AN OPEN LETTER FROWM WORKERS POWER
TO THE CEMTRAL COMMITTEE AND WELIBERSHIP
OF THE WORKERS REVOLUTIONARY PARTY

THE CASE FOR PRINCIPLED REVOLUTIONARY REGF(OUP(V]EI\JT.,

THE_CRISIS ON THE LEFT.

The great miners' strike, of 1984/5 sent.shock waves through the British left, A struggle of
such magnitude was bound ta have a profound effect. Sealed off from the class struggle the idiosync-
reries, the fetishes and the downcight idiocies of the centrist lsft can thrive with relative
impunity. Errars of a purely litérary.charaqter‘can e easily concealed and quickly forgotten. How-
ever, a mighty class battle, whether the centrists like it or not, draws all sections of the labour
movement - reformist,.centrist and:revolutionary communist - into its vortex. Policies and program-
mas are put Lo thestest of struggle. Mistakes cannot be so easily concealed, £ven groups that had
previously built -a brick wall batween themselves and other sections of the labour movsment - like
the Healy led WAP - cannot escaps the impact of such a tast.

No less significant than the strike itseif was tha fact thdat it was defeated, Explaining that
defeat in a. hundred and one different ways has intensified the turmoil on the left. The British
saction of the United Secretariat - the Socialist League - split. The Thdrnett group decamped from
the Uorkers Socialist League.{the misbegotten product of a marriage between the WSL and the Inter-
national Communist League of Sean Matgamna). Co

The WRP itself has undergone a profound split with the expulsion of first Healy and then the
IC fnspired faction led by Hylands. The left inside the Labour Party - staffed .by numerous
ex-Trotskylats - 1s still going through the process of "realigament” with whole sections of the
Iéft‘goiﬁg over' to Kinnotk“and'éuppoft for his miﬁchfhunt of Militant,

" Tha Communist Party's decline ias continued with the ‘split betwsen the union-bureaucrat loving
Chatar gang at the Morning Star and the coalition of trendies and cafeerists who now dominate the
CP and purvey their anti-working class wares in Marxism Today ard 7 Days.

These splits and realignmerts testify to the depth of the crisis’ in British society today.
~Britain, after almost three years of a faltering economic recovery stards on the verga of a nsw
recession. Four and a half million, at least, remain without work. Thatcher's promisad "new
industries" have not materialisad. Instead factories continue tb close. Even sactions of the ryling
class - as their own public faction fight over Uestlamd shous - are worried. Thatcher, despite
having inflicted wajor defeats in the ‘working class, has not yet coms near td solving the fundamen-
tal problems of ailing British capitalism.

The defeat of the miners' strike Has rot, as Kinnock hoped. closed the curtalngs on the class
struggles, In 1985 there were major flere-ups - in tHe Post Office, on the railways - as wsll as
outbresks of localised struggles that have turned into very bitter fights - Silent Night, Contracts,
- Forgemasters etc. And naw the printers are being drawn into battle as flurdoch and the courts try
to smash their unions.

Britain's 2 economic decline and the class struggle have tested the centrist and
reformist left and found them wanting. We need not speal¢ here of those who have joined Kinnock's
bandwagon - like the ex-Trotskyist Chartist - but only of those who claim to be revolutionary Trot-
skyists,

MILITANT. ,

Under the leadership of Grant and Taaffe this grouping has maintained the courss it sat for
itself in the mid-1960s. The Militant believe that the Labour Party can ba captured for marxism.
In the 1970s this led them to downplay any serious uwork im the unions. In the 1880s, in order to
assist their tabour Party work and capture the block vate in the unions they sat up their new Broad
Lefts in unions like the CPSA and POEU, Mot only did these Broad Lefts end up splitting, they also
batrayed strikes - in the civil service in. particular.

The latest phase of Militant's struggle to capture the Labour Party is the fight in Liverpool,
In this struggle Militant have whitewashed Kinmock's role in the interest of tunity', and have
refused to build a united front against the witch-hunt with other left forces. In the struggle to
defend the council, Militant used the workforce as a stage army (even threatening them with redun-
dancy) instead of mobilising them in strike action.
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At every turn ﬂiliténf's strategyfinvolues an adaptation to reformism. Their proposed Enabling
Bill to introduce socialism is a parliamentary road position virtually indistinguishable from the
CP. Their call for a ‘soctalist' war against Argentina was a sacial patriotic position. In sum they
are a right-centrist, tamg-marxist sect inside the Labour Party.

SOCIALIST ORGANISER.

frother right-centrist grouping within the Labour Party is Socialist Organiser. The origins
of its leading figure Sean Matgamna lie within the SLL. They share Militant's strategic, conception
of capturing the [Labour Party with all its defects. Sean Natgamna nouw rationalisas his break from
the SLL in the 1960s in terms of a rightist Lritique of Mealy's split with the Labour Party.
Y while the ICU (now WSL one of the sponsor's of Socialist Organiser) were pushed laeftwards in
tha early and mid=1970's under the impact of the struggls against Heath, the dissipation of these
~ struggles and the experience of the 1974-79 Labour Government pushed them back to the right.:
Since 1970/79 S0 has been a prominent advocate of propaganda blocs {eg SCLV) end peace-pacts
with left-iPs in s Menner raminiscent of Healy's Socialist Outlook project.
In the last six years 'S0 has steadily blunted the edge of the revolutionary programme. In the
Foot inspired debate on the ‘soversignty of parliament SO abandoned the: ‘revolutionary attitude of
smashing and replacing all bourgeois government institutions by soviet-type bodies. They now call
~ for” 'warkers parliaments'. They have followsd Militant in abandoning the programme of Permanant
Revolution in Ireland and the Riddle East - adopting instead a variant of the democratic stage in-
volving capltulatlon to Zionism and Protestant loyalism. As a consequence of their view that the
revolutionary party must arrive as a result of transforming the Labour Party they have developed
4 differential hostility to Stalinism.

_ THE UNITED SECRETARIAT,

The British section of this organisation has split into e pro-Mandel wing araund Intsrnational
and a pro-SWP(US) wing around Socialist Action (SA). The Mandelites bleat about the
. 'oroto-stalinism' of SA and yet do not muzmur so much as a criticism - let alone call for a polit-

ical revolution - against the stalinist Castro. They heap praise upon the petit- bourgeois FS5LN in
~ Nicaragua. Like the flandel -of the late 1940s .who quibbled with Pablo's definitions but accepted
~entirely bis premises on Yugoslavia, International quibbles with, but does not break with SA's
adaption to stalinism. And in South Africa where SA uncritically hails the ANC, International sing
the praises of Azape without criticising its black nationalist limitations. Meither wing offer the
-‘independent programne of permonent revolution to the black masses. ,
In Britain similarly these two ogroups are separated only by a hairs breadth. SA argues that
there should be no challenge to Kinnock, that Arthur Scargill is a demi~god and that an 'alliance
.«for socialism' led by Benn (if one is to_judge from the space they give him in their publications
to conduct his.increasingly irrelevant ramblings) rather than a tevolutionary party is neaded.
_ -International 'counterpose’ to this a hard left (reformist) alliance under the auspices af
- Labour Briefing. In vein ane searches for a revolutiomary critique of reformism in International.
Like their mentor, Mandel, they seek blocs with reformism as a way around the difficult task of
building Trotsiyist parties. They are no better than SA. They occupy the same centrist terrain on
' the fringes of the Labourite left. They will contimue to tail whatever Yvanguard' happens to be
“:in fashion,

THE ANTI-PABLOITES.

Apart from the WRP itself there are several organisations claiming to stand in the 'traditions
of the IC and its fight against Pabloism. Many in the WP will be looking at these groups afresh,
Such openness is to be welcomed. For our part we welcome the opportunity to seriously debate out
our differences with them. We believa that in the course of such open discussion we can demonstrate
that ‘'anti-Pabloism' is nn alternative, and never has been, to the [ilitant/USEC groupings that
" emerqed out of Pablo's FI.

The Socialist Group, which produces Socialist Viewpoint, is the descendant of Alan Thornett's
WS, This grouping was bureaucraticallyexpelled from the WRP in 1974, Tt enjoyed an independaent
existance until 1981 then fused with the I-CL. At the time of the fusion it boasted 150 members.
At the time of the split with Matgamma, in 1984, the Thorrett faction numbered 35. They were Joined
by anathar gruup. the Damocratic Centralist Faction, of about 20-30 comrades. In the process of
‘this unprincipled fusion and subsequent split the Matgamnites also declined shorply in numbers,
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Wo detail these figures not because we want to carp in a philistine manner about small groups.
Ye are the object of too much carping on that score to indulge in it ourselves. Mo, wa simply wish
to demonstrate that in over a decade Thornett's palicies have led to a diminution of cadres, indeed
a squandering of cadres. . R : T ‘ . .

In our view the WSL of the 1970s, despite hany healthy political positions, feiled to make
a decisive break with Healyiém, hilst it rejected the sectarian aspects of tha WRP's politics thay
held. fast to the-Healyite-metﬁod of party building. Despite their smaliness they triaed in the style
of the SLL, to be the ‘'altermative lsadership'. This led them to huild a miniature version of a
future masa party- (e ‘mini-mass party'), complete with a Wowen's and Youth paper. lMembers wera
bussed. araund the .country to interventions to 'prove’ the mass nature of the YSL. The level .of
activism called for was out of all -proportion to the WSL's size. ilare important it deflected the
organisation from the programmatic and. theoretital tasks that were necessary for it to make a real
break with Healyism, - Fo . , ; ‘ _

The mini-mass party perspective and the lack of programmatic foundations demoralised members,
led to two splits to the Spartacists, the setting up and then splitting of the TILC, with the loss
of .more members and finally the fusion and split with flatgamna, @

Since the split with Matgamna, Thornett and Socialist Viewpoint have steered a right-wing
course, In the first issue an article on the NHS.was headlined, "Wanted: A Scargill .to lead health
service struggles"! Uhat happened to the 'revolutionary leadership' call of the 1970s? Clearly the
stay with Matgamna had had an effect in pushing Thornett rightwards. This was confirmed last October
at a nationel conference of iliners' Support Groups, At that canference Yorkers Power supported reso-
lutions that called for the building of a ranlk and file movement.

‘In our. view the lack of such a movement during the strike sllowed the bureaucratic betrayals
and defeat to take place. Thormett who was prominent in opposing this resolution explained in
Socialist Viewpoint that the conference "rejected a controversial resolution™ that called for, the
building of "a militant minority movemont" (Mo. B8). He' does not explain why.this resolution was
defeated, It  was because he, in a bloc with otheis, opposed-any strategy that would bring the
Miners' Suppdrt movement into conflict with left sections of the MU bursaucracy.

Thornett's evolution since the split with Healy has been uneven. In our view had the discus-
sions that the WSL begun with us in 1979 been carried through then a principled- fusion might have
been possible. Thornett broke off these discussion in. favour of an unmprincipled fusion with the
rapidly rtightwards moving flatgamna. The result was a catastrophe - the loss of cadres and the
appearance of Socialist Viewpoint - itself indicating a marked .shift to the right by his grouping
since the 1970s.- o : . .

Another group of 'anti-Pabloite' coritenders for the 1RAP's attention .are -the Socialist Labour

Group (SLG), the British section of Lambart's Fourth International (International Centre of Recon-
struction). Formelly established in 1979 this group has its origins in the Dulletin Group. :Its
politics have been. more consistent than Thornett's, puided as they are by Pierre Lambert. They have
been consistently right-centrist. In particular they, like Militant, have a strategic conception
of Labour Party wembership. In their case howaver, this is boosted by profound Stalinophobia and
a preferential attitude to social democracy; that is, the 5.6 consistently .undepdstimate.- the
counter-revolutionary and bourgeois politics of social democratic reformism. The SLG, like Lambertt!s
PCI, believe that social deworcracy's independence from the Kremlin and its commitment to (bourgeois)
democracy lays the basis for this preference. In fact this distinction leads to nothing other than
opportunism, ignoring as it does the dependence of social democracy on imperialism and its own bour-~
geoisie. .
In particular, the central slogan of the SLG, "Labour to Power®™, (uhich echoes Healy's
1950s/60s schema,) posits a social-democratic’ governwent as a necessary and inevitable outcome of
struggles against Thatcher. Such a view is profoundly mistaken and in practice digarms militants
faced with Kinnock doiﬁg all he can to demobilise the class struggle now, so that ha can "take the
power' through an election in the' future.

The SLG compensate for their opportunist slogans with.fantastic perspective. Their view of
reality is only a little less blinkered than Healy's, Despite the setbacks in the class struggle
they argue (Fourth Internationmal Mov-Dec 1885) that fritain is in a pre-revolutionary situation,
Far marxists this term has a precise meaning. Trotsky, writing on France on the eve of tha upheavals
that accompanied the Popular Front in 1936, described the situation (%q 1934) as pre-revolutionary.
He was right, French capitalism was in 8 severe crisis, pronounced bqépartist tendencies devoloped
in the state, fascism began to grow as a mass force, the proletariat pushed its partles towards
unity against the right. For Trotsky this situation meant that arming the proletariat was a task
of the day lest the pre~reuoldtionary situation turn into a counter-revolutionary one. In other
wards he linked his understanding of the situation to his slogans on the principle that:
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“fut the most striking features of our epoch of capitalism in decay are inturmediate and trans-
itional: situations betuweeh the non-revolutionary and the pre-revolutionary, between the pre-
revolutionary and the revolutionory or . . . the counter-revolutionary. It is precisely these
transitional stages which have decisive importance from the point of view of polibical
strategy."” (Gncu Ayain Whitler Franco?)

Yot . the SLG mcke no such distinctions betwazan the stoyes. For thum the defeat of tho winors'
strike alters notiing, since thoe 1905 riots howe apparently kopt the 'pre-x suolutionary situation’
on the.boit. ¥his is to render the tore 'pro-rovolution:ry' weosningless. It is to substitute phrases
and formula: for a concrétc omilysis of the reality of the closs strugole. Abowe 2ll it ignoros
what Trotsky duscribed as the “raciprocel sction of objective and subjective factors'. It oxudes
foith in the objective historical process, In a word it 'is untogenorote Healylsa of tha 1950s and
00s vintage. ) :

In placo of a concrote analysis with appropriate slogans wo got goneralitiss abaut "difficult
and complex” situations requiring “the broadest possible front of workers in strugglet. So, the
SLG offéi”ﬁ'pfuureuolutionﬁry situstion which, to go forward, reguires a Lobour government under
Kinnoclk und o dnitsd front with only uauu11y specificd gocls. I fact the SLG and the whole Lanbert-
ist formotion hes a strategic and not a tucticol vicw of ‘the united front, :

A ombrace with the SLG ond Lowbertisa would also be to turn ones back on a brhak with Hualy—-
isu's rocord of capitulation to petit-bourgeois dewocratic forcos. They heve abandunced the progromae

of Purmonent Raevolubion in favour of the revolutionary democratic programne. For Trotskyists, revo-
lutionary cemocratic cewands and aspirations con b {South Africa today) oxtramcly Importznt levers
in the proletarian rovolution. Jut they prosupanss the indepondence amd leondorship of the working
class under roevolutionary communist leadorship if thoy oro to be successful. The Lambartists, on

the contrary, cow-tow to the sxisting looderships of tho onti-impericlist strugyle. Sewsline's past

uncritical attitude to Sinn Fein and frafat ere painful roninders of the underlying ‘peliticul unity
between Lanbert and Hoclyisw -~ despita the 1871 split.

If-the WAP mombers really want to break with Healyism, ond we think they do, then thoy will

alsu have to rebuff - through open discussion not burseucrstic obstructiun - the advancos of the
SLG. - , :

The final “anti-Pobloite™ suitors that the WRD have oncounterad ob iheir mectings are tha
Spartacists. Ue will wosti: few words here on this dujenerats and seetarian groupring. Our boolk. on
the Fourth Internationa) deals with their whole history. Suffice to say that this organisation broke
with any sonblancz of Trotslkyism whan in 1381 it called for the crushing of Solidurnnsc by Soviet
tontts. It is a stalinuphile szct. Little wonder that its oun guru, Jouos Robartsan of the SL(US),

set up a 'Yuri Andropov Drirade' in his youth section. Jolionce on the stalinist burzaucrocy and.

despair in the working class are Spartacist halluarks.,

WHERE NOW FOR THE LRP?

The 9P has matde & bresk with Healy. The political procoss undurway in the WRP incicates that
a political hrook with licalyism - catostrophism, destructive and secterion nwthods of party build-
iny, false” Uialectics, and the copitulation to loft-reformism amd potit-bourgeois nationalism -
is currently’ aklng Plnce.

If this process is Lo bu completed then chu DN jlaCUSaLJﬂp groaisud by the leadership, aust
leavs no stone unturned. Every crime for which Heely's regibas was responsible wmust b accounted
for, ahd wheraver poasibl: rectified. Necessarily P leadurs who were in one way our anotier cither
guilty of or complicit in such criwes (violence in tha labour wovelent, unprincipled euvllaboration
with bourduos nativnolists etc.) wmust publicly account fur and repudiate their Furhef'nctibns.
Juch & process is necessary not in order to exack retribution, but in orcder to cluoar the w3y ko

a frash staort under a trusted leadership.

Sut in making this tocol break with Hoalyism tho "W facos scrious dangers. I it has nothing
to replace {balyisn with then the danger of replacing sccburizoisi vith oppgortuniss is o real one,
Thurnett's history dowonstratos this all too eclsardly. In our view it would ba as auch o mistake
for the WP to try ot continue the "anti-Pabloit.” tradition as it would for thew to join nﬁnda
with Poblo's descendants in tha USEC.

The ygruups that s have briofly surveyed in both chesa traditions remain booged down inv the
quirdinire of cantrism,. Since thc‘prugrmwaatic callapse of the FI ab the 1951 Congross, none of those
traditions ropresent the continuity of Trotskyism.dTheir pelitics arc a sharp ramindor that that
continuity was shattoroed, :

The swjor groups in Jritain oubsice nf thes2 traditions - the S'UP and tha NP - will Le no
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callies of the post-Healy WRP. Yoth groups explicitly IOJLCt the .undancntuls of Trotsltyisw eubodied

_in tho Transitional Progroamaec. Joth disavow the nuad for - simultanaously buildan an internationzl

d"tbndbncy. izikher regard the USSR as any form of uorkurs state. For the S0P it is atate-capltaliat,
for the MCP it is definud siiply by ono of itbffﬂatUlB“ bursaucratic wastefulness! In the class

' strugyle thu JUP s ecunamism ldsds it to twist and turn necomling to thoe poce and dirsction of the

. class strugnla. Thus rocent defeats have witness vd it mosndiy that the 'downturn' wanns that reuo—
lutionaries cdn do Little or nothing to affeet the class strognle.

The: RCP, on the othor hand, have scant rogard for the octusl class gtruugle and the resl labour
HOHCMLht. Thruuuh a nuibor of fFront organisations - dorlwrs NMgainst Ruclsm, the Irish Froedon ilove-
aent Ltc.:- thuy have created -thoir own "parfoct! lnbour movement. It .y only lncludc a couple
“df hundred’ peopla at’ the most, but it is not marred by the reformist politics that dominate the

' actual. millidns strong labour wovement. The RCP are classic sectarians whose fantasy wurld is sust-
ained for then by the numarous uidBOamakers they have recruited from one of their- prims areas of
intervention - media studies courses in the colleges!

Wle belisve that the WRP mﬁst decide in which direction it is going, during the open discussion
period. If it does not then it risks the fate of reproducing the politics of one variety of centrism
or anather.

Indeed, a pre~requisite for a Fruitful discussion is to first of all reject the slmple division
of tha’ political world into 'counter-revolutionaries', 'CIA agents' and the ravoluticnaty party
“{URP) . The political spectrum is occupied mastly be varieties of centrism, some leftward, some
rightward mouing. The WIRP must examine all groups in a spirit devoid of sectarian malice and without
ignoring the political defects of groups (SLG, SV) simply because they were once the victims of
Healyism. Certainly, in this case tuo wronys do not make a right.

REVOLUTYONARY REGROUPHENT,

The open discussion must, therefore, set itself a clear objective. We bolieve that that oh jec-
tive should be revolutionary regroupwent on a principled basis through a fusion with Workers Power.
We submit thaf our politics have avoided the twin dangers of opportunism and sectarisnism. In the
. st recent acid-test, the miners' strike, we fought for the gensral strike to halp the miners to

-~ victory. But we did not invoke spectras of Bonapartism in order to lend this slogan credence. Ue
rooted it in the unfolding dynamic of the strike and raised it in a focused way’ at key moments -
during the docks strilke, when the NU4's assets were seized, during the ‘TUC Congress.

Foreover, while we gave critical support to Scargill whenever he acted in the interestd of
the winers and of tha working class, we never fell into the uncritical stance of preachlng reliance
on Scargill that was so fashionable on the left, including, it must be said, in your oun ranks.
Throughout the strike and since we have called for the building of a militant mirority wmovement
in the MU, Most importantly these political positions were not mere literary exercises.. Despite
our linited .size, our organisation threw itself into every aspect of the strike. Our work enabled
us to launch and sustain a. special bulletin for miners, The Red Miner.

We do not ask. the WRP to judye us pursly on the miners strike. We are prepared to suhmit docu-
ments and to engage in joint work and discussions to prove that our record in the miners' strike
was no accldent. On the key questions of reformism, the unions, the FI, key revolutionary crises
around the world, Stalinism and many other questions, we have maintained consistantly revolutionary
positions in contradistinction to the waverings of the centrists. We belisve that an homest discus-
sion on the positions we have developed - in. Full view of and even with the partibipatlon of any
of the centrist groups we have listed - can prove this to the WRP and help it make its final break
with Healyism without falling prey to opportunism,

A fusion of our forces at the end of such a process would enable an organisatior/ﬁumbering
hundreds, with a firn orientation to the: ‘working class, to railse the banner of authentic Trotskyism
in Britain and mount a serious challenge to the domination of the far-left by centrism in its sect-
arfan and opportunist forms. Both our organisations have a responsibility to seize such an oppor-
tunity.

The defeat Df the miners' strike has not marked the end of the class struggle. Out it makes
the conduct of that strugnle more difficult. Defzat has strencthenaed the strangulatlng grip of
Kinnock and the union bureaucracy on workers organizations. Struggles tend to be longer. Defeats
are smure comson. The hureaucracy, for their own purposas, are leading the retreat. The defeat of
the miners’ strike has left the left-reformist bureaucracy, personified by Scargill, winded and
unable to stap the ratreat., Yet, at the same time, the Tories are divided and uvnable to capitalise
on their victories. Dut they will be able to do so if the retreat of erganised labour continues.

Stopping that retreat means challenging the reformist leadership and building a new leader-
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ship, & reuolutiona;y luadership, acrauntable to the rafk and file. sofving the crisis of leader-
ship cannot be dons overnight. Protending that an organisation ‘of huridreds is already the alter—
native leadprship merely resolvos the crisis of mankind in thé heoads of ‘&he onganisations mambors,
not in reality. ble contend that a revolutionary . regroupment of aur Forcea would be a small but sig-
nificant step in the direction of building a roal ravolutionery party 1n Dritain. It could rally
many’ new recruits, stonding, as it Jould, ss an alternative pole of attraction to the contrist
Jroups. i : '

It could produce a weokly paper that is neither JUSt prupagandlst or agltational but combines
both functions. It weuldnot merely report struggles, but offer a strategy for winning them. It
would be open to dcbate and polemic without for a sinute deflecting frow its primery pre-occupation
with the class struggle. Such a ‘paper, used effectively by an organisation of revolutionary cadres
orientated to the class struggle, is desperately rwaded in Britain today. Revolutionary regroupment
could lay the basis for suchi'a paper.

POLETICAL T77LTIES £

It is our visy that only & thorough discussion between our orgenisations can ascertain whether
or not principled fusion is possible. lie wish to point out to you the politital guidelines that
underly our proposal for regroupment. In 1975 we were expelled froth the International Soclalists
Following the 1974 miners' strike and Labeur's electoral victories there was a ferment on the left
not dissimilar.io that which exists today. The class struggle was the catalyst for turmoil within
centrism. Tha fact that betwsen revoluticnism and reformism centrism exists and that it is not coun-
ter-revoluticnary, but transitory, was clearly demonstrated. Furthermore our own split from centr-
ism shows that revolutionary communists can be won from the ranks of centrist organisations. It
is imperative to know how to relate to centrisn if winning more subjective revolutionaries form
its ranks is to be achieved.

A concrete analysis of which dircctlon centrism is moving in - leftwards or rightwards - is
assential. Oy ascertaining the direction of an organisation eppropriate tactics can be developed.
In our view thesz tactics revolve around encouraging, through debate and polemic, a process of spl-
its and fusions. Splits must be wade from centrism towards revolutionary communism. Fusion betwean
conrades cerrying throunh sush splits and o™wine revolutionary groups must be attempted. Howsver,
this whole process must be conducted in an honest political fashion and not via factional manosuv-
res. Unprincinled manoewvres will, in our experiencey weaken the chances for revolutionary regroup-
ient. In 1975 we attemptod to apply the tactic of splits and fusions in an honest fashion. ble split
from thz IS and fused with Yorlkers' Fipht to form the I-CL. That fusion falled as a result of Matya-
mna's dishonest and unprircipled methods.

In 1979/80 we attempted to conduct an honest discussion with Thornett. We were repaid by being
shunned while the ill-futed dsal with Fetgamnea was hatched. The lesson we draw from both experien-
ces is not that splits and fusions are impoasible but that both wust be carried through on an
honest, principled and exclusively political basis. Thus we reject absolutely raids, the sending
into other organisations of spizs, ‘moles’ etc + provocative manceuvres that characterise the IST
and are counterproductive of political clerification and regroupment. Sects and cults can be built
in this way not communist organisations. ble pledge and promise a politically loyal discussion and
wherever possible practical united action with the (RP. Ue believe that the WRP must effact a com-
plete political eplit with Healyisw and toguther with Workers Power work out a principled basis
for fusion. We submit to you the key planks of a programpme for regroupmant in a sumarised form.
These planks will, of ccursz, have to be developed in discussion: . 7

1. Defence of the indopandence of the working class in all spheres of the class struggla. UWe
oppose all alliapcos the' suhordinate the working class in any way. We fight all forms of class
collaboration. e reject all refonmist strategies for the achievewent of socialisn,

2.  Recognition that tho Lobour Party is a bourgeois workers party which is; in essence, a counter-
-revolutionary instruaent of the bourgzoisie within the workers' movement. A recognition that
the bureaucratic czste who dominate the unions are, likewise a counter-revolutionary caste.
We refuse to preach relicsnce on any section of the Labour leadership or the union bureaucracy
by the working class since we recognise that the left within the LP and unions, while they
reflect the pressure of the advancing masses, are also, in Trotsky's phrase, o brake' upon
tha masszs.

3. fecognition that Stolinisn is a counter-revelutionary, rteforinist trend within the workers'
movement, Stalinism is not simgply an expression of the Soviet bureaucracy. Parties con break
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with the soviet buraaucracy snd rewain stalinist as the experience of Yugoslavia and China
dewonstrates. This indicates that Stalinism has, as Trotsky predicted, broken up aleng social
patriotic lines a3 a result of the reactionary theory of 'socialism in one country'.

Flowing from the fact that social-democratic and stalinist reformism dominate most of the
world's labour wovements, the ravolutionary usc of the united front tactic is a necaessary
element of the fight to win comaunist leadership and to bresk the influence of reformism
through struggle. The united front is not the uncritical bloc that the principel centrist ten-
dencies pretend it is. It is unity in action in the intsrests of the working class and full
freedom of criticism within the united front.

In Britain todey against the majority of the centrists we deny that total entry into the Labour
Party is the necessary ond permanent form of the udited front. Likewise we condemn the absten-
tionism of the SUP and the RCP with regard to the LR, lle arque for fraction work in the LP
on the model of the early CPGI. The aim of this work is to build a rsvolutionary tendemcy on
a full revolutiomary programme which canm wage a fight with the Labour leaders with the
objective of winning Labour's base to communisim. At the same time the reuolutionary fraction
will be obliged to undertake a series of united fronts avelnst the right, without ever liquid-
ating itself into centrist or 1eft reformist groupings.

tle regerd strugyle in the unions and workplaces as the key focus for reuolutionérieé; They,
far wore than Labour Party wards, are at the sharp end of the class struggle. In the' unions

‘we seek to build communist fractions around industry-appropriate bulletins. At the same time

we recognise. that militants who are not yet communists are prepared to fight both the bureau-
crats and the capitalists. To unite in struggle with these militants we seek to build
anti~-capitalist, anti-bureaucratic rank and file movements. Whils we fight for communist
politicel leadarship in such movements we do not seck to make them.the organlsatlpnal property
of tha party. Our aim in the unions is to transform tha wrlons into reuolutlonary tnstruments
of struggle.

We wive full support to the struggles of all oppressed groups in capltalist socisty. We fight

. for the full liberation of women, but we reject the feminist notion that women can be sexunlly

liberated under capitalism or separately from the stfuggle againﬁt dapitaliam. We fight to
build a working class women's iovement and seek to win communist leadership of 1t. Ye apply
variants of this tactic to other sections of the oppressed - blacks, youth, gays and leshians
- in order to give their strugyle ayainst oppression a working class content that links it
intagrally with the struggle against capitalist exploitation. The fact that such struggles
have been or are led by white-collar or petit-bourgeois elenents should in no way lead comnun-
ists to neglect these struggles or adapt to baclkward olements in the con5c1uusnesa of workers
within capitalist society {workerism).

Ue recognise that iwperialism has divided the world into oporessed and oppressor nations. lle
unconditionally support the struggle of oppressed nations against imperialism (Argentina aga-
inst Oritain, dicaragua against the US etc.). e yive unconditionel support for all genuine
national liberation movements (IHA, PLO stc.) wven where they are not lad by the proletariat.
In the imperialist countries we apply the principle’ of unconditiormal but critical support to
such movements. la apuly the toctic of the anti-imperialist united front with such forces in
the colonies and seini-colonies themselves. That is we unite with them im struggle =against
imperialism but at the same time we defend the independence of the working class. Wa are for
the building of revolutionary parties in the colonies and semi-colonies based on the programme
of permanent revolution. That is we recognise that democratic tasks cangonly be finally
resolved via the proletarian revolution.

While we defend bourgenis and petit-bourgeois nationalist regiwes in the imperialisod
countries against imperialism (regardless of their political nature) we do not extend them
our political support. To do so would be to abandon the independence of the working class and
its struggle for power in these countries.

e regard the USSR as a doyenerated workers® stste, requiring o political revolution led by
a Trotskyist party to facilitate the transition to socialism. lle regard all of the tha Stalin-
ist states in Castwrn Curope, Asia and Cuba as worlers' states which wers degenerate from bir-
th and, like the USSR, cannot progress to socialism without political revolutions lad by new
revolutionary parties. In East Germany in 1953, Hungsry in 1956 and Czechoslawalkia in 1968
wa stood four square with the worlwers against tho Soviet tonks. In Poland in 198U/81 we stood
with Solidarnosc against the bureaucracy and agsinst Jaruzelski. We unconditionally defend
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all the workers' states against attacks from imperialism,

e, together with groups in the flovenent for a Rovolutionary Comeunist International {FIRCI)

with uwhom we have fraternal relations - Acbeiter Standpunie  (Austria), Irish Workers Group,
Pouvior Ouvrier (Franca), Gruppe Arbeitermacht (West Germany) and comrades in exile from Chile
believe that the Fourth International no lonyer exists as a revolutionary international. Its
major fragments, the USEC, the Lawbortists, the International Workers League of (oreno, the
International Comaittoe ete, are centrist caricatures of Trotsiy's revolutionary internatio-
nal. They are the products of the Fi's death ajony which led to its total collapse inte cent-
Tism at tha 1951 lorlg Congress which abanduoned the orograwme of politiesl revolution with
regard to Yugoslavia. At that point the continuity of Trotskyism was gshattered. It aust be
ra-established through the re-founding of o Leninist-Trotskyist Internatianai. To this end
the MRCI, through collective discussion is seeking to accumulate common programmatic positions
which alone can lay the basis for international democratic centralism and a re-founded Inter-
nationel. ‘
The party {n Britain and internationally that we sealk to build will be basad on the principles
of seientific socialism laid down by Parx, Engels, the struygles waged by the Bolshevik Party
for e revolutionary course in the Second International, the first four congresses of the revo-
lutionary Comintern and the Transitional Progromme of the FI. But we recognise that the pro-
grammatic collapse of the FI abliges us to re-slaborate the progromme, to encompass new deve-
lopments (the expension of Stalinism etc) and to rescue its demands from the distortions they
have suffered at the hands aof the centrists. Howsver, we stand for the ro-elaboration of the
Tranditional Proyramse on the firm hasis of the revolutionary mathod enahrined in that program-
we itself. SR

These eleven pointa are a sumiary of our prograwne. b are willing to supply you with docu-
ments that substantiate and develop each of these points. They are the points around which
agreament naads to be established if a principled fusion is to take placa.

HOW SHOULD WE PROCEED?

Ta facilitate a process of regroupment we propose the followimg:

' That we be allowsd to have observer status at the uynP's forthcoming confarenca.

The establishing of fegulat formal discussions between our leading committees.

: Tha Bétablishing of links between our branches/union fractions etc, for both political and

educational discussions and the carrying out of united work in the labour movemant.

fn exchange of key documents, to be decided upon by o meeting of the leading committees and
the establishiment of a joint discussion bulletin open to contributions from any membar of eith-
er of our tendencies.

The holding in the spring of a joint membership meeting on the histary of the SLi, Stalinism
and the FI, open to participation from other invited groups. B

The production by both organisations of balance shoets of the discussions held, in the late
spring to ascertain whether or not fusion procesdings can CoLBnce. |
Congresses of the respective organisations to vote on whether or not fusion is possible fol-

lowlng this discussion process. P
>

e submit this letter and these proposals te the WRA for your consideration.

Yours fraternally,

WOMKERS POUER Political pommittee.
February 1Gth, 1946.







