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I

There is .1 cert.aj_n ammlnt uf dlsuriantacion bdthjn Tendency IL. T1115 is grtgx the
result of the fact that xnme comrades feel that the IMG is rutten ami "want out".But only partly. Many oomraias are very unclear as tn what the basic tasks of thetanderlcy are sand in spite of the fact that that Lhk.-y feel .3 split wmzld bé wrong and
unjustified they remain unclear as Cq Cur basic tasks because they are not Cleahhs-}_t 229.6; km _ 21£ £e2TE5i“Er and 151*.
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laeoauss of leck or clarity on these things, camradea hay uellask thenselvesx what
on sorth may happen next? ax. ths mu leadership has not oshigulatea decisively
to tho trnruaucrecy as yet, tut who lmova what it may cane up with nert”
we can tackle these questions n! where the ml; and its leadership is going onlyby exslninimc hm: ths organisatimi has developed, by axanl:r'.v:ti.ng anti assessing themain phases of the Graup'Z1 history. But uursrtunately, just as the versions of
history knoddng ;lrz)\md'1'.u the uajurity are almost entirely polahicsl orapologstio, historical discussim in the tendency is also ortcn blighted by
uaakneases: namely.-rcrnalesh-andvaspgi-icish:

lhc formalist vcrsion of the rm-s histary prevalent in the tendency has_ thebeauty or sihpllalty and it runs something like this: the Il'IG's history up toI972 may have heen good, bad or ihoirrerent, but the main thihg is that it isnot important; what is inportnnt is what happened after 1972 when the organisation
vsa gripped by Jmesism, a deviation {ram orthudox -rrotalqvian; since 1572 Jonesiah
has been leading, rlr rather misleading, the sraanisation, and since that year alsothere has been a minority struggling more D!’ less contiuunusl ‘( and if it wasn'tcoutinuhus it sh<:u.1d have been, instead or disbanding in 1973 against this deviation;or course, so the argument runs, the toms of Jonasism have vsrica, hut the 555enCe
has remained thc same, and by and large the same relation of norm and essence holes
true for thé opposition. And, or ccuraa, tho cmnrades whr; ham to this rorhalistversion of IPD history very understandably conclude with the iollowiruz question:-- a when may it su:‘fice‘?" How lam: must this struggle go on? why aunvt us make a
mask, and -pot our iosaa ihto pm':act1cu"?

As I sand, the beauty or this versiun is its sinnplicicy. But it also has another
attraction. namely that ’

one sense at least the rthe :saEe_since 197g. Jones has been oontihuously
leaders or t n minority tsndcncies have also remahxed rcwulrkably similar
from a physician point of view. Thus, the romaliat View or histozy has .i powcrlhl
attraetim rcr com-sass vdw feel the me. shnnld be abandoned.

As far es the eupiricist school is ccmcerned it conslsts of cobb1in(;'tcgevhez' ractsin a largely umziererentisted way without any regard ror hcthoa. Little attempt ismade ta periodiso the development if the organisation amino certaih crucial
he-mahts in its development. Th\5 enpiricism call casilv become the Dmmcsxvpart of
‘roi-haliam: suitahle rants are fitted nto the tormelistio structure.
An}:

ms of the host atrilcihg restores‘ or such formalist histories of the m: 13tha scant regard they pay tn one of the crucial pulitioul aevcnhihshts or the
develupxnent of the group and its leadership: namely, the: Eb\.Lfth Intenutimhal and the
Interrletivnal leadership.
what I will attempt ts do here is not a comprehensive bstory of the ma hut anassessment or certain crucial tumihg points in that hiatnry, pzarticularly in the
history of leading cadres and of the tendency struggles. And ffom this I hope it willbe clear hm: ahpty the furmnlist vrstslon of history described ahcvu is. I hupe that
it will also be possible to draw some lessons from this history. in the {om or
asssssnushts or some ksy features of the organisation and its leadership today.



I The Erxundgg
The isl minleuso:;,mlLnrgehisntiun,uas called the Internstiunsl Group. The
nsme was not sccidsnts . it sis s henner against the netionsl psrticulsrism in
ideology and strategy represented hy the

otherlt_slso represented _ serious eonnittmer.t'to the bu:'l1L\inK or t e Fourth lntcrnnthdm
wt csn ssy uithizut slgv enlggemticrl trnt without thst link with the inter-histionsl

there lrunidlzn no Inc; today. .
V

The second crucial rsct shout the initisi. nucleus of the 1116 is that it was linked

to the trax:11ti<).ns at‘ the "1>sb1qite" I.ntx.rnstimnl Secretariat. And "Pabloism" menns

somcthing my iitportsnt from sn ioeolosricnl point ti view: it means s fis-ht
against dognatisn and scztsrisnisn nitmn the Trotslqrist novencnt. More specifically

it means e rejection of the idss thet rcvclutinnary Marldsm is s rum set of true
ronnulss which nust simply be defended against slloomsrs, inchldirx: fnr some

dcenstists against revolutions. rcnriisn develops in the closest cuxlnectian with ths
muvemfent of the lnaasus, learns ‘l‘rm.n these movcmcnts and is nodiritd by the experience

or these movements that is what happened with tho exnen nos or the anti-Vtlreaucratxc
stnuzqlrs in the East an-opesn countries in the 19505, udth the experience Hi‘ the
Algerian revolution And the Cuban rsvolutiorvsnd so on. whet prctsots rm-olution.-i-y

, texts and the clsssio ronnulac

the uorld. ,
And this attitude towards our theory and programme slso governs our sttitude tonnrds

ourselves: we srs not —— this little gran]: on the tar left in hritein s
we sro not

the sole bearers or ‘the method‘: we are not the true possessors or the key to
=n1v;ug the strategic, pI‘r>:;1‘alnl'nat1c and ideolueicsl prohltns of tho whrkers movement:

those who believe themselves to have this mnnopuly msy gain the hcnerit of zeal and

and group pride, hut they loss all sense of proportion is s slide towards rctishism
and seaxrisnism.

The rcmstion or the me was s real and vitsl areal: 1‘rnrn the trnditions of usslyisn
and the Grant group. It created e tr::di1::'Lr>n which must be defended.

2. iht work end the F1 ht s ' st R)‘. t llevisticns.
vnny people on the (er left in Britain identify sectsrienism with raction tight: end

splits. T1115 is wrong. Sectar‘lani5'm can he nssociated with splits only whcn those

splits have nathimz to do nith ths rgl interests of the world rt class and our

therefore usprinciplsd, only when people split over short-ten: consideration: or
to defend some re-tish. . ,
Fram our point ms View, iron the point of vice or those who oppose dosmstism snd

ssctsrisnism tendency fights snd faction rights are a nornsl snd indisgsihle
port of the dsvslopsent uf s rsvolutionery hemist crest. st on and or the eduostion

or cadres. ind splits slso csn on accession bx: necsssnry in order to defend vital
working clnss interssts. This was the nose in tho entry period.

The first crucial stniggls in the formation of the ms was the fight sgainst tho

hilitsnt lssdsrship-s cspitulstionist politics vis s vis the Labour mresucrncy.

it the time, in the min sees, the burealcracy was trying to root out the ‘tlealy

group which had gained control or ‘thc: Y.S. some conr-odes in the militsnt group

sssisted this pvracess by expelling an SLL Lvlavlbzr from the Isbour Party. The question

or principle xns else the ocmrsde had openly brtlken with with s basic need to
defend wnrking class nilitsnts ayilzllst hurssucrstic repression. snd the Militant

lesdership then proceeded to i tiry that sction, The oomrsdes in the mo hmke

correctly ri-on thc Vilitant on thst issuo. -rho historical hnlsncs—shect of that

split shows it to hsve been shsnlutely corrcct~ the incident was not sn episodic

nhsrrsticn Du ths pm of the , 'Jica‘nt group, out rsthsr expressed s deep going

trsnsrorsnstion in the ptugrammatlc character of the Militant.

ms second struggle involving the cadres or the ms was thc right with costes.
D\lm'.n§r, the entry work the Coatcs current within the oi-sanisotion developed in sn
incressinely pronounced l’igh('.—3ypcrt\lxust direction, rertsins to build s. lrttskyist
urganisatlml when such work confL'urted shayly with relations with tho I/aft B\Ll‘e'.iu—



ey Differences rhzvelnper‘. in relation to the minim: vi the Vietnam solidarity
smpaign and culminated in cz>ates- i-atusal as editor or the paper (The week) to
denounce the role of tbe TGW bureaucracy in selling but the deli; strike or 1957.
Far this upen break with working class interests castes was expelled frnm tbs ml:
and ones again the historical balance—sheet at‘ that split share that the issue was
not at all s eonjunctaral me, but a fizndanieutally different class orientstisn as far
as castes was concerned. The split was vital in order tn build the IMGX as a revolution-
ary Marxist oraaaisatim.
But the queatian must be askfilz how was it pnssible fur such a right—<7ppox't1mist

trend in grow up in this yeriod in the G” And the answer to that question lies in
a baJ.an::e»sheet of the entry work, not unly of the XMG but of the Lntennational as
a whole. For there was an Organic connection sttvseb the dovelcmeat of the-(mates
trend and curtain ambiguities of strategy and nuswissessmcnts Of -the canjuncture
on the ‘part (If the Internatirmtal leadership. This whole problem is uxplazinéd very
well in ode Peterson’: bistnry 3f the EMU written in I972. I brill not deal with the
mis—asses-me'n|: of the canjmcture which ode Paterson covets at leutth and which XE

of purely nistoricel aiglificancs. I will simply quote ode Peterson on the strategic
Concept of the replau ent leadershiP- Eu writes as follows:

" This idea was developed irom tn»: experience of the labour movement

in llxrnpe after sections Cf the -tnrldng class hecarna disillusioned with
their traditional parties. There was nm: a: autuwxtic mave to the left
and ;;reatt-;- support fnr revclu ionary temiencies. on me contrary, apathy
and a shift to the right were mare colllmou and in the genemlly more
unfavmarable conditions. the revalutionazw Drginisations became weaker
not stronger. The idea was that in :5 situatinn where the revalutilmary
ormrsstiar. was nut, in the eyes Bf milliuna of workers. a viable
alternative to the discredited social demeeracy or stalinism, the
replacemen‘. leadership would form a bridge which would lessen apathy
in the worldng class by avoiding a cmnpletely deuorelisillz disillusiom
meat. The formation would also create A milieu in which the 1-evnlution—

srles could participate. The mass left Vina HE mpected would, therefore,
if it were to fulfill this f‘u:u:tir)n, hevs to be led by people who were
credible alternsltives to the enstmg leadership in-the eyes of millions
of Hnrkers. For these reasons an integral part of our entry wurk was tn
deuand of such figures as lrank Cousins that they Se. nusly challenge
Wilson and so. far the Leadership of the labour Party." (Peterson 1972).

Now, in the absence of :1 "mass left 'di.ng" this stmtegic nriantlmiun pushed the 1110

intc rthfl milieu of the left hmeaucmcy, and abcve all pushed Castes himsell‘ into
that milieueincei he was the main pulitical leader 0f the urmjisatian. Qpgrahjgg
in sunhua milieu is not in itself disastrous at all, but it creates pmrerful
pxvssures to adapt to the blmeaucracy. The IMG did not succumb to these pressures -on the contmrjy, the Xnlildlng the VSC Has a triumphantly successful campaign not
only in sclidarity with the Vietnamese Revolution but alas against the labour leader—
Shii. Ext Coates was pulled away frsm revolutionary politics. Furthermore, the break

ma entry um-k, as ve shall see, did nut b, ms with it a tbnrouabgoins political
and stri~lte;,’i.c re~thin.kiu5: and re—e.n1|1ng un the part of the Iutermltional leadership
and this was to bring grnblems which in same respects have bean with us ever since
and in same respects are coming tn the fare only saw.

But having said this, the overall balance-sheet of our imtly wnrk was a very positive
one it bmught a aatinnal cadre amzanisatiob irto existuce, resulting in a small
{area of comrades with wide sxpsriesce in the mass oi-gazziaationn at the class:
secondly, it brought a vital mogrammatio clarification against right—opport\m.1st
currents: and tbirady, it laid the politiaal basis for tbs turn man entrism via the
van in 1958. v

. b .4 .\-~

VSC New Forces, the 9 §yl «

The usmpalgrnmg mstho or our sntr; work, the I-Ts international drive for solidarity
vitb the Vietnamese revoluticm from the 3th World Congress. and the break with
castes enabled the ms to be smsngst the most sucnesshxl or the mropean sections
in relating tn the new periad that apaned up in 1967469. while some sections like the
Italians were decimated by tbair railure tn make the cum adaquatedv, and nthsrs
like the cemsnn stagiated relatively spaalcmz as :1 result of their hasitarcy, the lm



' —é.—j
wee able to nova with grsat rapidity into the centre or the youth upsrlgevflmqufll 1

the founding and leadership or the victnan: solidarity Campaign rrhich came to '

dominate lert ‘rug holttiea in Brltain in 1967-68. nnd another point ehould be,
atressed: it ia very doubtful thet any grnup other than one sehooled in "Psbloian"
euuld have provided the flexible and non—aeetari.sn leadership necessary to build
such a large united noyanent with such disparate rornea it was not eurariaina that
both the Keely Group xmd the militant utterly railed to ant to the vietnan.
Snlitflaricy muv:-znwnt.

_

Through the vsc the IMG doubled and trzbled lts nanhcrship in loan than two years.
Tron that ti-nc unwutds the IMG has teen seen as one orthe main rsvolutianary
eurrents en the British lert,
however, alone with aueh aneeeaaml growth which yrcvidad the whole aoeialist
mavvmmt in Britain with an experience and 5 lessm: of ‘]i".E1:I)§$iOnBl solidarity
which retains ita innuenea arm value to this day, two other facts must be stressed:
first, the very rapid recruitment pro _ ed the IMG with a luge mraher or new _,
rorceo drawn very largely from tho student fmld, vnthout in: rtant experience of
dry ldnd in the seas nrgaxisations nf thu workjng olaes and with vary 1 ttla
ideological and prnkxtumatic training. This was to Create seriuua probl subsequ-
ently. And secondly, the turn flout entry work was carried through lz!‘gE)1’.V without
atr-‘rug leadership and guidance for the £\L‘:ope4m sections fiwa the Intarnavnonal
leaderahip. More specifically, LC was only at the 9th Congress in the early
summer of 1959 that general taeties for the turn were laid out: also. the turn
was no~ ainyly a problem uf garty huildmg tnotioa hut a problem or strategy,
relatluns to the mass organisations, and the form .71‘ our flglt for the slogans of
the traxlsitiunal programme in shalt ‘ths turn threw up the nand for 3 I:r1mP1ete
reworking at our entire progxnmmat and strategaz: thrust, not to throw everything
out the window — far frrm it — but V0 work nut what should be dlscarded, what
should be kept and what should be modified etc. And the sectluus in Ehrupe did not
collectively diacuae end nannar out the oontiea of this turn 1:: a thopouehagoing
way. And thie ilure was all the more eerious when 1 linked to ‘the fact
previously nentioaa . the r ld influx at‘ new furces true the student field.
Turdards the end of 1953 a new tendency atruzgle develuped withah the mo, invnlvimt
especially the torrndea wan to the urgrxniaatian in london during the entry perind.
:t is inevitable that each ehery turne ahonld btxng resist’-_ ce and nmu debate
wmazn any healthy reyolu . nary rrggmlsatinn. The eonradea hi‘ the minority were
reluctant to abandon the entrist orientation, zelt the vsc actavity was over-
emphasized and were auspicious at the ar,:enisation>s turn to the atment movement
(at the start of [961 the me had possessed vzrtually no studonta, loss than half a
dozun}. Theae di Iareneea were or an essentially taetical nature and should hot
have led to a 3]’) , but the absence nf e elear, deel>(:,'oiI1§ Political elaboration
of the turn internatdonally and in Erwin bred anapdeiona ulvmngst the minority
abnut a ‘pezty bourgeois’ czgitulation on the hart or the International and ran
than to break ilscipline within the we and split early in 19:3, going in différnnt
direetinna tut mainly linldng up wrth some djssldencs from the militant r;oup
to set up the chartiat grvup.
The ‘Ch world c_
Without adcptlne
cadres, we must mt forget the iapertan
ary urganlsaticn. And at the tad of the lgsos the me had a reel aadre problem
some 51:‘ the mast Gamble theoretieal and phlitieal leaders or the organisation had
lert with coatea. The I6 eunradee D! the 1969 uzluonty ineludedaone or the moat
experienced naaoera or the me. In 1969, the main leader of tha orgunisatibn apart
from ode Peterson. cde camlay, had to return to Canada. so that hy the‘n‘iddle of
1359 pr-ainbly no more than ntout 25 or 3- eo-raoea :_u the ‘yhnle organisatian had
been in the mo sinu; I955. and thoae eonradee were scattered throu,?zhout the
cmmtry. so in London, where the day to day leadership or the group waa eonoentrsted
new cooradea with Very little grasp of tin: ldeulozlcul and yrucrzululratlc principles
or Trotakyisn played a dlsprupurtivnately large role. and true disyruportiun was
made even greater by the nature or the holitieal turn whieh the [MG had rade townraa
the atudent and youth radica eation: ma change in political ax:‘L§Vs.lsil involved}
ehange in the centre or amvity or the cadres cf the nrgazusntlon: it was precisely



these newer oumrsdes who were pieced into the centre or the nrgan sstien-s ustionsl
work. These roots were to cmate serious urohleus fur the organisation in the
subsequmt penod.

In 1969 there wss s mpid dcwh—tun in the vietnau solidarity movuntnt and the main
hstionhl instnsmenr oi the ms for penetrating the youth miieu heosne the use or
the meek Dwarf, the turn or thnt papa‘ towmls wrotslryish end to owentusl sphtcimg
or the editorial board end mehcion or the Red hole. This tsctie res esri-ied through
in s number or ohhsos during X95940 und the operatinxi w s undoubtedly sncoessful in
greatly exfiarpizg the _re—iphsi-_, at tho ldc rind ihertesrnr, its eudience dt the same
time, is line with shit we unde ind to be the ma? European tactic lsid down st the
9th world Congress, the me began to discuss the creation or s youth nrgan sstion
out of the current we had \)L€n devclupxnl; within the RSSR But in indium to these
questions there rensihed the dowolorshent or our political orientstion and slossns
tomazds the iaorlcahs clues -r_d the development uf our tecti towerils the mass
orgehisstiohs, questions thnt would Jnum very lcirgv -eiter the 1370 election. These
letter issues were, however, l>\'n1shAllnwud Dy n new tendency dehote up to the 1970

_ eehiereoee.

The reel origin of the laid dett-,te with "Thu Tex:den::y" lay in the Llivisimls that
emerged ht the 9th world Cong. . "'h divisions hinged u'au.mi the cu.lturel
Ravulution in chins, ituiinist, end the line in Ilitin hheries, out behind then lsy
dirterent traditions and spprouehes to s thole pnnlt of uol=tiesl questions. The
hsjority of the IVE lesdership suy rted the International Majurity, in nu view
carzectly but with two oueliiiehtious. first, that elthoush the congress heel aimlaled
the start of s new period in hhrone, ‘he (r;'ur‘l'al task or politically re—e-.bnS.np, the
sections in Tlllrape wss hot tzrklad aC\r,',uately: a general report on the main tsoticsl
line far psi-ty building in the new period omuueed by eds Pmzhk wes vslusble es en
outline end correctly stress ' the pi). hive restores or the entry work-in the gtevxdous

period, but thut i. itselt was not rdeouhte and it was not in fact dehsted st the
warld congress. The result of this use that .h.; lil; leedei-ship wss operating in u
heavily empirical fashicu end cL 2.s.~.~vily on e éxpc ieneo of the ma end mouse in
irenee —— an experience marked, in r onset to general tolitiosl or .ntstien hy
some ultrs—ler-t reeiorm-. SEI/*rvvir:‘»' ' - fth Wnrld t ;.;y .,eltr...s on

Latin memes were else mark-‘ed by so " , Lu llH:ra4]e11: schenstish. And both
these testurss or the Sci‘ world Cunyress ted the d1Lra—1eft ideclogicsl ht or some

of the new ca\‘1res‘:Ln the rim lendorsn' (1 end lclein.

however the dehete raised by the Tlrrlency lseroix» the 1970 we cohrerehce hed no
purchase on the reel political _.7r<;b]l=ms rec ,s, the ors.inis.rtion. In the preconference
diseussissi the Tender ix»e_— ~.l

«‘
rzr‘ ,~, vain cone ~te ouestious end we here

genera question or method. iirst end rornost the Tendency expleihed the dOwn—tu:z’n

in the ietruus moveheht oy the I/VG’: sumosedly ultrs—lei-t pushing of the slcosh
'So fiarjlty with the NLF‘: linked to this the tendenoy sroued thst the o.-iih political
tsslt or the IMI3 should raw In the lrdlldjxxj or the viot Am uevohent, ulheit sround
slopns for the withdeswel of troops. The second polititsl issuo rsised by the
tendency was the new usher they flcc.L1l‘ed then one meek Dwarf-Red hole operstien
was nun—]‘.erin:'ie=t srli lioeidnticysist here-ise it imolved developing n papa‘ which

cnntsihsd non—olehbsrs on the euitorisl ‘ochre end which did not state clearly that
the paper was the ester or the The third concrete point uf disyute rsised use
concerning tho type C!‘ youth 0I‘gaIL\vi_C)r‘2, there the Tendency considered we should
rollow ths use *csn model nmisr thile the nuyer-ity rsvoured e immnt of the ma.

model. Fllmlly, the general uethouolosicul iseus rsised by the tendency wee their
View thst irotshyists should nlusye. seen. the hethod or the ‘defensive romulstioh
or siozrshsv .

After the conferéncc, dunm; the M70 elections the Lsoour lwurty issue wss raised
rolluuins the puh11<::t_ur: oy cde wileox of his or-tioie an the Labour Party cde
Peterson replied to the srtiele g1\'.n(1 the orthodox has tion or the ma ( on the .

leadership only eds uowsrd sruppofied the wiioox text). ads wiuishs than wrote sh
srtiele on behalf of the iendeno Pines the question of the Tendency and the
ishour i>si—ty is still referrcd to it my he or some nlue ror edes it I quote the



political core of ode Williams‘ views, It go s like this:"fievolutiurlary sociali ts must reserd themselves e or the necessaryrevolutivnary vb).m-guard — net as -s. ‘party’ but as a political combat
organisation: they must rectgrdse the labour Party for what it ian oryanissticn created, rimmed and sustained by the working classwhra. under capit-Uislh has e twu—sided attribute of being both an creahor haursecis democracy as well as a hsstian or proletarian _aemccracy
witlnn that f1“r.m$'r70!‘k. As a wmhht 4>r§anisr«t.'\L>n Lhey must see their roleas working uithih that areas in irdnr to forge the organ of hroletnriandemoptacy — ripping it locsee rrch its baurgeois denccratic trappings
— and turn it into an or/;tm ft)“ the aszumptzmn uf class powder and thesmashing or capitalist power, Tnis 15 the hat revulutianary socialistsaust rel-crud the question or at hurt for the labour Party. To this endthey must dcvslap a sort ct ihter-ual trensiticniil prnkramne. "The article by ode Vrilliama ended by remlxldinp; us that "the deep deuocmticconvictiqa or the British wurlcing class mist he constantly kept in mind" and to thisend the struggle “for tuo estahiishusnt cf the socxalist workers state must takeplace under the banner or REISEAPEIG Am) REPLACING iuuznmmn BY A GENUINE ,DEMOCfi.AWXK

aw HORKH(5 COUNCIIS." (caps. in the criminal).
In what In Hansen called "a model disr:(:ssion" the oweruheliainl; majority or theorgsnisatioa repudiated the line o the tendency. The mlitiesl thrust or thetendency at that time around the vietnsn issue was incormct as was its thrust onthe'nmn—Lenir:ist're1atimship tetwcer. the ci-ganisetion and the paper: In reality thetendehcy was a local expression of t‘ izternatxnmal dirtorencss and the rightistpositions of the 5m: leederslsp es va 11 is the urreality of the tende.ncy's politicalproposals only re-aslrcrccu those calm de with \'_ltz‘a»1e:"t molinatxrms in the leaders plEqually serious, the debate with the .nLiI:nc_v pushed into second place a number ofcrucial issues which should have been tackled in spring 1970, act least the issueof Imunngauncnauzvu-nhuotomnsziushtassccuusszmanntrssswscur prepemtinns for,intervention in the rising <21‘ workers‘ stnzggles whi , we saw as being uh the agenda
at that ‘tinnz.

£9;-zlaaus Lesrhei. flange. lbs 5°'J\3nCL\‘=¥‘b New_eU‘y@

, _
2r_sbiJInterjrre mg the St. World uwtgres L e, um: Jm Lhscusszuh with the lntfilflaiiflllfilleadership, the IMG moved 1!: 1970-71 to : t up the Snarcacucs league as a youthoritsmsation. The creation of the SL (116 not tar’ tnz; numerical mouth of the LNG —far from it‘. But it was A diversion of Lures?ous rnsmzrces from the crucial tasks of17831 113 to stahlisb an rxifective intervention 111 the trade unions and in therising Workirh: class struggles of the Tune. The whole prujcot was a mechanicaltranslation {run the I*‘rEz|c‘1. At; H I ‘ SE!‘ C 11 zt ‘til cLt1r:>.<l,:' leadzmgj this work

realised the need tn bring the experiment to an end by the‘Sp1‘xn(V nf I97I and thefusion of the twn nrzamsatims wss Effectively carried throwzh by Dccumber I97I..Thz SI» exyerimerlt had simply meant more quantitative ;-zrmrth without the V

qualitative strezlgtheninz of the IMG.

It is crten said that the main error the argahisstion made if I97C is that it failedto grasp the dynamic of the cohjuncture and the he;;irin,; uf big cless hattled. Thiscx-iticim largely misses its mark. ha a hatter or fact, the ulnar comrades frnm theentry period understand quite well the main processes at wurk: the general promlosizmade at the atsrt of 197:: by the 11-16 mr:,jar1'ty stands the test of time extremelywell: it was at a later stage, at the end at 1971 and in 1972 that the ml; leadership(which way that tine had gone thr:~w;t a trarsfonvlzltiun) went into e spin on theccnjuhcture. : would refer cethredes tn the "r}om‘.ribut1ox: to the Discussion on westEh11‘<‘rpe:4n Perspectives with Psrticuls: Pcrerencc to the UK", by Jalrzx lllair, midhzhhialrwith which the ma NC opened the 1970 1:rL—r:onfer(2hc«; d_i:<:uss;‘mn. It is truc that anerror nf tempo was made in regard tv the rapidity of a Tory attack on the run but thissrror was easily handled and Lndeec‘ r s sel_re:i-itis.-a or it was made Ln the 1971cmrerence documents. The real prnhicvr. inr thc urganisatirm was a tt.-o—rcld me:first, the lack or clanty over what should he the overall political slnhsns of theme far the workers‘ ntyenent. he will rotum to this in e minute. mt secondly,there was the problem or the precise tact we shrvuld adnp: vis a vis the mass nrgsn—ishtinns in tho mass strug;-zlcs that text tltartutyz to unfold. This second arnhlem waspartly linked to the SL but not el1t1x'c]','a



mm the eta-t, the mo (and t 3!.) nsdc \'xgP!‘MAs effnrts tn solidcriss withattempt to participate in tin: stride muvmnent of I9"/&7I. The lirst two majorIffiativea in this respect were the , lktulgtcn strike and the drzck strike CI sunlmex‘970, in which the SL in Icndrln his vary active. This rlrisnciiti/7n to the strike move-'lnent chrltinued tbxmlgh the Pasta] st!'il(9_ GI I971 where again we were able to achieveErllla modest SMCESSESA

hit this readiness to turn tc the strike struggles was not nctchcd with clarity overour mndsnentnl politicel slogans. Such u lahlr of clarity was rirst visinlc in the1970 election itself, when. clthour ‘the leudsrshi took a position in ycvour of
a vote fut Labnur, this rrmained largely fi‘r"'.'.\1,

figs:
main nhrust or Lmr electoralintorvuntion being that the key issues would be decided in the cless struggle and notin the bcllot lzux. strassirlz that whichever pcrty unit the clcction rt wmlld attackthe wrlrldxzg ciass. ln shzal-9., al abstmct pF.)t:<:r‘J plsition, with \L‘Ltra—Jaflt overtones.

why use t‘1.el‘o this ccnfusi '1 nver genlalvfl prlitical sloruns? The mndmnuntcl reason,in my View was tha baclclor M‘ political rc—elclm-ction which had bnan required sincethe btrlak mm entry end which hnd nnt been done. And this was in essance en internat-zlmlal problem, arrectcng the French, German and cthcr soctions ns much as thc ms.Hsre one essnxnt-ial print must be gr-coped. Ehtry did not simply involve a pcrtic orcrganisetionnl tactic via a vis the labour Party: the not re nat ml wrm of all thokey demands in the arsnsitiunal programme had been elaboruted for groups working »

inside the mass organisation of a Si cial democratic or stalinist type. and with thebreak fram entrist work o tnnroueh—m_ng work hr rc—cluhurntion hcd to be dune. The
9th world Crtngresa did not tnclcle this tcsln, and the subsequent penrud in theLntcrnnticnal wcs uverwhelxnimzly devoted to sorting out orccnrectioncl tactics inEurope — uhst httrtude to take to the sus in ccrmsny, the ltalion crisis, type uforgaxdsatlon and the ash: ror the F1 in France etc. The unly majnr political discussionof a proercnnatic sort Jn hurope 5pu.l"t inn this was the ll.-leflll but limited one nrouudthe dsvslnpnsnt of our yositirms on strslro cvtteeo, thc Italian an-u.\ Pxvxlch expcrienccson tlus ets. Abra the ideulugxcal debate tor the huropcnn sections hinged armmd the ,huge problem of Flakrspuratanexsm, s _ ohlem or no consequence in Britain. Thercroro the"nu; lendcrship had to tackle its pro lens or political rscrming virtually alone.‘
And this is where the cadrc problem, or more accurcnely the huge influx or new,capable, but unassiuilsted end hsterogenin-.s student cadres became an acute problemror the ms. The orgunisa n had continued to grow rcpldly and it had been wellprepared by its whole trc tlnn and by the» vsc sxpenalcc to give r. lead to theentire mitish left an the necd ior solidarity with the lzmsa struggle in Zrelrmu‘
against the orange state and srltish Inerpislism — and this was the key politlcsloucstion facllut the vaxuzuzzd in Britain at this time. Pm: the wealmesses bath ofpnlitlcal experience and or idcmluzrlcal formation on the part or the centrallocdcrsrhip, the cnncennrctiun or attention on tho debate with the tcndency in 1970and the absence or s clcnr gcneral methxldnlogy l'.ntez'n:n:innal].,y meant that the centrallecdcrshr '3! the group was not adequately equipped to pose rigorously, far lesssolve definltively, the glrr lens of strategic political slogans and tcoticalorientation to the mass struggle.
Into this situation one s group uf ahlo and energetic cumrnues recruited in nxrordwith c vorkerist and left sectarian political folmatinn. Thcsc comrades did not
nrgaxlisei openly against the lccdership run denounced it as petty bourgeois, Mandeljte,y:luth—vnx:guard.isf. end, on occnssicn, cs Pabloite. The central leadership did nm:
engage in a strnulz idcolrgiral cumnat with thesc comrades but rcthcr sought tointegrate th into the leddership or the orfimisation. The result use that at the 1971
cmrerence, although there was no tendency struggle whatuve: and the Oxford grouprornally supported thc line dccunsnts or the leadership, thssc comrades took adeclsive weight in - c thc Hstinnnl committee and thc conditions were crested for ashift in the ccntrs nf gravity or the icadcrship.
Two pornts should he hcm in mind count this Olcfcrd Grwup. In tho first place,
althnugh it opemted as an informal ccucus und althmxgh it vns as c vhulc stronglyvcrlccrist und left sectarian ( very similar in many ‘days to the spsrtecists inspprocch) it use rsr rm: homosenioua politically, and it hnd nu vcry durinitc politicalprorvrcnnc —— on taatxcs the cues could not make up their minds whether thoy vcre rnrthc SL or strum-,vly against it. secondly, this gum; is often chmxgtn: or es the Jones

e



gwllp, but this is nnt really true. we Jones was in it but as was not the leadin.spirit within it — these w re cdes King and Malrehall. mlrtnsmnie, ode Jones wasthe most nave. ck 1 iela ion to the others —— one ‘night say, rumsing ta takediscipline frnm Oxford. out all :r_is is by trs way.

After er. initial fractional line up on the NC in the rllzturm or 197: when the divisionscol-re ded exactly with the divislian between the new no members ard too old, are—rLlienmer_t be 1 ‘:0 take place gradually within the leadership, starting in Decber1971 and crvntinuing thr-)1).-{rl mt-.1 the 1372 conference. with tho excetltinn or meJenldns, the Imnrades wnn moved towards the loader-sliip or ode Jrlnes were thoserecxuitrzd in ism or after A particularly cdes Klein and Snwlard. it was commonground in the leaderahil. that some new deoln ii and orognmnetie retoinlrine hadto be dads and the ultia—lsrt stir»: cal bent or odes laiwaid and lrleio predisposedthem to anilaonieto with cde Jonos and cdr. Marshall in the hJdge—_:v>da,e served upat the I972 conference under the banner or "New irdtslryisn". .
The Jones Emu in of 1972

.The rnsrgence oi the NE ma rity of the 1972 Cnnfemnne is a crucial issre inthe history or the me. It is crucial For two reasons: first. because it didmark a oasio shift in the ml: leadarshio, opening up a whole oeriod of destabi-isatyion within the leadership and the Drgarlisatium and secondly, because thererenein very diFfmerlt interpretations 0+" exactly ornat that has central leader»ship lnspresentecl and what its significance For the future 0+‘ the organisationhas been. .-
These difFex_erlt intamretatiorls exist not only within the ml: majority, whereby and large the change of lEad2!.Ship is luoksld upclrl as a thoroughly positivedevelopment, out also within Tendency A. For sane comrades in Tendency A tend tosee a furldalrental, linear continuity of nethod running from the 1972 Jonesmajority and .lonos—Howard Perspectives docuvsnt right down to the present day.They then interpret the oooosition struggles Fmnl 1972 when cde Petersonmoved into opposition down to the present day as one Fundamental struggleagainst this oonsistent deviation reonesentad oy the Jones gmupirlg at a nethod~olagical level. It is this interpretation which. I have called the core ot theFomalistic vim m’ the Il'll3’s history. ln.my view it is a fllrldarentally wmrlginterpretation oF uur history since 1972 and attelnots to justify it can onlylead smnradas into an idoalist approach to our history and a lettist, sectarianinterpretation of the IMG today and or our tasks today. while talking ofessences of a ncthodological nature it is actually dominated by the Fnnvlal,surfaw aooeanances of the me and its lzadexship over the oast Four years:namely the lineups BF oarsonalitios in the majority and oooosition during thatperiod. This is not to say that this oeriod lad<s oontinuities: there arecontinuities, other than purely Funnel nrlcs, Fnnm the periud of 1972 trthaoresont day, as we shall see. But they m not lie at the level of what iscalled Wrethndolugy’ . >

The first question we must ask is: what was tho charlacter at the 1972 majority?The €ul'l-nallstil: view would tend suggast that it was a hetomgenious arouoingin the fnllnwing sens you had clensnts that were oasioally al n to theJones gmming and mo later solit away From it, like odes Klein and Howard,and than yuu had the Jones gruupirlg oionar which was a fairly hardened outFactiunal gmupirlg with an internally consistent lmthndzvlagy which hingedarnlrld revisionist ideas on tho Transitional F-rogranno, ideas whose esssnoewas a non-Laninist theory or consciousness.
This view is is el myth. The ‘June; Emuping' or 1972 was not sinoly hetl2rc~geniou it was ercgsnidos thmugh and throng Frurn both a political and anioeolo lcal point of view there was no such t Jng as a hard core Ularles srouoingalthough there were or course sane comrades especially close to oomrada Jonas,eonredos who placed their trust in him eoove all and whunl he would especiallyconsult on political and ‘Factiunel matters. But I repeat there was no hardenpolitical or iltolngical tendency around lzumredel Jones at a formal or inforvréllkind. Rather there was a whole gamut at currents oirolss and grouiings withinthe 1972 majority leadership. .



y in particular dial god the Leninist theory of the Party andits relation to the class: and also, in other texts. they dnallenged theLeninist thsuxy uf consciousness. and thereby also unmrmined the Leninisttheory or the Party (although. is worth nentioning in passing, in an olnostexactly lznntl-dry way Fmm the previously Irentianed revisions: Jones’ perspectiveddcunent was one thing: cde Marshall's theoretical endeavours were ratherdifferent). In addition the doourcnts brake Fmm the revolutionary Marxistoonoeotion of the Trmsitimnal Pmgranne and oontainod wildly un»Leninistoonaeptions 0F such ouestions as workers! control, the united Front and theseizure of power.

Thirdly, then, how can we give an ovoroll chamcterisation or this 1972 rnajcrity?wo can say that ideologically and politically it was a strongly ultra—left
principles of the revolutionary Marxist mvervialt. Jones was rssponsitls For sonsof these deviations, out he cannot be given all the credit: toth ooss Klein andone Marshall played their part, and I may say there was a good deal of doubtarmngst all three or those oornrooss as to tho wisoorn m‘ tho positions of thenthsr two. Elut all were united in a r-iotous orastionino, 0+‘ alnost overythingthat appeared suspiciously urthudnx. all wars united in an evangelical andarrogant donountistion 0F the estahlishsd chard-l. unrkzr the pannsr 0F 'Againstaanalityl and Against Errpin'\ci5ml' Ana 1 think with all do respect to coo Jonasode Marshall must win Filst prizs For managing to urito arr nrs—1514 Lenin plus‘much or ~ Tmtsky as so much all enoirioist rubtlish! These were hoady tines; Andall this can lead us to another altnent in our dlanacterisatinn of this 1572rvajurlty leadership: it was heavily marked as a petty-bauxgeuis intellectualcurrent.

ouostions of ideology and pmgrtmre thrown up path by the ohjeotive proplons orthe In(:i2:na(:iurva1's sections in Europa and by the oxolosion D17 nar-xist andmvulutiunary depots within the student field were not being answersd vigorouslyby the international at that tine.

with nevalutianam I"Lan<l'st politics soon enough thsrearter. That was one verymfinite possitility. But it dim'(: happen: instoao we had the break Lp D? the1572 majority, a massive explnsiw: crisis within the organisation and a situationwere too Jonas Fntnd hinselr vdthom: an overall najority indioe the mgonisatiunat the Spring 1973 mnfaxenue.



ihjl-diy, cat tersnn vs fig}:
hr the class stl"|1(-5!] ir, Britdln.

-: ~ e-hqrcnt line to thehln the central reatursX

The eturse at events §-l'wu_Jd be briefly stated in the suurler nr :972 utter theconference, «, number if leading <:»' mdss — Jmes, Klein, Jeraahs. Smith and clynss -tisvelled t Frmceyarn Switzerland :um hela L'.l.sI:\1:si'~l-la uith cmmaes in thelntematioual leadership: nur A Jitxcnl iates gxt er. mrriendly ruceptim. at asubsequent ladrtt school far The mt; in under. 11 the zutumn, cdc Mulzial launched anattack on wlmht called the lgft ,rnpusahc:st p x<lt1’>n5 hr the leadership. marthis he wrcta a detailed tsttuck an the p lllticgl mt~th.mnl.:g_y n: the 1972 perspectivesdocument: an attzck which Latin and s he .ther comrndns -arsed with but which achesdeclared tn be ‘singly wrung‘ .m the ’C!‘n.‘1S)t1'rn£)l Pr.s':1:u:ne.

ballast this htackcxwund, the rrgani .cirvn h;)J attcnrtud tn 1ntL'rv=ne‘iu the massstrike lnuvemant cw fret the frn d ‘Ckt; lenfiersivim, gucclna. frrrward .1 great massat pclitlcetl slwarls. It caller: 1"rr the brim. Dc’ div‘-m (‘f the [(*’\IL‘rK1mEl'1t, 3 positizvnthat it had lmithertn absurdly call <1 "x'l;'htist" ‘H the ludicrnus gzwunds thatwe we're in favrur Of ‘brillmnsz drwa: C stntr: rafner than the (I'YVE‘lT1m@C! A debateensued in the leadersid on our /”‘VEI"\: vvtal sllirans Ln '1-Alch Kladn, after initiallysupporting the wildest Jr :ert sec . S1T:1‘J1Sy rap ly swung War to the Viewthat we had to adnptd the C"1'l'£Ct _. ,s1Y.l >11 :1‘ ode Paztersvn an. call for the brllruzixxgdnwn of the T/‘ry verment — ;, ;us'ltlr‘rl which the law =.hip had hitherto dubbed‘social democratic . In Decerher e h timsl cxmfcrenc-2 was held to aisetss thequestlo!-A Ff Cwve gent l /‘ans and at this cvmferoncs p-x»w:i_n_L:‘ numbers of cnmraniesjulned the n:J_'.vn*sitl'm, wmlu ode Jmss himself and the m.'a;].\r11:y of thc PC, whilemodifying their J/)liClC1J pnsltinns man: ed ‘Ehc has-ic methodology.
‘as ceuraués will my-... the I972 nc nag vrity was bluwrl apart in the I973 seme-pl'e—cnr.l'ersn<:c dlscusslwm. A‘. an 16:0 '09]. level Hat could divide the tendanciesup alnng the fdllwinc lines: cries Peterson, hey, lflein, Huwnrd, J5.-nlcizls beingalllmefi with the Lntomatinnzfl leadership in attem;fiil:g tn break firm loft sectarianpolitical pvrsitiuns and ay;l1'cacI'lus; ed: Mzrsbzlll dafexidlnv the mt.-ulmrical traditions:11‘ I972 as he sat than against the break 1'r'lm the!’ mad: by ed: Jvnes and afilnst thsline nf the interns ml leudarshi; embodied in the 1,351 Theses prnrluced justbefore the crxnfaence mt! cnie Jmee chflnrirg many or thr pa. ‘t‘ 115 wt 1972, butdefendim’ the recwrr f the dershlp and mrl.i_l~lt*;i1ur.r a Juft jJX‘J -gandist thrustsunlmed up in til: fHllnw:'\r.s may . ncc in th: rain <:—rn!‘Lren<:= resolntixml"am": the 5: act; 21 pnint new rm‘. }' y task 01‘ tel lutx MAI‘ es inprcgxudnr for 1/sriods mass upsuryje .. ;,rL*:,>a.zand$ Ill’ thu creatisncrsans wt dual ;.muEr." er

the "NC LIP crlty Tengc-.cy"_ant<_ ch gm _Jnmtgbs political and in lczl l Ltlwitisns mule. have led the vmtr; fllsnstcr. Em: they did mt. The reason: wy they dlfl hut can be ammned up Eh’the rollmhe rect . first, the fact that the me was in the at and this was a crucialcounter ~ei,~ht to the revisionlat and ltrt suctariar. ideas uf the ma majority;seem-lly, the fact that .-. susneut <1‘ Ch\ ma leadershlp had erg-rleueed the earliertraelitinhs or the in: ma had been assmiluted tn :3 degree into thv PI enabled them‘to break with the rnajcrzty ‘aha: they saw where the .972 ideas were lzzldiug: Lhirily,the mwl-e pulitlcally exyenencea odes at the base ~t tht armsnieitieh began to resistthe pnlitical cnnclunx/ms '11‘ the 1972 COIIIL me, am the ihcurml regcune ml‘ the 114;;
enabled (her. cu my so; am’. ruurthly, the ads‘: left in the majority were mt 2hardened nut revi itniet rr lert _sv>ctu:L‘luI. current at all: they were cnmrmlss fl‘<‘r11I

the universities try;-ah nther 1 ft rcrlugrs whn _h_e5 gut geen 1£\;\loy’_fL_e5l1.y sssg;rl§t_ga_int! the M has whr brrvwrht wrthnr them hits and places er tmartinml Britishsectarian ideas glue .1 gimecfim: st-ixit; 'md these cmradea win; able to becolne theaumiheht terse within the rufglsatlwn .srtly thrurh the nndI‘uLted Cactxcal skillshr cde Jones in inten-ml ffgulta but fmldsmentally burmuse at the idcalmzical ahapollticzll hemmessss of the am we llzldstsblyy C".flb),n;d with thr. failure uf theF! to prwiue a strong c/llcreto stratetnc and ;m w_,T:lnvm.tic gummee to the cadres inmrape d\1X'AU1f the upheia - s that attended the cnd'Of the untrlsc work.
A static eha fmrnmlistic viuw U)‘ the 4.; vsxtlrms M the 1975 "NC majority Tendency"at the string emrerehee r.le;ht 3 st that this _£'!‘1‘\.\,‘Yim€ has in fact sticking to



the positirrm <25 1:972. But A. Llfxumlr: uh. unset £31 view as that tendency will
show that it was In rsssity brt1L..rn; hL/117.1 ‘nu rrh the 10,72 Methndalogy ‘kid was

' thrsu u y7:»t‘r;ur:n _.v cuss tr trshsr 11.1-sti '11, which was ts culminate Ln

its sp;~1iest1.»r. to j/un the In: A the sunssr at 1973.

mrthsrhmrs, it is ,'srh-ms rnrth stI't;:s1r;;,r t'v guard aurselves azmiust Eomaliem,
that the hers:-he) An the Jeadt. shi; a1‘>ur.d czle JV‘na3 in file Spring of H73 was
almost c‘nt)1‘e]_V sirrsrt-ht rrh t':.u mp.h~,1 ;u1rxnt.' fruli. cxrnrs.-the hsih leaders
Hf the mm days were GU. h».rsh.-in ma K1114!» while the mm leaders in spring
1975 were, Efuft fr 1?! cd{; Jflnz‘ hmselr. cde smith. ed Clyues and ode Tettsdnrcx.
Ode saith had men the rszaxtimati ll‘. 2-. 1969 mi was ir:.1tm])y shuestea by Ede
Ridden sh Ié.\:c""tcr: Cid: C1‘,'rA<.a hid j»:he.1 ss 2. rfithusserim from the or sud
Flaoisln in 1970: him «Is TEtTA".‘1"r* had :2 as ut 5 a nun’ ty sxpeusd frnm the
Canadian LSA In the late 96054

(me or the features Hf‘ “my Scluntiflic acct uh: yr thx hsstury wr the me she of
its Jbadership must he t« chz\ractex‘is' tthus cies .»r usvsl useht, Em. shehher
feélcure must be t> e‘ rly amuxshts the llml of such ten41DnC1E:S. In last,
the Jesaershi nr zht ms after the spring 1973 cw hzershee sdrvrterl the political
$11383“ which it hm hm. r:si1acir' ss 1hh.;. .'l'€{Y~|I‘jLT|£ Y0)‘ the ushers) strihs to
Bfiug: Drawn the T cwsmhsht. ( mung-st :nrm'y durzunmxts nn thxs subgecty I wnuld
sfizgzxcst cries rem "The csh:rs1 L.nE" by I-nrhey and neiu. whlch mntivates this
ncgsh in um: is. in my Viuw, ,; onrruzt Lfihnfix‘). But -.:hi1s‘h:1upt'm,; this crucial
strstehric 51'lt'v’In which W ulu eh 1e ths II-IG t. men tt-'itss1r correctly in relatian
to 1 mafia uveurae, eh 1esa».rsh._a undu nu $eJ2‘—crzbz::1 wsssessment of its positions
on the trshsiti s.-.1 prmu'~fl'|r.- nd 71 nemrcratic aha trshsits ha dmnands. The resuat
or this H215 mt e. c'.r1§.t.YI\.\:*.ti h >r the run political mcthadnlogyy sr left seetsnsusm
— in reality this nsth;r'.t1‘:,'y h::d hem thnr my 33/ dxscrsdxted withih the srgshisstiuh
after t 2 Sprint crnfr;z\>nco. Ihste

‘

than was s Jayne inC¢"si1u-lice as far as
trhusr. ’m 1 dark ms fl)!‘ ths EH85 stru were ccvnuztncé, and h resultant ta:'L}end:'Lst
sssststish ts the muse ta ism-shs r uh! class: sha this we sub-vdied in the
lesaership-s chn.D;Jihr.inp! ;r me e pi. her: _.sy e1.-sh as thu Ly !‘arwa.rA.1 sgsihst the
Tory s{(vernmer_t Thus tht tehhthey >r i(Vr..\/‘«_.m(:n‘u was rm: u1trh—1ertish to tsi1—ehaish
vis s V12: the ihtervehtiun in the atrutr 122 it thu unrlunu C1115 But this tL'il—e-uiism
had its limits it hm J.-rul t mv ,

7l_1tic.-LL cl-.A1tuJ£\Cion th the Lshuur l7uresu~
crdcy (luring the ssh-shqueht mm. TL: New Cuurse tendency (formed through a susioh
hetuesh the te , ncy let} ty cdr. I"tur r. -2. U11‘ ssh tendency in the summer
or 1913) s rrrt-.ctLy <:ri*.1L“1::cd this thi_—. eshh md esnea A ,r thu ds;\rLlu[l!1ent nf sh
actzum Iwrfitynlnfl nr : s v r th strmrgln, but as we mhlysea when drawing
up s h-i1s:.ss—shhct Df ‘km 2. ursu 21. 2722:: 1073 we. r M Li urselves really gm

bcyfind fins ['rs1tiHx.h 1:. rh. L‘s:<“£ thestm. 1T1 lit)’. «s tn yr w.'nm_me.

Thu: ‘me entry /}T the ‘WP rm rity Tlznllbni - intn the ma Mid mt resolve the
s.~.2ities1 rhhlshs r«.eih.- the 4:‘s',“.r\1':,v '-i‘11. But ths '.Ih4>1e ,.hs1vs s vihlch so have
made so r«_r wshts t- {Ln thur fwct: name , thut the ihte htmsmr cde Janes and
the ma 1caders'ni' int’ tr»: 11-11 was at tr. Sfuha tine -. crucial, ualibutzxve ‘gain
fur the Ul'g<'U;l. , ateisivtuy c2'.1nn.L~' th. rwturu “f thu struggle uithln it.Am 1i_t'lr~n: sssih,-_h;th sums _r this ev_e_ht is is imurrralhlu tn sense or the
Subsequent siapment ,r the 1 . h. t tr amlthxn. 12:. it makes the dissolution
of the New Cnursc tr,n(1r,1".cy 1:, I974, Jsmlzary inc sm.rehunsihL..

Iaeomsicsl rnvhe’ sh ates h it rh its up tier. -ts th. Jtlfm 1* either sh
organxsatinn '1' the Jhsathsh-.11, of 9!. r‘l‘[_‘1m1:4:t)'m, If it d) fihen whaLuaA..requ.‘u-ed
was not s te:n\enc§L fl‘ t 'J,TY ma (‘ htrs1 ~ fljtacgl ,-tsmnhs at the Spring 1973
emrerehes, hut .1 th,h»u»h rsetrwvh Ixvht <51 thurrtstlcul qusstiuhs nf
epistemolmyy uha l'lnr,hx‘t ,himshhhir,,1 wt Md. hs mutter Hf fact some mumhss
whu ff)I'me(( that mm,» (3 him th .r. .h. tvhz ,,rscise.y this l:)H.r,!‘ View she quite
smh 1srt thu ut) xrn. Tt is, 1 1:hjI): rzlewmt Ch/at tnL iuudirw co1'I.r-ide vritbin
that grizunim: hzfi. lzcn Cwlvlcutev‘ rm Ltany years ih.ths am. where _.z:>]ibic5:l disputes
sre very quit s,.1 my me: htss pr_i1hsuhhies: suthsauhmv by the
lssuersxus uh su ;» sadly Lari st, hut menu 1y hrs ruully sectarian smmns.

ml revisirms H1 1, :1‘ huhtemea, ‘I

Li-ncenerati m, but this mute ‘
‘

l_Z3te:_l trgtihe whirl: hmhks with '



_ __
k:i_n5_g1r

_ re s end is subaequmcly his _d by the rrganisatirm —only thrnusrh such i mute hein.~, netu.i.;_v travelled sen den f)fzx(>:1 revisinns
lend to DkA1timl deeenerntrnn. It is quite pzssible t», see how especially the
ideas hr cde P‘:-.rshc.11 in "What is Pnlitirzs?" could have taken the nrgariaationdfivrn su _ s 2'76 . eut they did net a: so. nna what the c,.,::>sitiv\n in Sgtink 1973
nctnnlly did was t», intervene tn the sslitienl mund, lixfldmz up with the pt-1i(:iov_l
ezperiame cf t wt/zaniaaxiln :ul& with thv; pillitlcal needs mix the working classend errectively thsrehy push the in ".r.is;ti'»n sntn i strategic pclitieel lineII.hidk__ teg the idnr/)*:(j::al revisinns «r I972 hein» einrien intn pelitieilnmszice. .’¢1t}|'l\:hzh chi. -“Wslcirrn tendencies failed tn met s msjcnty in the spring1913 c':n!‘!:rum7a, their hesie testis was successful, The tnsie orienting slrnnin they{ought fur yes nmtsd hy the ll-;;.\ri tllvxu prevantixtz it me taldm: the leftthenry int; ,-nlitieel treaties, Leading the oi-snnistitn to tnkc en
abstvntinxzist my wn en the strdsrln between the an-tins class end the Tory
osyemmeht. '

The input-tense er thu”MzJ'rrity i~endeney< s" entry imn the iv: was that it definitive»ly zndai the hossihility that the ideis tr the I972 dneunents wrvnlzi !:>—ap;aAr,thraatcnjnu tw lead the rrmnisstiun inny frnn the Fvurth lntcrnstinnsl ind mmrevnlutizmary I'L11'xiSl:|. More than t.e.t, it hrrupht the majslity of the leadershipwithin the senersl rrnneu H: «r the name ,~siti~ns the:-Iselvos. we mzrselves had
argued thit the l ership shsuld eh llxcicly repudiste Jones-s previrlus pusltlmsen the nzzturt, r~f ti Trmnaltifianl P2"\,1'x'amme hernre VJEi:1L.' accepted intn the H41‘.
This view was at t-.cct.;A:-,-d by the M itself, hut this did nut prevent the New
Course Tendency i‘rf‘D. nndersttarifling the cruci. , positive innertsnee st Jnnss-sentry i_r,td the IMF. And indeed «tut understanding: of this was srueiel in nu: dseisientn dissolve the Men cnnrse Tendency itselr, zithrwuflh it was not the unly reesnn.ds Va wrute in nir 5t'ite.mer.t dissvlving the New Cnurss Tendency st the hegining ex
1974- "Between the April end Deceiher cnnrercnses, the Jones gtcuping

— ~rhzmsed es the"' Ifity tendency”

s vated ts accept the
-i siti its as: the mm. This hes srestly strengthened the possib»
ilities rt: a:'nieviurc litstil and ide.—.ln;;ieel elerity and
'z1«rrrwv;'cxlai1:1.' within the » panis.3ti’m end it has trensrnnned the
trim .«.»r:y. within which t L differences ur line were dehstsd
--.t we De,-culnher curzference. The tendency stru,n:le hr New csurse
1:4.-lyur‘. In ,>ulJ chi; mnrudes .1 the Jnyies Wiping svsy from
tnlitienl e -ncet.t:'L,. which could ~thern.ise hsve led them in the
dimstir-n 1' at break with f".zr.dan:a1ta] ussitdnns .

‘ the
lnttrnstienel.“

It is true that rinnrity at crtmrldes within the rfew Cnurse led by the E:L!‘ney
rsyeethn Chu rt s he nr LLL "vaj rlty yr the tendency for dissblvixlg the tendsney
end clnsizlerul‘ th.- ch.» reel rcvtstr for dissnluixes th. tendency was that sre—1tr<~u,:me:t it s« I nr tn. r rats that kw u;.,u-ted tht tendency was necesszxy
in order V) »r,.»._nise r-»r ‘i m‘rI‘= Y.L.l!">u{h—r in.- strur,-l.. agtillst Jmes then thatwhich we hen waged s tr the Dectmhitl‘ 1973 c inference. But the majority hr the
tendency mes lured th t this was -=. wrnnu utrwich, that thu msitinns of the
I973 yeesnher sen:-erence, th. huh wrvrw di rut threaten the urhanisatiun with
iuuninent aissstsr end shnuln he tested wt in eetien with e 2133;} dissolution nf
tendencies. ln ny 'I)<;rI ttint gnsltienx was I(V7/u en-rset.

.1125 I275,gnluxaicisud esliinst thnse eenriaes who tend to lock
at the !~_ist:>zy er the rice in ~, f"FIsénJ1stic unrl linesr w ~; they see me break
in continuity and she hreeh ~t_ly st the tint at 1972. ml then wltfi vuious nonor
rrills am trapplmts ‘SK: see me singular new entinuity srter In 1972 up to
the [2n:sent dey. uhst. hyever. ere the El contxnuitzas end dxscuntinuitles
en d {reruns levels in these lest years? let ne briefly try tr: sunnsrise then,
ccncentzatinu nu ht.-zen what 1 c/‘under to bv. the crucial dsturru JJUZ elnments
in the develngmmt of en urlmnisaltiuna
2) the idenlogieel nrhit er the II-IG: rrui its hegirnxtrs up until late 1971 the
me uns _r»tty rirnly within the nrblt rt: what we called esrlier "Pabluism" end
what we n_i,;ht nhw s ‘ the BE. ln lite I971, L\'.l‘ly 3972 the ma lendershzih
mjnfity hemn t« have ~ rtnt into the uncharted sees of what eds



wilcsx nnct described as "thex;z'etxca1 ebs lutishv — LE nther utmas e virulentattack or thszvntical ultrnvlefnsm such EA‘! students are iartimllaily prone st:eeteh: this pullea tht ma leszltrsh _ quite rsgialy .waV rrnh the <.r\Yj,t hr "Pahlcism"
mt whizin is a. universe away ftfiln the retisbish af shst t r xrmulae; it was no
accident that eds. Petersrn, sghc first to ht this aehmvicil crend; the entryhf the '1-1.1,]"I‘)'.y.Ttmdcr.C_V' int the that u <: s reel] tumm: Mint in the ideological
srbit of the II-IG le&’hr:l'L1;:' it 3.615? ‘I .'~,nu1ni bruc. But when we tent rvt‘ such
discomhuit es we ; zlvt EE".D then in a nysticaj U!‘ zlbsllute sense — cde Innes was
not on the road t» D£)iasCu:3‘ Ln TBA.’ hen -,.er;.h there were Vefy evident, though
incxeaslmzly SC’:’7nda:r'y, ve ILEFS -5 the lsrt sect.-.ri.~.nish trzzdifiinnal to the Britishlert on the iuerlmicei rr ,—.t. The mrat ihhn-tsht nr thzsc rc . en _../rscisely to
the may mes Vzawed their own <'rp:anisat‘ 1: am its rtle in rehition en the cther
smups on (:1-.u 3.-itish left. here rnr n,- time sectarian attitudes which were
never currcnt in t er ma _.JLx‘°.istt.d, rea unduuhtedly by the frivwluus and
1ight—nin/fled ittituh :7 t» such questi ns which iften SDIf'lCE in stuatnt tletsvins
Circle.-5. It is mly t very recent past thst ‘thu Ilbaylrity leadership has
comlcirzusly swuns wet t

» the brmid — EH18 wzluld say the broad — httituae towards
other farce: CD the rim lert which has heen chzi-aeteristie of the Inturrlational
leidcrehii. for tleceaes. . .

b) internal ream: and inne. uty dem Crncy this is «a crucial dstervnihant at thelane-term heslth wf any rovolutinmiry «rrttuniwttluni it is 3161: simply 3 guestinn of
fnnnal crnceptirms hf rights but uf th. real fnnm ror political aebite sham contest-
htihn rvf th iehacrship-s .2: itirarh. Herc thr: breaks and ti-ensrnrhhtinns have been
less shsrp than thmsc. L: the Ldunln cez rihlq, lersuly r« i— one crucial reeshn: the
more (‘I less cnntinu us vi/'.'\1'mc2 artht lntcrnetinml l- aershi; in the case of
sharp tandency firrkts 1\'J£1 in 1Ssci llrary questions. vlithnut that there (‘An he littlequestiar, but that than muulb have be n, u5:.>e<:):-.Uy in the 197: perind in relation toThe Tendency, s rayid duflflnflratiln c: the xrmh or intcrnhl dem<>K:n1I:y, when the old
—leaflex'ship shcuia hey. fought much yinie vierrwrrvusly Huslnst the Cxfnrd zmupvs drive
to expel tL11duncv hcubers — ctle King had b«:\=.u in the V.'Lngu:.\rV\ xi‘ this. But generally
the newer chmaes n the 1. dership h . ‘LC extremely esvilier .ttitude tuwards thewhole quests»; Hf strict ir.ner— -.ity n\Y_m5) ml zhey had this attitudt. not 215 ereflaccinn their rrhina EA hnrxlhrwi hnrtiucrhtie csstt within the lemrlershig,
altbcmgh I7\u'em.:*r-=v:i.c rbrtnce alvnws hliys (L rile ii: such mi tars; this cavalier
attitude azein hr nc lly Dam: rm ulentihh ntexnpt fur such Itriyislvmatters us CWHS uti s 51:41 the hreservetimn -1 clam‘ nnrrns tr leaderskug funct:'Lon—-
ing, zhis wuht hem in nznd nth an ~~..cn extreme V1 ltnce ti" 1’lII[’W¥!e in polemic
— srmethimtuhic-1: ha: )1! ch-tin ,

IV

_ ereh. Nevertheless, the internal re;a'.meuithixn the ma h s rewnt-x ":J'iLuti\'a1y suyreri r t that in any nther gffluj) oi
the British _ert ‘1x'uu' luv tna hrmn ti~ s hisvry, mu th. , hscnt 1eader5hip‘s
nun .-mtituae tr this uuust ,l.is is (L. .1rh<‘ c nsldt.-1‘ 1:: in tht remit past Itcsnmt st:riuu:‘Jy Lr -mien that it ~t , zsitle tn net 3 hearing ffir oppositi B
Views uithih the ma, sm nvither sh it be drfiued that this §_'\t\1,-ncivn shaws sighs0!‘ being purely ephemera’-

s) the [Ara/rramjzitxc ma Ishrawric thiust tr tho Hrp7.\nis'|ti r here it is firstnecessary tc :1 -il w th th t "inch ibuhetl trm, <'s.cth.iaoluqy Nethwdtllog is often
llsed in CH» unite diff rent sansese It 1 h tr mom: stem,-ru] ldstllkorical apprnach
to quest on: .\7ch as c nsci‘ns1:aS at/t. In Gthur words it )5 used tr) mean dialecticalmstarinlzialn as it is ny_i>11#| tr 3%’? ’ raailq Ln my vim.‘ it. 15 qnit«»mas1L\ng1eas
to perirdisz the ’atvry L1” 1,'>1i1:ica1 <: ,iSCLCi“lVli" frfln such a standpoint. But the
second mearjmy Pf ‘math rd’ lA‘;’y' fers t thv wlzti ll criteria the IM('.'3
intervention Ln the ’ strum Is. In ‘this sens thx. term is useful and is really
synfimymnus ‘with i cwrrfinatiwrl .r ‘Cher tci-s nhnuiy, tactics, strategy ind
;I'K‘D,V,1Emm

. But hell _i~h~th.r ‘x-r.l;J» :15 since the tern ‘m:.—thr(L1n;zy' covers
both the tact cal qucnt 11'.‘ nr the rtm hr uhxtoid rm.t initiatives in s particulax‘
nment in the L*J.~l==. struggle ';\'‘.t\ b §]'.£1_‘I'fl’:5‘_]'EJlJ_L‘|tlC__q\XL‘S‘4..‘!2S like our criteria{or aupgnrtzinyz V1‘ 0 ;, vaiht: stn kes, when cohr aes s;ehk ribmt Hnethuxlolr lcal'differences in 2 ]“1it'AcBl Sttli§H they 5!: uld be clear in their win nzuxds what the
ststus of such meth4lr\r'J~r'ica1 <.‘l1‘1'ex*ex:ces is.
Paving ssih this. I "J-u‘u.k we can sse a picture «if the :‘.e‘.'el'>‘Vn'=V't or the HE'S
political muthvdmrwy wmch is fllythlliyf hit u]'m;Fu she \1V_i]_iL\i'\x‘ aha whose most



imphrtent asjoects g___ _ £1-:ew_c; cur £3513: toga; at vvvt at in cste fromthe 1972 confe . cc These snst uyortllflt asge
i. 5 reel rL1sc/mtinuity nu geusmzzztxzxéimazne nu: stgzog rnr techlin; the massparties and ercntiqg new rev.-lut unary stsss parties which aces back tn the breakfrnm Ehtrist vmrk in km lntu I9 as end which affects rmt only the ma but all thesections in mo,» (in my view all the vuhates within fut; French Sectxpn_az‘e relatedin (‘me my nr emthur tr this strategic pl‘ hlen nf the ch). For a whale period this.-atratsziu ;'rVh]en did 9 see itcelr in 7-. reel sharp way in ft «ht hr the ssctichsin Ehzr e Lut in e whlle. nu: Hr muhtriee includhzg rxzuml. Spain, Italy sheelsh 3I'1C:1".\ it is - ' l_‘L1'U] urstht ind centrsl 9:‘ gractical wcrh.
2. A reel dzscrntinuity slsn as In: {rm the end ehtry Lu more ch urstréltctezic cal sl is in rciati/Vn vi l"\'L31'nments of wl-kers' ?u’Ll‘E)e5y bnch inelections hhtl at ml» was strunttl . This ilsu is bscrxnmg increasingly i.I!y:7rtant
not nnly in riri eih nut ih wth r uhtries '1: well. Ln releti D tn the IMG‘5
intervantim in the V2355 stnwles alzzunst the Turies it must in my viei bequestioned as (2) whether the USP: theses and the mcucer. s r the mam: vericuetendencies in the er. ..isctich did n t miss my ;tc]_i“.ics.'L slngen on the LabourPAz'€y in relatinrl tw f\ r:1'l'r|;‘ c. mvemecnt. ,'3.-Barrie relation t« bath thusa jfiincs ahuve, the break that 'l<:curred with thetum [ram hhtrisc aid nut just lcuve =1 vacmlm: there wns e Jack of hny systemetici.I1tel'rLct:'wnal m:thr><‘u;)_r,gy.;.n those qucstivns. but that Jack hes in {hot gillea.eupiricallv by the rlirrerent nztxmal sectims, see by rm!‘ 1e.rI*i: it wes filledin s lefclst any — the chess nf G£1'."J".y me stein sirticul ly mm to mine here.Euwever. es rhr ac within is c.JnI;e1'r tho ,: erelly leftlst ‘amt which uperatedfion 1970 thrnug. until I974 use replace: by a eiehtist I-Lpprusch which remainsto the present day. aw» ‘mints sh‘\fl.Ll he made zzbnut this. I-\'rst hi‘ all, the qugstiunnf nu: slttitudvl tuwarris the lehaur party «ti-htepieelly ehi Hut attitude mwerasAthe lcbnur ccvcrmeet was Z1’-t directly mu centrrdly guseé in tr~ht nf the me fromI970 tn 1974 am‘) all tenaeh es were ther si em‘. vvr leftist Ur: these issues.(comrades sh: rhuht this xrrluld rein the list Axuzss Jf "The central Line" tr 1975which treat the Iabhur rsny qutsti 1). st-cchluy, the rightist pcsiticns adopted bycde Jmcs an that.» issues were Ht ih 1-.'ny

sense derived tram ch‘ 1972 and 1973
rerspectivcs <1’ cmmte: they were :1 2 2 thrrv niches held before hisentry intrr the um: then: Jre prem stly Hggmkflchfls which he 5”‘. frwl the lmleadera.hi1> rind which 1(£e_~ thr_r;w—h3c1» ”r_!§sJl3_21'_i‘ tbs‘

__ rsgig gn_'
_gag g..;l_r'*'

__
_mtry$5 yrny die the 1111‘ dcrshig 7:3 alum with Lsrtistmetbmizvl as 'E thu C»rnC)J‘.>).Y:‘e but ad st a ri,~ht— st «hr sch iii relati/~n toBrit; n? in my Virlh‘ Zecznuse the 1145‘ J«ur:erc‘ri1 e.» si s the Labour Percy a spec; lga§e_. quite unlike ther c 76111 lav: crztic ,1'A"ti:‘S in Eurrvge beeeuse at itscchpletc lirxurptlly if we rezimg class h 1,ti_ce and its uhitsry links with the TradeLwhhs.

4. In re inn tn the twcticil rm.-.-ins r r uur urstea fr* t Lltiatives. the IMG
leecersh p kiufinr: the Lntry weri V1 5 ‘Jul me very sc histichtei hethcu whichbate fruit in the vsc. zhwever, when the vac w e l «hser the crntral cemyeihn ofthe nrgiciseti ri this -. ,vr’3ch cnuzc is ssec; Unly iu cert speciflc cenheighs-and the me was laclcma Hut '1 csntrtzi tactic rnr t-using L tiatiyes within themass 7 Hxusatirvns ( s U h e). Tm: ltrtrst ide s #11 the ‘Inited grant in the I972

#
cmrerenct dlcuzants never really sew the hunt "f day (.elth'J\.u;h thnLinked nntich hr our kev h in the us heirs thu firh: f"*r vgrnersu.-hstic cl_eriric—stihhv wss tried in , rew sect ~rs with lullicrcuh results). Inn this vacuum cine themechaxucal tactical I'.'I\L1a vi‘ cct Jrnhs et tht; neceehex :97; cmrcmhce where thest:-—ca112d dialectic 2 unity mu 'utfJ.'\n}cin¢z" h. strum uses by mlr wrench csmreeeswee inteljreteri tn mean that th.,- ma chum first link at with the \)I‘y‘(aLi51Xl/; cadresof the wcrhna class. and th fizhw 1'1 tthar forces such as the rsvolutinhhry left.where v:LiLl all this derive rrcr Rmflamcntally it derived {rah the lack n1‘ u scrvngedncetin nf the ma cahes in the rule er ttansitxsnal tlshehas aha the 1sck_nf eworked nut ectinh ;'r\rjr.;m:u c~m nl ,; u system wt‘ ecncrcte rierrcratic, 2-nssixnisnxpertisl end trensitinhel slue‘r:nS tn ruict Jul‘ i tervehtiun within the warklnz clsss.Phr in reality, the question tr cur tactztc ct ihterventi n 1: the mass mz-risutinneof the class wee hut sh arr. l prfrlllxl )cn tn Rezirrv . cwluticn by some€7z‘pt3n1sat1A‘UA] txudrs. lt ms hisi Jly ~. qucsti u of which ml 4the key t':c:tlz:al slzyshe »z‘ n mili :ut:' the class. A — u mlerity leads:-ship'scrrnrshcru were only 31 tht pr must 1- emrum n within its ranks an thequéstioxl of the truhsiticnil :1‘V5,’1?1lfll.AL*7 ch:-_7 wart: 3159 the ‘:rufiuc1: cf yrbcisely



wesknussss in thc exneyienct 7f the Franck; Sectiwvnflj n‘verstressin~ the technicalrather than thn p~litic.1l as cct Ln their canpsims « wissknessss which Warecriticised by cues in the xntsimti nsi lu4de1‘Sh1i,' hut the Jessvxus Jr‘ whichucss nct hnnses-.-same thmuzh ut tht Eurnpean scctinns The cummdes of the NewCourse sw the _L?‘('b;.\_r.

1973 te.s
mxzn potentisut 5 tbs - .ctit .r unity and nutrisnicingv —.—i;;ht— st ;.ntcnti'-.litlus ms‘ Lad 111' sh sell therssivss in the Shrevshurydafance activity dui-;r.- the su—:si- r 1973, (mi; - in}; mm t ':;',>ear istsr in hsnisyhht different rvrw ir rs-1:ti L11-' ini ‘

vis the leftrm-ssucmcy. The weakness in ct ml): was ‘rec ssly that it did u

um‘. itself nus f‘l1fF_‘r’l with 1 , . svrs: r en crntlc, ,rv.rt:i2:l and transition-s) flaannds am: »h’ectives 1‘ -r the r;ti‘x:. In snrt at d. cuntnt (.t,~.ihstSectsrian
Ioeftlang

I havc nenti nth c 3! (ch: . 4j’1'1!;r‘s - lysis of the likelycnurse Of the left husenucsncy ha tbzm t~ mks . swlit A mgitulétion st thsNAG :::>r~_feren<:u lsst yin, and I will in t rtycut thut smiy here. Luther, I willstress Just tw _wj_uC first, that this what» quest) n is s ;.1“"(/lea nr tactics,although an extrtmcly iuturtsnt -HUA set naiy uuiins» the gas! yea: thess has heens real turn Mn the _.«.x—t - the me thwsrns sttunputink tn devsi -)7 clear politicalacnsnas hi the mss strsx-‘yin, and than. is no ~ sensrhi acceltzmcg within therirganjsntinn ~ thc centmhty f such sir s in hr W)Ik. The fact that themm; psrjectsa nttenrts at nn'zUicm<:e' with Lert s~1) burvaucracy cut sccmsssuch a. cerxtredity wt correct V qititcl ziemands, and the [act that the transrhmstinunr such an 'tc<:e7:t he intv snlsrhctivc irmlzmentzati ;n is still s‘ lung nay nffin many fields shmzi n »t nhscure the change that has taken ,1scc.

_
the ma sng its leudEr<h_iJ_2>_5d_t_}3e_w_1r@gz_

clgsg st; Fae; ‘Il\'
. /3 the '>nly questiunx that matters, ora least that this is the decisive quuati K: hey 51‘u3.w‘nn4; hug nnt infrequently, they concssn bencnth t.is chnttc-r nw cm: at abmmlixuuauts rr thA.-1!‘ resgnnsibilitiesas political 2es:r1r*'s Hf thc wrkim: C1155. I tverthslcss. this qu:,:7L:'L'm is an import-am. she in hem.-minins the vvemll state 1‘ an rr., tnishtiwn. am inassa its lo/oz-ten: capacities t~ 1 _ iatigwi 1 5.13;, the cihss strunzle. An

trssnisstiun <md .~ 1c.m.ci»shi‘Ehic1—.
i~ n’ t ,.netrntin,» YlL\.3!EI' into the vrwrkinz cisssand its strflrtxd-:2: is _”:un_d_ t m. L" .y>u_|5take5 and can cven Inks disastrousmistakes which ewuld hn . been sum with :\ brttar uzmsrza :v.n<i)’.ng wt‘ the mood andthe currents r»: r‘;Jr.irr t 'ir. the wwriunz cuss. '1 initial Vtxfcrd Group‘precisely mule its rnin claim t its crsti; its Cr. acity tr sciuep 111 the pettyhuuscehis yuuth vunmmdism mu take Lhr nis’L*.1'y1L dvcp 111!‘ the éluss. Thepicture is, hnwever «, wen «"1ff\.1‘r,n‘. h. .

The surly IMG ass a ruthxu‘ c vur. n 3117. i strth :,T<2u.7 I c-urns»: whw war: er-whsl.mi.m;]y ihwivea n tts t uni'*ns well ‘)5? the 1.-thour I-"txty, with thehuge majurnty at‘ c nrsdes at ark‘: mu -1it.\:'_l3y 1cb1\'t. :11 t mass nrmnisations.This situation raizidly chzuuzed with th.- tunx mu tntrisu as far ‘$3 the membershipwas ctmmxrned km‘. thrn 2: I9'7C Eltusv was still a lar/re ¢71un.k 3!‘ int; leadership withcnntinu.im' expcnaace \ thh m s ';x'gknJ:'~'n$ir‘z‘.s. mr‘. the fuhdhncnts1_v_,my,g;n whichths realignment within thc 1». o:.,-nshi, ,t the end ur 1971 dir‘. nm‘£‘a‘niscbntinuitywhich cnntinueu t trig xies in the fact th.;t: ths 4v\>rwbel.mJnlZ bulk c; thecentral Mada.)-sh11 N1’ the r.~_4r s than, frr‘/m then until mu has n rt had, and does
. =x;u1‘ier.r.<, 4r,'\t}‘.Ln L 71152. irrrrutx "mi :5 0!‘ thri wcxjlnng class.* accual stmmzles Jf Ffur ':wfH:A.r2;: C 15 This has been, and rtmains, 5prufmmd ws.«.yz.ess fit in s Ieim,-xshi, if thc mu It accounts rt: many of thepnlitncal absurdities which 51.2 13‘: "1 thns Le*1"]‘!‘Sh1 xx; fn' “firm uf directives—— the air ula: nn the L‘ ' Izlactlnn rum-rtly is just 1: I a lam’, lung line.It alsn accwmts much rf thh >/;1iticV4‘1 icstahility :1‘ In " anisiafiiuu and itstactic . and serirrus Q«1S|ZI‘EE muat be tuken ti tackl it if 14 re tr) set: anyammhtic impmmncnt . the nmuns,r-.tivm rvur the next ,)=ri fl.
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,This survey hf th. IMG's histm-_v is ncithsr tum, Lets, TF1: is it fully adequate.I sm sure many cvximaes Va-'11] ha»: mny vzisagi-s»n.>ntc with ;hi-ticuisr nsyscts If it. ‘‘But its mxrpwse hss teen in’ tht st ,1act t~ dzzstrrrggfvirn-htlistic scheuss of the ‘



»])as!: of the trenniseticn End Bf its leadership, and to berzin to clear the ground
for ccnine tn e inure balmccd jufifiument or ‘MI tasks today.

The New Gmzrsn dis :lvec the etert -21‘ I974. at new tendency was termed et the end
mi’ 1974. crucie: in ttnt. rrlatizn Hf th~.t new tendency was a grucess at 5e_-_t§i._v_I.ldng

emuhg cwrnuee Sh" hhu been iii the “:94 Ceiurse Tendency, e prcccse er rI.~th:|.n1d.Izg
Irlfinlz U-lad h tre:la'1(.7nfi v :1-ht tn tnl. cumradea in the current armmd cde Wilcox.
Them ere tnth cont); 211' hrchlte in the cevelnpnent hr the :nJ'.m>rities that

y
hr 115 here Lem invvlvecl in, as well he cr7nV.1n\:it1es and breaks within the

mi and ms majnrity. The new Cuurse w e I-'.vnrm;d, tn 3 very gent extent by the
politlcal yo jfns ;r the lm, and the. serve: the mt; end the revolutionary
let: in in-itain relatively well <|u1‘1n,' the etrmzzle axe-«inst tht 1- 8")’ govermnent.
The political deve: IIIWBLT. if the Im lenrlership has hccn fax‘ lees rte-.pab1e of
guiding the Utpanintiti A -niecuhtely Slncb the electicn ur the [about Goverrunent,
end ode .rhnee- e vnreiun cf the 1m hruch threatened the organlsntinn with e
potent el disaster last year. Thrnum ~ur ciecussiuns with cnnrnne wilccx and
his current the c<w:|1‘:Ar‘eeS uh t hm been l'.r~ the new Crrurse tendency b0€:In to senously
amptle vrlth the atratcric ti-avclehs ur ; rty builrllnfi, with the Labour Party and its
rslatians with thrx class,

2 Auth the crientatinnx he should have to the
struggle of the vmrkamt 2] ch in t -niuncture :J">und the accim proemme and
the class struggle tendency.

It is our task he mlitenth tr the ma raise every gruhlen that we cehrrcnt within
the heeic ur, te 1' the ’>!‘,2>)r.1s.:.tiwu. It is .ur task in thie pi-e-cnnrerence discussian
to fight _ _.cy t the 555 la; ptnblems racing the ms in the clam:
struggle tcahy. And it is ur task e members >r the my and €15 members of the
Intwmethrml t.. hriny mr ctrete. c i-VJFIS to weer in the Internatlnnal djsz:u.ss)'.on
up to t Htl: w. ld cnmzress. It 15 my View that the yreeent leeaerehip of the
mm is evidently nct an sturic luudership: from an hiethrical gain: of View it is
treneitnry; vhfi quicker M: — am. that meant the whole <7rg:An1s:Ltir:n — can trenecehd
this leadership. thz better, But equally the present Tendency .. should act imagine that
it cnncajns the hietcrlc leeterehih ur the hiatvric hrogramrne. we also, min at:
hietcmicel poixlt bf viaw cre trineitnry, which ie LY‘ no way to deny the vitel role
which we !';i\'L then ,«J-Lyicr ;n the me.

lh 1972, it w._ <1 qneetir, def it the lrthwhhx id(:«7J(\<"i.c.5] and pro;z1'ammatic
tradition 71‘ Tr tskyisu. Ir‘! . yeer, 1 315111 r»yc_hnt;ne «. question. net of
cerehtlim the idewlvical firanditi. wr 1~rt.ts nsln. but or drzfenliing the crucial
croemnnhtic print: L hm net 1 ca ltzul ti n to the hnrceucreey. Ibrtunately
it are not bblfiurvllg tnut, hr. the ‘mic ,, htlcul prwblems 4! the wt: am} the Intern-
etmnhl tnday .-.rc n~t. ih eceence, T1 lama wluch c.=.n he reenlven through the
defence nf wrth van , the .i:h‘.r:ce .t air: forlulae hminst mvisicn. They are the
problems, incru slntzly I the he re ut mlrv vex‘: ‘(I in bhrnpe, for which
lenacncy nhne bemm to el», smvt new n e,u'c Ind tactical id . 1 cm by
nn meene EUD\U!l ea th~t the new JL1Ilt.rSh_Y 3'-.:.nut none to mrips with thene prublazzs
thrnneh uiecu ix: tna. tnckle the: edenmrt. y. nnn 1 he fully convinced that
they eat he c'\!‘:‘t:c\:ly rezwl _ r the cnrnnnvn ._r~rt or the wbnle intcrnatityrml,
includinz the rat,-rherem. 1* the ma.

,...«u.mm


