweveér short 1+ had boen, on the

grounds that it 1s roactionary.

Tho machinery is neutral, Nonetheless, tho'people‘who make up this 'machinoryt are
not, Wo intend to strip away the political camouflage from the Bolton cliques The

8C as sdoh has thorofore commigsionod a roply.
B Y S R 2

NOTE: For rpoges of réforonce §o'£hé DGF'platfo:@, wo havc numbarod’ its pagos,
starting with the = fdroword (pago 1), and including tho blank pagos, Tho last
blank page is then no, 44,
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"The abolltlon of rellglon as peonle 8 111usogy hanpiness is the demand for
‘their real happiness. The deomand to abandon illusions :about thelr oonditlon
- is a demand to abandon a: condltion wbich requires 117£ﬁlon€, The . crltlolsm
vof religion is thus in embryo a. ﬂrit¢oism of the. vala of. tears\whoso halo .
is relligion., - ' ° R

"Critioligm has pluoked 1maginary flowors from tho chain, ¥ not so that man
will wear tho chain that ie without fantasy or consolation but so that he '
1W111 throw it off and pluok tho living flower." ‘
. ' (Marx. Towards a ‘Critique’ of’ Hegel's Phllosoohy
‘of Right ~ Introductlon) f-f BRI e

Against the socialigt criticism whloh plucks the 1maginary flowors from tho ‘chaina
of domestic drudgory, HR sots out to dofend womankind : IS

*.,r Lo

hfter giving hin account of the devoloomont of tho‘% ﬁonﬁagonisms Within the
family — on which we shall later come oaok in dotall - Rt launches forth.,

"But many fall to rccognisc the antagonisms within the family and tho
‘ revolubionary impliumtions of the Womon & strugglo"

fru

Doos RR undorstand the rovolutionary 1mn1$cations of tho Womon's strugglo° wc
shall =ce, .

He attackes theo Y"bourgeois" (bourg001s?) illusion "that kings, princes oitc shapod
history" .,

“"But... since women werc ensglavod and kept at essential work, all recorded
history, until rccently, has beon mde history, (male history? as opposod
to bourgeois history, or aro "male" and "bourgeois" the gameo for RR7)
and has shared the illusions of all periodsi that '.. men have playod a
groator role in human history'™.

In reallity,

"It 1s precigely becausc the classcs (??) of women wore doing the
essontiall tasks (?) that men woro frce to bescome loaders, thinkors, pocts,
inyontors, historians, and even rovolutionarics."

Thig, RR thinks, should lead "thc thoughtful and sorious marxist" o fﬁ wojoct the
male view of hisiory.

Lot us see, "thoughtful and scrious Marxist".

1) What were “the essontial tasks", "ossontal work"? Housowork?? It is unclear but
implied, It ig untruc.

2) What about the male slaves/serfs/workors?? Tho womeon of tho ruling class had
and have slaves and sorvants. But RR ~ consistontly, not just oncc or twicc -~
rofors to the "gclagg" of womon, and uses the torme "male" and "bourgoois"
apparently interchangeably. It is difficult to make sonse of this oxcept in terms
of AR seeking the most "oxtrome feominist" torms ho can to "add foroe™ 1o hisg
polemic. Butb in doing so he throws overboard the most olomentary idcas of Marxiem
orn the class struggle,

3) Actually RR downgradcs women, with a sontimontal whine as apology, Womon, for
RR, played an 1ndlsnensablo role 1n gervielng "leadors, thinkers... and oven
revolutionaries”. In fact, the ovidonce 1ls that women played the primary rolo

in the initial dovvloPmont of agriculturc, and in more rocent times have
participated in a major way in evory rovolution, at loast since the 18th contury.
Who started the Russian Revolution of 19177 Women strikers!

Latoer RR denounces MT for not mentioning that womon have boen in the vanguard of
important events. RR, howevor, doesn't mention it elther. Why noi? Elsowhoerc he
oxplicitly accepts the gpposite view.

"Behind ovory great man there stands o woman™,,., It just so happens that
there ie an eloment of truth in that statoment even though MT may not
want to bolievo ign

e
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"Such is MT's contempt for women that he doesn't want to belleve iﬂ' says RR, the
self-appointed defender of women against MT!'s "contempt!, MT doosn't "yant to
bclieve that women have had historical importance, havoe played consgiderable roles
in the development of society, he ‘doesn't want to helieve that the home is part
of society", o R :

RR sets out to oonsole; to proclalm the iﬁpoffanoe of the homo, to say that

through the home = bhat is, through playing a servicing role - wamew le—e dholye
important ro]e. o ME mawkiy wUollevey ur mean O &3y, that the home lsn't part

of ese-i.uy? Hig ldea of course was tho contrast between men in the sphore of the
world of affairs and women confined Ho the home., MT wants to soe a movement of
men and women to free women, so he doesn't want to dony women's slavery or tcll
the Eileen Murphys of the group or the worid that housewifery 1ls & pralseworthy
or aOOGpﬁable vocation or ambitlion. MT deseribed tho roality of mon and weomon
in the world and in the homao, To say . this description is "contompt for women" is
slanderous. : :

On the contrary, the contempt, contempt awash With petty bourgeois:ﬁntimentality
admittedly, is to be found with those who would * ~ toll womon that all that's
wrong le lack of rocognition and status, That i1g not what's wrong. It's not a
matter of putting.or not putting tho right flowers’ on the chains of pobty
domestic’ drudgery. Tho-chains are the problom, | : '

4) Or are thoy, for RR? HlS views on the future of housework arc sot out lator
on, on page 3. o )
MHousework will- cease 1o be Eeoen as potty procisely bocauso it will be
seen ag an esséntlal part of evoryday life,..&.

‘"But We nved to recognise that 'trifles', .'pettiness! and 'drudgery' will
be around for a long time because thoy DO NOT DESCRIDE WORK BUT ATTITUDES.

They are subgogtivo oonslderations of ob]ectivelx necossary work",

RR. does _concede that ‘housework may be done by "machines", "squads of men and.
women', "or irdividuals who choose to do it". But apart from that, housework

yromaing in RR's socialist: vigion of the future, The reality of housowork ‘
remains; all that. is changed is attitides. Instoad of protesting agalngt housework,

struggling to mlnimiso it and divide: it up; $0. abollsh it as:a separate oooupation,
people will acoept it as ossential and thorefore (?) not at all drudgory. -

Usually wo, hear this sort of thing, not ae part of a socialisﬁ programmo, but as’
part of Tory propaganda, under the tltle "The Dlgnlty of Labour vae .

RR. attacks “many", who

“urge the women not to- assert their importanoo t0 society but to aocopt the
‘male view that they are insignlficant that tholr lives arc petty and dull,
that they must play a Tgroator role in human history’ a's mon do," (pago 1)

Aro women. confined to petty or dull ohoreg, or aron‘t they? RR appeors to S8y N0,
and he slips in a. general hang~dog "class" view hore < the same is sald of

, workers.

Mt is a bourgoois, idealist dream that men Wwerc born for bottor things
than to disturb dusﬂ' (p.

Well, do we say to someone who spends hls llfe stlrring dust that it's fine, nico,
heautiful work, contributing ever so much to the great triumphs of civilisation -
and that only a toffee-hosed bourgeols swine would deny it? No we do not., The
toffoe-nosed ‘bourgeols. swine do. S0 do those who want to placate and shor¢ up the
status quo of women's role in housework resort to stuff like "the hand that rocks
the cradle..." etc. We say, dospite their contribution to human developmont boforo
tholr enslavement and éven after 1t, women are rolegated to an inferior rolo,

Woe say = and Oscar Wilde puts it well —~ tha® no-ono should spond thoir life
gtfrring. dusts Wo pluck the flowors from the chain,

Has RR over oncountorod the resistanco of conservativo and brqlnwashod workors on
being told they are exploited -~ rosistance to facing the brutal fact of their

degradation, a wish to cling to coneoling illusions. Marxists strlp away illusions -
but RR objects. - 2




W3

Far from undorstanding the rovolutionary implications of the women's struggle,

RE makes himself the advocate of conservative, consoling illusions. He doos not
sink (or, in terms of intollectual rigour, rige) to the level of the plainly
reactionary slogan 'Wages for Housework', Yet the tondency is in that-diroction.
His version of the ‘emancipation of women is a sort of "separate but equal"
emancipation - a matter of combatting the male or bourgeols views which downgrade
housework, Actually it is a 'socialist! vorsion of Viectorian cant. |

Kate Millett prescntes John Ruskin's viows as follows:

"Howover eilly and old-fashioned fais phraseology may appear, his tatic is
perennially popularj it re-cmerged in morc sophisticated tormeg in the
period of reaction which set in with the 1930s. He immediately renounces
all elaims to spoak of. the 'superlority! of one sex to anothor, as if thoy
could be compared in similar things, 'Bach hag vwhat the other has not§ each
completes the .other. They are in nothing alike, and the happihoss and

perfection of both depends on each asking and receiving from the other:
what the other only can glve'," (tSexual Politics' p.93)

Millett comments:.

,"Thls sounds nice enough until ore remembers 1t is the threadbare factic
of justifying social and temperamental differences by blologleal oncs. For
the sewes are inherontly in everything alike, savo. roproductive systoems,
secondary sexual characteristics, orgasmic capacity, and genetic and
morphologioal structure, Perhaps the only things they can undiguely exchange
ave somon and transudate. One would like to be esure it was not upon this '

mothod of barter that Ruskin intended to construct his social eoconomy,"

= : o : ibid
John Ruskin expressed his "separate but egual" views ina framowork of (1bid.)

medieval flummery ("the queonly power of women" ) — RR. exprosses his in "proletarian
gocialist" flummery, ' Lo ‘

In common there 1g & stlcky sentimentality. One could wish that instead of
scanning tho 'German Ideology® for phrases and half-soentences to make a nonsense
out of, RR had understood ome or two of the ideas of Marx and Engolss had
understood, for a start, that rovolutlon isn't a matter of changing attitudes butb
of changing the real conditioms of 1ife; and (for BM's instruction, particularly)
that socialism isn’t a matter of sceking out the “good gides" of catcgories of
class society such as housowork.

"Iet us sceo now?%hat modifications MgProudhon:subjegﬁs Hégol's diaioctics
when he applies it to political economy, ‘ ‘

" For him, ¥.Proudhon, cvery economicocategory has two sides - ono good, one
bad, He looks uponr these catogories as the petty bourgeols looks upon the
great men of history: Napoleon was a groat manj he did a lot of goodj ho
algo did a lot of harm, ' "

"The good side and the bad side, tho advantages and the drawBacks, taken
togethor. form for M,Proudhon tho contradiction in every occonomic catogory.

"The problem to be solved: to keoop the good eide, while oliminating thd bad"
(*Poverty of Philosophy’ pelll)

Thus for EM - and RR endorses her contribution - housework ha# bad sides =

" yrolationships are distortod and exploited' — but also good gides ~ "affoction..
ploasure., children', and "sexual experience", which is not, EM earnestly informs
us, "potty drudgery", And we must bo oireful to keep the good side.

In another respect RRYs approach.resombles Proudhon’s = in his fabulous account
nf theo development of the fomily. '

"o sce that M,Proudhon's 'historical and descriptive mothod' l1s applicable

to everything, it answers everything, oxplains everything., If it is a

question above all of explaining hiptorically 'the gonesis of an economic

1dea', it postulates a man who proposes to other mon, this collaborators in

various functions!, that they perform this act of genosls and that is the

ent of it," (tPoverty of Philosophy! p. 34/5) g ' |
Lot us now turn to RR's account of the development of tho family,
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“UNTIL VARX (OR RR,,.) CAME ALONG"

',y it is a male and hJurgvﬂlﬁ vicr that soos houscwor& ag outslde, tho _
world of human Oﬁdcavour. It is the ledainful contnmnt of. ru“lnr class
idaology which sces the 'never ending troadmill' that tho ‘maseos Lave been
forced to walk by the class naturc of socloty, as trivial and peot ty. It i

. seen ap so trivial and petty that it scarcely warranted a mention until
Marx came .along. It was so ftrivial and petty that only the actions of

. princes and kings was doomed ag inportant. and worthy of montion.

"Not' just a malo V1ov, it is a'male, “and baurgeols VIOW'. Why boursdols? What
about pre~hourgeois &ociety, the groat historical Bulk of class socloty° Tn fact
RR ig ignoring the difforence between aristodratic or slavemownor dlsdain for
labour and the typlcal bourgeols glorification of labour.:‘ P ‘

“%Iaborare est orare, (To. labour is %o pray). By the Purdtan moralist
. the anciont maxim is repeated with o new and intenser slgnlfloanoc.lThe _
'"1abour Whloh he’ idealises is not simply - rooulrcmcnt imposed by’ nature,
or a punishment for tho sin of Adam. Tt s 1tqolf a kind ofasootlc f' }
distipline, more Figorous than that demanded of any order of mondicahts
~ g disoipline imnosed by the will of. God, and to be. undorgone, not:in.
‘golitude; but in the:.nunctual discharge of secular duties. It:is not
“'merely an-economic meahs, to be.lald aslde when phyeical héeds have been
cmatisfied, It is o spiritual zend, for in it alone can the soul find-
1 health, -and 1t must be continuved ag-an etnlcal duty 1ong 1ftor it has
ceased to be'a matérial necessity...”
(R H Tawney, 'Roligion &' the Riso of Cnnlt%llsm'
- P 240)
Even slavory s aﬂologlsts, howovor, rooognlscl the 1mportanco to 5oclo1y of the
1abour of’ slaves, which, thoy di'sdained and’ folt. doar;dlng, it hardly serlously .
dongidorod 'trivial ‘end petty . Tho polnt is'not that they callod often ﬂofllﬁnﬂp.r
debllltatlng 11bour 'trival and petty! 4 but that they oxnlgltoﬂ it. The most
odious bourgeois ideolog ists have heon thase who who consnlo’ tho niaves of nlans
- society with talk of the dignity of labour. '

Did it really neod Marx to "como along" to point out the 1mportance of
productive:labour? Does RR really bellicve po: historians bofore Marx cver did
anything more than chroni¢lo the doings of kings? L P :

Lotually RR blure over all historieal stages, fuses. the whole of: hlstory w1th

A ‘sontimental whining about. Tus poor drudgest,  the 111mtroatod Masscs (Just ag
housewntk -and social produetive, labour are moerged into ono. by the same .
sontlmentality) "Bourgooid, apparently, functlons as a synonym for all.ruling
olasses, of all poriods, ‘A1l distinctions are: ignored, . and RR: weeps for. the

sad 1oﬁ of the fplebs? of all agos.

The same failure %o sce classes. OOncrctﬂly ig ac%ually in tho covor of tho
pamphlet. Woman~slive :no. -1 hag a husband “out at the pub", while woman-sglave - .
no.2 hag a husband: devolopln@ tho i UOfy of rolatlvity, Not vory Vltty, but.
polltlcally Very stupido ‘ ‘ ;

In tho First placo, if the cartoon proves anythlng, 1t is the oggosito of RR'
argumont. The drudgery of Woman—51ave no. 2 is not in tho least rolioved by tho
faet that thor husband le doveloning tho theory of rclativity, nor will 1t be
rolieved if she has RR standing beside her holding forth on the great historic - =
role her houscework plays, how much it contributes to the thoory of rclativity,s
how,-only, rullngwclass thinkers would 00n81der it potty drudgory, otoe otos -

In tho sccond place ~ are there no such thlnws as clag=os in 3001otyP Is thorc
no. relationshin hetweoen classges and ‘education and. thoorising? Not that Eln%t01n
never enterced a pub, not that only workers doy and morcover novar thcozlsc - but
the cover dircots us towards a view of 30010ty as o clasgloss mass, divided
Honly into 'women' slav1ng (sorry, doing, valuable, ' non-degrading, non«netty, work )
at home, and men occupyling themselves (according. to: cholece?) by going. tothe pub
‘or developing the theory of relativity. If you think we oxmﬁgoruto, romu furthor
bolow, on 'THE DIVISION OF IABOUR: 27
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"IHE FIRST HISTORICAL ACT"

RR proceedm to let us in on the meoret tlut £np humam 1ife food, d:lnk, olothing
and habitation are needed. In case we = belngs from the planet Mara “who neither
eat nor drink, who go around naked and 1live in the open air? - want %o dispute
this, he brings in a wolghty half sentence from Karl Marx to silence anyone who
thinks otherwise, ‘ .

That RR solemnly quotes Marx to prove that we need to eat and drink is on a par
with the idea that housewives need tc bo told that housework is work, (It might
also have oonvinced Marx he should have roplaced his sardonio Jibes at tho Young
Hogolian philosophers with a treatment in the same etyle of lugubrious- yompés1ty ‘
that RR affects... jiul to avoid belng quoted in such a manner}).

The "first historical act", thon, "ies the production of the means to patisfy
these needs" (eating, drinklng, oto. )

The "second point" = "ae soon as that need is fulfilled, hew needs are mado",

"And thirzdly",. " 'which from the vory first! bocomes a factor" (?7?) is "ihat women
and men begin %o make other women and men". Marx has to bé quoted againat %o
buttreas this section - for members of the group. ‘undor the age of sovon!

Has RR néver heard of - the theory of ovolutlon? Dofore man began to produce ho

vas a gatherer, before that: there were asons in which man evolved from othor
forms of life ¥ BR's version reads like it owes moro th the Biblical fable about
the six days than . to Derwin. RR'# man, like Robinson Crusog; first produces, thon
oxpands his needs, and then, unlike “poor Robinson Crusoe"; bogins to prooreate.
(Though RR does concede — and it is his only concession %o evolution ~ that
prooroation was "a factor" (1) from the "very first").

If we try to make sense of what RR 1s thinklne, weo can soe a pattorn here, a =
pattorn reproduced throughout the’ documents. The model of first produce the moans
to matisfy needs of food, drink, ete., thon create. oxpanded neoeds, thon procreate,
ig of course. the pattern of nucloar family 1ife under our systom read backwards
into history! = first go.out to. work, then.get a bit of money, then marry.

THE DIVISION OF LABOUR: 1

RR's section on the division of labour 1s even more atrange. Aftor the first,
sooond, and third 'aots':

"It ie in this (?) way that the vory flrst gocial’ relationships wore
created on the basis of this (?) natural (7) divisioh o _£ labour. All
~ other divieions, of Jlabour, and thus classeos, are basod upon this :
'fundamental division of labour, Evon though the (?) family can lator be
subordinated to other soclal relationships and divisions of labour”,

The only rense that can be made of this is that the division of labour as undor-
stood by RR allots to women the function of 'producing! children! Women aro
blological machines = which is what the worst rcactionaries say! This 1s extremely
ignorant, In the early dovelopmont of mankind "the family" was not the unit.
(Agaln RR reads the presonﬁ back onto the past). And it is slanderous; women arc
not biological machines = in faot, women arc credited with discovering agriculture
and the domestication of animals, developments which rovolutionisod human lifo.

THE DIVISION OF LABOUR. 2

But we may be slandering, misrepresenting, persccuting RR -~ or doing him the
undeserved compliment of treating what he writes as if he knows what ho is talking
about and means what ho saye). Bocause immediatoly following - after a romark on
the nood for rosearch on the "act or aote" which led to women's enslavumont = ho
prasents another view of the division of labour. = : o

" .. thig muoh can be smald: that the essential and fundamental pro~requisites
i OFf human 1ife (air, earth, water??) were thrust upon (?) this nowly ‘

# For & discussion of the relationship betWng man's activity in produotlon, bafore
production became the basis of social life, evolution, sce Engole, "The Role of -
Labour in the BEvolution from Ape t6 Man",
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subordinated clasgs {?)., Just as class society lator subordinated hoth
malq_and‘fomales to slave labour, and on the bhasla of this onforeced labour
. ‘secured the necessary prorequisitos, the day to day nceds of himan
.. exlstence, so man enslavod woman and on the basis of this onforcod slavery,
~secured the day to day neods of human existenco and frced himsolf to
pursue other things. But this frcedom to create, develop, invent, otc was
only obtained at the oxpenso of onslaving hls matc and creating
“antagonlsms within the family, resulting in tho need to bind women to menj
laws, detorrents, and punishments.” ' ‘ | - ' '

Pirst he talks of:divigion of labour, Then it all apparently devolves upon the
enslaved women. Were the men all plumed peacocks, lounging around? In savage
socioty?? What "“other things did man pursue boforo class society? RR paints a
picturc of women slaving away doing &ll the work, whlle the mon become a

lelsure class 'creating, developing, lnventing, ecte,! — " just as" tho Athenian
leisure class formed itself on the basis of slave labour. Herc we have a fow
pPhrases taken out of Marxist texts and uecd for a ponderolus Jiteral woading (whish
we must agsume cven RR himself docen't understand the implications of ), rathex
like the Maoists taking the ideas of Engele and Lenin about the "labour
aristocracy’ to deny workers in sdwanced capitalist countries are exploited.

RR's. sccount of the enslavement of women is less liko Marxism than the
spoculations about "a Robinson Crusoe" with which Duhring oxplained the oigins
of class exploitation. o '

“The Adam, who is herc called Robinson Crusoe, makes his second Adam;

= Man Priday -~ drudge for all ho is worth. But why does Friday toil more
%han is necessary for his own maintonanco? To. this guestlon, too, Marx
‘gtop by step provides an answor. But-thise answor ls far too long=-winded
for the two men, The matter is sottled in a trice: Crusoo ‘opprosses’

. Friday, compels him !'to render oconomic smervice ds a slave or a tooll!, and
naintains him, but 'only as a tool'. With these latest tereativo turns!
of his, Herr Duhring kills as 1%t were two birds with ‘one stone. Pirstly,
he saves himeelf the troublo of explaining the various forms of
‘distribution which have hitherto existed,  their differounces and thelr
‘cauges; taken in the lump, they are simwly.of no account - thoy rost on

' oppression, on force, We shall have to doal with this bofore long.
Secondly, he therehy traunsters the vwholo theory of disbributieon -L";mll e
-gphere of cooriomics to that of mozrulily and law "o .

. e (Engole, 'Auti-Duhring' , p.187)
And likewise for RR, Adam fenforces! hie enslavoment of Eve, crcates Flaws,
detorrents, punishments! in ordor to.gain freedom to oroate, otc. IL the
various different forme of the family are of intorest to RR = or if he is even
award that difforent forms have exigsted — that isn't app&ront.‘ '

Bobel summarisos Engels' account, which is more long-windoed, but in roturn more
informativﬁ,: ; C ‘ . o

“pccording to the mother-right, il.e. so long as degscont followod only 1n
fomale 1ine, the custom was that the gentile rolatives inherited from tho
‘deceabed gentilc fellow-mombers on tho .mother's side. The propersy
- pemained in the gens. The childron of the deceaged fathor did not belong
' to his gens, but to that of the mother: accordingly, they did not inherit
from the father; at his death his property fell back fo his own gens.
Under the new conditions, whoro the father was the property~holder, l.c.
the ownor of herds and slaves, of Wweapons and utensils, and whero ho had
‘heoome & handierafteman, or merchant, his property, so long as ho was still
considered of the gene of his mother, foll after his death, not to his own
ohildren, but to his ":“Dbrothers and sisters, and to tho .childron of his
_sisters, or to the successors of his sisters. His own children went away
empty-handed. The pressure to chango such a statc of things was, accordingly,
powerfull} -~ and 1t was changod. Thereupon a condition arosc that was.not
yet monogamy, but that approximated 1t; there arosc the 'palring family'.
A certain .man lived with a cortain woman, and the children, born of that
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relat10n¢ were that couple's own children. These paliring families inowvoased
in the measure in which the marrlave inhibitions, that Plowed from the
gentile constitution, hampered marriage, and in which the above mentioned
- economic grounds rendsred desirable this new form of family life., Personal
property accorded ill with the old conditionjof things, which rested upon
the community of goods, Both rank and occupation now decidedly favoured
the necessity for the cholce of & domicile. The production of merchandise
begot commerce with neighbouring and foreign nations; and that necossltatod
money. It was man who led and controlled that development, His private
interests had, aooo:d1ngly, no longer any real pointes of contact with
the old gentile organigatlon, whose intereets.often stood in oppos1tion

to his own. ~Accordingly, tho iaportance of the gen!--l'le Db gty Yor oot -2 -
sank ever mMOrc.,.. '

tyith the dlS‘“Olublr\n of th@ o]d guu-{us‘lc ey r,n%.- LA nn, - hhe ='m{'.l1;@nc‘:e and
position of women smile wepidly...

"Jith the rule of private property, the subaection of woman to man, her
bondage was sealed Then ocame. the time of dlsregard, even of contempt. for

"
WomGHe v - {Bebel, 'Woman under Soclalism! p,27-30)

Simone de Bsauvolr expands on the *neriod before the rime of private propertys

"In any oase, however strong the women woro, the bondage of reproduction
was a terrible handicap in the struasele against a hostile world,

Pregnancy, ohildbirth and menstruation rednoced thoilr capacity for work

and made them at times wholly dependent upon the men for protection and
food, As there was obvlously no birth control, and ag nature failed to
provide vomen with sterile periods like other mammalian females, clorely
spaced maternities must have absorbed most of their strength....

"The support of 1ife became for man an activity and =2 project through

the invention of the toolj but in matornity woman romained oloscly bound
to her body, like an animal....

"We have just seen that woman's Iot wag 3 very hard one in the primitive
horde, and doubtless thers was no great offort made to compensato for tho
cruel disadvantdges that handicapped woman, But neither was woman put upon
and bullied as happened lator undor psternalistio suspicos. No institution
ratified the inequality of tho scxesi indeed, there were no insititutions -
.no property, no inheritance, no Jarlsprudence. Religion was neuter;
worship wag offered to 'some asexual totem.

"Tnstitutions and the law apponpod when the nomads scttlod down on the
12nd and beeame agriculturigts. Nan nod longér limited himself to harsh
combat agalnst hostile forcesj he began to express himself through the
shape he imposcd mpon the world, to think of the world and of himsolf,

At thig point the seoxual dlilorentlatlon wag reoflected in the gtructure
of .the human group, and it toock on a special form, In agricultural
communities woman was often clothed in an extraordinary presgtige, This
prestige 1g to be’ axplainod essentially by the quite new importance that
the child acquired in a civilisation based on working .the soil, In
settllng down on a certain torritory, mcen esgtablished ownorship of it, and
property appeared in s collectivised form, This property rcquired that its
POSBOEBHOTS provide a postcrlty, and matﬂrnlty beoane a sacred functlon.,."

With the dev@]opment of tools and handicrafts,

"Wbman was dethroned by the advent of privato property, and hor lot
through the centuries has beon bound up with private propertys.. " _
(s, de Beauvoir, 'Tho Socond Sex' p.94,97,113)
For the historical materialists Engéls and Bebel, and even for the ,
oxletontialist do Beauvoir, cconomic development precedes and is the base of
the onforoed Gnslavement of women - rather than the other way round, as with RR

THE VIRGIN BIRTH OF BINSTEIN

RR's sebtlon on Elnsteln's nappies is grotesquely funny. It is also, we belleve,
of some’ signlficance, if comrades will be patient with us.

ViMT expregsed not contempt for women, but angry dismissal of the consoling,

£k
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comfortable maxims as "Behind evory groat ﬁgﬁrf;ﬁf”"%%é‘ﬁaﬁd FEISEo e % snch
future Einstein's backslde i# not begrimed with ordure but touches the glory of
the future", or any other plocs of conucrvative, tthe status quo is all right!
claptrap, (RR's next theme: the anal, oral, nasaly and infant gastronomiocal
roots of the thoory of rolativity!) LahL &=k 1

9ne“part10ular word in RR's section on Einstein is,“however,nf"t
immensely revealingi P S e '

R
gt

"The fact that a woman béro‘hih'from presutably a sperm of his fathor

.makes his parvents at. lemst equally gignificant in producing the baby-
;Einstein,?,"_”. ‘ R S e o L N

meEggﬁgﬁﬁhliﬁv“w?dm7D£§§EEéﬁlx'a sperm of his father"? A
W@atiare tho alfernative exblnuations RR has to offer or“the origin of Einstel¥ ?
Virgin blrth? He has already, by displsying a need ‘to duote Karl Marx to. convinece
us that-hum?n bgings‘nggd‘pofeat, drink, etc, giveh;the‘grouﬁds to- think ho just
may be 0033191-91”1“8? a theovry that the Ptoering 'r‘,{)m},ni-btée;' 1f not most of his . .
readers, are belngs from a@chQT1WOT1d“Or'MEybe;'aﬁdroids' ~ perhaps Binstcin too
was a product of a cuckoo's egg from outer space? Or’ perhaps there was divine:.
intervention? There are other ridiculous but logloal poseihilities.eso S

The EERlEEaEiQEhOf'ﬁhqﬁworﬂg‘ﬁggﬁg@abli';:hqﬁé?ér;'ié'onlj"too~6bvious, and - -
Qntirely ‘bypical Of 'the 'ill&l"edj..‘bly bao]:::.‘rrcn.';'ﬁ:.t WU:’.‘:‘Eh:‘l p of thoe nuo lear family which
permeates the @ocqmeuh;:RR,doesp't;mean to ' put a uwery ‘wver whethor Einsteln

had a bioglogical futher, whether some min, any man imprognatod‘Eiueﬁgints_mpfher..

No, ne uses the word” !father' as a legal, formal torm, The query is not whother

there was a speim, but whother it came from her légud husband (vou know, the.

follow who "owned" Einsteln's mother, as RR puts 1t). T
This slip.is gndthpr,expression’Qf‘how deep in RR'g consciousnines. the o Lh2ldn,
norms,.baekward‘préjudiées;‘anﬁ-feo]iﬂgé of & pariarclal family are rooted. Even
. when goourging the fallings Of””ajrevoluwluunry_grpup‘Whiqh fails.. to assintlote
the revolutionary vanguard of a class of slaves who are hervloslly striving to
_throw,off'theirjdoubie oppression’; even when breaking the silenoce he:maintained
throughout the major discussions in the group on women' s liberation and. coming:
forward as a new—found champion of women's Tights, oven whon socking to pile on
the demagogy and the lachrymose sentimentality for the benefit of the 'clients!
he hopes to cultivate among womon's liberationlsts, his own backwardness shows.

Trotslcy wrote, in 'Marxism in Our Time', -that market concepts had sunk in so
deeply in American thinking that a man. who owned a milliondollars vas rceforred
to ag "worth a million”, Patriarchal attitudes = and in this. cago the dirtiest,

- nastiest, most prurient and soxually posgessive sort - sq,permeate-BR's‘thiﬁking
 that he can't disguise 1%, unloss he was really suggosting a virglin birth for
Finstein — or unlegs he is willing to admit that he doosn't know what ho is
saying or writing and ig an irresponsible windbag. :

LT

TUE THEORY OF RELATIVITY

W] would conclude that not only did'a woman play some’ part, but . :
. generations of ... . “womeon and men playcd a part in formulating the
L -theory'of.relaiiyity._And;further;'thatttheir combined part was groator
than that .portion which Einstein himself played.” ' o

Einstein's ideas no doubt were pogeible only at 4 certain stage of sciontific
development, and thus reated on othors' work ~— the work overwholmingly of mon.
Einstein himeelf said ho worked out his theory mainly through reading the
philosophical works of Kant and applying their tdeas to the scilontific data and
problems of his day. That scipntific worke = primarily the work of mon, heecausc
of the oppression “of women and thelr exolitsion from fields such as sgicnce — in
1%s turn rested on. generations of ancinl work of mon ‘and women, maintaining tho
Comditions of life, developing technigue etc. Who oan doubt 14?
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But on reading RR'e expoesition I confems: I momentarlly doubted my senses — or
whatever part of me is involved in trying 1o ocomprehend what I read} RR uses
vague peeudo~materialist platitudes to ovade specific probDlems, btacking them up
with plous tributes o the 'unseon toil! of !generations of women and men's

"Did Binstein got his ideas from inside his head? Or wore they obtained
from the outside world?”

asgks RR, Now RR ie an expert on "philosophy" as on moet other known arts and
sclences, and he is a apecialist on hunting down empricism, as readers of the
DCF platform will know, So, Roy, assuming that the theory of rolativity is an
accurate perception of raality$(and T believe it is rather more ocomplicated than
that = but I don't understand the theoryt do you, by the way?), did this
perception merely imprint itself on the passive brain of Einstein (and if so,
why Einstoin, rather than, say, hls contemporary V I Lenin?). In reality, the
viow of knowledge and science which inslsts it is "obtained from the outside
world”, nothing to do wlth enything golng on "ineide his hoad", ip based entirely
on an emplricist model = no, on a caricaturce of a caricature of ompiriciem,.

. Because the material world, beyond a strict limit, doesn't imprint itsclf on
your mind with no aid from Ynside your head'. What it imprints ie falge; on the
basls of passive recoption of perceptions, or oven of activo, scrupulous,
empirical observation, you would not arrive at the conelusion cven that the
world is round! You would belicve 1t was flat. '

Active theorising, manipulation of date, speoulstion, caloulations, ete — thesge
‘are necessary, In the casc of Binstein's insights the active, ereative role of
the individual was gigantic. The point is preolsely what went on in Einstoin's
hosd. Doubtless if Einstein had not developed the theory, somoone else would

" have done so, sooner or later, In fact, however, it wag Einstein who made tho
giant leap in thought = and it was no less a glant leap for being proparcd,
sooclally and historically conditloned, based on previous work, eoto,

A1l the claptrap about *'us poor glavest playing our part decsn't chango that.
Instead of a dialectical materlalist view, understanding individual loaps on
the basis of previous work within a given gcionce, RR onco again glves us a
view of society as a homogenous sludge, where each of us has our own little rolo
to play and RR to sing tho glories of that role. Wo indict the system of class
oppression that has prevented thousands more Binsteins developing., RR consolos,
tolling us that each of us on our daily round is in our own 1ittlo way as
important to human development as Einsteln, S ‘

Was Einstein a great man? RR asks. Yos, Was lonin a 'great man'? Tell us, Roy.
Undoubtedly Lenin stood on the achievements of generations, and since the science
of Maryism deals with the clase struggle, Lenin stood a million times more

" directly on the lives, nctivities, and struggles of the generations of the world's
oppressed. Yot he Pocuised and concentrated in hile consciousnoss - Yingide his
head" - an understanding that was unique and irreplacable in ite time and placo.
Trotsky believed the Russian Revolution of 1917 would probably have beon defeated
" but Por the individual Lenin ('History of the Russian Revolution' oh. XVI, vol.l)

RR's 1l1litoracy and philistiniem has a political logle. If housework is glven
its proper value, 1f everyone is accorded proper oredit for their little part
in the great achievoments of humanity, if consolation is distributod properly =
thon (assuming for the moment that RR means what he saES)'the worst aspects of
olass oppression are dealt with. So what does a socialist do? Create a 1little
havon within which overyone gets proper oredit, in which housework lig properly
valuod ¢tc., in which all the right attlitudes provail., Par-fotoched? Strdehing
RR's ideas to abeurd conclusions! We shall see when wo go on to disouss the
platform dooument. ' : ' -

THE IDEALIST DREAMS OF SOCIALISM

"MT apparently shares the contompt of Oscar Wildo, who, at a certailn

stage of society's development, can say! ‘ :
'Evory man is born for finer things than to disturb ditst'. :

T4 is a faot that many men arc born precisely to disturb dust... It isa
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- bourgeols, idealist dream that men were born fbr better things than to
dl sturb dust. . o )

Further:

'“You notioce. here Wilde's precocupation with the importance of men, whioh
L is. presumably ‘shared by MT, Women don' come into it, it*s just.men who
were born for finer things W

To dlsouss RR's "discuasioﬂ' of Osoar Wilde is to probo into the most rotton
_soction of his dooumont. In this section he - deliberately or otherwise =~ comes
dangerously olose to gay—baiting MT, doos this Womon's Liborationist, as we shall

HCQe . .

When Wilde talks of every “mad‘ he usee man as tho word "mankind? is usod ‘and
has in mind, obviously, cvery Workor. Or does RR, who notes Wilde's (and MT'S)
"prooooupatlon with the importance of ‘mori" really think Wilde thought it just
fine for women to disturb dust as a- life~long- vocation? Does ho reglly think -
Wilde Was unaware that in fact men and womeén spent their lives as dustmen, miners,
etc.? Does one have to point out that he was protesting. against that faot,
demanding 3omething bettor?

But RR. 18 not even loyal (in the senso of honest representation) with MT, lot alone
the 1ong—dead socialist martyr to sexism Osoar Wilde. "It'e just men..." Many
women's. 1iberationists objoot to words like ohairggg ‘ete, Yot the word man is and
has been the word used in the Engllsh language for the specios, humanity. Undoubtedly
this refleots male domination. But it'is quite olear What Wilde and MT mean,

Uging exactly the same mixture of reckless polomical smeal and playing with words
as RR, 'The Newsleotter!, foro-runner of the Workers P”oss, wag able to publish
an article proving James Connolly was a racist, How? You see, the man had tho
misfortune to use the common tern for thé whole Trish people, who then as now
were more numerous outside Ireland than w1thin it ~ "tho Irish race’ §

And, Roy+t' why ig ity or was it in 1891 vhen, Wildo wrote, a "bourgeois idoalisﬂ'
ldroam that men were born to do-better things than disturb dust? Was Britain in
1891 ‘not” ‘ripe for soecialist revolution? Is 1t not ripe now, for a roarrangoment
of jobs, ‘for an elimination of the worst drudgery through automation, even for'a
rotation of the most unpleasant Jobs? If we don't voice such "idealist. droamé';
how'do we rally: people to fight to realise them? If revolutionarios don't try
to ‘rouge workers to indignation against their presont condltions, to convince B R
them things should and can be different and better, then "Rip van Winkle" MT
could .sleep for 5000 yoars and, st111 awake in some slave sooioﬁy.Whero will
communism- come from 1f we dan't stir ‘the man spending hlg 1ife in dust to say i
: 1. wag born for bettor things; my olass. is ablo to organlso things better?

.r
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RR implies that class society, because it is undqubtedly now in existence, 1s natural,
st best ripening towards socialist possibilities {perhaps at the end of a long tunmel
of class defeats - see section 'Bolton & WF'D. If RR thinks Britain in 1891 unripe for
socialism, we can Teasonably agk, is it ripe now?

What can we do ? If you formally "put the question" o RR like that, no doubt he will
anawer like we dot "prosecute the class struggles But in the document of the DCF the
clags struggle gots little mentlon and in fact the revolutionary party is explicitly
separated from the clase struggle by: being conceived of as placing, in its scale of
priorities, personal problep-solving for its members above their duties to the class
struggle. When RR comeg to Oscar Wilde, he doesn't recognise g fellow-socialist shouting
a protest to help rouse the forces for a socialist battle — he sees only gsomeone lacking
in a proper respect for the noble profession of stirring dusti P e b

A bourgeois would eay of Wildésthat.by,sudh statements he was4beiﬁg_ah:ierSPQQSiple\agit-
ator stirring up the stirrers of dirt: leave things alone, he would say, don't glve ‘

the road-sweeper "ideas gbove his gtation" ~ don't alienate him by holding up the mirror
to the realities Of his life, les he revolte C o i ST
And the "revolutionary 'socialist" RR? He too is outraged at Wilde - he;demqnds‘figst”and;
foremost an assertion of the dignity, here and now, of the common or gaﬁden dust-stirring
. ‘worker.} - RR winds up.glorifying dust according to the same ~ utterly conservative =
logic that leads him to glorify the isolated, anachronistic, socially wasteful petty
drudgoery of housework} ' o

 Many jobs are degrading, monotonous, underpaide A socialist. revolution in Britain over
o hundred years ago could at least have ensured that though dust was stirred, stirring 1t
. didn't encompass the whole life's work of individuals. Already the real wtopian o
sooialiste like Saint Simon undersgtood this and Marx adopted very many of the ideas of '
these peoples The specific‘illustration.ﬁildeguses'and Ratcliffe gets in a lather about
wouldn't have been 'utopian' 300 years ago, let alone in the Britain of the "1890a which °
‘was "ripe" for a socialist révolutiond : D i e L

It is bourgeois apologistslor‘guilt—fidﬁénlpetty bourgéois‘ﬁho_dénj that certain jobs are
degradings Together with the other maxims about hands rocking he cradle and thus ruling

the world, they use expressions .about  such workers being "the salt of the earth"m, The
tone. of ER's response is that of a dignified "son of toil" who says .on'readinga - -
sentence from Wilde -~ "how . dare’ you say such-a thing, you are. degrading me', But 1t is .
the reality that is degrading, and . to reflect it acourately is a. contribution to fighting
the degradation that isthe reality of the lives of millions. of workers. In .comparison .
to the DOF, the utopian socialist Wilde was a revolutionary prepared to face the fact of
the degradation of the working class and protest at it, not pretend it wasn't .so. Karl
Marx considered even Horore'deé Belzac a-revolutionary writer although he was.a conscious
reactionary and a monarchiste Why? He depicted reality t2uthfully and therefore contrib-
uted to revolutionising the reality which he depicted. T FE TP '
Wilde was a socialists In contrast RR sounds like a cross between & paternalistic Tory
and a secular parson. With their obsession with quotation-mongering, the DOF willy ab
this rate, soon be prettifying their texts with the wisdom of canting Anglican hymn bookss

15411 things bright and beautiful -

The good Lord made us ail'

or perhaps the one abouts

" he rich man in hig castle
The poor man at his gate

God gave %o each his station
Placed each in his estate".

These are the appropriate anthems for the politics of RR, expressed in his dooument on
women, Qur anthem is the ome which beging with the ringing exhortations:

"Arise, ye starvelings from your slumbers
Arise, ye crininals of want

For reason in revolt now thunders

And at last ends the age of cani.

Yes, cds Rgtcliffe, let us please put an end to the age of cant - here and now, and first
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. and foremnost w1th1n WR!

The Internationale doesn't specifically nention men stlrrlng dust ~ but in his comment
Oscar Wilde was a thousand times nesrer its spirit than is RR« Tell ug, cotirade.of the

~ DOF « tell ug; comrade Heyes, you who fight the class struggle etvery day on your building

site, and you too, comrades Stewart and Duffield -~ do you want or need the whining,
canting consolations of a secular parson, or do you want fo base yourseIVes on the ideas
of communism and on the irreplaceable fight to build an orghnisation’ to win the battle
for those ideas? And tell us, comrade Ratcliffe, "serious and thoughtful Marx1st“; do
you want to be a secular parson dispensing consolation ~ or a revolutionary dommunist?
You really must ¢hooges

EGONOMIG ILLITERACIES

RR ig the ("tha correct“?) economics expert par excellencel He meandqrs and blundera
through a discussion on women's libetation, and, even though forged to cut short his
lucubrations by Mother pressures", as he says, he can'i resist giving vs a final -

lecture of) some economlc "errors" he has recently noticed. Nowhere else can ohe find such
a compact jumble of errors on elememtary Marxist economics as then follows - errors that
would shame an 18 year old who had dttended a fourasession YOL course on baSlo Marxismd

RR hinself says of the article of MT. that he criticises that "praotlcally every

- gentence needs taking to pleces"- Let us take RR at his word. and look not st every

sentence but at’ some of the idess RR expresses on economic questionss.

NOo1. GLASS STRUGGLE AND THE DBVELOPMENT OF TECHNIQUE

"But if you really want to free men from dlsturblng dust and womeh from the
home, you have to create the conditions for the Jobs to be done by other means"

And thls wag not p0381b1e 1n the 1890s% Nor now? Why'not?

- What, conrade teacher of "he correct Marxist economics, is the dynamlc making for

technological development within capitalism, as understood by Karl. Marx? It is the Slass
gtrugales: It is the struggle to increase relative surplus value that drives the eapltallst
to innovate, mechanise, automates It is the pressure for higher wages and the cost of
laboux power that drives the capitalist to develop labour-smaving equipments (An illustrat-
ion of this is the relation between thé USA's early technological pioneering and the
relative labour shortage there,.Another example is the revolution in printing techniques
which among other things allows WF 0 produce a relatively profesq1onal—1ook1ng paper;

on a basis of people learning how to print with offset 1itho in a week or so, while letteiw

‘press printers served a long. apprentlceshlp. This can be traced in precise detail to the

il £ the late 'S50g . Again, tho dovelopment of  sugar extraotion from boot
print str gic; dl?Oé% roguﬁ : ﬁe glave rovogt in :Haiti g3

This is absolutely elementarys Yet BR & parently thinks that « even under. capltalism -

the attitude of men or women to stirring dust, their degree of tractability, their
combativity on wages, their activity within the productive process to galn some contrel
over it, does not affect the creation of gther means of doing the work! Thus agitation

and comments such ag Wilde's are seen by RR as "bourgeois idealism", not as entering into
the class struggle and, even on the level of technology and its development, contributing

to transforming the possibilities. But they do, dnd speclflcally under capitalism are a
major part of the dynamic making for technological innovation. After a socialist revolukion
conseious control and planning would take over, aiming to satisfy needs.

NOe.2: SURPLUS VALUE AND SURPLUS LABOUR-TIME

W1 would like t¢ give an exnmple of the d®Wwhs of incorrectness 1) to which
MI descends;
'ves where the majority of the p0pulat10n have to give most of their Working

hours to an exploiter’.
Suddenly all Marx's work on analy31ng the position of labour ag a commodity -
a ecomnodity which is SOLD daily, hourly on the samé terms as any other commodlty'
~ ig swept aside and workers GIVE their 1abour" S

And where does one begin to discuss this contrlbutipn to our education? By self—cdnsciously
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and a?ologetically repeating that it is properly a matter for/beglnners' classes which
- we should organise round 'Young Socialist! - - not a matter for serious discussion among
members of our Natlonal Committees . . : 4

Workers do give some or most of their working hours to . an- exploiter - they are forced
to do-this by belng prolebarians. Mg point was that eéxploitation:-of the working class
takes the form of a large part of their working hours being 'donated! 0 the capitallst
whose control of the means of production énables hinm to-exact more hours of work from the
proletariat than sre fecessary to oreate ‘wealth’ equlvelent to thelr wagess Hes BR never
Cheard of exploltatlon or of surplus- value?

"Labour" is scld on the same terms as any other comnodlty, ‘RR tells use True, but
"labour" is a unique commodity. It sells at its merket price (Whlch approximates. the,
cost of maintaining and reproducing it in given conditions and according to standards
which are spclally determined, including by the class struggle), but it is unlike any -
Gther comnodlty in that its consumptlon by the purchaser (the oapltaliet) involves ..
human aot1vmtv Whlch creates for the capltallst value over. and above the value of the
Hlabourﬂ' . .

: Befbrea Marx the mystery remalned unsolved of how free 1abourers selllng their lebour
“wpower on a free market, with equal-rights between buyer and seller as with other -
transactions in commodities, produced inequality and exploitation, Bourgeois scononics
explalned it in terms of partnershlp between capltal and labour, and. the right of
capital ‘to recelve proflﬁ a3 1ts shares Soclallstemelnly morallsed, though various,
attempts were mdds before Marx to use bourgeois economists like Ricardo &g a basis for
an analysis of expleitation. Marx's analysis probed dnto the nature of this exploitation
foou31ng on the unique nature of-labour power as a commodity unlike all othere, because
in use it produced more than its value , for the capitalist.

He proceeded analytically to break down the working day into neoessary labour tlme,

which ¢reated the equivalent of ‘the value of that which.the capitalist had purchased.

(the cost of meintaing the worker plus dependents, iags of reproducing workers) and

the rest ©of the day;: surplus labéur time, which is unpaid tribue exacted by tha eapitalist
from the proletarianse The ratio of gurplus labour time to mecessary labour tine ie :
defined by the class :struggle,. and dlscussed at: length by Merx in the chaper on’ the
working day in volume 1 of C&pltal). S :

Workers do gg ‘some. or moet of their workxng hours to an explomtero They are forced to,
but then MI' used the expression "have toYe In view of all the gibberish he wrlfas and the
petty bourgeois logie and tenor of his whole doeument ‘on women, one mugt ask RR the .
“quegtion - "Are workerslggplpited?” If they are, what is the mechanism through which the
_ exp101tat10n takes place, if the whole process can be desaribed, mugt be. described on pain
. 'of severe publlo reprinand. from Professor Ratcliffe, as a matter of workers selllng

their "labour" on the same terms as any other commodity, without reference, even ag _
-oryptic as MT's,  to the unique nature of that commodity? If we take RR's account, and
stop. there, as he dves, ignorantly se1z1ng on the word "give™ to question - unintentionallyl
= that workers are exploited through 'glving' unpaid labour, we are back with the -
situation -of mystification and enslavement to commodity fetlshlsm and:the near. appeerance
of things ~ which is preolsely what Kdrl Marx cleared AWEY » .

Ty waen't Karl Marx,'comrede Professor Retcllffe, who discovered that "lebour" was's
conmodlty" ' nd more than it was Karl, Marx who. firat ' thought of 1ook1ng at higtory from
&n angle other than the dolngd of klnge ‘and 80 Onla Karl Marx's work, ba51ng himself upon
end deepening %he labour theory of value developed by bavid Ricardo, was to solve the
nystery of 'labour'as a unique commodity, through an analysis of surplus value, exploit-
ation, and the exaction of unpaid labour from the worker by capitalists in control of the
means of production without which the worker couldn't work at all.

NQ.3:2 LABOUR AND LABOUR POWER _

But more; Professor Ratecliffe, the pillar of sconomic rectitude 1ectur1ng uT, talks
‘;about Mabour! as a commodity that i3 sold ~'a point whlch g0. far we've 1gnored.

Really, Roy? We've seen that.RR nixes up. all hletorlo ages and perlods into a general
muddle and has little $ime for gradations, periods, distinctions. Here he does At againe
When "labour" is sold you have elavery - not wage. slavery, chattel slavery.
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It is one of the elementary ideas of the Marxist precision that dissected pre~Marxist
bourgeols economic muddle and -obfuscation that what. is sold is "labour power", not
"labour's (See for exatiple Engels' 1891 introduction to 'Wage Labour & Capital!),

Without this distinction, the uniqueness of the commodity.labour power is obsoured and
thua the mechanics of exploitation, within formal equality and equitable dealing, remain
a uysterys It can be maintained that "labouvr" is sold, there is an equitable relationship,
and the profit of the capitalist comes from his contribution - capital, Moreover,

without the distinction you ecan't quantify the working dey into necessary and unpaid

. periods of labour time. This t00 .escapes RR. (He writes about 'labour' being sold

"daily, hourly", but evidently doesn't. attach significance to it).

Remember that we are not pouncing on incidental, peripheral mistakes, or being "clever™
(11) at the expense of a "ppor kid educating himself", No, we are discussing & document
where cds Ratcliffe sets out publicly to chop up MT's "incorreétness!" - as'a gratuitous
and curmudgeonly additiofi £6 an ignorant soreed on women's liberation motivated by nothing
‘more aoble or serious than a dedire to cultivate clients for the Rateliffe ‘clique
(sorry, “DCF”). All of this section of HR's document could have been written in the 18408
by someons with a little :acquaintance with economics and no inkling of the contributions
Marx was to mske later. If it was coupled with the sentimental whinings it is mixed with
in BR's docunent, be sure it would have been the work of a petty-bourgeois or undeveloped
proletarian. pre-Marxist socialist, ' o L '

- BR, who wants to teach us Marxism and 'method!, knows go little that he actually

thinks the idea of labour as a commodity like any other was Marx's discoverye Ac was the
realisation that people other than kings made history. If Binstein owed his theory of
relativity to "generations of women #nd men", Marx apparently owed nothing to anyone, not
even ‘the great Historians and econonists, philosophers and utopian socialists, to whonm

- he acknowledged his debt! I retract the jibe above about the whole thing being really
appropriate for discussion in a class of {7-year old neophytes. RR's picture of history,
-economics and the Mgreat man" Marx (Egngarx a "great msn", Roy?) who suddenly appeared
ot this earth to work wonders in ' various parts of social sdence without doing any

" preparatory work, is touchingly like the picture a ten year old Russian or Chinese -child
of today must holdl RR has produced an awful mess of a document — but by .god he has produc-
ed, inadvertently, & truly megnificent sslf-portrait! In memory of the naligned Oscer
Wilde, we ghould entitle it - "The Picture of Dorian Ratcliffe!, -

 COMRADE RATCLIFFE'S MPTHOD

' But finally, after blasting away with all hig ‘econonic big guns, and succeeding in
wounding only himself, RR does actually hit & real target He finally finds something to
criticise which merits it, anhd does so correctly, even if in the scholagic form of eight
- crisp words from Karl Marx boldly asserting the opposite. R

- He quotes " Jack Price" {Andrew Horming) from the front page of a recent WP saying 'Labour
is the source of all wealth's Well done, cd, Rateliffel Before congratulating yourself

on finally hitting gsome target other “than your own feet, though, reflect that even when the
marksmen's shot hits the target a fatal ricochet is sometimes possibles. So far we've seen

RR in the role of pretentious ignoramus - and that's beer quite instructive: ‘the one
point where he's right is even nore instructive, as we shall see. o -

Marx'did rightly insist that labour was not the source of all wealthe He was fond of
quoting the 17th century writer Willism Petty's way of putting it - "Labour is its

father and earth its mother", 'Jack Price! was of course asserting in an aghational fronte
. page article the claims of workers against the pretentions and claims of the borsese -

. Perhaps he let his zeal run away with hiil, or maybe the article was written in the nmiddle
. of ‘the night when he was tired, Ho was however mistaken . ' ‘

But before sentencing AH to be bound, gagged and forced to listen to a course of lectures
on Rateliffien economics, we should remember that errors inevitably oreep in, and there ave
different standards of rigour for a party programme (1ike the Gotha programie) or a
scientific tract, and an agitational article: In the middlée of his bitter war against the
Bogdanov~Lunacharsky faction of the Bolshevik party and their attempt to fuse 'Maryism!
- and & form of religion, Lenin still had the lalance to publicly make a distinction between
such systematic attempts at 'God-building? and (to take Lenin's own example) a hard-pressed
Bolshevik agitator who, vhen challenged by & backward worker to saywat his religion is,
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replies "Jocialism is my religion”. The first was unforgiveabls, the second permissibles
But none of this sort of soft-headed nonsense for the hard~headed and invariably
intellectually rigorous cde Rateliffes Noi o : :

As for Ri's pomment that we have here!

Man adnission of slipshod methods of thinking end writing which are alien
ERR‘S emphasis) to the scientific methods of Marxism and the source of these
. (%) alien ideas is to be found in the influence of bourgeois ideclogyews”

~ it shows, yet sgain, the totally non-dialectical and nop-materialist view of Marxism
held by ER. It implies that all knowledge is given, and if one is a 'pure bellever" in
the right "method", accurate reflection is assured (and slipslare‘impossible)° On the
contrary, knowledge of the world requires active cogitation ebc. and therefore what
Marxism says is that mistakes are ineitable (not to mention the possibility that one
- may simply be ignorant in certain fieldQET,For RR, 'Marxism' is what a totem is o

a savage or Jesus Christ to a superstitious old womans o

But he is correct. Reading AH's article, something clicked in hig head and he remembered
- what Marx in his critical notes on the Gotha programme had had to say. Goode But, having
pemembered Marx's comments, matched them with AH's statement, and found AH wanting,
© +ell us exactly what Marx had in mind, od. Rateliffel - -+ - . Lo

Or, rather, tell us how it is you can pounce on AH and yourself séy:"

M,eo thig much can be said: that,thé essentiél and fundamental prerequisiteg
- of human life were thrust upon this newly subordinated class” (i.es women)

If we apply the same rigour to what you wrote. ag Marx did to the Gotha programme, then
you do not only atfribute all wealth-production to laboury you attribute full control .
of all the conditions of life {earth, air, water etce) to a section of humanityl How can
it be that the sharp-eyed oritic.of AH can do this? Or, more directly, if you know what
Marx had in mind, how can you, as we saw above, discuss human history and leave out all
the ages when man was & gatherer = that is, exactly the period when productive labour
' ‘was pot the basis of life and the role of the Earth as "mother" which, quoting Marx , you
asaert against AH, was paramount? - . ' ‘ :

The answer is only too obvious, of course. You have ebsorbed bits and pieces of Mearxist
texts and repeat them parrot-like. You do it, in this instance correctly, unaware that
your own document is a monstrous proof that you may be able to repeat phrases, or some-
times spot an error, but the conception, the idea, has entirely escaped you. You spotted
the error; the gap between Karl Yarxz and AH, and concluded ipso facto that AH was wrong;
but if you had the faintest notion of what Marx had in mind, if you had any grasp of
Marx's views, then you couldn't have written the nonsense you did which, if we take it
gseriously, either denies or is ignorant of the theory of evolution, o

We have therefore a graphic picture of RR's method ~ and let us remember that the comrade
is a Professor of Yarxist methodology ag well as of economics etc. etes That ‘method! is
fext—-chopping, quotaticn-mongering Lased of & view that all answers are given, that one
becomes a ‘perfect master! by masfering the magic texts and’ *method! (Marxisms ~nd can
then handle any subject. What & pity RR doesn't ponder the ‘significance of the merciless
demolition Marx does on the Gotha programse, and the contempt Marx and Engels frequently
expressed for all system builders, instant-kmowledge quacks, and people who set themselves
up as ‘experts' without siudy or respect for the subject -(Prowdhon, Duhring, etcs)

Tnstead RR treats the work of these great dehunkers of pretentious qua ckery as quotation
itines from which to set up asees @ quacke. o Co o

That is-ybur "method", cde Ratcliffe ~ dogmatic tub~thumping which has nothing to do with
scilence or a search for real knowledge. of the real world on the basis of Marxisme RR
himself is quite frank on his "method" in cne of his letters to MT in 1973

Mo start with T would like to make some general remarks on the uge of
quotationss It seems to me from the several indications T have been receiving
" that some comrades frown upon the idea, as being pedantic or seeking to bolster
+ .one's argament with cullings from Marx, etc. which are out of places I wyself
. would greet enthusiastically the use of quotations by more members BEVEN if they
were out of context, as it would show that at least attempts were being made %o

relate day to day activity with the main body of Marxist theorye"
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Marylsnt is & sort of vitamin you can't get too much of b#*

RR'S VISION OF THE SOCTALIST FUTURE

In WEF 83 MT wrotes

YIn a gocialist society, the division of 'work! and 'life! would wither aways
Routine drudgery would be reduced, through mechanisation, %o a small mininmws,
and 'work' would become, not an szlien imposition, but the free, self-expressing,
social productive activity of human beings. It would merge with 'lifet",

PBut RR will have no truck with these "hourgeois idealist dreams". He outlines instead his
own, more dour view of the futures It sounds more like a Victorian workhouse than anything
we would recognise as socialism, but RR does have half a gentence from Trotsly to back
him up?” ‘

- "In fact, the jobs, and thus the work, of en and woilen will lose their
pettlnsss, not because mechanisation Wlll replaoe them, Tut because speclalisu
ation will take place;

© V... in the service of a common plan GRASPED AND THOUGHT OUT BY EVERY

INDIVIDUAL' -Trotsky ibid.- p.17 (my emphasis - RR)". .

What was Trotsky talking about in the passages from 'Problems of Everyday Life! which

RR ‘quotes? He was talking about the situation of post-revolutionary Russia, poverty=
stricken and devastated by the world war and’ civil war. Russia, althouch a workers' state,.
was generally far more backward than the capitalist nations of western Buropee The workers!
state had to accomplish by forced-march methods many of the tasks already long ago
accomplished by capitalism in western Burope. Thus Trotsky stressed the need %o work at
the elementary tasks, the "petty Jjobs" of reaching a bourgeois level of culture and
techniques He argued agalnst the heady ideas of “proletarlan culture" and rapid transition
to comnunlsm which were widespread in the Communist Party. : ;

But never, ever did Trotsky subscrlbe to the Stallnlst glorlflcation of ‘drudgery as
"socialist labour" etce RR, though, not only presents a view closer to the Stalinists!,

but applies ity not to backward, beleaguered Ruseia, but to the advanced, tachnologically
developed. societies of western Buropel Actually he ends up recapltu]atlng the serncns of
Victorian bourgeois, the ideas of the period when western Fuvope was going through the
elementary cultural development which the Soviet Union had to try to catch up with as best
it could after the October Revolutlon-***

*¥#% ‘Almost all of this section, and of the whole document, waswritten before RR's suspension
In the conversation I had with him the day before he broke publicly with WFy I raised the
question of evolution etc. {See letter to ND - . e He replied that it depends on how
you define production whether or not his text is a nonsense. Yedl Clearly RR blurs the
‘period-of pre-history when man was a-gatherer primarily and the period when he became a
producer, just as he blurs productive and non-productive labour on the question of house-
work now and in the socialist futureo Yet: again w81l hlstory is a- homoaenlsed, undiffer-

entiated sludge for RRI
*k% In places RR is poeltively 00m10.‘

"0f course the respon51b111ty of 5001ety will have to Dbe 1nterpreted and
administered by real human beings, many of whom will share Martin's nausea at
petty jobs but the rest of us will have to insist. that the Martins and Oscar
Wildes of this world do in fact give 'full attention to order and cleanliness'',

Should not RR add to the DCF platform the demand that the Natlonal Committee instruch
T to wash behind his .ears?
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" We belleVe, cd- Ratcllffe, that to?kuohes from Marx as in themselves prov1ng anythlng is
a ‘direct denial of the whole Marxist methods Certainly, %o goto the "books!" for..

" answers to immediate concretoe questions is work for a Talmudist or an evangelical .
Chrigtian, rather than a Marxist. But when RR' can display quotations from Marx as "proof"
ofgross economlc EXFOTS, €rrors ourrent already'when Marx- hlmself was writlng then it
is quite permlssible to sinply throw chunks of Merx et his head,

Marx, in the 'Grundrisse!, argues that in’ commnist 3001ety, although “work cannot
becone & game, as Pourier would like it to be', with mechanisation and automation
neoessary labouf can be, reduced to a snall mlnluwn' '

:'The theft of others' labour time upon which wealth depends today seems to be
Ca mlserable ‘basis compared with this newly:developed foundation that has been
“created by heavy industry itself. As soon as'labour, in its direct form, has.

ceased 10 be the main source of wealthy then labour-time ceases, and mnst ceaae,

4o ‘be its standard of neasurcrent, and thus exchange value must cease to be

"' the measurenent-of use value, The surplus labour of the masses has ceased t0 be
‘s condition for the deveélopumént of wealth in general; in the same way -that the
non~labour of the few has -ceased 40 be & condition -for the development .of the:

. general powers of the humen.mind. Production based qn exchange value therefore
fallg, apart,, and the. 1mmad1ate process’ of material production flnds itself
atrlpped of 1ts impoverlshed antagonlstlc form. Ind1v1duals are then in a

. poaltlon to develop freelyo Tt is no longer 8 questlon of reduoing the -
¢ ... .necesgsary 1abour time in order to create surplue labour, but of’ reducing the
‘i, . hecessary 1abour of 3001ety to o miniraum, The counterpart of thig reduction’
igs that all members of society can develop their educatlon in the’ arts,
" sclences, etcs thanks to the free time and means available to all....f'

7.

i bese the masses of the worlcers must appropriate their own surplus: labour. When
“this has been done, disposable time ceases to:have a contradictory character,
Thus firstly, the labour. time neceasary will be measured by the requirements of

"~ the social individualy and aecondly, gocial - productivmty will ‘grow so rapidly

© + that, although production’is reckoned with a view to the wealth of all, the
"+ disposable time of all will 1ncrease. For-real woalth is ‘the developed productive
. foree of all individualse It is no longer the labour time but the disposable .
time which is the measure of wealths Labour-time as ‘the measurement of wealth'
implies that wealth is-founded on poverty, and that disposable time exists in
and through OPPOoltlon to surplus labour tlme, it implies that all an.. = .
- 1nd1v1dual's tlme ig workihg Time, and degrades him 4o the level of a mere
 workery and an’ ingtrument of labouro Thig is why: the most developed machinery
‘forces the worker to work longer hotire than the savage does, or than the
labourer hinself when he only had the alnpleat and most’ prlmltlve tools to work
- w1th,
: (‘Grundrlssé I\‘IcLellan‘a abr:l.dged edltlen, pages 142 144 145)

CLOSE TO GAYmBAITING

Before sunnlng up, we shall return brlefly to Oscar Wllde. JHaking his ridiculous fuss
about Oscar Wilde's talk of “every man" deserv1ng better than a life disturbing dnat,
RR went on to write: .

"You notice here Wilde's preoccupatlon w1th the 1mportance of men, Whlch is
presumably (%) ehared by nre, :

On my very flrst readlng of RR's astonlahlng essay into the battle for women s rights

I underlined this and put various question marks after certain wordse The arguments.and
nls—oonstructlons put on MI's artlcle are bizarre enough. That sentence struck me  on. 2
flrst readlng as very strange.
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RR's sentence is incredibly insensitive to those facts. By linking M¥ to Wilde,
("presumably" etcs) it is no less incredibly insemsitive ~ either that or it is fgay—-
balting MPe My first oconclugion was that it wag merely obtuse, and I marked 1t with the
intention of using it to illustrate the fruitlessness of RR's pedantry {as with the bit
on workers 'giving' their labour); with the same pedantic method, RR would stand
oonvicted of gay-baiting MT} ‘

That was my first conclusion, After probing in detail into the cesspool of paternalistic
backwardness that ooczes out of RR's document and out of his conscicusnessy, I'm inclined

to be less charitable, I think that sentence, too, like so much of the docunent (e.ge the
reference to Einstein's parentage) expresses more than RR knows or than he woul?l consciously
decide to expresss It must be a matter of opinion, but that's mine. It's all of a piece
with the incredidle backwardness of the rest of the document - and with RR's political
background {and mine for that matter),

We live in '1iberated' times, However, in the SLL/WRP in the '60s, things weren't so
'liberated's In 1960 {before RR was around, admittedly) Gerry Healy could circulate in.
writing ingide the 8LL an allegedly political commentary making much of the relationship
of three people who had recently walked out,'beoaUSe,'apparently, of the three, two were
lovers and the 'odd man out! was actuslly 'the legal husbandfs In 1962 a Labour Party
youth officer was killed by a blow on . the head from a youth he'd taken home... The
Newezletter commented to the effeot thaf; nothing mattered to the Labour bureaucracy except
a man's right wing politics.es That was so blatant that it created comments of disgust
in the Manchester branch of the then relatively more sane SIL - and we weren't all that
enancipated, either. ; "

In 1963 the Profumo scandal was made so much of by the SLL that week after week we
canpaigned on ite The political rationale was to take advanttage of a politiesl wcrisia fope
the ruling party, but frankly there was more proviones in it ?;Dmmsut during pub-sale:
Christine Keeler!s lifo-ghory will be. entitled 'Life mmder the Tories'). ‘

These examples pre-date RR's politicdl life ~ however, they sum up the political
atmosphere he comes frome. Unless one assumes RR is entirely frec from backwardness and
prejudice (i) and unless he and/or we assume the audierce - the group - is entirely
free from prejudice, then what we have here is gay-balting MT. Let anyone who thinks we
are at the stage where being gay or otherwise would merely register as a potty detail
like the colour of MI''s coat shrug and ignore it. I don't, What we have here is an exach
. parallel with the backwardness on women that RR couldn't suppress even when poging as a
- liberationisti ' | : o .
Gey~babing aside, the whole RR article is a scabrous, disloyal and seandalous attack

by an injured and backward patrisrchalist who has never shown interest before on MT who.
has, together with Fran Brodie, worked consistently to educate the group -.on problens
of women's liberation (and with Tony Brockman on gay rights). ' :

- TO SUM UP

RR's contribution to the discussion on wagzes for housework does not, on its merits,
deserve more than a cursory reading, much less a detailed and systematic reply. Other .
things being equal, I would have tossed it aside once I'd read half way down the first.
page of pretentious and ignorant claptrap. '

But other things are not "equal". The article was part of a factional tanceuvres, RR is
tintorvening' %o 'defend Sue A¥nall' from the nasty Marbin Thomas, and the factional
opportunism motivating it is revealed in every line he writes on the subject, 0d,
Rateliffe is am unsolicited shyster lawyer 's effort to pickk up ' support for the

" so-called democratic contralist faction (which should properly be called the "Home Rule
for Bolton" faction), : S

In the normal course of the life of any tendency disasreements such as between SA and

MI' would occur, hasty formulations would slip.into print, over-sharp polemics would be
written — and things would work themselves out in the course of discussion. Our "Home Rule
for Bolton" friends, whose platform is the proof of their political bankruptey - especially
its economic sections, the field in which they consider themselves most competent and
having most o contribue - have rushed to Sue's defence, "rendering her move profound", ar
are doing their best to give her the sort of support a noose round her neck would provjdﬂ'




W19

That their ideas on women's llberatlon are.reactionary has, I believe, been :
denonstrateds And; expounding their 1deas cn women's 11beratlon, they have demonstrated
mick else bealdes,

‘The questlon ab 1ssue in the. struggle, and sp601flcally on the igsue of empha3131ng and
underlining RR's ignorance, ls this: are we Lo be a group of pretentious and lgnorant
holy=-rollers or not? Effectively the prophet Ratcliffe and his disciple, holy John of
leerpool, want a primitive sect, with themselves et the. centres The whole history of
" WF, a history of a struggle to tove away from this sort of politiocs, was what has been
"persecutlng' - that is, fightlng the cllqulsm end incipilent cultism he representas

_ To chop 0 pleces the ignorant - rubblsh RR. has put out on women's llberatlon is not a
plece of gratuitous nastiness,:but a necessary surgical operations This comrade perades
in the robeg of the prophet - he cannot object if we teke his’ words and pretantions
seriously enough to show them %o be hollow andnonsensical and ignorant beyond belief.
It is not an accident, or if it is it is a 'happy' one that on a whole mmber of igsues
e raisss, it is so easy to show RR ‘to be on a level of knowledge, 'method! etce. that
preudates Marxe It ig highly approprlate beciuse he wants, effectively though N
unknowingly, to create something that would resenble oue of the sects of pre-Murx e

‘ 8001allsn, albeit 1ncorporat1ng strands of 'Trotskylsm’ SO

Ve too are iemoran t, generally and in. speclflc fieldss But not too ignorant to know how
_ignorant we are, or to imagine Marxisn is & magic kéy with which a 'bright lad! can °
magter. economics in.ee four mohthsd We arc not so ipnorant of the history of the working
clags and 'socialist movement, of the ideological pre-history and higtory of our own,
Marxist, movementy that we will follow the prophet Ratcliffe into such fieldss

We know the history.of 'Trotskyist! seots wsll enoubh to understand that vhat is at

issue is the nature “and political future of WR - sect or’ 1nte111gent Marxist movement.
In reality, taking the concrete facts into account rather than the abstract logic and
ideclogleal charddter of the DOF; the issue is whether WF will continue. These pecple
explicitly want a loose and fesble. federation. They also have the mekings of a cult - bub
a wagting cult wh;ch w1ll begtn with grand declaratlons and,follow1ng RR‘S pattern,
collapseoe..

TEE LOGIG OF RR'S POLITICS

RR'S mlstakesp whlch have here been analysed in pedanhlc detail on the questlon of: Uonen,
are gbviously the product of ignorance, the fact that he hasn't studied his subjoots.
Tes = but mores Every single one of his errors, and not alone in this fleld, hag a clear
logice They are petty hourgeois i1 their content and reactlonary and retrograde in their
logica B very %ime ‘this logic asserts itself'. We need, therefore, to ~look for & common
root, unless.we are to be contented w1th ObSGTVng the above and ascrlblng it all %o’
coincidence,

Proudhon, for example, made errors through ignorance, by uncerenoniously tackling difficult
problens, etcs Through hig ignorance-—based errors, however, a deflnlte class v1eWp01nt,
that of the petty bourge0151e, -expressed itselfe’ : oo :

A nd RR? He refléwis vhat He sees around him, looks for consolatlons, ~ reads the
present back a-historicdlly into the past and has Iittle or no vision of. the fultre, or’
even of the present class struggle. Logically, if not intentionally or congclouslyy--

by his attempts at theorebtical systemisation. of those consclations, he gounterposes
reactionary cant (based on a bourgeois-conservative glorvification of "labour" as sacred
and deserving of respect even -though the labourer be a physically and/or psychologically
mutilated and exploltEd wage—slave? againgt a ruthless revolutionary eriticism of reality,
againgt ‘debunking of illugions, azainst efforts to arouse the "stirrers of dust" agalnst
their condition go that they will fight to change it. What then does KR represent in temmg

of clags and polltlcal soclology?

Ve heSILate to stick labels Like oe y bourgeois" etc, on pebple, and Wwe are not

believers in a simple process of onef one relationship between ideas and socisl-econonin

, 4p08ltl0n. Our suggestion is no mors than tentative — RR's ideas reflect, with his ignorenc:,
. pretentiousness, and arrogance as mcdiun, the: psychology of an eristocratic upper layer

. of the proletarlat whosge.. experlence is confined to snall scale 1ndustry. Thig layer has,

o
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throughout most: of RR's life, and all his adult life, prospered under capitalish and
built itself cosy muclear-family nestse lis 'socialign! has always been of the reform
now varieby - through the Labour Party, through do-it-yourself direct-action reform, or
even (and loglically why not?) through "build your own socialist relations now, within
the fanily"s Here there is an intersection with thé reformist utoplanisn of sectiong
of the women's liberation movement (though it must be said that we would be hard put to
find eny section of the women's movement descending to such pathetic levels as the DOF).e

The DCF conceive of both the family ard the party as utopian self-bettermont socleties
and havens of reste It would only be a mild cardcature of their line on the fanily now
and the party to say they see the family B8 the medium for soclalist struggle via
trensforming personal relationships and the party as a haven of rest- from the pressures

~of life (see the section on Cadre Building)s

‘A11 this is tentative, we repeate That the DCF positions are ignorant, petty bourgeocis,
regctionary, and counterposed to the tagks, the methods, and even (despite the timidity
with which they express themselves here)-xgg goalg of the class strugzle and revolutionary
socisliem ~ that, we contend, is beyond serious arpument. Unless, that is, they tell us
not to take what they write seriously, that they dldn't nean it or understand it (which

“would be the strict truth) - -in which case we will reply: "Help us build & revolutionary

orgenisation nows stop wasting Wour time and ours; drop your pretentions and join us in

a oonmon effort at self-education in proleftarian commnisn through study and through
involvenent as a disciplined democratic nebralist organisetion integrated with the
struggles of owr classe’ ' ' o '

N A T D . .
AFTERTHOUGHT: In the laborious examination of cconomie illitoraoics T misscd one
eI TVoT 3tTs just as glaring as any of the others and ogually instlructive., I
think you will understand the reason I didn't spot it until after the stoneil was
typod if you try the exporiment of ropeating a word like "oup" or egg" for a

minute or two. The word will guickly detach itself from any referonce to reality,

and you'll have, to make an effort to refocus your mind. The same with RR's endloos
talk of, bourgeois and.- bourgeols jdeology here, there, ard coverywhere. ‘

Whon he says that AH's insistence on.labour being the only source of wdalth is
a result of "bourgeols ideology'- tho utter absurdity doesn't at first rvogister,
The view that bourggois ideology insists on.labour as tho only sourcé of wealth
ig in parallel to the view that the bourgensisgle sces history as a matter of the
doings of kings and princes - and egual nonsense} The bourgeolsiec glorify workj
consoling cant does have that element, The. radical bourgeoisic did insist on the
rights of the "active classes" to assert their claims against the rights of the

landlords, The classical bourgeols economisis developed a theory of ‘value based on
" the idea that labour was its active source, the subjective labdur theory of value

of Adam Smith and the more-developed~theory‘of Ricardo which postulated the
1abour theory of valua as the objective social regulator. Yes. But this is 1975,
Roy. Capital volume 1 was published in 1867. On the basis of scientific bourgeols

“theory, Marx probed the nature of eiﬁ}oitation, and nroved that the proletariat

. owalw dxplolted. Iven before that bourgeois econpmioc theory had degenerated into

what Mary called vilgar political economy. Immediately following the publication
of "Canital!, a number of bourgeois ideologists came forward, separately and
independently, with a theory of value to replace that which Marx had turned against
the bourgeoisie by developing it beyond Ricardo - the theory of marginal utility,
with Vvalue- judged according to the subjective, consumey viewnoint, not the
objective, producer viewpoint of Ricardo and Marx, Thercafter cconomics became the

most. empty and vulgar of class apologetics, until the great slump forced the

bourgeoisie and its thinkers, such asg Keynes, ‘to comoe to grips progmatically with
real problems -of a system that no longer ran itself according to the princinles of
1nigsor-faire and needed state intervention, and therefore acourato perception as
well as ruling class apologetics. ‘ :

. But since the work of Marx appeared -~ the real work of Marx, not RR's version of
314 = the bourgeois ideologists have been utterly determined to downgrade the role
of labour as a producer of wealth. A vast litoratueragainst the labour theory of
value has come into oxistence, Whatever pressure AH was under, 1t wasntt that of
modorn bourgeois ideclogy. More likely it was revolutionary communist zoall Or
maybe he was just tired = or iike RR, or the present writer cven when roading RR

.ag critically as possible, he ig not always ragor sharp in his appreciation of

Janguage and its contents and implications.
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In the last five years or so, W

in Britain (and internationalljy) b

st = = ey

%Welhave seén an ﬁ“ﬂurge in the claés struggle
lgger than anything for thirty years at least,

Bt this has taken the form of militant direct action and a 'molecular! radicale
isation of individual workers or groups of workers, The radicalisation_has@not '
been organised or structured through a development like a big left wirg in the
“Labour Party or a serious natioral militan® movement. in industry,

.The scope of the mass militant struggles is a thoumand times greaterﬁﬁthan the
growth of ahy structured left-wing organisations. And the fragmented nature of
the radicalisation presents problems for revolutionaries in trying to intervene.
It ie difficult to Tind the best "points of application” for our work,

There are:additionil problems for Workers Fight, Normally there are three basic
stages in the growth of s revolutionary organisation: the stage of working out
the basic theoretical and programmatic ground~workj ‘the stage of grouping a tight
cadre nuoleus on the bagis of propaganda work; and turn-to masgs work., The thres
stages are never ‘completoly separate, of course: but normally there is some

separation,

We have been forced to combine all three stages at the same time, to a very
great extent, If we do not attempt to.. orientate towards the major mass struggles

oing on, any ‘ocadregs we could
7 N .

win orn the basis of being prepared to neglect the

mass struggle would be highly suspects it we do not put an effort into cadrem
building and polemic among the left, our mass work will end up ag 1ittle moro

than fruitlese’ bising around

i and +t the samo time wo have to “Searry out

basic theoretical discuseions 1like cur discussion on the Fourth International,

Somo groups 'solve! theconfusing problems of the present poriod by complete
routinism - the Militar*' pivgging away with their tsocialist programme' ingide
the: Labour Party., and the WRD Waell vhelr elx=oveningn-a~waek Workors Press
selling and periodic raltied. This r-atiniem inevitably involves politiocal
sectarianiem; anything that happens cutside the limits of the labour Party, or

of tho WRP, is "uliéra-lefi™ op |

'revisionight,

Tho IS, having managed o gain a 'lerd! a by far the biggost group on bhe

rovolutionary left back in 1963

» has heen able to 'solve' the problems simply

by operating as a social~democratic rather than o Lerinist organisation. It has
its paper and its meetings, ‘it involvos itself in a rretty tepid way in most of

what's going ca, and it recruit

8 on ‘he basis of being the largest and most

L active group, wrather than on the bar:.3 of.any'gg;itica; intervention,

- The IMG have ténded to react by
going on, This rushing around {
~political instability, which on
tho whole organisation apart if
Fourth International", However,

rushing around eoverywhere where there's something
togetker with other factors) has led to & fantastic
‘ahy cne of a dozen occasions would have blown

it wore not for the unifying totem pole of "tho
having recruited heavily in the student arena

after IS.withdrew from systematic mbtident work in early 1963, the IMG has now

built itself up to a gsise where

- play a dominant role, -

in cortain areas (e.g. Chile solidarity) 1% can

We‘haVo the éddition&l problemfof Leing smaller than our major competitors; béing,
- in almost every major area of work, 'socond comers!; being, in general, able to

rocruit people only if they hav
IS' IMG, W’RP, 'Milﬁ-tante »

e firest come across and been disillusioned with

These problems of undertaking mase work while Still coﬁ&rﬁcting our fundamenial

cadre nucleus can be seen in a

murber of related ways:

- comr&des_'dissolvingl themselvey into a partioular area of mass struggle,

without really relating WF's Sp
been noticeable with almost all
~ political adaptation when we

- . the "blue~arsed fly" Synghme

ecific politics to thot work. Thisg tendency has
our prominent trade unionists.’

reiate to ‘struggles !'from outside!. . .
corumbhine cpound from meeting to imeeting without
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any idea of prlorltles, and W1thout any-:elear 1dea of bullding anything from
that activity; consequently comrades feellng overworked ‘even when in fact they
are not, and education being relegated to a2 low prlority.

~ collapsing into indrtia (as the resction from the luewarsed fly syndrome" )
with no contact work, no public mectings, etc.

Over the last two and a half years we have workod out varlous 1deas towards
coming to grips With ~the protilemg.: - = : :

In 1972 we discussed the "Fusion of Education and OrganiSation”; (The basic
docunient on this guestion is reprinted in a pamphlet with the Constitution and
‘Where We Stand! - every comrade should have = copy). The fundamental ideas were
as follows:

a) corcentrating the work of tho group round a, carofully selected number of
national fractions, with priorities strictly laid down;

b) a stiess on ‘building up - a earéefully-processed. periphery of contacts, whlch
serves as a larger gear-wheel to enable our tiny goar—wheel to mesh with the
blg wheel of the labour movement;

c) a development of polltlcll educatlon closely 11nked w1th thls contaot—
processing. .

Tu latér: dlscu551ons, werstreased. the 1mportance of comrades gettlng properly
integrated into:definite areas-of work rather than just being " the 'floating
politlco', putting in a nomlnal appesrance. lere, there, and everywherd'. In line
with this, s%ress, W@_adopﬁod a national tactic, of limited entry work in the
Labour Party/LPYS, on the b351s of tirning tho LP/LPYS outwards and limking up
with other areas of work = i.e, induatrlal struggles, women' & movement, Troops -

Out Movemehnt, otc.‘ T SV

Further we notod the noed for "the emphasis 1ying on bu11ding a base - without
cthis, 'ahd we have been 1argely w1th3ut thls, the fraotlons can become a dangerous
ploco of selfudecepﬁlo Y ‘ . :

To anyono familiar with the org%nlsauion of Workors Flght in 1972 it ia
“incontestable fthat there has been a significant improvement, However, we have
to Judge ourselyves by the, standards of what is necded, not the standards of our
previous . 1n3dequacles..;

A great part of the roform inm Workor~ Flght organisatlon Whloh we sot out to
mako in 1972 stlll remalns to he mccompllshod Why°

The basic reason 15 that the organlsmtlon is not sufflciently centralised
Firstly, in an ideologlcal and,p011t1ﬂal sense. The magazine has not yot got off
she ground - that, ie" by far kno biggest failing of Workers Fight. Although

The' educational pamphlet produced by Bas Hardy will bo useful, We need far more
in the way of short, ¢lear educationsl pamphlets.. ‘ :

As a result of the failings in ‘educational development, WF lacks a 'middle cadre!
of comrades who have a ‘sound Trotskylst education and a firm grasp of WP's
positions on all major questions; who can be trusted to.dake responsibility for
organising z WF interventionin any but the most difficult circumstanceos. WP's
weakness in this respect is-showr:by the faet. that ovon on our National Committee
there are comrades-who' arée not-familiar with the most basic literature of
Trotskyism. RR himsc¢lf is one of ‘the mogt striking examples of this,

SGOnndly —~ and partly as a consequince Qf the- 1nck of 1doological centralisation
-~ there is a lack of - organlsatlona] centrallsation, Fractions have not operated.

The level of dlsclpmlne is .very low. Branches and even 1nd1v1duals "do their own
’ thlndﬂ without much relatlon to the rost of the group.

e et @ v101ous clroﬁﬁ, Yariy members are simply not educated 1n,the basgic
polltlcs and tHotics of Workers Fight. 'They do not understand a lot of what the
group doeés, and they are rnot able to.relate bulldzng WE to their own activity.
They do not have sufficient confiderice to'argue ‘the odds with members of other
left groups, or even, somatimes, with 'Militanit' supporters. Thus activity is

unwlanned.
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bo worth giving an example from ‘the London branch to i

A,

tconcretise this.

moade Was m=‘1ced about oontact“ 1n hls unlon branoh-

o a‘Oql]_J” "':‘.'.- o ‘ .‘ ‘ .\ | {
.done buy the pax oer‘P‘” ) IR
t@ a-lot-of tham @Q“

“r

i

Copame? L L
L S

alled o hew ‘*iOﬁf‘ly'P"
"oon wound to ltaﬂ, o :
se busy with hls unior work that it is very difflcult bo flt 1n

ructionsy requests from WH nationally appear as further,
Z m&d]tlﬂﬂu to the confusion, iWhat is lacking ig the
would Vi interpret, - widexplaln ‘and coneetise the natioral

>wan1 foogbaﬂk %o the central bodies (NC,.SC, fractions},

':'u‘u ‘wircle }IOSCS with uhO ’centre' oomrades rushlng around trylng to’

3,
-ﬂvdgqcnh

= Auet ity The koy p01nt at which to attack the, problem is the, bulldlng
riddle cadrel, an ‘inner wheel' of the tconcentric cireles!.

5y ihdglconfus Lon,roonstantly trying. to catch up With bhe 51tuat10n ratherL";’

e prqnactlow cam for:the magazihe separate from the paper. This

\

Lt tbe o3a$rei bu% it locks as though that may become economically

i s:hool OL the type of the schools on Ireland’ and on womon ' & 11ber—
1 be cortinued. (The next one planned is on polltlcal economy) Wef

3ﬁér-" ‘Phis is im hand).

atre! must be strengthened to accompl:sh these thlngs (desplte evorything
wiwsﬁ e sbill oppratlnw on. about the same resources in terms of personnol
Yo and a, half year rs ago) and the 1ead1ng bodies of the groun mist’ be
d b allof more efflClont oporatlon. The getting. up of the' Secrotariatﬂ

m1ﬁ SC and the NC for poiitical d160u531on, is a flrst tep towards thls

G trrings

“orretariat has now !aLmulaLod prop‘salﬂ on ‘indiistrial fractions - NH?/NUT

.A.\)J

45 a sepatate FTTT fraction, according to the vote at the lagt NUT frac.,

1iture. Wo thought uhat that would be better than- the gituation of

'ugﬁ L - fiWCblonG whidh ia practice could exisgt only on papery ‘boing too

heve any real WLfep Whie obvious: g -the ‘members of . the Seerctariat and

N Commitise Have a rasponsibility “to give, asplstanoe, it is 1mportant

oonrades alse iake respongiBbiiity. e .
"?J&btly arbificial excrcise to list group prlorltios in order. 1 -2 -
SOOLEE. ob710u57v dlfi@f@ﬂt ardas of work intérlink and dénend on~each
s0lidarity ‘york is nob Just Somethlng We'ds throvgh TOMy but also
avorydny actlvity 1n uhG unions and the LPYS; on thé: nther hand, wo. .
s tako oontacts feom TOM and bring them to work’ with (s im the LPYS....)‘
fda that there obviously isntt a cleay ldea of priorities in.the

3v be forihvhilo trying 0 dofindlthem even, & the sirddk of - being

1Hﬂ wna_d congider the- Lollovlng fo-be: tha order of prlorltles as

:\?,‘"J () .ani‘rb . l"" S s R, . S _-,: . D PRI TR L \
.‘.‘A;_r s oLw 3 . e - . A y . .

T A

is often haphazard and unplanned or at least feels as if 1t“'””'

andne Lo vital. On 18 375 the Secretariat discussed possibllltles for.,“h

‘

tao was rald os far pack s 1973 Conference) on gettlng at least one more | .

@ wh01u CduCithnal pnmnhlctk on maJOr quostlons, in the form of - W’-"

s;hn01neer1ngfﬂh1te ¢ollar. Many of.these fractions.are, of -a rather w1do, R

is one, perhaps... o A . CEe e et
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a1 the budlding af indu%%fialffracﬁibnsij LT AR
"2, ‘work -in the LPYS (and; secondarily, the LP) on the basis of turning

it outwards and linking up. with industrial struggles,”TOM,¢WQmen”3'movémept &o

- 3, Irlsh solidarity work; .. .. .
‘fdufkhé'WQanﬁé‘movgmen%;n - oL A
TE T york in' the student arens; B I R
. 6, work specifically directed towards otherlleft“gro_ps;.attending their
meatings, chasing up contaects, étc., o e
. dnti-fascist work. -(The DOF comrades certainly, and.other comrades
nogsibly, Will beihorrified ‘that we rank anti-sfascls?® work so low. We . .
R explain i~ ir the section "What About the PolitiGs?“‘LT%QQt;WQ.pejcot
the DOP's implied view thit fascism is already a major threat to #he wholc labour
moyénent; and. therofore.we oppose subordinating the mogt utrgent flght of the
presont moment — against reformism -~ to tho interests of Yroad unlty. againsti
Paseism. Wo nood not say that this. does not imply support for:such play-scting:
ags that of the IMG, who justified staying at HSpeakers' wlorner when the. IS wero
going out to-mcet . the NFts demonstration in Iondon last Soptember on the. grounds
that they were 'fighting reformism! by'argﬁing'with‘jhe‘C?‘étQSpeakers' Corner).

AIIJthgsé'priorities;‘pf'éaurséy mugt reaﬁ.dn‘a base?of essontial groundworke.
tho production 6f the paper and other propaganda, internal education, contact .

work, : : - RN AR .

If we can carry through these measures and olarify our priorities, wo will be
far bottor placed to create in WF an efficiently~operating maghineg for .= . . .
procogging. contacts and educating cadres, functioning in tho mass sbriggle ..
QCGQrQigg,to‘Qonsciquslyeaeaided‘plans‘and'auclear'political‘linc.g ' o

Tho baSic-principie‘of rovolutionary activiem is this: that personal problems,

ambitions; desires, and convenience arc subordinated.to the overdll clagg aims
of ‘doeialist revolution. The day-to-day pressurcs of.bourgeois socigty are =

L 6fPdot by a total commitment to the primscy of our revolutipnary political aims.

Given that commitment, = comradc who 1s jgnorant. and. inexpericnced can bo
cducntod and “trained. Without that commitment, you can read ag many books as.you -
like, bave.never.so many years' expericncej yow will never be & revolutionary...

That basic commifment t6 tho primacy of politics is the ABC of 'eadroc building®s

The DCF is part of the problem, rather than part of the.solution. For this.
reagon, Tundamentally: its method is not that of putting political programme
firgt, of drawing oul political concluslons honestly and rigorously from all

its ideas; its method is.the method of dishonestly cohdealing political questions,
indfihging in horse—trading and. evagion, placing personal grievantes o the fore.

Honest self-criticlsm is useful; Sour disillusion - unfosused,” shallow,

un~thoughtwout. .~ of, the.typo expressed by she DCF is o use at all to a revolutm
ionary orgenisation. i - . ST SO
In James P. Cannon's book, " Speoeches to the Party”, comrades will find = "Specch’’
at tho TEEH Convértion” which contains some pretty sharp self-oriticism of the
SWP { the American Trotskyist party). But how had Cannon replied-when-the
Cochran-Clarke faction began to pour scorn on the revolutionary optimism of the
SWP, with the Jibe "He were:thd children”of destiny, at loash in our own minds"?
Cannon.reﬁlied:.=ﬁ N Ce o " b S 'hfj R ’;'
"A young 90Mfadé"iﬁdcélifqrnig; ono of tho leading party ac¢tivists, pointed
the Cdehranite sneer otit to me apd: said: MWhat about that? If I-didn't thini
that our party has a great future, why should T be willing to devote my 1ife
and eoverything I have io the party?'. Anyone who low-rates the party and
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e -OLRRERE its future sought to ask himself what ho is doing in the party, Is
ho here on a vigit? ‘ :
"Tho party demands s 1ot, and you can't give 3 loi ~nd risk everything unloss
| ¥Pu think the party is worth i4.,,." ("Spocches e the Party' p,65)

Whother the DCF thinks WP is wopth it ig doubtful. A1l they can find to say for
us is "one of (?7?) tho most promising groups" (RR on hougework, p,4)., Their
attitude, in fact, is that of the French centrist Marceau Pivert, characterised
by Troisky as follows:

" "Without plumbing the gist of programmatie differencos, he repeats common-

. places on the "impossibility? of any one fendency "claiming to incorporatc
in'itself 211 truth'., Brgo? Iive and let live, Aphorisms of thig type cannot
beach an advanced workor anything worthwhile; instead of courage and .a senso
 df'résponsibility they can only instill indifférence and wosknoss",

T . (Hritings 1938/9, page 136),

We think WF ig worth it. We think that, for all our failings, the achievements
of" WF 'do Justify "courage and a sense of responsibility™, -

In the first place - and this achievement is by no means something small =

we have produced a fundamentally principled political lire throughout all +the
complex and difficult turns of the class gtruggle in recont years. In the major
criges of the war in Ireland, in the maus strike movement over the Pentonville

- Flve, in the present hysteria over the Common Market, we have stood out as the’
only, or almost the only, tendency with : Marxist political response. We are
cortainly not infallible, We veered *owards ultra-leftism in late ""[2—early '73,
and our initisz] régponse to Phase III, in late '73, was too passive, Thoso
mistakoes, hovever, are pretly small agairst a record of a principled Marxist
policy on major,questions (Ireland, Goneral Strike, the Tabour Party, workers'
self-dofence, the Middle Bast, the Fourih International, eotc,), and a principled
policy, moreover, which stands up to the test of sharp turns in the elass struggle.

Degpite the failings . “he . fact is that we have produced more
serious amalytic material than any other tendency on the left in Britain, -
Theory is not only what appears ingide 1he glosey covers of a magazine; it appears
2lso in serious articles in the paper, in pamphlets, in Internal Bullotins even,

We have producod a weekly paper - and nci a bad papor, by any mearg - being
poesibly the smalleat Trotskylist group cver 4o do 80, The coverage in that ‘

paper could caslly stand comparison with the far groater resources of Sooialist,
Yorker, Workers Press, or {Red Weekly, s regards serious analysis of major ovents,

¥e have been the only fendency, with the cossibly arguable exception of the
'Chartista!, to maintain, against all tho odds, the clementary communist
princinle. of rovolutionary defestism in rolation to the wair in Ircland,

Our ?oﬁtribution to the class struggie in Britain has not been contomptible,
Qurs was the initiative that got the Shrewsbury 24 campaign off the ground and
sustained #% in its early stages. ’ :

U have educated a number of comrades, 1.0% as the parrottsrs of phrases ¥ Hems
or apparatus-men who pass for ‘eadres’ in the Militant, W3P, IMG or I3; but
s critically-minded Merxists who will “hink for themselves,

We are not complacent, Our aim, after 211, is Yot to fokoreate a beautifully-
formed Trotskyist grouplet within capinalisn, bt to overthrow capitalism, But
We arc cortainly not preparod to throw in our hands in despair ‘and resort to
tho DCF's quack medicine, G e B

e

Z)8EaT T8 s canmz:

[ — S

"The ambition of the King was to form a brigade o gilants, and every
country was ransacksd by his ageats for men above tho ordinary siaturac,
Thesc regearches were not,confined<to Burope. No head {hat towered above
the cuewd in the bagaars of Aleppo,»of Cairo, or of Surat, could escape
“the crimps of Frederic William, One Irishman mowc than seven:fogh.; highy
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who was picked up in London by the Prussian mﬁbWQSador, roceived a bounty
~of near thlrtoen hundrod pounds sterling, very much more ‘than. the ‘
ambassadoity salary. This cxtravagance wa s the. more absurd becau g ~a stout
youth of-five’ feet elght  Who, .might have been procurcd for a fow dollarg,
would ih aill prohabil%ty have' been,a much more valuable soldiorb But to’
e Fraderie w11113m, thig huge. Irlﬁhman was what a brass Otho, or k! Vlnog%r
a .Blble, is o' a’ collector of o different kind,
"It is rémarkablé, fhid thouph ‘the main end of Predcrzc Willismf® g
administration wag to'hive & great military force,‘ﬁhougn hig 2t :
reign forms an imnortant ep@cn in the history of military dlﬁclnllno,
and though his dominant pagsion was the love of military display, he vas
yet one of the most pacific of princes, We are afraid that his aversion to
war wag not the effect of humanity, bUE was mercly onc of his thousand:
whimg, His feeling about' his: iroops secomg to have roscmblod a miser's.
feellng about hig, monay. -He -loved to’ colleﬁt thom, o count them,  to
teley thom 1ncreaso, ‘but he cotldivet find it 1n hts heart to brosk, in unon
thé proclou& hoard,}Hc 1oocked  forward 4 qqme futuro time when his
Patagonlan batﬁallons wero ho.adrive’ ho%tllo 1nf3ntry hefore. them llke
" sHegpt but this.future time was” &lways rocodlng, and it is probable, that,
i hls 1ife ‘had-been prolonged.! thlrty yoarD, nls suwerb army would never .
thO goon any harder sarvzcc ‘bhan @'oham fzght in tho ficlds near Borlin.”
LT n T een s palad } jf L (Mac%ul&y, YEesayst, ps 659m60)

What i a cadre° It i's an oduo%tgd aotlvc dlsclpllnod member of "the revolute -
ionary orgenimtion. Bducstish Wlthoub act1v1fy 1s barren, or at best academic .
and useful only lndlracﬁly Lf b alli CAeHvity i thout oéucttlon and.the disci--
niine of an orgapigation to direstidt - %nd‘*forfa:propa ganda, group, without
hozng wlfused w1th A difve toreducateothersa' in 't organioatlon'“ politice -
is futzle’%nd 11ka1y to be blundering (the cxamdlés are outlined ol%owhoro im
this document: ND »in anti-fascist work, EM in the wemon'@ 1loor1tlon mvcmont
ERR in qtudent nO}lth»)u _ R Sy

AN N S -‘fy‘-'- i
Bven. brllllant 1nd1v1dua1 aOtLVIty or ihoaretlcul work unulntcgratod w1th ran -
organigation, is not.to. be cneourggeds for Marxists’ tho construction of a
rovolutlonary lﬁft . the Auityepf individuale 20 rolatc to it, subordinaste. to~
1t, and build 1t - th&t As mot an option. Dy we neeg d to argue, thlu for WP in' <. ©
thc year. 19757 a

Take two a0tive, odpeated and ¢edicated 1n&1v1du115, Tor oxnmﬁio - Tretoky
before 1917, and’ damos bonnelly. Neither was an’anzrchist) both wore. membors 05\
organisations. Vet éTrotoky tonded to be a freolance betwocn the factions =~ and

hig most brilliant insights and perspectives {e.g.  the theory of pormanont
rovolution) were only - canahld ot h01ng ach1¢v¢d iniife because Lonln ‘hedd buiit
a dleadre organisation. Trotﬁky, toihlay the role o f %xrovolutlonary 1n 1917
Cffb@thCly,- ad to Join thmt organlamtlon.ﬁh;qgn; R e

In Connmlly q, &so the . %ame,:only iwith A trmw{c eﬂdlng.‘LlﬁO Trotskyﬁ ho bul]t
no -cadre orgwnlsatlon = 10w, dn Ireland,: dld’%nyon ﬂoloo. Connclly g, edvucationy
activity, and immense rovelutionmiy resoTvC dlod'w,th hzm, ileaving 1o crystnIIH;
iged org%nlqatlonal expression. The Irish working ?laug vas left without P
guidance or porsyoctlveg 4o be, Jed dnto the blind aliy of %oday by the a
bourw001qlo and . th01r opmortunl gt labolyr Movement aliids.

Trotsky 301ned the Bolshevik Party in 1917 Connolly must be reckonod a very.
great pre-Russien Revolution: communist. Today, however, We know what we mean-;
by a cadro - wg mean notb. JuﬂtA&n individual: endowed klth this or th@t ability.
- but a Solﬂ%er Ain'a . diqclpllnod army. Tn f%ct 1t is not b'm%tbor of 1nd1v1dua1
'cadres!, but of 2 cadre organisation. i : T Ly

Unfortunately, whén Bhe DOF balk Hhout the subaoct they wound llko the

vulgar cconomists operating with .Robinson Crusoe.-ak a modcl of. social man, . .-
What few rcforcnces thero are to the politieal s strugglo in the' labour movement
are not in the Splrlt of revelutlonary sotiviets. Teading forward’ 1nturvcnﬁlon,

tut in the spirit of & ned nt wagging aresgtraining finger: don't criticise

the Bolton Women's Liberation group (p.23-26), don't bo 4too polemical (p.27)
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don't sloganise oo much (p.29), don't be oo hard-and=fast on "no platform
for fasoists" (p,31-32), don't overstate the case for Ysoolalisation of
housework? (p.32—4£), never trust political leaders "more than you have to
(p.37), don®t *join the stampede for reoruite! (p.39), don't 'Teeture at!
workeors (p.41), above all don't force us to fight the reformists in the 1abour
Party (p.39)eeeo. Everywhore thewe is the carplng, conservative ory “yeoas, but
not too much", The DCF*g “oadres" are not'mo much diseiplined Bolshevik
intervontionists as.a mutal self~improvement society, ;

T S % _ % )

REVOLUTTONARY COMMITMENT

There is.another aspect of what a cadre 1s - commitment, Commitmont is the
preécondition for being s revolutionary. Given someone with the will to fight
and to sacrifice,  you can educate them. Not vice vorss, The left scene in
Britain today is litbered with educated "Marxists' (some of whom make a
contribution...) who are not revolutionaries, He or she ls a revolutionary who
organises her or hisa 1ife aroundya single goal = the victory of the Working
class, and ithe eoffort to prepare, necessarily in advance of the ¢lass, an
ihstrument to wecure that victory. From this everything else flows, To thig
everything else ig subordinate, And it means literally organising onets 1ife
around that goal, making choices, exclusions, decisions, It means an eoveryday
battlo.against.all the Pressures of proletarian life under ocapitalism,

If revolutionary‘activity‘were easy, the scene would not be 1ittored with -
political wrecks, It is not emsy. 811 i{he prossures of 1ife bear down on the =
ré#qutionary =~ not Just the ideologic=l, but the practical ones, work, family, .
ete, To béma;revolutionary"presuppdsesmovercoming the pressures to a degreo

‘here. and now. 7 _ .
"The party" iy not Just an abstract ideological ‘eelection of people} 1t is also,

as a party of a slave class must eve;f%e, & selection on the basis of roal
commitment to tho oause of communism, : selectinn of dedicated, hardened people
who do riss, in one way or anothor, above the pressures. Rising above the
pressures; howewver it is done, involves sacrifices, means choosing priorities,

affects one's most bersonal 1ife,

Nl " e all know male revolutionaries and militants who have 'problems with
their wivos! yet we do nothing about these 'problems! except perhaps to
. advise divoree™{" (p,25) T :

“Thus our DCF comrades who want to tessh us how to create‘cadreé! What a

crushing rhetorical questlon to put to ‘the robots and zombies of the SC§ .
What a powerful arsument! And what a British one - what an expression of the
quality of what pagses for revolutionary polities and revelutionary commditmon t
in Britain now! Poople who decide to beeoome rovolutionaries in other cbuntries,
like the Marxists in Tsarist Russia, dcoide necessarily and. knowingly to face
Jail, torture,‘exile, the. gallows or a bullet, The typical pattorn for a
Bolshevik activiset was one of shortisk poriods of activity interrupted by long
spells of jail or exile. And the DCW agk, in horror, should a British

rovolutionary face the break-up of an important pergonal relationship or a

contimation of the sof't 11fe nominai revoidtionaries have had in Britain, Can
they? Or do they {hink thoy can? Whai shappens when people have to go +o Jail,

or toloblivion, &8 part of the revolutionary struggle in Britain?

Of course, we do not advocate divorco,. We try to soften, reduce, avoid problenms,
&8s much as ig compatibio with the overriding demands of revolutionary necessi ty.

But to react in horror is to betray onsself as.a 'cadre! resembling the Irish
Navy in the satiricgl Irish song sung by the "Dubliners": : :
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«+iWhén thereaptainthe “hlows on hma wh15%10§ i
o EBlsthessvilors. go howd ho éheir'tom. TN S

"Each year they go on manonuvras,‘
i Do prepoiec for defenel $hoy nref Revny -
: Som@ timesuiﬁ‘s!the mkes)éﬁ Klll@?hé
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:”Mcﬁ re aﬁseawfarlng I L|,~;r$;
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Wo'll fzphﬁ Tike the d@VlT all mornlngu L
Provided we're home hy the nlght. _
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It ig, 1nescapable tha b yevolg 1onary aom1v1¢y wmi& oreaye‘ﬁamll&,groblems.
man (or, 1955 usu@lly?i ., @m¢n) pan, bpcom@ @‘Fevolutlgnapy and he married, to,
er gubsequently maxry,.som zongMho., 1ents &, revelutionarys. and.w111 mot dovelop
1nto one. $uch uneyenness 1o 1peocanab1e. We have puch problom NOW and o
o4 S Re &egree ThET we' $hert’ 4417 bo' hisTe BRA more
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TRAINING CADRES « OR CULTIVATPING CLIENTS?

 The section in the DCF platform (p.25~26) dealing with the disoussion in the
Manchester branch on minding Ian Heyes! child 1s important because of the genersl.

backwardness it expresses¥*, It is no less important on thée question of cadre

IH 18 a new and extromely valuable comrade, formerly for a short period a member
of the Communist Party, Hie individual political tendencles have shown a leaning
towvards a general distrust of organisation azs a result of his experience in the
trade union and in the Communist Party. (See hie letter on the question of the
branch committes, in the seotion on 'Bolton & WF'), IH is in the DCF; ono purpome
of the references to him in the dooument, the solieitousness, etc. ie.to tie him
to the Ratoliffe olique, ‘ . : ' _—

We would like-to win IH away from.the olique/faction - but to win him.on.the
basis of our politics, not by competing with RR ' dn diplomeoy and lawyerly
~servility. We will therefore discuss frenkly the implications of the incident in
the branch, and what the cadre~training methods of RR mean in tho osse of IH,

I (M) don't remember any detalled discussion on a rots of so many houre esoh 0
mind IH's children. Elther I wasn't prosent and BR is miyingup tm iwsldonds, o
else he is caricaturing a disoussion that I did witness.

In that disoussion, which I remember vividly, I realised {and said so there and
then) two things = (1) that RB efthor doesn't understand or doesn't sooepd ‘the
Ieninist theory of the party, and (2) that he had reached suoh & state of denqyale
imation and politigal degeneration that his role in tho Yeanch wae that of an
aotive and vocal opponent ¢f leninist norms and of a saamamwmmw}m
nanosuvrer who latohed onto every Dlece of laskwardnges or every wpyohlem an

made hinsald —MRA?U& ¥ 4t @ something he has now found the courage to do on
4 broeder soale be ore‘igg'whnla group, on the question of womens lihoration,

et 8 T
‘There wore in Seplember a series of four summonsed meetings of the unitoﬁfﬁ .ff%*
Mancheeter branch, the first three of which thrmaked owé in great detaii e
‘problems of the branch and of fusion, RR didntt say a.great deal, nor 444 ho
advooate any alternative to the NC decision « but what ha'did may was ney <

One of the most reasonable practical objeotions to fusion was that IH (a) had

~ family problems and (b) would normally arrive over half an houwlate for moedings
in Manchester. RR made the most of this faot, delivering a homily in tones .
similar to the platform on the fuelon ddving comrades oud of 4he group, on the
need to accommodate comrades, etc., etc, .. .. . . . :

What he was actually saying - as he is saying 4n the'platformﬁbb_is that Yhe leve]
of membership cbmmitmént“shouldnlt-beiv@?y'high; and ho was using the very weal -
difficulties of IH to rest his oage on, That im; he was using a comrade heavily
burdened with family problems as the norm for fhe group = or trying to,. I pointed
out the liquidationist logic « how with such-'an approach we wouldn't have a

press, & paper, or anything, the npged to struggle to rise above the promsuyos of
daily life under capltaliemj in a;7 tase like IH's of special problems, what nesded
to be done was to understand and accept specific individual 1imits, in the given
case, not to generalise and destroy membership norms. IH then agevoed with me, o
-so I thought, - - e - Lo

_ That was the actual discussion, The role of RR, who wanys to $each ue hoy 4o
“$rain cadres, bould not have been moére soandalous, Definitely there was no _

discussion on Ian's wife going away somewhere with him, not ..while I was theve,
» But that's a small detall, The principles at stake are the same, .

¥% "What the mtate of the children would #7/have been like sfior two daye of being
passed from stranger to stranger in repid sucoession, apparently ocourmed to
hardly anyone", the DCF exclaim in horror. How do they imagine ohildren will be
cared for in a socialist soclety = or will each mother still be tigd to her
ohildren then? Even in the primitive mociety of Samoa, according to Margaret Mead,
"a baby whose mother has gone inland to work on the plantation is passed from

hand to hand for the length of the village" ('Coming of Age' in Samea' p,40), The
DCF may reply: but this is still capitalism, and children do'get bewlildered by
strangers. OK. But it is still very strange to find male chauviniem cquated with
lack of understanding of child-care methods.,...



¢/10 (35"

b oa fine end ploasosth blang 110 ocomradest husgbands, wives, lovers, can
accompany them, if a political assignment can be combined Wlth & personal outing.
Even more so in a family situation where there is dtrain.

But RR,. this Tcadre trainer', throws all objective nolitical concerns to the
winds, He blames the group - a group with far more important faults) - for its
1ﬂab111ﬁy to. organige a weckend of haby—gitiing of sufficiently high Standard
for one comrade. He encourages a new and inexperienced member to do likewise and
effettively tells him not that one must fight, but tha+t unless ideal conditions
are arranged then revolutionary rouDon51b111ty can be Forgotten., RR is preachlng
Whlnsng irresporsibility wather than revoluiionary determination.

In tho branoh IH dissociated himself from RR's sttempt to use hig difficult
gitustion for an assault on the normg of group membership. He should also
digsociate himself from thé sticky section of RR's platform which uses him for
a politically scandalous'attaok on the group... AND on the working, _  olass.

,-a

An atteck on the working clasg, beozuae the DCEF ooncludo w1th the assertion
"We cannot hope to increase the workez! oomposltlonxof our group with attitudes
B0 _bqorant adg these". Workers, say the NOCF, will not enter #he fevolutlonary
gbrogegle unless they are guaranteed o’ gbod.baby51tt1n gervice. Nor, apparently
{ pa 60 99) unless they are guaranteed aid when they get arrosbﬂd in the struggle
- the DCP coaplain that "comrades (thc been) left to. fend ontlroly for

.thm 1ol ves after being arrested and fined whilst on demonstrations”, as if the
~group has an obligstlion to make good any trouble. Qr ey¥pense membhers suffor as
~a result of revolutlionary dcetiviby. :

Fortunately there are thousands of workers who-are capshle ofrovolutionary
activism and selfwsscrifice beyond theysour philosophy of disillusion preached
vy tho DOF, - _ ‘ o ' S

N
o

CADRE OR CIIQUE? . - T
! . o ) o .l“'l‘:l

Having outlined some main points of pr1n01pio, we Sthl examine tho DCF'

section on "Cadre-Building', pngo by page,

They open (page 21) by’uuo%ﬁnﬁ Gonforence ros solutiohs, &M, dnd AH, on-ﬁﬁe'lack'
of cadro development in WF. "S& far we can agree‘ But already at thig stage 1t
is amazing to notice-that -the DCF have not # “oven heeén abde Lo plck up the, most
gorious oomplalnt that can dﬂd shoald be miﬂe againgt WE. The question of the
maggasine merits only a side-g Wlpo againgt the 'inofficiency' of everyone bar the
“guper-cadres who have, through' gome good fortune, developed in o small area.
“hetbween the M62 and the I16; on oduo;tiom notes, not a word; on the guestion of
indusgtrial fractions, not a word... The point, of course, is that the DCF 1s
defined by "extreme, often sickly sensitivity in relation to everything that
concerng thelr own circle, and the greategt indifference in relation to evenythin
that congerns the rest of the world”, : : :

What Tollows, in fact, 1s a raghag of oomplzlnts, held togother?%g the fact .
that thuy a1l connect up with the p@rtlcular concerng of Bolton,

First (p%go 20— 26) there is a section on Male LChauvinism. In their second
paregraph, the DOF define the problem.as they - sec itr Ythere is an- almost
conplate 1aok of understanding of the problems of mdn and women Who ‘have children,
and virtually nc effort maao Ty Ta@ proup to develop ways of inpgrating such men
ind women into thé groun’. Later, on page 25, they sum up: "To end this piece on
male chayvinism we 1nnlude one lasgt example of how little many comrades in the
grouy unders tand “about the problems of caring fﬂr GhlldrﬁP‘ *(this ex%mple is
the episode concening IH commented on above). ¢ '

From the point of view of atbracting sympathy for the DCP@Q *from comrades who
feel barrassed by domestic problomu, thisg approach may bo Us8ful, From tho pgint
of view of communiut politics, it i pClHdeOUua

Communists and militant women's ?zboriﬁlonl 3ts define the struggle for women's
1iberation'ae a struggle to smash the soclal conditione creating the oppression of
women, and particularly the bourgeois family. The DCF define the atruggle as one
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to understand and heip out with the problems of the bourgeois famiky. Not a
struggle to overthrow capitalist conditions... ‘but a etruggle to understand and

help out with the broblems of capitalism,
This is not revolutionary politics, but bourgeoie eocial work.

Logleally, the DCP go on - to deny the revolutionary oharacter- of the women’s
liberation movement. Onpage 23, they attack the assertion that “a reformation
in thie sphere (i.e, of personal day to day behaviour)} will come only after the
overthrow of ocapitelism, .gradually, over: geherations," If the DCF's attack means
anything, it means .that they believe moclalisgt standards in day-to=day personal
relations can he achieved under oegit%llem; that is, male chauvinism and the -

oppression of women can be dealt with under capitalism, In whioh case, of
course, women's liberation is just a matter of bourgeols soolal rdbrm,

The ergumente the DOF attack so indighantly on page 23 were outlined more
thoroughly by Troteky in 'Results and Prospecta!, For the sake of explaining
once again to the ICF, it may be worth quoting at lengths

"But meny soclialist. ideologues (ideologues in the bad mense of the word - thoee
who.stand everything on its head) speak of preparing the proletariat for socialism
in the sense of ite being morally regenerated. The proletariat, and even 'humanity!
in general, -must first of all cast out its old egoistical nature, and altruiem
must become predominant in soclal 1ife, etc. As we are as yot far from such a
state of affaire, and 'human nature' changes very slowly, socialiasm is put off

for several oenturies, Such a point. of view probably seems very vealistic and
evolutionary, and so forth, but as a matter of fact 1t is really nothing but.
shallow morallsing,

"It is assumed that a eooialiet peyochology must be developed before the ooming
of soclaliem, in other words that 1t is possible for tho masses to soquire a
socialist peychology under capitalism, One must not oonfuse -here the consoious
striving towards socialism with socialist psyohology. The latter presupposes tho
abeencéd-of egotlstical motives:: 1n eoonomic life} whereas the striving towards
socialiem and the struggle for it arise from the class psychology of the proletw
ariat, However many points of contact there may be between the class peyohology
of the proletariat and classless socialist psychology, nevertheless a deep
chasm divides them.

"The . joint struggle against expﬁoitation engenders splendid shoots of idealiem,

comradely molidarity and self-sacrifice, but at the same time the individual
struggle for eoxistance, the ever—-yawming abyss of poverty, the differentiation .

in the ranks of the workers themeelves, the pressure of the ignorant masses from

below, and the corrupting infldesco of the bourgeois partles, do not permit theso
gplendid shoots to develop fully. For all that, in spite of his remaining

rhilistinely egolstic, and without his exoeeding in 'human' worth the average

representative of the bourgeois classes, the average worker knows from

exporience that hisg eimglegtreggirgmegte and natural deeires can be satlsfied

only on the Min of the gaplinalist svstom....

"iTf socialism aimed at creating a new human neture within the 1imite of the old
soolety 1t would be nothing mord, than a new edition of the moralistic utoplas,
Socialism does not aim at creating a socialist psychology as a prew-requisite to
socialiem but at creating socialist conditions of life as a pre-requisite to
,Booialietr . ipsychology." ('Results & Prospects’ p.229/31)

The DCP oontinue their oomplaints as follows:

“Rather than helping Eileen to tdevelop her own definition of her exietenoe and
gsexuality as & woman', she was quite bluntly warned of the dangers of comrades
geging themselves as 'trede unionists, ‘or etudents, or blaok people, or women
first, communists second'™ (p. 24) : . .

This oomplaint ‘relates to the Steering Committee comment on & leaflet whioh the
Bolton Women's Liberation Group (With EM's cooperation) put out, defending ND's
asgault on TH on the grounds that it:is right to hit male ohauvinista, The DICF
don't mention: that fact. They don't .mention that even' WD now says he was wrong
to hit TH, and presumably would agree:the leaflet was wrong. Thoy don't say
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arcwner they consider it a correct, democratic centralist procedure for comrades
to wun off o their nearest Women's Liberation Group or wherever they think they
o got support to pre-cmpt or_pampaign,against the policy of WF,

The DOF don't mention those points. Insiead they bleat about Eileen not being
piven help in defining hor own sexuality as a womam, Such ig the DCIMs concepilon
of-a revolutionary party. When a comrade acis in a flagrantly undigeiplined and

politically wrong way, we are supposed to say "dear, dear, poor Fileen" and
seitle down to a good digcussion session to help her develop her own definition
of her exlstence and sexualliy, ‘ "~ . -

Certainly we are in.favour of changing society So that each individual can
define her sexuality as freely as pogaible, instead of being clamped down by
capitalisam (though what that's got to do with the Women's Liberatlon Group
leaflet, we don't K0Wo o o ). But in the meantime our group is organised to be
astive in the class struggle, not to act as a forum for individuals to develop
thelr personalities.. : :

The worst part of what the DUF say is their approval of the idea of comyades
being "trade unionists, or students, or black people, or women firet, communists
second”™, This, simply, is educating comrades to consider their own personsl
feolings and background more important tha® the general-revolu%ionary aimg of our
movement; it is atiscking the whole conception of a Teninis? pvarty held together
by a single revolutionary drive, with an iron will and discipline.

After that, we cannot give much credihility to the DOF's laboricus sermons on the
gad to fight bourgeois ideology. '
; :

Ao

" DOOMSDAY ECCHOMICS

There Follows an attack on the Open Letter (p. 26 to 28)., Naturally the DCF comr-
ades did not take part in the lengthy and open discugsionsg over the Open Letter
when 1t was being drafted, and naturally they do not take up any of the substantive
poliltical points in the Open Letter. ‘ '

“The very fivst sentence 'We are alroady entering the most serious world capitalist
rocossion for decades...! demands" - o the DCF exclaim - "rocognition of a
previously incorrect analysis by the croup which in fact contradicied thie
sentence.! On page 27, ‘the DCP continue: "the porspectives have altered without
debate, without reference to provious perspoctives... no perspectlves werc

offored to She group at the last aggregate and the analyses that wera offered

wore referred back.”

Tefore taking up the DCIMe politics, we should correct their factual dishonestye
It is bad, fo be sure, that no British. political perspectives document was
presented at the 1974 Conferonce, and that the cconomic perspectives documants
were (with the excepiion of the Iast para, of the intarnational poerspecitives
document ) referradrback for further study. It is unfortunate that RR;, who was
asked by the Hationnl Committee to work on thoge documents, wrote not onc single
word, and offered not ond eingle apology. It is nevertheless a fact that perpocte
ives rvesolutions on organisation, on trade union work, on Ireland and Irish work,
on. the Iabour Party, and on the lntcrnational situntion {general guidelines)
wereg adopted by the conference, even if the Bolton comrades haven'?t hothered %o
act on them, ‘

But what is mors serious is thelfact that RR cvidently has absolutely no idea of
what oconomic perspeciives are. In mld-1973, we insisted on recognising that an
upturn {the biggest yearly incresso in indugtrial production for over 20 years
at least) was taking place, and rofused o tie ourselves to & vague porspecilve
of capitalism.lcollapsing in some undefined way at some undefined polnt in the
noar future. In late 1974, we.recognise that we are enteriang the mogt gerious
worid capitalist recesesion for decades. Whore is the contradiction?

Economic perspectives, for Marxists, are not a mattor of shouting "erisis" year in,
yonr out, and then,.when the oriegis finally comes, turning round and crying "1

told you so - but 18 months ago you wouldn't belleve there. was.a. crigig" « No, for
Marxiste 1t'e 4 bit more complicated. It's no% enough. just to assert the geheral
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truth that ocapitalism i8.a crisis-wracked system. We have'to;recognise that
capitalism does have a oycle from recossion to upturn;. we have to loocate exactly )
whore we are in that oyole; we have to be aware of all the factors and rossibilities
in the. situation, not Just glibly declare that everyihing is bound to go badly for
capitaldsnm, . o . : o L

Just how much RR caros about "debate" on economic perspectives is shown by his
reaction to PS's dooumént (printed in IB 25), RR did not even bother to road PSts
document bofore announcing at the NC (19.1e75) that he would write a factional
oounterblast._sihce_;9th January RR. prosumably has had time +to read PS's dooument
yet in hig own scetion on econonio perspectives, in the DCF document, he makes no
attompt at all to take up Pgts argumentsd, ~ . . o Co

In this reply wo-shall‘not‘take up the DCPl g odonomiec arguments in detail, We do
not pretend to'any-advanéed'knbwledge in economics. Wo refor comrades to PS'p
document, the first part of which is in IB 25, for a more smeciontifio study; and
%o articles by JW in IB20 and by P8 and. MT in IB 14/2 for a general critiocisnm
of RR's method in economios, - : '

In summarys it is scarcely worth going into the details of RR'& oconomic answors
" since he clearly does not even know what the Question ias, C

"Horld Capitalism has entored » poriod of intense economio and political
crisis, With the slight excoptions of temporary falterings, the Capitalist
World ‘as a whole has oexpanded 1ts production without major set-baok since
the end of the 2nd World War. It now faces = reriod of contraction and
ingtability, as attempts aro made to overeome the obstacles which
capitalism itself has croated during the 'boom! period";‘(pége 5) '

_ Before5thére-was‘bbom; now there is deom, However, as Trotsky points outs

"Commonplaces 5 the offoct that the preserit otisis is the final origis

of decay, that it constitutes the basis of the rovolutionary epoch, that
§ it can terminate only in the viotory of tho proletariat = such common—
o places cannot, obviously, roplace a concreto analysis of economio

development togother with all the tactiocal consequences. flowing

. ' ' ' .
therefromo.,..'_ ("First Five Yearst vol, II, p.79)

In fact, not all w38 uninterrupted progress for capitalism from 1945 until RR.
took pen to paper in 1973,.%% In the flest nine months of the 1952/8 rocession,
for example, industrial production deciined 13.1% in the United States, Moreover,
since the second world war capltalism has been overthrown in a falrly large past
of the world - Eastern Burope, Korea, China, North Vietnam, Cuba... Such
dovolopments may appear as- 'femporary falterings! from the heights of Chorley,
but for.the workers of the United Statcs, or the workers op beasants of Cuba,
for example, they were not so insignifioant, S SR )

Morcover, from the point of.view of the working clags ongaged in the day to day
~ struggle, the fact that 1973 maw tho groatost incroase in industrial production
‘since the Korean war cannot be dismisscd in RR'S terms as Ya temporary flurry of

activity”, ' | - _

We have searched the coconomic section of the DCPF dooument in vain for any

attompt at snalysis of the rcelative progperity vhich did exist overall.for

imperialiem from world war 2 to tho Jjate 1608, or of wWhat factors are .now -
underoutting it, Instead we find baffling statements like the assortion that, the

method "often resorted to'}by.British capltalism" to offset the trend towards .

crigig was,devalﬁation,:Twice gince world war 2 - of'ten ? ‘ : :

Or tho vory informative -statement thnt it wag "other factors (??) which wero

gathering force (?) inwthe'monetary‘sphoreé' which really drovo capltalism into -

erisls in 1972 (the yéar when, in tho rea] world, .eapitalism was recovering from
 the 1969-T1 recession,.,) What these "othor. factors" were (and other than what)

*% Not tEe ledst bizarre feature qf_Rﬁﬂsféconomios‘is that he dates the end of the

postewar prospority, xot from the 1ste '60s ng is genorally done, but from 1972 =
1.04 from round about the time whon he started to study eoonomiosl]
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we are not told, ... . “J‘N—-ﬁ~~"“ff 5} 7
Or‘p&Ssages-whiqh‘soun@*mdrﬁﬁlike a fairy tals for childrens

"In 1971 iho then massive US deficit of trads of A6 billion caused by

the overtrading (7) of the S5 with its capitalistio rivals brought. o
the attention of the worid (??) the massive pool of dollars which had
been ciroulstingaround Buropo (Euro-dollars) when these dollars started
to be unloadod ento varioun Capitalist Governments who had fixed

exchange ratsoe! (page 9)

It 1s impossible to make peree of the DCP'a economic arguments,
various descriptions of guriface manifestations_of crisis woven

pompous assertions that Oriuisg 4e inovitable in capitalism to D
vague perepective 4o the offect that a 'deep .orisis ig approach

and when the erisis wiil arpear - that wo are not told,

All we have are
together with .
roduce a completely
ing'., Exaotly how

'Porspedtives® of 3his goarl osnnot have, and do not have, any rolation to real

practical conclusions, Only a’ cne point do tho DCF's oconomie

writings.

indicate definiio praciical conclusions: that i1s in the material about small
capitalists ani tho threat of fascism (roe scction "The Politics of Unprincipled

Combinationismn,,‘)} Ard thore,ay always, the DCR do
coticlusions, o ' . :

5]

0 2t draw out their

BUTLDTE " 4 5 WOOGRA"TCuCBNTRALI ST P ARTY

T fc S Y .

To“return to tIQ‘DCF's~soofion‘dn 'cadro-building's on page 26,

tho DOF

vigorously condsmn the statoment, Frem the Open'Lettor;'that‘"This simmering
crigis offera tremendong fpportuni e for-recreating a maSs rovolutionairy

vorkers! movement,  for Yuitding subsiantial-revolutionary-organisation..;" -
on the grounds fthat 1: is not guarantoed in advance that wo will be able to take

thooo uyyorbnniﬁies,rWe,may not be abs to tale the'opportunities; thorofore it

it is Wrong o gay that the opportuniiies oxist!. Undorstand i+

41 you can,.,

Tho DCw resh to- wivae their suppowrt %o 3111 Coppock '« g former member of IS, now
not active in Tovolutisuary politicg - oy the grounds that at a Wp meoting in
Manchostor, bhe 2180 questioned the Opon Tetbber'y asgortion of the nood” for a mags
revolutionary parity. Thoy misroprosenaty, what he saide Biyytg point was not that

we would be abloe to build & mass Tovol LHionary rarty immediately (and the Open
Letter doesn'+t 83y that we can)s He pa-d that he considorcd the concepts of

mass paxtyunud_zgzglyjiggggx PATty o o incompatible. A party
- 2arty or 1t 00uid he & ZEvolusionary ey, but not botn,

could bo a mags

In roply MT outlined some of $ho most ssic idess of Trotskylst politics, Tn

'normal"times 1t may well appoar’that'rovoluﬁionary idcas can

get through only

to aquw; But in Yecks of stormy‘stvugglb, thousands of workers can learn more than
in yoears of rcvolutionary bpropaganda, (nee afoused, those workers will be ready -
for aocts of.revqluﬁiOnary hor-igm fopr in &dvatico of nany who today consider
themselves Tearnod Marxists, 14 ihe revolubionary Maryd st organisation can

Toepond aptly and ropidly, giving etrmicture and politien] direction to that

revolutionary enthusiagm, thon wae ocan indeod builg a mass revolutionary partys

WO can do more = we “an overthrow capitalism, Ang capitalism cannot in general‘ .
be ovorthrown without the building of 1 pags revolutionary Party. Revolution does |
not ocour through a snall:elits of ) s oenlightenesd manipulating the lgnorant
movements of the hasses, buot through the - selfwmdbilisation‘of milliong of

workersg, led by a party; Which‘has,sutatantial rbots‘cverywhere‘

in which every member Enowg what he o she is doing,

among  them and

That porspective may seam wildlyf‘éb@imistic"mlbut'then-ourrevolﬁtidﬁary

soc%alist aims are 'optfmistic*, arcyTtiﬁhey? The - . attitude of tho DOF ig
a million miles from the revolutionay Sptimiam of . $the cOmmuﬁistUaojiViht Who -
whlle.nevor blind %o %hefppoblgms or jthe chances of dofont —"secé~révoiﬁtioﬁary
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opporturities ag a spur to redoubled militant activity, the better to take those
onnorunities, Tnstead the spirit of the DCF is the spirit of sour d¥appointment
and digillusionment; dismay at the fallure of previous hopes of too easy successes
{in 1972/3 it was RR who was heralding the immedlate rifc of a mass revolutionary
party ~ see section 'Bolton & WH..! on this)s a weary desire to retreat to the
gstruggle for 'Maryxiem! inside the organigation (or for better babysitting and more
podantry, which seems to be what "Matrxism' means for the DOF).

DEMOCRATIC CENTRALISH

"There are more people in the WRP than there are in WF and they cortainly
-don't consider they belong to a bureaucratic organisation, or that their
leaders are capable of digtortions, gross errors, burcaucratio
manoeuvring, ecampaigns to cruch internal opposition; oto. cte.
“"We should ledrn from their blindneoes. And the lesmon to learn is that
you never trusi your own leaders morc than you have to". (pa 37)
Let us look at smome fundamental ideas about democratic contralism, -
The democracy of {he democratic—centralist revolutionary organisation docs not
exlet ag a modol of the workers! democracy of the futurc prolotarian stato., It
cxists as o practical part of an organisation which has to do a very practical
Job right now in presceni-day sociciy.

The democratie—centralist organisation does not conduct a lengthy democratio
consultation on overy decision. If 1t did it would bo completoly paralysed atb
times of revolution or sharp soeial crisis. At those #imes, the rovolutionary
organisation must, above all, respond guickly and koep up with events. It cannoit
afford a lengthy process of consultation., Tt must operate on a basis of striet,
top—down contralism. The Cotober revolution would never have happencd if Lenin
and Trotsky bad tried to conduct a leisurcly discussion throughout the Bolshevik
party on whother to carry out an insurrcection or not,

in normal times, in legnl conditions = as in WF at present — vory 1little is done

on the basis of simple ceniral command. Almost évery decision involves congultation,
porsuagion, argumon?, the possibility of appeal. Bvon now, howover, for the
organisation to operate effectively, without becoming an inward-iooking $alking
shop, o great number of matters have 1t0/d4enlt with on the basis of tho central
committoos (NC, $SC, Secrotarist) deciding.

The whole membership, through the Conference,lays down the general lines of policy
and elects the National Committee, Then botwoen conferonces the NC is the politieal’
decision-making body; the SC and the Secrotariat deal with day-to-day and
adminigtrative matters, : g

To try %o throw evory issue out to general disoussion would croato, not a morc
domooratic organisation, but a chaotic swamp in which the Ytyranny of siructurce—
lossness' would hold sway, whore the loudest voice and the guickest hand on the
duplicator would win, whore the voice of the comrades with knowledge and cxperiencd
can be drowned by demagogy, and wherc ~ most importantly — tho organisation would

be paralysed as a coherent force intoervening in the labour movement in a planned,
concerted way.,

Sorious rovolutionaries know this, Por that reason they %ake seriously the solection
of the lecadership of their organisation; thoy do not accept penple as leaders of
thelr organisation unless they trust them as revolutionaries.

The leadership of a revolutionary organisation, unlike the leoadership of a
roformlst party or trade union, is not selected on the basis of carcerism and a
compotitive scramble for privileges. Leadorship positions in a rovolutionary
orgnnlgation do not bring privileges; on . the contrary, they bring the heaviest
workload, subsistence wages for the organisation's full-~timers, and the position
of boing the target for every attack, both from tho opponents of the organisation
and from the grumblers within the organisation., Comrados are elected to the leading
committecs on the basis of thelr exporience, their proven ability and willingncss
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for hard work, theéir pqlifibal_knowledge,'acuteness, honewty and clarity as.
demonstratéd in the organisation's internal discussions,

Having selected a_ leadership on'that‘basiSf-seriOus'revolutiOnaries will respect
and trust that leédership;qecause it is the day~to—day, week~to-week embodiment

of the collective will .of their revolutionary organisation —~ that revolutionary
will and concepiion which makes our activity something more than an aimlese

canos of diverse pett‘rfﬁsksj and which is thé'SériOUS,revolutionary's guiding
nrineiple, No Marxis%ﬁﬁ ¥he name believes anyone is infallible, or is preparcd 4o
icave his or her critical faculties in any Central Committee's left=luggage rToom.
Harxists operate in a spirit of Yeriticisn of all that existe! ~ineluding
vriticism of our own organisation., But we recognise that it is our own organisation,
and our own leadership which ombodies.the colloctive will .of that organisation
botween conferences — and we criticise in that spirit,

Criticism, yes: a critical approachoig the very heart of Marxism. But eriticism
in an ovderly way, criticism within the framework of loyal activity.

It is ontirely possible *hat +tho léadership of a rovolutionary organisation may
drift towards burcaucratic mothods, Very well. What ig the correct approach for
comrades to fight that burcaucratism? Firet, simply to draw attention to the
burcaucratism, in a comradely fashion;. that may be ondugh to solve /tho problem,
or it may result in a discussion which - convinces usg that the foars of
burcducratism arc unfounded, Thon, if that fails, the burcaucratism must bo
fought by counterposing to the cxigting bureancratic regime and ‘policy a neow
pollcy and a new regime., But hoever = if we really wish' to reform tho organisation
~ by utiligig backward prejudices against centralised party rogimes in génotral,
Thus 1n-IS;/when the C1iff leadership's campaign against us was rcaching the point
of expulsion, we insisted:: ) ‘ ' ' B "

"It is not a machine or hard 'professional! contre, as such, that is
objectionable, but this machine, staffed by people with spocific
- political attitudes, ideas and recoTde s oo™ | ‘ T
‘ ' (Plgtform of.théu?rotskyist'Tenden0y, Introduction)

Opnosition - to a centralised regime as such medns opposition to the conception of
a Ieninist party, operating on the basis of a singlo ‘strictly defined political
outlook and with a rigorously upificd will; for such a party cannot exist without

T eontralised regime. o o o A

But it 1s precisely these énti—Lehinist,arguments‘that the DCF uses in its attack
on the WF 'regimc'. For the DOF, the lcsson 4o learn from: the WRP is not anything
spocific about the WRP's politics and mcthode, but a general distrust of 'lcadors!,
Notice ~ it is leaders in goneral (however good) we should noven trust; not just |
the (presumably bzd) present loading committees of WF, This comment, like the
DCF's enecring descripiion of Manchoster WP as'loyal followers", belongs less

t5 the school of Trotskyism than the school of the Menshoviks who condemncd the
Iolsheviks on the grounds of the dominant role of Lenin,Aor of thoe contrists of
the 1930s who rofused to join forces with the Fourth Internationalist movenent
bocause thoy wished to romain independont from tho supnosed 'leader ocult! of
Trotsky. The lesson those lattor "lenrncd! from tho Stalinists was precisely .the
+osson the DCF draw from the WRP; above all th maintain a  cautious and ..
suspicious attitude, (Seo 'Struggle for a Proletarian Party' section 12)

The DCF's complaints about bad organisation (p.29) come. from the same vein, Iet
us bo cleoar = if any member of WF complains in the ordinary, course of things
about inefficiency at the centre, provided thé complaint is made in a. responsible,
not nit-picking or 'holioruthan—thouf way, then he or'She_haé-@ right to a plain
answer, without any Jibes about his or her own possible personal,inefficiency.
But things stand differently whon it ie a:matter of a factional ¢ompiaint. Then

wo have to look zt whether tho faoiion that sctis itself up’ to oppose the existing
rogime actually has anything better to offer. - : o

In this contoxt, our only reaction can bo disgust when RR, reccently roturned from
over ono year's partial leave of absencg, guilty time af%or time of nmeglect of the
most olementary duties of a WP member (as for example attending national fraation




meetings), surrounds himself With“peéple like ND censured for groag indisdipiih@,
and from that‘positipnnproceeds'to 1ecture'the,resﬁ_of us on 'amateurism' and

If the DCF_set.themselves.upraSVthe real cﬁdre—builderg,!in.faational opposition
Brte) the‘ppésent;WFV{regimeT? then we have & right to ask: what have thoy done? -
ho .are their tcadres'? Ih_another‘seotibn'we'shall'look at the history of
Boitohiand'WCrkers,Fight =~ and eomraden Cah;judge'qut’what sort of cadros,

Just vhat sort of democratio.oentralists, just what'sort'of‘disciplined activists,
Just what gort of honest fighters for definite ideas,‘ﬁhe DCF are, ' ‘

.THE - LABOUR PARTY

What poghaps\béét‘illustrates-the DC g appfoéqh_to:dGMOcratio centraliem ig what
they say on the Tabour Party: - o ' :

Meos 1% would be foolbardy 4o sond a1l comrades into fhe LP, Instcad of
helping in their training, . the roverso might very well take place., Thore

are many old hands in the IP who are more than capable of naking a
, monkey out of the unwary and untrained. rovolutionary (pagé 39)
Why‘not'gin'up.revolutionary activity altogethor, then? After all, 1t is 'not only
in the Labour Party that we will find opponents capable of squashing inexpericnced
revolutionaries) As a matter of fact, the Iaboup Party at presont is vory far from
boing the most difficult arca of political work, - - o =

Yos, in any area of political work = in the fadtéry, in the union branch, in the ..
Labour Party, wherever it nay be = inexvorienced comrades will got defoated by morc
¢rpable opponents, What doos a gerious revolutionary do after that happens 4o him
(o7 hor)? He' disoussos with more oxpericnced WF comrades; studics, propares, and
returng to the battle, Perhaps he gets squashed againa Again, he loarns from his
mistakes and comes back agsin fighting,ﬂAnd’ovontually he will come back to win,

Obviously, we try to give inoxporionced comrades some 1ittle protoction from
gotting 'hamnorod! by opronents. But it is not possible to train revolutionarics
exoent by going through the exporicnco of bETHg 'hammergd' and coming back fighting
And tho duty of more exporienced comrades it to holp train our nower memboers so n
that thoy do go back fighting. ; - - '

Butﬁwﬁat would the DOF say? "Poor Jimny, did the reformists hammor you thon.AWbll,
o shan't allow the contre to sond you back thore again™, o o

Hore, as so often, the DCF acts as a sophistical laﬁyer for the most bapkward_and
antisrevolutionary prejudices, '

THE DOP's " SOLUTIONS"

Tho DOF'g reoommbnded Bblgtibns'tQ.our.pnobIGms with cadrewbuilding'are an odd
colloeetion, - - ‘ : T

A) They assert that 4o us it is ovident" that when the Steering Committee, the
National Committee, and- the WF Conforence assert that cadre ocducation must bo our
contral task, we don't-roally mean it actually we have "Joined tho stampede for
reorul tght, Tho'first-stop ia to make tbuilding a cadre{ddicqntral aim, and only the
DCF will do that, . e e o

B) They advocato recruiting more workeors (woll, thatls a new ideal vhy didn't any~ -
ono think of that beforel)s but a2ll they have to offor 4in fhe.Way_of,methpds‘¢o do .
that ig the  redommendstion that-workerurecfuitS'shoﬁldLﬂéﬁ be lectured by . -
'podnh%ic‘intellectuals'. Cortainly:-buthmany'wofKOrS might reasonably roply hat
if their aim ig to avoid lectures from pedantic intélldétﬁals;=thoyﬂcould‘as woll .o
2chieve: that by staying outgpf;revolutionary‘politics ditcggfhgr., : :

¢) They;advbcaté changinglthéréducéfidn system, .

We have already examined the DCHt g i@eq'gf.what‘"building oadres"‘meansg and'wé: )
don't mind gaying that it”isﬁ't'our_aimgﬁq-build cadres that way, As for the DCF'g
assertisn that our -statements about‘ﬁﬁe”pridpity_qf building cadrds in a Loeninist
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way are jusgt empty words — we shall have to leave it to comrades! own judgment to
assess the accuraoy of the DCF'g mind—reading, Notice that the DCFdon't say that
despite a sincere commitment to cadre education, we are pursulng methods which
won't achieve that (which might be a reasonable objection); they assert we are
not even trying, whether by good methods or by bad.

The DCF are simply selfwcontradictory on recruitment. On page 41 they insiet on
the need for recruiting more workers*¥ — on a previous page (39-40) they pour
scorn on "the stampede for recruite” and say that trebling the membership in one
year would ornly achieve "a situation three times worse®, While -occasionally having
to pay lip~service to building WF, their general attitude 1s to pour soocrn

on building WH,

As rogards the educational system - it is arguable that the concentric oircdlos
gystem can be interpreted as well or better through small groups as through a
strict one-to-one arrangement. (Indeed, i+ is this system which London WF oporatos)
It is cortainly arguable that we need to roview the implementation of tho group's
cducational system. But what 1s not arguadle, within a Loninist organisation, i1s
the philistine fear of 'indoctrination! which runs through page 42 of the DCF
platform, Comrades should simply not Joir WF unless thoy have somo confidence in
our politics, somec recognition that there is a body of 'doctrine! to bo learnt,
and some trust that our more cxpericnced comrades arce not sinister brain-polico,
The DCF's ploture of the 'pupil' isolated at the ond of the educational chain,
gpoonfed with dubious ildeas, is 1little morce than paranola, Does this 'pupil'! not
attond branch meetings, or rogional moetings, national conferences or day schools?
Docs he (or she) not speak to other WP mcmboers? Does he (or she ) never read a
book, or listen to mombers of other tendencics, or study the Intornal Bulleiin?

Tho strangest twist to the DCFP's argumont is that the one part of WF whiah did to
an oxtont conform to thelir picturce of the isolated 'puplls' was... the Bolton WE
branch! The branch was largely -igolated from tho rest of WF, and RR hold sway.
Now they complain about the breaking up of their compact little group and its
integration into bmnder discussions,

The 'concentric circies' systom ig not just some whim of the centro., It is based
on cortain definite ideas of the relatinn of a revolutionary organisation to the
working class, and the way a rovolutionary organisation dovelops - ideas sct out
bricfly carlier in this document, and at more length in the document on "PFusion
of Education and Organisation". Whon these ideas were discussed — at some length
-~ in WF, RR agreed with them. We have a right to know what alternative he is
counterposing if he now diszgrees.

The DCR's “"agoluilons” collapse, finally, into farcc on page 43, whore they
advocate that "Jleadorship to take more part in cducation....” and "Paper
(produced by that same loadership) o play morc part in the intormal cducation”,
Thoy condemn the leadership for 'utopian idealism', gross male chauvinism,
bourgoois method in economics, slogarising, burcauncratiem, plain dishonesty, and
mich clsoe. and then demand that same leadership should play an increascd role

in the education (miseducation?) of the membershipl! Truly therc could not be

a cloarer oxamplc of the DCF's failure to draw logleal conclusiong from what they

SAY e

The DOF is part of the problem, not parit of the solutlion. Thelr mcthods of
factional strugele are directly miscducational in terme of cadro-building. They
act as 'lawyers! for t ethe mosgt backward and anti—rovolutionary projudioccs.
Thoir diagnosis of the problems of WF is shallowj thelr recommended solutions
are gclf-contradictory and illogical. Thelr conception of building cadmeés

1s a conception divorced from, and indeed opposed to, rovolutionary activism,
¥¥ A nect which does not regquire to be reinforced by incorrect facts. While the
romark in the 1974 Conforconco document ori organisation, that the percentago of
mamual workers in WF has fallen somowhat, LT -

the absolute number has incroasoed,
substantially.
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s that - ghe. tendency .or. faction doesg not become a oatchnell of all the grousors

_and-macontents-in. the organlsa%lon. Tt ensures, as far 2 pOSSlblO, that tho
tendency or- factlonal struggle is concerned with real political issuos
(including the politics of the organisational issues) rathor than goseip and
personal quarrels.

Socendlv, that the. tendeﬁcy or. factlon relates to the revolutlonarv organ18m
ation, rather than fishing around for support outside the organlsatlon. If the
tendency or: factlon is. restlng for support on forces outside the revolutlonary
,;organlsatlon, thon, in the.first place, the tendency or factioh” becomes “the-
transmission -Walt for the. confused or reactionary ideas of those non~Marx1st
forces or of hostile forces within the broader 'Marxiet! movemer ta (Speclflc~
_ally, John Strauther plays such a role in relatlon to the IMG within the’

- DCR m15h~mash as can be seen by comparing pages 15 to 19 -of the DCR platform
with “the IHG TendeHCy A document in Red Weekly 27-2w75). ‘ o

In the second place, the discussion inslde  the revolutionary organisgation is
'gutted! of its meaning for the group as such., It becomes not so much a process
of internal clarification of struggle for rectification of a political liney
 but an extension within the group of the>wérfmre which is fhe ‘t8sericeofour
relationship with all other groups. C :

" Thirdly, that the tendency or faction is absolutely loyal as regards. the public
activity of the organisation, Otherwise the situation of "a party within a
party", and the risk:of a split, is not just a danger, it is o reality. And

: the discussion, onee again, is 'gutted'; it ceases to be a d1$0USS1on and becomes
meshed in with  the- public struggle ofcﬁher forces. pgainst the group. If there

is not strict dlsclpllne, ‘discussion is not so much 'free' a8 p01ntless,'

_because no- meaningful declslons can be- reached from 1t,‘

Fourthly, that the tendency or factiop foruses its" act1v1ty on gettlng'& &001s-
ion by the organisation. That decision closes the discussion for the time being
~ the minority either is convinced, actepts majority diseipline though
unconv1nced or, if it congiders that impdssible, splits. Otherwise the differ—
ences 51mp1y festor, causing friction, disruption, and disintegration, but
never clarifiecation, , : ‘

Pifthly, that a tendency, or — one hundred tlmes lese so - a faction, is not
formed unless a serious attempt has been made to thrash out the differences
through normal, non-factional discussion, and the experience of that attompt
has .ghown absolutely no way out except forming o tendency or faction,

Sixthly, that the distinction. between tondencios” an&lfactlons is respected A
tendency is an 1deolog10al grouping organised for an’ 1deologlcal disctussion.

Tho ideological issues at stake will generally be of somd major imporitance
(otherwise 'a tendency would not be formed) but what is involved is a relatively
cool, long-term discussion in which the tendency tries o win the members of

the organisation over to its views., A tendency is an internal propaganda
formation, like WF was in IS up to the lmst perlod of the fight egalnet expulmon°

An example of a tendeHCy is the grouping organised. in the US . Trotskylst movement
in the late '40s by Cochran, Hansen, Kerry and others. They argued that: the
Bagt Buropean states were defgiied workers' states, while the majority of tho
movement still believed they Were capltallst Eventually, ‘after a discussion
lasting a-couple’ of years, the people arguing for. the "deformed” Workers‘ stato”
- theory won over the-majority. That discussion can rightly be cited as a model of
‘iite kind, (The documents are largely available). However, had the tondency:
Qattompted to rope in . -every dissident, grumbler, ~grousger, malconton®, misfit,
and gelf-esteemed genius. sufferlng the bitter pangs of non—recognltien, it
might have. had more organigational weight (votes), but would havo defeated ite
own propagandist and educational objective by polsoning and sharpenlng the
atmosphere. Instead of preparing the ground for the eventual triumph of its
ideasg, it would almost cortalnly have provoked a, split. in the party. The rocord
of the later 1953 dispute within-the SWP shows that it was the character of
the Cochran-Clarke minority as an unprlnclpled comblnatlon that embitterdd the
disoussion and prepared the split. The Cochran-Hansen-Kerry tendency showed its
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rdenee rn 1te 1deas by refusing to chase after miscellaneous dissidents.

‘A feotlon,,in oontree% 1e organleed for a relatlvely heeted ehort—term flghﬁ
- cither. to: change the pollcy of the organleatlon on one partleular 1eeue, o
(more ueually) to throw out the preeenﬁ 1eedersh1p and replace 1t by . membere of
the faction.

. Examples.of the first type were the Qimllltary oppoeltlon" in the Bolehev1k

- Party duritg the,Civil War and the " Left, Communist"® faction round Bukharin’

-which 0pposed the- 81gn1ng of ‘the Breet—thovsk peaoe. In both thoee oaeee, the
faction.was eventually, relntegreted into the, party after dlecuselon. But the

5euthor1ty of the Bolshevik Party and.its 1eadersh1p, and the general 1deolog10a1

~level of" the. Party, were;unueually hlghﬁw by far the more usual fate of a -
faotlon 1e spllt e e Ept . )

“Huch was the caseé with the ma, jor factione in the=hlstory of the US Trotskylet
movement, examples of the second type:’ Burnham—ShachtmanwAbern in 1939~40,:
Cochranw01arke, GoldmaanorroW, eto, A

THE’DCF' FACTION' TENDENCY OR WHAT°

The DCP does not correspond f a 51ngle otie of the norms’ of Leninlst pOllthSe

ST TY is baeed as we have. ehown,‘not on spelled—out politloe, but. on hlnte, half
etatemente, evasione, horse—tradlng, and &, ragbag of grlevanoes."- :

It clearly regarde the authOrlty of Belton meens leeration group as hlgher
than -that of .WF. On page 24, the DCF rige up in 1nd1gnetion at the fact that:
“Elleen,,, wa e qulte bluntly werned of, the dangere of oomradee eeelng ‘them—,
selves as 'trade unionigtsg, .or etudente, of black people or women first,

,oommunlets second' . In other worde, ﬁhey presumably believe comrades’ ehould

T de themEelves as womgh first, comminists gécond. And on page 34 the DCF berate

T the Steerlng Committes Tor obJeotlng to &. leaflet plb out by Bolton Totens!-
Iiberation -group "on what they saw as male cheuVlnlet ‘atiltudes amdng léfi-~group

"% mefbors on the Boltén mnti Fascist Commltte . Apparently if we fail to give

automatic support o the W.L. ‘group's attacke on. the- left, “We cop out of the
strugnle going on at ground level". L Pl S

"We have alreedy noted the 1deolog10e1 dependenoe -of the DCF on the IMG.

bAgaln and aga&n, es We. shell show in a 1ater eectlon of thle dooument, the DCF
hag ignored the dleclpllne of WF

. The,-DCF clearly could not care twopence. for a. d801510n of the organlSatlon. RR
Adid not gven con51der it worthwhile to be .on the National Commlttee, the -
deoiston making body of- the orgenlsetlon between conferences. ”."

:The DCF have mede no attempt at ell to relate to the normal chennels of
'dleouseion of the group.i ’, S _ L ¢

~-The, DCF i nelther a tendenoy nor a factlon, 1n eny Trotskylet sense, It 1e a

'l "hands off Bolton" lobby. The only thing it has in common with a faction on the

'Trotskylet model is fthisg: it is clearly heading for a split - much more eo, in
‘fect than 8 eerloue faction even wmth deep polltloel dlfferences. .

vaen 1f 21l the complelnte v01oed by the ICF Were valld (whloh ig very far from

.+ ghe '‘case!) the getting up of the. DCF would be an eot of extrome 1rreeponeib111ty
e o and dlerupt1on._By fooueelng dlsoueelon 1n WE round Eettx igsues - petty in

comparison to the glent hletorloal tagks of revelutlonary socidlism --and Gare—
.fully blurring over every. 1mportant @olltlcal 1ssue of ‘the’ clasgs struggle, B
makes itself a force for. the mipeducation of anyone 1t influences.’ It miseducatew
“ranyone 1nfluenced by it to: negato the.; fundemental prlnclple ‘of rGVUlutlonary
aocbiviam — to copfdider: pereonal moene and groane more important than polltleal

¥
prlnClplﬂﬂ.‘,: g-'wﬂ.w, T S ; : ,

=
‘ 'Further, we have to’ exemlne the DCF's complelnte in a: dlfferent Way from o

.,,non—faetlonel oomplalnte. IT an ordlnery pank and £ile member:of. WF-complains
- mhout falluree or ehortcomlngs in WF then (prov1ded that the oomplelnt is not

i - !_i
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maae-“n 2 CaATFD g;“Or'nit—pickiﬂg,'or'Fholier-thanﬁthou‘ way) it -would be wrong
to Feply by - demanding that the member making the complaint provides a solution,
67 by pointing to his or her own possibly worse failings. As committed members
of WF we are discussing how to work . together to sol.e common problems, Serious
raising of questions even before a solution is perceived can be an entirely
positiveract, itself pard of the process of the collective solution of the -
problém: It i a question of motivey tone, seriousness, commitment.,

But if.a.member,of IS came forward with, “perhaps, exactly the same complaint
agiinet WP, we would react differemtly. What about your own organisation, we
would reply: it faults are a million times greater, For the IS member would not
be trying to see how to work together to remedy’ that' fault in WP he or she.

- ~wouEd Do using that fault ag an excuse to suppordt 18 rather than WHF. -

THE DCF'S COMPLAINTS

Some: of the DCF's complaints about lack of cadre development in WF are without
a doubt true. Indeed, they are simply quoting the statements of Steering Comme
1ttoe members (p. 21-22), which should be sufficient to show that on the part
of the Steering Comaittee there is no. wish to sweep those faults under the
edarpet. It also indicates that these super-critics hawve little ipdegendggﬁ
critieism of the group to make, other than their pickings from tho gelf—-critic-
jems of the §C and NC; that their vigion does not rise higher. than Bolton.

A1l they add to their pickings is an unctuous and censorious tone. The DEF, far
- from being able to formulate solutions for WF, have to rely on the people they
altack to formulate the questions. They only stop short in quoting us when wo
gay.to the DCF people: you are part of the problem, not part of the golution,

Wo tan't justrsay "that's a good point the DCF have got there”, The.DCF are not
simply pointing out some failings #ith & view to helping all members of WR to
work together on golving thefly You don't need to form a faction to do that. They
are attacking the present policy and structure and leadership and = 1f they are
honest = proposing themselves, with their policies and methods, as the solution.
Only thoy have no policies, other than for Bolton, and, in the case of RR and

78, little commitment even %o serious activity.

WP g ailments are real., One ailment, already.at the stage of gangrene, ig the
RBolton: eligue. But that doogn't mean that we should welcome everyone who appoears
at the door with a hottle marked. 'medicine'. We have to analyse the nmature of
the 'medjicine' dnd look at 1te offects on the people who praise ite powers %o
cure, And if we find that the 'medicine' ig simply the poisonous distillate of
cligquism, then we don't lie back in bed saying "you're guite right, we are
sick": we Tise up and Tirmly drive away the quack doctor. If we haven't got
the strength to do that we are sick indeed, or, alternatively, if- we say "give
it-a try = we need help"', then we show ourselves in a state similar to people
_ with incurable diseases, Who pathetically abandon a1l critical thinking and
U pemort “to quacks. But there is riothing incurablo about WP, Maybe oven some of-
the DCR are 'curable'. We hope =0, I

WHAT DOBS THE DCF WANT?

In conclusion, therefore, what is the " Pemocratic Centralist Faction"?

T+t ig not a tendency. BRR announced its formation {at the NC, 19~1-75) to fight
to teach us "method", "the (#ic?) correct" economic perspective, etec hefore
reading Phil Semp's economic analysis, circulated in manusgcript form and
Iiooussed at that NC, Hegmight reply that he knew the cook and could @&gsans
reasonably. predict the nature of the @ 'dish' before him, Yos: but a
tendency recrultis on formulated ﬁ@%@s. g leading spokesman does not declarc
it, knowing already who will be in it (i.e. the old clique plus now friends
and clients) before formulating thoge ideas, And as we have demonstrated, the

DCF hag not formulated any political pergpectives.




In any case, a serious tendency would relate first to the leading bodies of +the
groud or the group as a’ whols, ard’ recruit on the' basis’ of agreement, The DCF
vonslgts almost entirely of raw comrades who probably take RR's quackery Ffor
good coin‘simplyfbecéusegRRuis3a‘gobd féllowﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁ economics, dertaihiﬁ'they do).
The DCF is not a tendency.: Nor is it 2 faction. .. .. . P T
Leaving aside ite tiny Bize and unformed organisational and political fostus
state, the DCF;: clearly, judging by its platform, doesn't aspire to control the
group: organisationally.. It merely says, in a Bolton- accent, "leave us alona™.,

To fight. for control ef -the group would imply- commitment; - activity, willinghesa
-bo subordinate one's personal. life to the tagks of the group. The leading 77
meuber. of the DCF, RR, would hardly do that, -~ .+ - - - . Co

If any of the DCF want to play & more sctive role in the organisation and lesderw—
ship of the group, then they will find no opposition. Far from it, We have had

to haul RR kicking and screaming onto the National Committee he will hardiy . -
want %o move to London to become part of the 'machine!. (and even the DCF will .
hardly propose that the centre be moved to Bolton, or be run by remote control
from Bolton,..) If RR does want %o move, thén we will immediately make room for
him, He'will be on the 5C, part of the 'centre!, etc, Is that hot enough? Then™

we will make him grouppresident for 1ife ~ would thatfdomefit: the vi11? It °
would not, RR, by hig attitude to thé NG, let alohe th Cy has made it obvious

he £inds it uncomfiiirtable and ego~bruising t6 be part of a collective where he only
has the ‘power of one vote and what persuasion he “¢an mugter, He retived from ~ -
that: situation to'build'a house, presumably 2 House solid émough to ‘stand

despite  the economic eatastrophe he predicted. He réfused NC membership  in 1974.

Seriousliyt positions.of 1life president eeide; if RR ie willing to work Puth time
for the group, it could probably be arranged, Certainly we will give and have
given 'him every wright o' argue for hig ideas: But that is not encugh for RR¢ he
wante poweh Of veto-over the rouns Bxaggeration? Nol Somoone who refuses to
‘rdlate to his 'peers' on the NC but instead rotreats and gathers a collection

of raw comrades round him WEen“hefiqéesfaﬁ_&rguméht_;s ~ for now anyway - incap-

ableof collective work; _ ' o
Bvery single momber of the SC, probably - every single cne of the 'vilTlains' ,who,
on the DOP's reckoning, manipulate and browbeat the group — hasAqgﬂggﬂgoccasiqn
or another been in a minority of one., That sort of thing can be very vexatious.
It.1s however unavoidable in any demacratic organisation of critically-minded -
people., But RR won't take it. RR doesa't know it, but.loglcally he is bent .on
creating a gult where no-one contradicts him -and ;sends - him off. to sulk,.

We conclude, :thereforé: we haven't got a tendency, we- haven'+ got a faction, 'we
have the Ratcliffe clique and friends. They dohi't kidw what they want. They feol
grouges and ‘grumbles,’ S S T
o i S ’ : . - ) . A grou'_ping“.’:,
withoul perspectives, politics, prospects, Or even consciously worked out = i
goals., We have a clique decked out ms a serious political formatior, No—ore should
be fog:?'\led, L - LU e
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THE 'YPOLITTICSS?!, CF UNPRINCIPLED
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- "I attempted to ' express my objections in letters to several comrades, .
 but I have bgen®convinced that fundamentals which appoared to me
eleméntary for a proletarian revolutionist have found no echo among
somé ‘of :the leaders of the Opposition, who have ‘devdoped a definite
conservative peychology. It can be characterised in the following
manner: extreme, often sickly sensitivity in relation to everything
that concerns their own cirele, and the greatest indifference in
relation to everything that concems the rest of the world,”
: (Trotsky: Writings '30/31, De152=3) ..

Trotsky was writing about the leaders of the German Left Opposition, When it came
to signing o resolution ‘about 'China or Ameriocs, they didn't really mind much what
1t =maid; when it came to something that affected their own little cabbage=patoh,

they were up in arms, ; ‘ o

The platform of the 'Democratic Cent#aliit Paction' is the same sgort .of thing,
reproduced on a tiny, ridiculous scale. On a policy for Workers Fight, they have
nothing to say. On the terrible injustices Bolton WF have suffered at the hands
of the tyrannical 'ecentre!, they can write page after page (though even on that,

always without documentation, dotails, specific charges).

Throughout the entire document, there ig not one c¢learly atated political position.
Complaints, covasions, hints, lawyers'! phrases.., those therc are by the truckload,

Lot us look at what the DOF platform has to say orn a munbor of important political
questions, . : :

NO PLATFORM FOR FASCISTS

On pago 29 wo find a section that lecturcs us on thoughtless sloganising, After
& hoavy sermon tolling us that an article in Young Socialist no. 2 was not very
well written, we arrive at the mezt of this section, on "No Platform for
Pageiste”, This relates to an incident where -ND (now-a DCE member)~chairing an -
anti~fascist meeting, attempted to give the fioor_to‘tho local National Front .
Parllamentary candidate. It attacks the National Comhittec for failing to
sufficicently analyse the situation in that particular meeting, and instead
condemning ND's action on the bagis of the general position of "No Platform for
Pasoiata®, x x a ‘ o ' ' =

The DCF platform omits $o mention a number of pointa.:

It onits to mention that at the Nationz1 Committoo meeting John Bloxam did arguc
a case for why specifically at that meeting the general prineiple of "No Platform
for Fasciste" should apply, If we are greatly outnumbersd by tho National Front,
or if we are in a situation where the grcat mdjority of’ people round us are firmly
.opposcll to physically stopping the National Pront, then it is probably foolhardy
to try to go into immediate violent action, We will advance tho. general lino of
“No Platform for Fascists' bhetter by peaceful propaganda in that situation, and
hopefully eneble ourselves to physically enforce "No Platform for Fasciste"
later, However, 1f we are in control of the situation - ag; for bxample, if we

are thairing an-anti-fascist meeting,-we' should nevar give a platform to fascists.
At worst thet will give tho fascists a ochancd to raliy their forcesi at bost it
will strengthen liberal 'let them have thoir say' prejudices in the anti-fascist
audience, - v o o A ' = ' ~ ' ’

It omits fo mention that Roy Ratcliffe was present at the National Commitice and
was woll placed to give a better analysis of that recting if he thought John's
not good enough., R B D o e

It omits to montion that the item of the National Committoe's agenda was discipl—
inary action againet WD, not a discussion (which in its right place might be
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uscful, of courge) on the implementation of "No Platform for TFasclgts”.

Mogt scandalously,.it omits to meniion that RR, the chief author of the DCF
platform, voted to gonsurc ND for letting the faseiat spcak.

. Thug ND and RR Agroe to ignore the main polltloal question -~ was it right, or was

“

1% wrong, o give the fasolst the floor — and to come ?ogethor to factionalise
against WF on the grounds that they didn't like the way the Natlonal Committee
discussed the incident! The political guestion is shoved safcly out of sight, and
the gripes and grievances occupy contro stage, well dotked out, of courso, with
pompcus lootures on method and quotatlons from ‘Lenin.

Whon it comes to free gpecech for fascists, RR has his prlnciplos, but for RR, a5
for Abern (another laboell Sorry, Roy! Apologies also to the ghost of poor Martin
Aborn) a good .combination is worth more than a piinciple, any day. Speaking of

political riff-raff like D N Pritt MP, a defender of the Moscow Trials in the
19308, Trotsky expressed his contempt to a whole political specics with a vivid
phrase — "lawyers with supple spines”. RR is a lawyer whoso spine ies gotiing
more subtle with each new demand placed on it by the needs of maintaining the
clique and the alliance. Was ND right or wrong? Outrageously wrong (%nd
extremely bureaucratic to boot' he did not consult: the meeting, and in fact the
fasclst was eventually prevented from spesking - by the audionce, outraged -
at WD's action). But the guestion is glossed over with an 1pparont1y roasonablo
casc that there are sxceptions....

. T_.HE LABOUR PARTY

-~

Tt is a matter of factual record that RR, in opposing the LP entry tactic in

1973, argued as follows:

“rhe working class did have i1llusiong in the LP, but these had been

largely ovorcome, The problem was one of no alternative - we should

be building that altornative rathor than reeruiting to the LP"
(Extbndod NG minutes, 19-8-73; sce IB 15)

It ig a matter of fact that ND's position has been o oppose putting demands on
the Labour leadership (sce lettor from ND in WF 46).

It is a matter of fact that RR, spezking at tho 1974 WwWR oonfgrence, saids

"anti-fascist work should ke priorlty over LP work"
(Minutes, p.d)
Porhaps he was thinking firest and foremost of Bolton; but the remark was general.

The DCPF platform (p. 17) says:
"In relation to the Labour Party, we direct these domandé*%o thoe
leadership through agitation within the rank and filo, indopondeontly
of the Iabour Party itself, in a systematic mannor determined by &
definite programmc and porsnectlvooa.‘
If that means anything, it means wo should stay wll out of tho Iabour Party.
Yot, later, on page 40, the ICF cite "{wo reasons that romain valid for cntry work"
and say we should do entry Work in some local clroumstances.

The DCF platform has no d@flnlto polltlcal pogition on the Iabour Pardy. Docs the
DCF agroe with RR's 1973 position? It may bo somewhat onbarragsing for thom to
gny, Just at the time when a wave of rilitant occupations is taking placo;, with
their domands centred round calls on Benn to do something — not quite dhe
gituation of illusions in %he Iabour Party having disappoared!l Does ¥hé DCF agree
with ND's lettor in WP 467 Does it agreec with RR's remarks at the 1974 Conferonce?
Tt would bo good to have a definite Egiilkﬁil statement.

3 Whlch domandy you may well ask. So would we ask. The only help the DOT | _
plztform gives us ls to say they should be “transitional domande. Does this moan
tvery transitional domand should be dirccted to the Labour leadership? Or tha't
domands other than transitional domands (e.g. democratic demands) shouldn't be?
Gonerally, trying to make sense of that sectlon of the DCF documont is a tharkless
cffort,
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laatead we do not even have a taotloal plan for the group. The DCF Jjust say

"Entrlsm to be a’ matter of 1oca1 condltlons. o be carrled on where
thought to be of value in developing a cadre;" ( 43)

I.e. do your own thlng, and let us do-oui own thing in Boltono I.o. abandoning
any attempt to plan the act1v1ty .of the group on a naﬁional soale, abandoning
any central polltlcal dlrectlon of our WOrk, abandonlng Lenlnlsm in favour of
federalism, : ™ : : , - :

This the DCF can appeal for themselves in‘Bolton to be exempt from IP. work, cahn
hope 4o gain support from any comrade unhappy: wlth LP work, and at the same time
neod not state any clear position which might' cut them off. from comrades who
appreciate the value of Iabour Party work but- ‘could be drawn Lowards” the DCF by
othor grouses against the group. That's fine for a rotten oomblnatlon. You
couldn't run a national organisation that way. It moans that if tho DOF contlnues
its Frajectory out of WP it hae no common,futurc. It will pay for 1ts 1ack of -«
prlnoiple ag the IS Left Opp081tion did, C o . .

'GENERAL, STRIKE TO KICK THE TORIES OUT'

In WF 39 John Strauthor Wrote a 1ettcr, under the namo. of A Ryan, recommondlng
policy of Y“general sirike to kick out- the Tories and replaco thom by a Iabour
overnment...". He later argued for a similar policy irnithe Internal Bulletin
IBs 19 and 203 reply in no.21), and in hls lettor to the National Secrctary
rof 30,10.74 (IB no,25) he cndorsed those - IB articles, . saying that thoy

"sot out (his) political criticisms of the WF 1inc", BT IRPRE B

John Strauthor is one of the most promlnent mombors of the DCF. -

But if the policy of. RR (1973 verS1on) and ND (WP 46) diff@rs Prom tho pollcy
of Workors Fight in an "ultra~locft' dircction, sccking as it doos to ignorc or.
bypass the ILabour Party as a factor: in the class struggle, JS's position oloarly
_differs from WF policy in exactly the opposito direction, a rightist dircction,
JB8's position says that the groatest industrial self-mobilisation of the
working class,  a solf—moblllsation immedlately posing the gquostion of: workors'_
control and workers!' couneils, . éhoul& deflno itegelf in torms of changing
‘bourg001s governments, . ¢ .

Obviously the question of the slogan "General Strike to kick ‘the Tories out"

ag such is not topical today. But it may p0851b1y be topical soon. And in any
case the debate over that slogan has maljor. 1mpllc°t1)ns for our attitude to the
state and to the Tabour Partyo ‘

What is tho position of the DCF an that debate? The platform docs not say. Lt
ovadbs-the questlon,,the better to unite people wihth varied peiitical pos1tlons
on the ‘basis of common complaints and grievances., What will this moan

1f - when — they go out of WA? JS is almost in the arms of the IMG alrocady.

Comrades Rateliffe, Dufflold Heyes, Stowart, Shallice -~ do you want to

follow hlm? -

HOUSEWOBK,ANDjTHEZFAMILY

ho DCE's attitude on the oppression of women doscrves closer study, and has
ecoivod it in another secciion of this document, 'Hero, however, we shall show .
ow the DCPF's arguments in thclr pl%tform systematically av01d atating their

p031tion clearlx,
On pagce 32 WF is cnndomnod for tho way we use tho demand for soolallsation of
thousewofk i _ . _

: "It ig an aim for the futurd'
o arc to]d '

"but in no way is it a demand that ig at.all relevant to the horo and
now' ., . .

Why?



- the same source; in RR's piece on !Wages for Houscwork!, aro complotely out of

DR U4 (4T . ,,
ﬂ~ﬁ“1t is unimagi@gb@gﬁthat such § gervice could be esbtablished under
capitalism. And/oven’aftor a’tevolution it would be a long job", (p 33) -

If we just used 'socialigation of hougéwork' as a cure-all, counterposing it to
the struggle here and now, "that would ‘'indeed be wrong. But clearly we don't do
that — we are-involved in campaigns for the. Working Women's Charter, campaigns
for mirseries, ‘campaigns. for abortion on demand, etc, On the other hand, if we
counternoge the struggle here and now to our géneral socialist demandd ~ ag the

 DCF . does - that is reformigm, Socialist demands or goals? "An aim for the fiure, ¥

but. in no’ way a demand -relovant 10 the:here and now'. This is procisely the posit
_ ioﬂ"dfgﬁheﬁSapondfIntefnétionalgﬁEromgdéy-ﬁo day we pursue. the struggle for.
"rcforméfﬁséwd}soqialiﬁm,is*aliqngéfefm'aim; of no clear roélevance to today's
- strugglys iTp is a-million miles from a Trotskylst approach, striving always to
bring forward the general class, socialiet. aims. in the day~to-day struggleo,

Tho DCF justify their position with Home quotations from Trotikcy Writing about
post-revolytionary Russia, These quotations, however, like tho quotations Ffrom

context, Trotsky was writing about a socicty where 4he most olementary level of
bourgeoisfteqhniQué_énd culturc had yet to be reached., We arc living in one of
the most developed capitalist socioties. Hveh in relation t@‘ﬂugéia, Trotsky.

doclared that the emancipation of womon =

“oan . - be. accomplished only through the, organisation;of communal 4§

mcthods of 'feeding and child rearing' . C o T
(2 passage quoted by +the DCF thomselves on page 33). Wo are doubly justifiod in
malcing the same declaration in Britain, where the high level of tochnigue and
culture could make the so¢ialisation of housework a relatively speedy process,
To quote Troteky's statoments about Russia to the British working class is
effectivoly to say to the Britieh working class "you must re—trace the long
decddes of growth in technioue and culture which capitalism has accomplighed!,
It .ig raving nonsensgeo. The DCF quote from Trotsky like Talmudists, taking pasmages
rolating to a backward sociétyi.applying~them;mechaniqally to a vory advanced
soclety, and producing minimalist, petty-rofiormist conclusions. It's almost like
tho WEP, who are always saying the Torisis! is making minimal demands unroalissblo
undor capitalism, and using that as a Justification for confining themeolvos to -
ninimglism, . . - ‘ e

THE "STRUGGLE GOING ON AT GROUND. LEVEIY

There is an additional twist to the reformism of the DCF'e-1ine. Not only do the y
counterpose the struggle for reforms herc and now to rovolutionary aimsl. thelr
concoption of the struggle for roforms here and now needs to bo .examined, On page
34, the DCF say: ' : . .

".ue wo cop out of the struggle golng on at ground level; tho sort

of struggle the Bolton Womens Iiberation Group undertook recently when
thoy published a detailed two-page loaflet on what they saw as male
chauvinist attitudes among left~group members on the Bolfon Anti-
Fascigt Commitiec", :

30 that leaflet ropresents a gind example of the "struggloe going on at ground’ level!
which we should concehtrate‘on;-not the fight round the Working‘WbmenS'Charter,

not ‘the fight for eguality for women in the trade unions, not the fight for -
abortion on demand, but the sort of struggle represented by that leafied,

What was the main aim of that leaflet? To defend Noil Duffield’'s assault on Tom
Handley of the RMC, justiﬁging‘iﬁﬁgg the groundg that it EE Tight Eg hit malc
chauvinisls. Now oven Neil Duffield himsolf hag Tinally come round to ndmitting
that the assasult on Tom Handley“was wrong. It would follow, prosumably,; that the
leaflet is wrong *eov. But the DCF do not even bother to montion tho content of

cud leaflet, The WR Steeving Cametéban Atda:t 4 2dike 1f.,,, 2o 1% must be'good! Novor
mind about the politics of the leaflet; what matters is whother somoone dared to
cross Bileen Murphye.. ‘




u/5 (48)
Liere is more -0 smy. Suppase the attack on male chauvinist attitudes in the
Jeaflet was quite correct., Still what we have iI's not even a struggle for social
reform, but a struggle to reform the personal behaviour of certain individuale.,
Yod indeed, there should be a struggle to reform percsnal behaviour. But if -
that struggle to reform personal behaviour becomes primary, rather than the fight
for soclal reforms, let alone for - revolutionary changes in the general conditions
of mociety — then by what token do we call ourselves revolutionaries or socialists
or'even political people 'at all, rather than social workers with a tinge of - ..
leftist phrasemongering? e o : -

None of this ie stated clearly, of course. Hints, implications, generdlised
complaints against WF without specific documentation... The DCF-do not at any
point suggest ady new policy for WF on the guestion of women, any- new demands

we should adopt, any of our present demands we should drop.” Yet the logic of -their
arguments is to adopt a completely roformist position on the question of women's
oppression. They simply hevor take any argument to its logical conclusions,

The members of the DCF say they do oppose the Wages for Houscwork demand. If 20,

- what arguments can they possibly use againet 1t? In the scotion on RR's article

on housework, we show that he says, effectively, that housework will comtimuc
under socialism, and the idea of it being trivial and petty is morely a roflecticn
of bourgeois attitudes. If so, what possible objection can there be to 'wages for
housework'? | ' ' ‘ o i
And one more-point: the CP until recently, and also IS at timos, have argued :that
under capltalism the family is a source of strength to.the worlking class, boing

i, a place to reccive love and comfort and mutual support. From thelr point of view;

~what possible objection can tho NOF have to this roformist attitude?

.- THE_INTERNATTONAL MARXIST GROUP

Un page 36 the DCF condomn the view that "Either WR is the serious organisation

and the IMG a monstrous blind alley and waste of valuable regources, or vice
versa', On page 27, the DCF attack our doseription of the IMC as having a “"Kaleido-
scoplc variety .of theoretical breakthroughs, usually wrong and often bizarra’,
This, they say, is "non=political abuse", : =

Whet the DCF don't say is whether thoy agree that the IMG is a monstrous blind
alley, or whether they think it is a scorious political organisation, The IMG and
WEF have differed sharply on almost every major guestion ovor reocont years, If WE.
is anywhere near having reagonably correct politics, thon the TMG must bo wrong,
If the IMG is somewherc near the right line, then WP must be way off boam.

Believing that WF's politics have generally been along. tho right lines, we have
no option but to say that the IMG is a massive wasto of the effort of hundreds of
potentially valuable revolutionaries. That the IMG may bo right on this or that -
individual issue - that it may oven be right occasgionally where WF is wrong -
changes that conclusion not ono bit.

If the DCF believe othorwise, they should say Jjust where they think the IMG's
politics are better than WP's. Instead they just produce goneral, cvasive
formulas, sultable for covéring over the differences between John Strauther &
Awho is in substantial political agreement with "Tendoncy A' of the IMG, includ—
ing on the cardinal question of !General Strike to kick the Torics .Out') and

the other DCF comrades (who have nevor shown any sympathy for IMG).

REGROUPMENT

L 020 et s S g o v i sy

Page 3t "Wo wolcome tho proposcd regroupment as a chance for the rencwal of -
Yarxist method and politics", - S : . o

Page 27: the DCF argue that WP should have offered an-acegount of internai
disagreements and DCF allegations in debate over. regroupment. B o
Page 27t the DCF dismisses our criticisms of other tendencics &8 "non~political
abuse™., ‘ . \
Page 28: the DCF attack ¥'serisus regroupment' which really means 'Build Workors
Fight'®,
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The ides that we should go hawking the LUCF'd whinings and oomplaints ‘around the
left-if-the interests of "igerious! debate" says a great deil abouit the DCF's ides
sr deméeratic centralism, . and. ecually ag. much about their idea of serious
politicsl debate. If the RMC, “for example; does fuse with WF, and the debate with
ﬁpe.DQFﬂﬁs sti1l going omn, then the DCF Kave every right to accost the ex~RMC  ~
m@meaﬁéﬁfﬁith their gfio#ancbs.‘UntilJtheﬁ};as“ldﬁg-as-WF ig a sepdrate organie~
“ation, the DCF. shonld. keép-thelr ‘grievances Within theé organisation, and. the- =
dobate towards regroupment will Be concerned with the major issuee of the class’
struggle, not with Roy Ratcliffebor Neil Dufficld's outcries against fancied
pergccution. o . : : . .

The cbmpiaiﬁt'abOuf'Wnonmpo;itidal abuge would ‘eimply sech to be an objection
,to the normal usé of the Bnglish language, 1f It werc not for RR's repeated talk
"Ofgn“bhe GI’iSiS Of M@_I‘XiSmw. . : Say T L s oL o K

"Marxism-since‘Trotsky's deatH:Bas beqoﬁé transfofﬁéd into halfm
learned dogmas and one-sided mutilated slqgang‘"(p.l)

What the DOF is evidently saying is that they are opposed to. fighting agercssively
for the line of Workers -Fight, vigorously attacking tho-poiicies of othen '
“téndencies, and entering‘regroupment;-1ikejanyfother activity, as militant .
fightors for the politlcs. of WF. Wey for our part, arc not at all ashamed. to say
that we are entering rcgroupment with a view to building WF. We are not:closed. to
ideas from other tendencles; but we do not stand around with our heads empty,
waiting for some other ienddncy to supply us with ideas - we entor every debate

as militant .advocates of our own ideas.

EE PHREAT OF FASCISH

The repeated them of the DCF's section on the British economy is the plight of * -

amall capitalistst B S T S - : ST

7 "The small ﬂusiﬁééssﬁen;.$hop4kéggets, self~cmployed ete. will

.increasingly look for a strong arm. to yepresont_their interests as
'they are incapable of representing their own, except through the =
nedium of either the working olass or the rulihg class. They ‘will
be drawn irresistibly towards National Front formations if. they are

| not won té tho working class’ (page 13) R

On page 14, that soctioh]qancludéé.by deséiiﬁing ‘the major threatg'aguféilqws:‘“

" .. the political attacks of tho tuling olass whether directed
through the State machinery or tho organised.thuggory_of‘fagcist—

. type organisations",

Further; on page 26, we arc told:

"ihe same 'simmering crisis' we talk of, offers fascism its 'big
chance', and which of us 1t is who manages to hit the Jackpot (!)
‘depends on who wing the lde¢ological battio . S :

If these statements have any meaning. at all, it must be as folliows tin the
crisip, fascist and rovolutionary-secialisgt forces are.growing in parallel; the
fasoiebs reoruit chiefly from spall businessmen  (see also page 11); wo should
fight the fascists (a) by "ropresenting the interests" of dmall capitalisps;

(v) by carrying on an 'ideological battle! against fascism,

A fow things nced to be said about these ldeas.

Point 1: The recruiting bage of fascism 1s not only gmall businessmen, but also,
e vo importantly, white collar sections, unemployed workers, and gtudents -
and, probably most important 'at the present incubation stage of fascism, the =
Jumpenproletariat, Indeed, if the most imporiant repruiting basis of fascism wore
small: businegsment, we: could comfortably forget about ahy'f@sciet_phreat in
pritain, since the small businessman clase 1s smaller in Britain than, probably,

in any other country. - . .o e L

HR
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Point 2: To 'represent the interests' of small businessmen would be simpiy
reactlog““z Who-are thege small businessmen? The sweat-ghop owners;the shopkeepers
who exploit grossly underpald casual and child-labour;y the petty crooks, Anti-
trade union almost to a man, and- for: vory good reasons, Our task is to 'represent
the interests' of the working class, not of the most backward sections of the
capitalist clasg. We can attempt to- convince individual membérs of the petty
-capitalist class to throw in their lot with. socialism, pointing out toitheh that
capitalism offers a bleak future; but that is quite.a different. matter, and
oertainly no sort of priority for a small grodping still engaged in gaining a
toehold in the Worklng class 1tself¢ ‘ ‘

Point-3: Only Woak-kneed 11bcrals could attempt to fzghﬁ fasclsm by an 'ideological
battle' (such a contrast with how to fight male chauvinisml) Actually, even

though the DCF's platform statement seems to fit in with Neil Dufficld's practice
in the Bolton Anti-Fasocist mecting where he trled ta give the NF member.the floor,
the “DOF’ probably don't mean what they say. What .we have.is another oxamplo of how
they have plcked up Marxist phrases without understandlng thomo

'In some Marxist text or other they have read about the tideoologlcal struggie' and
how it is, in the last analysis, crucial to revolutionary victory or dofoat

What the Marxist text mcant, of course, was the ideological battle in the ‘working
clasgs movement, ‘between: revolutlonary Marsism and the various reformist tronds,
and among the nomlnally rovolutlonary Marxist tondsncies., That battle, howdver,
as we've seen, just doesn't figure in the DCF's view of the world, or rather thoy
soo thomgelves ag hors de la melee, impartially densuncing all ’1oft groups!
finciuvding the one they are nomlnally ‘members of ) for failing to ‘attain the
heights of "the correct Maryist perspecﬁivd‘ and comple%o a881M11at10n of- tho
ideas of women's liberation, e

Thus  the DCF stick the phrase “1doological battle“‘lnto thoir platfornm without
underwtanding what it meang, and end up wlth the nonsense statement that the
future dopendg on an léeologioal battle betwaen Marx1sm “and fasclsm.

Point 4' Most seriously = vecause here we seem to have an oplnlon genulnoly
hold by the DCF, or at least by RR, rather than just another case of political
illiteracy ~ the idea of fascism and revolutionary socialism growing in varallel
1s quite wrong. Bas Hardy outlines the Marxliet vonceution in his roview of
Guerin's book "Fascism and Big Businecss® (WP 59):

"Guerin rejectg as loversimplified' tho view held by some revolution-
arios 'that the bourgeoisic resorts to fascism only to emash the
vimminent threat of the pr)letarlan revolution',” In fact the fasclst

waver swept-over Burope at a time when the wave of sodialist revolution
wag subsiding. In Italy' and Germany aftcr the first World War,
factories were ocoupied and soverts established, but this challengo to
the rule of capital proved fruitless owing to the cowardice and trecach-
ery of the leaders of the labour movement. It was only after the
working class failed to soige political power that the fascists
launched their attempt to do soV.

Certainly it is neceseary for rovolutionaries to fight the fascists now, in their
incubation phase. FEven though they pose absolutely no serious threat in torms of
talking power, they can do effective work in terrorising individual leftists or
black workers, and they can build a nucleus for the future - if we don't stop them.
But we have to remember that the fascists are not at prosent the force the
capitaiist class are using to deal ithelir blows against the working class. Insteoad,
ovorwholmingly, it is through the reformigt burcaucracies that the capltalists

arc directing tholr attacks.

To soo fasocism asg the maln immediate threat would severely disorientate us. Our
- main orientation would be to get unity with the reformists for the fight against
fageoism — rather than waging 2 vigorous fight against the capltalist attacks
dircoted through the agoncy of the reformists,¥¥

#*¥% The above was written a few weecks ago, Now when it ig stencilled we have the
practical example of the vitrioliec attack by ND on our critical assessment of the
anti-fascist activity of the reformist domagogue Paul Rose (seec WP 90; but the
original unedited text of N¥D's letter was much longer and much more vﬁmiolic)
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ron A2TION PROGRAMME

On page 18 the DCP says what 1ittle it has to say on the questisn of political
programpe. We. need, so we are told, two programmes: "the full fransitional
programme for the expropriation of the capitalist clasg and the establishment .
of o planned economy™; and also "an actlon programme, of transitional démands
for the coming period". The full trapsitional programme is for "propaganda’;

the *action programme! for 'agitation and organisation' and to 'meet the present
needs of the working clags', ' ‘ '

In other words, we have o revolutionary programme for general propaganda, and a
programmne of reforms for tho here and now. Or, as the Second Intornational ugaed

~to put it, a maximum programme and a minimum programme. Sometime in the future
L . i [ - 4 L] » x - . !
woe will be revolutionaries; for now we are just militant roformists,

ﬂ;Aﬁd not very good militant reformists, eithor., The mogt important point about
cthe DCF's "action programme™ is what it leaves out - i.e. almogt every contro-
vorsial political question of the present periodl

It-contains no policy on the Common Market. John Strauther of the DCF has stated
publicly in the Liverpool WF branch that he supports the chauvinist position of
canpsigning for withdrawal from the EE(¢. What ig the position of the DOF?

It contains no mention of self—déter@ination for Irecland or solidarity with the
Ropublicans and socialists fighting British Imperialism, :

Tt conteing no indication of what dttitude‘we.shguld_aqppt to 'Bennism?',

It containg nd montion of Workefs‘ inquiries and no mention of workers! control
cxoept as something to be granted (by the bourgcols state, prosumably) along
with the nationalisation of bankruunt companics. '

‘It onlts the position of No Platform for Fascisteb.,-—

Tt contains_HO'mention'ofqﬁhe guestion of picketing and workors! sclf-defence,
It contains no montion of the immigration laws or black caucuses or women's
caucuges in the unions. o

il:[-t'c‘:on’nain:s no mention of the demaﬁd for a shorter Working weak., _

It contains no mention of... but one could go through almost every important. :
ppliﬁical isgsue of the day.

ih_short, the political programme of the‘DGF,;suoh as it isy, is a hollow shell
of general platitudes. In terms of political programme, the DCF have nothing to
- B3y. All they do have to say ig how badly they have been troated,

* * * * * % * ¥ % % 8
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TheJBolton WF branoh was founded when we were expelled from IS at the end of
1971, with three members from Bolton IS — Howard Sweeney, Paul Greenhalgh, and
Andrew Hornung —~ and Roy Ratcliffe , who had previously been out of active
politice since his membership of the SLL in the mid '60s. PG moon dropped out,
and AH moved to Iondon, but three new members wore recrulted' John Cunningham,
Chris Corcoran, and Norma Dunster,

We.simply carried over the geographical d1v1s10ns exigting in IS at the tinme
of our expulsion,'without seriously asking whether a group so thinly spread in
the whole area could or should have ‘a7 Manchester and Bolton branch. The
Bolton IS branch itself had only recently begun to have any real existence.

In faot though the formal d951gnation at that time was North West (1. e.?ﬁanch—
estor/Bolton, there being no branch in Iiverpool)} branch, with Manchester and
Bolton cells, Our original idea of regional branches soon became manifestly.
fictitious, but there was = point behind it: the need for cooperatlon,'mutual
‘aiggistance; regular joint meetings, eto., given the woakness of each local group.
That, we repeat, was our original idea, not a novel notion cooked up later for
the sake of persecuting RR

RR was soon recogniged as being a talented comrade. He was elected to the
National Committec and asked to be regional organisor for the north west.
However, the questlon of 'parochialiism' in Bolton wag raised as eaglg ag June

12;2!

In 1972, Bolton WF was most heavily involved in the struggle agalnst the Housing
_ Finance Act, and had guite a leading position in the tenants!' movemont in Bolton.
OQut of this 2.leading -position very little was built in terms of solid cadre
development° To say that is not 45 condemn anyone in Bolton: that was the nature
of the tenants' struggle,that 1t flared up quickly, but it was very dlffioult to
build anything solld out of 1%, sp601ally so for a group our size.

What wag wrong was that illusions developed on the possibility of building a
revolutlonary organisation rapidly and dircctly from mass struggles, by-passing
the other establishod organisations of the left, including. the.labour Party. -
An inciden% where a mass mecting chose a WP speaker in preferenoo to a Iabour
Tarty speaker was bandied sbout the group, implicitly as an indicatlon of our
strength and the IP's deoline — with an accompanying Ioss of perspeotive of
proportion on the question of the Iabour Parity.

The whole of Wbrkers Pight was tinged with ultra—leftism, but we never gave in
to this illusion of by-passing the established left, which wae particularly
atrong in Bolton bhecauge of the weakness of the'establlshed left there, the
heady experience of lsading the tenants! movement — and because of the sectarian
SLI; miseducation of RR. :

RR's period of assoclation with the SLL scems to have covered the time of its
crosging the line 1nto insane organlsatlonai sectarianism., The SLL withdrew
from the Labour Party (after 17 years in 1t!) just after it had reached office,
and when support for Wilson was still actually mounting; it called for the
bringing down of the Wilson government immediately after its eloction, and
proclaimed "Soctal democracy is broaking up". By 1967 the SLL was telling tens
of thousznds of miners faced with redundancies that the solution -was for them
all to join the SLL. (RR scems to have dropped out by thon).

leen hlS polltical background, it is doubtful if RR ever had any understanding
of the history of the subject of reformism. Here the Steering Commiittee demerves
gsevere criticlism for not engaging in an educational drive in relation to
reformign, But the urgency of the matter escaped us, and, frankly, with the
partial exception of AH, nonc of use really knew RR politically., The RR problem --
has unfolded 1tself in layers and, for example, it was .as late as last September
that one of us (8M) grasped the £a0+ that RR doesn't understand the Loninist
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theory of the party (See section on Cadre-Building) _
Wnile the organisation as g-whole never had illuwions that the Iabour Party
would " simply melt away - even the dooumont of that section of WF which
opposed a.blanket Labour vote in 1970 and advocatod instead voting for ', i,
aﬁtih'In'Plaqe‘Qf Strife! MPs loyal to the TUS ', explieitly sald that.we would
most likely wind up having to use the ontry tactic again - there -undoubtedly
vas confusion, The confusion was created (a) by the general current of ultra
leftism, and (b) by our consecious decision to "emulate" IS, to refuse-to allow
ourselves to be beaten back from attempting the mass work we had been doing, -
We hoped that we could quickly win over large numbers of people in IS who. had
gengral polltical sympathy with us 1f -we could demonstrate our viability with,
the paper, etc. That was an'illusion, but we could not know that until ‘after
we had made .the attempt, (C) There was tho tremendous direet action of the
Class in early 1972, geeming . to smash through all the establishoed barrisrs,
By mid 1972, we had started to try bto faceé the problem of cadre development,.
The article on 'Fusion of Education and_Organisation® (August 1972)-"sums up ..
the general formula we arrived at on how to intograte our agitational mase work
with our propaganda tasks.- e o o

September 1972 Eg ninutes, ' R

"SM: ... we must Sombine mass work with cadvre development.

RR: It is not only iv propaganda that wo can got across advanced idemss
“he had teen able to pUt across quite advanced ideas in his tenants's
2glbabion, - e e T NS
AH: Advanced agitation 1s not the same me revolutionary cadre develop—
ment. Our problem is to link agitation and cadre developmont.., The danger
1= that we will operate on a 'sorvice!, 'eredibility' lovel in the
‘tonants! movement.," . ‘ -
The roles hero are not gquite as RR's version of our problems.and their history
depicts them, Far from it - i+ grédually became obvious to those who Ffaced the
problems of cadre development that Bolton and RR specifically werc a problem, %

"R TOCAL WORK HAS MADE YOU LOSE SIGHT,.,"

It:was at this ﬁeriod that thq questionhof-'parochiaiism’ in Bolton wag firat
discussed in Workers Fight, o T ' o

- . - . I
In June 1972 John Cunningham wrote to' thé Bditorial Board criticising the
publication in Workers Fight of a lettor of resignation from I8 from two .
comrades who had just Joined WF.- Andrew Hornung wrote in reply, and AH's letter
was reproduced in Internal Bullctin noe.5 (September 1972), AH argued " just as -
the local work has made you lose sight of the general considerations, it has
made you overlook a number of ‘obvious and quite incontestable pointe" in.
relation to the need for WF to relate to other tendencies of the loft, including
IS. JC was over-goneralising from the Bolton situation. In Bolton IS had no
strongth, ‘but he ignored the fact that almost overywhere olse we could recrult
workérs - only if:they had: first come across I3 and rejected I8's politics. The
smaller youw are in a galaxy of left groups with a grcat deal in common, the
more the route to you'isiover the Imrger groups. Cbviously 'frosh' comrades will
be recruited; here the process of cducation about the other groups takes on an
internd, ‘didactic form., But i1t is indispensable if a raw comrade is to boe
congolidated for WF, .educated in WP politics, and turned inté a cadre able *o
fight the centrigt tendencies, S S '

JC roplios (4.7.72)r _ R |
"I thirk ﬁoﬁ ﬁi%‘§he‘na%1 on the head whon -you spoke of locallem and

#% On RR's apparent. about-turn towards !'cadre~building', see below,
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political shortsightedness, unfortunately this is somethlng we are
guilty of in Bolton,.. since the, ageregate we have tendod to 'sit baok ,
on our laurcls' as it -wore, and look at the political 51tuatlon in
Bolton without oonsidorlng the national situati-n".

fn [n%ernal Bulletin np.h. thore also appears an article from Bolton Wi It

.....

attacks the WF centre sharply on 3000unt of a rnumber of organtsational fallings.

"If the prosont 1ntolorablo gtate of offalrs continues WP will -for all
1ntonts ond purposes cease to function as a revolutionary organisation.

Thore seems to be an almost 1ron10a11y comic error in branch circular
019 ~ ‘ag a stop gay a weekend school concentrating on organisation and
-mothods of political work will.bu held on the weckend of tho 27th‘ - is
ANYONE at the centre capable of édomnenting on organisation, .

T .,

"What the comrades at the centre don't appear to tealisge 1s that therc
lS a real world, outgide of thelr 1vory toWors.o.e. '

“The centre at tlmes shows a lack of undersfanding of tho 1nterc0nnoctlons
betwoon theory and practice, theory should be a guide to practice and
N not JUST- an interpretation, of the world -~ at the moment therc is . a
- polarigation between thoory and practice, thHe two must be brought . together
morc. As Marx put it, the object is not merely to 1ntorprot the world
but to change it." .

The article goes on to dotail the complalnts' a oadre gchool h%d beon subject

to cancollations and late starting (in the weok when it was originally scheduled,
there were the mass sgtrikes over: the Pentonville 5, and thero were: probloms
re~schoduling 1t); NG mecting dates had also been changed; the paper was.
irrggular; we only had one trained: prlnter, the tenants! supplomont was delayed,

"Iet us introduce a militant worker to all this confusion, how do We
explain all thig’ anarohy to. h1m° Militant workers (9 times out. of 10 in

a trade unlon) gee the need for organlsatlon, we tell them' this in the
paper and in speaking to them, We explain theorotically the need for
organisation, but what do we show them in practice? Ask youselves, comrades,
and don'teome up with feeble excuses, there are always excuses, IS YOUR
THEORY GUIDING. YOUR PRACTICE? We would maintain. that 1t is NOT! :

"Therc is'z superfl¢ial adhercnce to Marxism, but it can be secn that the
development of the understanding of Marxism by centre comrades 1s ome

- gided. For too-long thoory has gone on 1n lsolation” without: adoquato
relation to practice, if this continues'tho theory meroly becomes storile
propaganda, The need at this stage is not for contre comrades to under—
stand more theory but to understand to relato the ox1st1ng theory to
practice correctly....” *¥

This‘pompous tyb-thumping reminds one morc of Maoism - eovery failing is a result
of ingufficient understandlng of the little red book ~ than of Marxism. We
couldntt aotually be overworked and make a few slips (small enough, taken in
proportlon) dno, we lived in an 1vory tower and had only a suporfloial adherence
to Marxism,

This abaolve tirado « notloo, the "nasty words", io use the DCF's oxpr0381on,
came first from Bolton - was divected at people who had in the provious six
Cmonths achigved a very great deal on very puny résources; conducted a six—wock
factional oamhalgn which-doubled our membership before expu151on, organised and
pom up 3 group printing. plant' functioned as ‘voluntary glave 1abour' learning

xit Gﬁmrades may like to compare thls line of" argumont - 'no need to undorstand
more theory' — with RR's present support (DCF platform page 1) for Bruno Bauer's
idea that "thoory ig the strongost praotlc - Marx and Engols scornfully romark
of Baver: '
"Saint Bruno even goes so far' as e assort: that only 'criticism and

147
orltlcs make history ( Tho_Gopman-Idoology' Faston & Guddat p. 434)
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50 produce a paper ~ and also carried out all the political functlons of the
leading committee,

It came from a groupof people with no experlence plug someone who had been back
in political activity Tess than a year, was high on delusions of an easy ride
politlcally and-was saon - te oollapse into sem1¢act1v1ty out of Wthh he has only
recently -re—emerged} - e - C L

There can be no better proof that in politics turning the other cheek dossn't
work. We responded diplomatically, even docilely, admitting our faults, edc -

in other words those on the 50 counselling conciliation won the day. Why? Because
we wanted to aveoid the vice of gsubjectivism and the politics of self-justification
and 'infatuation with our own inazdequacies!, in Lenin's phrasc.

AH wrote to RR as follows;(ais@; taking up 7. ©epecific pointe of complaintst)

"The group ~ tiny as it is - is riddled with localism and exceptionaliem.
It is probably no secret to you that the letter that appears inthe Internal
Bulletin over my nazme was addressed to John Cunningham. Now John was very
gquizk in admitting he was 1n the wrong.... But I suepect theré is an
- element of localism in Bolton stilll. What doeg thig cankér feed on? Errors
-and Ineptitude at the centre! It turns swiftly fo anti-political
anti-~theoretical stances, The degree to which these’ sbancos aro Justified
'w1th politxcal language is qulte beside the point.

"The reason why I think this attltude per51sts 1n,Bolton 18 becauso of

- your (that is tho branch's) latest letter. Let.me say at the outset that
gome of the complaints were certainly justified: No douht. BUT'the ivory
tower accusgtions:with-which the lotter spikes its poinbs is nonsense. .
An honest look at our paper compared with those of other political
“tendencies revoals one thing,.. a look at our approach to the Dockers!
jelling reveals one thingo.n, If there's any tower we live in 1t is the
tower from Whioh you can see the “wood for the trecs...”

. Around the ‘mame . tine Chrls'Corcoran Wrote an artlcle for the Internai Bulletin
which wag published in IB no.8. CC argued that WF was wrong in giving too much
attention to propaganda work, particilarly work dircoted towards the established
loft, and not anough to na g work. MT, replied, also in-IB no, '8:

“..o we're not-a masg party. If we-hope %o bulild prinmarily ‘through

agitational work, then CP Gr IS .or the SLL = the 'v1ablo groups‘w will
beat us every time, Ty c e e

~"One solution is 'basoﬂbulldlng', That 15, WO, concontrate not on. the "masges!

at large, but specific limited arveas — this hou31ng ostate, that factory,
etc. This approach hag some validity, but taken as a universal salution

- 1t leads to economism and what we have. callcd 'locallsm'.ao :

CMle will attract workers to WF, rathor than the 'viable!’ groupﬁ, only on
the strength of our (complex) idoas - 1,6. on the basis of studx, not
through a 'lick it and soe' method.,.”

The question of parochialism, then, was not some slander invented to throw dlrt
on RR when he developed political differences with the WF magorlty, but & '
question whlch had boen raised - in a comradely and friendly way - by the Steering
Committee ‘azs far hack as mid-1972. Throughout this whole period it 'is the SC
which is conoornoé for cadre-building, propaganda wWork, education. It ig RR and
those under his leadershlp who ropresent a shallow activ1sm and who counterpose
this pseudo-mass work to attompis by the majority of the present SC- to attend to
the problems of cadre bullding., This period covers almost all RR's active 1ife

in WP, ‘

Thoroafter there was the essay into economic analysis and tho collapse into
partial or complete inactivity. His illusions soured, RR now lmplicifly advoeatos
an abtitudy in terms of activity lovel and approach that hag more in common with
the completely lnuidetionist Tearsite majority of the old IS Right Opposition than
anything elee.
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The apparent about-turn to the stress on "cadre building” in the DOF platform ' is in fact
only skin deep. As we have: noted (section on 'Cadre Building') the DCF's approach-to
'cadre building! is completely inward-lcoking. For' a serious revolutionary organisation,

. cadre building is a matter: of completely winning comrades away ' from the influences of

- Staliniem, reformism, and the gentrist groupings, and troining them to fight those
other tendencies on the left. And for us, as for Troteky, "the fundamental Bolshévist
prejudice congists precisely in the idea that one ean only learn to ride when one is
sitting firmly on a horse". For the ICF, apparently, cadre building proceeds in a
vacuum, For example, we shouldn!'tfrein comrades in fighting reformism through activity
in the IPY5... no, we should keep them gut of that fight against reformism in order to
train them. Mogt important,apparently,is training comrades in the problems such ag -
looking after children, the intermal, personal problems of the group — no, not even of
the group, of the individuals in the group, '

That sort of 'cadre building! is what the 1972 idea of Inilding a revolutionary
organisation direct from the mass movement turns into when the bide of the mess movement
obbs, or flows into chamnels less directly accessible (suoh as the industrial struggle,
" aocessible to TH but not to RR, and in any case rarely offering brilliant ascents to
mags influence of the sort experienced in the tenants movement). Coe

Comrades should keep the record in mind when RR cte. talk of their most recent pclitical
differences generating the centre's attitude to them, No. They had, implicitly, the
inversion of their current coterie-politics when the eonflict began. Nor was it 4 matter
of exchanges confined to letters and minutes. Bolton by and large did its own thing, as
we shall see later,

MASS WORK, UNITED FRONI'S, AND THE LENINIST ORGANTSATION

The problems raised in 1972 - can a small revolutionary orgenisetion build itgelf
directly and predominantly from mass work, or does it also have to relate to the
established tendencies on the left (reformism, Stalinism, the centrist groups)? ~ this.
problem in fact runs right through the history of Bolton and Workers Fight. Later we had
Bolton WF concentrating its efforts in a Council of Action which grew out of the %énants
struggle, and afterwards in the Anti-Fascist Conmittee which has gorwn out of that
Council of Action. These Councils and Committees have in fact been more a sort of "Bolton
revolutionary front" than normal United Fronf Bodies. And that "Bolton revolutionary .fronth
has boon more central to the Bolton conrades' orientation than the national priorities

of Workers Fight. o : . . :
That fact, perhaps, explains something about the Bolton comrades! hostility'to fusion

with Manchester, and to work in the Labour Party Young Socialistse Actually it is

centrale The history of work in Bolton, actually the history both of RR & Bolton WR and

of Neil Duffield before & after joining WF, is a history of a vain seeking afiter nass
influence through the successive committees. Bach committee has mashroomed and then
collapsed, without anything solid being built in terms of WP recruitnent or cadre
develophnent, - ’ .

- &.disoussion of the lessons of this experience was held between W, Nﬁ?gnd SM before ND&EM
joined WF. ND couldn't understand how the Council of Aetion, at one time able to hold
large neetings, rapidly became a bearpit and declined. He could not understand the
difference between a Leninist organisation, held together by a camprehengive programie
and dootrine, and therefore retaining the ability to work trhough periods of downturn,
and a united front, organised round specific actions over gpecific issues, and therefore
inevitahly short-lived.

For ND, WF is just anothor field of activity, on the seme level as the various united
fronts, .in whiph he participates as an individual sosialistes The united fronts arc as
ioportant as WF ~ indeed, perhaps more itportant because having greater irmediate mass
contpet. He readily: participates in the Manchester 'Denocratic Defence! anti-fascigh
group - Manchester/Bolton coordination of anti-fasecist work is I'ine — but a joint
Manchester/Bolton WP branch of. 15 péople is unworkables

ER formally is on a higher level. He has the abstract phrases of the Lemimist theory of
-the party. But his zctual knowledge is small (he has never read such a basic text as "The
‘Struggle for a Proletarian Party", for example) and his abstract phrases were learnt in
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the sciiwol of the SLL ~ a achocl that taught him that the organisation with "the correct
- Marxist perspective" would immediately rally the masses to.its banner, Now, with the

. sourdty; of his-illusions about superficial mass influence leading to large scdle easy
recruitient, with hig pridd bruised, with ‘increasing demoralisation, he- has stnk to the
gsame woolly level &s WD, unable fo. distinguish between united front oomm1ttees ‘and '8+
Leninist organisation, and in practice abandoning any fight for the speolflo ideas of our
organigation in the broader "revolutlonary“ mllleu. T4 is that whlch 11nks ND and RR-
politieally, : T v . - :

AFTEB THE TENANTS! MOVEMENT

¥

By the beginnln of 1973, the tenants movement had deollned, and in the first half of”
1973 Bolton suffered a downturn. Influenoe, eympathy, credibility was not dryetalllsed _
in the form .of. recruitment, Conrades mig eduoated in hopes of rapld, easy galns oollapsed
when the bubble bursti s

ce left WF and HS and. WD were suspended from memberShlp/ ‘ :

S i'A couple of big hopes -came to nothlng. two building: workere
reorulted aiter the national strike of 1972 {Bob Barlow and Dave Isherwood) soon:left WF,
and an amouncement by RR to.the Jaruary 1973 Natiohal Committee which "reported on the
recruiting of two memberg in Leighiasl ‘we already had a strong base on the buses.es proposed
ratification of Leigh as a branch" - came to nothing, (Mo accounting was ever made about
the affalr, nor, to its dlaoredltg dld the S¢ press - very hard) .- :

v tho branch

Hew -recruits were m&de' Gecrge Stewart) Sue Arnall and Viv Nioholle, but generally it was
not & good perlodr ' : .

SUMMING UP THE PERIOD TO 19735 CONFERENCE

To sum up?

1) Ugeful maee work was done. Unfortunately the comrades had no idea of how a tiny branch
of a tlny organleatlon relates group . bulldlng wrth mass work. '

) Speolfloally they had illusions in the posdibilities of bulldlng stralght from the
nass struggle, by-passing the establlshed 1efto

3) Logmoally, the gtandards. of reoraltment were 1ncred1bly Low - w1thout an understandlng
that a group such as ours, in our oondltlons, with our tagks, dis a Rropaganda group |

E (albelt a flghtlng interventionist’ propaganda group) that it can only build itself

sericusly on a basis of first educating possible recruits in ocur programme and politicg
(that means ~ and we must spell it out -~ WE's specific ideas, gur undoretandlng of the
Trotskyleﬁ traditions everythlng that 1s basro to our movement and What is speolflo to
WE) o _ o : , R S

Only thug could vague expre531ons of support from 'some Leigh bueworkers (when.the two ,
mentioned by RR were asked %o 301n, they rofused) lead RR to announce the setbing up of a
new branoh in Leigh. Only thus could we have had the experience we did with the two
building workers mentloned, Bob Barlow and Dave Isherwood. With Bob Barlow, ‘the. conrades
had some difficulty persuading him he should be in the union! With Dave Isherwood, as
soon as-it came to a gerious clash with the (P ~ which might mean 1081ng JOb posslbllltles
~ he folded up and had to be Aasked ! (on SC 1n1t1at1ve) to resign.

4) The eduoatlonal level was low and there was llttle cadre development.

TER. CASE OF JOHN CUNNINGHAM -

The exception to (4) above might seem %o be John Cunningham.f*

+

*# Actually a better case could be made for Chris Jorcorsn-as -an -exception, He wrote an
article for' WF 15 on the "Britigh road to socialisn' which is quite impressive for a comrade
of less than.one year's political experiences But there is an interesting point here. The
first draft of that article was full of IMG conceptions - "fhe job of the revolutionary
party ig to explain a rounded ecnception of the world" ete. The IMG representation in Bolton
was not partlcularly powerful or impresgive, but OC's discussions with IMGers had contril-
uted as much or more to his education as WF had. And it was not a matter of GC having any
oonseioue sympathy for the IMGV— slmply'of hav1ng unoonsclously ploked up ideas from them,

1.
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JC is dedicated, achive and serious well above the average., He functioned as BR's
"ieutenant! and thus appeared a developed ‘cadre's In commibment yes, in education no.
e learned iittle politically from RR except perochialism, and unctuous self=rightecusness
as of the Pharisee who begins his prayers "0. God I give thee thanks that I am not as
other men are'. -- o i '

Nothing ever expressed. in:writing the attitudes of Bolton pavochislisn so crudely as a
“letter JO wrote. to WD in. July 1973 - an awful mixture of more cor less frank abuse ("ivory
tower" efce) and the aggressive self-satisfaction of a caricature self-made man with great
achieveménts to his oredit (we in Bolton, where workers are workersess) It would be _
interesting, to reproduce that letter. But it ig impossible. JC, 8s he explained to the’
joint Manohester/golton/Steering Committee meeting at 1974 Gonference, later rémoved the
lotter from the files and destroyed it — so ashamed of it had he becomes o

SM was. 80 inocenmed against JO as a result of that letter that the other membersAof the‘SC
- the uncaring, insensitive zombles - insisted on a discussion of how he wyould relate %o
JO when he arrived in London (September 1973) — quite rightly arguing that any’ confront-

ation with him ovér the Letter end the Bolton sickness of which it was'a part would at that

.ghage be. counter~productive.

Bven at that stage there was a contradiction. in articles and letters from Bolton .JC
was self-righteous, censorious, aggressive. In extended discussions with other somrades
(MT,.certainly) he was reasgonable, constructive, open—minded -~ "altogether a very
impresgsive comrade in his willingness and ability to learn", as AE put it in a letter
already quoteds ' E : ' ’

In London, ‘the "holier—thaﬁ—thdu" attitude digagﬁeared. His work load tripled and
guadrupleds He has been one of the hardest-working people in the whole group. He has
had far pore grounds’for self-gatisfaction, But the self<righteousness is no lenger there.

Two conclusions. First: the parochialist smugneés was, fortunately, alien to JC's

characters; .~ : -

and peyeh~l-sienl neods o : . , -
Yecondly: Given dedlestion and the will to be a revolutionary, a comrade polsoned with.
the Bolton sickness can be Te—educated. We hope that this will prove true of some of
the DOR comrades, as it bas with JC.They like JC are capable of making a serious
contribution to the organisation. - L

TEE 1973 CONFERENCE

RRy by early 1973; was unemployed, and was spending a lot of time studying economics.

Tho National Committee asked him to collaborate with Phil Semp on the economic perspect—
ives docunent for the 1973 Conference. Through no fault of .RR's, the collaboration never
cane off, and at the conference (16~17 June) RR presented a document of his own.

Since RR's document appeared only on the day of the conference, the Conference declded
to postpone a decision or the gquestion of economic perspectives to an extended National
Commnittee meeting which was held on 19th Augusts BR was not the only conrade digapreeing
with the nain economic perspectives docunent presented by Phil Semp: Sean Matpganna and.
Stephen Corbishley also expressed. criticisns. And MT — now cast in the role of one of: the
chicf perecutors — actually supported RR at the conference. Taking RR lat foce value!

ag gomeone with a serious. grounding in cconomies, the cbjections raised against RR's
dooument seemed to him carping. ' o

A decision on the question of our attitude to the Labour Party was also’ pogtponed,

" beoause discussions on the Mational Committee were not yet sufficiently clear for the
nembership to be able to take an intelliment decisions As regards the differences on
 the Labour P arty, BRR did not at this - @ & figure very largely; the main debate was -

* between MP on the "ultra left" and SM - - on the "right". (So puch for JSr's and RR's
pioturs of a monolithic 'centre! campaigmang against RR).

In the two months between the Conference and the Extended National Committee, there was
an extensive and democratic discussion on the questions of econonic perspectives and the
Labour Party. Two thick internal bulletins were published and there was a ‘series of
rogional neetings. RR was given full opportunities to present his views; there was
absolutely no bureaucratic suppression, nor any sort of campaign of georn or Sneors
againgt 'RR. | s o o

This discussion produced a considersble clarification and interchange of ideas,.and by
the Bxtended National Committee there was & high level of agreement between the great
najority of the National Committee - except RR.
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In the discussion a nunber of criticisms were made of RR's document.

a) It contained simple illiteracies in terms of Marxist thecry: e.g. it referred to

the "pre-capitalist, pre-world market Nation State identity...". In fact, the creation of
nation states was one of the most notable achievements of the bourgeois revolutions:
"Independent, or but loosely connected provinces, with separate interests, laws,
govermments, and systems of taxation, became lumped together into one nation, with one
povernment, one code of laws, cne -pational class—interest, one frontier; and cne customs
fariff" {'Communist Manifesto!)

b) Ita perspective of Man approaching deep economic erisis" was extremely vague and backed
up by a VétyAShallDW“analysis..The analysis amounted to listing the obvious gigns of
instability - "the growing munber of bankruptcies. and failures, swindles of huge g

. . proportions, frantio takeover bids, and the threatened break-up of solidarity and mutusl

co—-operation of the Western Imperislist Allisnce" - and thregding these.into a.taken~for-
granted prediction of capitalist collapse. As the exact nature of the crisis, about all
the document had to say was that it wag "deep" and Mapproaching", T

¢} RR did not understand the most elementary ﬁoints of the Marxist theory of orisis. He
ignored the rormal cycle of capitalism from recession to upturn to recession (lasting
roughly four years in recent decades, roughly seven in Marx's day) and spoke only in
termg of "long cycles", of 20 to 30 years' duration {a concept with no golid base in
Marxist theory; indeed, a concept arsued against by Trotsky in his article "The Curve of
Gapitalist Development"). RR's enalysis said we Had had a boom after worla war 2 based on
reconstruction after the devastation of the war and the crizes of the '30s; now that boom
wag ended and capitalism was going downhill, Even if this analysis had some anchoring in
Marxist theory, it would be far too generalised to give any concrete indications: for
political activity. But the fact is that the post-war reconstruction hoom actually finished

around 1949-50.

d) RR had a mechanical conception of the decay offoaﬁitélism automatically'ieading'to the
decay of reformism. In his document he put it this way: . ' ‘ ‘

"When the last period of prosperity for British Capitalism (and congequently its
workforce) was over (1850 to '70s) the ruling class still had the 'empire! to. . ..
retreat o and the economic possibility of continuing to bribe layers of workers

i by using the super—profits of Colonial exploitation. The present boom period which
‘is ending a century later finds the British Ruling Class with no such economic
Dossibilitiess The British workers, as a class, will undoubtedly need to go through
a -defeat or major setback beforé they are convinced of the nature of the tasks which
face them.but nevertheless once stung into action there will exist the resl possibil—
itdes of huilding a truly mass and tru1y~revolutionary:party**... There will be no
Mags Turn to the Labour Party.ess' . : : C

No-one was saying, is saying, or has said, that there will be 2 mass turn to the Labour Party
ic the near future, The implications of Ait's' stress od "no Mass Turn", and '"no.. sconomic
possibilities", ohn only, therefors, be a scenario of capitalism declining, reformism
declining, the revolutionary party growing, all in a straight-line fashion, The trouble is
that it's not so sinple. In severe economic crisis the working class unfortunately will not
irmediately turn to Workers Fight, Workers will first rally to the orgenisations they know
(such as the Labour Party. - though much less so if the Labour Party ig in power) and will be
won over oply by.political struggle, S

More serious is the idea of "a defest or major setback™ being necessary before & revolution—
ary radicalisation, It is the ultra~left’ sectarian gibberish of frugtrated mass activists
who, disappointed by lack of immediate mass success, say 'the workers should have a pood
whipping, then they!'ll listen to us!s It is no doudt psychologically grounded in the exper—
ience of RR in pseudo-nass work in Bolton, and records the point at which the fresh and
heady wine of mass activity turned inte the vinegar of the soured propagandist who looks to
the capitalists. to apply the' "cane" go that the working clags will listen.

¥ Oompére‘the BOF platfofm P+26, where théy denounce the Opeﬁ.Létter for saying "This
gimnering crigis offers tremendous possibilities for recreating a mass revolutionary workers!

novement!s. Or do they think the Open Letter would have been all right if it had just added
another clause to that sentence » "provided the working ‘cldss suffer a major setback” |
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Troteky somewhere did say that the revolution needs therséourge of the counter-revolutione
But major defeat leads not %o radicalisation,‘but‘to despair, apathy, and renewed bourgeols
democratic & soctal democratic illusiong. S '

This "correct Marxist perspective" is even more dangerous when linked with the DCF's notion
of a serious immediate Fascigt threat. In thig cage "d&feat or major setback" can only nean
Pascigh vickory - and RR!'s notions become exactly those of fhe Third Period Stalinists.

Why should we fear a faseist victory; it would be heneficial, burning away the dross of
reforinisn, and clear the way for a truly rass, truly revolutionary partys { -

0f course KR didn't dcen any of this. His ideas about the threat of Fasclsn are not

thought through ~ they are simply a reflection of the fact that the NF has put up a
candidate in his loeal duck-pond, Bolton. Nothing is actually thought {hrough to its logical
conclusions. ' S

Still, ideas do have their own logic. Comrades of the DOF, you would ,place mofe‘stresé
then us on the immediate danger of Fascisma Do you really endorse this claptrap of RR's?

RR AND THE DISCUSSION

All these points were arpgued very gently, patiently, and diplonatically. MT, having
Jiscussed with others on the SC and changed his view of RR's document, engaged in a long
and aetailed correspondence with RRy We hoped to wean BR gradually away from this muddle
and integroto him into the leadership of the groups o '

The discussion did heve & vieiblo offéct on RR - by the Extended National Committee, 2g
we shall see, his confidence in hig ideas was vielbly shattered. But he didn't actually
chanme his ideas - he just defended then with less confidences,

RR didn't have encugh general Marxist lkmowledge to take points of eriticism of his docunent
and assimilate then one by one. E ither he had to ebandon his idea of hingelf as an o
nocononic expert" or he had to stick to his document, evéry dot and comna. And he didn't
‘have epough self-confidence to endure the blow ‘to his pride entailed in recognising ig own
“efforts in economics as ignorant-(though we tried to create the best possilile conditions for
in: +o do so without having his mose rubbed in 1t). X ' I

In hipdsight, it might have been better to lauhch a vigerous assault on;BR@s docﬁﬁent. _
BR was not yet so demoralised as to simply fold up under such an assault - after fighting
bacik he might have been reintegrated.

THE, EXTENDED NATTONAL COMMITTEE MEETING, 19—8;73

hose were RR's conmtributions at the Extended NC:

' On econonic nergpectives ‘

WRR: Has bent the stick in order to counter the vaguencss of PY's documents It was
necegsary to spark an interest in the group on sconomic questions, There have bheen
long periods of capitaliem when the bhoom-slump cycle hasn't been pronounced and
others when it has been very sharp. RR's thesis was that we were entering such a

. period. Must oppoge vagueness in economic perspectives — they must be used as a guide
to action. Vagueness was OK for those who had developed a knowledge of econonics bub
this meant the development of an elite."

On the Labour Party L RN
RR: The working class did have illusions in the LP, but these hag - been largely
overcones The problen was one of no alternative — we should be building that
nlternative rather than recruiting to the LP".

Two points arise fron Ri's contribution on econouic perspectives. tFirgtly — RR assunes
that the bagic analysis of an imnensely complicated situation can besinple. He confuses
scicntific work with popularisation. He confuges scientific precigion with definite,
cut—and-dried predictions (generally, in economics, nore a sign of' quakpery than of
scientific rigour). He - implicitly, at least - thinks éveryone can master every science,
‘he equates specialisation with olitisn. Without specialisation, however, there can be 1o .
sciences BRR hinself in his essays in econonic analysis is a sad proof of what such. .
attitudes lead $0. If a little learning is a dangerous thing, learning so 1ittle that it
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knows not its own littleness can be fdtdi-in'politics**,

Secondiy: ER notably says no more for his econoiic anslysis then that it "bent the stick'
ond was intended to "spark an' interest", I.e. he retrestod. Thig retreat was fhinde very
practical when RR announced at the ENC (out of the blue as far as the Steering Committee -
-were concerned) that he was taking a partisl leave of absence for some months (in fact it
was to be over a year) to do up his house on a council grant. -

One other issue coning up at the NO caused o groat deal of argunent and raised the question
of 'parochialisnm! in Boltoh once again. The Steering Committee had proposed that JO - who
had just then left college ~ should nove down to London to help at the centre., The group
was naking greater démands on the centre, the centre wasn't really able %o cope properly
even with its present cormitiients, and thus the centre needed more people. :

R said that the Bolton branch would suffer, and John Strawthér and John Cunningham said
that since the division of labour at the centre was so bad, sending further comrades %o the
centre wouldn't help. MI' spoke against J§ and - JC; sayirg their attitude was Mappalling”e-
The running of the centre is every comrade's cancerns If the centre is run badly, then
conrades should propose & new method of operation or propose the present comrades working at
the centre be replaced by others. It is a totally petty-bourgecis, parochial attitude to
say "Mhe centre is hopdless and we won't have our own local work hurt Tor the “ddke of trying
to improve it (See Extended NG rinutes in IB n0s15), :

Incidentally we should note that the DOF's claim (platforn ﬁ.41)_that bpposifion_to'JC”
noving to London was notivated by concern to train hin Tirst is pure invention. We asked
JC what he thought about this point, arnd he replied: o ' S

" "DOF's elain re ny training is basically just another forn of parochialism - where
in the organisation could a comrade get the kind of experience of work at the centos
and in Londens OK, =6 I'm not wearing & cloth cap, but I've probably learnt more
. in London that I would have elsewhere",: S : :

Long afterwards - at least until JC detailed evidence of parochialism in Bolton at the _
Joint ManchestarLBoltonFSC‘meeting at 1974 Conference - HR was to bemcan the lossg of JO -
not on the grounds of JC's training, but on the grounds of the unfairnessd to Bolton of losing -
hime In striking contrast, the same RR has never failed to express contempt and lack of
constructive concern for the problens of the Manchester branch which has successively had
SM, RL, MT, AH," JW, and SCy - all the Steering Committee bar BH - siphoned out of it.

AFTER THE EXTENDED NATIONAL CCMMITTER: PROBLEMS

After the Extended NC, as we've said, RR #ent-bn—éJpartial‘leave of absence. Bolton WF. . .
dropped to a low ebb, and there was little comumunication between Bolton and ;the rest of WF.

Rather than "campaigning against" Bolton WF and RR; the Steerihg Comittee tried to help.
John Strauther, '~ “ithen. recently moved up to Liverpool, was asked to give some aggistance to
the Bolton br&noh._Néither J8 nor the Bolton corrades, however, favoutred this suggestion,

As we've already noted, KR-was first asked %o act as regiondl organiser for the north west
back in 1972; not even KR, presumably, will ‘say.that, or the formsl NC decision in Msrch
1973 to nake hin Manchester regional organiser, was 'persecution', In fact, however, little
had cond of these arrangenents.,. S T :

THE QUESTION OF MANCHESTER/BOLTON FUSION

The idea of fusing the Maﬁbheétér/Béltén brariches was first put forward informally on
18th July 1973, and formally at the November 1973 NC. Sin¢e'various chargés of persecution
etee have beeh made, we will discuss'the metter in detadl, ' '

The Bolton parochialism duestion Wasfalreadynanfpld,One,“aaé We‘ﬁe seen, Nevertheless,
Eolton was until nid-197% en efficient branch, and we had hopes of the parochialism healing
peacefully and gradially. When the idéa of fusion was'first ai¥ed by 8M'in July 1973, he

did see it as pulling the Bolton comrades into a broader political arena where they would
have to fight the other left groups and emérge:from the cogy but artifieial world of Bolton.

** ‘There is a link to RR's SLL niseducation; which taught hin an iden of Marxisn as bho
philosopher's stone, &n ingtant recipe for universal lkmowledges :
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That was a congecilous consideration, but, initially, & secondary one**. The primary motive
was to help Manchester WF, which had been a shanblessgiore or less continuously,

. : The o¥ﬁqglsa%ﬁo%al efficiency and drive of Bolion could help, we thought; but there
waL g, ulso the7 roader gnd nmore sophisticated political scene of Manchester could prodde
‘vital nssistance to the Bolton comrades! development, as could co-operation with the more
experienced ‘and educated comrades in the Manchester branche None of thig figures even
renotely, theugh, in the DCP's account (pe37): the idea that political experience from
anywhers else could tesch Bolton anything is simply not considered. '

Jelning Hanchester was, however, stressed as primary. However, the very act of proposing
to RR - no%t for the first time - that Bolton help with the problems of Manchester
inmediately put the natter in a different perspective. He talked of the problens of
HManchester not only ag if it were a different group or maybe gomething on the other side
of -the Atlantic Ocean ~ but as if the Manchester comrades were some inferior sub-speciese
‘The needs of Manchester, the importance of Manchester to fhe group, the great possibilities
in certain industries - these did not interest- this National Comnmittee nerber and nominal
aren orgenisers The Manchester problens simply fed his = self-satisfaction about the
"fine situation" in Bolton {five members, though there was a big public neeting that
15ht) Thig snuﬂness henceforth entered as a major part of the problens of the area.

The idea - -of fusion was first proposed informally, as we've said, on 18th July 1973, .
by SM, after a publlo necting in Boltone In Neverber 1973, the situation being bad both
1n,Manchester and Bolton, it was raised formelly on the National Committee. That #.:s

NG referred the idea to the. next NC for further discussion, -

At the Decenber 1973 NG SA and VI fron Bolton and N¥ fron Manchester attended in addition
to the NO nerbers. After discussion the Dolton and Manchester conrades were not convineced
fusion would be a good idea, and the. proposal was dropped for the tire beinge It should be
said ‘that neither RR nor anyone else put forward the DCF's theory. that UThe motivetion
for the fusion of the Bolton and Manchester branches grow out ofthig canpailegn - (agalnst RR)
and the centre's desire to put paid to. the growth of opposition in Bolton" (DCF platforn
"1435) e “They could nét have done so; there was no campaign ageinst RR (or if there wad,.
where is the evidence, conrades of the DCF?) — ‘and no~one fron Bolton.had expressed any
pelitical differonces with WF since the Extended NO. : i

e

COLTION. Sense
Horsover, nenbers of the National Comnittee, or: anyone else with any poll%lcaT experiance

would' find the idea {hat fusion could be used to bureaucratically "put paid to" political
opposition laughables What do IS and IMG do. with opposition groupings? Do they try to
integrate. then into larger branches, giving bhen.a bigger audienge? No: thoy try to shut
then off in 1ittle brenches of their own, where their political crlt;clsns can't reach very
fare WF's approach, on the contrary, has’ always been to try to brl + political dlfferences
out and discuss them f fully, .

‘There is one thing which ManchesteruBolton fusion may fput paid to", if carried through
‘succésefully: that is Boltén parochialism. We plead guilty to wanting to "put pald toh
Lolton parochialicm.

Anyway, as welve salé, the conrades in the area didn't wapt fusion, and the issue wasn't
pusheds What was agreod was go-operation between Manchester and Bolton for educatlonals,
but uwnfortunately that neverreally worked out. (Like all ‘the other proposalg for
co~operatlon, ooordlnat10n¢‘.)

BA LY 1974 HOPES QF IMPROVEMENT

However, in the firgt nonths of 1974 it looked as 1f things were getting better. Bas Hardy
had been gent up fron London to Manphes%er for a period, and was giving a big boost to the

#* This was after the 1973 Conference but before the Bxbended NC. There was no possibility
of the fugion proposal being somehow &, part of engineering a defeat for RR at thé ENC (now
gould it De, anyway?) — by .. then it was. protty clear RR would be in a minority. However, it
wag a fact that the letters of RR to MD on the ecoromic questions had uncovered the
provincial backwater nature of the world of the Bolton branch. RR had, without any self
congeioushness, revealed (in a letter to the then Naticnal Secretary, not private correspond-
ence) that he had spent all of four nonths studying econonios. This touching naivety wag
possible only because RR's experlence hid been confined to a vackwater. Apart from his |
tine in the SLL, with its lack of any internal life, he had encountered only odd gtragglers
fron the various groupings on the left.

Fites i e WA B e o p L D
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work of the branch, In Bolton, activity increased round the Council of Actiond Andy
Shallico was recruited in ‘Fanuary 1974, and Ten Heyes'in February 1974. On 2nd February
1974 NI visited Preston to discuss with RR and Dolton o attend a Bolton branch nedtings
gome, agreenent seened to be reached on the need for avoidlng Allugions in the Gounoll of
Aetlon, and there were plans for all the conrades entéring the Labour Party.

At the Pebruary 1974 Natlonal Committee a long Polltlcal Resolutlon wes paseed, with RR
voting for it. Clause 6 of this resolution read: : .

NGenrades should JOln the Labour Party and seek to turn wards and YS branches
outwardses " ' - -

In the dlscu331on, TR gaids

NIn retrospect, RR thouzhi he wasg wrong oh the Labotir Party¢ The dlsagreements had
 never beeh riore than purely tastidal = BR was nover taking any ultre left line of
"totally disuisging the Labour Party; he sinply thought 14 was better to build up
independently a while 1onger before entering the LPs But given the- actual

_slulwmshness, it -does seen there wag a need to press before”

In Internal Bulletin no.18 (February 1974) there was an article by'RR orltlclslng an
cconomic assessnent of the situation written by JW which appeared in IB no. 17 (Decenber
1973), That too, desPlte the pontifieal. tone = ”the author allies hingelf with hourgeois
ccononigts and polltlcal commentators!; etcs ~ was a. good signe The Steering Committee did
not résct with any "hysterlcal and near-paranoid campaign"; we welcomed the article as a
gipn that RR was coning back a bit from his withdrawal from Workers Fight, and relatlng to
the discussions in the groups JW repiied to BR in IB 10.20 {4pril 1974), end we asked RR
to hake part ln,draftlng the . perspeotlves docunents for the 1974 Conference.

RR.AS STUDENTS' UNION PRESIDENT

“here wag- one- 1ncldent during thls perlod, however, which 1nd10ated something very wronges
BR stood. for gtudents! union president at Chorley Oollege, where he had started in
Septonber. 1973. Hls eleetlon slogans weros

"Mring a Serious Attitude to.a Sorious PositionM; and
- MFor e‘Mature"Pfeéident in a Mature Collége".

" The: Qg;x paxrt of hlS manlfesto which could be suppoded %o have the most remnate cennectlon
with sceiallan Was a asection which gdid:

e need rore female gtudents taling part in Unlon act1V1ty”

If we are to stand for paid official positions on that basis, what difference. is there -
between us and the reformist careerists? What will RR's platforn be this year when he
stands as Treaeurer? The presidential nanifesto was indeed parochialisn carried to its
worst linits} No-cne demonds that the election manifesto should have bristled with .
Trotskyist phrases, but RR should at least have stood as a revolutionaiy 3001a115t.

"BRy the demooratic centralist, did not consult the organisation ag such before pptting ocub
tthis manifesto, but we did find out about it in informal discussions laters It was a serious
failing on our part not to take the matter up at the time. Why not? Mainly because we
didn't want to harm the process, which seemed to be taking place, of RR recovering norale
and beconing reintegrated after his rebuff st the Bxtended NC.** We wore very wronge.
However, our nigtake was not in "campaigning against" RR - but Juet the opp031te, belng too
sof't w1th him,

LR SM 4id repeatedly urge the Manchester organiger . (NS) to take the natter up. ‘For . L
'MP, ' add three further considerations (none of them exousing failure): when first
ehown the' manifesto, I was sinply too ftaker aback to find anything to say; I was under the
inpression that the presidential post was & sinecure and the.election a formality; and then -
it meened to be too latewto do anything about the aocompllded fact of the manifesto.
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THE DECISION TO FUSE MANCIESTER/BOLION:  JUNE 1974

Tn early 1974, to recap, we were hopeful of rointegrating the BoltonVCCmradeé.‘RR‘was agked
o work on the perspectives docuwsent for 1974 Gonference and to speak ‘at the Labour Party
aohool which WP organised on 27/28 pril 1974, Ho did-neither, nor did he give any
apolopy or explanation. Oud Hopes proved unfounded. . _ o o
Manchester WE. declined again after DE returned to Londony and-the Bolton Gouncil of Action
broke up in bitter conflicts just before the February élection:*NeilfDuffiEldf-fthén
secretary of the Council of Actidén, but not a menber of Workers Fight — walked out of the
Gouncil of Action with a number of other people after his draft leaflet on the election had
 been rejecteds Labour Party work in Bolton did not progress, though qA was getting involved
in Rochddles . ' : . v =

] Y

civen RRVs renewed retreat, the sbaenee of lasting ioprovement in Bolton or Manchester,
o the fach Jack Sutton in Manchester had cone round to the idea of fusion, the June
1974 Notional Comitiee Finally decided to merge ihe Manchester and-Bolton branchess
"The decilslon was faken without long discussion, for the ginple reason that.the guestion
had been discusscd at some length alreadys RR didn't turn up for the NC. -

- The fusion.was,'lét us repeat, in no way a neasure "aghinst" RR or the Bolton comrades - it
was an attenpt to help both Bolton and Manchester WF, and to try to bring BR back into WE
riores However, the problen hed shifted further since July 1973. When fusion was firat put
forward, it was & proposal %0 merge the good points of both branches. When the decision was

fihally‘ﬁaken_a‘year later, Dolton was no longer efficient,, let alone."super%efficient"a

A% the WF Gonference in July 1974, & joint discuésibn_of'Maﬁchesfer?énd.Bplﬁbh;WF
merbers together with the Steering Cormittee was arranged so that. the lssues of T
_parochialisen and cliquien could be put:faifly and squarely before the conrades conecerncdes

. We put. it to the neeting that & clique had developed in Bolton. The tingredients! of this
. clique weres , ‘ L : :

'2) the varochialisn which had existed since 19725 T

1) RR's domination in the branch; :

o} RR's withdrawal from the national life of W

T he Open Letter fron Sue Arpall which appears in ID 10,22 records one resetion o these
ideass A number of comrades gquite sincerely found the charge of c¢liquisn aifficult to
undebstande ' ' o ‘ -

© FROM_PAROCHIALISM TO CLIQUISH - . -

Inevitably in the Bolton branch KRR doninateds In any circumstances:it-is inevitable that in
sifforent regions individual conrades will be influential, there will be local '1eaders’e
T+ is oven inevitable that there will be sub~groupings which should be honestly defined

as personal followiggsng.individuals.'So far, RR's somination of the Bolton branch is
neither extracrdinary nor surprisinge T ‘

Tt what prevents a political organisation fron being an anarchic coalition of local
ficfdons and spheres of influence? It is demooratbic sentralisn. Democratic cenbralism
engures that elenents of tpiefdon'-isn dontt disrupt the organisation, The infiuential

1 enders forti & national collective, discuss together, relate first and forenost to the
leading committees (except in extrene conditions of sharp differences and clearly defined
factions), -the local leaders act locally as agents of the leading committeess In shor't

the. influential leaders are-;ntégrated‘into a.collective which finctions in a disciplined
and denocratic way. Without that you do get Mwarlordisn', fiefdons, cliques, centrifugal
tendenciess C

After BR's seni~retiroent in mid1?973 nis domination in Bolton was less olear—cut. Even
then, however, it was atrong encugh to draw conrades who are not cliquists by normal
disposition and tenperament into defending RR against all eriticisms. Dut what was crucial
wag that with his - tretivenent! RR- simply was not integrated ‘into the national structure of
the organisation. Incressingly Bolton becanie an independent state ingide WF. Instead cf
the "fiefdon” %endencies belng an clement within o general democratic centraiist-
functioning, they became an ansrchic revolt against the organisation.

One exemple, LPYS work, will show this. After one year of the idea being alred, consideredy
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and finally subjected to intensive discussion, the group decided on entry work in the
LPIs (w1th‘work in the IP as a subsidiary, prinerily eined-at. helplng in the. youth work)
The Bolton comrades disagreed. Dut. under denocratlc centrallsm the declslon covcred thoso
who dlsagreed ag much as those. who agreed. ! :

Bolton was partlcularly inportent - in fact a keystone of, the strategy We Worked out.,”
We argued we should combine trench warfare with the 'Militant!: (unavoldable in gome areas
-and anyway educational) with & flanking movoment, building new LEYSs where "Militent! did
not contrel as our lndependent base. Delton and the surroundlng areas, where ther's was &
v&ouum, and we had people, was central to that stratogy.,,( . :

What happened? Nothing + The naticnal 1eadersh1p, trylng to coordlnate and. lntegrate a
riational stratesy, denocratically -desided on, found itself not in control of what.

happeneds True, JC's move fron Bolton created difficultics. True, the Labour Party may not
have been cooperatives, But it should ‘have been tested, with a serlous struggle, not a
couple of half-hearied sallies,

That ‘is one ‘exanple — but no small oney The rost favourable period foi entrenchlng ourselVes
ir the L.P.Y.S. and reaching worklng class youth wag the period ef pelarisation between the
Tory govermient &and the trade wiions: Resistanee in the LP was less; resigtance by working

" clasg youth was probably less, given-the general hatred for the Tories. Even ncw with
“Laboutr in power there are still opportunltles in the LPYS. But we are’ lacking in essential
-self-criticisn if we fall to record and. learn from the fact that through slupgishness and
- lack of deolslveness by the leadershlp, we have nissed serious opportunltles. § <

We do not Blame Bolton alone, nor-privarily. We blame the SC for slugglshness 1n general
and specifically in Bolton. Looking back now, seeing the missed opportunities, 1t is our
firn comviction that we. should have been ruthless with' Bolton, and RR. We should have’
-resisted RR's retreat and interminable leaves of absence, and brutally descended on the
Bolton branch to force the comrades either into line w1th group pOllcy or out of the groups

The ponalty for our fallure was the pruwth and consolldatlon in inereaged v1rulence of the
attitude in Bolton which saw any attenpt by‘WF outside Bolton to lnfluence thelr aot1v1ty
as 'hureaucracy',

H

A final element in generating the Dolton clique was RR!s. decision to set up as an.expert

- onecononiosy and his rebuff at the E xtended N¢. Here wo got political quackery, belief
on the part of RR in his own mission to free the rest of thé world from bourgeois method
in econonics, coupled with the usual symptoms which affect the rejected prophet; deprived
of the necessary honour "in his own country and among his own people" - feelings of
persecution, soon to be fed and cultivated by John Strauther,

Given all this we have had in Bolton a clique, which showed and shows 51gns of deVLlOP1n8
. “into a nalignant 'gult. Only this nalignancy has developed in an otherwise healthy body
whloh has resmsted its developnent and Wwill not h031tate to ‘regort to surgery if neoeSSﬁTY-

The cligue was not orighally a cllque dellberately constructed by telcing comrades oud;

of the nainstream of WF; it was formed initially thrnngh tho fact that the Dolton comrades,
dependent ss they WeLe on RR as their local organiseér and National Committee members, were
never 1ntegrated into the mainstrean of WF. We do not nean thet any of the Doltoen comrades,
aven RR," are 1ncorr1gﬁle cliquists. No. We hoped to overcome thE cliquisn and parochialisn
Ly fu31np the branohes. Dut it dldn't work, : .

THE 1974 GONPERBNCE

A% ‘the 1974 Conference, RR's w1thdrawa1 fron WP was very clears Although he “then clearly
‘disagreed with the WP policy on ths Labour Party (desplte his statenents at the Pebruary NO)
he said nothing in the gession on the Labour Party. In the session on orgwnlsatlon, he said:

"here wag ponrfusion (?) over the Labour. Party as a franework for actlvmty. Anti
fageist work should take prlorlty over IP work', - :

It Just o happened- that- Bolton counoll of ‘action:had now transformed 1tself into an -
Antl-Fascist conmlttee whlch Was the! maln area of work for Bolton WFa...

.
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The clearest example at the Conference of ER's:withdrawal from'WF came, however, over the

" elections to the National Comnittee, The history of suall revolutionary groups is

unfortunately only too replete with exemples of ludicrcid episbdes in factional struggie.
W# lies now added its own absurdity. Who ever heard of a comrede with a ninority position
refusing-to stand for the'leiding eommitfee a: short while before forming a faction,

part of whose'recruiting piteéh is that he is being persecuted by thOSe_ﬁhb tried to force

" URR was cléarly &b odds ﬁitﬁ"WF;‘He“wés WithdfaWEhg from WF. The poséibilities; fherefore,

‘were these: either (a) RR would be brought back inbo the national life of WF, -and the

%§$ges'ﬁoul&”boLth?a%hé&*@ﬁ%*pnffﬁia&lly; (b) BR wouid ledve WF; or {e) RR would Temain
in Wiy but neither a loyal nor a serious member of WF, thus becoming the centre’'of a
cliquist abdess 'in WP of ever-increasing malignancy. T

2

. BR was nominated to the ‘National Committeé.'ﬁé”refﬁséd,'saying there were uﬁdefined

#personal reasons's In the interests of democratic cémtralism, the conference, on SMts
»roposal, insisted that RR ghould stand for the NC. Unfortunately or otherwise he was
not electeds Conference insisted on the principle that it should decide whether he

dtood for the NC ornot) and then, having made the point, decided it didn't went hin on

the KC. Pgrhéps that reflected & mature and balanced judgments However it can only have
alisnated RR even more from the groups and John Strauther interpreted it all as a. plot
(Seg'section "The Persecution,..") T ' '

ER's withdrawal from WF was also shown ab the conferchch by his walking oub. of both-
- the -joint Steering Conmittee. ~ Manchester/ﬂolton meetiﬁgwand.the.NUT.fraction neetiiig,.
At "_bhe' S(}J’Iancheéter/Bolth} meetlng, ER, having conﬁfiﬁif.éq iidtla op _:nqthi'iigltb":vfhé
“dPscussion, left pleading "a headaché™: He showed his feelings by brushing pagt JC on

the way outy J0, you see, had broken the aliquist rules by discussing the ‘questitn of

Bolton in an objective way at the meeting: RS

Despite being the students' union president- at-a tescher training college) and despits
being specificelly instructed by the National  Committee to do 8o, RR has never related
consistently either to the WF student fraction or to the NUT fraction. He hag argued —
‘rerienber we are discussing & believer in democratic centralism, indeed a guru of - ‘
demccratic centralisml ~ that his dubies ag president prevent participation in the student
fractions This approach — either perspectiveless activism, or careerisn. {as per election
platform ~ ig possible only on a basis of no Idea of ‘& party-at alll Wheny recently, the
college planned a sit-in, he refused to $ell the local organiser, NW, about it on the
grounds of the need for complete secrecy, I8 and "Socialist Worker" knew more about the
sitwin than did WP, with a member as union president} '

HOW WE. TRIED TO FUSE THE BRANGHES

Afteflthe-conférane, we,sef_to pﬁshing through ﬁhe fusion of the branches as
harnoniously as posgible. 4s the attempt progressed, we were nore and more asbtounded by

the depth of the parochialism in Boltone ¢ .

The Bolton comrades never thought the fusion'was a ‘good idea. There were varioud problens
raised about.travelling distances (some of them real: but some of them obviously
artifichlly inflated - & glance at the map will show that RR in Tyldesley and .SA living
between Bury and Rochdasle are not particularly nearer to Bolton than to Salford.) Very
welle If that was the real issue, a rational reaction would be: "I don't think it's a
good. idea, but let's try it out and then we can reconsider after a while'.

Instead there was a continual=sﬁream‘qflcomp;aints againsfzfuéioﬁ; Initiéllj,.in 1973,

the fusion had been seen as a technical, organisational piece of ‘jugeling. The parochial-
ist resistance, linked to all the rest of the political problems outlined above and
elsewhere, transformed the question of fugion dnto a ma jor Qolificalﬁques$ioﬁ.

Were we a national demooratic cenﬁraliét organisétion,'or not?'We-séid Xes; and we set out
to fight for the interests of  the-group. Sone toirades raised concrete objections (e
IH’s_problems). RR said.wvery little, ag a metter of fact, His eloquence was of the silent
sort, but had all the forcs-of sabotage and passive Tesistence, — " £

With'the entry of ND & BM (sce below), tumescent with paroghialism and localist wide cid

nigeducationy the political‘importance of not retreating becane tparamount. It wids not a
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wmét%ex?df_séving,ﬁhé:SC's,hfa¢e" (oxiSM’s:“faceﬂ);,but:;A) of fighting ageinst parochialisn
-and .implicit federalism, and for a.democratic centralist WF; and B) of fighting to - .
- wiucate new and vigorous (and therefore potentially;valuable) comrades in WF politicse

Fusion ‘has been depicted as bureaucratic, arbitrary, artificial, destructive ~ the product
‘of a bee -in 8M's honnet and of the SC passively going along, This was JW's pictures A look
at the actual history shows a very different picture. We admitted in advance that "certain
« practieal problems, of a lipited and manageable scale, oxisteds It would certainly be less
coirfortal.le for the Bolton comrades. We never denied it Welgh those problems against the
political problems and needs, however, and they are jnsignificant, If in the, judgment of
the KC, the political development of the area, or of the DBolton grouping, denands such

an arrangenent, then the NC has the duty to insist on it, The degree of fanatical,
resigtance, lobbying, campaigning, sabotage (evoking g0 very much more activity and
iQterest than any other event in group life - even RR on Wonmen's Liberation comes out of
the needs of the Bolton situation!) has only made the NC and SC absélutely sure that the
problen had to be tackled. '

HNor wag it a:bee in soneone's bonnet, rushed through thoughtlessly. 4 year passed between
fusion being proposed and its being decided upon by the KC. Previocusly various formilae
‘had been sought:to get nore links between the Dolton and Manchester groups, to get each
one to help solve the other's failings (the original; untenable, area brenches; RR as
regional organiser; etc,) Contrary to the myth of the ”supermefficient" branch in the
period wp to the NQ's decision, Bolton had declined because of the general downturn, JC's
moving out, and RR's preéoccupstion with rebuilding his house. SA was certainly active on
a serious level - but afguably thete was as much case for her to be ih a Manchester branch
as in Boltony{In fact the sadred Bolton unit was, within itself, scatcely more logieal

than the present Mancheshei bfanch)é S S . .

Lecause of the decline in both Bdbon and Manéhester, SM was convinded for months before

the NC decision that fusion should be foreced through - that ‘things couldn't be worsee
He-didn't press it because some Manchesber comrades whose views he respected wore convineed
Fhat it would be.impossible or very difficult to work in & joint branch with od.
Rateliffe's pedantry and pretentions = even if RR's presence were nore token than real.

Hil”Zﬁfwas whentthings in Bolton 'and Manchester ot g0 bad-that Jack Sutton becane convinced

thét_fuéion was worth trying, and as a diredt result of that, “that SM propoged to the NU
{Jﬁne 1974) that the branches be instructed %0 fuses ‘ S N S

There followed a petiod of pséudé-fusion, the.old branches actually continuing as before
as "cells" and-a fictitious branch-committee (éomposed moreover of a 50% rotating. -
nembershipt) as a fictitous link.

In August SM was sent by the SC o reorganise the branch. Did he barge in with pre-
coneeived notiong and brutally override the local comrades? Make your own mind up. First
he consulted most of the comrades privately, including SA, RR, and TH. The diagnosis was
‘that what was wrong now was the fidtitious character of the fusion. The solution, to have
8 unitary branch with a proper branch committed, was asrrived at in discussion with i3,
and NW, the NC nembers for the ares, together with NS :

.Then two attempts £0 get discuééién‘of the problem had %o be ahandoned because of the low
attendance at the meetings, ‘ C '

On 7=9-74 8M gént out the following circular to the branch nembers: o e

The néxt meeting of the Manchester area branch wil 1 be held next Tuesday 10-9-T74
at . thé "Lass @'Gowrie", Charles St; off Oxford Rd, starting at Spm sharp, ,
This meeting, which will have ds the main.itemson its agenda  the reorganisation

of the brarch, is a "sumhoned" neetihg, That means that this apecial branch
meeting takes precedence over 21l other or routine work, TU branch, Trades Council,
Women's Lib, Anti-Fascist workt over everything else, Ary membey absent from this
meeting will face a fommel ehquiry by. the branch as’ to the reason, and if the

. branch congiders the explanation insubstantial will face formal discipline by the
SC, not exdluding placing membership of the crganisation under review for any
absentee whose explanations are considered inadequate, frivolous, or which' show

- a-lack of seriousness and responsibility #owards the orgenisation and its tasks
~in this périod, in the view of the hianch or the SCe-Where a "couple" are both
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Cdetibers of the branch, babysiiting problems will not be accebpable as a resson for

~ the-absence of either of the comrades. (The Branch.,could, in-view. of the large-

: number . of comrades with this sort of problem, usefully consider establishing soie
.sort .of regular creche; bul for this tiue comrades will have to make their own

| arrangements.)Nor will any other 'family' considerations or problems be acceptable
ag an excuge for non-attendance. In general there are far toc many "good and
adequate" reasons and excuses offered and too easily accepted by the branch for a
lack of revolutionary seriousness which almost anocunts. to a social democratic

" way of life in the branch. ‘

A "summoned" meeting is an exceptional and extreme gtep. As a matte of course

the organiser in a democratic centralist organigation hag the righ% to call such
~ a neeting at his or her discretion, In this case, however, heciiise of the
- umusually eagsy-going way = the branch (and indeed the organlsatlon) operates, the
'"SC has first been consulted and therefore comrades are thus sunmoned to this meet-
_1ng on the direct authority of the 8¢. This course was recomnended to the SC by the
. conrades présent at the neetlnp last. Thursday evening.
© . The Manchester aresz branch is, frankly, .in a state of chaos. In the last yearn
things have, despite some recent but 1nadequate inprovement, got worsé not better.
It is no nore than slight exaggeratlon,to say that we 81mp1y lack g serious polit-
lcal presence in the Manchester ‘area. This is showh in recrultment figures,
literature salegy brénch debtisy oredlblllty‘(or even organised 'contact w1th)
competing groupsS& At the same time we have under-used Tesources here which should
amnount to an’ exceptlonally effective branch. We heve in this area’ an indistrial
- _presence exceptlonal for any area of the country and even for ‘most other "groups"
. in nost’ othér area, The situation ¢f waste, chaos,: and under-utilisation of our
. .resources cannot be alléwed to contimue any longer. The reorpanisatlon of the
. branch ig'a ma%ﬁer of extrene urgency, The organisation” ‘and Mandhester especlally
is monstrously 111—prepared for the inrrinent big baftles in the olass etruggle -
and we haven't got all the time in the world. o

In addition to thé general problens that have long ex1sted the "fusxon" of the
ex-Manchester and Dolton branches has been botched, largely through 'compromises!
and evosions. Arguably the situation re: fusian is worse rather than betidre Cert-
ainly the gpirit and purpose of the fusion, as conceived by the NC, has beenn and
ms being frustrated. :

A1 the work now ‘beinj done - and much work E}&gne. the probiem is , that it lacks
ooherenoe, political direction and integration -~ T,U, work, Women's Lib. work, eto,
is, and must be, in the lagt analysis meaninglesg unless intesrated into the work
of building the orpanisation and fighting in the class and agalnst oom.petlnb
tendencies for WF politics. - -

-That is why this meetlnn must take precedence over all other con51derat10ns....

Four ssuriicned meetings were held, three devoted $o patlently thrashing out the problens.
No proposals relating to the problems' the NC was concerned with were .made by HRe SA -
proposed not & unitary branch, nor a Dolten/Manchester cell structure, but a multis
centred organisation; Salford, Bolton, Menchester, The problem there was we slnply didn't
have the cadres, » )

At the end of the third meeting a unanimous vote was carried for a unitaty branch (cdse
voting within the general NC decision that the branches should fuse). The vote for a
branch committee was not unanimous.

The fourth neeting, tc discuss the details, was the first ND attended. Timediately he
announced that he would fight the fusion.e. SM left Manchester and the'mesay discussion
continued, disrupting meetings, e¥c. obtcs From that came the eventual proposal for a
noratorium,. Throughout the 8¢ and SM pursued fixed aims ~ ending parcchialism, etce Dut
the means used wers alsolutely flexible. There were no bureaucratic methods usede. To say
thero were is to say that from the beginning the NC didn't have a right to decide. That
takes ug back %o the basics: & national demoeratic~céntralist orgarisation or-a federation?

A v

'INCRELSING—FRIGTION .

- ND's letter in ID 24 1ndlcates syplcal arguments agalnst fusion. ND gees problems and
inefficiencies in the branch. Right? Mdybe. But, dces he work out ideas %o solve those
problens? No -« he sinply concludes (thls at his flrst ever meetlng,mlnd you) '+the branch
mst be dissolved's = - ' o Sl
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But to many comrades that letter in IB 24 will appear relatively reasonable (though it is
full of factual errors ang. dlstortlons) ' The real flavour of Bolton, however - the quite
-hysterlcal hogtility to the 8¢, from a nember of about two weeks! standing -~ 28 to be
found in & letter ND sent %6 JC accompanying a copy of his ID article. Wé append this

- letter so that comrades will understard that thlnp% haven‘t appeaned to the - SC in the
sare 11?ht ds o most unlnformed nenbers..

‘The’ enCIOSed circular has been dlstrlbuted to the Manohester/Bolton branch,
‘and I have sent one to Joe Wright for inclusion in the IB} I am sending one
- separately to yourself and Andrew because you have bofh Tived in Bolton - though
~ from what I hﬁar were your opinions on the Manchester/ﬁolton fusion you muat
" have learned far less here than I gave jou credit fory S
L. Is it really true that you malntalned that work in Belton has been exabgerated,
. _that the potential was never what it was claimed to be?? If so your time in
‘Bolton ' was wasted and you mist have spent most of it in the wrong places.
I'm coming down hard on you John,- not-bedause- I-want to ‘alienate you but
. bacauge .T want to. try and shake you loose from the cloud cukoo—land of Gifford
. 8t The fog 1n that area mst 1ndeed be dense, it seens £o envelop all who £0
there ..

Think apain, Johnﬂ Your llnks with the working class are few and poorly
;develeped. Your world is the world of c %mlttee men, not workerse That is not a
-oondemnatlon, but merely a statement of? ct that there & a hole in your
revolutionary make—up, a hole,whlch 15 sadly ‘ghared by oo many of the people

. around Yol
The potentlal in Bolton ig enormous, The WOTK already done; though potwnarked
. by failures and thoroughly insufficient, is still a tremendous achievement. Sean
- “seems*to Judge 1t*completely frowe the point of view recruitment ~ a return to the
IS syndromes Whatever has gone wrodg hers in the past, fusion with Matichester
will only make worses Years of work will be whaated .and WP may well collapse
«here altogether. I'll say no mores Read the clrcular-

Thls, we migt remirnd our readers again, from a new menber of a! couple of weeks
s%andlngz obV10usly reflectlng BRa 7 v To T e

‘In those 01rcumstances, grow1ng friction was 19@V§ﬁab1e. “Bvery 1nefflclenoy and
failure in the branch beoqmes ‘a cause for in&reased frictions RR ‘and his co~th1nkers,

. inglead of Tocking-for, ways to ‘improve, the branch, use each such case as new fuel for

conPldlnt agalnst the branchs The fallures muitlply, and so do the complalnts..

THR QUESTION OF THE BRANCH COMMITTEE

»

“HR's attltude in that perlod can be 111ustrated by one partloular issue: the questlon of
- whether or not the united Menchéster—Rolton branch should have a brdnch comnittees The
case for & branch committée should be obvious for an experienced Trotskyist: branch
neetings of 15 pepple could not possibly discuss every dgtail -in full without becoming

" “hopeleasly bogged down, sc a smaller committee should deal with routine: natters, o
formulate proposals, etc. - SR

Pwo menbers of the. former Bolton branch, Ian Heyes and Sue. Arnall, put thelr obgeotlons
to a branch committee in writing.

Letter from SA to Joe Wright, 26.9.74.
" I am opposed to the idea'of a Branch.comuittee really quite gimply hecause I
-regard it as unnecessary (if 'we have.regular branch méetirigs) and harmful to
the overall ‘development of the Branch members. I,think that what happens is to
« encourage the growth of a central. few. who do all the runnlng about and worrying
- while the rest of -us cop out..."

Eetter from IH 10 the Natlonal Gommlttee, 2249, 74. ‘

ees 8ll this worl plus educationals and we are expected 6 accept that four
nembers of the branch are to he burdened even more by involving themselves .in the
branch committees The Bolton members feel this will curtail sur. aseotivities still
- furtherssess I deo have other reasons for opposing the Bransch Committee conception.
"I know from experience in Committees.in thHe.Trade Union movement that committees,
However good.their intentions; slways they end up heing bureavcratic, they tend
to make decisions for other members of the branch, the members end upibeing .

errand boys or girls ag the case may be,
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There is nothing partlcularly terrible in new members (in TH's case, .4 new member
reacting sgaingt experlence in thé bureaucratic GP) expressing such ideas. But it ghould
‘be . elementaryﬂfor gomecne with' any experience in Trotskyist politics to say they are

" yrodgme SA's argument is loglcalig opposed to any delegation of responsibility, lomically
as much within a national erganlsation as within a branch. The only logical form of a
revolutlonary organlsatlon on that baszs is a eollectlon of small autonomous local
"roups. ieee a Leninist, centrallsed party is imposgible

¥
+

The werk of coordlnatlng WE act1v1ty'through a -branch committee is not Just an. 'extra
. ‘burden’ - 4% ig necessary if the work in different area is to be integreated into a
coherent strategy. And to conmpare comittees. ih a revolutionary organisation with
eomm;ttees in trade uniong is wronge. Committee positions.in trade unichs bring
privileges with them - they often involve direct contact with and preszire: froi the
enployers « and they are based on a msmbership which is' usually largely apathetic and
inagtive, Commlttees in a revolutionary.organisation involve no privileges (just the
opposite, usually{) - rather than being the part of . the organisation most subject to
capitalist pressure,y hey bring together. the most experienced and advanced ccmrades, and
thus should be a politically- leading part of the'orgenisation; able to teke an
overall view withéut getting their vision restricted by one speeial ared of work, as

sindividual comrades will tend te do = and they are based on an,actlve and critlcalm
.minded membership. : . : ~ :

All “this should have. been eélementary for RR to point out. But what dld He do? He acted
ag & laﬂxer‘fer confused ideas. He devoted hlmself to’ produ01ng sophlstleal arguments to
Justlfy such idease

The parochlallsm of Bolton contlnued to show 1tself in other ways. For example, despite

anti-fascist work being the main activity in Bolton, not one comrade from Doltdn except

Sue Arnall (whose attitude towards WP has been a hundred times more loyal'than that of

other Dolton conrades) supperted the national WF mobilisations for anti~National Front

. denonstrations in Teicester on August 24th or in London on Septefiber 7th. There may have
~been some good reason for thig, but if so the Bolton comrades certalnly dldn't thlnk

it neceggsry to inform us.

THE RECRUITMENT ‘OF NEIL DUFFI&LD AND EILEEN’MURPHY

O 4.9 ?4 the'Steerlng Oonnlttee decided to admlt Nell Duffleld and Elleen Murphy as
probatlonary menbers of WFe The questior had been referred to-the SC beecause the local
corrades were doubtfuls ND and EM had a record of 1nd1v1duallstle,‘egoucentrle, and
dlsruptlve behaviour. Take for ‘example the episode in the Council of Aetlon.referred to
earller. Thils is how it was reeounted in & letter from SA dated 4 Ba 74.»

L Nell's leaflet was read out %o the (ouricil of Actlon meeting on. the 218t
_,yFebruary and rejected in-favour of an:-alternative wrltten.by Andy - (WF) and Steve
T (IMG) which said 'Vote Labour but continue to fight' -~ and went on to say fight

' in geveral concrete ways e.g. Miners, Shrewsbury 244 Bngineers; Raiimen, etc -

This was felt to te far clearer and more constructive and was passed by 28:3.

. Neil was 'insulted' and tendered his resignation as Secretary, saymnp he was

celearly not in tune with, the feeling of the Counecil’ ef Aet10n4 He was very

abugive towards members of left-wing groupSeeccss :

There was a further meeting on Feb: 28th (a Soclal) et whlch Neil and three of his
-supporters resigned from the Council of Action, saying it had become & talking—-shop
for left-wing groups out of, touch with the Worklng Glass. These fbur intend to

set up a 'Propaganda Group'..." . ‘ :

*

On another occasion, thwarted in some way or other ori the Trades Coun011, ND threatened,
without any authority at all, to disaffiliate his UCATT branch.

In the light of the record’elnce, the 8¢ was nlstaken to adnlt ‘WD and EM &g nettheras But
how our dscision can be-fitted into a scheme of 'parsecution!, of RR, we do not know. In
fact we have furnished RR with his most vocal énd energetlc supporters.

Why did we declde to admit ND and EM? SM had,wrltten to JW ag f0110Ws‘

Reparding Bolton, Neil and ElleenvDuffleld have applied to JOlni The Bolton call
L Hwan$s them to work for,a period with the:group. They.are somewhat odd people, but

FEE
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" .after a discussion with thet I think we should accept them as probetlonary nenbers
- They ares rather. humourless but: extremely serious comrades, and might make a
qualitative change 'in the Manchester dtea branchs There is a history of conflict

. between them and the:Bolton celly but it appeare_manegeable, and the Bolton.gell
‘18 relatively. objectives T found that the adblysis of them iven to me by Sue
*Arnall before I went to see then tallied with” Iy own 1npre331ons and was quite
balanced and fair, NW,» who'was there too, agrecs. They disiprés with us tver the
. LP tactic but are willing %o accept group. discipline on the matter. Given their
bitternoss on the LP and its record on the rents issue .in Bolton, thig is a major

i,step forward, I reckon, thougn there would be problems of app}loatlon becnuse -
they would. be v1rtually worklnp alone in thelr LP which is.not .good- glven.thelr

- reservatlonS. ) .

The najor Stlcklng p01nt 1s that they are 1nvolved in a theatrlcal group
. =(Elleen used to be an actress, Nell works as a carpenter in the: local theatre)

L and produce a duplleated publlcetlon,called 'Grass Roots! whlch is clrculated

free to about 50 people.whom they regard as close contacts, They want %o ,

* ' continue with that), and take the line that if WF demands that they drop it then
they would have to reassess WP becauge whatever: the general correctness of Wk,

“such a declslon would be so degtrnetive of their work that. they would have to add
‘it 4o the balande sheet and reassess WF (rather like us and the FI and our lodal
work: which is a fair enough argument except that the proportlons are all wrong
~ guch & decision by WP %o scrap 'Grass Roots! would even if stupid, as they
think, not have theimportance of,:sayj our differenced with the IME. on _the
General Strike otc.) There is a definite parochialism about this approaeh. Buti
ParochlallSﬂ 13, 1t seens, a. Jeculiarly Boltonian dlsease, and they dre no worse

~ fhan our own cemrades and in terms of serleusness in practical work oon51derably
,..better bhan all except Sue A, "

" We.sheuld not evadé the fact that on 'Grass Reots they are giving us an'
ultlnatum and that, T think, is thé main reservation of the Bolton cells In strict
,prrnc1ple, we might be inclined to drew 4. llne with them and say ro ultimatums -
the organisatior and the branch must decide on prlorltles and allocatlon of
resourcess I want to advocate a more flexible approachs

'Grass Roots', about 14 pages in 31ze, is little more than a 'bulletin' aimed
at a special milieu. There is 1ittle in-it-that couldn't zo in WF. T think we -

. should evade the ultimatum implications (wﬁhout pretending to curselves that it
doesn't exist) amd accept that they should go on with GR. How will it evolve
afterwards? Given Neil and Biléen's track record, I think that.once involved: in
the problems of the Manchester branch, as they will become -involved, then Grass
Roots will didinish in importance for them and be allowed to diesthey will use
wF (Nell is an excellent writer) and worry about the branch, not a vague collection
of 50 contaets. GR is vary mach a case of "their thing" Just as the Council of
Action tended to be ‘a substitute for a polltlcal Organmsatlon for them - until i1t
fell apart from 1nterna1 frlctlons and maraudlng expedltlons from the different
groups,

If we are flex1ble and dlplomatlo Wwe can ease them into the group and I think
they will be invaluable if we can 1ntegrate then. Sue A. whose opinion I value
“agrees about their probable development onee 1n (how the personal frictions will
develop I don't know: but thlngs couldn't be worse than now.in both Bolton and
Manchester) I gee mo pr1n01ple 1nvolved (remember ‘London Worker' .and . 'Northampton
, Volce‘¢) And the stréet theatre.’ group would, it seems to me, fit in very well

- with our oonceptlons of bulldlng? he Y3, turning. it outwards., Apart from the fact
that the Bolton comrades might want a v01ce ln 1t I thlnk the SC should deelde on

the lineg outlined abiove. .

We were wrong, not on.ND/EM but on the health of the branch. We sald 31mply "these

- people-are active and dedicated revolutionaries" (whzch,they'gggﬂ “Mwe. shouldl be-able to
integrate them". We, haven't been able to, We were wrong - in being too ready to ho;efor

the best, £00 s0ftses not-in being fbureaucratic! or persecuting anyone! ’ ‘

Where, specifically, were we wrong? In'this, that we.said the branch' should be able to’
integrate and.re~sducate them, and if we can't, vhen they offer fo.accept gpoup discipline
on questlons llke the Lahour Party, then we are very gick. We uhderestlmated, still, how
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sick the branoh was.ﬁ:}
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We underestimated how sick the branch was) desplte the fact thad the letter from SM to
JW already quoted ( .9 74) gave the followlngiEr from rosy ploture' C e

. comradess With Jack, Nacmi, ete I've gone through all the details of work/
problems/prospects/Failings etcs Proposals have emerged and these will be .
discussed at the Manchester cell mecting on Thursday, which we are trying tp

. turn into a full. branch meeting, though the ‘Bolton comrades dlsagree.a. Things

" really are pretty dire, I'm afraid, Naomi as orgeniger was seen as part of a .

 tean w1th Neal (Smlth)... This has never workedess . Naoml ig- actlve snd
other tomrades are, bub the ﬁhreads don't come together. Jack with his union
experience Would be the ideal organisers.s. The cléarest analysis of the
problems of the branch has come from: hlm. He has agreed to work'as a team w1th
W (iece help gnide.ber activities).' :

Not the least of the mess is that the fu31on has been botched and really the
old condition continues with the branches renamed 'oells' and also one or two

© dxtia meetlngs ddded as part of the preténce of fusiorn.s The nominal branch
comnittee has met once. It's Just ‘a fiction: thé various compromlses and
concessions AH agreed to to, placate Bolton Were a. grlevous ‘error, I believe
(Jaok agrees).

I plan, tc force the two cells into one branoh focused on Manchegter,neeting
regularly there, ere, concentrating. on-public meet;nge there ete. Bolton work ean

" be like Salford work (re: contacts what this means is obv1ous), in addition
there can be the oocasional public meeting etc. ste. ,

A majority for this i& assured, but Bolton will fight. I will be as gentle and
diplomatic about it ag possible - but no more compromigses in substance with the
Bolton nongensc. (Even the Bolton cell work as ¢ell work amounts to very little,
and they have only one respectable argument against full fusion: one comrade
would be late for most meetlﬂgs. They are even said to regard a stable branoh
authorlty to plan and organise the branch ase.. telitist!!) .

T'm not, I believe, making the mistake of making Bolton'the scapegoat'
stross it here because it is-the one avea where 1 may have . to (and if necessary

w1ll) invoke the formal authority of the 50 to change things. My perspectlve is
to get some sort of & mechanical functicning under way before 1 leave Lo
Manchester and then - Xeep close contact/superv151on. I got.a lot of things:
moving last March - which stopped when I leftaes That can't be repeatod. The
gréat tragédy is that while we are floundering and falllng etc. we have
really important resources umuged - for example Tan Heyes is site convenor
on hig job, two months after startlng ‘work} . :

Inoldentally this excefpt should.scotch the nonsunse that anyone (e.g. SM) has made
,Bolton or RR the scapegoat even for local  failings. It should also scotch the allegations
that clique ties exist between the SC and its "loyal" "followérs", Actually Neal Swith
could make a better case that the SC has persecuted him with harsh: :oriticiem than ean KR
But §S is a political animal, and, to quote J P Cannon on a similar topic, his "mother
tausht him not to whine when ‘he’ .gets hurt", or so it appeérsl -

We did not underestimate the potential problems with ND & M - and the fear of frlotlon
between them d@nd RR reads ironically in the iight of tle present elliance. (Ironlo enough

" in its own right, espe01a11y on the Women's Liberation question, given that ND & EM had
 already publiicly dencunced RR in writing as a male chauvinist - it ig, perhaps, a pity

that at that time ND had yet to develop his theory that a paragon of revolutionary virtue
like himself has a duty to punch male chauvinists, otherw1se ND & RR might have had
dlffloulty reachlng thelr present cosy alllance.) , , ' :

Put ~ amagingly -~ we did stilil underestlmate the degree, the depth; and the self—rlghteOus
incorrigibility of Bolton parochislisme We did not appreciate the utter and abgolute .
demoralisation of RR - who.irkially viewed the entry of KD and EM with some.trépidation,
though he agreed to it, as did all the 'Bolton .cell's We did.not appreciate. that he would
clutch at any support he could get and ensure that, far fron helping to tarn’ the branoh
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present each other with lawyerly arguments in defence of positions some of “them
disagree with!

This faction hag not emerged from any coherent political struggle or recognisable
line of political development - other than the politice~by~implication line of
Bolton cliquism; parochialism, and latterly cultism and RR's almost megalomaniac
'economic' gquackery. Their list of complaints we have, we hope, shown' to be
gelf=-centred a-political whinings. They hang together on disparate gripes and
grievances rather than politics. Thelr ‘platform contalns magsive elements of
sheor factional dishonesty..

Their accounts of the motivation for the proposals for fusion and the methcds
uged in pushlng it through are utterly false, as we've demonstrated.

. They slander the maJorlty of .the Manchcster branch now, as they have previously
used them. to feed a sick self-gatisfaction.

"Just down the road... there was a branch full of loyal followers...
As a group actlvely enpaged 1n the revolutlonary strugglc they
_barely functioned at all", ‘

v

Let us.see. Harold Youd founded the National Port Shop Stewards Committes. In
1968 'he’ fought a vigorous campaign against Powellism when even the best militants
round him were conceding to racism. For years he has fought for revolutionary
pOllthS on Salford docks, Jack Sutton has built up the union branch in hig
ho'spital from virtual non—ex1stcnce to the point where 1t is in the vanguard
of almost every important: natlonal struggle in the NES. Did HY and J3 do these
things because they are just mindless toadics of "the centre"? Can any of the DCF
comrades point to a comparable record? No — it's just that JS, HY and the other
Manchester comrades don't swell up withself-satisfaction, like the DOF, at
their own achievements (real in the case of JS or HY), nor do they howl

iike -the DCF when someone suggests a criticism or a different policy.

The DCF slander the majority. of the organisation, where it suits their neecd

to present democratically-arrived decisions as an imposition by a centre which
they describe as comparable to the Stalinist bureaucracy! (p.34)** On Labour
Party work, the DCF document declares (p.39): :

Y. the centre decided it was all the membcfshlb g faﬁlt that the

‘taectic had to he strengthened and now... 'every comradé to belong to
the LP and work actlvely in it as no., 1 polltlcal prlorlty'"

Fact 1: The thle NC membership, 1nclud1ng BR, voted in: Febrmary 1974 for a

~resolution stating "Comrades should join the Labour Party and seek teo turn wards

and Y8 branches outwards..."
Fact 2: The formulation “every comrade to belong to the LP and work actively in

it as no.l politieal priority"™ was proposed by Dave Spencer, and not in faot voted

on by Conference., It is not group policy. Group policy is that industrial work
ig.our no.l political prlorlty, and o : Llabour Party.work is seccndary to

that,

Fact 3: Thexﬁsolutlon that every membér of WF must work in the LP unless glven
NC of SC exemption was, again, moved by Dave Spencer, and passed by the whole
WF Conference, with no-one speaking against,

Apart from indicating the general level of honestv as regards "facts on the nart
of the DCF, this example is instructive as to what the DCF's idea of 'bureaucracy’
ise BV1dent1y it is anyone outside Bolton - trying to influence their own little

L
* we will- offer RR a deal on that one - 1f he w111 provide us w1th the comfort—
able countrv ww-—ve: Lhw woolth and the pr1v1leges of the Stalinigt, bureaucracy,

wo - i+ 30000t his oritItiem an that point. And in return we'll leave him in
#31ton to write the story of the CTLMGS wf +le ngents of the "Gifford Street

Archlpelago" without forcing him to experience 1lile in a Iabour camp or chained
up in +the dungeons -which John Strauther, at least, seems t0 iwngine exist in the
cellars of Glfford Streot! :
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plans in Bolton: Anyons; e’ it Dave Speticét; be it Naomi Wimbourne, be it the
whole, WE Coﬂfereﬂdé{fthat'tﬁies-fdudd that i dutomatically identified with the
The.DQFﬁcdmplagn.ind%gngﬁt1&;égaiﬁéﬁ chargés_df_pafdﬁhiaiismf:ﬁéﬁ:pdliﬁical"
oppogition, etc, without one single attempt to answer spécific charges that have
been made. They can't answer them, :
There ig ﬁﬁ'édnéisﬁéﬁﬁgﬁhﬁeadSof politics aﬂyﬁhere.“ L o
RR in Eebruary*1974 says he agrees with the WF majority on.the -Iabour Party - -
in July 1974 =siddenly announces that ‘Anti-Fascist work is.where it's all et — -
fails to' speak in the .Conference ‘debate on the . Labour Party - 'and now gomes forth
withrpageSwof'angry-denunoiation of the villainous 'centre'@which;hag impoged : :
work in the Labouir Party on WF. (Or, more to the point, on Bolton. If we would
only leave Bolton alons RR would probably ignore a raiding expedition by the

majority of the group into the Young Liberal organisation!) o _
‘BR" in June 1973 comes ‘forward .with a document on'économlc 'perspectives which two
months later he 'says.was just "to bend +the stick" and "spark a debate". When
agked to collaborate on the perspectives document for 1974 -WR Conference, he :does
not write a word. When he receives PS's draft Economic Perspectives document at
the January 1975 National Committee, he does not even bother to read it before
announcing that PS's doocument represents “bourgeois method" and that he will write
a factional counterblast to it., He then describes his 1973 document as “the
correct Marxist perspective",

During the real struggle to get over the ideas of women's liberation in WF (in
1973) the minutes show RR as uttering not one word. When he sees a conflict
between Sue Arnall and the WP leadership on the question of housework, RR jumps
in with a lengthy screed in defence of "the ¢lass of women" , attempting 4o

rut words in SA's mouth - and reactionary ones too,

In 1972 RR declares that the comrades at the centre '"need not undersgtand moreg
thoory' and preaches mass work and activiem., In the DCP platform he endorses
the view that 'theory is the strongest practice' and pours scorn on ideas of
building a mass revolutionary party.

Originally RR responds to the regroupment initiative with conservative
suspicion, and ND refers to the RMC as "Handley and his cronieg = they only call
thomselves the RMC when it suite their purposes™. In the DOF platform regroup=
ment appears as the big chance for the "renewal of Marxist method and politice",

In no way does conscious Bolshevik politics guide BR or the DCF, But if there is
no conscious politics, there is a definite class coloration. There is the petty
bourgeois attitude of pride in the local 'shop'! you have built in Bolton, in
tyour very own' correct Marxist perspective. It is an attitude which leads only
to the disrupition of any democratic centralist organisation. Trotskyism historic—
5lly arose as & defence of iniernational socialism against the nonsense of
'Socialism in One Country'. We at the moment fight the seme fight on a more
modest scale ~ against an implicit programme of "Socialism"{?) in one suburb of
Manchester!

WHERE IS RR GOING?

RR is in his own way another Ken Stratford, about whom in his time RR was
witheringly contemptuaus (IB 7). Both entered the group at a time of furious
activity when we were being exvelled from - IS and many new people cnitered.
Many new, unknown and inexperienced people were brought onto the NC in those
early days ~ people who appeared impressive and represented gomething politically
or even a geographical unit. Like most comparisons, whether with Burnham or
Proudhon, the one with KS is even flattering to RR. KS has at least a record of
sticking around in politics, if only nominally. For the first nine months of his
membership of WP he worked seriously and hard, with dedication and considerable
personal sacrifice (he was urmemployed and worked full time For the group). RR
was less active, less dedicated, anything but self-gacrificing, though he lasted
a bit longer than KS until semi-retirement in mid-1973.
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He retired, hurt, baffleéd,; and without .either the ¢onviction and the-courage to
fight-the. oentre,'or the tevolubtionary seriousnessi and. dedicationto:gubordinate
himself to the majority. He has played little part in the life of the: o group gince
19733 even a remarkably small part in the discussions on a unitary branch in
September 1974 in Manchaster, But now he has. been galvanlsed into a decision teo
form the DCF, o .

Propped up on one side by John Strauther#*, drlpplng poisonous. paranomd nongense
about a conspiracy against him into hls*ear"and on the other by ND ard EM who
are their usual ego-centric; and hysterical, but extremely v1gorous sglves,’ ‘RR
"igads® the "DCF' into battle. The spectacle reminds ‘one of- nothlng so much as
“the smtory of E1 Cid, ‘dead but propped upright in'a suit’ of armour and tied to

hig gaddle, "1ea,d1n,gff the medleval Castllllans 1nto battle against the Moorlsh
hordes‘ : - . : i

Except that the Castllllans Won, and the DCP can do no more than soatter 1tself
in Tutitity in all dlrectlons -~ Strauther perhaps into the IMG, ND (Who now
‘Holde the reins of RR's horse!) god knows whereds..” “Arid RR? However alive E1 Cid
must have looked when the horse was moving, 1t stopped eventually. So did he...
But let thp dead bury - the dead'n we have an organisation to bulld'

%% “‘* K2 N R .
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AFTERWORD' THE. QUESTION" OF OLIQUISM

N °.’oeams of unusual effectlv snoss may. form as a result of working closcly
togethor in dlfflcult ‘situstion or during . sharp outbreaks of the olass
struggle. .(But) Théy servé ag models only so long as they clearly advance

v the party's gencral volitical positions, IT they do not do this, if they

comz to feel that they constitute a special up,, & gt the tergsts
* thu parﬁf ag a whole,y thotle . s, %t becoﬁes a c ro P f%lnanson- %ﬁ gern 8{

Gllqulsm is especially complieated to recognlse preclsely in practlce. The questlon of
cliquism relates clogely to the problem of.building your own little bit of sboialism now
and to the view of the organisstion as = haven here and now rather than a Fighting army of
“the proletarian vanpuard on the march. Its essence is the same sort of subjectiviem - in
cligue situations, persomal relationships, mutual adjustments and accommodations over-ride
political considerations, wholly or in part, eplsodlcally or regularlys. The effect on the
internal life of a revelutionary orgenisation is a variant of the effect of vmprincipled
comblnatlonlsm, as defined.by J P Cannons’

The opposition is the worst and most dlsloyal of all types of factlonal
: Tormations in a revolutionary workers! party: an unprincipled combinations
~~  Combinationism is the worst offence agalnst the party because it cuts asross
© the lines of political prln01ple, it aims at an organisational decision which'
leaves the political and pr1n01pledxisputes unclarified and undecideds Thus,
.o ingofar as the combinationist stwuggle is euccessful, it hampers the education
of the party and prevents a solution of the dispube on a principled basise
Unprincipled combinationism is in every ease the denotation of potty bour~e01s
politicses It is the antithesis to tho Marxist method of political strugg
(‘Struggle for a Proletarian Party! pe31

It could, perhaps, be said that unprincipled combinationism is cliquism on a large scale,
. except that at least. the different political positions are known and defineds In adique
they‘are usually blurred over - for a mmber of possible reasona,

Cllqulsm is difficult to define precidely because it takes elements nornally present to a
pernicious point. People normally form friendships, nermally accommodate, often leave
aslide nuanceg of dlfference in-the 1nterests of ecollaboration. against a major commorn.

enay or in practlcal work etc. We've noted that inevitably individuals will have verying
degress of influences A clique, however, is present wherever mutual personmal adjustments
or tolerance of failings etc. reaches the level that it overshadows and overrides the -
dictates of politics, ratiomally and riscronsly worked out according 4o the néeds of the
classa struggle and. of the organisations : : .

The pOllolCS becomes sscondary, position,is traded off for posltlon, the prime . coramm
becomes to hold on to - each other's hands - and sacrifices are made in.terms of popitiocal
clarification to maintain the personidl.relations.** Again, thig is only a malignant
extension of something normally present — within any. team, there will be. specialisation and
comrades will defer to experts ~ for examplée on a complicatéd economic analysisa.

To recognige the point at which the normal and not necessarily unhealthy elements of
personal considerations, friendships, mutual adjustments, etcs cross -over-into cllqﬁlﬂn =
those elements dominating over political needs, allowed to work themselves out logically

and fully - that is difficult in most cases. Cliguism exists Jin all sizes and degress.

It requires a degree of experience to recognise - and people nay be drawn into - -clique
relations without being aware of it. Thus sorie comrades in the old Bolton branch objected
“to the suggestion there was a clique. In Tetrospect it would have been better to say
elements of cliquism existede. But already at the joint meetlng held at the Oonference

nlne monthy ago soine of the looger talk of Bolton eliquism was, concretlsed 1nto a conception

[

#* To give a very crasg example .from Bolton; at .one of the .discussion meetings SM said
something to the effect "let's try so-and-sé and see if it works". RR launched into a

tlrade dgaingt 'emplriclsm' ~ and in return received one agalnst ignorant phrasemongerings
Later "in. the mesting I said pretty much the same (there aren't all that many ways of saying
it!) RR kept absclutely silent. It would be nice to think he had taken the point, No - he
was avoiding stepping on IH'g toess Yet a serious man in RR's posltlon would have regarded
SM as incorrigible and would have been ten fimes more interested in correcting IHe .
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of the elements of cliquism arising : A) because of RR being surrounded by mainly
inexperienced people; and B) becsuse of his lack of integration into the leadership of the
organigation: the result being an immature branch resting heavily on the personal
domination of one individual, himself inereasingly alienated from the leading bodies of
the group and leaning for support and personal consolatlon on. hls 1oca1 comrades.

SA was mystlfled and argued that RR was less dominant- than.we thought. That was,—by theﬁ,

- ang fora: whlle prev1ously, true because of hig 1nact1v1ty. But cliquisi is much more

compllcated. - Qotivades cdfl be drawn Anto’ defendlng RR-and a reglonal groug*wlthout
"1051ng the’ power of cutting loose, But still being talnted by the egsence of cliquiem

' ‘the - predom1nance of persenal relatlons, loyaltles, defencé of individuals or a 'branch!

at the sxpense of politics. By, its nature: oliquism is 1ns1dlous, sep01ally where
eography prov1des.a natural funit! and a franeworko SR

It would have been’ better if the Bolton 81tuatlon had been analysed more concretely before
the last Conference — it is, we repeat, 'a fact that the Bolton/RR situation has revealed
=1tself o g in layers. Slnce the conference the elements making for the transformation of
"*the~011que into a culi have been recognlsed ag 'of increasing importancd, Previcusly we
had. simply obgerved. ‘that personal relations (CLrtalnly before RE lapsed into semlnretlre—
ment) predéminated. This fact dppeared of grestér or lesser importance according to the’
general situation. It only begen to appear pernicious with the opening of the battle
againgt parochlallsm and - agalnst RR's retreat after 1973 to dig his own cabbage patch,

Today lt ig blatanﬂy obv1ous - or should be — that RR is not the gulleless and unwitting
centre of a cllque, but is en active 1awyerh in search of clienits - nothing else ecan explain
thé ‘sudden interest in women's llberatlon and the productlon of the pu5111an1mous rubbish
he has olrculated. ; : . e

Befone it was less 0bv1ous - yet the SC (w1th the partlal exception of JW ) never doubted
tHe existence of cllqulsm. Why? Because .WF has a lot of experience with cliques and cliquism
It was: this-experience that ‘persecuted' RR, that rose up ageinst first the cliquism, and
then the incipient cultismi L

Since it is our purpose to compensate for having to write on the unrewardlng topic of RR.
and ‘the DCF by providing some educational maﬁeriai, we will dlscuas the main experlences
of the group with oliques and cliquism, : e -

THE ENTRY INTO IS, 1968

1) .At the very start of the oup, we suffered a spiit over the questlon of’ enterlng IS
of half the Manchesteér grovp (four out, of eight) This was & politically nobivated split
but it took the form it dig because. the four comrades related to each other as old friends
and a85001ates Tirst and foremast and to WF second. The WH group was only Just taking
shape — but the loss was a serious one (one of the foup had 17 years' experlenoe, another
had been on the Natlonal Commlttee of the YCL)

THE CARVER CLIQUE, 1969 TO 1971

: 2) F&om early or m1d 1969 ra cllque around’ Glyn Carver existéd w1th1n.WF - and was. soon
recognisetl and named as such. This clique -had vague politics; its members went together as
a femily with GC as clan chieftain, At each juncture, personal likes and animosities cut
acrosgs and p01soned the atmosphere of the group, : debllltatlng it polltlcally. At all points
the elique had hangers on (e Eeo Geoff Hodgson) or relatlvely 1ndopendent ‘associlates (e.b.AH)
They would,have spllt the tendency a number of tines. but for the fact that they hagd close
links with AH who - with one n@mentous eceptlon - behaved polltlcallz towards the group.,
The. clique was fund&f;ntally a family Clrclu of admlrlng frlends round GC. . ’

Its fate was to split from WP in FJuly 1971. Tt 'politics® at the time of the- spllt were
bagsed or oné main plank for the Tendency = opp051t10n to the- tall ' for a-General Strikel

e Rverything else was to be matter of a-‘series of campaigns against the IS leadership, GG now

functions as an IS hatcheb man, appasrently with Maoist overtones = but the polities were
ever unlmportant to hlm, .especially. the nuances. -

TEE_JONES-POLAN, CLIQUE ' j;ﬂL'”””7 ‘ LT

. b .. ~. ol SR ‘ . ‘. i '7 . . 3 P o
A.t@ird p;iqug of.a differgnﬁ,Physiqgn@myt?whlqh split in the ilmmediate wake of the Cayver
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clique in.July 1971 was the Jones-Polan clique. Ostensibly these weré more political
pecple, and though we' recoghised.the clique element there was never much fuss made zbout
it in the group. (In coptrast,: there wag permanent warfare between aM and the Carverltes
from late '69 until the spllt, with AH usually . as: con0111ator.)

But they were a oYique -all right, and moreover one not confined to members of WF. They’
were a group of IS members who rélated to each other as mutual friends and carping critics
of IS, Ted Jones, from:this grcuping, joined WF, and Tony Polan, given the job of
re~educating him, instead got drawn into their clique relaticnship; Within a short time

a grouping with ramifications even cutside IS (Roy Tearse) existed,

T hey " put forward politics, at first tending to capitulate to- IS, later an 1ncrea51ngly
passive and sectarian negation of 1S, However they never functioned in a dialogue with
the WF' groupe They had their own dialogues, in which they reached their own positions to
defend before the rest of WF. They had their own prestlge—con5010usness, the need to keep .
face amongst themselves against the rest of us. Even when they were putting forward
political positions meriting dlscu881on (and unlike thé Cerverites they aiad) there was
never a dialogue - just frogen positions based on persornal relations and not -

on -declared on previously worked—out principless They stood somewhere between a tendenoy/
faetion and a clique. Certainly we lost Polan because of his being drawn in to the cligue.

Ultimately theyparalysed the London WF group, and were responsible for the terribly wesk
state of London WP at the time of our expulsions Yet the polities were never spelled out
and only emerged plecemeals Eventually they scabbed on us during the fight against
expulaion in 19714 In due course they were expelled from IS in their turn. After the
_8plit of the more active elements, round Yaffe, to form the RCG, they are left leading

‘a looge growping similar to the 'Militant' except that it is so p3881ve 43 not even to
be active in the Labour Party or to produce a publlcatlon. -

THE LEAGUE FOR L WORKERS! REPUBLIC

The final exam le is not of WF but of the LWR; our former assoclates in Irelaﬁd. Because
of the (Dublln geographlcal matrix, this has a lot in common with Boltons It:is also
important becouse it shows that a clique in its essence can exist despite frlctlons and
even bresks’ in the ¢ommon front. :

The ; LWR leadsrship (Basil Mlller, Carol Coulter, Paddy Healy and others) afe a clique
formation becsuge time after time they subordinated pelltlcal differdnces to the need to
stick. together, to the exigencies of &4 common prlde ‘before a hostile world, to fthe needs

of a nutually dépendent division of labour, Within that there weré, inter alla,
relations of dohabitation between two of them, bitter- reorlmlnatlons, expressed but
qontained political. dlfferenoes, ‘etce ¢ K

Yot the glVen deflnltlon of given pe0ple was never to he - questloned. Posltlon wasg traded
for position, Whet one “of the trio vas galvanised ~ by WF - to fight a variant of the '"Two
Nations' theory (not one with the pro-British’ politics of the B&IOO), PH Mchanged" his

position in a weekend, without any accountings They nesded each other and they hung one,

- They s$ill dos Like the Carverites with IS polltlcs, they eventually blundered 1nte the
obscene politlcs of the OCL, :

'OI\T CLIQUTSM: CONCLUSION .

“Polltlcs, honestly dlscuSSed, openly thrashed out w1thout fear of the. consequenees and
without favour to personal friends - that is the flrst orgenisational law of Bolshevisma
Without recognlslng it you wind up with & mess, no; clarity, amd thus no possibility of
layln or nalntalnlng the esgehtial programmatic basis without which a revolutionary party
is 1mp0331b1e. Clmqulsm 1S'the énemy of eVGythlng WF ex1sts to aehleve¢ .

* ¥ ¥ % k. ;* * * : * *

APPENDIX s SECRETARIAT NINUTES 20~1 75, OoN ND & EM '

The deolslons -on ND -apd EM must .be carrled out to the 1etter. Discussion on hoy’ tc
Anormalise! Brangh life. Pessimism that frictioniis over and done ‘with; need fora balance
sheet res NI and EM. The Branch and the state it 1s in. 1s the problem, net D and M
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nevertheless the.unhealthinesg-ﬁpoused,op and. expressed itselfvmost tlearly in:the
- activities and attitudgs,of.these-probatibnary;members.uHaving let then in'and so far
proved unable to either cortain, re-educate, or assimilate them, it did.not follew that

we should pay for it by an endless series of disputes,

Nor should each ‘incident! be taken in isolation and on its merits: the record as a
whole must be kept in ninds The letter to the NC from "The Five! indicated clearly that
they had merely abandoned an indefensible-political position in favour,of !ki mishing!.
in the woods and undergrowth of legalities and petty criticisms of the .Comnisgion's -
report: that augured badly for the future - even assuming the good faith of ND -

in self criticism. Within the Branch 3M appears to be conducting a personal vendetta
egainst M@, 0 . o S - :

DECISIONS: necessary to define and spell out what probationary membership means- in herms
of apprenticeship in the politios of the group < the formulain the Constitution that
probationary members 'have all rights! efci was adequate in most cases, but did not -
spell out methods of education, subordination; etes Glearly inadequate to the D and M
case given their political attitudes, undisciplined behaviour, tendency towards
f‘pgrsonalising issues; etcs Therefore the leadership of. the organisation had either to

‘Tet the situation contimie to fester or gpell out concretely what probationary membership
" méant in the specific case and conditions of the two comeades in question, -

SM shonld write in as comradely and unprovocative a way as possible; but nevertheless
making;it‘abéolutely clear to both comrades that their contimied metibership of the -
organisstion, depended on accepting the status of apprentices in WP poldtics - genuinely;
that. in practical work the decision of the Organisor {and Agsistant Organiser:’ see below)
have the character of directives for them, whatever they may think on the igsues; and
that if there are so many disagreements that it leads to.permdnent and wide-scale -
varfare agaihst group decisiong » then they will have to tccept an interpretation of
Yapprenticeship! as meaning that they learn from the group, and'to a serious degree
suspend thelr own judgmenti if they can't do that then they, as well as the Socrebariat
end 5C, will have to consider whether or not their joining WF was a mistakes

It was decided that in thoevent that there is any disagreement in the Branch on the form
of the letter of apology which ND-has sgreed 4o address to T.Handley, the mabter will bo
referrod immediately to the SC, which will take a final décision on the issue and if
necessary draft a letter which ND will be told to sign -~ the purpose: the NC resolution
containg the geed of. another interminable Branch digpute on the text of ND's lettéireess
That Jack Sutton be appointed as Assistant Branch Organiser was also decided, for the
following reasors: if we are reduced %¢ a sitvation where the relationship of cds, M and
D to'the practical work -of the Group is one of being given formal ingtructions, then
confusion can arise; or cen be resorted to, along the lines of 'one NG member says thisy
and another tha!, therefore room for evasiveness etc. A hierarchy is necegsarys the
Branch Organiser and-Assistant Organiser decidé - J8, by experience, commitment, etc. is
‘tie obvious choice for this situations He may also have the efféct of depersondlising,
things & littlé, T o L T
Finglly it was decided to recommend to the SC that in the event of rew disputés, conflicts
and incidents with cds. M and D the procedure should be as follows: tho opiron of the
Branch Organiser and Assgistant Organiser be asked for, and in the event that it is against

ND and EM the SC should summarily suspend them from meibership, s

COMMENT : Self evidontly these decisions are of such a character that they require endorse-
nent. by the S0 to'becomé‘bperétiﬁék“ﬁhethérlthe'SG‘ehdorsésv$hesé'decisions or not the
Secretariat believes-it to be its’dity to grasp the nettle and to begin £o come to terms.
with sorting vut, the Manchester ‘situbition chos and for &11s Some comrades ray find the
proposal that:in the final analyéis-t%_Eigggﬁg%gﬁgipyqf ND and EN to W and JS. should bo
reduced %o one of having to take ordersy =0 does the Sceretariat - one meiiber of which
has spent a good part.of the last.four/m ths attempting €0 = conciliate the Manchester
'"dissidents' and was responsible for recommending to the 5C that ND and EM be. accepted,

We must however think of the only alternaiive = that there 1s 8 never ending and
progressively multiplying number . of digputes which paralyse the Branch. Nemmally in a
denoceratic QéntraiiéylQrganisatioqadisputesvarewsettled,by;reaSOnableidisgussibn. Sometihes
after formal thrashing, out of disputed.isgues.a:minority, repaining undéonvinced,” is
constrained to accept mejority discipline.
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In the case of forceful, unecducated, und1501p11ned, personally antagonistic- {tothe
responsible leaders of the Branch) probatlonary nembers who behave like ND and B, angd,
especially where they:do rosponsible public work, then you either expel them, have
endless dlsputes coupled. with no publie discipline - or you reduoe demooratlc centraligt
relations to strlct formallsm and 1nslst on absolutely formel discipline. :

“Phe second’ pOSSlbﬂlty 4g = 1t is hoped the:NC agrees - absolutely ruied oute Expulsion is
undesirable and may-be zveoidible - we should do our best, short of 1ett1ng the Branch
disintegrate, to avoid it. That leaves only & definition of the position of ND and EM

as ong where they do what they are told to do.- argument second; formal diséipiine firstas

The ‘definition of their apprentlceshlp status as meanlng that. if there are a whole and
uldespread range of differences then they must attempt to learn from the group, as
opposed to making war on its positions: how does this relate to.the right of forming
fagtions and tendencies? :

T here is no constitutional ilimit to such rights - in fact there ig not even a congtitut-
icnal definition of a faction (not to mention distinciions between tendencies and. factlons)
Certainly it is a denial of the right of ND and M to ignore entirely the duties of - '
-probationary members; it is to deny them the right to counterpose themseclves in the _mxf
they have done so far to the leading bodies of the group. As such 1t is an attempt to
limit the rlght to - in ¢ffect — factionalise.

But then that rlght is not neant - o protect new and probatlonary membérs who behave as B
HD and EM _heve done. They .did rnct enter W as a tendenoy - and, whatever the varlous .
ratlonallsatlons they resort to, the issu&s-are not fundamentally polltlcal. There is no
reagson, for example, why twoe new people should not join and argue with the group p031t10n
ony. say, the LP -~ while carrying out the line in practlce. When people join and there is
.a general eruptlon ef disputes, 1nd1501p11ne, abuse of the leadlng bodies, hate. campalgna
wage& against such as WW -~ then definitions.of rights and duties 1nterpreﬁed in the light
of the actual drcumstances are called fore Thus the Secretariat decision, It should be .
added that the situation with thess cds. is not ore that is likely’ to occur vexry often,
but the product of a freak eombination of weaknesses in the local Branch, problens of the

national leadership, and the personal characteristics .of the twe comrades concerneds
LR T S S T T T R L .
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APPENDIK:E:_LETTER PROPOSING.THE EXPULSION OF RR

Dear cd. Ratcllffe,

. " The Secretariat noted your sp@Och at’ the" prewconference with RMC on- 23—3 75,
when you alleged ‘that W speakers wole 1ndulglng in‘dishonest distortion -of RMG
positions; that’this method of “polemic was was typical inside WF, that you hoped thé
RMC cdss would fight back; that, specifically, WF spoakers were dishonestly misrepresente
ing the reasoﬁSrwhy the' RMC was reluctant to join with WF; that W@ speakers' nethods of
argument were directed at dlstanolng the two tenden01es. : :

““We: have further noted:
. a) The NC meeting of 19~ 1-75, at whlch iy atﬁltude to”RMC was discussed, and
decisions made, with you prosent, WF tactics on 23-3-75 flowed from those NC decisions.,
b) The national WP.ciroular of 6- 375, stating, in relation to the pre-conferences
"Wormal rules of democratic centralism will therefore have to apply to comrades
in the 'Democratic Centralist Faction', The only relaxation should b& that (as previcusly
~agreed with RMG) comrades may express their individual views on the questlons on - the
agenda,- even if those views are not WP magorlty views,. prov1dea thats (a) oomrades make -
it clear they are expressing individval . or minority viewsj not WP majority p031tlons,
(b) theviews are. prescnied-in an obJectlve and comradely :fashion, without personalising
or factlonallslng. This means that raising internal organlsatlonal questlons of' WF,
factional denunciation of other WP membersj organisational obstruction of WF'tactics at
the pre~conference, or dlstrlbution of factional materialj must all be considered as
contrary to democratic centralism; and: warranting imnediate disciplinary actioh. None of
this, of course, restricts the freedon of internal’ factional rights ingide WFY. :
This ciréular was sent out im-plenty of tlme for any WF metiber who wished to
appeal for a reconsideration of this rullng to dosow . ! :
c) The cautus of WF-cemrades present held’ during the midday break on 23«3-T75.
At thig catcusy with you present, WF tactics for -the afternoon of 23-3~T5 were discusseds

o) The fact’ that the RMC, by refusing. dlsousszon on-the resolution WF presented
to the- pre*conférenoe, ‘had deflned the 31tuat1@n as one 1n Whlch all the organlsatlonal
barriers remained ups - B ' ‘ i :

- In view of these facts, the Secretariat decided to suspend you from nmembership
and to propose your expulsion at the NG on 12-4-75. You are charged:with disloyal
factionalism in a public situation where it would so most damage to the organisation.
Your speech amounted to plain sabotage of cur work towards the RMC, who, ag you must
know, are morbidly suspicious on organisational questions. For any member of the group,
let 2lone a BC member, to publicly slander the organisation, to publicly parade your
delusions of persecution, is intolerable. We will not tolerate it.

y

You have received every democratic right, and much more, even being cowopted onto
the NCs You have been offered every opportunity for integration into the work of the group
and of its leadershipe You have been tolerated over nearly two years of combining minimal
activity with practical sabotage of the work of the group by refusal to accept democratic
centraligt discipline, over the Labour Party, for example.

Your wTesponse has been to cultivate a clique and retreat from the organisation.
You show little interest in discussing your differences with the orgenisation; Manchegter
and Liverpool branch meetings, and a southern region meeting, where the DCF platforn was
brought up for discussion, and a north-west region meeting where the question of the
Labour Party was on the agenda, produced non-attendsnce or reluctance or unwillingness to
speak on the part of DCF members. It ig so much easier to engage in publicly slandering
the organigation than to substantiate the same charges in a democratic discussion where
those involved are in a position to know the facts.

If we tolerate such behaviour all democratic centralist norms bresk down. It was
the opinion of almost every WF comrade present at the pre-conference that you should be
expellod,

Self-evidently you want that. If someone really wants to commit suicide it is
difficult to stop them. Obvicusly vou want to get out of WF. At the forthcoming KC the
Secretariat will do its best to ensure that your desires are granted.

Fraternally,
5. MATGAMNA
26m3~T75
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APPEND;X;E; LEDTER: FROM-SM 70 ND; - 6+4-T75 98 Giffbrd“Street'
C 'ffa- T . " London N1 ODF, . °
e TS

Dear corrade Du%field,‘ T :

t We received coples of your leaflets. A faction is, as you say, entitled to have its
literabure distributed. Your-leafiets have gone out to nenbers of the National

Coindtbes and lopal organisers..Sinee you only sent 20-o0dd there will be none left, Let
us have about 80 more if you want a full circulation.

e

. A,nuﬁbeerflpoints, however, arise,

21).We note the bizarre fact that the sebretary of this faction isese.a probationary
nenbery Moreover, one incapable, now, of writing other than in the tone and language of
hysterical abuse.. (1f, at this point, you are still capable of stopping and locking at
yourself you might do worse than agk yourself how it is that someone who 1g mormally a
very-lucid--and good writer can profduce such an incoherent documentses) .. o

i 2) You neglect -to nention whether or not John Strauther or Roy Ratcliffe intend to
appeal to the NG Nor have they informed us -~ and we will be milily surprised if RR-doess
If they -don't what business is it of yours or .of the DCF's to defend them? A faction is
part of aniorganisation ~ I find nyself somewhat enbarrassed ¢ have to remind you - if
they accept their suspension, then they are no concern of the organigation's or of yourg.
You should not engage in any political collaboration with them now. There is evidence of
such collaboration in your leaflet where you guote Steering Comiittee ninutes you could
only have obtained from RR. No doubt you saw them when-BR. was a nenber - but you could
only quote them as you do if.they are now in your possession. LT e

_ As it happens, T had proposed that the Steering Comittee resolution which you

quote be circulated throughout the proup - and withdres the proposal only on reflecting
that the points which the resolution makes would be made more clearly and thoroughly by
thae full reply to the DCF platforme However, thaere are getieral principles of denocratic

centralisn invelved.
* : t

: .Thorefores A) You,. 85 a ron-BC nelbery have no right $0 sees let alone podseds, such
docunents, I herely instruct you to send the copy you quote from blro - Conbws - Armedin-
teiye (D) I remind you that it is unconstitutional to discuss internal proup- affairs

or collaborete with non-nerbers of WF (other than in united-front wprk,-etc.)tWhile* ot
suspengion lagts RR and J& are rot meribers, Their future relations with WF are a -natfer
Letween thenselves and the NC. If thay’show:themselves;willing to act as loyal menbers:
of WF, no doubt the.NC will reiﬁstaté?themguMeanwhile,i_fornally[instrupt vou that all-
collaboration. of the sort evidenced in your rircular nust cease and warn you' that if it
contimes it will be prounds for Qdisciplinary action. WF is not a loose digcussion
~ivcle, conrade secretary of the DOF, but a democratic centralist organigationt a faction
will adhere strictly to the dbrganisational norns-ds defined ty the constitution or else,
Ly contravening them, brand itself as disruptivee If you continug as disruplors we will
$reat you ag suche : ‘ ‘ N SRS : Coe

3) Your attitude to Strauther and Rateliffe is astonisghing for sopebne who
ostensibly wants to remain in WF, There nay be rrounds for -discussion as to Whether-the
level of JS's factionalism, in iteulf, nerited suspengion. With RR there are none,
“obween 20 and 30 meubers of the organisation witnessed this then menber of our National
Gommittge_publiclymand‘sldﬁdéiOusly acouging his own organisation of nisrepresenting:and
distorting the pogitions of the RMC, He accused us of digtorting. the reasona why: the:
RMC resist fusion - thus endorsing their refusal to fuse. Further.he publicly accused the
W majority of a similar internal practices . -~/ .00 0 - S,

IF this was not deliberate sabotage,' it-is'difficult. to' kndw how £6 desoribe ite-If

"the serious uéribers of the organisation present applied to comrade Rateliffe' the standards

you applied to Ton Handley, then RR would havegpent Sunday événing, or longer, at the
Liverpool Royal Infirmary, FPortunately the comrades present contented themselves with
conoluding that RR should be . expelled and. left: it to" the leading committees to handle
the matter of his sabetage activities. . ST S e S R :

Yet you defend RRi So be'ite (A) Do you endorse hid action in Liverpool? (B) If you
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do, will you plemse explain just what your perspectived.are .in WE2.{C).Will.yow also .
explain, if you ean, why the leading Lodies of the group should not demand of you and
other tenbers of your faction that.you dissociate from and denounce RR? Cde Duffield =
you are eilther a member of WF, a democratic centralist organisation with certain rules
of membership or your are not. &t the speed things are noving you, haven't oot a great
deal of tine to nake your nind up.

4) It is regrettable that RR should be suspended before a reply to yeur platform
appaars. The : reply should be-out soon ~ 50 pages are already on stencil. Unfortunately
it is easier to sit down and churn, out-a load of ignorant claptrap such as RR's stuff on
Wonen's Liberation than to write a painstulking dlssectlon of 1t.;”

...u‘. - = e

‘ -You are right whenr you assert that there is a consal relatlonshlp between the fact
that the reply hig not yet appeared and RR‘s suﬂpen51on. Dut you mlsunderstand that
relationships. n A v

"RR knew = could not-but have’ known, even 1f nore naive meﬂbers of the DCF wouldn’t
have - that his behayiour on 23=3=75 -would inevitably lead to suspension. [He wanted Xo
be suspendeds Why? Decause he doegn't want to be arcund when & detailed analysls of the
gibberish he has written appears, Anyone wantlng seriously to discuss the ideas of your
faction would be extra scrupulous in’ observing organisational normse RR- has deliberately
run away from a discusgion of hig- ideass Why? Decause he knows what's going to hit him-
when the analysis of his documents appearst true to-the pattern of his behav40u1 da

t"1973 'w]rl '%"hg a4 gm‘agq'l EE then ho p'r.'ofm".m +n 'r-o'i"l-vc Ho y.r.thpL hlS pI‘:l.dea ’

- I have noi: the sllghtest doubt o:f ite

On the Satiirday evening (22—3—75), the day before RR. publlcly broke Wlth WF; he and
I had & discussion lasting over an hour (on ny 1n1t1at1ve)5 I explained to him the .
Steering Comittee's view of the 1nescapable logic of the factional s1tuat10n that had

‘developed, - embltternent, muddying and confuslng of all the ideag you want ~ s0 you say

~ o discussy - and very probably the loss. to the group of nost or all of the DOF conrades

BSpeaking ag an. 1ndmv1dual I made a proposal to. him - that the factionalien be. suspended

20 that a cool discussionf rather than a dOPflohﬁ, could sord out the conflictss. (Lf he
had acoepted; I would of course have had-to persuade the Steering Committee to agree)s

_ Practically that would hdve meant two things: i) the’ ‘disbandnent of the DC Faction; ory

possiblyy its transfornatlon into a itendendy - a looser group; necessarily excluding
1nexper1enced and. new comrades, coticerned to w1n the organisation to certdin ideas,:
tnethods!; ‘etesf and 11) as’ our contribution, the SC¢ would ignore the 'scaridalous -
factlonal provocations 1n.the piatforu of tHe DCF, and would confine its weply to a
Shert cool rebuttal of thé political points, such as they are, in your platform,{rather

_thsn & factional’ assault) Characteristically RR nlseonstrued what I said and acoused
“Tio of "attenpting to trade off uy'polltlcsl posltlens Ifor a eonvenlenee"....‘ =

- I ther spelled out cledrly and very bluntly what was involveds RR's pose as a
serlous econonles expert can e’ handled in one of two ways. :

Gontly, patlently, belng careful with people ] feellnvs and not él:c':m.rlnfr then into
a corner; keeping friction and conflict to a minirmum; treating each itssue dlspasslonately
on its merits - if one hag the patietices MT hiad the patience.and that's how we handled
1% in 1973. That's vhat a. tendencv dlscus51on would,mean.

Or, in a sltuatlon of open factlonal warfare suoh ag the ICF has’ cred%ed, one can

Eisﬁrlke at the root problem, and expose the fact that the bagic irritant ever sivice RR
set up as an sconoriic expert 1n,'73 is the fact that RR 1s 1gnorant - abysmally,
'pathetleally ignorant - of even. elenentary Marxlst economlcs. Inevitably that would -
drive RR out of the groups Tut in'a factional sai Ltmbloh wa (the ‘%ﬂ) ronldntt Awvoid quoh

an approachs Why? Econonics is a dlfflcult 4nd “speclaliged subjects Most members také

Cnegt of it on tiust, according to iupressions, general confidence in individuals, a

leaaershlp &' faétion, There is no.alternative unless you want to serlously propose that
ESVEry: froup nenber spends threelto four years studylng econprics as a full time
ooeupatlon. R : P { TS ' ‘

RR!s probla& is that he’ made ”the (i) correct" economic analysms in 1973 after
four months studylnw econonicsl ER is an impressive conrade who geems to know what he

Uit talldng about &~ so.much so that he evens, for a. perlod, gained the- suppert of MT for
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his quackery in 1973, MI' had"eertainly read more of the reldvant literature than RR,

but he - lecking confidence in his own judgenent as would anyone with a realistic grasp
of the intricacies of econcmics - went dn impressiong. Later he had difficilty beldieving
his eyes when RR, quite unegelf-conscicusly, wrote.to him that before reaching his
concluslons he had.gpent.a full four nonths studying a subject which Marx hinself spent
122 1 xear studylnb, when the body of literature was immensely less than now.;.

ina factlon fight a nbrClleSS dedolition job on RR's credibiiity wéuldﬁtherefore
be .necessary. In His stuff on women's liberation he hag already published a recent text
_where a detailed. analysis would show hiri as an economic illiterate. I spent most of the
digcussion with RR detziling - very bluntly - sconotic illiteracy after econonlc
illiterscy in his redent wrltlngs. T explained, as above, why the reply to your platforn

o MOULE have to.do this publiely. I.reninded.hin of His:experience.in. 1973, his:

nuogeot1v1sn and retreat, and urged hin to agree to create an atmosphere that would..
oininise . degbruetion for the group and for-individuals, especially hingelf, His response
_oscillated between bravado - "I can take it - and. a .slightly bathetic: querulousness -
'“If I makb 80 nany mlstakes why do you want me around?” S

Between.that discussion and the following afternoon he decided he wasn't going to
stay arounde No democratic centralist orpanisation could tolerate his behaviour at the
Joint RMC/WF conferences He knew that. :

If RR wants the NC to sympathetically consider lifting his sdspenéidn,llet hin show

. . seriousness towairds the. group by dssuing o statement to the RMC corivades saying thats

(A) His remarks were slanderous and fuclled by factional heat; and () were a conplete

hreach of démderotia oentnallsn and ‘even of the relaxation of democratic centralist

- discipline operatioral at thet méeting; undér which conrades’ weré allowed to express
persconal ag opposed to. group Jo,litical '_VieWH, _{:rovidgr] only tha{; ‘it was -do.ne: Qool_ly and

non-factionally. . S ‘ _ _ - AR

He hagn't even given notlpe of an appeal to the Wi o, cde Duffleld. RR’ wanten vuk.
Hig whole polltloal hlstory ig ong’ of- éropglnv out when.the g01ng pets roubh 1n @ne Way
or another. T Coe ] :‘JWNL"

r.

5) You write of DCP nenbers belng suspended ~- 80" far thrae. 1've dealt wlth RR and
JS. You sav'EM‘s case is a patier. of victimisation after the. announcement of the factlon.

Wo never quite know when or whether you believe your own (DGF) talés about “beirg
persecuted. Here, however, you know what you write %o beé nohsense. Long befure, the g
. 8elling incident (in itself, or taken in! 1solatlon, net a ‘capltal offence‘} the R

Secretarist-had nade a decision. After. the nagsive. waste of time and effort on the .
NFVTon Handley business, we decided that the next. 1n01dent infolving' you and/or Bileen
would require immediate sugpension. We would have to admit that the local group was too
unhealthy to assinilate potentially valuable people, “and regretfully cut’ our losses.,

I sent out Secretariat minutes ( 20-1=75) in which over a page is devotod 4o explaining
the whys and wherefores of this’ decisions RR w111 oertalnly haVG shown you these minutes.

- Why is 1t that a "faction! which nakes 80 rch n01se about beln6 persecuted haswio

Lwist +he wooowd and consciovsly misrvepresent details of. ane of the Vﬂl‘a’ fouw hlnwe w("-@“ﬂ 1 £

- net 1na91nary ones) you've received.

. In'any case when was the "Fdction" declared? One can understand-thdt you will have
some of the detalls gonfused in your mind, because, protest :as much’ ag you like,  the
IDEFY ig no more thanthe old clique dressed up in pOllthS' -~ 'and it hag existed’
quite some time nows AR muttered something about a faction in January. Dut what faction?.
On vhat plafforn, with which nembers? Your suit of clothem., the.'platform', now exists -
but, if we want o be pedantic regarding, the cohstitution, the platforn hanps in nig airt
there ars no 31bnatures. That's appropriate nlven that . the, dynariic of the Bolton
situation is only very vaguely related to any‘nolltloal 1deas, 1nclud1nn éven the
'nlsh—nash you call a platfaml' ‘ : ‘ ‘ : -

1#

I'll ignore the rest ‘of your 01rcular beoause 1t would be not only tedlcus but
-901ntless to -bother w1th such a nixture of 1ncoherent abuse and polltlcally 1111teratef

‘ L e Sean.Matpanna (Natlonal Secretary)
PS You Wlll also flnd eunlosed a copy of the letters outlining the reasons for
uspending J3 & KR.

\
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IEE __PBRSECULION _AND MARTYRDOM _OF

i:Wiﬁh the exceptldn of LT ohn Strauther, all the BCF comradee o ;
+7have & pretty short exporience in the reVOlutlonary movemeht. Despite the
eldermstatesman pose he assumeés, this is scarcely less trug of RR -than it is of

George Stewart, This means that none of them know much about things llke ‘Faction
fights, Quite possibly, if someone who seems convrnoed puts the idea to them

‘persistently enough they do believe that a cdmpaign of perseoutlon, slander,
: soapegoat—making etm has been conducted agalnst RR. John Strauther knoWs

better, or he should, because he has been around long enough’ and ‘has Seen

- cnough. It is highly significant, e believe,that the ides of the nersecutlon of

IR began - with John Strauther.'

It is a mark of the demoralised state he has got himgelf into that RR hae

‘allowed himself to become convinced. he is a vietim of persecution. Only lately

did he become convinced: shortly after: the 1974 Conflerence SM and HY visited
RR and asked him whether he believed JSte 1nterpretat10n of the move to get him

'onto the NC as an act of persecutlon — RR said no.

Unllke most of the DCF members, there are guite a feW people in WF who knoir

what politieal persecution is, what a sustained campaign againgt individuals

or a tendency look like in practice — they lived with it in IS for three years,
Let us look at this real example of persecution =~ and remember that it is not

& specially far-out, extreme example; IS at the time wag a relatively. 'open'
organisatlon compared to What it is now, or What the WRP or, probably, the MG are.

Gosgip through a grapevine? Every incident, real ot imagined, spread through the
telephone network. Petty personal mlanders — big political ones too, like-the
story that at the 1969 IS Conference WF had advocated the repartition of Ireland,

rand that Andrew Hornuhg had advocated mass forced ponulatlon movements, with

cattle trucks for transport as in Nazi Germany. (Sounds exaggerated? It's unbeliev—
able! However, no one need take our word for it. After it had been in circulation

for 2% years one of ,the cenbtral IS leaders, Andreas Nagliatti, with the lack of

balance: which. dlstlnguishes him from more 'subtle I8 leaders, agtually put in
writing, Just before our expulsion,)

--And- RR? -Rumours -of problcms, etec, are inevitable gilven the 1ooseness of the grourr,

and given that the problems gpilled out into the IB., ‘But @ campaign of any sort
against RR = no! RR's. _économic perspectives were reﬁected after a long and
pretty thorough disoussion. We didn't shout him down, spread stories againgt him,
or anything] He just failed to convince the majority. True, we have expressed
the opinion that one of the fundamental problens is that he doesn t knoW'very
much about economics, That's a matter of opinion. : X

Ghettoisation¢ Fromnnd—'69, aftor WF had been in IS six months, the IS leadership
adopted-a pollcy of aplitting off members of WF into separate branches, with the

purpese of. .cutting us off from the IS membership. Even in Manchester where.a

proposal for such a split wag defeated by over 3 to 1 in the branch, the Cliffite
minority split - and thereafier got all the central support, the oontaots, the
comrades moving into the area, the national Bpeakers etoc. while the odginal
magorzty was treated as a parleh branch. Branches were also split in Teesside and

in Acton, L -

M‘And RR? How is the Torced fu51on of Manchester and Bolton perseﬂﬂtion° In IS we
"had to fight againet being isolated in 1ittle ghetto branches. In WF, RR Qas

to be forcibly hauled out of a self-=imposed ghetto in Bglton, -

The clags struggle. The IS leadership did not let consideratlons about the'direct
Class struggle deter them. During the docks struggle in 1970 Tony Cliff refused
{in effoot) to speak on his productivity deals book to a meeting of dockers we
proposed to organise in Trafford Park, The fact that there had just been the first
official docks strike since 1926, that HY, a member of IS and WP, was, a leading
steward -~ all this was secondary to Cliff's factional considerations.
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TheretiS'a-worssfexampleafManchester IS as a united branch had produced 'a regular
forthightlyﬁbulleﬁinxfor‘mass*distributioﬂ atABI Trafford Fark, There was . a team
of four working round the factory. In the split ftwo went with us and two with the
Cliffites, -but one who went with us soon changed sides and the other had to move
from Manchester temporarily. This gave the minority branch control of ‘work round
the-factory. . _— AR : ‘ - . S

The only contact inside the factory was with white collar members of TASS, .none
IS members.. A few months after the split in the branch, & WP member got a job as
a capéﬁan,dpefator,:ﬂow did the Cliffites react? They refused to work with him,
They refused to allow him to meet their contacts. They appealed to the I3.NC for
rermigsion to treat him asg a,., contact., The individual concerned was at the'time
a menmber of “the ‘IS Natsonal Commi tteel ~ ° S

Tell us of yourﬁwoes, comrades of Bolton,.

EﬁrffCipationfig-gioup work: How 'did TS “reat us in terms of areas of group-work
where we had reople who were arguably specially gualified? On Ireland we had mome
knowledge, had been at the centre of the most important revolutionary socialist
grouping since the '40s (the IWG). When they set up an Irish Commission they
excluded Sean Matgamna,:a member of the IS NC, from if, When, in 1971, the

with ~ the so—called Two Nations theory - and proposed that he be asked to write.
John Palmer, on hehalf of theé I3 leadership, opposed-the idea adamantly.,
Afterwards Eamorin MeCann and Brian Trench privately accused Palmer of simply
warting: to oxclude -SM from.any participationujgglmer, who ig g factlon=Pighter -
and not & mealy-mouthed hypoorite, replied: MYes; lexactlyt, - ' o SR

Examples could be mutiplieds. And how did wo roact? We stood our ground and
fought back. There were camialtics, like-Tony Pelhn, who buckled in the fhde of
a,SéﬁagQ,baiting”sessioﬁﬁgﬁ'ﬁhe—NCVWhén WF opposed IS taking a blanket line of
oppdéiiiOhutd‘breakaway'unioﬂﬂsm,in the wake of the Pilkingtons exporience, “
Sometimes we flinched from tha nastiness, But wo-fought, politically. What we
didn't do was whine. We concerned ourselves nod wlth looking for sympathy for
our far from imégiﬁdTy‘b?diSes;”or‘With"lbdking T3r shotlders %o cry on, but”
with fighting back'@OIitically; Indsed we had a major ‘conflict inside +he °: _
tendencylwith,peqple such-as Tony Polan who wanted . to huddle together dth any .
opposltioniets or.eritics. . . . ... . . oo T

That’is what pérecoution in a relatively ¢ 'onén! organigdtion; which T8 was and
WF 18, looks Tike. Whenthe ‘Bolton comrades ‘(leaving ‘asids John:Strauthor for the
mofgnt) “talk of Berscoution, 'burcaucracy! eto. they must forgive those of us who
1ivédfthfdughwﬁhaﬁ’fdr'fhrée'yeafs 1f we say they romind us of a spoiled ohild .
80 marcisgistié that ke can't tell the difforonos between'a mild“slap sn the
wrist, or a gentle and basically friendly tug on hisg arm, and a sustained and
intentionally murderous assault with a hatchet, : N

Hag RR been cxcluded from the central work of the group? We had to fight thig -
sorious revolutionary;to,get.himito,oame onto tho NC. He has ropeatedly been asked
t7 work,»collaborate,vcontributo ~ and ho has opted out. He was agked to ‘
oallabgrat@qon.perspeatives-documents;-he didn't. 15 monthe ago or s0 8. and RR
worked out a I1igt of about a.dozen articles for Workers Fight on aspocts of
labour history -~ that might have helped oducate A “ehdre, perhaps, Roy? - and .
he dgrdedAtd'dq thefi; "No 'z single one appeareds - - T o LT
At every tura attempts have heen made to get RR.to do group work, to integrate ..
him iﬁtb"ﬁhe'LeaderShip of the group .= at the;end,-tQ'puicit‘bluntly, motivated
by the rcalisation that he represonted a 'constitubney® in the orgenisation,
rather than, as-previously, that he had much to contribute to leading the group,

The last such attempt was his co-option to the NC in Decombir, (Sinde he had boen
rejected fori the NC by the conference, that' was arguably a_BdréaucratﬁQ-aQtion

by the NC - one which, prédictably; the DCF don'ﬁ'pick”upl) o

John Strauther oﬁgindily proﬁosed the idea -that HR-Was-being‘persqcﬁtod. :
Strauther is the one member of the DOF who has beon around onough to  know - .

better. The firet we hard of it was a bisarre letter from JS to the 8C in Whiéh
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he felt RR had been put in an invidious position .because of {a )”the vota to+
eammel him o stand” foi the NCj and (b) the fact fthat in proposing a motdon to-
compel him to stand M- had gaid that, in hils oplnlon, the group should put- RR
* on the NC or, logically, expel him, That wae in the sptech -« the alternatives werc
‘Mot put in the motlon, and anyway the group voted to make RR stand for the NC,
ST g speech was on the day following the Bolton/Manohestor/SC meeting to analysc
the Manchester/Bolton problem. One of the main concrete ideas to emerge out of
this was that a root problem was RR's lack of 1ntegratlon into the national
organisation = even though he was on the NC. After &n cvening thrashing out the
broblom, and having reached that oonclusion, it seemed to SM that refusal to
8tand for the NC was an. announcement of RR's retirement and that tho problems
would continue or worsen, ' . s L '

It followed that it would be grossly irrosponsibie %o aliow RR t6 rotire further.
SM made no prGV10uS éonsultations because RRE's refusal to be nominated came in -
the full Conference sossion - and, in faet, he believed himgelf to be maklng &
fore~docmed propaganda speech for a toughor abprOach. He vas surprlsed to win the
voto - vory agreeabloe surprisod}

J5's idea of perSocutlon is obvieous nonsense, If you ate a loyal member of &
rovolutlonary organisation, you are prepared to give all your effortsto it,

If the organisations thinks you should be on the National Committee, then you
should be on it In any case, it's a curious way of 'persecutlng' dissidents to-
bring them onto the National Commiﬁtee, ‘What bureaugratic organlsatlons do’ w1th
digsidents is drive them off all ieadirig. commltteesi :

Wha't &M was Saylng Was this: either RR .is a member of = democratlc contralist
organlsatlon or he "ig not If RR is a member of a -democratic centralist organls—
ation, then hisg polltloal opinions are noi his own prlvato affair, If he _
disagrees with the politics of the organisation, it-isihis du ty to bring his
disagreements forward Ffully and honestly, and to- ‘abide’ by the majority decigion
after discussion, as much-as the simplest act of day-to-day disoipline is his
duty, By refusing to bring his disagreements forward honestly at the Conference
or in the National Commlttee? 1oglca111 RR wa's optlng out of belng a serlous -
member of Workers Fight.. ‘ . . '
RR*s dishonesty was ihe uvppusite of demsoratin nan+ra“l1::m and alqn n g“}arlng‘
example of parochlallsm° "Let me do and thlnk as I 11ke 1n Bolto

No~one on the SC took Sﬁrauﬁher 8 letter serlously - not everi Joe erght 78

has a history of getting thlngs wrong and muddled up and of writing bizarre -
letters to the SC and/ar the paper° When we ‘published a skittish 1ittle satire
on the IMG's id ocies with the dlogan of "General Strike to bring down the Tories"
he actually wrote a letter, which he expected ueg to publish, accusing us of "yed
baitirng™ the IMG! No-oné’ o0k JS's letter on SM. . persecutlng' RR very serlously,
though &M was careful to check $hat RR didn't get the same impression next time
he sew RR. . :

RR AS SCAPEGOAT?

" Strauther asserts that there has been a concerted persecution campaign against
RR similar to what he saw happen to.David Yaffe in IS “or even to SM". RR is
being made "the scapegoat" in a campaign of "near paranoid intensity". The
metive apparently 1s that we. need a scapegoat for our failings,

Firgtly, the letter from SM to JW (that is, to the SC) of 2-9=75, quoted in the
section 'Bolton & WF,.', demonstrates that even in late 1974, in private SC
correspondence, Bolton. and/or RR were far from being allocatéd even the ma jor
or only blame for the situation = it was just recognlsed ag an esp601a11y knotty
part of a general problem,. :

Seco ly, by what logie, reasoning, or fantasy could anyone 1ook1ng for a
scapegoat pick on poor RR who hasn't ‘even been a fully active member 51nce
Auvgust 1973! How, by what form of twisted reasoning could it be ‘maintained that
he is responsible for the manifold failings of the group. For some of them
certainly he is, but on a limited partial scale only. :
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Thirdly, if the problem-ig defined as a problem of cadre development, how can .

RR be held responsible for” ‘other than the area ho has, or should have had,
responsgihility for? If the problems are defincd ag 1ack of perspeotlves -

documents etc, how can we.be holding RR responsible when (a) we rejected his.
dooumgnt in 1973,\and (b) the whole SC and most of the NC has since then con51dored
RR as polltlcally quite backward and moreover unserious.

Having worked owt his catastrbphlst perspectlve in 1973, did RR draw any
political, practical concluslons from it about the trade unions, the Iabour
Party, etec. No = except conclu81ons of = rurely negative sort (kcep out of the
Labour Party). Actually, given RR's perspective of the economic crimis
aweeping away reformism (see IB 14 part 2) the perspectives were of a very
passive sort — for the time being, we wait for the economic crigis to sweep
away reformism and the 'major setbacks! to radicalise the working class,

For the SC to "make a scapegoat" of somcone they saw in this llght would be
pesychologically impossible ~ in fact it is possible to imagine such a thing only
from the angle of the semi-megalomania and all too real pardnois of sode of the .
DCF who believe they do havé "the correct” totem~pols politics. Equally
impossible for the SC fo clnicallg use ER, for the simple reason that 1t
wouldn't carry convietion with the members of the group.

And fourthly, where is the evidence of persecution? The evidence all points
to the opposie attitude to RR» Evidence of a campaign against him? There is none.

Even if the proposal to put RR on the NC againgt his will was intended as
persecution (‘some porsecution!); oven if RR was linked to the NP at the reglonal
mecting in Liverpool .- that would still be a very feeble campalgnolFar from
persecuting RR, WF have allowed RR privileges like 15-monthlslcave of absence,
co-option onto the NC, etc., and haven't even formally callod him to account

for falllng to act as area. organlser.

JOHN STRAUTHER'S 'EVIDENCE'

Lot us look at the 'evidence'. The Conference incident we've dealt withe For
the rest of the cogltations on which JS built his theory of the persecution of
AR, we have to rely on the leorpool comrades'’ reports, for JS is as rotlcent
as he is. poisonous. : .

Strauther travelled to the Extonded NC i August 1973 in a car w1th SC MT, RL
and SM, The gonversation, so it seems, was heavily concerned with RR and his
'pergpectives'. Not sueprisingly so since there was to bo a vate at the ENC on.
them, Apparently the conversation, whicéh included one person who had prev1ously
supported RR, was contempituous of the ideas in RR's -documents and . not very
flattering about RE's cconomic pretentionsg, That, it &eems, was the germ of -

the idea of the persecutlon of the prophet Hatcllffe.

Actually it is evidence of an attitude of par3n01d suspicion (.. you shauld
never trust your own leaders more than you have to" ~ DCP platform p. 37): by
a profcssional malcontent whose polsonous and sianderous stories "in defence of"

RR add up to a would-be campaign of defamation agninst individuals such as SU

and NW much more, weighty and more provable than any allog@d campalgn directed by
the 'centre' agalnst RR. ‘

After 311, that car Journey was’ to a meeting where the issues commentod on werc

to be openly discussged, There had been a debate for the previous itwo monthes in

the group. The people present had - openly taken positionse-SM had doné .so

1mmﬁd1qtely on reading RR's semi-literate nonsense at the June Conference,
realising that unless a sharp attack were . launched therc and then, therc was =

a danger that.in the confused atmosphere the RR document Would get %hrou@h thus

binding the group to a rldlculously false per6poot1ve. '

Arnd 1o discuss the -document, 1n01udlng the goneral 1111teracy which produced ity -
on the way to a meeting - that was to vote on it — that amounted to plotting.
againat and persecuting RR? BEven if the discussion were tallored to influence

JS, which is unlikely but possible (no-one can remember), what wasg wrong with
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shat? Nothing was sald that wasn't said later in RR's presenee at tho Frbended
NC (perhapslin,more diplomatic form, in order not-to bruise RR 460 much),

But J8 subscribes to the idea in the ICF ilathrm that democratic centralism
means "never trust your own 1eaders more than you have to", and agrees that the

all loaderships should be giver. some Sredence if noi believed on principle!

In practice he would deny tho 'SC, or its individual members, the right to critical
comment which every rank: and file member.possesses! This ig Souvarinism or
anarchisn, lacking either the intellectual energy to define itself or the

courage to declare itself openly .. . T g g ' .

THE NORTH~WEST REGIONAL MEETING 6-10-74s RR,, BURNHAM, & the NF

The incident where RR ig supposed $o have been linked with the ¥P is even more
bizarre, : C : - : : : "

s propose& to the meeﬁing**-that é‘moratorium'be declated on discussion on
fusion, SM spoke in support, and, making the point that revolutionary democratic
contraliam wag not a perpetual debating sodlety, ngted_J P Cannon from 'The, . .

Strugglo for a Proletarian Party'; where he attacks:

"Burnham's conception of party democracy.. thai of & p@?peiuél'
talking shop in which discussions 80 on forcver and rothing is
g fi decided" ‘ :

ever firmly decido (SPP pild)

The quotation mentions the talking shop conception (tHe conception now pretty

plainly set out in the DCF document) as that of James Burnhanm, In passing, to

make the gquotation infelligibIé; SM mentioned who Burnham had becn and who he

now is, ‘an’ oxtreme right-wing conservative. o Porhaps garrulously,

but for no reason more sinister or purposeful than having rocently looked
through a file of 'Spearhead', the NF magazine, and having noted and found o

interesting the fact that the NF were now sdvertising a book of Burnhan's - i
('The Sucide of the Wéstf), he added that information, No moro.

Lot us sum up precisely. (1)} The point under discussion was a general concepth
of party democracy, 1?) Now-one was mentisned by name” or, since no-oné had then
put out a conception similar to Burnham's or the DCI platform's, oven by
implication., (3) The name of ER was not mentioned. (43 It was not even said that
James Burnham was a fascist (he isn't) or . - that adherence to Burnham's
1937/9 conception of party democracy necessarily led to right wing politics,
When Cannon wrote 'The Struggle for'a:Proletarian Party!; Burnham was still =
communist and a profesged Marxist.Trotsky and Cannon spoke in terms of remaining
a digeiplined minority if thé-Burnham—Shachtman—Abern faction sheuld win. a . ;.
majority in the party. It was only right 4t the end of the faction fight that
Burnham broke with Marxism (see his letter of May 21, 1940 reproduced as an
appendix to 'In Dofence of Marxism), and some years later agnin that he wrote
the cold-war peraganda which the NF can now advertise. ‘ o

After SM's contribution, the moratorium proposal was discussed generally, and

a number of gpeeéches were madejinclqding;one by JS5 on the '‘persecution'! of RR.

NW, who had recently read !'The Strusgle for s Proletarian Party! for the first
time, recalled a seciion where Cannon replies to a charge that Burnham was

being persecuted and felt it vory relevant and abeolutely parallel to the
allieged. persecution of RR- ( see SPP- section 6). She asked SM %o find the quotation
and she summarised about two pages by Cannon on the relative privileges

Burnham had had. There was no reforence. to the NP or anything of that sort -
Cannon's document, we repeat; was written while Burnham was g4ill a communi s,

*% A1l of the ex~Bolton cdsg.except SA and EM were absont. It was apparentiy an .
organised boycott., A meeting of the ex~Bolton cell (now the DCHF) was held in the
evening, as MT discovered when he went %o see RR that evening with a view to
discussion, . e - R o g : "
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thods

{vne does nei, .after all, have.debates.on-the questlon o%/ﬁemooraoyf1n81de a
revolutlonary party with extreme r1ght~w1ngers')' - S :

Not long after ‘this B maid RR Was bemnb drlven out of the group, and said he
had alreadx, more or 1essa She “then’ sald WOrds 4o “t1'5 effect "oh, I shouldn T
have said. that"'s  The ddea. of a W1thdrawa1 by RR- surprlsed neither MT (Who wag
prosent) nor SM, Tt did'spur SMto” lrge NW, who was due to speak, to quote a .
paragraph Trom page 15 of 'The Struggle for & Proletarian Party! ‘where Cannon
speaks of Bufnham as a %yploal petty bourge01s intelleotual conoerned more. with
hls feellngs that with the class struggle and generally tendlng to Wlthdraw.

Wk potty bourgeois intolloctual who wants to toaoh and gulde the
labour movement without. partlcipating in Tty fools only loose bles
. to .the party and is:alwaye full of 'grievances'  .against it. The
¢t -moment his toes are stepped-.on, or he is rebuffed, he forgots all
" about the intdrosts of the movement ard ‘remembers only that his
feelings have-beon hurt; the revalution'may be. 1mportant, but the
- wounded v&nlty of a pettywbourg601o dntellectual ig more 1mnortant"

This was the™ only direct comparison made between James Burnham and RR, and
i1 was one where Bursnham was used only as an example of a type — to which RR does
belong ~ rather than an 1nd1v1dua1._Aga1n, nothing about the NF;»..‘_

From this came the story that NW and SM had linked RR to the NF in & “Smear
canpaignl. S8A and.EM wrote to JW. mentlonlng the reference to the NP, saying thoy
woron'® b qultezsure what was said, hadn't read 'The - Struggle. for.a . Proletarian
Party!, .ctc. but. At was somethlng meriting dinvestigation. Apparonﬁly Barbara
WOJClOChOWSk& also was shocked at the mention of the NF. It.is a. mavk of tho -
eiopplnoss of the group -that the letter fyom SA and. BM, ingtead of Jleading to a
discussion in which thoy wore asked t0 -read, at least fTho Struggle for a -
Proletarian Party' before- shooting off proﬁests, wag immediately .put into the-
IB.. Giwen thg oomrades?_laok of. experience and: the general atmosphere of distrust,
the roaction is not surprising. Nevertheless i1 is prepostorous that if one of -
the =ix members prtisest of the ' - Bteering Committee, with. the agreement and
oollaboratlon nf five dther mombors of the NC present, considers it wathwhilo
to quote from one of tho 01a531o bexts of our movomont, and that provokes .
mlsundorstandlngs, tho result shOuld bo that the thlng wag broadcast 1mmod1ately
in the group.

In a Y8 branch the chain of logle beglnning w1th montlonlng Jamos Burnham and the
fact the NF'is circulating a book of hig now, and: going on'at the end of the meeting
to saylng that RR now repregents a speclies: exempllﬁod by the then oommunlst Jamos
Burtham in 1939, mlght roasanably be expectoed to- causc shock and alarm° In a‘

WE meotlng, shock and alarm should lead not to diplomacy and fear %o ..make °
necéssary comparisons, mich less fear to qudte a basic and vory rolov%nt text of

our movement, but to dlsou551on..1ﬁ certalnly should nbt lead to general internal-
oaroﬁlatlon”of the "NF smear" story. The nearest to'a witch=hunt we have ever =
had in WF flows from that 1n01dent The victims were NW and. 8M, not BRI

oA and BM, admlttlng they weren't sure what wa g sald only that the NF, James .
Burnham, and RR were all linked through a. book nolthor had read, should have been
agked to first tead tho book: and. talk to the NC members prosent at the meetlng,,
who hdd read the book and might have glvon them 2 clearer picture of what had and
“had not been said. Only if they ingigted (according to right) should their letter
have gone in the IB, and then only With NW and SM having the opportunity to
accampany it-with a reply. It 1s 3 mark of our sloppiness that thlngs happonod
the way they dld w1th JW Just puttlng it 1n the IBsose

The rosult of tho allegatlon of a smear on RR: Was to smear NW and SM —-for any
idea of RN as an inciplent fasoist (which, in thelr -gereral.lack.of knowledge.,. .

1g what SA and BM undorstood) -would brand NW and SM.as off thelir heads., And suoh‘
stories, once in eirculation, have the adhesive power of very sticky mud.

Tho proof is in SM'S reaotlon! There is a story that the exoneratod D::‘cayf_'us"h‘\L

** Alfred. Dreyfus wasg a French Army offlcer franed=-up in 1894 on oharges of

selling military secrets to Germanyc The campaign to ‘eéxpose the framgaup waged by
the left dominated political life in France for years.
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wite~haired from his years on Devils Islahd, on hearing discussion of wsome
scandal or other at his officers' club, locked up from an armchair and sagely
remarked, "There's no smoke without fire", SM was 'Dreyfusian' enough to wrack
bis brains for an explanation of how the impression of a 1irnk beiween RR and the
NF' had been oreated, and concluded that the only logioal explanation wag that-
NW, in her final quotatlon of the three cited or summarlsed,.must have agein, in
passing, mentioned James Burnham's current politics, In;faot on ohecking with
others. present, he. found she hadn't, So sugdestive are such stories — and what
about the. effect on the members of the group who weren't present?

5S4 .and EM's confusion is explained by the atmosphere and is, anyway, graphically
demonstrated in the IB letter,

JS is different, however, He too alloged RR was linked to the NF. Unlike the
other two oomrades, JS has read 'The Strugglc for a  Proletarian Party', and
unlike any of us he has actually worked with the surviving left-~wing "orphans of
James Burnham™ — the IS of the USA. He has also been twelve years or morce in
politics, His role in %this affair suggests either malice or else that he is so
jaundiced as to be sick. In any event he is elther to be considered unbalanced or
guilfy of deliberate slander,

JOHN STRAUTHER

Which brings us to ed. Strauther, The platform, for which no slight or injury to
any mcmber (or potential member) of the DCF is too pmell to mention, protests that
SM has called J3 mad, (Page 36). In an informal small group like ours, exaggerated
exclamations of that sort inevitably occur. (At the Mawch NC, for example, one of
the two authors of thie document refexred to 2 proposal from the other as "mad".
dince the overwhelming majority of the NC voted for it, he was, according to the
severe logie of the DCF, calling the: magority of the NC mad, A proposal that a
faction should he formed 10 take rovenge an hlm for it producnd the mxrth 1t wa.g
tntonded to produce, ) : .

Jut since the DCF platform wants to dlSOuSS the state of JS's mlnd let ue do it
seriously. SM does believe that tho most rational explanation of the long series
of weird politiecal mlslnterprotatlons (like ug 'red-baiting! the IMG) and strango
perceptions unigue to himself (11ko the 'persceution! of RR) is that to put it
gently, J8 lacks a certain balance,¥¥

Tt is, whatever ‘the explanation, a fact that JS has -~ viewed tho internal
affaires of the group wlth jaundiced oyés and has played a major part in poisoning
the present situstion — and specifically in polsoning RR. He has also rclated o
the group politically more often than not ag if he were.a conseiously hogtlile and
mzlicious observer rather than a member. His role in generating the origis of the
DCT -has been a major one, Hig state of mind aside, JS is a political type only too
cagy to.understand., He cones from a sktum of the old pre—~1968 IS who found 1life
in that cirele comfortable and undemanding and 11ft afierwards when IS tightened
up uncomfortable and unrewarding, and moreover failed %o find any role within the
new set—up. Those of us who weat through the 1968-~71 IS entry could name dozens
of such people, though they are all far from being John Strauthers. Strauther
sympathzses with all oppositions and suspect centralism = thati, after all, was the
politice . of IS up to 1968 where . he served at least gix or seven years' apprentico—
ship,

In addition, J3's ger1tat14n to RR 1s psychologically only 00 easy to explaln.
Pinding no role in the new IS, Jjoining WP, having a high esteem of himsgelf, J3

identifies with KRR as one unrecagnlsed (and persecuted} genius with another;and
OSpeclmlly 80 glnco RR is plttod 3g31nst tho exponants of a oontrallsed regime.,

wEL - ' Any discussion on this level, however, any attempts to fathom
the Strauther phenomenon, have been strictly confined to the SC with. two exceptions:
S made. some reference to J3's state of mind in a telephone, conversation with MT
last autumn, forgetting that a comrade from the Liverpool branch was in the room.
And at the January NC SM said - to JS regardlng his theorles about the persecutlon
of RR - either you are mad or I am, ; _
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JS never believed in a centralised regime until Tony Cliff changed his mind in

1968, and JS's experience -since then has only reinforced him in the prejudces
against centralism, the revolutionary party, and "leaders", which brigtle in dhe

¥

DCF platform.

}.

TO SUM UP — THE REAL CAMPAIGN OF DEFAMATION AND WHERE IT COMES FROM
Fo sum up = the couple of specific incidents cited in support of the theory of

the 'persecution'! of RR do not give any factual backing to that theory. In reality
the systematic allegations of Ypersecution' - possible only from an anti-centralist
professional malcdontent viewpoint = amount to a campaign of defamation against,

not RR, but NW and M, particularly SM. ~— + o S

This campaign of defamation is not just a product of JS's fevered imagnation.
Through JS's peculiar fancies are reflected hostile pressurcs outside the group.

In the campaign to‘erpel'uS‘frOijS the IS.leadership ropeatedly (if vainly)

tricd to Split'offfthe‘preéumably naive and well-intentioned Yrank and file! of

the WF tendency from the alleged 'professional sectarian' SM. When Bas Hardy

and Stove Woodling left IS in mid~1972, to join WF, Duncan Hallas, replying to

thom in the IS Internal Bulletin, deplorcd the fact that they had "sunk to the
Tevel of Matgamna", At the recent IMG confercnce, the minority Tendency A's
document called for a general revolutionary left ' regroupment effort by IMG, to
include WF "even if it means having Matgamna in the organisation”. Some RMC .
comrades have now taken up ‘the idea of SM being the burcaucratic monarch of WF.

A1l this is to be expedied“in:the-ﬁormalycoursq;dfhpolemic,betWéon the groups on
tho left. It is unfortunate that the goneral view of WF in IS and the IMG, and -
thorefore more widely on the revolutionary left, is as "the Matgamnaites"; but
given our small size, we have to live with it, Tt 1e¢ 3 different matter, however,
when a member of our own organisation secks 1o refleet and capitalise on thesc
hostile allegations by slanderous defamations and undocumented accusations.




But what shall we say of the Mahnruf group that changes 1t&
'tendency' seven ¥imes in the {nteéréste ¢l "the ‘self=présérvation of
" the old clique and in doing this does not halt before the dirtiest
“methods? Judgment must be based on the fact that it is an altogether -
~unprincipled cliqgé;"démoralised'by'thé"hcthods,Zsplits and intrigues
of the Comintern, which does not take ideas seriously, and with
whom we must watch not their theses but their fingers. What is |
important is not the theses that Landau will present tOmOTTow, but
" the fact that he approves everything on China, evgn on America and
the othor countries, insofar as it does not touch his position of
power, What is characteristic of Iandau is not to he found in his
trade union theses, but in fact that he kept up a deadly silence on
the trade union question in Francec begcause Naville is his frienda.
The programs, the -theses, the principles,'are,highly important when
they represent a reality, However, when they are only an adornment
and a mask for cligue struggle, then they must be booted aside in
order to uncover the gentlemen conoerned,and_represent them in natura..
~ T . . . (Trotsky, Weitings '30/31, D.239) **

et us sum up our argument . so far.

1) The DCF does’n@t have_pno 'ingle:cledr;y'statédpoiitical pdsitibh¢

2) The DCFsystematically-concéals:major.golifical'qﬁestiohs for the.s@ke,bfq L
cHombining to factionalise on- -secondary .lssues, The DCF gystematically fails or

rofuses to draw-out its arguments to theirﬂlogibal,cgnclusions.

3) The DCF is a continmiation of Bolton parochialism which has existed since

1972. This parochialism ~ defining itself as "Bolton! against "the centre” - has
continued solid through massive changes in political line (on the Labour Party;
on theory, practice, mass work and cadre~building... sonly "the correct" economic

nerspective has remained unchanged, unaffected by events in the outside world})

4) The DCF's methods of factional struggle are methods calculated to confuse
and miseducate and muddy discussion.

5) The DCF's concept of a 'cadre organisation' is an organisation which shelters
1ts members from the difficulties and pressures of capitalist society, which
builds a little island of mutual comdri within capitalism.

6) The DCF repeatedly reduce socialism to. the level of the relations of
bourgeois egotism, decked oul with (presumably) 2 certain amount of economic
equality and an insistence on the 'dignity of labour'. Their political arguments
repeatedly revert to a rcformist level,

7) The DCF's conception of democratic centralism 1is implicitlyhostile to any

concept of a centralised regime, and to any element of compulsion. It is discussion
club 'democratic centralism'. The DCPts ideas educate comrades to consider their
own personal feelings, interests® and desires more important than the general

class aims of revolutionary socialism. They repeatedly act as "lawyers" for the
most backward, anti=revolutionary tendencies,

8) The DCF's ideas on women's 1iberation are downright reactionary.

9) The DCF's writings on economics show that they have not even understood the
quostion of what an economic perspective 1s.

10) Their diagnosis of the problems of Workers Fight 1s extremely shallow,
migssing out most of the worst problems, Thelr proposed remedies are?oonfused
jumble o

UV ———

#% The Mahnruf group was a Left Opposition group in Austria. Iandau was 2 leader
of the Cermnn Left Opposition who had close links with Mahnruf. Naville was a
Tender of the French left Opposition , where there was at the timec a crisils
cnused by disagreements over trade union work.



