BULLETIN

- June 74 N 5

WORKERS
DEMOCRKRACY and|
he VWRF
SOLZHENITSYN
CLAY CROSS Cont
ATUA and Thornett

VWEST LONDON
COUNCIL of ACTION
. - fc

/\\

e

| 4
)




INDEX

in
its
wit
Editorial i - vii
History of .ritish Trotskyism &
Appeal viii
solzhenitsvn 1 - 8
Lo
is
wi
A Travesty of Revolutionaryv Democracy 9 - 12 Zz
wi
The Cassidy Affair 13 - 19
The rdunter Affair 20 - 21 J
ey
t]
W:
aﬂ
The West London Council of Action 22 - 27 fi
Wi
f
s\
The Clay Cross Conference 28 - 32 ﬁ
f
i
The ATUA and the Defence of Alan Thornett 33 - 36 g
n
i
Democratic Centralism and the WRF 37 - 41 £

22 =k MY

e 4 B d M

29 Bast Btreet, Osney, Oxtord. (Currespondence)




BSDITCRIAL
in the serialised '=eply' to the 'ulletin, Workers Fress declared
itself quite categorically as being in full supvort of denmocracy
within the working class movement:

'Cur whole history shows that we have always stood for
the full democratic rights of all tendencies to fight for

their policies inside the working class movement. Ivery
serious worker knows that this right has been extended
always to the labour and trade union bureaucracy. Again,

for us, this is a vital principle. “Je do not believe
that the differences in the movement can ke clarified
except on the basis of a full discussion on all matters
of theory, programme and policy.'
(¥, 22 Hay 1974, ».9. original
emphasis)

ror is this all. About a year ago, the former SLL, together with the
i3 and 1liis, concluded a formal agreement to fight for full democracy
within the workers' movement and against all attempts to subvert it
by the capitalist state and its various agencies. Once again, we
quote verbatim from VWi, from a speech by G. Tealy to a joint meeting
with the 1iiG and I in defence of workers' democratic rights:

'‘Jyhen we are talking about democratic rights, we are
talking about the democratic rights of the working class.
It is not a question of gaining an advantage over one.
another in this battle, but of protecting these rights
which allow us to function'.

(Vi 18th April, 1973, ».2)

Je subscribe fully to these principles. Yet in recent weeks, we find
that the leadership of the 73f¥ does not. True it can share a platform
with Tories and scottish lationalists, and use that joint platform to
attack the Communist and Labour Farties (Dumbarton Central General
Election campaign of stephen “ammond ); but when it comes to upholding
the rights of the /2I''s political critics within the Labour movement,
we not only discover that the Healy--anda leadership stands aside
from the defence of minority views, but actively and indeed forcibly
suppresses them. The documents and other materials reproduced else-
where in this _ulletin will substantiate this charge, revealing how
hollow is the demagogic claim of Wi that it has '‘always stood for
full democratic rights of all tendencies to fight for their politics
inside the working class moverment.'

Older members of the WRE especially will no doubt remember when they
last encountered such degrading,reactionary tactics in the workers'
movement. They were of course the standard method used by the
otalinists to prevent the small Trotskyist movement from intervening
in the crisis of Stalinism to win worksrs and intellectuals to the
standpoint of authentic Leninism. At the time of Hungary, and again
after the 1961 22nd CruU Congress, Trotskyists fought for the right
to enter and speak at stalinist public meetings and they were justi-
fied in every sense to do so. ot only did they have the right to
attend and spealt at such neetings, workers had the right to hear
what they had to say about the origins of the crisis which Jtalinism
was then experiencing.




ii.
fartly out of this fight for democratic rights against Stalinism,
many C: members were won to Trotskyism, some of the supporters of the
“ulletin group included. ow ironic and revolting that we should now
find ourselves the victims and targets of the same methods and
slanders, when we attempt to cpen a discussion inside the WRE on the
nature and origins of its crisis, and seel to fight for our own
political line in the workers' movement in general, For it is we who
are now told are 'agents', not it is true, of the CJ/A (though this
slander was initially retailed by 5. Torrance to a group of ''RF members
in 17, London), but of the OCY, that we serve the interests of capital-
ism by strilte-breaizing and 'lurking' in the 'shadows' of the Labour
*arty (vhere Fealy and compary also spent a considerable portion of
their political 1ives!), and that very soon, we will actually become
the sioutest defenders of the bourgeois state in its attacks on the
worlzing class. All these slanders we will answer in good time and in
the method of our choosing; cne that will not damage the reputation
of the Trotsliyist movement. I ut in the case of the Funter and Cassidy
affairs, we are obliged to act now, as this cynical disregard to
workexr: - deriocracy is threatening not only to blacken the name of
militants in the Labour movement, but actively to disrupt the struggle
of the woriting class against the employers and the Labour government.

Finally; a word about democracy within the TRY. Here too, things are
not aili vhat tliey should be, nor as Healy would have Bis members
believe, T7% members would, we thinlz, be intcrested to know that

their constitution accepted unanimously by the [3: founding conference
in ifovenber, 1973, is being violated almost daily by the Fealy-Tanda-
Torrance 'Troika', which in practice constitutes an anti-party fraction
within and even against the official leading bodies of the WRE. e
have learned that this clique have ordered the Control Commission to
cease all inquiries into alleged unconstitutional acts of certain
leading ‘TR¥ members, zZealy, Torrance and Zanda included., Yet the WRF

Constitution is 'quite clear and specific on the powers of the Control
Commiscion:

'The Annual Congress (of the TRF) shall elect a Control
C-ruission of three members, not members of the Zentral
Cormittee. The Control Commission shall have the power
v conduct any investigation that the Zentral Committee
or tihe l'ational Congress thinlz necessary, or to iﬁquire
into_ the complaint of any individual member, and shall
present its findiangs to the Central Committee or
Iolitical Committee for action. The Control Commission

is responsikle to _the National Congress and reports to
it on its woriz'.

(emphasis added)

So there is no question of the Control Commission being subject to
the veto of the Jolitical Committee since the Control Commission is
responsible only to the ilational Congress, the highest body of the
d2+. lLioreover, there is not a word in the constitution of the WRF
about any limits to the scope of the activities of the Control
Commission, nothing about leading members of the Folitical Committee
such as ealy, anda and Torrance being above scrutiny. Yet the
folitical Committee has stenped in to bloc the nerfectly constitutional
investigation of the activities of these three Ly the Control
Commission on the grounds that such investigations would jeopardise
the 'security' of the W2F. The clause of the constitution cited to
Justify this breach of party rules is 5(d) which states that,

'The Tolitical Committee {elected ©y the Central
Committec) shall carry full powers of the Central
Committec between meetings of the Central Committee.
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iii.

‘... The Folitical Committee is responsible to the
Central Committee and reports to it on its work!'
{emphasis added)

ifow if this clause is so interpreted as to empower the Folitical
Committee to over-rule or subvert the work of the Gontrol Commission
then this violates both the snirit and the letter of the already
cited clause © {d) on the functions of the Contrcl Commission.

Ty in effect winding-up the Control Commission, appointed by the
Congress and charged by the Ccngress with a duty of ensuring that the
Constitution is urheld {even, if necessary, against the leadership)
the .olitical “omnittee is sehting itself up in onposition to_the
Congress, tne highest body of the Ti-. rerhass this is what ‘anda
and Torrance nean by the 'dictatorship of the party', a thecry which
they expounded, we understand, in a recent confrontation with party
members who asked for the rights of mincrities to be defended within
the JRr. :

nealy, _anda and Torrance are treading a slippery nath, cne that will
carry them and those who blindly follow them far away from olshevism.
Sut let us look even more closely at this pretext of 'security', which
is used to subvert the worl: of the Control Commissicn in its
investigations into the allegations against zealy, Tanda and Torrance.
The claim that this procedure can be overturned on the grounds of
tsecurity' is fatuous, and serves as the starting point for far

worse violations of rnembers' rights, as the experience of the 9728

in the early years of the rise of the stalinist bureaucracy has

taught us. lioreover it is a pretext that not even the Healy leader-
ship accepts - at least, when it is employed by other political
tendencies and organisations to silence critics within their ranks.

It will be recalled that i was most insistent that the Xi*» leave no
stone unturned to unravel the motives behind the activities of Lawless,
who last year went to the capitalist press and the police to nrotest
his innocerce over London homb incidents. Fe also went so far as to
suggest that the IRA Frovisionals were responsible,

Unlike the [2¢, the Ii.G did in fact call in its Control Commission,
and it began hearings into the Lawless affair. ut then one of the
11:¢ leadershin, rennington (whe had only a matter of weeks earlier,
shared a joint platform with Zealy at a meeting ir defence of workers'
democracy!) intervened in the hearings to protect lL.awless on the
grounds of ... 'security’. his is what the outraged democrats of
the 7+ had tc say on that occasion:

1™he T1:3 Control Commission investigation into the
conduct of vawless was the high rpoint of the conspiracy
to cover up for his unprincipled political activies
during the August~-september bombs campaign. The key
figure in organising the cover-up was Rehert Fennington,
"  the IMi's liational Secretary. ©is role was first of
all to appear to agree with the demands of the member-
shio by setting up a Control Commission to inquire into
Lawless. »Fis next step was the strangle the independent
conduct of the Commission's activities. He did this in
twe ways.
.y rreserting nimself at mecetings of the Control
Commission there by inhibiting its deliberations, and
by joining Lawless in refusing to answer questions on
the grounds of 'security'.'

(A. Titchell, The Lawless Affair, \
Ik, 1i5tn Decenber, 1973, k.3. emphasis added}




JThat do we learn from this quotaticn?

1. That T: helieves the Contreol Commission should function inde-
pendently of all other bodies and members, even when the member in
question is_ the i‘ational Secretary. {(G. Zealy is, of course, the

national secretary of the T3it).

2. That it is a violation of democratic centralism when a leading

mertber or outside body of the party seeks to 'strangle the independent
conduct of the Control Conmissicn activities' by citing 'the grecunds

of 'security''.

“ere we have no differences with 7. rroblems orly arise when we

turn the spotlight on the functionings of party democracy inside the
JR¥. ut to proceed with lidtchell's onslaught on the 1iG 'stranglers'.

To baciz up his case against TFennington, l'itchell cites with full
approval a letter of resignation from the Ii4 Control Conmission by

one of its six members who investigated the iLawless affair. Je quote

from it at length here not only because we, too, agree with its

sentinents {cnly our agreernient with it goes beyond seeking a squalid

factional advantage against the 1 leadership), but because it

provides us with a devastating answer to the lying claims of the 2

LK

Political Cormmittee that this body has the right to over-ride the

Control Commission and to 'strangle its independent conduct'! into the
8 2

activities of iealy, Tanda and Torrance:

'"The Control Commission is not a self-perpetuating body.
ifor is it elected by the l'aticonal Committec or folitical

Committee. It is elected by the highest body in our
roverient - by the delgates at each iTational Conference.

The Control Commission is therefore directly responsible
to the rational Conference for its work. The purpose of
a Control Ccmmission is not to work ocut political line,
tactics or strategy, but to look into any situation in
which it is considercd that the constitution, discinline,
nrincinles or organisational ncrms of ocur movement are
being violated. it has the authority to wvroceed in the
manner it considers best, to call before it any membker to
seelr and receive any information or facts it considers
relevant. Jfaving done this, the Contrel Commissign is then
required to draw up a report cocrntaining nroposals for
action, ceither collectively or individually ... The
rolitical Committee has no authority to determine what
theControl Commission does or does not discuss - only

he Commissicn itself can decide this question.

... Comrade rennington's position as the l'ational
Jecretary gives him no authority over and above that of
any other nember of the II"G ... Comrade Fennington now
argues that in being present together with comrade
Lawless, he was only carrying out the 'instructions' of
the Folitical Committee. TIf this is the case, although
there is nothing in the Folitical Committece minutes to
indicate this, then the Folitical Committee itself
abused its authority as a leadership body ... In ny
orinicn the presence of comrade ennington throughout
most of the bearings of the Conrtrol Ccoumission was
prejudicial to the cenduct of the Commission. Comrade
renningtori's presence cut_across the autcnorous charac-

ter of the Cormission and was a gross interference to
its woric.

Comrades Lawless and rennington refused to reply to
numerous questions asled by the Commission on the
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V.

grounds of 'security' ... To refuse to give information
or answer questions due to 'security reasons' {or for
that matter any other reasen) is violaticn of the rights
and respcnsivilities of the Control Commission. It is my
understanding that in a Trotskyist organisation anyone
who is called befcre the Contrcl Commission is duty bound
to mive all relevant and availaltle information in their
possession .. A new nrecedent has bheen set which cuts
intc the cemocratic rights end principled functioning of

~ Ty !
an elected body ... {#mphasis added)

i.itchell ventures the fTollcwing comment {rather imrrudently in view
of suvsequent develorments within his own organisation) on this
statenent,

1"he intervention that saved Lawless from being exposed was
sennington's. Apart from interfering with the Cortrcl Ccrmission's
nrccedure, he also substantiated ,awless's story that the Irovisional
“2A had iaunchecd the bombs campaign in ritain, quoting 'secret,
independent sources'. This use of such sources, which are to be keot
from the memtership of his own organisation and its Zontrnl Cormission
is completely unnacceptable.' |

The I.F leaders are super-demccrats wher it is a matter of expesing ]
the viclations of democratic centralism in rival crganisatiocons. lut
now we find it geing far beyond renningten in preventing an unfettered
investigation intc charges against its own members. says iitchell,
tihe Lawless affair and the rocle of its leadershin in the cover-up
demcnstrates conclusively that this group has no adherance at all to
revoluticnary i.arrism.' Clearly lLitchell selects as one of his criteria
of adherance to revolutionary iarxism a leadershivn that does :ot
usurp or suvsvert the free functioning of the Control Commission.

iy nis owrn standards, Fitehell's leading comrades stand concdemned
along with rennington and Lawless. The number-cne questionnow is,
will the T+ Contrcl Commission permit itself tc ve 'strangled'?

7411 its chairman, Cyril smith, himself a witness to several brutal
violations of dernocratic centralism, including the physical intimi-
dation of party comrades, now folliow the erxcellent examnle set ™y

the TLi(- Control Commission member, and declare that either the
Commission must e mermitted te functicn freely, cr he will resign?
Tor he must surely knew that unless he talies such a stand, he himself
becomes the tocl of reacticnary forces within the Farty. Te rnust

put aside his molitical opinicens, and act as the custodian of
democratic centralism within the party, even tc the extent cf openly
defying ~ealy, _anda and Torrance. e has the mandate and the duty

tc do so.

Mat is sauce fcr the goose is sauce for the gander. Fealy and
fennington, the two champions of werlers! demccracy have been
exncsed as demagogues. Democracy in other ocrganisations? of course -
when it suits their own factional ends. JTut genuine deriocratic
centralism - the highest form of workers' demnccracy - in their own?
“hat's another question!

Those who seek to strangie democracy within both their own organi-
sations and the woriers' riovenient as a whole do so not because of

some strange quirit of personality. The sealys and the renningtons

the CLiffs and ir their time, the rablcs and the Cannons, act in

this way because they fear the consequences of thoroughgoing nolitical
discussion and debkate, in which no leader, however exhaulted his

real or imagined status, is immune fron criticism. The worling class
cannot resolve its problems and internal pclitical differences of

| | y
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principle, tactics, strategy and programme unless it uphoelds the

right of all terndencies within the movement to argue their case,’
while sharing the common tasks and honcuring the rights of others in
the movement., The ulletin group, which fights in the Labour Frarty
and the trade unions for its views, has as much right to present

its ideas as the Communist farty, the ILZ, T3, JIF or any other
grouping in the Labour moveiment. And we assure “ealy and company:
no-cne is_ going to talke that right awey frem us, no more than we

will allow slanders on our ccmrades to pass unrefuted and unretracted.

As feor the internal regime in the WPI, these arpgunents have a double
force. The varguard narty cannot live and develorn without the broad-
est and most deep going democracy, nc more than it can intervene
cffectively in the worliers' movement without complete unity of action
and discipline., l'either of these two comnconents of Tolshevik
democratic centralism can e violated without immediately impairing
the other. The suppression of democratic rights in the narty
undermines its akility to correct mistakes, to evolve the policies,
tactics and strategy necessary to lead the working class to power.

sad stalin's regime of 1927 cperated in April, 1¢17, Lenin would have
peen expelled as a Trotslzyist and the entire party discriented in

the face of great events., Tc re-arm the party wnolitically demands the
fullest internal deniocracy, just as even the broadest democracy will
convert the party into a liberal debating club unless it is directed
towards the tasks of the nour, and subcrdinated to the need to act in
a2 united and disciplined manner in the struggles of the working class,

To forcibly eject T2: nenbers from party meetings on the completely
unsubstantiated charge that they are 'azgents' and 'swpies', and then

to deny then the rigiat to charge tiicse responsiltle for this outrage
nay seem to the impressionable petty bourgeois radicals now in the
ascendent in the 7T to be very 'tough', 'Tolshevilt' and 'proletarian'.
‘Te should warn such elements that it was under the slogans of
'Bolshevism' and “oroletarianisation' that the Trcika cf Ctalin,

Jlamanev and inoviev initiated the struggle against what later became
the Trotsliyist Left Oppositicn,

The TRF Congress anproacies., Comrades wrongfully expelled and
slandered may well demand their constitutional right to appeal to this
Congress, the highest body of the rarty, to reverse these decisions

of the leadership. Listen to what they have to say, and rememier that
to disagree with the official party lire and the actions of the
leadership does not in itself constitute a breach of Farty rules.
Quite probably you may disagrece with their political views, or at
least some of ther:t, Lut you are duty bound as a communist to fight
for the right to male them public inside the -rarty, to constitute
themselves as a tendency or a faction, and to submit and have
circulated written materials in accordance with the ten-day rule.

The Wy 'Renly!' attenpted, in its last installment, to project the cult
of Iiealy as the 'acknowledged leader' of the TRI, selected by history
to lead the .. ritish Revolution., Clearly if one subscribes to such an
idealist, reactionary ccnception of leadershin, the repression of
minorities is not only necessary but justified. PFarziocm is the

enemy of all cults, and ncst eof all, of nessianism, either national
or individual.. As Trotslty wrcte in 4n»nril, 1¢33 against the crushing
of party denocracy by the Stalin clique:

'"'1ind otedience is a virtue in a soldier of a
canitalist armv but not in a proletarian fighter.
Revolutionary discipline is rooted in coliective
thought and will. A supporter of the theory of
scientific communism does not talke anything on word.




e judges ove everything by reason and e perierqgi The
) youth carnot accept ilarxism on command, must
assimilate it for itsclf through an independent effort
of thought. s _is precisely wvhy the youth sheuld have
the opportunity not only fo educate isel® Tut also to

staltes in order to rise through its own errors

!
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mnist concepbtion, wurequcraoy and artificial
d. ‘discirline nas crumoled tc dust at the meonent of danger.
. ZGeveoiutionary discipline does not exclude but demands
, ' the right of checixing and criticism. ¢nly in this way
- can an indestructanie army de created. The young worler
i needs leadership from the party.. »ut this should not
n be leaderschip by command. Jaen at cvery step cocercion

is substitued for wmersuasion, the breath disappears from
the organisation ... 1ot only must we reject but also

| riercilessly destroy tihe use of repressicn, slander and

‘ phvsical methods in the struggle cf the different groups

ang factions inside the weorkcrs' movencint. These
b invidious imethods have nothing in common with the arsenal
| of Cormmunist educaticn. Zrought intc the workers' move-
e ment during the last ten years by the Stalinist bureau-

cracy, they have poisoned the atmosnhere of the nroletarian
\ vanguard ...

. ’L Trotsky: "lind Obedicence,
F ‘ Pevelutionary TDiscirline and the JYouth
| 10tk A»ril, 19233)

l'ow there is a fresh source of infection whici must be comcatted with
equal severity. Tegin the struggle for dewocratic centralism within
the [37F, and for genuine woriers' democracy in the lLabour movenent.




LA i S i e AN g} o’ % 0 R R A o o %) AT ITCAR
TED HTOTOY OF BRIWIDE TROMSIYISM

Je note with considerable interest that the 2% is now taking steps

to immlement a decision taken at the 19€¢5 Conference of the ULL

and the 19¢¢ International Conference to undertake a history of the
Trotslryist movement in 2ritain and take this oprortunity to

point out that similar moves were in fact made at that time but

were teminated within a matter of weels,

However, as we anncunced in ‘ulletin i'o. 4, we are preparing this
history and thie group has now anpointed a highly-qualified group of
historians with access to all relevant archives. This group has
now begun its worl:, and mrogress revorts will avpear in future
issues of the Ffulletin with short introductory articles having
relevance to the current political situation.

@ e @ 00 U 00 09 2 0 e e b e 000 s

This is the Jifthh number of the Tulletin, and by far the largest both

in size and number of copies produced. TFor this reason, we now find
it necessary to appeal to our readers and supnorters for financial
support. Already we have received substantial donations to help us
meet our production and postage costs, Dut it is time to place this

support on a more permanent footing.

All cdonations should be sent to 29 Hast Htreet, Orxford, and made

payable to *The ulletin'.
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SOLZISHITSYI!

On 1l4th February 1074, +he DLourgoois procseon thundered with the news
that Alaxander isayevich Solzhenitsyn had been wronged again. ITot they
' alone. The "l:orning tar" condemned the expulsion. And ¥WF, proving
that its support for olzhenitsyn had tnothing in common with bourgeois
anti-communism', led with the headline 'Utalinists (rhoto of Gollan}

on the spot'. Indeed they were. ‘ut what kind of svot? ‘

3olzhenitsyn's expulsion removes all fear that Trotskyist criticism
might assist his persecutors - a groundless anxiety in any case. In
1966, defending "Cancer Jard" and the 'thirst for uncompromising truth'
waryalzin alleged:

1That book ("One Day") was condemned unanimously in
the pages of the Trotskyist, Chinese and Albanian
presses. ... favourakle reviews came from the biggest
Communist Farties, the most outstanding Marxists of
the day ...'

If any real (or imitation) Trotskyist tendency did condemn "One Day",

' as this thirster for truth testifies, then no harm of it came to
Voolzhenitsyn. “oth sides in those Jriters' Union debates invoked
Russian nationalism as the highest principle: and Trotskyism is as
unholy and as un-2Russian as the Yellow Feril. The bureaucratic faction
is as likely to quote our commendation against him. (*Only Trotskyists
and reactionaries give unqualified support to Solzhenitsyn ...')
Amalgams are inevitable.

The bureaucracy demanded of Solzhenitzyn that he repudiate the imperia-
list exploitation of his name, i.e. that he sever his life-line to the
western bourgeoisie. The intentwas doubly malicious. If he accepted,
they could destroy him at leisure. A refusal discredits and disheartens
the opposition that really frightens them - for only a communist
opposition can pose a threat to their legitimacy. Christians they can
noisily expel; Leninists they must quietly crucify. Solzhenitsyn's
great reputation is an embarassment of course, but the pourgeoisie

- would never have created that reputation if Lolzhenitzyn were a serious

'~ enemy of privilege.

Solzhenitsyn's Reputation

Literary reputations, we know, can sink or swim with political tides.
Trotsky's great history of the Revolution, comparable with Clarendon
or Thucydides, was never in danger of a llobel ¥rize; and his 1915 was
journalism goes still unpublished, whereas every ¥.7.1 bookshelf is
decorated with that grey legend, "August 1914", A difficulty of
testing opinions about Solzhenitsyn is that hisprofessed admirers do
not have time to finish his books} but since the literary merits of
those books are a political issue someone must be allowed to venture
doubts about his literary power. The journalistic illusijon that
Solzhenitsyn is another Tolstoy would be less damaging to him if he
did not share it himself. "August 1914" was plainly Volume I of his
'‘War and teace'. Future volumes will unrelentingly follow.

Overpraise within the USOGR is understandable enough, given the
barrenness of Soviet literature, the needs of advocacy, and the
feelings of thousands of camp survivors who find his prison novels a
faithful witness of their suffering. B




From a moving letter to Solzhenitsyn:

[ ias!

'"You have talen the picture of quite a day ... reading
your story ("One Day") and comparing it with the camp,
it is impossible to distinguish one from the other.
They are as alike as two peas - tho arrangement of the
compound, the punishment block, the attitude of the
prisoners ...'

in the west the avant garde professors and the l'ew Left cinéastes
forgave him his socialist realism, exempting him from their lazy
a priori formula that the forms of great literature ought to move
with the times. Self-absorbed writers like Mercer and Storey,
edging furtively towards God {time is not yet sufficiently out-of- ]
joint for clamorous conversion) found the Solzhenitsyn affair a |
satisfying image of the Writer-Yictim suffering for his solitary

vision. DlMercer, politically tutored by the SLL, was shocked out of

his psyche by the news ("Gulag Archipelago") that there were camps

in 1918, (imagine it, camps in 1918!) and decanonised Lenin in

consequence.

D ad A AaMmMms O

The Utalinists tried to appease both the rremlin and ~iberal opinion
with the fatuous extenuation that persecution is a proof of respect.
Truly, no-one takes literature as seriously as the censor! The
"Morning Star'" handed the subject to Ivor Montague, a venerable
figure whose special talent lies in not giving offence. Solzhenitsyn
is given a bad mark for dwelling too much on the black side -
presumably he should balance his novels with some cheerful episodes
and 'positive' characters - and a good mark for providing information
which sociology will need 'when it makes a truer, more perceptive
examination, more in context'. kontague does not attacl bvolzhenitsyn
as an anti-rfolshevik writer, and he regards an understanding of the
Lenin and Stalin periods as outside the grasp of present Marxism but
within the power of future sociology! Iis defensiveness represents
the middle class: vestigial idealisation of the USSR, not the attrac—
tion it exerts on workers as the birthplace of their power. The
Solzhenitsyn affair disturbs the CF courtship of reformism (i.e.
increasing adaptation to their own.bourgeoisie), That is the spot he
puts them in,

Correctly, WF has defended Solzhenitsyn's democratic rights. In
addition we would expect it to scrutinise his work closely, disting-
uishing the valuable from the false; to locate his position as
exactly a3 possible in the opposition spectrum; and to analyse with
due suspicion the fate of his reputation in non-larxist circles.

This has not happened. Apart from Tom Yemp, no WJF writer seems

aware that Solzhenitsyn is an anti-Marxist. And even for Kemp:

'Solzhenitsyn follows in the footsteps of Trotsky,
who made the truth known at the time against the
scepticism and hostility of the liberal supporters
of FPopular Frontism'.

fut no scepticism and hostility for Solzhenitsyn. In general WE

has defended him uncritically, thereby perhaps clearing its name of
all suspicions of 'softness' on Stalinism (i.e. Stalinism as

radicals understand it, as a synonym for 3B terror, not, as with

the scientific l.arxist concept, a system of ideas and practices which
reveals and explains hidden affinities between apparently diverse
historical phenomena - such as Stalin and Solzhenitsyn). They find

a problem in defending an anti-communist writer and solve it by
pretending that e.g. "August 1914" is not an anti-communist book.
Future volumes of this work will put them 'on the spot'!




Is Solzhenitsyn Tolstoy?

Literary criticism, even when remote from politics, is notoriously
subjective. ¥For many critics, Solzhenitsyn's greatness stands in no
need of proof. Lukdcs has devoted to Solzhenitsyn eighty pages of
gaseous prose which hover far above the content of the work awarding
or withholding classifications whose definitions are vague or
normative. 1s Solzhenitsyn as 'realist' or a 'naturalist'?? In
spite of Lukdcs - a cood mind softened by forty years of euphemism -
we find that olzhenitsyn's prison notebooks do fulfil the programme
of some late nineteenth century naturalists; they nhotograph the
'ignoble' surfaces of an ignoble society. They do mot show us the
heart of a changing organism. The rcportage is more veridical than
Z0ia, Lulkdcs' prime naturalist, whose coarse imagination lets 'sorgdid!’
theatricals obscure the view; but it is not more accurate than
Gissing. Jolzhenitsyn's subject matter is of world-historical
importance, and as an eyewitness he shares that importance; whereas
no-one remembers, say, the two million 'surplus' women who were the
historical substratum of Gissing's minor novel 'about' Victorian
spinsterhood, "Cdd ‘“omen'!. .ut compare solzhenitsyn's treatment of
Aussian surplus women (prisoners' wives, 7era in "Cancer Ward") and
remark the banality of his imagination. His characterisation is
merely trait-building. e can portray the lind of suffering that
stares you in the face, no detail spared (the photo of the lover who
did not return, the lonely room, the friendly radio, insomnia, work
as opium ...)

With this Christian writer evil does not have deep roots in history,
let alone in 'the soul'!', Cn the one side, the malignant bureaucracy
and its stupid creatures, on the other side frustrated human .aecency.
As propaganda this will serve. Solzhenitsyn has a bureaucratic
outlook: he likes simple analyses and tidy solutions. Do readers who
have not experienced conditions which resemble Solzhenitsyn's
description 'like two pecas' encounter moments of self-recognition?

Do they find characters whose names must hecome words?

solzhenitsyn has suffered considerably, as the world knows, and he
tries to punish history by inserting himself into his novels and
giving himself a fair trial. 3But he is not artist enough to subdue
and objectify his self-surrogates - identifiable as the most upright
and perceptive characters - so we view the world through the prism
of their desires. Thus in "Cancer Ward" he interposes ¥ostoglotav-
3o0lzheritsyn to over-prosecute the case against the ultimate bureau-
crat yusanov, a seilf-condemned character. 1In "The First Circle" the
fate and character of Rubin has a genuine poignancy, but the story
and the irony of the story - a good man encompassing the destruction
of another good man - is crowded out by the sub-Tolstoyvan panorama
and the didactic presence of i"erzhin-Jolzhenitsyn. Subtract him
from this over-populated novel, strengthen the characters hostile

to Rubin, say more apout Rubin's crime - this attractive man has
committed crimes - and you have not only a better but a more complex
novel. Pubin stands for that gemeration of selfless communists

who did terrible, self-deceiving and 'patriotic' things to build
Socialism in One Country. The likes of Rusanov depended on the
likes of him. OJolzhenitsyn sees Rubin as an instance of 'Revolution
devouring its own children' or some such nonsense, but that is not
what prevents him from telling the story rightly. The teller need
not understand his own tale: the interaction of outlook and work

is complez. If the artist draws the right dramatic conclusiouns

from his fictional premises the lessons can be deduced later. What
hinders Sclzhenitsyn's art is not his conservatism but his tenden-
tiousness.
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'&thical Socialism ir Cne Country'
solzhenitsyn aspires to exvlain what he has described. is mission

on earth is to solve the mystery of the age; tThy did Stalin happen?!
The answer is nct to be found in the conflict of real historical
forces as in "The Revolution ietrayed" - it is to be traced to a
historic original sin. olzhenitsyn is the willinrg captive of a
fixed idea. That is why he will never honestly confront liarxismn.

It is a melancholy fact that none of the savants in "The TFirst Circle"
gives a hint or glimmering of a i.arxist idea. In fact there are no
original conceptions of any rind. Soviet intellectual life appears

to subsist on mediocre varieties of Gtatism, liberalism, mysticisn,
ecologism, etc. There is no freshness of thougsht, right or left.
Solzhenitsyn himself is a sad exempnlification of the intellectual
poverty he laments. There is not one memorable generalisation in

the body of his work. '

The irureaucracy defends itself principally by keeping a murderous
clutchh on the windpipe of living lMarzism., In the camps there must be
undercurrents of truth however. selzhenitsyn is slyly knowing about
matters which he imagines tc e an cmbarassment to Marrists - Ironstadt,
thhe laws of dialectics, ZLfngels on mathematics, the 'twenties predic-
tion that the UsSA and Britain would coime tec blows. Like his self-
surrogate llerzhin he has questioned survivors of the purges. Fut the
voice of the Left (pposition isnever heard,.

Three characters im "The First Circle" are nresented as lhonest
intelligent !armxists Adamson, 2ubin and Radovic. They prove their
henestY and intelligence Dy their disgust with the regime. They
prove their 'liarzism' by fanaticism, gullibility and priggishness.
Rubin's faith that the apparatus objectively em%odies progress is
foestlerian mysticism: comnmunists who accepted the bitter consequen-
ces of 'socialism in One Country' had a better understanding of their
situation than he is allowed. (c.f. Jerge's "Case of Comrade Tulayev" ).
Adanmison has the history of a real harxist - an oppositionist
imprisoned in 1629, an organiser of the Jorlruta strikes - but as a
hero among victims he keeps aloof from the prisoners' dekates, so

his larxism remains off-stage: his secret 'understanding' of the
'twenties period is mentioned as a piece of useless esoteric learning.

arxists can, of course, be fanatical, gullible and priggish. Sut

in volzheritsyn that is what their arxism comnsists in. l'or can even
a fragment of l.arzism emerge, for our compass is read by llerzhin,

he christian-patriot-methematician who plans to write a hook like
"191h4", e have to suffer a Correct Line that is not even correct.

Zut if liferzhin is the repository of wisdom, the other characters in
"The First Circle" have enough reality and insight to retain our
unguided symnathy for their various fates . In "August 1914n,
however, the wise and the foolish are consmnicuously segregated,
labelled and graded. Fractical wisdom inheres in:

'The closed fratornity of General Ltaff Officers and
perhaps a handful of engineers as well, {who) were
conscious of the fact that the world, and THussia
with it, was moving invisibly, inaudibly and imper-
ceptibly into a new era ... All Russia from the
imperial family down to the Revolutionaries naively
thought that they were breathing the saue old air
and living on familiar ground: only a handful of
engineers and officers were gifted with a perccptian
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to sense that the stars themselves were moving into
new conjunctures,'

Colonel Vorsyntsyn - alias you know who - is very much the hero of
the book and of the battle. A member of the Closed Fraternity, he
deplores the 1905 not as a vulgar jingoist but as a secer of 'new
conjunctures'. Tannerburg is 'the first defeat which set the course
of the war for Russia ...' The ¢ review continued this quotation
at length, with its catalogue of Tsarist blunders, but it omitted
the preceding remarl giving its significance:

"Jho car name the decisive battle of a war which lasted

four years and strained the nation's morale to hrealking

point ... uselessly and irretrievably snatching from us

our bravest and strongest men and leaving the second-

raters. ! |

The anonymous 'T¢ reviewer, coming out boldly against Tsarism, said
the novel covld not be anti-Soviet since it did not have a soviet

subject matter., At the same time he accused the remiin of 'retro-
spective defencism' which constrains them to cover up Tsarist bungiles
in order to cover up the bungles of Stalin in Jorld War I2. —ut

"August 1914" is g defencist-chauvinistic novel which castigates
Tsarist blinpery for its incompetent defence. In "Jar and reace" the
pricture of bungling 'high ups' reflects the suspicions of simple
scldiers and peasants, the massecs wno wake history in the long run,
and the stociz categories of military virtue are all put in question.
Solzhenitsyn takes all those categories for granted and condemns the
blundering Grand Dukes and their favourites from the standpoint of
bourgeois-technocratic know-how, personified by the Closed Fraternity.

Another wise person is engineer Obodovslty, who thin':s the Union of
dngineers 'could easily become one of the leading forces in Russia,
more constructive and important than any peolitical party'. He worries
about porulation and the need to colonise Siberia before someone
else does., iingineer Arkhangorodsky is a coarser fellow whose
prosperity has dulled his idealism bBut not his shrewdness. 'On one
side lack Iundreds, on the other side Red undreds, and in between

a few peonle trying to do a jeb of work.!

Spiritual wisdom is dispensed by incidental sages. Tolstoy in person
appears but as a false prophet offering emnty oracular nacifism,

Ten his disciple, Sanya, volunteers, 'feeling sorry for Hussia', he
has the applause of the novelist. A truer prophet is 7arsonief.

'fistory is irrational, young man ... The best social
order cannot be arbitrarily constructed or even
scientifically constructed. You cannot invent an ideal
social order ... there is a jJustice which eristed before 1
us and is there for its own sake - the task is to divine
it ... we should develon our own soul.'

Yes, yes, yes. _ut what is one to do? e tells us:
'T can't prove it but I feel for sore reason it is
important that Pussia's backbone not be brolren. And

for that young men must go to wvar.'

oric understanding is provided by professor Andozerskaya, who
erns that:
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'There is a spiritual life apart from the environment -
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tie sniritual life of the dindiwvidnal ... who therofore
has a vcerooral rosponsihilitly for what he does.'

Pl

To he fnir she d
very easily nigh

)

ces not mention the nerfectability of man; but she

-.t .

And so it goes. These banalities are presented without irony. They
are not merely the voices of the characters, they are the voice of
the novel itself which endorses them through editorials and preverbs,
stages the dialectic in their favour, and assigns them to characters
with citations for wisdor or responsibiiity.

solzhenitsyn's key idea, if idea it can be called is that evil arises
when we allow the larse abstract ideals of 'Ideology' tc overcome our
natural sense of objective justice, and construct moralities bhased

on hatred. . ad ideals have deformed Russia; good ideals - and good
management - might save her. l.dired up with this is a quietist feeling
that ideas and ideais are far too excellent to possess reality, too
feeble to mrocure it for themselves. And if reality and ideal are
divorced then solzhenitsyn's own dreams, half-truths though they are,
appear as true and real in his understanding, which prides itself

on opedience to the Ymperative Ought which he talles esrecial pleasure in
apriying to rolitics. As if Russia only waited to learn how it
ouynt to he, and was not! Chbjective justice stands above nation and
history, valid for all times and places but local, patriotic impera-
tives are given to conscierce.

'Tor example, ¥ am sure that the best among the Arabs
understand that - according to justice - Tsrael has a

ight >nd g i oo '
right to exist and live (Let&w to students, 1967)

Justice is what Qelzhenitsyﬁ and thie best Arabs linow it to be.

Spiritual folly in "August 1914" resides with the young folk who are
either duly silenced nmy all this philosorhy or whe retaliate with
slogans (Je muast smash the system! Je are molecules of the environnert!)
Lenartovitcii, the student most resembling a communist, cuts an ignoble
figure. His name and circumstances are curiously suggestive of Lenin
- a relative executed for terrorism, German vlood, training as a
lawyer - and his sophistic skill enables him to win an argument against
an army doctory busy saving lives. l‘aturally your sympathies are
drawn to the doctor rather than to revolutionary defeatism.
Lenartovitch tries to desert in order to save his skin for the revolu-
tion. re stands foreignly apart with a '“twisted smile of condescension'’
for patriotic peasants carrying their dead commander back to Russian
soil. “The plot foils his desertion and irony malies his safety depend
on the courage, resource and patriotism of Jorosyntsyn, who has to
remind the young ideologue that 'decency is better than swinishness',
Jolzhenitsyn tries to be fair to the bad guys as well as the good

guys, and in trait-building Lenartovitch he allows him 'sincerity'

but in a world where the noblest action is to die for your country,

it is hard to count a deserter as more than a deserter. To fasten

on one »Hoint: he concedes that Lenartovitch would fight bravely in a
civil war. Put whay? Because his cause is just? TSecause he loathes
oppression? llo. Because the class enemy can De legitimately hated.
Fatriots fight for love of country, communists for hatred of the

foe {as if the class enemy did its own fighting!)

The JF review see in "August 1S14" 'a social system marching to its
doom'. All we see is a Russian Army marching to defeat, described
with the detamiled accuracy of a railway timetabtle. There is hardly
any sign of a social system, nor of the organic connections between
the ranks of the army and the ranks of society.
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Jhat we perceive is not the collapse of a social system but the
genesis of a histeric sin. hy did 3talin happen? Iecause Lenin
happered. hy? Zecause of Tsarist dliupery. ‘lhy the war? Because
of ILITARY RIALITIAS, which ncne but the Closed Fraternity under-
stood. These realities are there because they are there. Ii‘ow if
only the Tsar had appointed experienced gencerals and administrators
who could pass their exams ... Zf only the Tsar could have been
removed by the Closed Fraternity. If only the Church had given a
iead ... Later volumes will e a cadet fantasy of the might-have-been,

O5f course an author bhelieving such rubbish might vet produce a true
work. lManv great writers have false politics,

'A literary work is truthful or artistic when the
inter-relations of the heroes develop not according
to the auvthor's desires but according to the latent
forces of the character and the setting. OGcientific
knowledge differs greatly from the artistic. Put
the two have some traits in common, defined by the
dependence of the descriotion on the things described.
A historic work is scientific when facts comuine into
one whole process which, as in life, moves according
to its own internal laws'.

(Trotsky - Jhat is Cbjectivity?)

Our judgement on Jolzhenitsyn was based on the novels and

formed long before the appearance of his 'LLetter to the loviet Rulers'
in the "sunday Times" 3rd lMarch, 1974, The content of that letter,
disturbing even to the reactionary 3altharov, are beyond analysis or
parody. (5talin let internationalism over-ride the national interest
... lost good neightcur Chiang ... China's-*population ... pollution ..
Tolstov's crankiest pamphlets are a homage to rationality - he feels
obliged tc prove his case - and if you read, say, his niece on
Shakespeare youn are nearly convinced that Lear is = worthless play.
At his most reactionary he is a gencerous utopian, devoid of vulgar
chauvinism. Can one imagine Tolstoy seeing Jorld War I as a Russian
tragedy? Regarding the Vietnamese as brain-washed fanatics who

don't krnow when they are beaten? i‘evertheless, though they csteened
his art, the olshevil:s denounced what was reactionary in his
pamphlets. Solzhenitsyn's letter was only less disgusting than the
I silence which has followed it. 1o doubt someone is cngaged on the
necessary carceful rescarch for a review of "Gulag Archipelago",
praised by JTF for its exposurcof Utalin's camps. ITo doubt. Tut the
open letter required not research but immediaterespcnse. Does WP
credit the “remlin with 'strict adherence to Marxist-Leninism'?

Do they have an opinion about 'Lenin's' camps? Do they thin! workers
will Xnow 'from their own experience' what is false in olzhenitsyn's
novels? Jhen l.arxz said tonly the best is good enough for the working
class! he did not mean printing technique: he meant scholarship and
science. The journals of the party arce vehicles of Larxist scholar-
ship and science. A review of "August 114" which fails to expose
its enti-communism plays a trick on the working class. Tailure to
review "Culag Archipelago" adequately is also a trick against the
working class. failure to denocunce Solzhenitsyn's letter is failure
to defend the JUoviet Union. This failure is in part a refusal to
confess error - if JSolzmhenitsyn is 'following in Trotslty's footsteps'
how can he be stamping on the COctober Pevolution? - and in part an
expression of the JF's notorious and thoroughly “ritish anti-

intellectualism. 'An hour in the library is an hour to the Tories'
(e activist). Theory. is superfluous to an activism that

is born of guilt and sustained by panic. The sectarian activist
would rather accuse than analyse. A debate on the level of programme
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and policy disturbs the security of his zeal; he must restore it to
the ad heminem level. One more push and the stone will move! - well
it would have moved if the miserable bhookworms had pulled their
weight.

Listrusting the rebellious self-activity of tiie masses Solzhenitsyn
alizn himself with imperialism. Lile the bureaucracy he is

~ to 'liberalise! managerient and malie economic concessions
sessantry, that is to say, to its netty Dourgeois interests
wicios,.  Like the Bureaucracy he fears concessions to the
borest of the nroletarian vanguard. Eut the bureaucracy
avwitalist restoration at a given pcint and by its own
ooary metheds, '3thical LDocialism!' abhors lammon; but it rises
{Me sordid economic realities of this earth.

Inicddle class radicalism fuses the ideals of classical liberalism
with romantic conceptions of sccialist revolution. Stalirnism in the
Uss2 cutrases liberalism; Stalinism in the ‘Jest offends by having
tno reformist a character. Jo support for Lolzhenitsyn, the anti-
commirist darling of imperialism goes with failure to support the

]

Shetindist leGakev when hounded by the millionaire press. These
crrnms are not errers cof emphasis or style. They result from a
fundaniental misanpreciation of the bureauntracies which in turn will
reztlt in grave ecrrors of practical strategy. At root it is the

question of the united front.

Sooner or later GLolzhenitsyn will surely attack Trotsky, the arch
internationalist, the historian not of Russia downcast but of
revolution betrayed. In later novels i‘ronstadt will surely ride
again., Ferhaps not until then will the T¢¥ have a hard word to say.
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A TrATSSTL OF XTTCOLUTICUARY DELCCRACY vy Zde. eotty Jamilton

4 lersonal Introduction
Although in the rast few years ¥ have not carried out Central
Comnittee or branch duties hoeonause - have Leen nandicapned by my
usband having a strolke and my own health and age (70 vears), as a
national member of the moverient I have carried out sprecial tasl:s,
raising funds to malie possible the Torlers' iress. 7 alsoc carried
out international worls and had weclkly discussions with the General
wecretary,

In 1971, after the split wit: the CCI T made a simnle statement of
disagrecnent with this acticn. Oince thern I have remaired as a
nentber and had regular discussicens with lidlte " anda to whem I teld
of rny intention to write a docurient on my neolitical pesitions, well

Inown to Iim., Fe has recently acquainted me with o 'Lulletin!
criticizing the T2: fron a fraternal viewpoint, which T subsequently
received. I agree with rnost criticisms in that bullctin, altheough

i+ am not associated with its »roducticn directly. I carried on
writing a document or ithe »droblems of huilding = revoluticnary narty

.

in -~ritain, i.e. vhy w2 nust re-enter the Laccur Jartv,

- Speall with scue auitlority on this subject. Then X came to this

country in 1929, aiready an cld Communist rarty member in Franrce,

- did not join the CiGl., not just hecause I had already Dbeen in j
disagreement with the Comintern line since 1927, but secause Lenin's i
appreciation of the tasks of communists in “ritain in 'Left Ting
Communisn' seemed to me to e correct. I jcined the Labour Farty I
where I already »ad gained support when 7 joined first the 'ijarxzist
Group', whichh II left for the 'Lilitant' groun, (later the RUL),

because it was apnlying the entry tactic correctly. In 1938 2 num-er

cf us split to form the iJorkers International League. It remained

irn the Labour Farty until 1947, but in 194C = put forward the tactic

of yetiting out of the Labecur Farty whese wards and committees hac

given up functioninrg Tecause of the war. T wanted the movement to

g0 into Industry so that we cculd develor work in the trade unions,

for this I was expelled, for having supnesed to have formed a fracticn
with the ultra-left Cehlerites. I argued for a sharp turn awvay

from the dead Labour Zarty and into the trade unions in the Znternal
Zulletin, wvhere I dealt with the question cf entrv, not as a
principle or fetish, but as a tactic. Cn that occasion T was
against entry, and 7 thirls © was proved correct later. At the same
tine I remaired opnesed to tie ultra-lefts who as I put it then,
Lelieved 'it is tine tc come out as an open narty or groun ...'

I werized in a factory where . became a shop steward and organised
several thousand wonmen intc the union until I was victimised by the
management. I had meanwhile been re-admitted to the JIL in 1943

and became the organiser for Yorlkishire and the Iiidlands, and later
was a menier of the CC.

Trom 1943 I agitated for the return into the Lahour Party and built
a facticn to achieve this. This ecame part of the 2CP mincrity
wihich entered the Labour rfarty and came out of it in 1964 as the

v -
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Despite reservationc about tie way in vhich the exit fronm the
Labour rarty was carried cut, ° undertook several imnortant taslis
for the movement. In addition to assisting with running the
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finance cf the LLL 7 audited the meovement's accounts and continued
in interrational wori. 7 attended the fourding conference cf the
IRF even though I had and still have deep disagreements as to the

wisdom of this step. During the recent election cammaign.lde. sULL
“anda visited me and aslzed ne for a donation to the Y2 's election A TR
fund., T gave him £20C on the understanding that it would not e put

into that fund, as © was onposed to the way the 2 candidates were (Err
TN 'Th
b7 serious disagreements date haclk to 197C on the Tnternational —~ T at
(mestions., I raised at thac time the fact that Cde. ealy was very a
X sressed with Christopher ill's kcolk on Cromwell and as a result 3 was
pzbducod the 'Unharter of Nasic Fights'., I consider this tc have teen brou
tased on a wrons understanding of the relatieorship hetween the by S
nourgeeis Cromwvellian revolution and the Transitional :rrogramae cf glii
t1e Sourth International. The Charter cof _asic fights is in fact a ha b
combination of miniru deilands and the marzinum pe granme (full us
pationalisation), and now thc programme cf Transitional Demands :gci
wh.ich Trotsky says will serve as the bridge between the struggles hefi
and partial demands of the nresent is beins abanconed. al:h
- . o . - . A . 1 wa
In the sane vear at a meeting cof the Internationai Committee wre- knew
crnference which was to discuss a resclution on the United Front »nut iy
corward by the (I, 7 was deeply concerned by the then Lh.L leaders ?ebr
changing the discussion inteo a totally abstract one on 'lIarzist Agie
~rilosephy ', These differences deenened and toolr on a new dimension that
following the Tolivian coup in August 1971. 7itl: the fore knowledge .

L€ L, lealy, Tehlforth wrote and published an open attacl: on the it w
*CR for allegedly hetraying the Tolivianrn woriing class. ie did not, SYmE
as a comrmnist internationalist mast do, direct his nain attack dec3
against his own bourgecisie, which through the CIA enginecred the Cont
counter-revelution in " clivia. T
mhen followed the split with the CI, which in my cpinion was a in t
cover-up opneration te avoid discussion., I enclose the corresnondence that
(3ce page 12} which ensued after the snlitting of the 3C by the Some
SLL leadersliip. 2§n§
iight up until the London Area Conference of 5th iav, 1974, 3 was ?ubl
given no indicationr that Y was anvthing but a full nemver of the VJer
J4¢, whose founding conference I had attended, after the ticizet had —ut
been personally brought round to my house by Cde. .anda. Certainly Qana
- have found it difficult to attend meetings and rallies regularly. Hea.
This was bhecause L pave to be with ny husband all the time, which I and
suppose is why Cde. _anda visited me regularly. Cde, Zanda told me the
ouly a montih agc that he would be round to sce ne soon, but he move
never carie. Thy then should X believe that ° had teen suspended com
or expelled from the rarty vetween the time I last spoke to liile bec:
“anda and the timc I went to the Areca Conference? “Then, where and the
by whom are these things supnosed to have Lecen done, Is it true ~y mo?(
inhat after LC years in the ‘rotskyist movement I tan have been whi
cupelled without even a written note? (f course .. know this can't ?ha1
e so. ?ﬁ%ﬁ
Theso incidents are almost unique in the history of the ‘ritish _ (ev:
Srotslyist mevement. o did not erperierce such things even during ‘ spol
the faction fight in the Yrench Stalinist movement in 1927 to 1929 8ron
when the »Cl° apparatus resorted to gangster tactics to supnress per]
critics within the party. e iznow what Lenin and trotslry would as I
have said about guch nethods of 'devate' for it is clear in thceir bul.

writings. <n 1932 after the French Stalinists had attaeclred

virotsloyist militants at a meeting Lrotsllty wrote

Y
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sULLETTIY lNo. 5.
A_TRAVELSTY O RIEVOLUTTONARY DEMOCRACY

(Brrata, Insert ¢.10 . ZFORE LAGT EARAGRAELL after 'be so' and tefure
'These incidents')

I attended the London Area Conference with full membershin rights and
was admitted by Comrade Sylveire at the door even though I had not
brought my membership card with me, 1 was greeted in a friendly way

by several leading Farty members, amongst them Roy “attersby and his
wife, Cyril Umith and Mickie Shaw. I took a seat at the back of the
hall because I knew 7 would have to leave early and return to my
husband. Some minutes later I was 'challenged' by cde. Torrance,
accompanied by Roger Smith, who I took to be a steward. GShe alleged
that I had no right to be at the meeting. When asked why not, she
hesitated, and then said it was because I had not paid my subs. (which
although not true at least shows that at some point I was a member).

1 was amazed at this and pointed out to her that she above all people
knew how much money I had put into the movement, and that only in
February 1 bhad given £200 to Fike “anda as well as having an order

for £16 a month. Cde. Torrance seemed at this point to be lost. Then
Aileen Jennings who knows me very well asked me to leave on the grounds
that X was 'only a sympathiser', a ruling which I could not accept, since
it was unconstitutional to say the least. Comrades can only be made
sympatvhisers after a decision of the Central Committee and if such a
decision had been taken in my case I would have appealed to the
Control Comnission. i'o such procedure has taken place.

1 then asked to see cde. anda who is fully acquainted with my status
in the movement, but before I could do so, and after the suspicion
that I was being 'quietly' tricked into the street, I saw G. Healy up
some steps in the foyer. T went up to him, expecting an explanation
of all this extraordinary behaviour. we though immediately lost all

control and called me a 'French spy' and an 'agent' of the group

publicshing the bulletin, to use his own words, a 'Tlickite!' and a
'Jenkinsite'!. He called on stewards to 'throw that woman out' (sic)!

ut to their credit not ore would do so. Cyril 35mith who had earlier
managed to smile now put on a display of hatred and rage in front of
Healy who recpeated the charge that I was not a member of the RF

and kept shouting that I should be thrown out physically. Having seen
the man raging like that for the past thirty or so years I was not
moved. Finally I left the hall with cde. Ianda who had meanwhile
come in and been called by liealy to 'deal' with me. Cutside things
became even more worrying. Two other young comrades were receiving
the same treatment at the hands of iealy and his 'bouncers' who were
more active this time because the comrades were young. Their crime,
which I subsequently learned from talking to them in the street, was
that one of them had been seen talling to an alleged supporter of the
'bulletin group' at the place where they both work., His wife was
thrown out on the 'grounds' that she intended to speak in the meeting
(even the Stalinists in my time did not attack people before they had
spoken up), and must therefore also be an 'agent' of the bulletin
group. For this they were both thrown out of the meeting and

perhaps even 'deprived'! of membership in the Farty in the same way

as me. ‘hen J asked them in fact if they were supporters of the
bulletin they told me ... no!




11.

'this is not the woriz of rami: and file communists, of
worizers - they would never lower themsolves tc such
aveoninations! - but of a centralised Dureaucracy which
is carirying out the orders of the higher echelons.

Their aim: to creale anech an enmzittered atriospbere -
within the commmunist rarnls that all argunients of reason

lose their force. Cnly in this way can the Htalinist §
sureaucracy still save itselif from the criticism of

the Left Cpposition. That terrible degeneration! The

history eof the .lussjian revoliuticrary novement is parti-

cvlarly rich in wvititer factional struszsgles. Tor 35 years

i have observed very closely and pnarticipated in this

struggle. L can't recall a cingle instance in which ‘
differences cof oninion, rot only ancng the l'arxists, but
hetween the larxists and the !'arodnilts and the ararchists,
were scttled by the (rp Plocd TLLO of the fist ...
recwll a single meeting lin zijjuwggpo ﬁ”VolCWl ]
roolagggupolltlcal otruggle ... I have not cen a“le RS i
FTind a single indication of such an ccecurrence in the

press »f the tine. 'hat the proletarian masses wanted to

do was to listen and to understand. That the clshevilis

wanted tc do was to convince thert. Cnly in this way can a

party be educated and the revolutionary class be drawn

to it ...!

(i Trotsly. "ntensify the Cffensive
Afugust Sth, 1932. Jritings of L. Trotsky

gL

1932, pn.lC6/167, IZnphasis added)

Those members of the 720 who indulge in or ccecndone in any way
hooligarism in the workers' moverment, abvove all in the rarty which
wants to be its vanguard, should hang their heads in shane when they

sce thceoe lines. Are you going to »nermit this movement to be

lowered by those wino use nethods which in earlier times were usecd

by the Ltalinists to hound and silence the comrades of our uovement? {
Y am raising this matter inside the novenent in relation to Farty
dermccracy. Those wno use threats and violence to exclude comrades
lilre me and like the voung ones alse turned cut at the Area
Conference nust e frighterned »neople. “Thy can't they give rie the
right to stand v» in a meeting of the ncverment to which T have given
nmy entire adult life and simonly speals for my declared positicns?

‘That is Lo be feared froni» such a thing?

Although X was ecrcluded from the meeting I Innow that other peonle
are beginning tc asli questions of the leacershir, especially over
the Cowley trouble. Tt is ocbvicus fron the press that Cde. Thornett
and through him the T2F has suffered a massive setback in Cxford.
Sorie sort of coverup Jjob is going on insidce the movernent. Those
trade unionists who spoke up in the meeting agairst lealy have no
connection with me, ¥ had no part in the formation cf the comrades
who started tc produce the 'btulletin'., Thy all the criticism Trom
different sources?

I consider myself a party member still, as indeed .. am, according
to the constitution if not the lecadership, and will continue to
fight for my full rights and those of all meubers to disagree with
the line of the leadersaip and to form a faction if necessary.

The itealy lcadership is anreasingly turning its bacl on the
organised werlkers in the Latour rarty and conse qucntly nalkzing
mistakes in the trade unions lilte at Cowley. I don't want tc sec
our moverient, ny mevewment destroyed by all this. A fight is
necessary 1ow to prevent riore Cowleys in the If@8urey. . -‘nlnw
stand that Cde. “anda intends, with the help of othowleato *

all minorities' bhecause he believes in the tdictatorship! of the
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Farty. In all ny years of reading l.arzxist literature I have never
seen tixis term, it exists only in 3talinism., Zad such a policy been
successful in the past there would have been no Hussian Tevolution
no Communist International,nc Left Oppcsition, no Fourth Inter-
national and no TRk, Without the clasl» of tendencies and ideas
vithin the party, as sharply as is needed liarzism would never have
teoen developed. Fight comrades for your democratic rights as party
mnemvers, fight for those of ail Party wmembers. e struggle must be
waged with the methods of discussion, not with those of Stalinism.

Lot us have a full discussion of the crisis in our movenent.

Ty VI St G P e L W S A e TS B o B -

Godstone, 23rd October 1971

Dear Comrade,

in relation to ocur last mecting on 20th September, 1971, T confirm
vy intention to defend mnmy position incide my organisation - the
wocialist .abocur League - and request its Central Committee to
cotablish provisions which will allow me to nut forward my
rolitical point ¢f view in front of all menmbers of the S.L.L.

il of all other international organisations which are affiliated
tc the International Committee.

Yours fraternally,

zetty Hamilton
G. .lealy,
Jational Secretary,
Lsocialist walbour iLeague.

. G -~ S S - S T A G G TS S G W S

Sccialist Labour League
Lol’ldon (SN T . L" .

27th October, 1971

Dear Comrade,

Your letter of 23rd October has been passed to the London Area
Cormittee for attention.

The Londonr Area Cormiittee is discussing the situation on the

‘Internaticnal Committee next nsunday, 31st October at the centre

{above addrcss) at 1C.00 a.m. Will you please arrange to attend.

Iinclosed are sone docwrwnts o yvnr information.

Yours fraternally,

Dany Sylveirs
Secretary of btlie T.xmdlon Area
Committae

Hamilton,

v,
[

iondon,
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3 CALSIDY ARTALR
The following: documenis pertain to the slanders DL‘Dllohed by I-
in its issue of 23rd iay, 1978, namely that Tom ‘Hllier,a supprorter
of the "miletin and former leading .Li Jndustrlal coumrade, actively

engaged in sirile-lirealzing oxn Jth lay, 1¢74, the day of thie AIIV's
official strilze against the NZPC'" sequestratiorn order, Tirst we
reproduce ‘‘om illier's Cpen Letter, which at the time of nubli-

cation, none of the five left- -wing mnapers it was sent to have seen
fit to wulblislh, desnite the fact that slanders of a most scurrilous
kind were TLeing levelled at a long-standing trade union militant.
There then follow documents testifying to the real actions of
Jillier and Cassidy on the day in question. Our readers are left
to draw their own conclusions as to who did tle most to secure §
united action of the CA’7 workers in response to the AZUT's strilie

order ( an orcer whiich, incidentally, 77 only the previous day had
declared to e cut of the question!) rerhans now Cassidy and those

who are manipulating him and exploiting his loyalty to the V77

will accuse us of using the 'corporatist' burean wcracy of the AZUY

to attaclz the T::. The only problem is, this was an official strike,
called »y the very union whose officials and bodies nave upi; ield the
action of Comrade “illier!

-o.cnJnccoo'0'..t.ll.lt.I..D.-l.lu-'.ovblo-.’c..ll...-oc-.c.-t.

This Open Letter is in ancwer to the slanderous attack rnade on
~rother Jom illier AZUT Chop steward, Confederation wshop Dteward
(becretary CA/ Acton Joint 3hop stewards Committee) in Vorkers
iress {(Daily Crgar of the Central Cormmittee of the ‘Torlrers
Revolutionary ;arty, Dy one of its members, Jolin Cassidy in the

paper's issue of 23rd lay, 1974, Copies of this letter have been
sent to Torlers! rfress, ocialist Torizer, led ‘leekly, i“ilitant and
Tribune. Desnite our deep~-zgoing political differences with the

last four nublications we, tlie editors of the ulletin {a tendency
puklication within the 7)) have taiken this step, firstly hecause

the leaders of the I7: have themselves chosen 4o make our differences
public, in a series of articles flagrantly distorting our real
positions; and secondly because from previous eyperiences of sending
letters to X for »ublication we feel that the paper's editors may
well deny us the right to renly to their attacks (a fa0111ty which
they have extended to, amongst others, 10Qty Johnstone of the CIg™,
who entered the hevolvtionary Conrmunis }arty from the YCL as a
Ctalinist agent in the Trotshkyist movemont ‘le therefore request
publication of this letter together with tﬁlu intreduction, as an
elementary right of a trade union militant to clear his name of
charges which if pernitted to pass unchallenged will slur him in

the estimation of class conscious worlrers.

“n directing his reply to John Cassidy, Z“rother “illier is fully aware
that the real author of his slanders hides behind a young worker

wito can, if needs be, be sacrificed in the interests of preserving
the TRk atparatuo and discrediting those who are seelking to develon

a genuine rotq;ylst alternative to the sectarian-opportunist
policies of the I2. leadersiip.

The .Iditors of the Tulletin
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4 Opon Tetter to Fahn Cassidy,

You have secen fit to write a letlter to Torkers iress which was
nublished on Tursday 23rd iay. 1in this letier you aconse me
versonally of sitrilte kreaking and of giving no lead to the manber-
stiin in CA7 {Actorn). ITow theso are scurious charges which I

sincerely trust as a good trade unicnist and mrincipled itarxist you
will not confire to the ".. 7Tou are no doutt aware that our union
the AULT, shares corminon nletmizership at CA7 with cther trade unions

~ namely the &i7U, the JI'li Sk, the TGTU and BEITU. You should also
be aware that the workers at CA7 have for decades suvnported a Joint
shon Stewards Committee of which X am the Jecretary. There is no
separate cormitittee for individuval unions onr the Acton site. OCn the
riorning of Lth llay all AUZY militants and class conscious workers
ey via the press, radio and T7, that the ALJT had instructed
riempers to cease work. Cf course, it would ve ideal to suppose that
shop stewards could complacently believe that 1.25 million members
would go on immediate strile as soon as they heard the news. Unfor-
tunately reality is somewhat different. Tou must be aware that the
trade union movement is not a disciplined body that obeys orders
issued by the leadership without question. So one could simply
stay at home trusting that the rest of the membership would do like-
wise. ilo responsible trade union member would follow such a course.

ileither is it correct that an unofficial improvised picket composed
of a dozer or so nmilitant ATUYT members siould present themselves at the
20-0dd gates at the CAY plant in order to stopn AEUY members from
entering the plant. ‘“he course could only e the one adopted - that
is, to fight for the support of the AZUY stewards first and then to
win the stewvards of the other unions to reswmect the picliet lines.

The Tfactory membership had its Joint Shon itewards Committee

which it recognises. It tales heed of no other organisation in the
nlant.

not only ¢0% of the ARUY members but also, 1,CC0 members of the

other trade unions represented on the J52C. 3t is a pity that you
could netv identify the shops where the militants went home or stayed
away since this would have Dheen amply borre out by my contention
that individual action, whilst it salves the middle class conscierce,
doesn't achieve mass support, which has to e fouzght for on grounds
which are not of our or the JRr's choosing. You will notice that =
have emphasised tize word 'suggests'. X'm sure that you recognise the
significance of that. You appear to ve unconvinced of the need to
win the bullt of tihe membership to support the strilte - yet for one

so sure that my action on &th l'ay constituted 'strike breaking'

you have a curious way of conducting yourself. Let me expand a
little. 7You not ornly entered the factory on Cth l.ay, but you
attempted to do the very thing whicii I explained the leadership

of the JLUIC were about to do at a shon stewards meeting to be held

Your letter suggests nothing else but individual action, abandoning

at 9.00 a.m. - namely to try to wir supnort for the strike. You
clocled-in and were in my department at 38.1% a.m, I have witnesses
to this fact. Turthemrilore, work was not being nerformed. You

arrived just as a rnieeting had finished. You !now this to be the case.
L0 vecause you entered the factory and failed to influence anyone in
your section, you wallzed out. You in fact aidicated leadershin

just when it was most called for. Iecause I remained in order to
attend the Jo0OC at 9.CC a.m, £ am labelled a strile-brealer!

During the course of the meeting the shop stewards agreed to support
the AZUT strilte - including shop stewards belonging to other

unions. Ficlkets would be at the gates the nert morning and all

trade unionists would be called upon not to bvrealr them. There were

Tm a8y ™ S 74 rn
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several reasons why the stcwards did not suwnnort an immediate
storpage, not least Telng the problem of the night shift members.
Llso of course, although you did not mention this, heing more
concerned with 'princinles' that left the vast majority of workers

at worlz and a tiry andfuvl at hone, the comnittee wanted a united

strile of ali the worl: force. liemember this was an indefinite
strilke, and it was vital to achicve niarirum unity Trom the rery
start. . ut your 'princinled avmoroach!' -~ i.e. entering the factory

L the morning - wasn't your only anpearance imside 4he factory was
it brother Cascidy? Althousia you say rnething avout *this asnect of
your exnloits on Gth iay {(rot 7th l.ay as you wrongly state in vour
letter) ~ mast o~oint out that you entered the nliant agair in tle
afteritcon. lecause you wvanted tc ve elected a shon steward of a ‘
departrient that had blacllegged during the three-day weel, did you {
not .rotier Cassidy? o cenvenlently forgetting the princinles you
accuse me of Trealting you entered the factory at 1.00 p.m. precisely, '
and orn your request, . swusored a reeting of the department's memhers
(against the wishes of the Superintendent, I'r. riars). But not
once in the course of this mecting, which »rovided vou witi: the
merfect opportunity to male public vour 'orircinles'! Lefore an
audience of CAY worizers, ard win sunport Ffor the stri’ze, did you
say tnat these worlers should not be in the plant., low could you - |
you were there yourcelfl, in -ursvit of a shor stewards nost. COne
night well as’s wiry it was necessary to nhold the election for this \
post on Oth l.ay of all days, when orn vour own testimony all workers
should have been outside the »lant gates. You only left the plant
again following your failure to secure clection to the steward's |
position., TYou ther stalled off, but once again, you did nothing, ‘
50 far as ¥ have been able to ascertair., to win support In the plant ,
for stril~e action, (ne can understand vour retsicerce on this l
emisode.

|

- rother Cassidy, you have unwisely in wy orinion allowed yourself to
be used in a political Taction fizht for which you are sirgularly
ill~-prevared. i'o doubt you will soon realise this, « hore 350 anyway, .
for your own sake. You cannot claim that ertering the CAV nlant

in order to win suwport for strilie actiorn was 'strike-bdreaking' when !
you yourself did precisely this. 4re there then different rules for 4
AL members supporting the ealv-lanrda line? If yoﬁltaj{e*ﬁﬁé’””wm

that noone shiovld enter the nlant but instantly form a ﬁicket,”why

did you enter the plant rot oiice {as you claiin) but twice? Thy, when

* 'failed’ to give a lead'did you nct attempt to organise a picket

line? After all you claim militants were walking out - why didn't

you a mnemver of the T2 and AYJA organisc them yourself?

hat really haprened is that you entered the plant, ranicked, and
then walized out. Then you hwung around outside, 'leading' the

.struggle that was going on inside to win worliers for stri-e action

presunably - and finally you repeated the exercise v poing in
again in order to attend an election in your denartment which you
vourself had requested. All these facts can and will be established
L can assure you _rother Cassidy. In order that i, as J.3C
Secretary could officiate at this election, 7 would have to enter
the plant! |~ rother Arthur Mason was »nresent when we met and you
said you had been waitinz for me to go to it 5. 7o youdeny this?
Tou macde no nention of the strilte then since your mind was clearly
focused on obtaining the show stewards position. You may also
remenber that tefore the election toolk place we hoth saw John
Farman (CA7 ARU T Ceiwvenor) who asled nie to handly the election -

do you nowdeny thais rother Cassidy? Did you even mention the
national stil:e? Uf course you did not!
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dhy do you hesitate to complain to the JOUC about my conduct on
Cth l.ay? T now challenge ycu to charge me under rule via the ranch
Corunittee, the District Committee, Ziecutive Committee and CLIU
(Io. & District Cormittee). I f mot, you must apologise and retract
your slanderous attaclz in Jorkers Iress which saw fit to retail
these lies in the first place. Failing which, I will take action
against you. . am proposing to have you braached as per rule in
two weels' time., I advise you to consider your course of action
carefully, and not to heed the ‘'advice' {possitly a stronger word
is morec appropriate here) of those who are sceizing to use you in
their sgualid manoceuvres,

Tort Zillier

24+th l.ay, 1974,
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o Thom It _lay Concern Sukject 8th lay 1974

“ro. T. Fiilier secretary of the CA7 {Acton) Joint Ctewards
Committee played an active part in pursuing a policy of joint
action in vrelation to the AUTY strike call on 8Oth liay 1974,
The policy was in line with CA7's tradition of maximum unity of
the trade union membersiin.

John “err

Senior Steward TGTU

CAY Actiorn J30 Committee
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(From} Amalgamated Union of iondon I'orth
Angineering Jorlzers District Secretary
N . . . . B - )
{sugineering Lectiony T, Swift,

Cur lef: TU/IC 28 Denmark Street, "C2.

(To)
.y, Tom Fillier
'easden, i.T7.10, £th June 197k4.

C.A.7T, Acton

Dear Sir & Trother,

Thilst understanding your anger over what is a series of serious
charges riade against you in a nublic newspaner, after discussion
with the General Furposes Cormittee, the ominion is that this item
"is outsicde the purview of District Committee control.

ilevertheless, . want to assure you that the District Committec
were well aware of the worl .‘rother Fa.man and yourself were doing

in attempting to bring out members of all unions.

Yours fraternally

7. Swift
District OJecretary.

onoooo--'ooc‘.Qli-n.u.l---.o..o'.ol-a.ooooocoooo.ol..a-.oc.c--
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23th Iray 1974

T wish to confirm that on Tednesday &th l.ay, 167 “rother
John Cassidy was in the C4V /lfchon plant, he came into “
17C Dept to see “ro. Hillier at anorox. 8.20 a.m.

Janes “Thite
CI iU Groun LHteward 27 Dept
Baling “ranch

T was present in 178 Dept at the above mentioned time and
confirrm that the stateitent aleve is correct.

orman ’eynolds

Assemcly worizers 21 Dept.
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Tednesday 8+t ey 1074

Ju PEE UVD2ROIGLED CAYY COUIiliad. THAT SO0 CALGLIDY WAL FTREJSEI™T
AXTLIY T=E UhTy 5 FACRC Y, CLAT ., ACDC, AT A" SLICTION IMEETIUG.
SROL. . BRNOLIIER LCL JL06D pC"’“TEL CIWICYATID AT THE ZLECTION

WHICK TOOL FLACE AT AFXVC I ATSIY 1,015 p.m, TIDIELDAY 8th MAY
PR ERS O TRE STCND, OBET UNNT 5.

y

igned by all members of Cassidy's section
nec

5
including his bhacep osteward.

4 o ® % e ¢ & 6 o 4 8 ® 8 e 6 ® m ® W e e % 2 % & e e & e e 0 % e & s % o e s ¢ s s e s T e S e s o 6 v & s e v oo

To the Lditor of iorlers rress,
Dear .Jirs,

i was astonished to see an attack in the 'Jorlers rFress' on Tom
Hillier by J. Cassidy. =t is 33 far out of this world that the
whole credibility of the wnaper is in cuestion which is a pity since
many peopie at C.A.7. have =een pleasced to see fairly accurate
reporting of events in {he Factery in the past. The strike call

by Tro. Scanrlon Becatue muhlic thirough 17 but toolx about 2L hours to
get down through the official (accepte 4) channels of communication
to the membership. s i 1"*~rqu soule members did one thing,
others something ditffercns. Lt 2 meeiing of the full Joint SHtewards
Committee at 9.00 a.m. on tie th lay, a2 decision was taken by
stewards of all unions to cali for a close down of the whole site

at the end of the day. ot a bad vecnonse to a call to strike
tforthwith'! ATter all, it might weve been a long struggle.

At midday T was talliing tc Tem illier in the street, when
J. Cassidy approached and asled Tom to go into his department at
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the start of the afternocon shift to heln elect a shor steward,
Cassidy accomvanied Jom. Incidentally, the membership did not
even nominate Cassidy. "o protest about Hillier's alleged conduct
was made by Cassidy at this time.

The inferences drawn that “illier's actions were vart of some

diabolical plan are nonsense! |ost of the other stewards were in
exactly the same position and Cassidy himself clocled in on the
morning shift. Xt is a pity that this young enthusiastic but

inexperienced young comrade cannot be more truthful and objective.
we might then be able to play a more useful part in the working
class,

Yours sincerely,

A. D. kason
(AU Shop Lteward)

..-.-........ll.l.....'.'.l'..'l‘.-ll.‘.b....l.l'.......'.n....
To: liorth if.ondon District Comnittee, AZUT

As a result of the sequestration order placed on our Union (AUEW) the
Ilorth London District Committee circularised all Conveners to attend
a meeting on Jedresday lay 8th at 2.30 p.m. in order to discuss the
issue and reach agreement on action in sunnort of defending the
Union funds.

It so happened that during the afternoon of Tuesday May 7th, the
Zxecutive Council issued instructions verbtally through “ro. Fugh
scanlon to all members for a stopnage of work forthwith. Rumours
ran through the factory which were of a conflicting natuvre, and as

a result it was not until that evening when ¥, as Convener, received
confirmation, and only then through the medium of *.7. No written
or telephone instructions followed. Tn these circumstances every-
body reported for work the following day (7ed. 8th May). iy first
thought was to call our Joint Shop Stewards £.C. together and

confer with them on the current situation where it was agreed to
call an immediate meeting of the full Joint shop Utewards Committee
to formulate a policy for action and attempt to maintain unity with
all Unions as in the past. At this summons meeting a good deal of
discussion took place and several points of view were put forward
with regard to a total stoppage of all Unions plus picketing
problems etc. The agreement arising from this meeting was as follows,
(1) The Convener {(myself) should attend the meeting at District
Cffice that same day at 2.30 p.m. in order to make a report and seek
further information. (2) All manual workers would cease work at
4.306 p.m. including all unions. (3) The gates would be picketed

. the following morning. (4) All departments would stop work at

11.00 a.m. after this shop Stewards meeting and inform everyone of
our decision and ask for picket volunteers. (5) AUSY Shop Stewards
would malre it clear to their members that this is a directive from
our :read Office. Ctewards of all other Unions would instruct their
members that the picket line must not be crossed.

‘etween 1.00 p.m. and 1.30 p.m. I was approached by ~ro. Cassidy
of Unit 5 in company with "ro. .idillier, reference an election for
shop Lteward in “ro. Cassidy's department. As I wanted to get off
to District Office I asked “ro. Hillier if he would attend to the
matter and he agreed to do so, which satisfied "ro. Cassidy. @Mo
mention was made of the current situation at this ercounter,

L attended the meeting at District Cffice and gave my report as
outlined above which was accepted without undue criticism. I added

N e
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the point that I could have insistod en all AUEYT mombera lenving
the site during the early part of the morning but decided to act
jointly as we do on all things, so far successfully. The meeting
accepted the difficulties in a joint working factory such as this.

J. Fazxman
AUZT Convener



Trid HUNTER AFFAIR

Iresent at the mee-ing referred to ir the following lettexr and
statement was not only ¥Yaddy O'Regan, a YR member of some 15 years
standing, but also Zill Junter, a member of the Trotskyist movement
since the early 1940's,

“unter knows better than almost anyone else how vital it is for the
working class movement to defend the democratic rights of minorities
within it, since he no doubt recalls the time when the Trotskyist
movement had to physically fight for those rights against the
Stalinists.

When O'Regan physically prevented Jean Faugier from entering the
nmeeting, she apprealed to #ill Hunter to intercede on her behalf.

He came from the speakers platform to the door but when ordered

back into the hall by O'Regan he tamely submitted to this instruection,.
This is why this outrageous incident merits the title 'The hunter
Affair'.
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To: Workers iress Rainhill Murses “ranch
Mational Union of Fublic
¥mployees,

“ainhill Yospital,
Rainhill, Mr. Liverpool.
The Iditor,

This branch of the National Union of tublic Employees was approached
via the branch secretary to provide a speaker to address a WRI public
meeting in St. relens on 20th lay, 1974, on the current and very
important struggle of nurses.

The question of a speaker was brought up at a meeting of the
Merseyside hurses Action Group, and it was democratically decided that
we should delegate Jean laugier, our Trades Council delegate and a
leading member of the action group. This person has been good enough
to speak on the question of the nurses struggle, not only on local
radio, but also to thousands of nurses at rallies both in Liverpool
and in Manchester,

However, it would appear that our delegate was not good enough to
address a R} public meeting of apnroximately eight people. Mot
only was our speaker stopped from entering the meeting and speaking
on behalf of the Merseyside action group, but her way into the room
was physically bkarred by two members of the JRF. Feople in the
meeting were instructed not to speak to her, and when eventually one
person who had managed to get into the meeting brought up the
question of why our delegate was still being refused the permission
to speak on behalf of the lurses he received no satisfactory answer
and left the meeting in disgust., This person was by the way, a
member of the Communist Farty and hefore he left he Signed a statement
concerning the facts mentioned above.

It would seem to us that this sort of method has no place in the

. ritish Trade Union and Labour movement, and is the complete opposite
of workers' democracy which workers all over the world have been

and still are fighting for. We as a branch of the Trade Union
movement in this country demand a public explanation and apology

in the Workers Fress. And we further demand that the WRF re-convene
a further public meeting where our delegate can speak.

If we receive no satisfaction on what we feel to be a principled
issue of great importance we intend to draw this despicable act to
the attention of the whole Trade Union movement on Merseyside.

Yours Fraternally,

"ranch Secretary,

“ranch Chairman.
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"{, Bevin Allender, membor of +he (J1], Ot . iTelens “ranch, declare
that, 1 went along to a public meeting, called by the 7Rt at

5t. nelens Town iall on lay 20th, 1974, 7.30 p.m.

Wwhen I arrived at the door of the hall in which the meeting was to
take place, I found there two leading members of the WRI, Faddy o
Regan and Ray :ludson, standing outside the door, physically
preventing Regis Fougier, teacher, membker of the WUT, and Jean
Fougier, nurse, member of I'UFI and leading memter of the Merseyside
nurses action group, who had officially been invited to the WRE
meeting to speak on behalf of that group, from entering the hall
and attending the meeting. The two JRF leading members said that
they refused to discuss the reason of their attitude.

i bear witness that all these facts are true, and that I tried my
best to get those two comrades into the meeting but did not succeed.

I wish to wage a very strong protest against such methods.,

K. Allender
(Member of the Cr)
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THZ 74348 LONDOL MCLUNCIL GFR ACTTONM

Officexrs without an arm

Cn the evening of 24th May in West London the inangnral Gt § g Liqk
place of a self-styled 'Council of Action'., Around 80 people came to
the meeting, seemingly an impressive numter. In fact these people
were largely there as individuals, only one person spoke in the name
of a trade union branch or factory, Cde. Fankey, who led off the
discussion. Apvarently the call for the meeting had come from a mass
meeting of his own small plant, Power Jacks. l'o mention was made of

a prior campaign for support from the workers' movement, no proposals
for action were circulated before the night. During the course of

the meeting it tecame clear who and was was represented by this 'Couueil
of Action'. TFour people present admitted membership of the Labour
Tarty, two of these walked out soon after the start. Two more came
from the IMG, they too walked out during the discussion. C(ut of
thirteen speakers, two represented an LiY3 branch, one the Vest London
iliG, one a branch of the ATUA, the other nine were 'Rf members. It
was clear what the 'Council' was - another name for the WHE. Lo vague
was its basis that outside the WRI not a single person knew what was
involved.

ot one of the important factories in ‘Jest London, not a single bus
garage, train depot, London Airport or office had send a mandated
delegate to spealk. The workers' movement in its unions, parties and
diverse opinions was absent.

The YRP School of I'yvstification

in the leading contribution Cde. sankey tried very hard to make a
historical case for the 'Council of Action'. Pointing out how such
institutions were supposed to have existed before; notably in 1921

and during the General Utrike, he drew a remarkable picture of the
working class being impelled involuntarily by the crisis of capitalism,
into a break with the Labour rarty and a turn to such things as this
'"Council of Action'. The 'Council' was to become the new leadershinp

by dint of the crisis itself: where else could the workers go? To make
things clearer Cde. Eankey moved the main resolution, which reads:

"Phe first three months of the minority lL.abour Government have bheen
dominated by a rapid worsening of the world economic crisis.

"The C..i has been warned that since the end of the three day working,
investment has been nil and production has been running at only 50%

. of capacity. llow, according to Campbell Adamson, the C:T Director

General, inflation is threatening the whole 'social fabric' of
capitalism. hiajor sections of industry are threatened with closure,
such as Concorde, and there have been millions of pounds wiped off

the value of shares and a slump in the property market. Mass unemploy-
ment faces the working class. Inflationary price rises have continued
and there has been a 25 to 30% increase in the cost of basic items such
as food and rates, all workers face enormous rises in electricity
charges at the end of the summer.

"Phis situation has brought thousands of low paid workers into the
wages battle, many sections are involved who have never taken strike
action before, 1TALGC workers, in l.ondon, nurses and many other sections
of the working class.

"The Labour Government however has held onto Fhase Three of the Fay
Laws and has refused to meet the strikers' demands. They have been
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assisted all down the line by tke TUC ard trade union leaders. The

Yndustrial Relations 4ect is still on ztatute bools and the Labour J0¢c
Government stood by and allowed the 174 te find the enginecers £65,000.

It was only the mass action of the LN/ wembers out on an indefinite "Th
strike which forced "2 cour’i to accept the money put up by a group of 'Th
business men, The strile directly chzllenged the state and its court SLL
and showed the way forward for tha whole of the working class. The us¢
working class must never e subordinated to the right wing Labour WOl
Government and trade unicn leadewrs. Te mmst fight for all-out official fee
strike action, for the scrapping of the wage-cotting 'social contract' e
deal bevtween the TUC and bLabour Government. Closures of Tactories [

and redundancies must be met with factory ocrupations.

"Je believe that this Labour Government must be exposed in its role of

carrying out Tory policy. 4n emergency conference of the Labour Farty "ot
must be called where the working class can demand that the Tory anti- na
working class laws must be repealed, the Shrewsbury € building workers is
must be released from jail, erd a programme ofi nationalisation of the th
basic industries, including food, the banlks, and land, under workers' st
contrcl and without compensation to the old owners, must be immediately De
implemented as the only way to resolve the crisis of capnitalism in the cc
interests of the worlking class.
" I
"If the minority Labour Government were defeated »y the Tories and m3
Liberals in tarliament while fightinrg for this programme they would be o1
able to go to the country and win massive support from the working , al
class and be returned to vower. If they refuse to carry out such a
programmne they will stand exposed. "o
fol
"This Council of Action will fight for this perspective in the West P
London Area and will unite all sections of the worliting class, the trade b3
unions and the Labour movement, to defend their basic rights, their jobs t
and living standards. Je urge all workers to join us, to fight to S
raise the consciousness of the worlking class and prepare them to take J
the power." X

Despite its strident tone and the constant use of the imperative 'must!' "o
the only call in the whole resolution to action is "An emergency
conference of the Labour Frarty must be called". Fy whom? Under what
procedure? ‘'hen? Unfortunately these mundane considerations remained
unanswered for the duration of the evening save for one W2k speaker

who pointed out that as a memter of a TU hne could 'put pressure on the
Labour Farty' (sic). liote especially that the 'Council' becomes the

agent which "will unite all sections of the working class, the trade ! '
unions and the Labour movement" (in the 7est London Area).

— am  Pw BN

At this point one small »roblem was raised in the meeting by a member
of the L¥Y3 ~ did the workers already support the YRF and the policies
in the resolution? Answer ~ no! Then, surely what was needed was a
policy to unite workers in the course of their real struggles and in = "
their mass organisations, to build an alternative leadership to the
reformists and take the struggle against the bosses concrete steps
forward? This. Cde, . pointed out that 2xposing Yilson-Tenn
in words was not the task, but to expose them in practice using the
vardstick of the needs of the working class, and where possible their
own promises to the workers who vote for them. This, he.said, could
not be done outside of a political fight in the i.akour Ffarty, linked
to the struggle in the unions. e proposed an amendment which had

at its core the 'Transitional rrogramme of the Fourth International'
and the carrying out of which he said would require work in the Labour
farty and unions, and the dropping of the idea that the 'Council' was
already some new form of leadership in the working class. 7The amend-
ment was as follows,
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Jocument and lesolution submitted by Southall Lagour rarty LFYS

"The main lines of this resolution have bteen drawn from the pvamphlet,
'The Death Agony of Capitalism, and the Jasks of the Fourth International'
southall Labour rarty Young Socialists sumnorts this programme and

uses it as the main lines of its intervention in the struggle of the
working class., Jections quoted from the programme itself, which we

feel is the appropriate document for this meeting to discuss, are
enclosed in inverted commas, all other material is the work of 3outhall
LEY 3.

MRS FRULETARYAT 41D TTU LEADEALAIEY

"The economy, the state, the politics of the Ltourgeoisie and its inter-
natiocnal relations are completely blighted by a social crisis, character-
istic of a pre-revolutionary state of society. The chief otstacle in

the path of transforming the pre-revolutionary into a revolutionary

state is the opportunist character of proletarian leadership; its

petty hourgeois cowardice before the big bLourgeoisie and its perfidious
connection with it even in its death agony.

In all countries the nroletariat is wracked by a deep disquiet. In
millions, the masses again and again move onto the road of revolutiorary
outbreaks. Yut each time they are blocked by their own conservative
apparatus."

"The orientation of the masses is determined first by the objective
conditions of decaying capitalism, and second, by the treacherous
politics of the old workers' organisations. OCf these factors, the
first, of course, is the decisive one: the laws of history are stronger
than the burecaucratic apparatus. (o matter how the methods of the
social-betrayers differ - from the 'social' legislation of Elum to the
judicial frame-ups of Gtalin - they will never succeed in breaking the
revolutionary will of the proletariat.”

"The strategic taslk of the next neriod - a pre-revolutionary period of
agitation, propaganda and organisation - consists in overcoming the
contradiction between the maturity of the objective revolutionary
conditions and the immaturity of the nroletariat and its vanguard (thc
confusion and disappointment of the older generation; the inexperience
of the younger generation). 7t is necessary to help the masses in

the process of the daily struggle to find the bridge between present
demands and the socialist programme of the revolution. This bridge
should include a system of transitional demands, stemming {rom today's
conditions and from today's consciousness of wide layers of the working
class and unalterably leading to one final conclusion: the conquest

of power by the proletariat.”

"The strategical tasl: of the JFourth International lies not in
reforming capitalism but in its overthrow. The nnlitical aim: the
conquest of power by the proletariat for the purpose of expropriating
the bourgeoisie. .~.owever, the achievement of this strategic task is
unthinkable without the most ccnsidered attention to all, even small
and partial questions of tactics. All sections of the proletariat,
all its layers, prcfessions and groups should te drawn into the
revolutionary rnovement. The present epoch is distinguished not for
the fact that it frees the revolutionary party from day~to-day work
but bLecause it permits this work to ke carried on indissolubly with
the actual tasks of the revolution. The fourth International does
not discard the programme of the old 'minimal' demands to the degree
to which these have preserved at least part of their vital forceful-
ness, Indefatigably, it defends the democratic rights and social
conquests of the worlkers, . ut it carries on this day-to-day work
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within the frame-work of the correct actuui, that is., revolutionary

perspective. Insofar as the old, pariial 'minimal' demands of the
masses clash with the destructive and degrading tendencies of
decadent capitalism - and this occurs ati cach step - the Fourth

international advanc.s a system of transitional demands, the essense

of which is contained in the Ffact that cver more openly and decisively
they will be directed against the =y basis of the bourgecis regime.
The old 'minimal' programme is superscded by the transitional programme,
the task of which lies in the systematic wmobilisation of the masses

for the proletarian revolution'.

in the struggles against the Tory goverument such as the fight against
the "ndustrial itelations Act and the miners' strilke, which led to the
defeat of the Tories and the election of a Lacour Govermnment, the
working class did not have socialism, that is the seizure of state
power, as its immediate aim. The working class does not hegin from

a scientific understanding of its historic aims in formulating its
demands. The election of the Lavecur Covernment was an attempt to put
the party of the working class in the parliament of the ruling class
in order to legislate for the workers interests and against those of
the bourgeoisie. This contradiction reveals the real problems which
face the working class in its attempt to overcome the limitations of

a reformist leadership. The turn of the working class to unite as a
class and fight the bosses is a turn which is taking place not only in
relation to, but also largely through and inside, its mass organisations,
the Labour rarty and the unions. 7The revelutionaries must be able to
intervene in this process and in these organisations.

The demands this committee fights for and the form of its organisation
must answer the problem of overcouning thie contradiction between 'the
maturity of the objective revolutiorary conditions and the immaturity
of the proletariat and its vanguard'. 7To elaborate a programme of
demands which expose the reformists and Stalinists means to male these
demands an exzpression of the real movement of the masses, and be able
to fight on them in the worlkers' movement. “f the demands which this
comrmittec raises do not co-incide with the necessary next step, or
stage, in the growth of the class corsciousness of the working class,
which is not entirely produced by the pronaganda activity of the
revolutionaries, then they will not essentially expose the way in
which the reformists and Stalinists attempt to hold back.the working
class. 7In order to bring about a real exposure it is more than
necessary to build, step by step, a real leadership which replaces
tiiem in all the struggles of the worizing class, this carnnot be done by
counterposing at every turn, pronagandistically, to the programme of
the iLabour rarty, the need to 'mationalise’, 'taZe power' or any

other panacea.

The call for the 'Imergency iabour rarty Conference' to discuss the
programme of the seizure of power, which is what the resolution

circulated in the call for this committee implies, is only such a

propaganda wmloy. Iin fact most of the memkers of this committee are
outside of the Labour rarty and in no position to fight for this
Conference. Thus we must say that the basis of this 'Council!' would
then be a ‘united front from without' with some mythical rank and
file move in the iabour rarty and unions to call such a conference.
This approach is in marked opposition to that of the Clay Cross
Council which has called the conference on June 8th. A conference
which is centred on the real next steps in the struggle to push back
the effects of the Feath offensive against the worliers.

Je do not believe that such a fight around an 'abstract' conference
will gain real support among mecmoers of thwe Labour Party or trade
unionists, in fact to fight on this nosition is to immediately cancel
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out intervention in all the twists and turns of the development of

the worizing class. Xt is a classical soctavian approach to the protlem
of bvuilding the alternative loadorship, however good are the intentions
of the comrades who support it. ‘e urge the members of this 'Council
of Action' to re-iterate suprort for the following demands and te

tuild a base in the local trade unions, Labour rarties and other
working class organisations around them:

"imull support. for the conference called by Clay Cross on June &th as
vart of a campaign to male the Labour Government imnlement the election
programne on which it was recturned and the decisions taken by LP
Confercnce ,.."

n,.. definite actions to secure the release cf the Shrowsbury &,
vhiich include meetings =nd propaganda activity aimed at the Labour Mi's
in this area and alsc the #ome Jecretary.”

.

M. .. work Ffor a full hoycott of all trade and worl: for Thile in the
dgst London Arca ..." "

¢l

At this point all pretence in the meeting to 'unite all sections of
the woriing class' ccased and the sectarian voice cof the W2r, whose
child the 'Council' was, asserted itself. snealier after speaker, in
the name of the F':, equated work in the LI with 'covering up for the
bureaucracy' (sic}. T, ioraghan, a meuber of the JRF made the
unforgettanle remarlz that "Ihis Courcil of Acticn is the new leadership
of the working class in this area". "It was o matter", he said, "that
no factory siaop stewards, union “ranclhies or constituency Labour farties
were represented, ecausc vetween 1044 and 1970 the reformists lost
heir 'political hold' on the working class"‘(sic). "Tn Test London
this had Leen achieved by measures cf rationalisation carried through
by iLabour, on the nosses' kchalf, which had le¢ft scars in workers'
minds widch altihough hidden, had 'laid the bdasis for a break with
reformiam'" .,
“ow simple! The reforwmists erpose themselves! .’y mysteriocus objective
processes tle workers in Jest London had brolen frem Labour which had
lost is 'political hold on the worling class'. .
The foilowing speaker, from the LIYJ raised a [lev problems. :erhaps
he said, the majortiy of worliers didn't still folilow Jones and SHeanlon,
voie Lakour and oxpect Tilson to imniement wnreciscly what he promises
to. ut then, he said, one sihculd expect to see an indication of this
i the make-um of the meeting. “Tere there in the audience any stewards,
sccretaries or delegates from TU's who had been mardated to turn away
from Labour? ... N0 responsc.

Sher» he wert on to point out that the problem lay not in the identity
of class consciousness and the objective crisis of canitalism but in
their separation. his was, he said, why the Fourth “nternational
had a Transitional {a ®ridging) Frogramme, and not one for the simple
seizure of mower, which the Fain desolution, and the T2, were
preposing. “here were steps between taliing power and the struggle
today, and these had to be crossed in reality, tiis was the real way
to wpaise the consciousness of the working class., And this learning
process of the worliers, and the revolutionaries, must, in ..ritain
flow through the Labour Farty today, in order to prepare a real
independent mass revolutionary vanguard tonorrow.

e pointed out the validity of the demands in the Transitional
Irogramme to the struggle today.
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Then followed, from comrades of the '3, some remari:mole comtritnrtions,

First, a spealker from Jaddiugton IRE who attacked the fight for '
5liding Ycale of ‘Jages and ours' as a 'reforuist cdiversion, because
in today's conditions, this could onlv he =a sliding scale downwards.'
(our emphasis). 'Cnly the whclesale natlionalisation of industry and
the consequent exposure of ¥ilson, when he refused to do this, could
solve anything for the working class'.

Then twe more speakers described the sections of the “*ransitional
Irogramme in the amendment as 'a diversion' and 'just a complicated
cover-up for a sellout to reformism’'.

'TPpom a eratch to Gangrene!

Ly this time, after two hours, the whole meeting had been devoted to
an attack by the WiP on the two LiYsS members, which led to an abandon-
meant of the Trotskyist Transitional Frogramme and the writing-off of
the mass organisations of the working clase. TYet the worst was still
to come.

J. Cassidy, a young worker from the CAY factory, and a 427 member, who

had just had a letter putlished in WP attacking a steward in his
factory (see this ulletin) T. Fillier, compared the method of Hillier

with that of the LIYS members. Thevy were all, he said 'scabbing on
the fight of the working class'. e related in detail that Fillier

Yas ? tconscious element of betrayal in heading off the AUBY strike'
sic). :

Immediately after this an LFYS comrade rose to defend Cde. Hillier,
with whom he had worked, and raised the issue of workers' democracy,

asking why this unsubstantiated slander was circulating in the workers!'

movement. Se accused the 7-F of violating the elementary principles
of worlers' democracy in the case of Labour Farty member, Jean Faugier
(also in this Zulletin), who was forcibly expelled from a meeting by
RF heavies, after being invited to speak. At this point HHaureen
Bambrick, national secretary of the Y5, CC and IC member of the 'TRF
interjected 'Tf you had come tc our meeting we would have thrown you
out as well'. All I3+ memboers should take note of this remark. It
shows quite clearly that from the bottom to the top, not only has the
dRt rejected the Transitional Frogramme, but regards methods of
thuggery and intimidation as legitimate in the workers' movement,

Jar members must demand an enquiry into the meaning of this remark by
Tambrick!

After this the resolutions were put to the vote. "wo for the LI¥YS
amendment, the rest for the main resolution. The L¥YS delegates
walked out leaving the WRf to set itself up as tthe new leadership’
for workers in “Jest London.

This 'Council of Action' meeting should kave been featured in ¥,

A photographer/reporter was present all the time. A large number of
JJRE members from ‘Jest London werc there. “Thy did thig event never
appear in the paver? Undourtedly the reason is that the autinentic
voice of Trotslyism was raised in the meeting, the iIkP leadershio
hangs on the cliff edge of its own degeneration, and it knows it.
Also because the Cassidy-‘unter affairs were brought to light, and a
total JF blackout is operating on this.

As for the woriting class in Jest London, it knows nothing of the
existence cf its 'new leadership', it did not suuport the llain
“esolution, it continues to fight through its mass party and its mass
unions. COnly the tragic, isolated degeneration of what has been the
Trotskyist movement in iritain emerged clearly.
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THE CLAY CR03.0 COIFIRRIC

2}

The June 8th Conference called by the Clay Cross Labour Farty received
wide support. Represented were more than 500 workers organisations
including delegates from over 300 local Lalour farties. 3uch a gather-
ing of delegates from the ranks of the Laktour Farty, discussing how to
implement working-class policies has not been seen for many years. The
strength of this gathering was one more confirmation of the process of
political radicalisation taking place in the worising class. It was
another demonstration that nolitical developments in the working class
are finding their expression in the mass organisations and particularly
in the Labour rarty itself.

Despite the large attendence, and the desire to fight of rank-and-file
delegates from all parts of the country, the objective of the Conference
was not achieved. It had teen called in order to map out a course of
action around the demands of the Clay Cross Labour rarty - for the
lifting of bans and fines on councillors, freeing the Shrewsbury six,
ending trade with Chile and putting a stop to the activities of the
IRC. At the Conference itself, the Clay Cross Labour rarty was

pushed to the background with the 'Militant' group firmly in the saddle
instead. Through their control of the chair, the platform and the
conference arrangements, 'Iiilitant' dominated and stage-managed the
proceedings, effectively stifling any discussion of the way forward
from the Conference.

Apart from the obvious selection of 'liilitant' spealiers from the floor
to the exclusion of virtually all other tendencies, it was announced
that no resolutions or amendments to the 'MHilitant' resolution were to
be allowed. An amendment from the Lambeth Trades Council putting the
position of the 7i¥, calling for a re-call Labour rarty Conference,
was ruled out of order in the morning and was ignored even after Jack
Gale spoke to it.

The real reason for the stifling of discussion by Militant' was that
they had no intention of letting this conference go ahead and organise

a movenent from the ranks of the L¥. Instead of motrilising the strength
of the working class through an active campaign to challenge the Labour
government to stand by its election pledges, 'kFilitant' .sought to
channel the militancy of the conference away from action into sterile
discussion.

This group has a history which is opportunist and rotten through and
through. Despite their talk, ad nauseum, about the need for 'socialist
ideas' and 'a socialist programme' and their solemn declarations about
the need to 'nationalise the coumanding heights of the economy under
workters' control and management', they shy away from taking even the
most modest stejps to actually develop the worliers' movement in the
fight for socialism., ilost of all they run away from any action when
it poses a fight with the right wing. Their socialist phrases are
divorced from practical action towards implementing them. Thus they
act as a left cover for the Labour right wing, which acts to channel
away the energies of sections of workers coming into conflict with

the reformist apparatus.

The position of domination held by 'Militant' at the June 8th
Conference, marked a development of the very useful role that they have
played for the right wing. For some years now they have dominated

the LiYJs and have teen acle to take control of the influx of youth

into the Labour farty. i'ow this role is heing extended to directing
developments amongst broaders layers of the movement, such as that
which produced this Conference.
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it should Le noted that this position odf Lwing ahle to wislead
thousands of youth and woirling elaneas militaunts was not gained by chance.
This position was given to CGrant and Co., by none other than the
socialist Lasour League. In adopting the attitude that the CLL/TRE

has towards the Latour rarty (which we have criticised in nrewvicus
bulletins ) and adepting an ultra-left stance, the forces which the

SLL shiould have won to Arotskyism were left for 'militant' to confuse,
mislead and dissipate.

This 'lI'ilitant' continued in its policy on Jure 8th. The resolution
called for no action, other than a vague appeal for a 'campaign' and
the organisation of a meeting at the LI Conference in the Autumn!
rieanwhile presumably it is just too bkad if Clay Cross Council is sur-
charged, if the Chilean Junta is armed, if the TGYU is releived of
£2 million, and the SChrewsbury builders rot in jail! WThat this
amounted to was avoiding a concrete course of struggle against the
right wing, which would have upset the cosy niche that 'Filitant',
with the help of the LLL/RE, has carved out for itself.

The WPRi amendment was accented onto the agenda after the Junch brealk

(after ®.%k. 2. Longden's supprort for it from the platform, and _
David uttall declaring support for it forced the 'lMilitant' to concede
to the JRI their right to.meve it.) it did not offer a real alterna-

tive to the main resolution. In fact it cnabled 'kilitant' to set up
a straw man to beat, providing a diversion for their avoidance of
action.

Ihy do we say this? et us look at what this demand for a re-call
conference means. This demand has been raised by the JR¥ since soon
after the minority utabour government was elected. According to WF

a re-call conference is necessary in order to mandate this government
to carry through 'a socialist programme of nationalisation of the

basic industries under workers' control and without compensation'. We
are here confronted with the same basic theme that 'I'dlitant' harps
upon. The difference being that whilst the w2t wants a conference to
piedge Jdilson to expropriate the boursecisie, 'Militant', labouring
under the same illiusions that Jilson is a potential expropriator of
capital, only tallz about how nice it would bhe. oth tendencies imagine
that by their calling for Tilson etc. to carry out a mazimum 'Docialist
programme' the Labour leaders will wue texnosed' when they don't.
Unfortunately they both have forgoetten the srall matter of convincing
the ranl:s of the Labour Farty - the rank and file of the politically
advanced workers - of the need for their 'socialist programme ' .

T2 order to do this surely it is necessary to take un the present
demands of the worlers and demonstrate the link between their daily
problems and socialism, in the course of the class struggle. This is
what the transitional vrogramme is all about. 7The method of the
programme is neither demanding the immediate imnlementation of a
'socialist programme' now, nor is it passively to tail-end the existing
ievel of the movement (the first approach adopted by WR¥r, the second

by 'hdlitant'), but rather -

'Yt is necessary to help the masses in the .process

of their daily struggle to find the bridge between
present demands and the socialist programme of the
revolution. This tridge should include a system of
transitional demands stemming from today's conditions

and today's level of consciousness of wide layers of
the worling cless and unalterably leading to one
final conclusion: the conguest of power ™y the
proletariat’'.
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4ide layers of the working oclass heora vnt o o are idm el B UG
‘nationalisation! pronosals which the “WR: wants.a conference to endosea.
In the approach of supnorters of tbe '“ulletin' at. the .Conference,
we have attemnted tr use the method of the Transitional Frogramme.

(see appended amendw..nt and. leaflet) .
o

Tor the 'wide layers of the worlking claS“' are not desirous of a new

conference to implement a new programme. IFor them there already has
been a conference of the Labour Farty.. This conference adopted a .

programme which was the basis on which the Lalour governmcnt came to
power, along with ‘Gther pol1c1es ‘such as the reinstatement of the

Clay Cross councillors and cancelling the surcharges. For, the working
class - these demands are Mhat tuey voted for - this is. what they want
from a Labour. government. bnstead of. starting from the real contra-
diction between the words of thg Labour leaders and their ac ‘actions,
instead of taking up the real aspirations of the worhlng class which
are conflicting with the intentions of the Lauour government .- the

JRr substitute empty. rhetoric akout. ’8001al;st programmes"and re-call
conferences. LI ﬁresentlnb this as, an ultimatum, the YRt raises a
diversion from the main fight now peing taken up by. the class - to make
the government stand by its programme and moblllse the organised strength
of the class to do this.

During the discussion in which the 'Iilitant' set out to attack the
JRE in the form of a provocation, comrade Tom Zillier spoke out in-

defence of the “TRr's rlﬂht to put its ‘amendment despite his disagree-
ments with.it,. He raised this question as one of basic worklng class

democracy . Thﬁvﬁ"wnave noet seen fit to report this in Jr and 1n@tead

have resorted.to mame-calling a ahreut 'abstentionist-revis 1onlots'
l'owhere does the 7T3. reply to the Dolltlcal position put by sunnorte“s
of the '‘ulletin' at this Conference. The WRI replied to 'Pllltant's’
accusation of Gteing outside the Li with the argument -~ "it is not our
fault, we were exrelled' and pointed correctly, .to -'Militant's'
compiicity 1n that exnulsion. Yet such replies 4o not prove anythlng
to ordinary Labour Farty members, anc do not excuse failure to work
in the Lahour iarty today. .. /Jo use sucil a reason as an excuse.for

the #42r's abstention (for tgey are the real abstentiounists) is to.
accept the ruleo as lald down by the bureaucracy. '

le: must rer at tne 'lllltqnt' plays the remctlonary role +h1t 1t does
today .in the: Labour rarty and its youti. movement thans almost

entirely to the sectarian recoyd of the SLL/IRF over the last decade

in relation to the mass organisations of the working class., in 1963~
1964 when the uLL faction won the leadership of the Labour farty

Young. uocialists, the 'lilitant! groupy was no more than a gleam in
Grant's opportunist eyes. What was needed was a mother and a m1dw1fn
and between them the bureaucracy and .ealy provxded voth. w

finally, we must say in answer to the Wi chargé thét'we"aidéd Miiitant
by abstaining on the JRT amendment, that the IRF won the Sunpdrt'of

_the following revisionist grouns in the voting on its amendment

L5, Lhds Workers INdght and. ﬁarter., Supnorters of the “ulletin., roup
nave been denied tle right accorded to the WRE of moving its an
amendment, sought to differentiate themselves both from the IR;-TQ—TIG

‘diversion ofra re-call conference, and the lMilitant's leftist phrase-

mongering, 2y .an abstention wvote. Ilo other principled. course seemed,
open to us. Je intend te.press ahead with the. 11ght against the

Lapour leaders along the lires indicated in our amendment, which

proposes concrete action in place of dlver310nary con’erences and.
marximalist . slogarising,
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from Clay Crosa Gonferenoe Resolut;on -

‘mhis onference pledges itself to camnaign within
the Labour and trade union movement, '‘and in the mass
of the working class, for these aims and to prenare
for a meeting at the iabour Party Conference to
further this campaign.'

The Hulletin Group Amendment -
'last sentence after "working class" to read -

to call to order every Labour MF who were all elected
as representatives of the working class. Jn each area
local meeting should be convened with Labour MF's
"at which the policy of this conference must be presented
to them. >n the event of the refusal of any MP to
pledge to fight for the above demands then that MP
- should not e re-adopted as a candidate for the next '
"election and must be replaced by one who will give -
such a nledge.'

Southall Labour Party Young Socialists -
'AFTZIR TiHEZ CONFIAIVICE “TIAT iZ.T?!

The present Labour government was elected to office in order to act on
behalf of the working class. The points in Latour's election programme
that won the greatest support from trade unionists and worVing-class
;housewives included:

* Repeal of the Housing Finance Act

* Repeal of ‘the Counter Inflation Act

* lepeal of the Industrial Relations Act

* Renegotiation of the Common liarket gntry terms subject to a
national referendum.

Thus far, the Labour government has retreated from each 6f these
election pledges. The question which faces the Central lall Conference
on June Oth i3 - Zow do we make Labour implement these nledges which
millions of workers see as the first step towards solving their basic
pronlems? :

‘Je endorse the four demands on which this conference has been called:
* lo sele of arms to Chile R | |
¥ lelease the Shrewsbury Sizx

* Repaymentfof fines against unions by the ITIRC

*

Immediate, retrosmective removal of all sentences, bvans, fines etc.
imposed on the Clay Cross Councillors, as laid down by resolution
191 of the Labour Party Conference.

From this conference we think that the next step in the fight to secure
the implementation of these demands should be the convening of .
meotings in each constituency of representatives of the local Labour
movement. Local Labhour 1.i's should be invited to attend, where they
must be given a mandate to fight for the implementation of these
demands within the parliamentary Labour party and the Cabinet.
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{(Southall LiY_ Cont.)

'Failure to give such urdertakings can only mean one thing: that such
wLabour r's arc Lroalking lhe pledges on wivieh Lhay were olocted to
rarliament. Yhey m . be told by those who nlaced ther in office” to
either represenrt the worling class or receive the same treatment that
¢ was meted out to “averme by the Lincoln Labour Party when he Jjoined

with the Tories and defied Labour Farty iolicy on the Cormmon ifarket.

! Je feel sure that if such mecetings are called in every area reprosentead
at this conference, tiose who only tallk about 3ocialism will rapidly
be sorted out from those who wish to carry forward the struggle of
the working class for its most basic demands, which at this stage
find their cipression in the policies outlined above. '
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Tl AR AITD T DETSCE OF ALAIT TTORETT

The long-awaited intervention of the TG T officials has tallen a form
whicia no liar:zist in the trade unions can ignore. The ATIUA rembers
in JSritish Leyland {(Cowley ) had i1 their branch conmittee statement
calied for Jack ﬁtao fvily fledged corporatist“ Jones, teneral
vJecretary ‘Tuii, to personally inte”veﬂe in the victimisation issue.
The TaGTU set up an inquiry to which 200 trade union members submitted
evidence ~ Lo:. and it shall e g1ven!

sources oi nformation

{Before reading on, let cvery comrade taize note of the sources of
inTornation quoted in this piece,for the 'b-day war' or the “ulletin
conrades nade charges that right-wiirz and Stalinist sources of
informaticn were used in the preparation of the Cowley special article
=f sources otlhier tizan the I are qucted it is because thev are of
imnortance the TRPr-ATTTA, and if vuntrue should be talen wup and
challenged T, Silence immiies affirmation.)

d'

ile
-
]

tn Thursday Sth June, 1974, 2 {2.12) read as follows - 'LUIYLAI™D
£3C0GLT L.0n ALADY TEC2HETTY, 'full facilities as steward are restored
but thiis article also made it quite clear that Thornett was no longer
Chairman of the Joint whon stewands CTommittee - neither wns he deputy
senior stewaxrd. -0 who had won the battle azt Cowley? The management
clearly would have faced a striize, an official one, among the

transport drivers now that the TV.GWU's own inquiry had clearcd Thornett
- but given the disorientation of the rest of the plant's membershin

- the TuarJ would Miave had as mucl: difficulty in gaining subnrport for
suclhr a strilie as itie Y, Levland management would errericincce in attempt-
ing to maintain ““oductio”.

The flection for sLenior Steward at Cowley

Iy should there e an electiorn at all? 2ot Fryer had becn Jdenior
Steward and Thorrett a deputy. The I: hadn't amnmounced any resignations
- who therefore had deprived thesc men of their positions? Cbviocusly

as in the case of Alan "Tornett, if a steward's credentials are no

longer recognised he loses =zny other position arising out of his

steward's role. ut what of =ob IFryer? ~he famous inguiry had in
fact been more critical of Frver than of Tuornett! i'ot only did the
team of TGGEITU officials orgarising the inquiry conclude that the

giart 5/)5 “ranch e swnlit in two (#n order to form another brﬂrvh)

but also that futurce elections for senior stewards nosts would involve
the entire membershin and nct mercly the shon stewards committee. Call
in thace Yrade Urnion officials - ipgnore the fight to win mass supnort ;
among the rarlr and file - engage in manoeuvroes that encourage section- !
alism and such results arc only to e expected. 7o revorted - |

tiut enough intinddation and confusion nas 2een created
to wrevent Thornett's election as Jenior Lhopn Steward.
Ribat-d¢nger Reg. rarsons got roughly 1,5C06 votes,
previous senior steward oo #Fryver 800, and Thornett
about LOG' Iuid.

wurely studying the 'Leyland recognises Alan Thornett! headline one
would chalir that Hw as a victory ...the steward's clearance by the
T&HTI inquiry and his restoration cof rvights Ly ~Levland management
surely would have enabled him to follow-u»n these 'gains' by a massive
vote of confidence as senior steward? “ut no, instead a derisory

LGG votes out of the 300G cast.
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| A_tlumber of Questions for JTorkers Fress
|
If people are mnot accurately informed through the daily parer, they
sometines snow their dismay by drawing their own conclusions - Wl
doesn't tell the re:..2rs whetier 3, Leyland decided to accent Thornett
as a shop steward ir the trarnsrnort csection tefore or after the announce-

& nent that Thornett had come wottom of the #0ll? Another question
noses itself in relation to this important election -~ Jhy did Thorznett

‘" viho had hitherto =een a demuty ... stand against 3o Fryer? ‘hy split
the militent lerXt vote? {umith versus Tevan all over again!

Confining oneself te ¥ as a scurce of information the conclusions are,

\ . [ ., . . :)
a,; A smashing victory - the inquiry clecars Thornett - as a result he
has his 'Ffull facilities restored - no 'intimidation and confusion!
appears to have interfered with the findings of the TGET's inquiry.

b) Unfortunately the membershin hy and large ignore the findings of
the inquiry and 'intimidatiorn and confusicn' prevent Thornett from
telection as senior steward' I id.

So Yintimidation and confusio:! are aisent at the 'corporatist’ level
ut are muc in evidence at the level of the rand and file! rerharps
the rans and file were confused Ly the Left vs. Left vs. Right tactic!
Cr if they read T: they could just as easily become confused,

e.z. ‘mass support for Thorneti', 'Right-wing defeated in wranch',

t1ic mass meeting' 'call in Jaclz Jones' etc. etc. ad infinitum.

ATUA embers Called for Official nterventicn

It is quitc useless to blame the inquiry by tle DG and its findings !
- ¢.g. the splitting of the 5/55 ‘ranch at Cowley, voting reforms etc
on the right wing. The ATUA controlled 5/55 .ranch Comnittee, called
for sucn intervention and Ly hecl they got it! 1Did they scrious.y
velieve that if Jack Jones (the 'fully fledged corporatist') had made
a trip to Cowley things would have teen any differcnt? e ezclusive
relisznce on the officials instead of also turring to the membership
at large left the issue completely in the hands of Region 5 Fidlands
TETT, and the results were quite predictable as anyone with TU
erperience, not least the ATUA leaders, should inow. 7This kind of
develownment has teen rerorted by the i'ewsletter and i hundreds of
times - Doclzs, Engineering, Cars otc. etc.

-

Canitalist Jources of Information

The Financial Tiuies of 5.6.76L ran an article by 7oy Rogers entitled
' ‘an on Leyland steward lifted - moderate wins nollt, it continued
~'The thireat of a deniaging officinl striize of transport workers at
Lritish Leyland's Austin~iorris assemnly plant in Cxford was removed
vesterday when the company agreed to reinstate i»r. Alan Thornett as
a shop stoward in the Cowley transport department!', now_the next few
lines are, 5f true, oi great imvortance tc this sukject, 'The
managenents! decision to accept I'r. Thornett -z2ck as a shop steward
came only after it had been revealed that he had failed in a ®»id to
Le elected senior Transaort and Gereral Yorkers shobn steward at the
plant'. The piece also states sounething which again is important,

something which I, June &th 1574, doesn't report i.e. that the
election was by secret ballot. ""he Tinancial Times is jubilant -

to rr. Pogers it ic a victory for the i .Leyland management. ‘'This
renresernts a coup for =.L. nanagement! Thy then did 3.L.. concede
by allowing Thornett to e recognised as a shod steward - an official
strilze by the entire worl: force? vio, an official strilze by the

Transnort section, which wouxd have an equally disastrous effect on




T

’ 35.

production with the assembly worlers sent home. The T&GEIU, after

its inquiry had cleared Alan Thornett, would not be able to avoid
malzing such a disnute official, but clearly they weren't going to seek
support frow the entire membershin and risk heing 'turned over!,

5o the managemert, or sc it appeared, only conceded when the results
of the election were made krown. The Financial Times alsc published
the figures 'i'r. larsons received 1,881 votes, ir. Fryer, who held "
tiie vost for the nast 15 years, attracted 224 votes, while 1.r. Thornett i
received the supntort of only U407 men from the 5,C00 strong branch'.

R Sy
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“hornett's Avmeal to l.oderates Fails

'The Guardian' also enjoyed the Cowley ballot results - 'Ballot
clinches Leyland triumph' clained il.artin Adeney, 6.6.7L, 'Tritish
Leyland yesterday scored a major industrial relations trivmph at

its Cowley assembly plant' apparertly Adeney had the impression that
Thornett was re-instated before the elcction results were l-nowi.

'¥t {3.L. management) announced that it would accept I“r., Alan Thornett
as a saop steward, thus avertirg the threat of an official TGGTU strile
- and then saw _him heavily Teaten into third nlace in a shop floor
Rallot for ccnior shop steward'. The winner eg rarsons was desoribed
as 'a L5-year old moderate'. e was a founder member of the ATUA!
~ince moderation anpears to e the pooular trend at Cowley - Thornett
ninself indulged in what could only be described as an election
platform address i his union Lranch's journal '“ranch lews' nublished
by the 5/85 TuGTU sranch at Cowley. e defended his record and
outlired the managenent's attaclis on agreements - btut tucked away in
the middle of this article one finds his appeal for 'moderate! sunport.
'iin many cases we were mrenared to recommend an increase in effort.
in_the trim shon for erzamnle we offered the comrany a 50 ner cent
increase on the liazi track long before the disnutce toolr nlace but this
was_reject.od by the company who demanded 125 ner cent.!

How uvireasonable! Cffer them arn inch - they tal‘e 2 mile! Why offer
tlhem anything?

“elieve it or not, this was published in 77 on lMonday 3rd June 19741
And liealy slanders comrade Hillier as a strile-brealzer.

Jhere the lame lides

Je don't need to refer to any of the papers to understand that the jo®
organisation at Cowley has cen sericusly wealiened - sectionalism and
manipuiation have nlayed their part in this defeat - those responsitle
continue tc hail the affair as a victory - bHut this is a line that is
untenaitle for as the v rightly points out ' BLa C is determined to
impose massive speed-up and redundancies in an effort to solve their
difficulties' That the ATUA members in Cowley were unable to lead

the fight against this attack and instead called in the 'corporatists'
who in turn 'chopred' the organisation on the plant - is a fact -

this charge lies on _the shoulders of the 2. -ATUA leadershin.

There is nothing in the Ceowley Special article on the defence of
Alan Thornett which is incommatiible with the results of the battle
outlined overleaf. The reliance on the officials nut the ATUA
militants in an invidicus »osition - to demand that they defend
steward's rights Iis 10CY% correct, ™ut to rely on them 1C0 ¢ is
suicidal. Zad D.Loyland continued to refuse to wernit Thornett to
act as a steward this would "ave challenged the right of workers to
choese their own renresentatives, The DONITY 'corneratists! coulgd
not permit this and after the inguiry had clearved Thornett they bhad
little choice tut to call an official strile. This would have meant
a total stoppagy

e - the tramsport nien would De the ocne's to be called

out -~ ut this would socon halt the ertire Cowlev plant, 'Jhornett's
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de artment according to thie branch statement had a wonderful record

so0 all in all “.Levliand wor hands down - they not only sav Thorrett
removed from his Chairmen and Deruty JSerntfor Jtewards jobs, put Fod
Pryer as well! An added honus was the s»litting of the 5/55%5 ‘ranch
and the election of .2y Zarsons, fic!:t the militants who can only-
respond in a iinited, scctional nanrer - “icl: them hard enough and
they will c¢nll in the officials who in turn will destroy joo organi-
satiorn and enscure Trofitability. Those who are miles from the shop
floor can no doudt =move on to the next 'niecce of action', but the ATUA
in particular and the consclous nuillitants lknow thet Ccwley is a serious
cdefeat and are rezirning to anportion tle bDlame vhere it rightly
welongs - on tixe leadorshin of the T,
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5l GCRETIC O

ITTALT it AT D TOE

To conclude this issue of -ulletin, which of mnecessity has focused

on the guestion of democracy in the worlars' rovement, we revroduce
the Tir Constitution as adonted at its foundinrng conference in i‘ovembher
1973. “n the course of discussion with ™Y memhers, we learn that
many have not read it, itself a breach of the Constitution. I'oreover
with the hLealy- airda-Torrance leadership almost daily violating entire
sections of this Constitution, we thinlt it appropriate to remind W F
members of their democratic rights which are now threatened by certain
of the party's leaders. In re-printing this document, however, we
should point out that clause &, subsections H and C are so worded as
to leave ouscure the real extent of rank and file members' minority
rights. Jhile ca the one hand subsection A states that 'all minorities
have the right to express dissenting opinion and organise within the
narty ...', subsection ¢ smneaks of the 'procedure for the establishment
of a minority right', as if this was not the automatic right of all
memicers of the JE:r conferred on them by their being memcers of the
party. ioreover, this suusection C presumes that only membters of the
rolitical Committee, Central Committee and Area Conmittee, will avail
themselves of this right., ‘hy cannot branch committee memtvers, or for
that matter, rank and file members, also establish minorities? This
subsection is so ophrased as to make possible the denial of minority

rights to such memters (who censtitute the vast majority of WRF members),

while even meibers of the same hodies can only 'estanlish their
minority rights', (not exercise them, please note;.

We predict that these loop-holes will Le exploited to the full by the
iealy-"anda~-Torrance clique in the coming months as ormosition to
their opportunist policies grows inside the WRF, TIndeed, we have
evidence that such malpractices have already Leguin., The revision of
the Constitution in accordance with ‘olshevil derocratic centralism
is therefore one of the most pressing tasizs facing members of the Rk
today. '

JOR B LT GLUTECUARY FARTY - Constitution
1)  ALLS

a) The aim of the iarty is to prepare and mohilise the working class
for the overthrow of capnitalism, the estawlishment of working
class vower and tlwe building of a socialist society.

b} This .arty cases its rtolicy on the theory of Iarxism as develovned
by Lenin and Trotsity, th. decisions of the f{iist four Congresses of
the Communist Znternational and the Founding irogramme of the
Fourt: Tnternatioral (1938).

c) This ITarty is the Jritish Lectiorn of the Fourth International
affiliated te the Internationnl Committee and fighting for the
huilding of the Fourth International.
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a) Any person who accepts tiie programuc, policy and constitution
of the rariy, agrees to werk under the Jdirection oif its national
sodice and of the awpropria e 100\1 organisation and vays

finaroial ﬁuﬁxvripffons, i _ for membershin, 4Annlicants
foy meninarship will first serve three months caudidate remsershiap
as a neriod of inteyration into Tl Larvty. Dandidate moubers

have discussion rights and wori with the local bodies of the
rarty, may the winimum subsecriptions, but have no vete. At tha
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end of three months, either full membership or a further candidate
period of up tc six months will be decided hy the branch. I'o
renewal of car: . late membership is permitted after nine months,

All members of the farty must bLe memirers of their approvriate

trade unions and shall work in other working class organisations as
required by cdecisiocns. of I'ational Congress and the Central
Committee of the rarty.

SRANCESD

The basic unit of the farty is the branch, which shall consist of
taree or more members, based on locality or place of work, and is
responsible for control of all the work of its members including
that in other organisations,

:Sach brarch shall meet at least once a fortnight, and elect its
officers at least annmally. These shall consist of a Secretary,
Chairman, ‘ifreasurer, and Jorkers :ress Urganiser. These officers
shall be memiers of the branch Committee which is responsible fopr
the work of the branch betweon meetings. C(nly the branch meetings
can take policy decisions of the branch.

WATT.CPAL COHGRESS

A national congress of the membership represented by delegates
from local hranches shall be convened at least once a year, and
shall constitute the highest body of the rarty.

Delegates shall he elected on the hasis of one for every seven
members or major part therceof, except that each branch shall be
entitled to at least one delegate. ‘There a minority exists in a
hranch, that minority shall havec proportional representation on
delegates to national congress.

All delegates to a national congress shall participate with a
free vote.,:

Decisions at national congress shall be recached by a simple
majority.

A special national congress must be called at the request of one
third cf the *“ranches or onec third of the members, through a record
vote in the Lranches,

{nly = national congress can amend the constitution.

The Central Committee shall open congress discussicn at least

eight weelks vefore Congress by issuing draft policy resolutions to
all members., Resolutions and amendments to the constitution

and to documents, submitted up to three wceks kefore congress Ny
Lranches, or grouns of members comprising one third oxr rmore of

the membership of a given bvranch, shall be circulated to the
branches ty the Central Committee. Other resolutions and
amendments may e submitted up to and including the congrecs itself

CulliT<AL COCI LITTEE AlD RCLATICAL COMMITTIT

T,

fhe llational congress shall elect a Central Committee consisting
of full members and alternate members in the following way:
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congress shall appoint a panel committee, ctonsisting of one

member nppointed Ly the retiring Central Committee and two members
who shall rot e members of the Central Committee, elected directly
from the floor of the congress. The panel committee shall draw

up from the comradces nominated by the Certral Comnittee, by
branches ~nd iy cdelegates, a recommended list. Congress will vote
on this list after amendments to it have been voted upon. The
panel committee will report on all nominations received in addition
to the recowumended list. :

In proportion to the support it has amongst delegates, & minotity
at congress shall have the right to seats on the Central Committee,
and allowance mus% be made for this in the panel committee's
recommended list.

The Central Comrittec shall elect a rolitical Committee and other
Comnittees where necessary.

The rolitical Committee shall carry full powers of the Tentral !

Cormittee between roetings of the Central Committee. The political
committece shall meet at least once a2 montkh. The political committee
is responsible to the Central Committee ard reparts to it on its i
work.

“etween national congreszes full authority shall be vested in the
Central Conmittee, which shall implement the policy agreed by
national econgress and make decisions necessary to develop the work
of the socialist Labour League. It shall meet at least every three |}
months, ard wmore Frzquently if the political committee thinks this v
necessary.

Alternate members do not carry a vote on Central Committee
decisions except where an alternate memier replaces an absent
full memher.

A2BA COrI.ITTED

Area Cormittees shall consist of two or rore rerregentatives

from each branch in the gziven area, and shall be responsible for
the overall rolitical development of the work ir the area and for
the co-ordination of the work of the branches. Full time organis-—
ers in the area work with the Area ..ccretary as an organising
sub-cormittee of the Areca Committee. In large areas, such as
London, Jub-districts siould be organised.

FULAUCIAL COHTRINUTIONS

embors' financial contrihutions will he fixed in accordance with
the finsncial position of individual members. The minimum
Contricution shall be 1Cp. per week, except in circumstances which
in the opinicn of the local branch warrant a lower contribution.

.,

liembers more than eight weecks in arrears will be lapsed unless
there are sorne special circumstances which in the opinion of thae
local hranch are responsible for the arrears.

Cnly fully paid up memvers shall be eligible Tor election as
delegates to national congress, unless there are some special
circumstances which in the ovninion of the lccal branch are
resvonsikle for the arrears.




