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Two pages from our history.

This pamphlet focuses on two disputes within the
Workers' Socialist Leagque (WSL) in I983 - our
attitude to the shooting down of a Koean civilian
airliner by a Soviet plane; the sacking and
witch-hunt against socialists working at the Cowley
car plant in Oxford.

These are two ~ of many - examples of the irrational,
apolitical behaviour of the WSL minority, led by

Alan Thornett. This behaviour was eventually, in 1984
to lead to a split in the WSL which took the form of
the expulsion of Thornett and his faction by the
majority.

The WSL had been formed in I98I by the fusion of
Thornett's old WSL with the International-Communist
League. The fused organisation sold the paper Socialist

Organiser which the I-CL had been central to founding
in 1978.

Thornett's old WSL was politically hetrogeneous: it had
been held together as an extended clique around Thornett
and Tony Jones - workers at the British Leyland factory
at Cowley. Thornett acted as arbiter and the person who
made final decissions in the old WSL. He expected to
have the same role in the new organisation. But the
leadership of the old I-CL would not defer to Thornett
and the self-styled "worker leaders" at Cowley. Issues
had to be decided by rational debate.

These two disputes from 1983 show Thornett under pressure.

The dispute over the Korean jet: a civilian plane - off
course by hundreds of miles - had been shot down by the
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Workers' Socialist League EC meeting, I0 Sept 83
Minutes of the discussion about the shooting down
of a passenger jet by the USSR's airforce.

Alan Thornett: Unhappy about the editorial balance. But

my position is that it was a mistake - a mistake which was
very easy to make. PersonalTy I think it was a spy-plane.
But that does not minimise it being shot down.
Overwhelming evidence that it was a mistake. We should
question whether USSR went far enough in identifying it.
Attacks on spy-planes are normal in tose areas.

I think we should have the general line of Socjalist Action.
Editorial accepts it was a mistake - but then condemns the
USSR in inappropriate terms. We should debunk Reagan more.
We should have another article debunking the US case.

Martin Thomas: We can not judge the technicalities -
suggestion of provocation and probe of defences. Can not
imagine the Kremlin coldly deciding to shoot down a civil
aircraft. It did show a recklessness to loss of life. Not
clear what level decision to shoot taken at. Very clear they
did not take adequate steps to identify it etc. Clear from
Russian reaction later reckless of consequences.

Can not see that the defence of the USSR would override
other considerations in this case. No positive evidence this
was a spy-plane or that they checked. Socialist Action
concedes too much to the Russian bureaucracy - benefit of
the doubt on every question. They shot down the plane and it
was indefensible.

Collins: Whether or not it was a spy-plane, it was doing
something odd. Obviously sufficient care was not taken. Ue
should however more emphasis on the US's use of the fact
that it's a civilian plane - they share the responsibility.
It's unarquable that there was some conscious use of the
plane by the US.



Sean Matgamna: It's possible that it was eliberately

set up by the US. But basic question is: does defence

of the USSR commit us to supporting such specific acts?
Bureaucracy 'defends the USSR' in its own way, and has
its own interests. They had the option eg of forcing it
down. They behaved with typical recklessness. You can not
just argue "they shoot down spy-planes, don't they?"
Bureaucracy is brutal outside its own territory, too.

John Lister: It's a question of what happened. Bourgeois
commentators have said it was probably a mistake. US story
does not hold together. We should expose it. Does not

mean saying it's OK for USSR to shoot down planes.

Martin Thomas: Resolution.

Alan Thornett: I would T1ike to put a resolution but I have
not got time.

Martin Thomas: Should do a neutral article exploding US
cover-ups, but not drawing pro-USSR conclusions.

Alan Thornett: Recklessness for human 1ife? No evidence of
that. You have to ask - was there any evidence for the USSR
to think it was a civilian plane? There is a difference of
world view: Matgamna is unable to assess objectively what
the USSR does. We have a material interest in debunking
this witch-hunt. '

I think it was a mistake - its an open question whether
sufficient checking was done - but we donot accuse the

USSR of recklessness.

Sean Matgamna: Danger of lurching into a debate in the
paper? Next paper should also assess the USSR story.

Parkinson: Its indefensible even if it is an accident.



Martin Thomas: Article starts saying we can not believe

what USSR says, it generally lies etc - then go on to
analyse the US case in detail.

Alan Thornett: I think that the USSR is not really to

be condemned.
Martin Thomas: Resolution.

Sean Matgamna: Add "The fact is that a plane was shot
down..."

Alan Thornett: Amm.: "While we do not accept the whole
of the USSR case".

Voting: Thornett Amm.: 2 for &5 ag.
Matgamna Amm.: 3 for 3 ag. I abst. - falls
Thomas: 4 for I abst. (Matgamna)

Who to write article?: collaboration Thomas/Lister - lost
Thomas - carried.

Motion:

Ye write an article which opens by saying briefly that the
USSR at first tried to hush up the affair, and then simply
brazened it out; they are habitual liars; that their
conduct is appalling - as in the editorial this week - and
goes on to analyse and debunk the US story in detail.

I. We do not give the Kremlin bureaucracy the benefit of
the doubt in such matters. Our position of defence of the
USSR does not commit us to put the best complexion on

such acts as the shooting down of a civilian aircraft.

We therefore condemn the shooting down as an act of
criminal recklessness.

2. The US is clearly covering up parts of the affair. It
may be that they consciously provoked it or were using

the plane for spy purposes. We should expose the hypocricy
and the cover-ups, and point to the possibilities of a
provocation etc - but we should not do this in such a way



as to be effectively apologists for the Kremlin, like

Socialist Action.
3. We also, of course, condemn the use of the affair by the
US, etc, to build up their war drive.



It's a political witch-hunt

BRITISH LEYLAND is a com-
pany with a long record of
sacking workers for their polit-
ical and trade union activities.
The dismissal of Derek Robinson
and Alan Thornett, senior and
deputy senior stewards in the
Longbridge and Cowley «car
plants are the most well known
examples of such victimisation.
No one believes that Robinson
and Thomett were sacked for
the technical . charges made

against them. They were victim- |

ised for their political and trade
union views and activities. And
there have been numerous other
less publicised sackings. .

BL is lying when it says
it .does not.dismiss workers on
political grounds, or that it
would hire workers in spite of
their union record or socialist
beliefs. Methods of political

victimisation and exclusion are

An attack on unions

syatematic in BL and large
British companiea, -

This can be proved simply..

H BL does not sack or-prevent
people from gaining employ-
ment for reasons of - their
political views or trade union
activities why does it, like most
large companies, operate a
system of hlacklists? Why does
it employ organisations to check
the trade union and political
backgrounds of its workers or
those applying for joba? -

The use of such methods is
known to ail those invoived in
trade unions and industrial rela-
tions, and the press; if BL denies
this state of affairs it is merely
falsifying its own, and other
companies’ practices.

Obvious_

The facts are obvious. The’

BL management has not one
single complaint against the
work record of the thirteen
dismissed during the entire time
they were at Cowley. Everyone
knows that the company would
bq taking no action against the
thirteen if they were not suspec-
ted of having strong socialist
views,

The real facts of the BL case
were stated in the Financial
Times on 13 August 1983, ''BL
has been careful to stress offic-
ially the constitutionality of its
procedure . , . In effect however
ita central cuncern was their sus-

The Socialist League has been the target of a most vicious witch-
hunt in the press over the fast week. 14 of its alleged supporters
have beew sacked from BL’s Cowley assembly plant.-As an act .
of solidarity with the comrades we

statement on the witch-hunt.’

print excerpts from their

pected revolutionary affilia-

tions."’ )
Accusations of ‘left wing con-
spiracy’ are merely stupid. If BL
did not victimise people for their
political and trade unjon views
in the first place no-one at all

would bother to hide their views. -

from the management. If BL

- gtates it would have taken o

workers it knew were strongly in
favour of trade unions and were

active socialists then it is merely -

lying — as its entire past record

Behind the witch-hunt, the - .
- The Workers Socislist League

unions are under attack!

End Blacklists! .
The witch-hunt and victimisa-
tion of 14 people at BL Cowley -
for falsification of their applica-
tion forms is an attack on the
trade union movement. They—
were clearly sacked for political
reasons; there was no complaint

_about their work. They are

obviously being victimised. -
The Tory government has just

‘gtarted its second term of office.

It is increasing its offensive
against the working class, with

rising unemployment, privatis- _

ation, cuts, and new attacks -on
the unions. - . :

It is getting the assistance of
the right-wing majority of the
TUC General Council, which
now wants to discuss with the
Tories. As Arthur Scargill has
gaid, this is like discussing the
rope with your aspirant hang-

“man. - ) .
To get through their attacks,

the Tories must deal with those
who are opposed to them and to
their stooges in he TUC. They"
will now use the hysteria around
the Cowley situation to boost
their attack on the unions partic-.

. ularly at rank and file level and

" shows. .

'I_'he-charge' that anyone with
socialist views can instigate
workers to go.on strike, or are
‘infiltrating” the trade unions is

.. 2. conscious invention by the

press.. i
Risk

‘ Workei's going on- strike lose
hundreds of pounds of their

., income and risk their jobs. They

will not strike ‘unless propelled

for many years hag been the tar-
get of witch-hunts, victimisa-
tions and attempted. victimisa-

" tions at BL's Cowley plant. We

print excerpts from a statement

on the current witch-hant put-
out by the National Committee
of the-WSL on 13 August 1983. -

in industry — where the main

- opposition to the Tories will
. comse from. . Lo
., " .The press campaign is the

gtart-of this. Lefi-wingers come

: from outside the working class,’
.-.they say. This . campaign is
“designed to discredit all those,
-at all levels, who fight back, ' {
- particularly those who try to
. change the leadership in the

“labour movemeni, Everybody

:who argues for militant policies
becomes a suspicious person.
Like rising unemployment, the
campaign will be-used to try to
;ntm):jdate the shop floor. -

.. On the day after the sack-
ings, the shop stewards at Cow-
!ey got a report from the joint
inquiry of trade union officials

and management that came out

‘to do so by deep-seated and
. genuine grievances against the
company. It is the activities of
BL management, not any
political group, which leads to
workers strike in BL or any
company. .

The exciusion of the thirteen
workers from Cowley should be
opposed by the entire labour
trade union and women'’s move.-
ment ag an. attempt by the com-
pany to enforce a political ban on
recruitment and employment. If

_'a policy of systematic exclusin
from employment, and use
victimisation, by companies ..
continued and ' strengthener]
there will be a further jor
erosion of democratic rights to
add to the many aiready carried
out by this government and the
BL management. -

‘of the ‘washing-up time’ ‘strike. -
This joint report talks about the
**political’” nature of some shop
stowards.“1 talks about shop
stewards not being aware of the
kind of increases in préductivity

-necessary. .. -

During the '‘washing-up time'

‘gtrike, the bureaugracy stopped

-the Cowley Assepbly Plant shop
"stewards putting their opinions

. to the mass meeting. This was a

.go-ahead for the current cam-

aign. It was saying to the mem-

Jbership that the stewards should
not be listenedto. - Cos

. Right wingers in other unions

- will try to take up the same cry.

" Kate Losinska of the CPSA has

) a.lree)tdy spoken on this. - -

- We must refuse to be cowed.
.Trade union. membera have a
right' to be political activists.

- Left wingers have a right to have
a job and be active in their

‘unions. It is not-a crime to be a

gocialist. The press thinks it is a
crime, the capitalisis and the

~.Tories think it is a crime, the
right wing thinks it is a crime to

~ be a socialist in the unions or the

“Labour Party. We must oppose
these witch-hunting ideas, and
we must oppose allblac_klistg ean



End the blacklist!

‘MOLES’, ‘conspirators’, ‘infiltrators’, screamed the press. BL
itself piously insisted that politics did not come into it: they
had sacked 13.workers simply because of false information on
their job applu:ations discovered .as a result of a ‘routine

audit’,

But everyone knows that the sackings were political. BL has form
when it comas to politically motivated victimisations. Back in Novem-
ber 1979, they sacked the then convenor of Longbridge, Derek Robin-
son, just for putting his name to a pamphlet criticising the Edwardes
plan. With the thinly disguised connivance of the AUEW leadership, and
a vicious red-baiting campaign in the press, the BL bosses rode out the
spontaneocus walk-outs by thousands of BL workers, and Robinson
stayed sacked, probably never to work in industry again.

Exactly one year after Robinson’s dismissal, six militants {including
four shop stewards, one of whom was Jim Danham a Socialist Organis-
er supporter) were framed up and sacked at Longbrldga for allegedly

* leading a ‘riotous mob’ on a ‘rampage’ round the plant. The evidenca
against the six would not have stood-up in any court outside a poiice
state, Again the workforce struck spontaneously, and again BL won the
day thanks to the weakness and cowardice of the union leadership, in
this case the TGWU.

" Like savaga dogs who have tasted blood, the bosses turned naxt ta
Cowley, and seized their chance to sack one of the best-established and
most widely respected .militants in the industry, Alan Thornett. In
November 1982, he was sacked for a trivial driving offence that normal-
ly would not have warranted even a warning. The local TGWU leader-
ship gave Thornett verbal support, but in practice ensured that no
industrial action took place.

The purges had their effect. The stewards’ movement was cowed
and terrorised. Rank and file workers lost confidence in the unions’
ability to defend them. Xnown militants have to watch every step. con-
sider every utterance, and be constantly on their guard. Any BL worker
will testify to the reign of terror that Edwardes and his henchmen un-
leashed upon the workforce.

Meanwhile the track speeds crept constantly up, conditions were
eroded, and real wage levels were slashed.

Elsewhere in industry, other bosses took careful note of Edwardes’
tactics and followed his example. A spate of victimisations {and who
knows how many threats of victimisations?) followed the Robinson
sacking. Managers throughout the private and the public sectors have
seen that blatant intimidation and straightforward industrial blackmail
" can succeed against shop floor activists, especially when union leadars

like Duffy and Evans go along with it,

The case of the Cowley 13 is the latest and most dramatic example
of such intimidation, The official reason. for the sackings is a sick joke,
Any trade 'unionist knows that blar .iists exist, not just of political acti-
vists, but also of straightforward trade union militants. Falsifying job
applications and arranging fak.. -eferences is the only way for many
people to get a job at all, especially with over threz million out of work.
Hf evaryone with untruths on their application forms were sacked, then
perhaps 20 or 30% of the total manual workforce in the country would
be out of their jobs tomorrow.

The newspapers speculate wildly about a ‘conspiracy’ to ‘infiltrate’
the Cowley plant. They describe tha 113 sacked workers in terms that
would be much better applied to the clique of professional tough-guy
managers brought in by Edwardes speclflcaliv to bash the union$ and
intimidate the workforce.

Men like Tom Gray and Andy 8arr, who closed down Speke and
Rover Solihull, moved on to Longbridge to bresk the unions there, and
then headed south to Cowiey to put the boot in again. Or John Mackay
— brought in from Chloride to manage Edwardes’ image. He recently
turned up as a consultant for management at the Firancial Times in
their long-running strike, These are the real infiltrators, and theirs is the
real conspiracy.

As.Steph Grant, one of the 13 sacked, says, ‘'If BL management
kngw | was a sgcialist, they would never have employed me’. Thst's the
real scandal of Cowley.

If BL. management and others like them get their way, socialists will

_ have no right to wark in this country.

Our answer must be clear and firm. We will fight for our socialist
principles and for strong and effective trade unionism wherever we can.
We will support, by the most effective methods we know, all those
workers blacklisted and viztimised. That means industrial action wher-
ever possible against blacklists and for the right 19 work regardless of
political affitiation or trade union activity.

The Labour Party must give a commitment that a future Labour
government wili remstate all socialists and trade unionists vnctlmlsad
by the likes of BL management and thelr Tory backers,



'Plahe truth

289 PASSENGERS and crew died In the the Korean Airlines
Jumbo jet shot down last week under mysterious c!rqumlnnees
by a Soviet fighter deep inside Soviet air space.

It was a dramatic indication of the recklessness for human iife,
the hablitual brutality, the uncontroiled ferocity, which flow from
the very nature of the Kremlin bureaucracy. ‘

Nobody but a crank could Imagine that the Kremlin leaders,
seeking to halt new missile deployments in.Europe, had anything
to gain from the dellberate destruction of the airliner, ]

Whatever the sequence of events that led up to the firing of
the fatal missile, it Is self-evident that even had tHa whoie jJumbo
been packed to capacity with camera-toting CIA agents, the
worst possible response (had Soviet procaedures offered any flexi-
Billty) wes to shoot down an unarmed civil alrcraft — thus fuel-

. ling an immediate and universal escalation of cold war propa-
ganda to the benefit of Reagan the the hawks in the imperialiat
governments of the West.

But we cannot be surprised at the initlal scandalous sifence, .

followed by lumbering and Inept attempts at a cover-up, an the
part of the Kremlin chiefs. The gang of bureaucrats who
masquerade under the stolen banner of .communism’ In the
USSR, Eastern Europe and other deformed workers’ statea are
the political descendants of Joseph Stalln, whose ruthless sup-
pression of every form of political opponent and brutal Indiffer-
ence to the fate of miilions Is well known. . :

They have never known — probably by now cannot even imag-
ine — any sort of democratlc accountabllity for thefr actlons, any
system of having t6 answer for what they do to the workers and
peasants of their countries. They are used to ‘explaining them-
selves’ by means of the policeman’s boot and baton. _

When Andropov and his fellow-leaders attompt to respond to
this crisis by at first trying to hush up the affair at top level, and
then by simply brazening it out and sesking to ride the storm of
international anger, they are just doing.what comes naturally.

But don’t let the appailing conduct of the Soviet bureaucracy
fool anyone into thinking that Reagan and Thatéher are remotely
concerned for the passengers. (Or even for the truth: It took them
several days to admit that a US spy plane was operating In the
area).

They are revelling in an ideai opportunity to stoke the fires of
anti-communism, to bolster thelr own arguments for a further
escalation of the arms race. . .

Nothing could be more cynical. The whole scenario of the night
éncounter between an ‘off course" aliliner and Soviet fighters,
six miles above some of the most sensitive Soviet military Install-
atlons, is a scenarlo of growing military and politicai tension ¢on-
sciously fuelled by Reagan and by Thalcher.

Reagan’s hands are not clean. They are dripping with blood.

It was Reagan whao set out to raise the stakes in the nuclear
poker game, by equipping the USA with new first-strike weapon-
Iy — Crulse missiles, Pershing lls, Trident, and the new giant
MX missile.

It is Reagan — backed by Thaicher — who has insisted upon
E’ltsfgg Cruise missiles In Europe as a new threat tatgeted on the

R. :

1t Is Reagan who has banged the military drum, dispatching
fléats to cruise off the Nicaraguan coastline, sending thousands
of troops for ‘manceuvres’ In Central America, statloning air-
craft carrlers to menace Libya, and

tors around the worlid. .

Reagan’s military actions are deilberately designed to create a
climate of susplclon, fear and anxlety — and to further the strat-
egles and ambitlons of the US bankers and milltary top brass.

Death and suffering are a daily by-prodiict of the operatians of
{he US ruling class. Millions dle agonising deaths in the ptunder-
ed Third World through avoidable famine and curable diseases,
while in the advanced capitalist countries farmers are paid not to
produce and drug'companies vie to promote the iatest marketing
gimmick. Thousands die and are maimed In fattories and
warkplaces worid-wide as victims of tha multinationals’ ruthless
will to sacrifice human life to profit. ] )

, ?I;lld deaths arising from LIS political stre-sgy ire even more
visibte. : ) :

In Chile, deliberate US ‘destabllisation’ of an elected govern-
ment paved the way ten yearg ago for a vicious junta that drove
one millton Intg exile, murdered thousands, and destroyad the
country’s economy,

arming btoodstained dicta- -

The ‘psychopathic kiilers’ running the £l Salvador miiltary —
as even a former US Ambassador described one of them — ar,
trained, financed, armed, ‘advised*, and propped up by the US,

When Nicaraguan dictator Anastasio Somoza and his Natlona
Guard unleashed murderous war against the Sandlnista revalu
tion, the US was right behind them — as it had been right behinc
the Somozas’ brutal ruie for over 40 years. Washington abandon.
ed Somoza only whan it was clear that he was going to lose, Now
the US pumps in money, guns and ‘advisors’ to heip ex Nationa
Guardsmen waging counter-revolutionary war against the -new
Nicaragua.

Reagan deplores Kremlin brutality: but the murdering mili-
tary dictatorship in  Turkey s the apple of his eye, keeping a
strategic country safe for NATO. The same US administration
which professes horror at the death of 289 on the' KAL airliner
remains doggediy committed to the diplomatic recognition of the
defeated genoccidal Pol Pot leadership of Kampuchea — which
killed an estimated thres to four mifllon people. .

No: Reagan’s hands drip with blood. The British ruling class
not only supports US imperiatism, but has its own, longer, bloag-
stalned record. .

The answer Is to stop the arms race. And to do that we myst
disarm and overthrow Reagan, Thatcher, and the class they
represent,
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Unexpected ally helps
halt frenzied hunt for
“moles”

THE MOST surprising develop-
ment in the course of the singl-
ing out and victimisation of the
13 socialists from BL's Cowley
plant was the attitude of David
Buckle, the right-wing Oxford
District Secretary of the TGWU.

His main claim to. fame is
many years of determined witch-
hunting against the far left in
the unjon.

On this occasion, however, he
played a very different role. It
was his powerful defence of the
13 and -condemnation of the
witch-hunt which defused the
situation to some extent at a
time when it was becoming very
dangerous for the lahour move-
ment. -

. Ho countered the ‘infiltration’

slander by quoting Thatcher at
the Tory trade unionists’ con-
ference urging them to ‘Infiltr-
ate’ the unions and win support
for the Tory party. He asked how
many of such people had been
sacked.

Appa]led

He strongly attacked the
media: 'There has been no nat-
ural justice for these i ple,
who have been tried and found
guilty by the media. As a magi-
strate I am appalled at the
media’s conduct’’, In response
to guestion from the press, he
said he could “‘smell fasojsm
around in this country",

Such comments from someone
ike David Buckle show how
deep were the dangers for the
workers’ movement that had
developed at that tima, Thatcher
and Tebbit were sitting waiting
to see what they could utilise for
their own anti trade union ends,

Organisations like the Econo-
mic League — which had not
been prominent for many years
— Wwere crawling out of the
woodwork to advertise their
dirty trade of more systematical-
ly and effectively operating the
blacklist,

BL had a more fundamentai
objective. In their opinion they
have a serious problem in Cow.
ley, having decided to make it
their major area of investment,

IN THE aftermath to the
massive witch-hunt of socjal-
ists in BL’s Cowley Assembly
Plant, and the campaign built
upon it by the press, ALAN
THORNETT, himself politi-
cally victimised and sacked
by BL, gives his reactions and
his view of the wider
implications.

They have to deal with the mili-
tant tradition of the Assembly
Plant.

A decision to pump invest-
ment into Cowley (which has an
ideal combination of Body and
Assembly facilities side by side)
was aiso a decision to launch g -
vicious and protracted war ag-
ainst the trade unions,

For various reasons, not least
the Tory offensive and the dra-
matic sell-outs in BL since 1979
by the trade wunion leaders,
mostly at national level, this
achieved & high degree of suc.
cess. Shop stewards and work.
ers were harassed and intimida-
ted. Militants were victimised,
and the shop stewards’ commit.
teeveduced to a third of jts pre-
vious size, .

Bf¥ the end of last year BL
considered (with some justifica.- .
tion} that the exercise had been

-largely completed,

The remaining stewards had
their backs to the wall; massive ~
speed-up had been introduced;
and the remaining key agree-
ments, like senjority, had been
largely smashed.

However, they
seriously wrong,

In April the workforce struck
over the six and nine minutes
hand-washing time, The
strength and solidarity of the _
strike demonstrated that trade
unionism’ and the militant hijg-
tory of the plant were far from
dead, and not so easytokill, .

BL's initial response came
through the joint inquiry agreed
as part of the gell-out of the
strike. '

were wrong,

- the

This report again identified
the shop stewards’ movement as
the problem. It was, they said,
"'political opinions’* of
“‘certain shop stewards’’ which
were the problem, and a reorg.
anisation of the shop stewards’
movement was required. .

This responss, however, al-
though serious, was never sde-
quate to BL's requirements.
They wanted (and still want) a

- clear-out of these militants who
. Tepresent and can express the

militant history of the plant.

That requirement, more than
anything else, determined their
response to the ‘discovery’, by
whatever means, that a number
of socialists and trade union
activists had taken jobs in the
plant — mostly at the time of the
Maestro recruitment,

Many of them had been fore-
ed to ify their application
forms to get round BL's discri-
minatory  recruitment proce-
dures,

BL decided, along with the
media and the government (who
followed the events very closely)
thatsithjs was hthe basis for a
mmassive witch-hunt against soc-
alists inind .

Whilst lyingiy saying that
they were sacking. 13 workers for
alsifying their application forma
(when they had already identi-
fied political ideas as the prob-
lem in their report}, they deli-
berately fuelled the political
witch-hunt. !

Each day for several days the
gutter press ‘revealed’ informa.
tion (such as details of educa-
tional qualifications entered on

the application forms} which log-

ically could only have come from
management sources, ’

The press witch-hunt was
designed not just to get the 13
sacked — although manage-
ment did see that ag important
in itself — but to discredit .and
weaken the trade unjon move-
ment and to create the condi-
tions to sack more people. Since
the witch-hunt staried, the pres-
sure. has increased consider-
ably on militants in BL.

They hoped to discredit social:
ist ideas ideologically through
lies and smears, thereby isola-

ting shop stewards from the
members — making them log
like outsiders or ‘moles’ workin,
subversively for politica} ends,

They. did the same to me i
1974, and to Derek Robinson i
1979,

Such a witch-hunt 8ays to soc
inlista: If you want to get a job
or keep the one you have got
keep your political ideas to your:
self — or, more Precisely, don’i
have any’political ideas at all,
{The Sun announced that one

‘'way to spot a ‘mole’ is to find

anyone who reads the Guardian,
rather shan the Sunl) *

1t says to other less committed
workers: Don’t listen to or get
involved in politics, and don't
become an activist in_ your
union.

- Battering ram

Thus it was the witch-hunt
which was most damagin I8
Every day that it occupied th
front pages, this ideologicat
battering Tam wag in operation.

For this reason it was a mis-
take for Stephanie Grant to hold
a press conference when she
did‘f Her arguments were entire-
ly valid, explaining that as an
activist she could not have got a
job in any other way. But she
gave the press three more days
of front pages, which would
otherwise have been difficult to
sustain. This far autweighed the
effect of the points she was able

_to get across.

After Buckle’s speech the
headlines faded, but one dimen-
-afon of the situation wna brought
into sharper focus — the Labour
Party angle, with the Tory edi-
tois’ eyes on the upcoming Lah-
our Party conference.

This had been a factor from
the outset. Right-wingers like
John Golding had been quick to
equate so-called ‘infiltration’
into BL with so-called ‘infiltra-
tion’ into the Labour Party. In
other words, people with social-
ist ideas should be outlawed,

The Sun used its editorial
three days running to challenge
Nejl Kinnock. to say where he
stood on ‘infiltration’ into BL.



The Telegraph and the Ex-
press carried front-page articles
- claiming that there were *‘1000
SL membera’ “‘Infiltrated’’ into
the Labour Party, and quoted a
Labour Party spokesperson say-
ing that “‘we
with them’,
Although most of the left

ve got to deal

ress (leaving aside the scurri-
ous role of Newsline) have,
roundly condemned the witch-
hunt — including the Moming
Star — there has been some
reluctance by prominent labour
movement figures in coming
forward to denounce it. -

Ken Livingstone has done so,
and so has Eric Heffer, who
warned in a letter to Labour
Party wotkers (see page 3) of the
dangers of creating an atmo-

sphere in which a McCarthyite

witch-hunt could flourigh.

Eric Heffer is right. The dan-
gers are there. Those concerned
for democracy in the Labour
Party and. the trade unions
should make it their duty to
stamp out this witch-hunt before

‘any more damage is done.

Analysing the witch hunts

TWO POINTS about Alan Thorn-
ett's article (SO 144).

The BL Witch-hunt was vie-
ious, The popular press is, indeed,
vile and repressive and hysterical-
ly  anti-soclalist, Attempts —
though pretty feeble ones — were
made by the press to spread the
Cowley witch-hunt across indus-
try, and to claw into it the Lab-
our Party, CND, etc.

Precisely for that reason it is
important to make a cool assess-
ment of where we are at and of
what happened,

I think it is wrong to see the
BL witch-hunting as part of a
concerted and integrated cam-
Ppaign to smash the labour move-
ment. The evidence suggests it
was far more haphazard.

The Cowley management fs
not the whole capitalist class, and
It had its specific motives for deal-
ing with the 13 as it did. The
press seized its opportunities, but
it is not all-powerful.

The conditions existed In
Cowiey for the management to
sweep out the 13 with relatively
little trouble. It takes more thana
few horror stories in the press to
create the conditions for purge:
in every industry and every area
of society.

And if the Cowley witch-hunt
were part of a concerted effort to
smash up the labour movement,
then that fact would invalidate
Alan Thornett’s criticism of the
Socialist League.

He says that they merely fed
the witch-hunters’ fires by hold-
ing a press conference, and that it
would have been better to keep
their heads down. That makes
sense if the witch-hunt was basi-
cally a localised, limited affair, 50
caution and tactical sense couid
hope to prevent any serious ex-
tension of it.

But if there were a concerted
drive against trade union militants
wilh the Cowlay witch-hunt as its
cutiing edge, then lying low
would not help and might hinder.

It's like the well-wom argu-
ment against any militant self-
assertion: that it ‘provokes’ the
reactionaries, ‘gives them an ¢x-

cuse’ to strike at you, And the
answer is the same: if it’s in their
interests, they’ll manufacture an
excuse or a provocation,

Strategy and tactios cannot be
shaped by fear of provoking our
opponents. Whether the SL
should have kept {ts head down
Is a matter of judgment of the
lmr:::d(late circumstances.

ar more welghty eriticism
of the SL is what they did and
didn't do in their press confer-
snce. )

- After they had been thrown
»ut of their jobs for being ravolu-
tionary soeialists, it served no pur-
vose to continue to deny their
dolitical identity. Who believed
their denials?
~ The denials must have discred-
ited them, and not oaly them,
politically. They missed the

chance to make a bold and prine-
tpled Marxist statement.

To choose to try to integrate
themselves into the BL workforce
rather than make socialist propa-
ganda- would have been perfectly
roper — if it were an option.

But by the time they held the
press conference, it wasn't.

Yet they had,.. a press confer-
ence to deny any connection with
the 51, chaired by one of the
better known SL full-timers!

They fed the press witch-hunt
at that point mainly by zeeming
to fit exactly the media Image of
lying, twisting reds.

From whichever angle you
look at it, it was a lamentably
incompetent and disoriented pex-

formance,
JACK CLEARY,
London.



- Significance of BL'’s
‘Cowley witch-hunt

JACK Cleary {in S0149) ser-
iously distorts my article on the
recent Cowley sackings. He does
so to such an extent that I can
only conclude that he ddes so
in order to more easily polemic-
ise against me, ’
He claims that I predicted
"‘a purge in every industry and
every area of society'” as a result
of the sackings. And he claims

that I see.the sackings as a part -

of a campaign to '‘smash the
labour movement'’.

Exaggerating your opponents’
arguments until they are in-
credible is a very destructive
way of conducting a polemic.

In fact I made no such sweep-
ing statements, although I think
the sackings were very serious.
The nearest I came to such state-
ments, which 1 stand by com-
pletely, was to say, ‘‘Such com-
ments from someone like David
Buckle show how deep were the
dangers for the workers’ move-
ment that had developed at that
time, .

““Thatcher and Tebbit were
sitting waiting to see what they
could utilise for their own anti
trade union enda’’,

I think that is a cool assess-
ment. I think the Cowley sack-
ings and the witch-hunt around
them was one of the factors
which has created a significant-
ly new situation in industry. This
can be seen in the pits, was seen
in the Stockport Messenger, and
now in the hardening of BT man-
agement and their. injunction
against the POEU.

I don’t intend to respond ex-
tensively on the matter of SL.
My article was written in the

- : rity with
a far left group who were baing
witch-hunted by the media at
the time by forces which posed a
danger to the labour movement

asawhole, ... -

" ‘Jack Cleary is clearly incap-

able of comprehending such an

approach, since the logic of his

- ‘comments would be to provoke a

discussion, which even if it did

not have sectarian intent could

be damaging to the far left.

Therefore I will go no further
than to 'defend the criticisms I
made of Stephanie Grant for the
Monday press conference. It
is just not true to say that the
media can whip up a national
witch-hunt at will. Why did they
pick on Scargill’s illtimed visit
to the USSR, for example?

They need the right kind of
things to hang it on and they
need the right things to keep it
going. We should not. give them
those things at the time they
need them if we can avoid it.

There are no timeless rules on
this, we have to take the con.

. crete situation.

In my view, having followed it
in detail, the media had a prob-
lem after a foew days in the Cow-
ley situation and needed a fresh
angle to keep it going. In parti-

cular they needed personalities -

. and the press conference gave

them that,

As a result we had ancther '

four days of damaging witch-
hunting. That is why I made my

" comment.

There is, however, another,
worrying aspect to Jack Cleary’s

* letter. That is the way he sets

out to play down the role of Bl
management in Britain today..

. He says for example that,
‘‘The Cowley management is-

-not the whole capitalist class’’, I.
‘agsume we can accept

that he-
means BL management rather
than Cowley management, who
clearly would not have had the
authority to do this.

Welk, it is certainly true that

BL management are not the
“whole capitalist class, but it is -

‘the single most important indus--
trial asset they have. More-

over someone in Jack Cleary's
position could not possibly make.
a-chance remark on it, and any:

playing down of the role of BL .
"manegement in the current situ-

ation is seriously -politically
wrong.

In fact very fow people in the
whole labour movement today
would deny the central role of
Bl. management over the lasi

five years, or see thei; actions as

alocal affair,
Take Tony Benn's speech at
the Labour Party conference last

week as an example; or the rece-

nt events at Vauxhall. Even the
right wing would not deny it,
gsince they cannot -deal  with
.them in the same way, o
That is part of the reason for
David Buckle’s attitude to both
this and the hand-washing
strike, :
The very fact that it was BL
who sacked the 15 in.this ‘way
was absolutely not by chance. It

“may have come up in a ‘hap-

.hazard’ way, but ii was not
dealt with as such,

It was deait with with ell the
authority BL ‘management has
amongst the employers, and
they were all strengthened by

it. {(Not enough to smash the
* labour movement at a stroke,
of course, but significant just
the same. Certainly enough to
tell the difference if you are a
militant in a key industry).
Perhaps I could ask Jack

Cleary if he could name & few
more managements who might
have taken such an initiative
as this in this period? Is there a
parallel to BL's 1979 survival
plan and the way they imple-

"mented it? What kind of effect

did that have on
situation?

Is there a parallel to the sack-
ing of Derek Robinson and what
effect did that have on the nat-
ional situation? Would any otl_ter
management have carried
through the sacking at Long-

the national

. bridge two and a haif years ago

so effectively?
Has eany other manage-
ment achieved even half of the

speed-up of EL? Has any man-
agement broken down a power-
ful shop stewards’ movement to
anything like the same degr(.ae?‘ .

For all thesé reasons it 18
wrong to see it as just another
management acting for ita own
local interest. Michael Edward-
es’ book has been such a big
seller for all of these reasons. It
now plays the role of an employ-
ers' handbook on how to fight
the unions.

On top of this Cowley has
ancther significance whic_h :
should not be played down. It is
the only major factery in manu-
facturing industry with a signi-
ficant and long-established trad-
ition of Trotskyism within it, and
which has played a sighificant
role in the situation. .

Jack Cleary should be playing
up the significance of BL, not
playing it down. ’

ALAN THORNETT;
Oxford.



WHY is Alan Thornett so touchy?

Everyone writes bad articles
sometimes: I'm considered to be
pretty good at it myself.

I don't think I misrepresented
his article (S0144).

In my letter 1 wrote: “It is
wrong to see the BL witch-hunt
as part of a concerted and integra-
ted campai;n to smash the labour
movement”’,

1 argued that though it had
been possible for BL “manage-

ment to sweep out the 13 with

very little trouble”, conditions
did not exist for a general purge.
“It takes more than a few horror
stories in the press for purges in
every industry and every area of
saciety”.

[ put the aigument starkly for

clarity and brevity. I do not think -

that 1 accused Alan Thornett of
specifically predicting “purges in
every industry...” -

Exaggerated

Still, when I first read Alan

Thornett’s letter 1 thought that

"maybe | had exaggerated, or slip-
ped up and commented on some-
thing he had said in a private dis-
cussion, rather than on his article.
Not so. Re-read the article.

With the discovery of the 13,
it says, “BL decided, along with
the media and the government
{who followed events very close-
ly) that this was the basis for a
massive witch-lunt against social-
ists in industry”(emphasis mine).

The article also says that the
“powerful defence of the 13 and
condemanation of .he witch-hunt™
by Oxford TGWU district secre-
tary David Buckle “detused the
situation... at a Hme when it was
becoming very dangerous for the

- labour movement”.

Distance

. Alan Thornett quotes Buckle
further: “In response to quest-
fons from the press, he said he
could ‘smell fascism around in
this country’. Such comments
from someone like David Buckie
show how deep were the dangers
for the workers’ movement that
had ‘developed at that time™.

Alan Thornett seems to distan-
ce himself from the letter of
Buckle’s comment. But he does
use the comment to back up his

own picture of the dangers to the.

whole labour movement.

In his letter Alan Thornett
quoted his comments on Buckle,
but he chose to omit the remarks
of Buckle that he was approving.

But his letter itself shows how
far from misrepresenting him I
wis: it refers to the witch-hunt
“by the media at the time by for-
ces which posed a danger to the

labour movement as a whale"”.
{My emphasis},

He also says: “The Cowiley
sackings and the witch-hunt
around them was one of the fac-

tors (his emphasis) which have -

created a si;énificam new situation
in industry™. ‘

Since when? What were the
athers? To illustrate the ‘new sit-
uation’, he cites “‘the pits.. the
Stockport Messenger... the hard-
ening of BT management and
their injunction against the
POEU™.

Was the Cowley witch-hunt a
major factor in causing all this?
Or wasn’t it? Clearly his line of
thought is that the Cowley witch
hunt was a major turning point.

Wriggling around as Alan
Thornett does in his letter is also
a “very destructive way of condu-
cting.a polemic” — and of condu-
cting political life in general.

On the Socialist League, Alan
Thornett evades my point: that

his criticism of the SL was intern-
ally incoherent. On the one hand,
he mis-read and exaggerated the
forces and. power behind the
witch-hunt; on the other he said
that this major cffort by the ruil-
jng class depended on such smail
beer of routine journalism as find-
ing ‘an angle’, *personalities’, etc.
Of course the press needed ‘an
angle’. Alan Thornett is right
here, as far as it goes. ‘Red

_Steph’s’ press conference was ‘an
~angle’, and was used.

But they can find or invent
‘angles’ — they do it all the time
just to spice up newspapers. If it
was really a decision by °BL,
along with the media and the
government’ to launch a ‘massive
witch-hunt' against socialists in in-

-dustry generally, then they couid
certainly have found fuel.
_ _Alan Thornett asserts that
it is within the bounds of ‘fratern-
al solidarity’ and not ‘sectarian
intent’ to criticise the SL (as he
did) when the witch-hunt is only
beginning to-die down, for daring
to try to have their say at a press
conference; but it is outside these
bounds to .criticise the political
content of their press conference
some  weeks later, when the
witch-hunt is clearly over.

He attacks them arbitrarily
for disagreeing with him on the
tactical issue of whether to lie low
physically or not: he then attacks
me as sectarian for commenting
on their decision to iie low politi-
i:'allly, to disavow themselves pub-

icly.

Another contrast: he criticises
the SL for daring to have the
impuise to make a stand, while
praising Buckle — and ridiculous-
ly exaggerating his role — for

‘'something more

How serious was the
Cowley witch-hunt?

making a stand. [ can’t under-
stand any of this.

Perthaps the key to the whole
dispute is in Alan Thornett’s final
two paragraphs: “Jack Cleary
should be playing up (his emphas-
is) the significance of BL, not
playing it down” ~ because it has
“a significant and long-established
tradition of Trotskyism within
it”, .

When he accuses me of playing
down BL, he means I don’t agree
with some things he says in his
letter, such as that the BL man-
agement is “the single most im-
poriant industrial asset the capi-.
talist class have”. “The very fact
that it was BI, who sacked the 15
in this way was absolutely not by
chance. It may have come up ina
‘haphazard’ way, but it was not
dealt with as such. It was dealt
with with- all the authority BL
management has amongst the.
employers, and they were all
stzengthened by it",

Not Cowley management, he
asserts, but only the central BL
management (possibly, from what
Alan Thornett says. elsewhere,
after consulting the Cabinet)
could decide to sack 13 sitting
ducks who had little chance of .

getting even token strike action in
their defence!

There are bits and pieces of
truth scattered in this, but it is all -
exaggerated and distorted, accord-
ing (I suppose) to Alan Thornett's
injunction to *“play up BL". To
describe BL management as ‘the
single most important industrial
asset’ is perilously close to the
‘bad King John’ theory of history
— capitalist class power certainly
needs ruthless men, but serious
class struggle issues are de®ided by
" fundamental
than the personal qualities of -
managets.

It is not that I play down
of deny the importance of the
‘Edwardes Revolution” in BL, but.
that Alan Thornett paints his pic-
ture with no sense of proportion,
perspective or balance. Indeed, he
openly disavows and condemns
objectivity.

But if you decide in advance
that, for whatever reason, you are
going to play something up or -
down before you analyse the
facts, then you part company
with Marxism. You necessarily in-
crease the risk of getting lost in
your own wishes, dreams, fears
and fantasies. As someone prob-
ably said, don’t play up, don’t
play ¢>wn, first understand.

First work out and define
whal is happening and your own
objective place in it — and then
map out what you can do to
affect ‘what happens next. The
fact that there is a ‘Trotskyist
tradition® at Cowley has’ no



proper bearing on what we are
discussing.

A BL-centred or Oxford-cents-
ed view of the world is inevitably
a distorted one — as useless as the
view that the sun revolves around
the earth, and pretty close to
being its political equivalent.

‘Story-lining’ for clear presen-
tation is very important:-but if it
is not woven around a framework
of determinedly objective assess-
ment of how things in the world
really stand, then such story-
weaving is the weaving of ideolog-
ical cataracts on our own eyes.

On this issue Alan Thornett
has mistaken the art of weaving
facets and impressions of reality
tgether into a plausible story
around the axis of one's own pre-
conceptions, for the job of mak-
ing an objective Marxist assess-
ment of reality. These are very
different arts. ) '

JACK CLEARY, London.



How has the faction cammaigned since Au~zust? Yhat do thoy represent
s0litically?

They have not developed any debate on the explicit political issues
which thev gee as fundomental.

The November 19 EC unanimously asreed ( on my proposal ) to launch a
discussion on imperialism " in order to clarify the basic issues behind the
recurrent disputes ". Practically all the debate since then has heen
between those opaosed to the faction ( eg Scott and myself ). Mot a word
from the faction until Cunliffe's recent document ( 1B 81 ) - a depressing
oxercise in scholasticism, on which more later. :

The majoriiy has written at length on recent developments in the Labour
Party. MNot a word from the faction.

Instead there has been a series of " gcandals ",

It is a sorry and tedious tale. The political issues explicitly at
stale would not merit one-hundreth of the sound and fury. The point is
hoirever, is as we noted in IB TO:

" Tn the earlier factional struggles around the Fall:lands and the

Labour Party, the factionalism emerged, more or less, from the issue

( though there was more to it ... ). Now the issues emerge, almost

conpletely, from the factionalism ",

And havinge emerged, in their turn, the " issues ", and the way they are

argued, consolidate and shape :the factionalism,

The record which follows looks like a record of trivial details. In a
sense it is., 3But these " trivial ® issues arc what the faction leaders

have chosen to define themsclves.
As'Leninrpu#-ft: .
" Byery little difference may become a big difference if it is
insisted on, if it is put in the foreground ... BEvery littlo
difference may assumc trcmendous imnortance if it serves as &
starting noint for a turn towards definite mistaken views ...
( v One sten forward, Two steps back ™ )

it

A. Sentember 17

In the cause of trying to recrecate unity, Carolan ( supwortod on this
by the EC majority ) nominated Smith to open the September 17 conferonce.

O the day, shortly before the proceedings were due to gtart, Smith
aporoached Kinnell and declared that he { 8mith ) would refuse to
particinate in the confercnce. " You'll have to find another sncaler .

Reason: mcmbers of the Spartacist League had heen admitted to the
conference.

Only after an emergeucy EC meeting did Smith calm down and agroc 1o
sneak. '

His speech put his own particular slant on ovents. The combativity of
the worlzing class was presented as a constant factor, and the shift for the
worse in tho nolitical situation prosente} simnly in terms of decisions by
the Toriecs to attack harder and decisions by the trade union lcaders to
gell out more,

Carolan's concluding speech, in my vicw, presentcd a more rounded,
matorialist analysis of developments; trying to locatc ihe lcaders? scll-

outs within the whole development of the working class., It was MOrCOVET,
a summary of what we had said in confercnce docunments, ( Sco napoers nos.

147 and 148 ).
-1 -



But we do not need to, and should not try to, have a hard " party linc "
on such questions of analysis. If we found Smith's analysis somewhat crude
and non-materialist, it does not watter all that much,

Nor did it matter that much that Smith agratuitously used his spccch to
" have a go " on various factional issucs. Iic insigtod heavily on his own
unreliovedly pssimistic picture of the situation ( how ho squarcs that with
he idea that the combativity of the working class has remaincd constontly
high is his problem ), a nessimisa which he had made gomcthing of a
factional  point of honour " as azaingt the more nuanced asscasments of
the majority.

He got in a bit about the alleged centrality of the Cowlcy witch-hunt,
One of the faction's main arguments at that time, as comrades may remembor,
vas that the Cowloy witech-hunt reproscented a fundamental turn in thw whole
political situation: it had been planned from Cabinet level as the first
stazoe of a concerted drive throughout industry. They condomncd the EC
majority for underostimating it when we argucd that the Cowley witch-humt,
while certainly important, was fundaimontally a local BL issuc rathor than
something which changed the whole situation throughout industry.

It can now be seen that we were right. ‘The Cowlcy witoh-hunt was a
local issue, Smith implicitly admits that when in his call for a
conference he omits the Cowley sackings from his list of new political
devolopimonts since last Avril. It would be good to have an exnlicit
statcment from the faction that they were wrong, and irresnonsible to
factionalise on this issue as they did.

But again, tho reofcronce in Smith's speech did no great harm. PNor did
his dragged-in reference to the Korean jot affair, on which morc below.

Hhat did do harm was Smith's rcaction after the conference. He brought
a motion of consure to the NC .., hecausc he thought his spcech had not
boen presented prominently cnough in the paper! Plainly nothing would
satisfy him cxccpt to have hinself presonted as the star of the conference.

Be The Korcan jot;

Smith raised objoctions to the naper's linc on this issue at the IC on
Scptember 10 and September 17. His argument was that the USSR was guilty
of nothing worsc than a mistake, and that Socialist Action's editorial linc

had heen hetter than ours,
#hatever you think of the issuc politically, it was rcasonable to raisc

it o the EC, What wos bad wass -

(a) Thc demagogic arsumcnts uscd, Smith declarcd, for oxample: " Phore
is a differcnce of world-view, Carolan is unable to amscss ohjectively
anything the USSR docs, We have a matcrial interest in de-~bunking the
anti-cormunist witch-hunt ". The issuc was argucd as if we had 4o stand up
for the USSR over tho shooting-down, or elsc be guilty of not fighting

1R,
" anti-communisin #, It was " anti~imperialist camp " politics against

class politics once azain.

(b) Cunliffe's hohaviour. He hed drafted the editorial in pavor no.
145 which cauged Smith's initial complaint, and he had freely agreed %o
amendments nroposcd by me. Anyone can change their mind, But whon
Cunliffe sided with Smith's condomnation of his own editorial, ho did not
say that he had changed his mind. Hé said thoere were ncw Tacts,




In reality therc hnd heen nothing to chanye our fundomeninl
asscssmoent. ( After all, the Socialist fotion oditorial wihica Smith
nraised wmust have been writton belfore, i.a, on the hosis ol fower focts
than, ours. Thoy go to press carlicr. ) Therce had hoon somc Further holes
rovenlod in the US story: but all that was cormon ground. As rognrds the
USSR's story, whick wos the point of controversy, all the ncw revelatione
rcduccd its credibility ... and should have gtrongthened our initinl
condcmmation of the shooting-dowm.

( Initially, for fivc days, tho USSR denicd shooting dowm the planc,
and said it had been unnble to identify it., Then it soid that it had
identified the »lanc as a spy-planc, ond odaittod shooting it dotm. There
wore other contradictions in tho story too. )

C. M Wo_ demonds on Kinnocl

At the October 15 NC Samith put forward a resolution declarings

" e have to have a clear uncompromising attitude to the ccntro/right
lcadership csinblished in the L? undor Kinnoclk. We would no morc place
demands on bim ... thon /(on) the Foot leadership ".

I »ropoacd an amendment to reotain the condermoation of Kinnoclk but
climinate tho ides that we should not plaecc denands on the Lobour Porty
lenrdorshin, ( We hed, aftcer all, frequently placed demands on tihe Foot
leadorship! ) For tcxt of rcsolutions sez IB T6.

Smith rosvonded by sayings " I can't see any difference hotwoon my

But I won't accept Kinnell's beecousc I'm sure

resolution and Kinnell's.
"
*

that it will turn out later to contain something I don't 2srec with
And eventually he pughed it te a vote.

Clearly there was o political difference of sorts: Smith wented o more
strident declamotory tonc towards Kinnock, and altogcther a more
propasendist, self-nroclamatory profile im the LF, Ilc also insisted that
the LP loft was dead, or practieally dead, whilc the ¢ majority arsgued
that the Left woas in retroot ( but not dend ), and wos also differentiating,
with scoctions like the LCC movinmz to the right and some moving morc to the

left,
But above and boyond that political difference, Smith's behoaviour herc

wes o clear cxample of dead—-ond gong-woarfore factionalism ... Ko couldn't

scc what was wrongz with my amendmont. but he would voie agninst it just the

BONC,

D. The loeanl movernmcent loft

_The Octover 15 NG also discussed the issue of sociclists and local
government., 4 rosolutior from Kinncll was passed ( and hos since hoen
wkitten up as o discussion document for the hroand groups ).

Te faetion leaders mnde no contributiom to the discussiom, cxecpt o
hriof sinmtoment from Smith that he asreed that we should be coutious obout
putting oconle forword, but that was becouse of the general noliticnl
situntion ( bad situntiom in indusiry, death of the LP left, cte., o8
above ).

Tlien in his summing up, Kinnell oriticired the work of various comrndes
i local government - including o faction momher. The factionr leaders wore
izmediately up in orms, oand voted against the resoluntions
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Sincc then, the faction leaders hove heen silent, but other fnaction
members have heon arguing thot thoe NC hosition is too criticnl of +he local
government left and of our own comrndes involved in that gphere, and thot
wo should »ush forvard with getting more comrndcs involved. ( Soco hanor

nos. 155 aad 1683 also GS's spooch ot the Hroad agroup agm ).

At the Horeh 10 HC the faction nembers voted amainst the iten in the
" Imnedinte Tosks " regolution on the loeal government left., In BC
¢iscussions on Booth's taking the Wrong side om o loenl governicnt wa-es
3trugrle, the faction wembors nove avoided endorsing Booth hut also avoided
conming out clecrly asoinst him, saying thoy have not heard crouzh o he
sure yct,

Until further notice then, wo must toke +he foction's position om loeal
fgoverninent ag being for heavier involvemont and less eriticism, It scems o
remerkable furnsbout from the debate before the April Conference, when the
Taction were Aftocking the prescnt majority for too much cmphogis on
involvement in LP of ficinl structurcs!

But then ... a nuaher of fretion membors ore involved in loeal
governacnt, And the Prrsons faction, which the Oxford factisn leadors
woant to woo, strongly favours more iavolvement in loonl government.,

Hore we hove " factionalimm » in the most sordid sonse — trimming your
Politics to suit your choscen allics,

There is also mlitical logic, thouzh. Bocause the Honleyite
P0litics of sclf-wroclomntion nrc so odstract, the » revolutionary ©
rhctoric cnn ensily be combined with the most humdrun refornist practice,
ALl you have o do is to oxnloin that Jour cruneil chamber netivitics oro,
desnite nomen 2nees, in their dinlectical cggonge W the fizht for
lcndership e HWe prodticted this rs fap Dnck os IB 2243 using the frction's
oricntntion, we said, " Instend of » wifying rad dynamie political
avaroach to the whole labour movenent, we would £6t & more or less shary
cdsjuretion im the organisntion betwcen TU ~etivists and LP activistno,
and the nognihilits of routinism ond accomodation on hoth sides, ic thce
inmer collapse of ! the »arty ' into ~ serics of cunstitucncies 0,

LZe Pnleztine
S EING .
The October 15 NC alss saw the finnl staze of tha faction's drive to
condemn the leaflot issued at the LMce conference,

He commentoed on this in IB T0: ™ The BC wng acting resnongibly and
entirely within its rights o iaterproet the policy of the ormonisation.
The gist of the problem is that Saith and othors actunlly do not asrcce
with the TILC resolution ther voted for ,., op do not undoratand it. All
of us hear part of the blime for this: vague phrrgcs about solf-
doterminetion have frecuently ween used in tiie panor, and clenrly, we did
not brinzg the issuc out woll enduza in the discussion ( in 1982 ).,

" The orzenisation is in fret confused on the isguc, A full voliticnl
discuseion on i+ iz overduc ond urgent. It is quitc plnin that o number of
quite different pPositions cxist within the najority formuln ofithe
' democratic scoular gstate '. The confusion con he romedicd only by
political debate, not by wild accusctions in which politiocs 4nlos sccond
nlace to fretional point-scoring., »

But we can't 3et any reasonced »olitienl debnto from the faction,

At the broaa Jroups AGI on October 30 we had on Polestine another
oxemple of the comntless minor " erisis " which the faction hng civincered
over bast months. Thore was a resolution from o non-ie. ber of tho Laasue
°n the avestion. Smith's first rcaction was ¥o deelare that he would not
aecent :'_‘,nvth-:iéﬂ tho BEC deocided »m our reaction £ it, Finally he nrreed
that we should accont the rosolution without amendment,
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wns also the beginaning of the arsument ~hout Crenodo which would
at the Novomber 19 .HC in o motion of consure from Smith becausc
an cditorial introduction to a polemienl article of his. ( Sce

There
Jdminate
acre wos

377 )
Smith started by »rodicing o resolution Portraying the invasion of
(ronadn as a consequence of tho South Atlontic wor. He soid he had a rizht
to put it to the AGM whatover the EC seoid, hecnuse it refleeted the line of

the Septcabor 19052 confercncel

Bventually he colmed down and narced that we put o simple golidority

resolution, and he could arsuc his naclysis in $he discussion.

Then towards the end of the AGM. he opproached Kinnell and soid h:o hed
writton a pllemical article on the issuc. Could Kinncll give a guarontee
that it would go in the paper? Kinnoll renlicd thnt he hadn't the antlority
ty give a guorantce, and thoat Smith hed botter ask the EC: bhut porsonolly
he { Kinwell ) wonld be in foveur of publishing.

Hot good cnough, duclored Bmiths unless he got on” ~ssurnnce he would
roise the matdoer in the AGH there and then! Eventually ke calmed dowm on
this, tno0.

There were other nincr " confrontations " that wookend. Whon the
scncduled pr--withdrowal spenker, MeVicnr, foiled to turn up f£or the dehote
~r: the BEC at the doy school on October 29, Smith immedintely ( in front of
all present - including mony non-members of the League ) denocunced the
orgenisers of the schonl for allogedly risging the debnte. He then went on
%o accusc us of proaching an EEC parlismentory rond tn socinlism and giving
nolitical ercdit to Kinnock!

O Irclond there was o rosnlutim from non-membors of the Leaguc
atteeking the line we had agreed at our Augnst confercnce. The EC, aficr o
bit of argument, decided thot we must hove a definite Leaguc line agoinst

Smith then abstoined in the vote: and Leocome indignont

this resolution.
when in the EC later we nsked him for sn oxplonotinn.
All thesc disputos were essontially trivinl, Whnot malkes them imvortont
is that thosc arc the dispntes which the fretion pursucs, and thus thoy
shope the functioning of the leadershin. Time is takon up with endless
attempta by the foaction %> raisc ¥ scoandnls ", No political issuc con cver

he discusscd calmly, on its merits.

&y  International work

International work c¢~me up at the Hovember 19 NC. Since April the EC
majority has been pressing for definite policy in this arca — proposing
¢ssenticlly whot wes in the end decided by the Hovembor 19 NC ( sce IB 77 ).

Foch time the faction loaders had said we nceded more discussion and a
more fundamental rcapproisal. We could hove used osur majority on the BC to
ram through a decisions but we itricd - he coneciliatory,

Thanks to the constnont processinn of » criges ™ and " genndals ", the

desired discussion woas postponed and nostnoncd, to Wovomber 19,

Then Cunliffe came up with the provosal to g0 for fusiom with the USFI
IB 77 ). The faction loaders abstinincd on this, and voted agoinst the
resolution eventuslly possced. They had no positive nroposals of their owi.

That did not stop thom moking it o foectional issue.
contribution is just dead—-cnd sctarionism, Kinrell's argumcnts agninst me
in his documont arc jusi part of the burcoucratic method. O0f coursc, on
thing that relatos to o world view on imperialism I will come »out closer
Tho WSL position is not held by anyonc clso who
It iy 2 freal position ...

any

to the 3L tiion the WSL.
regards themsclves as Trotskyist.

_.5...

Smith: @ Whettling!
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" Cunliffe's document is o big issue, To apply for o USFI fronchise
im Britain would be a big stepd t¢ take. There should he o conforcnce on
it. If there is = wvotc I shall abstnin on Cunliffe'’s proposal and vote
against KinncllI.
" We have n very serious problem of nriional isolation, The majority
of the WSL thinlz that they themselves nre the only neoplc worth tallking to...
We have no option now but to find somc way into the USFI, scelz to get o
hearing in the USPI.
" Port of the majority ottitude is to got our own nembership poisoncd
inst the 8L ...
" Becouse of our political pnositi-ns, nobosdy in the world will touch us

ey
[argsa’

with n horse-nole...”

-

Ge "_Convor;zence " and the mesozine
The issue of launchin~g o bread-sroups magnzine enme up first ~t the

October HC,

The EC majority was in favour of if, but wanted to avoid polarisntion
if possible. So Carolon scusht out a privoate discuszion with Smith %o put
to Him the iden that the magnzine issue could be subsumed into a broador
projecect of " gnnvergence " between the Loaguc and the hroad grouns., Tho
Probleoms ohout loss ot party nrofile, ctc., oould thus be pvoided: the new

)

magazine would he a party magazine, only that the ™ party " would hove a

differoent nomo,

Smith eventually scemed to acquiescc. Good: the issue could e taken
to the NC without foetionnl polarisatism,

Mo such mood luck., By the November NC the foction leaders weroe rnising
hell about " liguidationism " ... and condemnins Carolan's move to et
agrecment: and avoid polarisation as n dirty underhand irick!

The NC doeided that we hoad to drop all $all: of “ comvergence " and stop
the discussion: however c¢orrect the proposgal, it could not be enrried
through with o well-cntrenched faction raising hell armainst it, cven if
ant footion was in a small minority,

But we hnd $0 go ohend with the mognzine - so we evontuclly dccidod at
the Janunry 7 BC. In this dehate the faction leaders made spceches which
identificd Trotskyism ond Leninism, not: with the substance of the nolitiecs
of an organisation, but with the laoncls and embloms it adonts., To »roducc
o mogazine with dhe some “"nolitical contont under o differcant title ( which
we nroposced for the salie of the advantoges inzoirculation') would he
" o furthor move awny from Trotskyism " ( Smith ), " junking the
ancoificnlly Leninist component of our polities # ( Curliffe ).

Hy - " ilot wnrt of o develodin~ situntion ™

During the I'GA disputc the Leasue had o line which was clear,
substrntially different frem all other left groups, ond in esscnce,
unanimausly agreed. It should have beon ~n exccllent chaonce to null the

Lecgue togothoer,
O the anti-union laws morc gemerally, in 1982 we had develowed o line

which oagnin weg clear, fairly distinctive, and unonimously arreced.

When we discussed porspoctives for the coming months at the NC
following the April conferonce ( Junc 18 ), there was wnnimous asrceomoent

that onti-union laws would become o bigmer and hisper foctor. And we were

rig‘h'bc
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Here wes the possibility for uniting the Leaguc in setiom. In foet,
amch less has heen done thon eould have heen, thonks to Smith's inncetivity
( commissioned last Junc to convenc o MCDTUR mceting, and reminded mony
times since, he has yet to do it ). The issuc hos hoen made o foctional

foothrll, ,

The high noint of thot dispute was the Docomber 11 EC, Smith accuscd
the BC mejority of being »m ™ an SWP binge " ( too much stress on rank and
file initiative as ovpposed to denunciation of DUC ), He refused to vote on
a resolution from Carslan which spelled out our attitude on the intor-
relatisn of ronk-and-file inditiotive and demonds on the TUC. He put doun

o rosolution assessing the IOA docision to enll a cne-day strilie ( whieh

they lator oollsd off ) and to susnond the mass wickots ns " a scriofis
retreat which muts the whole sitrugcle in joopardy ", ‘hen the majority
indiontod thot we anroed with that, he ~dded on o clauwsc to moko surc we
wonldn't naree - " and we do not regord it as nart of ~ developing
gsituntion "}

It would Be comic if it were not trogic, It is cortainly netty. Yet
that is how the faction pursuc thoir foctional strusslc on the issue of the
HGA disvute,

Pinnlly, Cunliffe!s wnlk—out from the poper, ~nd the EB " dissuc ", and

he April confereoncc " issuc M, ore the most recont stens in the faetioncl
stiurrlc.

At caoh step, the cxplicit politienl content haoones less, tho
acousations against the mejority wilder, the tonoe more desperate and
strident. '

Recreatinz Healyism

The idenlogical core of the faction's new intornational outlook is
roegression to Healyism.

The Hoclyites!' * cati-pabloism ™ Dundoamentally accenéed the " Pobloite
vision of the world as being shaved by the strugrlc of two camps, Revolution
riad Imperinlism, The Heolyites differed by bronding s sell-outs somc of
tiuse scen by the " Pabloitcs " as good leaders of the Revelution, and by
insisting more loudly or thc nced for o now lendershin.

&

Thus for the " Pabloites * Castro led the Revolution in Cubng f£or tho
Henlyites, he sold it out. MNeither facticn provided an adeguote positive
onalysis of the cctunl rovolution.

This oommon grouwnd botweon Healyism and " Pabloism " cnabled Healy o
move casily from strident sectariacnism towords the colonial revolutions,
to " Pahloite " cttitudes 0 the Vietnomese 84nlinists and Arab
notionnlists,

The nresent leaders of thce factiosmw made some efforts to move away from
that after 1975, WNow thoy hove reverted $9 the original " onmp " politics
in the crudest forn,.

In donmestic politics too, Healyism always tended to defince o
rcvolutionary stonce hy hou loudly the cxisting leadership was densunced
and o new leadership was proclaimed, rohtor thon by an independent viow-
woint on hasic politicnl issuoes,.

"Onu examplos July 1972, the highest point of claoss strusmle in Britain
since World Wor 2, whon five dockors were jniled under the Industrial
Relzting Act and then roleasced under Hroessure of wnsg sirille notion. The
Healyites called for a general gtrike - with the proviso $hat it should Do
cnlled off when o general clection was called! This refornist position was
of coursc coupled with nll sorts of denuncicticns of the oxisting lender
and self-proaclomctions y the ilonlyites.
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In domestic politics too, the factionw is moving back towards Healyito
formulas: propazandist declarations on a bedrock of routinc. Thot the
moverent is onrried out through violent arpguments over often minor issues
means onlytthat it is hlind: the foetinn leaders themsclves do not know

where they are going.

Conclusion

In ID 36 the faction leadors accuscd us of "feritical support® minus the
oriticism " towards thc LP left and of " rushing 4o »revent any move fo
raise o oritigue of Benn ", Around that time Pigmot accuscd us of " telling
workers fto g£o to LP ward meetings rather than fighting the Tories in the
factories ", and the faction leaders mnde much the same accusation in s
scarcely less crude terms.

How they accuse us of being " om an SWP binge " -~ and some ot lcast of
the foction members reckon that we arc " scoiorian " Pecausc we criticise
the LP locol government left too sharnly.

Is there any eolicrence behind this?

Onmc bagic featurc of the view on domestic politics which the faction
leaders hove develowed over recent months is o decp, demoraliscd pessimism.,
Mn initiative by us for o campoign agninst tho anti-union laws is not
viablc. Tho LP loft is dead. The GCHQ strugrle was hopeless from the
stard. Everything is bleak im the trade wmions: it is " an SWP Binge Mio
fight for rank and file nction in support of the HGA; all we can do is
denounce the 7TUC,

This lecads tn o sterile denunciatory propagondism ( "oy desmnnds o
Kinnock ¢ ), which is coupled with 2 fetish of lahels and emblems ( a
difforent form of o magaszinc is " o further move awny from Trotskyism ",

" an obhandomment of the specificnlly Leninist component of our politics ™ )e

At the same time, the most humdrum work in local government, if done By
membors of the faction, con be glorified as o fight: for: Londpxshin,

ALl these nolitical elements would e no more $hon nunnces - if it were
not for the fact thot they arc mode the political platform for a fochkionm
which is offectively in a state of ™ cold split ",

As a platform, it is o chrracteristically neo-Heoalyite plotform:
revolutionary self-proclamntions oand floag waving to cover up lack of
effective imtorventiomist activity.

Tho pessimism scems un~Healyite. But oven thot has o preocedent in the
ultro~pessimistic perspcctive adopted by #He Henlyitos'! Fronch counterparts,
the Lombertists, after 1958.

After 1975 dhe old WSL, imflIucnced by ite Healyite background, grossly
overestimated its possibilitics of acting as and growing as on v altc?native
Icrdership " in tho orgonisational semse. Its move towards the fusion
represented the beginninmgs of 2 break from that whole way of thinking.
the comrades have regressed politically: but disappointed by events, thoy
hove relapsed into o demoralised pessimism.
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