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The Position of the Tendency on the Buropean Document.-

‘(Thls contrlbutlon is intended to explain why the membershlp of
the IMG should reject the line of the document " The building
of Revoluticnary Parties in Capitalist Burope," submitted by the
United Secretariat. It is understood that the members of the Un-—

ited Secretariat who oppose this document will be submititing a
reply. At the moment of writing,this reply is not yet available.
Throughout this contribution the document submitted by the Unit-
ed Secretariat will be referred to as the Document.

PART X.

Where the Document is indisputably correct.

1. There is a deepening crisis ¢of the bourgecis ruling order.
The fiercer inter-~imperialist competition and the declining rate
of profit compel the ruling class increasingly to resist reform
and to open big attacks cn the living standards and democratic
rights of the working masses. The crisis is a social crisis,in-
volving all the relationships of bourgeocis 5001ety,not only "ec~
onomlc",relutlonshlps.

“The crlsls of capltallst groductlon relations has become a
crisis of bourgeels relations as a whole. In the beginning
it was expressed more and more shﬂrply by youth attending
school(the coliege and high school revolt),and then became
generbllsed as a crlsls of all the social relatlons(ecucat-'
ion, famlly,church mass media, etc.;. Penetrating into the work-
"ing c¢lass,particularly through young workers and apprentices,
this cri51s of bourgecis social relations has,in its turn,ag--
gravated the crisis in the capltallst relations of product-
ion.," (Document,Section 2.) : :

. The ecrisis is sharpened by the new needs generuted by the twen«
ty years of capltallst boomn.

“A ‘good part of these new needs ykeenly felt 953901a11y by the
‘youth, clearly cannot be met within the context of bourgecis
"society. In this category must be placed requirements of high-
quality social consumption,met accordlng to the "satisfaction-

of-neods™ pr1n01ple(health education, culture,news,retirement,
etc.),as well as the need for creative mct1v1ty radically bL—
eaking from alienated labour.“ {Document,Secticn 2.)

Lo Blg battles are loomlng ahead between the rulers and the ex-
plolted and oppressed masses.

3. The capitalist class is at present unable tc inflict a dec-
isive defeat . on the working class and there is & e¢risis of bour-
wg601s 1eadersh1p which is not going to be rapluly resolved.

A The drive towargs "buropean Integration™. w111 tend to exacer-
bate rather than resclve: the crisis of bourgeocis leadershlp.

“S. The gap between the needs of thn sharpenlng class struggle
and the inadequacies of the bureaucratised leaderships is more
deeply felt than it has been for more than twenty wyears.

6. The radlcallsatlon is widening ﬂnd dee penlng to a large ex-
tent outside the direct control of the’ traaltlonal leaderships,
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and objectively anti-capitalist demands are being. thrown up by

different sectors and - layers cf-the populatlon(lndustrlal work—
ers,wsmen stuqents immlgrants etc.) F e

7; nghly:favourabla'c1rcunstances exiét for the-Fourth‘Ihterb
~national to sink .roots and extend its influence in. the sitrugg-
ling masses,and thus to build its national sections.

What is'required.~--‘“

In this situation what'is'requifed is a document which provides
guidance,drawing on the recent experience of our scctions,and
given the features of the Lﬂlolulﬂb roadicalisation and the ac—
tual strength of our forces,guidaiice as to what to do in the e com-
ing period to builid the revolutionary cddre round: which the fut-
ure mass party will be constructed. Given our revolutionary per-
spectlves whera we are NOW and what Lo 30 NE T are the questions
which should concern us in the Documont Hhat the Bocument says
should be spelt out clearly

Doesnﬂt measure up.

The Document fails to neet the requirements. The Document is
ambiguous on important points,is open to different interpretat-
ions;. it fails to make any assessment of the recent experience
of our sections, it fails to come to grips with the features of
the current radicalisation and the. problems and possibilities
which this radicalisation brings for ormanlsatlons as small and
lacking in influence as ours. In so far as a clear line emerges,
the Document supports a course which has been put 1nto practice
in Britain, tested and shown to be nlstcken.‘

Vhy a document on_the building of revolutlonary parties
in capitalist Burope ? - -

The Document is artificial in that it is tco wide and too narrow
~in. scope at the same time; btco wide in that capitalist Europe
encompasses sitvations as differemt as Britain and Greece,too
narrow in that it gaases over devel onents outside capitalist
Burope which may contaLn valnaoi lessons fcr some sectlons in
capitalist’ Europe, '

It would”be more reasonable o have @ document on advenced cap~
italist countries with bourgeois demccracy. Such countries have
more features in common than have,say,Sweden and Portugal. The
Document tacitly acknowledges thls artificiality. Sectlon 8 be~
gins,

"In the 1ndustr1allsed capitalist countries......" Only in
Europe ?

The Document has a whole section on repression{Section 19). It

is strange that there is nc asscessment of the activities of our
sections,inside or outside capitalist Europe,against repression,
Our comrades working in capitalist European countries in condit-
ions of severe repression have probably more to learn from com’
rades similarly situated outside capitalist Europe than from
sections which only recently:cmerged from 15 years or so of Enrty
sui generis¥,and operate in condltlons of bourgeo1s 1egality,un~
like Spain,Portugal or Greece. - A ' £,

--cooooa-n--nuuooo--a.u.--.coloc

(* Note: "sui generis" is a Latin phrase meanlng Yof its own -
kind®tor "of & unique kind" or "in a class of its own." The
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PART IT.

Some amblgultles of the Document.

1, The timetable approach.

The Document savs,

--:M"The socialist revolution is once again on the agenda in Bu-
rope,not just in a broad historical perspective (1n this sense
it has bcen on the agenda since 1914),but even from a conjunc-
tural point of view." (Section 2,page 9.

"We must therefore prepare ourselves for years of intense soc-
ial struggles,in which there will be ups and downs,and for en-

during possibilities for revolutlnnary'uosurges...“ (Section2
page 10)

“In these 01rcumstances the most 9rcbable~colit1ca1 perspect—
- dve remains a prolonged period of instability,with successive
bOurgeois—teams'wearing themselves oulbt in centre-right and
‘centre-left forms of government and with spectacular periodie
recoveries by the traditlonal workers! orgenisations....."
(Seetion 3,page 11). = - ;

"But the fact that we are only ‘at the beginning of the deeperi-

“ing of tho socidl crisis,..ecsevesescallows us to envisage ‘a
perlod sprcad out in most cases over four or five years before
thé d00151ve ‘battles are fought." (Sectlon B,Page 11).

According to this, revoluti n is on the agenda, but agendas are of
various lengths; revolutlon is on the agenda in the “conjunct-
ural senselbut the cémjuncture -can be "years of intense social,
struggles' with "enduring possibilities” or "prolonged periocds®,
or,if you want to be more specific,at least as regafds time scale,
"four or five years"; that is, 1n "most cases“(not at all specmf-
ic as regargs l_flace) ; : " :

Those WhO'thlnk'a revolution is round the corner get some back-
ing from the Document. So do those who think it is not that close
(a*“four=cr five year" period and a"prolonged period"). Provis-
-iton -is also made for slower thinkers -~ thore may be cases in:
which the decisive battles will be held up at least a little lon~
gery Even those who refuse to participate in crystall-ball-gaz-
‘ing are cdatered for. The Document,speaking about the . immediate
congunctures which spark off revolutlonary upsurges: tells us;

‘®The  immediate deétonator of these explosxons can vary groatly;
*economlc demands, . ... acute economic crisis,... abrupt change
in the economic situation,.....etc.,etec. It wguld be futile to
set up a 90551ble timetable in advancu." (Sectlon 7(d),page14
'*empha51s added. ) - :

" The: setting of tlmetables is certalnly a futile exercise. How-:
evé¥ ,the' overall effect of the timetable approach{ for all its!
anblgultles)ls to direot attention to :"dual power and revolution-
tary victory! and -away from discussion of our tasks in the cur«
rent stage of the radicalisation and away from an assessment of
ocur act1VIty in the past Herlﬁd. That 1s the __gective,effect of
phrase ‘entrylsm sui ggnerls' was used ‘to deseribe the "deep",
long-term entry.into reformist parties carried out by the:.Eur-
opean Trotskyists in the 1950s and 1960s,ds distinct from the

. short-term entry tactics carried out by the French,American anc

' Belgian Trotskyists in the 1930s.)
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the tlmetable apvroach regardless of the 1ntentlons of the spon-
sors of the Document. : “ o .

2, Which view of Entryism?

Without presenting any balance-sheet,the Document takes a posit-
ion onithe tdctic of entryism,that is,takes a position on the
history of the EBuropean Trotskyists over a period that lasted
more than 15 years. What is given in the document by way of as-
sessment is contradlctory.

In Section 11(Three Tactlcs) the Document statesy:

The entrylst “tactic for bulldlng a revolutionary party proced-
ed from the hypcethesis that the radicalisation -- of forming a .
new mass vanguard -- was taking place for the most part within
the traditional mass organisations. Such a hypothesis was shown
to be correct in capitalist Europe in the period which extended
from the early fifties until the beginning of 1969(e,g.,Bevanite
left....Commumist Youth and. ingrac tendency in the Italian CP;
....‘.)Renard tendenecy in the Belgian workers! movoment...oc...
-3 I
' The error commibtted in eonceiving this tactic did not, therefore
lie in . the objective perspective ~-which events have by and.large
cconfirmed -- but in undérestimating the numerical relaticnship
between ocur own forces and those we could impel to break with
.the mass parties in a 5001a1 cllmate where no revolutionary ten-
sions had yot apgeared

Hore we are told that the theoretlcal basis for entryism was“by
and large" correct.The only .error was a partial onej;namely an
underegtimation of numerical relationships in "a social climate
where no revolutionary temsions had yet appéared." This point
will be taken up later., First,a look at how the document pre-
sents the situaticn whlch the GHt”Ylaﬁ tactic led the European
scetions into,after years of its nulication. The Dccument
Bays;-
v In the- present stage starting in 1967-68, the Fourth Inter-

national began a turn toward independsnt activity aimed at win-
. ming hegemony in the new vanguard. Since its sections had un-

- dergone a process of overspecialization in entryist work, they
generally went about making this shift in too slow and stiff a
way.The turn was carried out in +4he best conditions everywhere
there was a youth organisation led by revolutionary Marxists

" existing independently that could "skirt" the problem of a sec-
tion identified in the eyes of the vanguard with an entryist
orientation.“(Sect1qn 16 page 22)

“ 5

The test of a pudding is in the eating. What was "by and large"
correct in Section 11,turns out in Section 16 to have been a ser-
ious impediment for our sections in intervening in the youth rad-
icalisation of the 1960s. The sections were'slow" and "stiff'"to
regspond. Luckily there weee youth organisations Which saved the
situation from fiasco. However this way of salvation brought its
dangers,

M vssesee there was a real danger thut youth organisatlons

lacking a sufficient number of experienced Trotskyist cadres .

would “let -thenselves be caught up in a sectarlan(or spontan-
.-eist)tendency ts underestimate ond misjudge......"

' (Section 16 page 22-23)

This danger was met by a rather rapid fusion of the sections with
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the youth organisations which were rcally doing the work of Trot-
skyist sectioms. This admitedly was a pragmatic solution but 1t
paid off where it was applied. : '

Entryism,whlch in Section 11 is by and large correct,is in Sec~
tion 16 seen in a different light,the light of actual events. The
tactic appears here to have resulted in the sections' almest com-
pletely missing the boat of the youth radicalisation. It was by
chance rather than design that we did not miss the boat. The price
we have to pay for this chance rescue is the fusion of the youth
organisations,which leaves us with the Jroblem of how best to at—
tract the youth.

Therée are two lines on Entryism in the document. 4 vote for the
Document as it stands is a vote for two contra dlctory lines on-

15 or so years of the history of ocur movement :

Numbers and revolutionary tensions

Seetion 11 of the Document tells us that the error that was made .
was an underestimation of the numbers necessary to impel a break
with the mass parties in a social climate where no revolutionary
tensions had yet apueared. From this it appears that our nimbers
would have been sufficient if there had boen revolutionary ten-
sions, But was not the entryist tactic based precisely upon- the
assumption that there would certainly be revolutionary tensions?
This assumatlon of revolutionzdry tensions was based on the be~
lief in the irmenence of world war.{(See Vergeat and Delphin in
'‘Preparatory Text for the 1971 Conference of the leaderships of
the Buropean Sections).

The Document,in contrast,leads us to believe that entryism was
not bascd on the- assumptlon of 'a scocizl climate' with revolut-
ionary tensions,not based on the belief in the immenence of world
war. The membershl requires full and unequ1VOca1 information on
the theoretical basis of entryism if it is to commit the move- -
ment to a definitive position on itS’history,

Light on Entryism by Vergeat wnd Delx hln.—'

In-tne '?reparatory Text (mencloncq ﬁauve;,caes Vergeat and Del-
phin assess entryism as a correct tactic. They make nc mention of -
'numerieal relationships! and an terror! in ‘underestimgtion.!

They are less specific. The correct tactic{entryism}was'often
tried but poorly mastered.! llo attenpt is mqae_to describe this
tactic when well mastered. However,their document is of interest
in that it throws some light on what this 'ecorrect .tactic' re-
sulted in. ‘(Section A). |

In Belgium;"..... The renovation of the JGS is mot the result of
entyryism...... The worker nuclei gained during that period pro-
vide a substantial :basis for the new Delgian section,although -
they remain iwmbued with syndicalism and find it rather dlfflc— 
ult to grasp the role of a revolutionary party." ‘

In Germany, "...the split of the SES from the SP occcured in thg
cabsence of any intervention whatsoever from Ug.s..."

In Italy; u,,these attempts blew up at the very moment they came.
to a culmination,the militants involved in them either return-
ing to the CP or 5oing over to ultraleftism.or Maoism. The new’
Italian section had to start ﬂénln with very little after 1ts i
disintegration .,..;" :

In France; "..The success. of the JCR operation was merely the re-
sult of entrylst work of a very particular character at the frin-

ges of the CP... . {Emphascs aced).
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In general; " from this past flowed the difficulty experienced
by militants of the Buropean sections in breaking with entry-
ism and throwing themselves into the activ1ty of constructing
Communist organisations on the basis of a r*volutlonary pro-
gram...." (section 4 §5)

This. formulatlon leads 1ogica11y to the unSﬁlOn as to what the
sections were doing in the entry period if they were not'con-
structing Commmunist corganisations on a revolutionary pregram.”

Delphin and Vergeat are supporters of the Burcpean Document.
Does their evaluation really square with the evaluation of the
Document ? At least there is a lot of room for question marks,
Consequently the few lines of evaluation of entryism in the Doc-
ument are o completely 1nacequate basis on Whlch to take a dec-
ision on our history, -

3.Ambiguities and Dual Power.

In Saction 17,one of our three priorities is expressed thus;
"w-winning a growing base in the workers' and trade union move-
ment that would enable us to transform the numerically and pol-
1tlca11y ‘strengthened revolutionary organisations into a Per-
manent:factor in raising the level of consciousness and organ-
isation of the most militant layers of the workers,into a driv-
ing force in preparing the way for future expiosicns of mass
strugglés culminating in a system of dual power. "

and immediately after the Document reads;

" From these combined priorities -- which are not the same
as tha'ones in the preceding period and are not yet those of
a struggle to win control of the bread masses away from the
traaltlonal parties +- flow the conclu31 3 oF- SR

This part of the documeﬂt raises some. questlons. If,as the ﬂocu«
ment says,one of our pricrities is to trepare the most militant
layers of the workers for explosions cnlminating in a:systém of -
dual power,would it not be nz well Yo prepare them for the opp-
ortunities od such a system,pamely. the seizure of power ? Would
it not be rs well to prepare them for the dangers of a system of .
dual power? Dual. power solves nothing. Social: tensions merely ‘
recach an intense leveL Seizmure of power is the only way forward
in such a situation.

Is it absolutely excluded that organs of dunal power may be form—
ed,in a period of sharp social conflict;through initiatives from

the top- 7

By placing empha31s on & system of dual power does the Document
imply that the proletariat and its allies will share power for.
a relatively 1engthy period? Months? Many weeks? Is it excluded
that the dual power could 1ast only & few days? It appears so.
Otherw1se more emphasis would be placed in the prlcrlties' 5ec—
tion on-the seizure of power.

It should be noted that our priorities are nt ones for a period
of a struggle to win the control of the broad masses. When does
such a period begin, before or after thé struggle culminating ..

in a systom of dual power? Surely not. If the decisive battles
arce coming in four or five years,and if we are working for a sys-
tem of dual power surely we are in the period in which we strug-
gle for the 'controcl of the broad masscs away from the tradit-
ional parties? 'It seems to be irresponsible not to do so. How-
ever,the period we are in is one of winning the vanguard accord-
ing to the Document,and we must win the vanguard before we can win
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the broad masses. So ‘the inttoduction of the netion of dual pow-
er leads not to clatity,but.leads to f-urther;-ambiguities“-_in re-
“spect of 'Vanguard* and. 'masses . ;

In a discusslon of our prlorltles ‘the introduction of the not-
icn of dual power merely ‘serves a decorative functicn to what is
being said,namely that we necd to do serious revolutionary work
in the trade wumions, If the Document intends more than a decor-
ative functicn for "dual power®,it should iron out the ambiguit-
“igs, If it is merc deccration thenm it had bebtter not be there at
all,sincé it raises unnecessary questions and answers nonc.

b, Ambiguities of the "Wew Mass Vangua rgﬂ.

The "New Mass Vanguard" is a central concept of the Document.
Here we have a right to expect clarity as regards .the nature of
the phenomenon and clarity as to the tesks we are to carry out.
~ However,what is said about the "new mass vanguard©is open to a
"varlety of interpretations. Predictably,theres will be a hot de-
bate dn the definition of the "new mass vanguard" ~ in some quar-
ters the very existence of the phenomenon will be put in qupstlon.
Confusion cn-this céntral concent can lead. only %o polltlcal dis-
orientation.

The "new vanguard" is of "mass proportions' we are told in Sec-
tion 5, But how "mass" is "mass"? This is not'53611€ cut.,How—-
ever we.are told that 1t Mstill remains very much & mindrity
within the mass’ movement,and even more so within the organised
-workers! movemont * The termlnulogy of the phrase "..BEven a van-
- guard of 50,000..." suggests that in no country does the van-
_guard. consist - of so many individuals, Dven assuming these are
spread over only a few major cities,it means that the "new mass
vwnﬂuard" is still vqry thln on the ground. Hardly a Justificat-
ion for the label "mass. : ‘

The "new mass vanguard",says the Document,is "becoming capable
of effective action.” However,wenare told a few lines carlier
that "the road from spontaneous revolt to effective struggle for
isocialist revolution can be a icng cne,"and the '"mew mass van-
guardﬂwas only recently. born’ Jut ot swantﬂmeous revolt. Whether
the '"new mass vanguard!" is effective or not,and if so in what
sense, is unclear.

The politics of the "new mass vanguard."

We are told that i% 15 an illusion to think that the"new nmass
‘vanguard” is,as a whele,revblutionary. It is therefore safe to
say that: what is meant’ by the "new mass vanguard? is. not a pol-
1tlca1 vanguard. Some of the participants in the new vanguard
are "pDrisoners of spontoneism,sectarionism,ultraleft infantil-
isn,apolitical workerism br primitivoe synm1c“115m.?v3ven a van-
guard of 350,000 or 1,000,000 can become disoclated and waver bet-
‘ween opportunist adaptatlon to the traditional leaderships and
‘sectarian’ abstentionism :and defeatism. However, nowhers in the
documeht are we informed what soctarisnism is,oxr whwt constitutes
-oprortunist adaptation,nor are we given any concrete exanmples cof
ultraleft infantilism or apolitical workerism. 4 few examples of
‘these #@bberations would have gaae a long way to making clear the
‘DOllthRI method being vroposed in the Document. How. can we coh-

ducdt a constont olitical. stru“ﬁle within he'"vqnguard" (sect-
ion'ﬁ)if there are various inberpretations of the political nat-
ure of the "vanguard" and the varicus currents within it.
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Just one illustration would go a long way to making clear what is
meant by ultraleft infantilism ete.,. For example; during the fight
against redundancy at Upper Clyde Shipbuilders,one issue of the
"Red Mole" carried the legend on its front page;

- "The occu?atlon of Clydeside - FIRST STEZ TOW4RSS THE
SCOT ISH WORFZ23' RE.UBL.C 2"

‘Mcanwhile comrades in the west of Scotland were being directed to
build "Claimants! Unions™ to help unempleoyed workers and others
to get welfare bemefits, The struggle at UCS was characterised
by the: IMG majority leadership as the*most important working
_class struggle in 3Britain since the Sccond ¥orld ¥War," The con-
duct of the leadership is surely worthy of assessment. If it were
discussed in terms of "ultraleft infantilism®, "secctarian absten-
fgion" and "defeatism" there would be nosglbllltles for a rich
"discussion in. the course ¢f which we might get a clezrer 1dea of
- where the document stands on such questions,

" The lack of concreteness in the Document in respect of the polit-
ics of the'new mass. vanguard" leads in places to completely emp-
‘ty formulations. For exemple in Section 6 we read,in connection

" with the "central sask" of winning hegemony in the "new mass van-
guardn; '

"It is no easy task for revolutionzry Marxists tc win hege-

moeny within.the new mass vanguard, Such an objective can be
achieved neither by adapting osuortunistically to the lowest
common denominator of this disparate vanguard,ncr by a(in the
final onalysis,no less og\ortqnlstlc)wtt»r"t to make-asynthesis®
out of the varicus currents running through it, Achieving this
goal requlras a constant political struggle within this van-
~guard to tra nsform it,making it an aaequate 1nstrumnnt for re-—
generutlng the organised workerst! movement, .

How do we win hegemony? By strug. ling to transform the vanguard
to make it an adeguate instrument, But transforming the vanguard
‘means winning hegemony within it, So. we reach a wordy tJutalony.

" The real issue is how to intervene in the current radicalisation,
but thls tends to get lost in the ambl”ultles surroundln the
"new mass vanguaard," - . _

Whut is the '"new mass. v&nguard?"

When it is all beiled down what is the "new. mass. vanguard?"Simply
the more conscious and active individuals among the radicalising
youth, some of whom are organised in left-wing groups,plus a thin
layer of olcer workers who share the youthss dissatisfaction with
capitalist socciety and with the bureaucratlsed leaderships of the
working class. Sometimes a number of these individuals and groups
unite for common action and sometimes are able to lead struggles,
Thistvanguard'is not 'hegemonised? by any cne or number of polit-
ical tendencies. Consecquently it is haprd to say whether any in-
“dividual is part of the 'vanguard* or not, The tvanguard',in short,
is rather difficult to pin down, This surrounds the congept which
is central to the Document with a vagueness which 1ﬂd0des the reca-
ching of the clarity which cur sections need. if they are to inter-
vene effectively in the on-going ra adicalisation, The radlcalls—
ation and our method of apiroach can now be taken up,attention
having been drawn to the ambiguous nature of the Document.
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PART III.

The Current Radicélisation§

The deepening of the current radicnlisation i “rorequ*51te

'for zha pmerécnc cf a ﬁr!wrevolutlvnury 51tu1t10q.

The gener”l experience of the 1ast few vears sug wgsts that the
current raélcqllsqtlon will continue. Nowhere in capltal1st ﬁuroPe
has the bcurgeoisie been able to infliict on its opronents the mas-
sive . defeut which could put thc radicaliseation in reverse. On the

contrﬂry the masses have shown 'a readiness to fight back,and this

readiness apnears on a wider scale desplte the lack of mny deter-
mined leadershis from the bureaucrats. The shift towards elector-~
al support for the social democracy and the stalinists in Germany
and France(as in Australia,Canada and New Zealand)is an indication
of the mass mood -an indication of the mass secking a way forward
,051t10n to what the bourgeoisie hands down.

-This trend fowards electoral support for social democracy ‘and the
stalinists,while it dis a manifestation of the radicalisation of
the masses,at the same time represerts the danger that the radic-
‘alisation could be. abSﬁrbed and hugged tc death by the sccial dem-
-perats - and StuanlgtSo They act as props for bourgecis rule. Their
conciliationist position brieds disiliusion and cdemobilisation,
preparing the way for the capitalist class to inflict big defeats.

Whether or not the current radicalisation will folilow through to

a pre-revolutionary situation is largely dependent on whether the
.workers and. their allies can prevent the demobiliscrs playing their
charactsristic role.

Cur general task sk,

If we look ot the situation in this way we can see that our task,

in general terms,is to play a role which will help to despen and
widen the current radicalisation. This we can do only by working
sut demands and methods of strugzle which have the objective and
potential of promoting masgs strugole g“iﬂst capitalism ard its-
evlls~1nﬁe)unapnt of the bureauncr: tised leadershins and in 0 308 -
ition to, them., The discussion of demands and metheds of strubble
apwropriate to this task should be the main concern of the Document.

The Document does mention that no revolutlonary upsurge will take
pl&ce-un1oss the "social and pclitical 'fever temperature' has .ris-
en and .infected a considerable part of thp_;:oleturiat.(SeotiOHTQ).
The Deocument alsc states that revelutionary explosions Yalways take

place as a culmination of & phase of radicnlising struggles....”
(SLCtl“n 7c). Fowever,these insights are not really taken up in re-
Tation to the current stage of the rﬂdlcallsahlon. Instead of pro-
posing guidelines for - thb activity of the sections in helping to
raise the "fever tem1ur ture®, the bmghu51b of ‘the Zocument 1s-§§§1
from such ques txuns towards o considsération of what is ncefed when
a-pre-revolutionary situation does urls - cual power,insurrection,
etc..v ’

ﬂlwnys 1squm1ng “that we maintain cur revolutlonary werspectives

and Jrlﬂcl @s,1it is the way we conduct ourselves in the current
r%d10m11oat10n(th° demands we raise, the nethods of struggle we pr
A%qseftﬂut will determine our success or failure in the central task
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of the next period - that is the construction of a Leninist cadre
round which will be assembled the mass revelutionary party with
authority =omong the masses,the essential ingredient for transform-
ing a pre-revolutionary situation into a revolutionary struggle for
POWer.

By passing over the features of the current radicalisation, the doc-
ument fails to grasp the iumportance of the uneven and combined dev-
elopment of the radicalisation for our organisations,which are at
present small and weakK in influence and rescurces. £

The incorrect assessment of the radicalisation and the wrong ASS—
esoment »f the stage we are at in bhllxlﬁb our movement which is
contained in the Document has already resulted in the lost oppor-
tunitics we have experienced in Britain.

Uneven and combined development of the raﬂlca11sgt1un.

In Section 12 and in Section 15(Sectors and Forms of Intervention)
the Document pays scme attention fo uncven development and 'sector-
al! struggles. However there is lityvle political discussion of these
questions. The main pre-occupation is with organisational forms to
group sympathisers drawn towards us from. the strug_les of the var-
~dous 's“cturs‘(raupe ?ouge rRed Mole 1rcles.). As to the demands
we. should raise in these'scctors! we are left in the dark. The pot-
ential of the Women's Liberation Movumcrt to draw large battalions
into indepocundent strug le is passed. er, Women are bracketed with
artists,scholars ete.. No guidance is given as to what demands to
put forwwrﬂ in the women's movement. No assessment of cur activity
so far in this area.

'There is no,mentiocn in the Document of the role the national stru-
ggles will surfly play in the coming crisis;Catalionia,the Basques,
Welsh and Scottish mationalisms, language strugsles in ales. and
Belgium, In view of the tendency of the Common Market -economy to
result in the run-down of the'vregions'!,the class strugsgle will in-
crem51ngly find expression in the form of nationalist and separat-—
ist movaements,

Wo should prepare for such developments by"éiscus ing the kind of
deﬁands we advance in such movements in ohposition to bourgeocis and
petty-bourgeois 1euaershi;s and alse the kinds of demands we might
have to raise and fight for within the oppressor nations, The doce-

ument has no+hln ‘to say about the conduct of the Buropean secdtions
on the national strug:le 1n Ircland.

“There is no concrete ﬂlscusQlon of the atruggles of students ag-
ainst the  ca pitalist attacks on their living conditions and on
their right to organise independent unions.

The mobilisations{primarily of young eu;le,round opposition to im-
perialist intervention in the colonial and semi-colonial world re~
ceive scant attention in the Yocument. Again no assessment of our
activity in the nast period,no concrete guidelines for the future.

The only area of society in relation %o which the Document ap@roach-
es concrctense= ag regards demands is the industrial workiang c¢lass,
Here the main axis of our intervention is to be round the demand

for workers! control. We are to seeck to link up 'sectoral' layers
with Workels' struggles. : & £ e

The whole uhrust of the Document in rulatlcn to uneven davelopment
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is to down-~play the autonomous character of the struggles of radic
alised layers strug ggling ocutside the industrial wo rkiﬂg class.
While it is true that in the long run the working ‘class will have
to take up the demands of other oppressed sectors ‘and be in the
forefront of the strugzle for the Tind of society which can satis-
fy these demands, this does not mean uhqt these strugsles will die
down or necessarily lose their autoncmous characteristics as the
workers come forward more militantly to press their own demands.
Kor does it mean that the ups and downs of tne‘sactﬁral'struggles
will be dependent upon the ups and downs of the struggle of the
orgainised working class.

The expericence of the vecent past shcocws that the 'sectoral' strug-
gles(women,studgnts the Irlsh)hgve not given up their autoncmous
nature as the workers come into stiffer combat with governments
and employers. Furthermore,the struggles of large numbers of peopn-
le round 'scctoral' demands,especially 1f given effcecctive leader-
shin,will hasten the radicalisation of the mass of workers includ-
ing the organised battalions. For cur orgoanisation at its present
stage of development,it is preciscly in the fight around 'sectoral!
&:mangds that we can get a rapid hearing,gain authority as genuine -
leaders and win politiczl activists to the program and the sect-

ions of the Fourth International.

Combined development of the radic 1i51u10n.

‘At the general theoretical level the combination of the strug:sles
of all sscteors is understood by the lizrxist movement. Taken in )
their entiresty,the demands advanced by all opuressed sectors cen
only be rcealissd in a socialist scciety. £ mrercquisite for social-
ism is the overthrow of the bourgeois state,the shattering of bour-
geols property relations,the taking of power by the working class
led by its Reninist party,as the leading force in the construction
of a new society.

The proletariat can only rise to its historic task if it stands out
as the leader of all the o pressed. It can only do so on the basis
of making its own the aﬁtl—C‘DltﬁllSt demands of the opiressed nat-
ionalities, the women,the youth losking for a haman future,the pet-
ty-bourgecisie facing ruin from tu asgsault of big capital cte..
The political expression of this identification is the ~rogram of
the proletariat's Leniaist‘party._inls_WCﬁbfgl theoretical truth
.is,however,only the ASC of Leninism. It does not absolve us from an
aszessment of the currbnt cosmbination. The situation at present is
that nec mass Lonlnlgt ﬂrtw exists., The fact is that movements out-
side the organised worziﬁ“ class are advancing demands that often
challenge capitalism in-a mor fundamental--way than the struggle of
workers in the plunts, Cur task at present is to build our move-
ment in the nopst time-saving woy. This is best dene dn todaey's con-
Qitluns,una at our curreat stage of develcpment,by participating

in the indepen ndent movements agcinst cupitalist oupression,formml-
ating demands and methods of struggle which have the fotential of
ziving these movements a2 mass caﬁp:igning‘churactlr which in turn
gives them the potential of drawing into theée struggle crganisations
sf the working class. Such a campaigning soliecy can cruqte the
.climate within the workers! movement in which wé can more readily
obtain a hearing as a political tendency. The expericnce of mass
independent struggle by 'sectors! has a Stiﬁulgting’uffﬁct'mn the
workers just as well-conducted worker ' struggles can set an exXam-
-ple to other oppressed ilayers, The main ﬂrﬁ—occuwatlon of the Doc-

C g
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ument should be with the demands we raise within the context of the
above approach. The Document os it stands leaves all thig at a level
of vague generality,open to all scorts of internretations as regards
the type of demands to be raised. Only with regard to the workers

in the plants does the Document anproach conecreteness. The pages

of talk about dual power and revolubionary ucsurge are all out of
nroportion to the tasks in the coming gericd., The simple truth is
that unless we are clear on how we are to intervene to deepen the
radicalisation in society as a whele and bulld our cadre in the pro-
cess,the question of dual power and revolutiocnary victory will not
in practice be raised.

Esééntially’a_jwerkerist' line.

Despite the wordiness and ocmbiguities of the Burcope Document, the
essential line emerges clearly if we Lok at it in the fellowing
way; in all those pages nbout dual power and getting a foothold in
the. working class,perhaps a dozen lines are devoted to Indochina
and Ireland,the highpoints of strug le on a world and Suropean
scale. Nothing is said about our conduct in relation to these ques-
tions,no line laid out for future activiiy,no line worked out to
assist in drawing the working class into strug le on these issues.,
The message is simple - nmovements demanding the end to imperialist
interventicn in Indochina and Ireland arc comsigned a place way
down below the struggle in the factories,

This is essentially a 'workerist' line. Before we exXamine what this
line’ leads to,as exXemplified in Britain,we can talte a loak at how

H i :
we réach this 'workerist'! position.

" 'Wanguardism! and Adaptation.

It is generally true that the way to reach the masses is through

the vanguard., In earlier decades it was easier to didentify this van-
guard. In carlier times the 'vanguard' generally was organised in

a particular political formation,s.gz.the Communist Party and splin-
ters from it,or the left s-cial demcerazey and crystallised centrist
formations(ILP,Sscialist youth groups,iMusteifes in the U.3.A. etc.)
The "mew mass vanguard® of the Document,however is characterised by
its heterocgeneous nature;it is not crystallised into onc or even. a
few organisations with set programs and traditicns. The "new mass
vanguard' consists primarily of radicazlised youth who find the ex-
isting mass parties ond even the trade unicns unattractive vehicles
for sccial change. This feature of the youth vonguard means we are
able to play a creative role in the formation of ‘a new vanguard,
influencing it at its wvery inception with Trotskyist ideas,rather
than seeking to win an existing vanguard from scmetimes de .ply in-
trenched positions(the loyalty of the CP members to the Comintern,
for .exampie). This 'openness' of the youth represents a tresmondous
advantage for us from the paint of view of winning peonle directly
o our ideas. At the same time we should be awarc that this very
openness..can lead to rapid choanges of mood,means that the lack of
experience in political strug le cen lead the radicalising youth
vanguard to drawing hasty conclusions from partizl succesces of
failures. Ancther feature of the "new mass venguard" is that it is
‘constantly being renewed as the radicalisation continues and widens.
For all these reasons concérning the "aew mass vanguard",the method
of the Document in its assessment of our tasks is iaccrrect. In ear-
lier times we could point to particular politiczl formations in
which the vanguar? was assembled. This misant we could sce more cleard
clearly how to intervene,confronting situntion in which the van-




guard was already 'hegemonised' by definit srograms,definite lead-
srshins. These leadserships a programs determined to a large ex-
tent the tactics we had to GMyluY in winning the vanguard to our
DrOgram.

A

Because of these features,the general conc
mony within the vangueard' had a certain co
tacticss

of 'winning hege-—
teness in respect to

Inrth@'situation’which confronts us in the present radicalisation,
in which the'"aw mass vanguard"is not 'hegemonised'by definite lecad-
srships and programs in the main,the conecpt of 'winning hegemony '
in the new mass vanguard'! becomes virtually devoid of concreteness..
In:the‘oontexb of the (largely youth)radicalisation,in which the
tvanguard! ranges from wild ultra-lefts to. apolitical workerists

f Section 5),the concept of 'winning hegemony in the new mass van-
guard' tells us nothing about the tactics we should employ.

In the =mresent period,when w¢ have =n o“jorturitv to play a creat-
ive role I@Ithe very formation of the vanguard,as distinct from or-
ienta t*ng to @ 15 =v1ously-formeu and 'hardened! vanguard formation,
sur mcthou £ s apoaroach should be as foliows. 'Te work out -methods '
of intervention and demands which have o zerspective of mass stru-
ggle,helping the mevements forward and at the same time e¢ducating
widar layers in our total outloock. What determines our demands at
any given time is,flrst the cbjective nceds of the situsation,and
second, the consciousness of the mass which is involved or vhich we
aim te invelve in action. Obgec+1ve n:eds and mass conscisusncss-

these are the piliars on which we construct our demands for mass
struggle. To down-play the cbjective needs leads to a loss of re
alutionary newrs - ective, to taii-unqlnu(~ g.legotiations to end th
war, 'Sign Now'}. Ignoring the mass conscicusness or making a wrong
ag essment lends o isnlﬂtio“ from the npos ibility of mass action,
(Victory to the IR4,'Smash the Bourgealsle J e

Cur demands for mass strug. le cn a4 united zction basis should be

capabie of evoking a wide résponse and at the same time Doint the. .
way forward teo the realisetion of the objective necds. The'van-
guard! {the most radicnlised iayer) is ouly Jf relevance in so far. .
as it is able to2 carry such a progrim of d: to the masses. We

do not aspire to win hogemony within thas guard' on an incorract

.

nolitical line(such'as-thé sgctarian pnoliecy of 'third weriod! stal-

inﬁsm) Such hegemony would only result in the isclation of the
Jvang uhrﬂ as the Jocument correctly rpoints out in Section 5.

By raising the question of the 'vanguard',telling us thot we must
conduct a StrﬁELL within it against ultraleftism,sectarianism,
apolitical warkcrlsm,aefeatlsn ete,,ancd then failing to be specif-

ic about the demands round which we are *o .conduct such a srtuaglé,

the Jocum;nt is wide open tec various 1nuer,retatlons which will lead
to adaptation to tne various currents within the 'vanguznrd',. ¥hat
is tultra-left! cr 'sectarian' to some will be simon-purce Tretskyism

to others. Thus th“ Document sanctions the adaptation of the past
period, Aduutatlun to ultra~teft ¢urrents,lieading to sectarian poses
with = 'workerist! twist. We in Britain have a rich experience in
operating the 'vanguarulst':line of the Buropesn Document.
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'Vanguardism!,Adaptation,and the IMG Leadership.

'Vanguardism' and defence of the Vietnamese revolution.

AL workers! state undsr attack,a small backuzrd ﬁutlﬁn strugsling
against the most powerful impericlist ruling class in the world;
intermingled with this a civil wor of the mass of peasgnts and wor-
zers against the collaborationist landlord ond capitalist classes
of Vietnam. This was the situation in 1968. The imperialist attack
had roused widespread oppesition throughout the world. The Vicdtunam
strugglie had accelerztec the radicalisation of young people in the
imperial;st countries, Following the ﬂﬂClSlono'Jf the Elghth World
Congress the Fourth Internatiocnsnl had ;11yec a positive role in mob-
ilising opwosition to U.S.imperialism.In the strugslie against the”
reformist currents in the movement against the war,we made our tac-
tical orientation towards the radicalising vouth currents,most of
which at the time tended towards ultra-leftism. Such an crientation
Yyas correct so long as it served the line of Bvomotmng mass indep-
endent actions against U.S.imperialism, The danger is that such a
tactical orientation can lead to adaptation to the ultra-left cur-
rents. :This is basically what hapoened te the TUG leadership in re-
laticnship to the struggle in Vietnam, In order to 'hegemonise!
the'vanguard', the leadership adapted to it,abandoning in practice
the perspective of building a mass moveme nt to aid the - Jletnnmeée.

The objective needs of the situation in 19685 was for a mass Hmove-
ment in opuosition to the U.S.war. However, 1969 saw a decline in
the movement in Britain and Durope ;‘neralLy. 4 moain reason for
this(as well as the Paris talks) was that the bulk of the most rad-
icalised wyouth of the period(the "new mass va nbngrd"),who constit-
uted the backbone of the movament,suffered a let-down after the
euphoria of 1968, De Gaulle remained,the U.8.did not leave Vietnam.
In this situation the 'vanguard' sought a short-cut to the victory

which had been missed in 1968. 'Turning to the werkers'sums up the
thinking of a large part of the 'vaonguard'! at that time. Cther el-
ements,which still identified strongly with the Victnam strupg le
and deemed it important,gave up any p OLSaectlvn they may have had
of building =2 mass movement. Thls eLoment contented itself with
small 'militant' actions,plus plenty of rhetoric about Vietnam and
ravolu+1on,u11 spiced with ultra-left,scctarian bombast.

Insteﬁ@ of resisting these trends the IMG leadership began to adapt
to .them in =z big way. Instead of emphasising the objective neod for
a 'mass movenent,assessing the mass consciou5uusu onn the question
and planning activity which had the potential of drawing on this
mass consciousness and building uanited actiocns round the demands
for U.S.withdrawal and an end to British{Labcur) Government com-
plicity with the U.S.,the leadership in practice abandoned the per-
ssective of building » mass movement. Since mid-1959 the line of
the THMG majerity leadexrshipy is to promote a very few 'militant!
actions. Meostly the line has consisted of long silences,inter-
spersed with empty rhetoric and supér-revoluticonary phrasc-monger-—

ing incapsulated in sloganising such as '"Victory to the WLF!, 'Vie-
tory to the Vietnamese tevclution!', '0On,0n, to Saigon', 'Power to the

-

PRG.' By setting dits face against all attemcts to buwlb united ac-—
tions round the demands for U.S.withdrawal and an end te Britain's
role,the leadership has in effect abstained from cny serious at-

tempt to defend the Vietnamese rovolution,isclating itsclf from the
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possibility of involving large numbers in any campaign,cutting its-~
elf off from reaching out to the orgenisaticns of the working class.
Our 'vanguard'! method preventsd us from coming sevicusly to grips
with the sectarian and class-collaborationist olicies of our opon-
ents. Such abstention could only help the labour bureaucrats and
the stalinists to pursue unchallenged their brazen bestraval of the
Indochinese struggle.

The adaptation to 'vanguard'! currents which led to the sectarian
policy on Vietnam,was not a local abberation of the IMG leadership.
This 'vanguard! line was upheld in Germain's report to the Inter-
national Zxecutive plenum of December 1969. It was boldly stated
that outside the U.S.A. our movement could do nothing that would
have a direct effect on the outcone of the svruggle in Vietnam, We
could not build a mass movement in Zurope,but were to inscrt cur-
selves in the gencral trend of political radicalisation and contrib-
ute to the maturing and political clarification of the vanguard. We
were to idndicate clearly that we were ncot pacifists,reformists,wte.,
but revoluticﬂaries.(See Internaticnal Information Bulletin.dan 1971)
This was the !'vanguard' line for Europe. The objective needs of the
Vietnamese revolution for a mass movement agsiinst U.5. imperialist
intervention were subordinated to the supnposed 'task!' of winning
hegemony within the mass vanguard.. With perspectives like this we
cannot and do not deserve to reach ocut tc anyomne let alone the mass
of toilers and their vanguard fighters.

This 'vanguard' adaptationist line has seriously weckened our cap-
acity to olpose the various class-collaborationist currents,social
democrats, Commmunist Party and Macists who now hold the dnitiative
in whatever movement exists in Sritain on this aquestion. T

In the Eurcpe Document the issue of Yietnem is dealt with by means
of a deafening sileénce. Four years of the !'vanguard'! line on the
high point of world struggle ond by way of assessment -~ zero,ncth—
ing at all.

'Workerism' and the Women's Liberaticn Movement.

The -trend towards ultra-left and scctarian pesitions,however,was
only ome asuect of adaptaticn to the 'vanguard.' The 'workerist!
current among the radicalising youth cnd intellégentsia,reinforced .
by the increased combativity of the workers,inevitably found its
expression in the ranks 5f the vacilloting IMG iéadership. The 'wor-
kerist! turn was given its 'theoretical! justification by Jonés as
follows; as the workers come ints stiffer combat,those engaged in
-peripheral'struggles(students,women,black';eogla cte. jwill increas-
ingly look to the organised working-class for leadership. If we are
nottimplanted! in the organised working-class we will find it in-
creasingly difficult te gain a hearing in the 'peripheral'! sectors,
besides being a historical irrelevance. (A Turn to Trade Unicn and
industrizl Work by a.Jones.IMG Pre-Conference Bulletin MNo.1 Jan '71.)
Tearful of becoming a historical irrelevance the whole IMG majority
leadershin swallowed this line which became the new orientation of
the IMG at the 1971 Naticnal Conference. At the same time,however,
the sszctarian and ultra-left mistakss were not rectified. Needless
to say the sectarian line does not blend well with a turn to 'iup-
lantation' in the working-class; hence the peculiar eclectic con-
fusion of the IMG leadership line ever sincoe. B L

In the women's movement the combination of adaptation to an ultra-
left sectarian line and to worikerist currents in the 'vanguard'! wags
expressed in this way; abstention from intervening in the women's
movement was propped up by pretontions to a proletarian orientation.
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The IMG'leadership set up a network of "Socialist Weomen's Groups”
which were 1o be a pole of attraction in the women's liberation -

movement, These were sometimes reffered to as 'Drlcge‘ crganisat--
dons,that is,stepping stones from the women's movement to the IMG,
What wguld diutinguish them would be that they would be socialist

and weould make their main pre-occupation the problems of working—
class women, Their main campaign would bc the fiﬁht for cqual pey.
and against low pay. It 1s impossible to,a s the success or oth-

erwise of the egual pay and low pay chnuulbn i nce it never really
‘got off the ground after twe years of talk,. What can be said is
that the Socialist Women's Groups acted not as a pole of attract-
ien but as a pole of repulsion nct only to serious women's liber-
ationists but also teo soclallsts whe saw them,guite correctly,as
fronts for the IMG. Our work among women's liberationists has been
seriously harmed by the scectarian 'workerist' sclf-isclation from
‘the women's liberation movement. The IHG majority leadership in
1971 was united on the “Socialist Women's Group"® tactic. The col-
lapse of the whole centerprise now results. in the admission in some
quarters that the tactic was 'left sectarian.' However,it appears
that this current criticism of the line is confined to a character-
isation of the grganisational form of cur operations. The politic-
2l line was by znd large correct,but it was carried to: fiasco in.

a 'left sectarian' manners The truth is that the sectarian politics
and the sectarian crganisaticnal forms were parts of the same pack-
age. 1t was the scectarian politics,;a produet of the adaptation in-
volved in the 'vanguard'! line that led to the debacle of the line
in women's libsration. By separating us from the women's movement,
the 'wanguard! line led us to dodge the duty and misz the ovwport-
unity of giving leadership to women in struggle,helping the reform-
ists and 'community action'trends to come forward as the main spok-
eswomen of the movement. Our line has preventeld us from carrying
out an offensive on this iscue against opionent organisaticns on the
“left. Lo k

One test of a scrious organisation is how it assesses o new socizal
movement. All ocur opponents on the left arce cmbarrassed by and
hostile to the women's liberation movement. They respond to a new
social movement by means of rituslistic 'workerist' dncantations.
By its adaptationism tc the 'workerist!itrend the IMG leadership was
biinded to the revolutionary impiications of fthe growth of women's
liberation. The demands thrown up by this mdvument wresent a chtl—
lenge to the institution of the patriarchal family,a main prop o

class,inciuding capitalist 5. ression. The movement has the soten—
tial of drawing 1arge battalions into bﬂttle against capital and .its
.agents. Correct leadership by qutSnYlStS an help the movement

forward and in turn the movement can ,rﬁVlde combative cadres for
our movement. The operation of the tvanguard! line in the women's
movement is a tale of lost opoortunities.

Gimmickry versus Politics-the case of the phony 'fusion'.

?Ofarclnp the guestion of the fusion of Zurcpean sections and youth
,3rg¢n1%atlons no attempt is made here to assess the experience due
.to lack of, infoLmat1on. Suffice it to say that it is readily . under-
standable t 1zt seetions which surfaced after 115 years or s0 of an-
try sui ganerls into reformist formations with Lite or' nothing to

show for it should be eager o 1usc with o;on Trotskyist groupings.

At the samé time it is recodgnised in the Document’that thore is now
a problem of how best to win the youth to the ranks of the Fourth
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International,now that the yuuth ‘organisations have been . fused.

The Bocument @lVLS no clear guidance on this gquestion. It fails to
come cut clearly for the building of Troitskyist youth orgenisations,
A11 that is said is that there is no ocbjection in. ‘wrinciple to the
building of youth organisations. The SSOlblul conservatism of the
Document s revealed by the qualificatiocns vu¢cn surround the Jdis-
cussion of yJuth organisntions.hccording to the Jocument we. need to
reach 'a. .critical terohOlﬂ ¢f forces and \ts in the worklng—
class '(whatevcr all that meers) beforo we - “ulla ycuoh orgﬁnls-
ations, : :

It is 1rtereau1n tc note unut thLa'cuustlor used to be iﬁoked at
thb otber w@y round at l ast in Srltal .JA uth urg;nlsatlon was

in thc wor?;ng ‘class,' The i970 TMG “ﬁnfprenoe lésolutlon states,

. e, the forces fltﬁlly necessary for us to intervene and build
nuclei in all fields I have listed will be -gained directly-from
the youth orgofiisation. ... The w1nn1“1b of uuncrﬂds_uf cadres
thrcugh the youth organisation will give us the young warkers faor
the trade union base,the young black workers, the irish,Arabs,
women.unicnists etc.." (Peter Petersen in 'ur”m = Prugcganua
Group to a Leagune for Revolutivﬂery'nculfn A“"enalx T?}. =

As against the 1line of the Burope Document, Petersen's line is cor-
rect. However,what made this line impos '1b1u to implement was the
adaptation of the IMCG leadershid to ultra-left and sectarian cur-
rents,anh adaptaticn which undercut the Jossibility of-a youth org-
anisation intervening effectively in mass struggles. An additional’™
‘mistoke was to Plan for a 'cadre' youth organisation with 'a high
ctheoretical level', What was znd is necded is a campaigning youth
_urganlswtlun based on the gsneral outlock of Trofshiyism which can
bring-inte its ranks y ung people who have not yet dccided onithe.
gommlttme“t necessary for membership of = Bolshevik créanls&tlﬂn.
From such a canpelgning youth orgenisation we can win the mostf
ucgtéd'and cormitted yourdg poecsle to sur sections. . o

The S)aru“cua Leaguae ii@iiLJViGC us ”"tn an indicaticn of the 's-
sibility of building a Tritskyist yocuth organisation in ﬂr1t¢1n. S
attracted quite & number Sf revolutionary-mninded young people.How-
ever, the scctarian-approach of the DG leadership and the 'cadre!.
conceot severely limited the ability of the Sparitacus League -to
move out in & vigorous campailigning manner smong the youth.

The ‘'workerist! turn cf 1971 only worsened the situaticn. The line’
of ‘the 1970 Conference deocument was stond on its head. Instead of
secing ocur. road to the organised working-claoss by way of the yosuth,
we were now told that we could not hold osur-influence in !periph-
eralt sectors,including the youth,unless we had an 1m912n cation in
the working class,{essentizlly the line -f Sectiom 16 of the Bur—
ope Document. 'hls contradiction exgressed itself in the indecis-
ion- of the 1971 CGonference on the questicon of the youth_qrganisat;
icn. Two poscibilities were open - to go for a mass yputh organis;
ation w1th a lower level of commititment or to go for a 'fusion' of
the Spartacus Leugue.w1“h the [ IMG. The attitude was wait and sec.
The youth organisation had only just got cffthe ground. We should
hang on for a year or so to - sce if it could Fulfill its potential.
GSee "Wo,He havent got ALL the Time din the World.'1971 Conference
Resolution. ) » o o

In practice it was easy to sc¢. which way the windg was bleoewing. The
ro%l sityation was that the youth organisaotion was blocked from
cut-going uct1v1ty by the ‘exclusive goliticaliay“rOWCH of the IMGi
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leadership,whiie the IMG was not being particularly successful in
twinning hegemony within the vanguard.! Other left organisations
were increasing. their size and influence ot least as fast as the
IMG. Our specific weight in British clitics had not increased as
2 result of operating the 'vanguard' linc. The line sanctioned by

-

the Turoone Document had already led the IMG into an impasse. The
1emH=rsh13 sought a way out by means of a "immick,'fusion' with

the Spartazcus League, to create the 1myress on of Ja qﬁalitative step
forward for the groud. Within o few months ﬂf‘the 19?1 Conference
'fusion! was all the talk. What did this'fusion' . really mean for
the group? It meant simply capturing cursclilves.It mll so meant mis-—
sing the opportunity uf reaching out witl a vigorous vouth organ-
isation to young people comirg into struggle: Lt meant about 60

new members for the se Ctl"n t& be balanced against the big possib-
ilities open to us in thé youth field. It is irchniecalthat just as
we were winding up the Syartacus League, the biL cest student demorn-
strations cver in BrltaAn were. taking Tlace and the struggle in
Irelsnd reaching a new stage with the Derry massacre,nct to men-
tion the miners!strike =nd the mbfeuu suffered by the Tory govern-
ment in' its Rhﬁﬁ@Slq policy. - ‘

The Europe Jccument is at best afbiguous o tho: kuy questicn of a
yvouth crganisation. But ‘one bllﬂu‘ls clear - it ibaves the road
open for a continuatiom of the essentially Egﬁi?rvatygg attitude
to youth a la IMG mojority leadership :

tVangudrdism! andvflmplantaticn,in~the H rking-class.'

The radicalisation taking place in Britain today,esbeci 11y anong
the youth,the attacks of fthe ruiing cilass on living standards and
the right tc organise,the lame response of the labour bureaucrats,
orovide o better bu51s than ever before for the Trotskyists to win-
influence in the ranks of the trade unions and among uncrganised
wcrkers. The crisis produces a favourable climate for us to get

a hearing for our fundamental idea - class stragtlc versus class-
coliaboration. Has the 'vanguard! line enabled wus to make the most
of these ousortunities which exist fo gain a hbwilﬂg as a serious
rev~lutlan1ry tendency in the workers!' mov vement?

The attucks on the working-class cavriced out by the Labour gover—
nment and - the failure of the Labour quty to rally to the side of
the colonial pecples,led to a cunbcht and loathing-of the Labour
Party and its leadership'@mﬂng wide sections of the radicalising
youth and the more class-conscicus workers. Such loathing for the
hypocricy of reformism w1th3ut ref“rms is the beginning of a rev-
nlutionary attitude. Such an attitude,however,is an insufficient
basis for revolutionary strategy and tactics. What is needed for
this is o vounded and realistic assescment of the place of the Lab-
our Party in the class struggle in Jritain. Yhat are the facts on
this matter? The existence of the Labour Party and the loyalty of
the workers to that party represents the extent of the mass »Drogr-
ess which the workers have made towards the realisation that they
arc a class with interests at odds. wkth those of, the c°“1tullsts,‘
and that thelr 1ntcrﬂsts can onliy be Swfuguardcd:and advanced at”
the lovel of society as a whole{the government and the state),and
that they need a party independent of the cmcltwﬁlst parties to
fight for their interests at state level. Despite the reallswtlon
of a large mass of workers that the Labour Farty and its 1eagersh10§
is not a consistent defender of its interests,therc is no indic~ =
ation that any substantial scction of workers is prepared to bre alk
to the left from the reformist Labour Party or from the trad ‘e un-’
icns which support it. Nor is. there any indication that any sec— '
tion of the trade uniom bureaucracy is even remotely considering
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a break to, the left from the Labour Farty. In the absence of any: .
credible alternative,class conscicus workers in the mass sée Ho
other way than to support what they sezs as their party against
the parties of capital. Any other course wcould recresent a step
awaz from independent working-class weolitical action, In such a
situation changes in the political mocod of the masses will inevit-
ably be expressed within the Labour Party as well as in the trade
unions. Until the workers come to realise through their experience
in trade union and political struggle that they reguire a revolub-
ionary party and until they see a way of creating such a party,the .
existing leaderships will be put to the test again and arain., It is
only in the course of the struggle against capitalism that the wor-
Jers will see the need to take up struggle ageinst the reformist,
parliamentarian leaders and reach the practical understanding of
the need for new leaders,new methods of strugole and more funda-
mental objectives. Ho mass break with the reformist asaratuses
will take »nlace without a blgantlc struggle in the unions and the
Labour Party. The split 5f the ILP from the Labour Party,with 30,
- 600 members was the action of a group which had the perspectives
of a sect. ) : ' ‘

In the wake of the betrayals of the Wilscn govermment, lqrge num—
bers of the'60¢¢t¢0151ng youth saw only the right-wing face of -

the Labour Party,saw only its function as a prop of the cawltallst
system. For them it had been tested and found useless for the pur-
pose of working-class struggle for socialism. Peiling to understand
the historical gain in working-class consciousness which the. Lab-
our Party represents,large numbers of the youth thought it a mat-
ter on indifference whether the workers 0u1tiﬂued to support the
Labour Party or not. To many of the youth the was no real diff-
erence betweisn Labour and Tories. 48 already stuted this 1is a fun-
damental error. In the absense of a rovoluticnary alternative,the
workers if they fzil to support Labour =mgainst the Tories are tak-
ing a step back, 4 Tory victory presents an additional obstacle o
the working-class on its way to political power. Revoiutionaries
have no alternative but to identify with the workers in their 0D—-
Sosition to the Tories as it is expressed in their support for Lab-
our. Any other positicn conly acguiesces in a step backward in pol-
itical class—consciousness. ' :

In accordance with the 'vanguard!line, the THG 1eadershio-tuned‘in
to the conscicuszness of the ‘'vanguard.' The leadership . adapted to
the inadeguate understanding of thse noliticised youth on the class
question of support for labour against the Tories. Instead -of seek-
ding to cduecate thé newly politicised layers on His guestion, the
general attitude of the leoadership was to Llug the tweedleduri-.
tweedledee attitude of the ultra-lcft cur“onts w1th a few shame-—
faced bows in the directisn of a Leninist class position. This -ad-
_aptationist line carried us through the -1mct0ﬂ period.of 1970,
‘The 1970 Conference Document had described the possible defeat of
Labour as ‘a marginal cdefeat for the working class.' The prospect
was that a defeat for Labour would resilt in a 'mildly reformist
Tory Government.' The actual defeat of the Labour Pariy brought.
into office the most reactionary government in Britain since the
war,and placed the initiative in the hands of a govermment which
set about attempting to destroy the right of the workers to crgan-
. dise, The present Tory government is the urcduct of 'a marginal de-
s feat for the working class.'! The class line is that we are not in-
“different to any defeats,'marginal' or otherwise. Ve try to resist
any defeats. All the talk of 'marginal defeats'on the part of the
leadership only served to miseducate our cadre and our periphery
in the spirit of indifference and scetarian mbstention.



20

Adaptation to mistaken assessments of the role of the. uabour Party
in British working-class falltlos and to sectarian attitudes to-
wards the Labour Party can only. rdduéb big mistakes in ocur eff-
orts to obtain 'an implantation in the working-class.'It leads -
first of all to lcst opportunities. for ustab1lsh¢nr contoact with
active trade,unionists. For a small crgani uwtlon such as ours,with
a large . proportion of members who &re not in iadustrial trade
unions,membershiy in. the Labour Party can help enable us to reach
a trade union audience., Second,the failure to realise the cent-
ral’ 1muurtancb cf the Labour Party in working-class Eglitigi leads
us to project fantasy worlds to those who listen to us. The most
'blatant example of the result of the blindness towards the role of
the Labour Party was the slogan{or the 'algebraic formula')} of

'A workers! government based on the trade unions,'or its more pre-
éiée rendering, 'A workers‘gov nnemt based on the democratic con-
trol of the trade unions.! Apart from the fact that when this 'al-
gebraic formula' is filled with some relevont content it reads
simply'Ffor a Labour Government, 'the sponsors of this tack never
seemed to consider what would hhfyen if tﬁe_unions showeéd the sl-

ghtest inclination to pose themselves as a goverpment. What would
happen is that the reformist Labour Party would be going through’
an intense strugsle over the line toe be carried sut in relation to
such a union development, The sicgon'l workers! government based
on the trade unions' was intoended tol'skirt! the issue of the neecd
to conduct a struggle against the erumucrats both in the unions
and the Labour Party.The' slogan{or 'algebraic formula' or'srienta-
tion' })which was a means of avoiding the issue merely raises the
real issue once again - the need to conduct o struggle inside the

cformist Labour Party. So adaptation to the ultra-left attitude
of the 'vanguard' led to a mystification of the jpolitical tasks

in Britain in relation to the mass workers! crganisaitions. The
only rcealistic perspective we can give to trade unionists whose
organisations show no sign of brezaking at this stage with the Lab-
our Party is the comnstruction of class-strugzle left wings in the
unions and in the Labour Party. Instead of grasping the key poli-
tical task in relation to the moss reformist formations,the IMG
leadership has threshed about wildly in gquest ¢f the philosophers
stone which will turn the base mcb“! of scctarian 'vanguardist!
politics into the pure gold cof 'an imnlantation in the working-
class, 'Instead of working cut a program of demands which answers
to the main problems of the class-strugrle,the leadership has gone
through the list of 'Claiwmnnts! Unluns‘,'b~01ﬁlist i

Araae Uniocn
Committeces) 'Action Committees' and now 'IMG industrial action
grours.' There is nothing at all wrong in a ,ollblcul'group‘try~
ing out .all sorts of experiments in organising for episodic stru-
Zeles and particular actions;and it is correzct to seck to esta
1ish ¢Pdey ndent strug;rle organs, if the ey bave o potential of mass
influence. But this can only be done by “ﬂ vrbun¢s“tlon 1h1ch has,
‘a firm and well-thought-out general orientation as well &s an ex-
perienced: leadership which is eapable of cwrrylnt out abrupt ta
tieal turns without leading to Olqurlertﬂtlon and confusion in the
ranks. As yet the IMG has not Jtt;iﬂ@& any ﬂf_thesp attribuates,

What we heed is a firm commititment to the task of preparing the.
way for class-struggle left wings in the unions and the Labour
Party. We neced to work out a series of demands round which such
left-wings cnan befassemhl" Demonds should include the end of all
class—collaboration - it’ is to seek scliutions in. collabor-
aticn with those whOSﬁ systﬂﬁ causes- the sroblems, the capitalists
-and their agents. As a counter to 1nf&ﬂt10n - -a c‘11«“_11"1(;; scale. of
wales with no 1limit on wage increases won through struggle. To
counter uncmployment,a sliding scale of hours and a programme of
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-ublic works to provide housing. The fight for democracy in the
s organisations would be seen as Dart of the struggle Tor Shsse
type of demands, -In addition we weuld seek to win support in the
mass dryﬁniSGtions for our united action initiatives on Ireland,:
iomen , Indochina etc.. The .construction of such left-wings meéqui
the abandcenment of all sectarisn,exclusionist postures,and a . wil
ingness not only to struggle for and support but wlst do~give 1
ership where possible for partial,democratic as well asg transis.
cnnl demands. A scericus attempt to orgarnise ar d test out
iy pre
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a polic¢y would enable us to get away ITrom the
r! apuroach,s2nd hely us to gain some coO LlectAVe experien
s organised workers' mﬁvement. Such a serious apsioach o
rk in the mass crganisations would go some way to helwping us
avoid such errors as the prediction of the defeat of the victor-
ious miners! strike of 1972 and the incomprehensible muudle oFf owr
oroclamabions on the fight at Upper Clyde Shipbuilders in 1971,
when even cur sensible thoughts(tha neﬁj to spread tﬂe strugsie
criticism of the stalinists! "non-political®line etc.)could not

be taken seriocusly,spiced up as they were with 'rmvdlutLJnarJ’
talk about the workers' republic and the coming withdrawal of

troess from Ireland to quell the €lydeside insurrection, talk whian
had nothing to do with the actual cvents talking place.

el

The 1971 turn to gaining'an implantation. in the woriia
nresented a pragmatic adaptation to the dominant 'wor
reat irn. the ivanguard.' The »laniessness of the turmn
of that. The turn was in line witk the'vanguardimetho
ropean Document, The turn has not brought us the hopéa—'
Ubjectively it has functioned as a gubuultute for 405qw
wa should,building a mass campalgn on Ireland,giving 1
che womens'!movement,bulilding a T”0‘5§y15+ yeuth orpunlsa

e are no further forward in !'winning hegemony within th

nor have we nade much imnpression on the crgonised workers'
ment despite great oxpenditure of energy and interminable dizcus-

sions, This after four vears of the 'vanguard' line in Britain,

We can only re-o oriegntate the erap by abandoning the line ¢ *the
pa document. This line in operaticn only helps te isolate us

from che workers' movement by uublng our crientaticn on the vas-
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illating consciousness of the 'vanguard',instead of upen the ac.
tual rhythms of the class-struggle.

Axis or fetish?-Workers' Conkttol.

The Document advises that the axis of our d‘;anﬂs in the trade
union movement should be the demand for workers ‘control. Lea ving
aside the advisability of making cne category of demand in ouyv
transitional program the main axis for cur work on a Turopean
scale for a prolonged period,the advice will be impossible o im-
‘plement in reality without running counter at times to the actual
thrust of the struggle. At some times the main axis of cur agit-
ation in the unions might be the fight agoinst redundancies. JTu
such a situaticn contrcl demands would naturally be thnrown up =c

a necessary supplement to the principel dsgue. At a t*me*n;fine
nacessity Tor the arming of the workers,our main axis would. bhs to
press this demand. In such a sifuation we might well:demand wor-
kers' control of produection in the arms plants. But this i
be. the axis of our intervention. The oxis would remain
of, the proletariat,the control demand ar ising as o nece
cos;tunt Making thc control demands the main axis raises :
ger of turning this category of demands into a fetish to be brousii
out regardless of the actual stage of the struggle. The szocialiigs
movement has enough fetishes without ocur adding vet another.Thogo
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who pick out = particular part of the program of sccialist revol-
“ution and make of it a distiaguishing mark,cespecially for a pro-
longed peériod,ds a disssrvice to the morxist program,which is a
guide tc action in the most varying circumsvances. Fetishes which

c
are still prominent in the socialist movemont are;the general
strike as the universal formula for all situations,or frevelution-
ary violence'!i.e.guns as the soluti-n tc the c:ﬂflen problems of.
making a revolution;rask and file committcees is & favorite fetish
in Britein;in the U.S5.4A. the Hgalyites : fotish of the call
sns. The singling out
or a srolonged Der-

the transitional

a
for the creation of a labour party by pad
of one category of demands as the main axis £

od runs counter to the dialcecectical method of
Drogran.

tVanguardisn! and the Struggle in Irsiand.

The struggle of the Catholic people and their student allies for
clementary rights in the North of Ireland rapidly grew into a con-
frontation with the forces of British imperianiism. Feoding on the
centuries-o0id strugglie of the Irish for mational fresdom,the fight
pasced ravidly to the most advanced forms of struggle scen in ZEurope
ope for a long time ~ mass demonstratiocns and nmcetings,mass non-
co—operation with the authorities,armed Jdefence of the Catheldic

reas,creaticon of 'no-go' zomes. In defiance of absiract schemas
the strurﬂle in Xrelanu did not conform to the rhythms of th
struggle of the corganised working-class ither in Jreland or in
Britain. The duty of 3British revoluticnaries was clear - to pitch
into struggle with a perspective of building o movement massive

3
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enough to hinder and if possible completcly prevent the British
government frem blocking the process of permanent revolution un-

folding in Ireland. Such a movement would have the potential,noct
only of aiding the Irish,but of bringing down the rovernment,cre-

ating new possibilities £5r workimg-class struggle in Britain.
What was needed was a wolicy which ccould resmeh cut to broad lay-
ers of the British pogulation. The obvicus key demand to campaign
for was the withdrawal of British trcons from Ireland. Incredible
as it may seem this course was rejected by the 1871 Conference of
the IIiG,on the grounds that such z camjaisn might be supported by
people for the wrong reascns. The basis of any campaign had to be,
ccording to the leadership,identification with the foreces lead-
ing the strug le in Ireland. The seen was set for the wromotion
of such slcocpans as 'Victory to the IHA' which effectively rules out
the neossibility of our reaching ocut anm mobilising the large num-
bers necessary to have any eficct 3 i the embatitled Irish,
The Derry nmassacre led to a woave of revulsion in wide circles in
Britoin. Bven so the IiG leadoershing was as abstract and

sectarian as ever. 'Red Hole' headli end, "Avenge DRerry.Open
the Sccond Front.Victory to the concept of rea chxnf out
with headlines such as,"No more Bring the Troops Home. "

The sectarian 'ultra-revolutionary'line has done nothing effect-
ively to aid the Irish struggle. This line confines us to small
circles which have no perspective of reachlng out te wider layers
in Britain,least of ail the osrganised workers!' movement, Our work
on Ircland is in an imbasse. Tnb L test leadership "perspective!
is that the rceformist Labour Party may break its bi-partisan nol-
icy with the Tories on Irciand and »revide the basis for a lorge
1Tregns Home! movement. Such is the course of the leadershipds
r'revolutionary defoatist! position on Irelandjultra-left sectar-
ianism - dead end - disillusion - $tail-ending of the reformists.
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A New Theory ? For Biurope?

The European Decument passes over the experience of how the Brit-
ish: section carried cut a policy of capitulationist scelf-isoclation
in relation to the struggle in Ireland. Where do the supporters of
the Document stand on this question? Joes suprort for the Furope
Docwnent mcan support for the IMG leadershipn nolicy on Ireland?

An unequivoecal answer is in order. In the absence of any ceritical
asgsessment of this line in the Document,it can only be assumed
that the IMG was only carryving out the 'vanguard' 1line in relat-
ion to Treland. The resulis of the 'vanguard! line apnlied to Tre-
land is a damning indictment of that line. ‘ :

But there is another dimension worth menticning. Some of the sup-
vorters of the Burope Document are on recowxd as being in agreement
with the American Trotskvists that in reliation to Vietnam it is -
much better to build a massive novement for U.S.withdrawal rather
than concentrating on giving osurselves o more radical imaie to a
few hundred people.(See Germain's report to the IEC Plénum Dec.'69)

Surely this attitude is valid for British.revolutionaries in re-
lation to Ireland. But the IMG leadershi;s has done the oplosite.
The leadership has refused to build,or attempt to build,a massive
movement for British withdrawal from Iircland. The leadership has
concerned itsclf with presenting 'a moré radical image' to smaller
circles. The Document tacitly endorses the TMG line on Ireland.
This contradiction in method cam only zrouse the suspicion that
what is involved is the birth-pangs of a new theory. This theory
would be called the theory of sectarianism sul generis,and could
guide the activities of the Ruropean sections for the next 15 years
until they tumble to the method of the transitional program(prag-
matically of coursej.

The 'vanguard! line - a recipe for disintegration.

The line of the Burcpe Bocumunt(with all its ambiguities)is nothing
new for us in Britain. The majorivy leadership of the IMG supports
the Document., It signals no new apsroach for them., The IMG has beon
carrying out this 'vanguard' line for four years. Jhere has it got
us? It has nect won us 'hegemony within the vanguard',or 'an dmp-
lantation in the working class.'! Adatation,zimmicks and confusion
have taken the place of a consistent ond ¢tlear political line,

Even worse,it has meant the disintegration of cur leadership cadre.
The united 1971 majority is now composad of thres or four vying
‘grougings’;ﬁha all swear by the Zurope Documcent. The only thing

is they disagrec what it means. The rcason is simple. The'!'vanguard!
line has somocthing for everybody,and comsequently nothing for any-
body. MNothing will come of nothing ~ we cannct build on confusion
and question marks.
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PART V.
Some Questions of Method in Building Scctions.

Sectarian socialism.

What is the political method of the sectorians? Pundamentally, the
sectarians do not approach poliitical questions from the point of
view of what they have in common with those who are questioning
or rebelling against the evils of capitalism. Sectarians are blind
to,the positive aspects of the clementary manifestations cof dis-
content and reveolt. Consequently the scectariasn is unoble to relate
te the existing inadequate comscicusness of the mass in such a way



.24,

‘help build on this consciousness and trensformit,by means of

Latlng the activity of the masses,into revolutionary consc-
ww. jfeSs. Often in fear of being ta 1ntei by the backward thinking
of tnc masses, sectarians SCe_only the negative side,the inadequac-
ies of the ﬁresenb consciousness and cctivity. Consequently their
method of sroach is to smphasis always what Jdistinguishes thedir .
conscicusrness from that of others. Instead of proposing Jjoint act’
ion on the bsis of what they have in common with others,the sect-
arians resort to ultimatums and invoriable hunt for sometnlng to
distinguish them, Marx explained this disease over a hundred years
ago,but his followers have succumbed to it again ohd again. Lenin
and Trotsky had to wage a fight against sectarians in the Third
Tnternational and much of Troetsky's writing is concerned with com-—
batting the disease in all its manifestations in the ranks of the
Bolshévik»Leninists and the Fourth Internationmal. The 'vanguard!.
line of the Burcpe Document has been the bre°c1‘H ‘ground for sec-
tarian methods 1n our own movement in the past weriod. Only a’
change of 1line can put the sectarian process in reversa.

Broadly speaking,scctarianism in the INMG expresses itseif as an
unwillingness or refushl to struggle 1rtial and democratic
demands.

Democratic rights and the proletarian icadsrship.

Tn the epoch of imperialism,capitalism becomes more and more in-
compatible with any kind of dJdemocracy. ‘fhole nations are enslaved
and denied the democratic right of naticnal self-determination.
Capitalism,even in its pericd of ascent when it swept away much of
the accumulated rubbish of previous social orders,never provided
“equal democratic rights Ior women,let alone liberction. Today the
struggle for women's vights,for national rights,for any extensicn
of demoeratic rights runs counter tTo the inbterests op'thﬂ bdur—
geoisie. At a time when the bourgeoisis has turned ag rainst the ex=
tensicn of democratic rights and secks to curtail those won in the
past,the leadership of the strugale to defend extend these )
rights passes to another class,the proletarist,and its leadership.
Any notion that any other class or any other leadership should be
left with the task of defending democratic rights and fighting for
the rights cof the oppressed nation alities ote.,is deporting from
the politics of Lenindsm, N :
Those revolutionaries who fturn away from raising and fighting for
democratic demands do so for vari ‘ué reasons among them;1)The not-
ion that,since bourgecis democracy is a ﬂygocritical fraud it is
'brdﬁglng illusions' among the masscs to Fight for democratic de-
mands, ?)Donocratlc demands have something to do with Pariiament-
arism,sc such demands can be left to pariiamsntary cretins.j)As

the sccecial crisis deepens,sonme revclufianaries fe “1 that democrat-
ic demands become surerceded.

These sitions are false;1) because it is necessary to defend all
stitions which the masses have gained under capitalism.Democcratic
rights assist the proletariat t0 orgonise 1tacﬁi as a class.Bour-
zZeols repression makes this task harder; 2)hecause it is the cer-
tainty that parliamentarians will seek to divert any strug le to
parliamentary channels that compels revolutionaries to give leader-~
ship to the strugsle for demccratic demands,and fight for them with
revoluticnary means,that is through independent mass action and nst
through reliance on parliaments and courts of law:3) because dem-
perdtic demands can never be superceded as long. ds capitalism lasts.
This is part of the teaching of our theory of Permanent Revolution.
Reveolutionaries wha imnagine that democratic Cemands have been sup-
e”cedec c¢an only be mista Wking the consciousness of the few for the
nee us an the consciousness of the masses.

o
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Hot =2lil the time in the World to inculge sectarian politics.

The Leninist line that the fight for Zemocratic demands requires
proletarian revoluticonary leadership has not gone unchallenged in
our movement in recent years. The guestion was raised at the Iiinth
World Congress by some of the Freach comradoes in discussing the
vouth resolution. Some comraJes Telt that the students had our-
grown democratic demands.

In Britain incorrect positione have been advanced by the majority
leadership. In the 1971 Conference resclution we read:

"Revoluticnaries are duty bound to support all strug.les of the
masses -~ despite their limited nature,and reformist or national-
ist leaderships. We,therefore,support all Jonoceratic and ref-
ormist demands providing they have the function of stimulating
mass sbtruggle. We will always join such strugiles ourselves,
He,on the other hand ,dc not surselves 1nuurveue by advancing a

programme of democratic and reformist demands., In whatever field

ew are operatinglas distiwct from giving @ﬂnarﬂ¢ support from

the uuts',_\,)xm strupggle for a trapsiiionnl nrogromme.In the course

of doing this we w1LL,n@thra11y,sa< that we T aven adopt

the demccratic or reformist demoands of others, But these latier

domands will not be the kernel of our intervention."("No,we hav-
33.)

ennt Got 21l the Time in the Jorld." poge

Behind the refinements what is being said iz thisi; we support dem-—
ocratic demands from the gutside. These demands are the dewmands of
others, We do not raise such domands curselives. The !'o thers' who
do raise thom can only be - Tdemocrats'! and rcfarmists, 3o the
line isy leave the leadership of the movement to the reformists
vhen it is at the stage of democratic and | tinl demands;mean—
while we'll'!'susnort'the movement from !"ULSAQQI{WhCPGVGT that is.)
We'll be 2long later with ftransiiional demands, There is a divis-
ion of 1abouf,you see,between us and the reformists.

e @

By &

Here we Fét to one of the roots of the sectarion politics of the
last Few vears. Leave the reformistd to raise in their confused
woy the desmocratic vights of the Victnamese while we do super-
revolutionary things. Ditto with Irecland. Wait zrounmd till the
Labour Party lays the basis for a '"froops Home! movement. After
all we dont raise democratic demands,

This is a earicsture of Bolsheviswm, It is in line with the 'van-
suard! line of the Document., Our polifics have e .n undermined by
this line., PFar from winning hegeomony in the vanguard,what has ro-
ally happened is that the varicus currents in the vanguard arve
winning hegemony in our own roanks.
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