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fhe Labour Papty = a_reply to ode Carclin
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fhe flrat notloeable thing about ede m”'.“ll';‘ ?hcl‘a '?1'2'1::311'3(1 a:il.']tluntinu
Ih 20e/2% 1a the faot that 1t does not deal wltf llutioﬁi(IB21)
of the lml\t‘\\l‘ l‘?\l“n‘v. Mpue "u“-\“}}:h hj_gl) pl-m’Vi(JU?l .|1(“,E‘O J -ll-l an organ-
deale with “reglatration" and the wltehhunt, bup onizw'of the sit-
leational aenme, That la, it deea not glve an OVeIVi® P uses).
uation of Beitish refarmiam ( & word Capolan hardly eve €

The lLabour gevernment of 1974=79 atarted ﬂ'f'l by )'7013%:?1(2“013(111;
from the working olase. It undld a few of the Tories ay) : ital
then 1t met abuut Lte taek as loyal Labeur lieutenante o£ ceg s
te reatore profitabllity. Wage controla, redundaucies, rﬁogﬁ-na&
(ireluding the appolntment of Hdwardeas) were the order of e zo
Moat workera suffered a out in living standards, and unemplquen
went up to 2 million, A cealition deal was done with the Liberals.
Labour loat the electlion to the Tories once the working class .
atood up and realated.

The oxperlences of the Wilson and Yallaghan governments,added ‘
to that of previeua Labeur governments, caused a reaction inside
the LPy To some extent thiam alew ran through the unions. But much
of thlas reaction wam after the gvent, and developed only once
Labour wag in appositien.

A stand by Benn er by the TGWU leadership during the period eof
the Labour government would have created substantially different
pulitioal conditions. This sheuld be remembered when dealing with
the present moves back towards unity behind the right wing.

Many sectlona of workers tried to resist the last Labour govern-
ment. Bern sat quiet in the cabinet, and the "left" unicn leaders
lef't the struggles isolated. These people helped create today's
unemployment. When they are in oppositien the left reformists can
shout their mouths off - ag seme union leaders cen make left speeches’
an Labour Party platforme. But they are gpineless when'it comes to
fighting ‘capltalism,But Carolan seems to leave this out of account:
"There 18 no reason to believe that the left in the LP is
asmashed; on the contrary, it digplayed tremendeus strength at the
conference: our (?) weakness was in the wnions." (Carolan IB21, p2.) (@

Ny peints about the inherent political weakness of the left ref-
ormists are In line with Trotsky's assesements. It would seem to
me that it is Trotsky and not Carclan who has béen proved right.,

Why did Troetsky insist so atrongly on this point? Because the
left reformists have no real programme to fight the right wing. And
despite the real victeries of the left on policy issues at Labour
conferences, this remains the case today. Healey moves the resulution
on the AES, and Benn winds up - or vice versa. And of course let's
not forget that economlc policy is the way the next Labour government
will run the country and relate te the working class,

The AES - or at least the 'efficial' versiens of it - are barely

even a roformisgt alternative - let alone a revolutionary socialist
answer to the erisis. {

This must be drawn out centrally in our propaganda if we ap
to win Labour and trade unien members te the party. It is also
essential 1f we are to win sections for a limited fight, because
cur perspectives are opposed by the left reformists,

Of course there are lef't reformists of different varie
within the LP, particularly in the conatituencies,
& move to the left that holds genulne revalutic
we wlill wel he able to tako advantage of

e .

tles, and
there 1s no doubt
wary potential., But

this 1f our suiding prineiple
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is simply "staying with the left",

Real moves

But Benn ard ethers did meoke a otand, albelt limited. So how

do we react to this? We would be strongly in favour of not just
reacting to it, but also helping to create it in such broad initiatives
as the Mobllising Committee. But we do so in the overall context

above. We cdo it because we want to sharpen the struggle inside the

MP and break sections of it from reformism both "right" and left.

The best elements in the constituencies must be sickened by Benn's
urity moves. Wh

v has he not criticised Shore's ludicrous economic
policies? i

There are twe wrong ways of approaching initiatives that we
promote or support in the MP, One is.to seek solely '"exposure'. 8o
we demand something that right and left reformists will not do, they
fail to d» it, or fall by the wayside, and are thus "exposed". This
demands ne sensitivity as tc the real movements within reformism,

‘since you can expose them on almost anygthing. They are reformists,

and they do not support our programme for revolution,

The other wrong method'is simply to give a perspective restricted
to fighting the right wing, hopin in this way to win the respect

of the genuine left. But this leaves the political issues in mid-air.
We reach our perspectives from an overall Marxist approach. And to
develop the fight, we must glve both a perspective for the current
battles within reformism, but also relate this to the programme on
which we struggle as revolutionaries - ie transitional demands,

the pelicies we advocate for, K the workers' mevement.

Our battles in the MP only reach a limited sphere, This sphere is
crucial with regards pelitical development.,

Trotsky points out that the werking class relates to the mass
reformlist party despite conference decisions,

"It 1s a great danger for reyolutionists to attach too much

importance tou confererice decisions. We use such evidence in our.
propaganda - but it c

armot be presented beyond the power of cur own
press." : :

It is true that with media involvement the witchhunt issue has
gone further, but the decisive way. the working class learns is in
action. This is how they learn about reformism. What is needed are
the conscisus ferces to draw out the lessons. The experienccs now
within the MP are creeting conditions for developing those consecious

forces. Our fear is that we are unnecessarily limiting our possib-
ilities.

The democracy movement got a response because of the hostility
to the previeus Labour goverrment. But now the union leaders are
pulled back into line because of the possibility of another Labour

government, or the development within the LP of a 'left' alternative
to tre Tories ( i.e. if th

€ ZTories win the election,and the Left
win in the LP). . .

It is necessary tc bring programme centrally into the democracy
movement, This is why the time is ripe. for .anothgr SCLV-type initiative.

Leadership & E

In cde Carolan's reselutions the word "eadership’' is hardly
used from beginning to end, I think this relates to what is written
above.The development of cémmunist cadres is precisecly the sharpest
and hardest part of the struggle.

Instead the comrades offer the following perspectives for the




struggle in thc “riang and MP:

"see fecus the Dolmeldy Pagsive (3-ee Viting r_sn],v) mass
reformism of the trade union rank and file on the task of energising,
transforming, reclaiming and renovating its own industrial and
political labour movement, and turning it into a fighting organ-

isation, even if initially on the level of the fight for reforms
and eounter-reforng, " (IB22+/23 p3),

This idea of "renovating" is in distinct contradiction to the
way Trotsky approached the crisis of the working class in the TP -
l.€s 88 & crisis of leadership;

"Under these conditions trade uniens can cither transform
themselves in to revelutienary organisations or become lieutenants
of capital in the intensified "exploitation of the workers,"

(Writings on Britain, Vol 3, p75).

Trotsky talks net of "renovating" but revolutiunising; he looks
not backwards but forwards.

Contained here is the difference between the struggle for lead-
ership and being a pressure group, Of course our propaganda can

determine our exact terminology. But here we are discussing Carolan's
conference rescluticen.

From his lack of ccmment on leadership,
ridicule "banner", "flag" and
techniques of self-proclamatio
isation simply by proclaiming
suggested that,

On the other hand i
spelling out hew you se

cde Carolan goes on to
"build the revolutienary party"

ne Certainly we do not build an organ-—
it - that's obvicus, But nobody has

T you simply pour continuous ridicule without
e the party being built, you weaken the
struggle to recruit teo the organisation and to explain to pecople

why they should be revolutionaries,

Trotsky

The pheotostats of Trotsky's writings issued at the NC are beside
the point. Entry into the ILP in the 1930s was not the same as
im the LP, The ILP then had a policy of dictatorship of the prol-
etariat, for example ! The question is what work are wc doing?

When Trotsky says we support the LP in elections, he points out
that "such support is only for the purpose of expnsing the treachery
of the Lsbour Party leadership" (Vol 3 P 121), When arguing for the
ILP to join the LP, he puts it in the follewing terms:

"The policy eof the opposition in the Labour Party is unspeakably
bad, But this only means that it is necessary to counterpose to it
inside the Labour Party another, a correct karxist policy. That
isn't so easy? Of course not . But one must know how to hide one's
activities from the police vigilance o

f Sir Valter Citrine and
his agents, until the proper time. But isn't it a fact that a Marxist
factien would not succeed in changing the situation and policy of

the Labour Party? With this we are entire

ly in accord: the bureau-
gracy will not succumb, Vol 3 p 107)
Nete Trotsgk

y avoids any illusions of "renovation"., He g0¢s on
to say it is necessary to win over . tens and hundreds of thousands
of workers, i

There are many refercnces to the question
I think the clearest is
about an inde

sf 2 newspaper, but
one written by Trotsky in 1939, %When asked
: pendent paper, he said the following:

L simply a question of the Juridical possibility, I
believe that even 1f we work inside the Labour Party we must have
8n independent papep proclamation? -TR)not as opposed to our
comrades within ( some were in » Some out in 1939 - TR) but rather




to be sutside the contral of the ILP" (Vol.3 p 143).

I believe 1t 1is necaessary to have
. g ¢ a paper over which a
contro; in the present situation in order to counterrvaci y?eh 5
sectarianism and opportunism with 1

in the MP, This could be the
present broad baper, precisely because it is under our control,
0

pportgg%sm
Cde Yarolan countinuously attacks sectarianism in his resolution,
but does not deal with opportunism, Yet there have been a whole
series of groups and prominent individuals which have opportunist-
lcally dissclved themselves in the LP, The answer to the problems
of developing a revelut

ionary party in Britain cannot simply to be
in the MP and "with the lefth,
Oricentatien
it thipk the most important "development" in the resolution in
IB22+/23 is the way in which it deals with orientation and the
relatienshi

P between the LP and trade unien Worka
For Carolan,

trade union strugglés are "sub-political", while
the LP is "for now and the fereseeable future the pivot of mass
working class pol

l1tics in Britain". (p1) "The Labour FParty is
the vehicle for developing our trade uni

. on work into mass working
class polities in the next stage ahead,"

Indeed cde Carolan insists ~on the "indivisible" nature of

the unions and LP only in order te portray the LP as the "pelitical
sphere,

But fiey are different. They intercenncet both at the level af
the actions of gevernments and oppogitiens and within the LP at
rank and file level., But they are not the same, The LP is a political
party, representing the politiecs of the 2nd International., It was
formed by, but is net identical with the unions.

By identifying the twe together, we wind up with the uniens
as the mass economistic expression and the LP the mass "political" *
expression of the class,

But while we aim to revoluticnise the unions, this cannot be

our strategy for the MP. Only a revolutionary party is adequate
for the struggle for power,

I am not arguing that they are completely separate; but the
unions and the LP are different kinds of organisation,

Sub politiecal

This term, invented by cde Carolan in the pages of the paper,
dces not appear in his resolutions., But it describes his whole
attitude to the uniens, Trade union work, it appears, is all very
well, but it is not "political" until it relates to the LP.

Flowing from this notion, we are told that trade unionists
recrulited direetly to "our own name and barner" would either be
"seetarian" on the LP "or have to be radically reeducated to be B
able to work in the LP". j

Cde Carolan refers to "non-political TU militants" as if any
working class person who is not in the LP falls into this category.
It is noticeable that every LP member is not equally dismissed as
"peformist", "opportunist", etc. What this shows is that cde Carolan
has not grasped the first basics of TU work - the way the fight
for leadership takes place. It takes the form of day-to-day struggles
at a time of capitalist crisis. Within these struggles, revolution-
aries fight for transitional demands.(If these do not include
reference to the LP are they therefore "sub~political?) In fighting
for these demands - which ineclude rcforms - workers come into
conflict with the reformist and Stalinist bureaucracy.

This is a political gquestion., Reformism is the policeman in
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their jobs in carrying out the fight for our policiese

Real Crisis

The real crisis of the WSL lies in its drift away from the
proletayiat. Th; theoretical argument for this drift is in cde
Carolan's IB22+/23,. '

We as an organisation have only a handful ef industg}gl memberss
Are we geing to rectify this by general work in the MP? Will this §
proletarianise our party? Look at the class composition of our NC,

We plainly have a crisis. f

The working class is in crisis 1in its unions. It is .under
daily attack frcm government and employers., That crisis is not
"sub~political" but pelitical. The reformists and Stalinists have no
perspective to defend jobs or living standards, We must reach these
workers. We must increase our focus on resclving the crisis of
leadership in the unions. .

To drop the present paper would go in the opposite direction.

. VWhen Trotsky said of the ILP that they should first of all
spend 99% of their time in trade union work, he meant then that
they had to earn their right to struggle in the L :

We. have to win proletarians to our party. They will not join
a party dominated by the petty bourgeois, Cde Carolan. oftecn quotes
Cannon. Canncn argued strongly on the theme of the prolctarian
content of the party. In an article on "Protiems of the Comintern™
(1926~7 Writings) Troteky argues on France -

"It is more important for us te win over a2 hundred workers in
the Depatement du Nord ( one of France's chief industrial areas
than a thousand civil servants or small shopkeepers in Paris
or Marseilles",

He stresses that he is not against recruiting these people,
but wants to strengthen and consolidate "the proletarian backbone
of the party" (p202). :

This Is beseie: but apparently not to cde Carolan, Why are we
not reeruiting indevstrail workers,

rallway workers, hospital worker s?
Lf cde Carolan thinks their struggles are all "sub:poligical", maybe
that helps explain it, ¢

o

Women and oppressed minoritiesg

Cde Carolan insists that the struggle

minorities and women is politically rel
do not want to subordinate

in relation to the oppressed
ated to the LP, He says we
their struggles to the "mere form of the
existing labour movement, or to its backwardness", "Neverthelegs"

he goes on to say that this in the way for them to relate to ;

the working class, ;

I agree that we must relate 8pecial oppression to the
movement, I think everyonc agrees, We allpggree on figh?fnéagggi-
wardness. But how do we do it?, We can only do this if we reerutt
the oppressed, to carry through the fight, Balck beople, gays
working class women and youth, But where a re the black,comraées
being reciuited to our movement? We have a

mere handful of black
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To drop the paper would be a oat
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tlv to theec Torces, There has te
€, and this must ineclnde the papers.
astrophe for black work, in that

the pessibility to make the

Conclusion,

What T am saying is that out of a discussion around tacties in
the LP has come the theoretical Justificatiun of the drift of the
movement away from the working class and oppressed minorities and
towards the radicalised (and importent) milieu in the LP, at the
expense of these other forms of work.

This drfit can and must be stopped, if we are to win the forces
that should be won in the present crisis.
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,%a;; are the differeaines cn. Perspectives?
By Cunliffe.

1) The publication of Kinnell's amendments on British Perspeetives
indicates that there is no basic disagreement on the overall sit—
uation facing the working class in Britain., The diff'erences focus
instead on the question of method: how should we as Marxists orien-
tate to  the working class and the workers' movement in order to
build the basis of a nass revolutionary party capable of leading

the struggle for power?

But the fact that the comparatively mild changes in programmatic
profile proposed for sur brosi baper have been greceted with such
extravagant and blood~-curdling warnings that they would signal
the end-of-political—work—as—we~know-it suggests that the differences

on these issues may be deeper and more significant than aéppeared
to be the case,

2) Though the discussion began at a juneturec where the NC was forced

to discuss tactical decisions on the NP ( registration etc) and thus
the gquestion of our

press, it would in asny event have been necessary
to discuss these same points for the forthcoming WSL conference

even i1f there hed been no witch-hunt. We face real problems in
developing our organisation,

18 months of almost exclusively "broad" work - in which the
projected WSL magazine has barely appeared and only one substantial
WSL activity (the Rally) hes been held - has secen the WSL not grow
but deecline in numbers from fusion. Ard we have been most lamentably
weak in recruiting from precisely those froces 1o Whom our movemont
mogt needs to turn if we are gserious about fighting to build a new
leadership and establicsh new methods 2nd policies and propramme
in the workers' movement — shop floor militants, unemvloved workers,
xouthF women and black people,

This comes in spite of the often excellent and consistent work
in the mass organisations around the broad publications and campaigns
we have promoted,

There is no reason to presume that the "more of the same" recipes
being served up by cdes Carolan, Parkinson, Fraser, et al, will
-significantly change this bleak position. We need to reexamine our
relationship with worker militants sangd the political content of

our broad campaign work., We cannot afford another 12 months like
the last 18!

3) To confront the problems we face both in our cxisting brosd work
and in extending the base. of that work to draw in new forces amongst
shop floor workers and other sections of the oppressed, we believe
it is necessary to raise the political/programmatic content of our
press, to offer more clearly and tangibly to workers the kind of
fighting policies and perspectives which will motivate them to
struggle with us in the labour movement,

It is obviously quite possible te do this in a
systematic faghion, so as not necdlessly to isolate ourselves or
pose ultimatums - let alone level senseless volleys of insults
and abuse against sections of the left with whom we seek common
struggle and politiecal debate, It would be possible to do it in
the context of the existing - or even a similap — broad paper,

- Rrovided that we retain editorial control of that paper. It need
not be overtly labelled "WSL": tho essentisl question is the polit-
ical content and the clarity with which we pose thc 1ssues £

workers and fight for their involvement,

L) As part of this rencwed drive to reach beyond our obviously
restricted existing cireles of contacts and readers, it is necess—
ary to underline what in theory is a common approach: that the

patient, careful,
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ovan o v cunly pnrEved
fow the mobilisation
our allies

struggles in the Labouwe Party esrmot bhe
without struggles in the unions and struggles s gl
of the most oppressed sections of the working class as
against the bureaucracy. . s nee
X In reaching out to these layers we must recognise ghinnZESiﬁo
offer a clear fighting perspective 1f we are to.bredk tﬁl YY) =
understandable alienation and cynicism in relation o the OTEZ t
isations of the labour movement. We need more than a rest??umbn
of the left decisions at Lebour conferences: we need to offer an
all-round perspective for a struggle for socialism which c?n
convinece workers that we meon business in the fight for new
leadership.

5) Yet in his extended polemical resolution on the LP (IBQQ+(23)

cde Carolan gives good reason to doubt whether this~thecoretical

orientation is seriously intended to be taken into practice.

It is instructive to examine cde Carolan's arguments in the 1light
of the real problems faced by our movement. -

The first factor that will strike many cdes is that nox{/hcro in .\
the text is there any attempt to draw in WSL terms any kind of a ‘
balance sheet of the successes and failures of L years of broad
work. The whole discussion on present orientation and objectives
thus becomes purely cbstract, and divorced from life, The status
quo is defended largely by absurd dist ortions and parodies of
the positions of cdes who argue for a change,

6) It is from this elevated viewpoint that ede Carolan can reiterate

time and again the formally correct notion that "the VSL sets itself |
the task of renovating, reorientating and transforming the existing ‘
labour movement" - without once getting down to the brass taeks |
of HOW we are to sttract and win the forces which will do the f
"reorientating"., (Certainly there is no clue as to how we win ‘
them to the WSL, whose apparently secondary role secms to be seen |
by Carolan as a mere appendage to the whole business, meriting only

a few - odd - paragraphs on Page 8)

8) HOW do we win the confidence and commitment of workers made J
understanadbly sceptical by past Labour govrenments, by the present
Labour leadership, by Tony Benn's wretched record over wage controls .
and '‘participation' in the last govrenment and his present "low E)
profile" on the policies of the next election manifesto ? HOW do :
we show & fighting perspective to shop floor militsnts faecing closures, |
facing continual employers' pleas of bankruptey, facing victimis- '
ations and facing a seemingly endless chain of betraysls and defeats
orchestrated by a seemingly invineible bureaucracy? HOW do we win
the black youth; HOW do we win and mobilisc the working class

women denied any prospect of economic independence under Tory {
or Labour rule? Do we offer them simply a perspective of "joining '
the left" and hope that we can later win them to our polities? Or

do we offer them & programme for shaking up the whole labour move-
ment - ineluding much of the existing left; spelling out what we
support and what we do not in the positions put by the leaders of
. The left, and arguing clearly whet muset bc done? Ty

We say that the second line is the correct ones Indeed we thought

that was common ground in the fusion. Subsequent experience has

showvn an inadequate focue on our programme, and in particular an
inadequate critique of the politics and pollcies of the left.

But cde Carolan is nowhere near clear on his attitude, Like those
irritating presenters of "how to do it" features on Blue Peter and
other TV shows, who falk about what must be done - never actually
do the job ( or make an app2lling mess of it) - and keep producing
the supposed finished product of each stage from under the counter,
cde Carolan begins his preseriptiocus on the intervention of rev-
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aantlonnrles not with the mobllisation of fresh worker militants,
but w}th how we should relate to thoge already active in the unions
on ‘b}\.

Thus we read (p1) that:

"Wor can the shop floor be counterposed to the LP",

Walting to hear how the shop floor can be brought into the LP,
we are told instead that:

""he LP is the vechicle for developing our trade union work
into mass working class polities in the next stage ahead, and for
tranaforming passive reformism into the fight for reforms and
for transitional demends,"

Having thus glibly leapt over the real problems of making that
oomnnectlon, Carolan is then easily able to move on to.the next
atage: frem "passive reformism" to active reformism, toOeee: j3

"Within that, by linking trade union and political aspects, F
and by our agitation and propaganda, we must fight for revolutionary }

!

worklng c¢lass politics, and build the next stage of the revolutionary fi

paxrty by recruiting individuals and mere or less small groups to i

the WSL, " '
. With one bound, Jack was free! By a series of unexplained devel- ’

opmonts, we are apparently rzcrulting people to the WSL! The only

proble 1s that .ee we aren't! J

It seems inescapable that the "stages" seen by ede Carolan
wean that we should first approach workers politically on a more .
or leas reformisat basis - only subseguently raising our political '
programne,

But with the LP itself, its programme and leadership so pathet-
leally inadequate to meet the problems of the working class, and
with its record of betraysl so clearly established, the approach _
to mony militants on this restricted level strains our credibility |
and workers' eredulity. While our dally work in the MP may involve
moking use of reformist propaganda, this does not mean that we
should set out te produce more of our own!

8) Is cde Carolan suggesting that Communists have always been wrong

to apprecach the working class directly with openly revolutionary

propaganda and agltation? Or are his horizons so limted only in

the particular situation of Britain in 19832 Does he believe that
‘ working class consciousness has necessarily to work its way through

all of the tortuous stages of reformism and centrism before we

cen recrult Communists? Can we not hope dircetly to reeruit and

mobilise any new revolutionary forces from the revolutionary class

in soclety to join us in the struggle in the organised labour

movement?

Certainly if we follow cde Carolan's methods we eannot, The WSL
itself has no publication (other than a notional magazine). Though
we control a broad papeér, which could easily serve to fulfil all
the hecessary tasks wilthout taking on a party "label", cde Carolan's
one-track, schematic and blinkered view of the development of
working class consciousness narrows the focus of that press,&blunts
its political edge. And when we attempt to shift this politiecal
profile to & sharper and more sustained level of eritique of left
reformism and clearer advocacy of our own Programme, we are accused

of "s9ctarianism" and "secking to wreck" work done in provious
years! :

9) Cde Carolan speaks throughout his resoclution in abstract and
contradictory terms ahout the labour movement. On the onc hand, we
sre told it is "Indivisible" (p1, paral) But in the very next
paragraph we are told - as cde Carolan engages in the wildest
Speculation - that if one wing of this "indivisible" movement had
muraculously broken free of the other after 1979, events would
have heen very different! :

. Pa——— —— o B — D S
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the production of & peass talloped th ade Oapalan's conception of
NP work .

\wé\ld“‘ a‘div&n\t on h\‘)tW\#an tl]eoroticﬂl U]’ld I_l,'ﬂcticﬂl POliCieS Of
ourtmovenent Ayl se frow cde carolan's politlionl approach - in
Whieh (unspoken) party propagenda is detached from our deily
broad work =

our ppapognl ia to raise the progrhmmatio/politieal fight
in those dpoader publleatlons, 1o enable them to be used for party
pullding de well ae apganising broader forcan and, €5 forums

for dobate and polemio with the existing left and With leftward
moving foraoa,

If thia were.done, there would be no''elush!" between the needs
of odr trade union and NP work. ;
12) At one point (page Y4 para L) it almost appears that Carolan has
grasped the point we are making. He tells uat bi

"How to , & make the etruggle in thd politieal wing of the
novement interesting and accessible t0 non=poll tieal TU militants
on to militante who consider thé LP a wagte of time is fundamentally
g ‘problem of how to gonvey to them what tho analysis, poliey and
porgpective of thé WL for the labour movement are - that is to
convey to them what the WSL is."

Does he go on to explain how we are to 46 thie, through explan-
ation and agitation for our Programme, analylsis, policies and erit-
igues of the left reformista? Does he explain in" any way how this
18 eurrently bdeing donel '

No: = instead he trots out another absurd and crassly distorted
11ist of the suppesed sectarlan aspirations of those who criticise
his line: "Badges, names, profilee and banners will not’ sufficeiecees”

Phe sum total of this is not simply to evade the key lissue, but
to denigrate the tens of thousands of "non-political TU militants"
and-compare then unfavourably to the presumably "political left

aptivist laydrs already within the LP, who may be a million miles

rrongur polities, but do not need us to argue them-into joining
fh (} Y L .

We will not win g¢lther dlayexr by fnig~wuving: buf'nor will we

win them without clearly advancing our’ politics and fighting their
1llusions and conservatism.

13) It seems particularly lconic'in this context that cde Carolan,
a leading exponent of the “do—it-yoursalf—Marxism—and—nqvér-mind-
the—texta" school of politics should Seek to invoke Trotsky's

wrd tings about entirely different situations and tactics in the
1930s to beck up his case todays ! Fow '

There is no parallel in the Trotskyist movement to our broad
paper(s) (- unless we refer to the "braod" paper, 'La Commune'

which was launched in France by Moliniér and Frank in the 1930s and
which was mercilessly condomned by Trotsky as an instrument of

gonfusion. I do not belicve our broad paper could or should be
equated with 'La Cemmune't! ,

t I bellcve that its weaknesses con be
corrected within the present framework, )

There is no parallel to the type of prolonged stratégic .

and all-embracing entry in the MP proposed by Carolan. The Trot ist
entry work in France and the USA was of an eitirely different e

oharncter - short-term, gagféga; entry into relatively smol
leftward-moving or crisis-r on parties, without stagle-li%ks to
the unions. The objective was elther to take over such parties or

;Ouzgmove their active revolutlionary component - particulaply the
outh, -

The NP today is totally different: a solidly reformiét party,

fipnly rooted in the mass trade unions, with no pros
2d 1 pect of it
vaggahing from the scene in the short %erm. This does not of

.
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and we must attempt to selze the opportunity to raisge tho politiocal
level of debate in the labour movomcuts

15) Finally, a word must be said about cde Carolan's.cons§spently
scornful attitude to our Marxist programme and to the identific-
ation of our current as clearly Trotskyist. :
Again and again his references to programme are purely perjorative,
while instead Carolan himself suggests that it mlght be a blg
enough step forward to get the "existing reformist movement to
fight for its own reforms" (p3) :
On top of this, the objections he raises to the product@on of
an "illegal" press in the event of a witch-hunt all refer with equal
weight to the production of any open WSL publication.to be sold
in the labour movement. So if & combination of the w1tch—hupt§rs
and Cde Carolan's political approach ruled out a higher political

profile for our weekly paper, they would certainly also rule out
a WSL magazine,

8o exactly what does cde Carolan see as the significance of
the WSL in the class struggle? And exactly how does he propose or
imagine that our potential contacts and recruits are to discover
our existence, examine or policies and find a way to join?

"We carry the programme", writes Carolan in section 8. But who
is to know? How does our wealth of theoretical insight menifest
1tself to’'the average reader of our paper or to the wider sections
of the working class? How do we persuade people that Bolshevism
is the answer? :

Cde Carolan's view of our tasks is largely negative:

"We make no concessions on questions of principle, definition
programme or political analyisiSeces"

It is unlikely that worker militants will be galvanised to
join a movement whose main raison d'etre is seen as offering
polemics against other tendencies (most of which, without a
party press. or publication must remain unpublished!)

The WSL must be built as a revolutionary combat party, the
highest possible form of organisation of revolutionary Marxists,
fighting for the theoretical and practical development of
the programme for the revolutionary mobilisation of the working
masses, fighting for this programme and leading struggles in the
various wings of the workers' movement; if not it will ossify
into a meaningless sect on the periphery of the Labour Party,

There are danger signs before us. The possibility of a change

is at hand., Nothing would be “"wrecked"; no lunatic"banners" unfurled;
no rude words would be gratuitously used to insult well-meaning

left wingers: but a sharpened political flght,in a dire and
desperate leadership crisis of the British workers' movement offers
us the best hope of striding forward to political gains in the

next period. The most worr

ying sign is that leading cdes in our
movement seem so dead set against such a fighte.

Cunliffe, Jan 21,



