Tieys ON KswORUIS:

(1) Reformism as an organiscd force, is a current in the working class
movement which can be distinguished {rom revelutionary sccialism in a
number of basic ways. The most recognised difference is in the belief that
socialism can be achivved without destroying the capitalist state and
creating a new and different type of domocracy based on vworkers® councils
or similar forms., They argue that capitalism can bo reformed from within
using its own institutions 1ike Pariiament. Some have abandoned any idea
of socialism as a winnable or desirable goal,.

But equally important is that reformism does not envisage the sane type of
socialism. It does not pose the necessity of working class management of
aconomy and society, the transformation of all social relations (education,
health, the fanily) and so on. Thercfore refornism doss not sce socialisih
as being bullt on the selactivity of the working class, on class struggle.
In stead it is socialism from above, ‘state socialism,' or more accurately
state management of a reformed capitalist system. (1)

Historically thewe." have been and are different strands of reformism, from
supposedly Tmarxist' parties (1ike Allende's Chilean Socialist Party or

the Spanich Socialist Workers Party) to parties like the British labour
Party and the German SPD, now given the labed, 'social-democratic. ' §1)

But ultimately the preceding points apply to all strands., Because of theit
refusal to base themselves on class struggle , to take on and destroy the
capitalist state, they clther become tools of its ruling class (as with the
British iLabour Government; or are smashed by them (as Allende's Government was ).
So despite being a part of the working class movement, reformism becomss

.a blockage to the further development of that movement and sooneT or iatexr
its ensmy.

(2) Nevertheless differences within refor: -im are important, especially
when considering its British variants, Brita.n in fact, lackd a yeformist
party in the genuine sense of a party actually trying to change capitalism,
Alomgside other parties of mainstreamn social democracy in Hurope and elsewhere,
they have become simply managerial in their approach to the systems desiriug
only to run it more efficioentiy and caringly through state intervention, .
While the labouvr Party was never been a socialist party like its continental
counterp&fté;;iﬁ has nod droppad the pre-war rhetoric and formal committment
to pocialism, The limits of that vision of socialdsm cnded with the reforms
of the I945-50 era, of state services and basic rationalisation ctce. The
evisionist'thoories of Crosland and the 3ike. jus.ifying this shift (iii)
have beeb practically consolidated in the icaderships of Gaitskell, Wilson
and (allaghan. Given this growth of managerial social-democracy, traditional
reformism is represent:d in Britaln by the Labour Left.

(3) ‘here has also bsen however, been a partial convergence of the de-
generated parties of the oid Jrd International (iv) Communist Parties wiih
tradtional reformism. This is primarily duc to their position thgt its is
possible to modify capitalism from within through parliamcntary roads to
socialism and their conscquent reliance on alliances with reformist left
politicians and union lcaders, instead of independent working class organisation
and action. Despite thelr progressive break with Stalinism, the new 'Buroe
Communist' currents remain within this reformist perspective., Communist

Parties remain distinguishable from other types of reformism by their formal

mas cism, relations tih the working class and links to the Soviet Union.

(4) Revolutionaries must develop tactics to deal with all types of rcformism,
because those currents now dominate working class movements throughout the
capitalist wortl, with revolutionary .arxism a small, if growing minority.

A revolution, with a working class consc’ ously Tighting . for soclalist goals
could not possibly be achioved without chailenging the hold of reformism.
That domination cannot be challenged by avoilting reformist institutions
(trade unions, Labour Party, Trades Councils stc). Neither they nor reformist
jdeas can be ignored by counterposing notions of a pure, revolutionary
working class struggle and ahstract “"autonomous selfwactivity.”
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(5) The traditional tactic for dealing with,raformism_w the united front - 7
was developed by the early 3rd International, Revolutionarics would engage
with social democrats in common limited objectives in an zffort to show the
limits to what rveformism could achicve and in the process uin workers alay
from it, While this rwemains a necessary starting point, both its misusc

(eg by some Trotskysts as a purely “cxposurc” devico) and the changing conditions
of class struggle, would entail us going beyond it. e have to glve specific
form and content to any united front tactic = at day to day or governmental
level- that arises from the aciual relations botween reformism, class struggle
and the working class today. So for instance attempts to involve roformists

in united action today have to acknowledge the decay of many Ladour rsarty
local orgenisations and the nesd to prioritisc the unions as a Tramework for
such actions, T

v there has been 3 major interpretations of how 4o deal with
w Copaunist Party, orthedox Trotskyism and the 'IS Pradition =
n3jor inadequacies,

(6) In Brit:
reforalsm -
each havink

{7} The CF poscs the key question of reformism as a division between the left
and right, in labour Party and unions. They then try to advance struggl: by
constructing 2lliances such as the "Broad peft" in various trade unions, What
this ignores is the common structural constirainis on labour and union leaders
ooE wight ond left thet arise from thenm operating within and/or accepting
the capitelist system. Therefore by stratsgically relying on peopic like
Scanlion, Jones, Foot and Benn, they not oniy re-inforce illusions and undor-
play independent working class action; they end up with a roformist practice.

(8) Orthodox Trotskyism is dominated by an "institutional' analysis that
locates the provlem of raformism as the relationship betwsen the working class
and the lLabour Party, and to a lesser extent other Labourist institutions.
This depends ou v .ciations of the formula that the Labour Party is "the mass
party of the working class," bocause of the links- to the unions and the voting

support the majority of the working class gives to vabour. This falsely.collapsocs

the working class into. the unions. It mistakes a defensivo clags vote against
~therTowins » formassive . illusions in the politics of iLabour and its ability

toradvance working class intercsts. Thesc'illusions'seldom exist ocutside

layers of militants at the base of social democracy, e

vhat this misconception lesds to is Tirstly varicties of 'enirism,! In"its
extrere form in the practice of the Militant Group whose activily is totally
Ltabour Party orientated: in modifiecd form in perennial Trotskyist "raiding -
parties” enlering for speeific periods 4o win over militants inside,(v)
In'all forme, they over-cstimate the degrse to which struggles arise in and
work through the lLabour Party. ‘ ) - -

Secondly, the .effect is & roliance on 'exposurc 'politiee that takes the necessary
process of putting specific demands on labour to a sterile mystification of the
cability of Ishour to carry out such demands or in the power of ths Left to

force -then o do so. Bxamples are in such slogans as "Labour Break with

class collaboration," "Iabour +o power on a socialist programme,” "Left (Labour)
take ~oubrol.” With such tactics they mistakenly belicve that they are addressing
the mess of ths working cliass with demands that relate to their necds and
-conseiousness. The main positive aspect of the orthedox Trotskyist analysis

that because it sees the importance of the institutions of social democracy,

it has corrcctly boen less quick to write “hen off as dvad as many on the

Left have done in Britain and other places lile Portugal,

(9) The IS tredition’ confronted some of Lhe vroblems of the institutional
analysis with ite enmphasis on the “"shifting locus of reforms," linked to
changes in . Cap and the integration of the unions into the state. The notion
of a "home-made"” roformisn successfully focussed on aspects of the changing
relationships between the Labour Party/movemsnt and the working class, a
emphasising rani and file organising and the shop stewards movemnent,

In so fax ae this ke with the equation reformism=social democracy and
stressed ipdefendegt_working class activity it was healthy and Big Flame has
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similar analyscs. However we also tended 4o share its Weaknoessas,
First its cconomism, The idea that when cconomic cupansion finished, the power
of reformism diminished bocausc it could no longertdeliver the goods.' This
vastly under-~cstimated the ideological power of reformisi, which can actually
be strengthened in crisis periocds. secondly, it undor-estinmatsd the institut-
ional level and over=stated the decline of wabour, This led o a failure to
develop adeguate tacties, instead depending on the “vacuuws of povier" theory
which asserted that roformism dominatszd wahly becausc of the lack of size

of the revolutionary alternative. This still teads the 5.P today to inflate
the possibilitics of themsclves appearing as an alternative to Labour,

(I0) Existing interprdations of reformisn wiss the crucial slement, which

is that it is re=producsd in everyday 1ife, The continuity of capitalisnm
re=produces the baliaf in the possibility and desirabiliity of reforms,
because these ars the most obyious ways people have of strugeling to advance
or defiend their interests. The Labour Party is a pelitical 2xpression of this
and is.a genuine reason why nany people join. This is not to say that all
struggles and demands within the system are reformist, or that the "working
class is reformist™, A struggle is reformist or not by the psrscpotives

and methode through whidh it is fought and this applies from wage struggles
to cummunity actions, Procisely becavse reformism is a living relationship with
dally struggles, it comexists with and can be chailenged by revolutionary
alternatives. '

Yithout the understanding of the depth or reformisk in peoples' struggles
and consciousness, both “institutional" and”home~mads" roformism analyses
consistently exagrerate the immediate possibilities of mass struggle, This
was a consistent mistake of virtaully all tendencies on ths Left, including
Big Flame, under the period of thoe Labour Govornment, Fany temdoencies
therefore are  left with no offict analysis of why such. struggles do not
take place. They then turn to "suoststute” ciplanantions, such as the THC
emphasis on blaming the "prop” of the labour/union burcaucracy for holding
back struggles, without any cxplanation of why the vworking class did not
usually challenge this. Becausc of this amliysis, ways are not advancod

in which the limits of existing struggles can be challunegd and the potential
of working class struggle for going beyond reformism can be develped.

(II) It follows therefore that reformism is & multi-ievelled Phenomenon that
include idelogical, institutional amd economic aspects. It is'interior'

to working class struggle, not simply an 'external’ and inserted clement.

This also highlights the weaknoss of Lenin's analysis that saw reformism

as stemning Trom the existence of a privileged "idbour aristocracy." Tactics
mist deal with all thesc aspects, Big Flame would smphasise the nsed to

» prioritisc the challenge to reformism on the terrain of day-to-day struggles

at national and local levol.The hold of reformism cannot be effectively
challenged until socialist alternatives are posad dealing with the politics of
those struggics, xamples of such challenges already beginning to CReTZe are
workers' plans, socilalist perspectives for health, cducation and other services
and so on. They cmphasiss that reformism is not just the belief in the
neutraiity of the state, but of all othor capitalist institutions, By being

forced solely onto a defensive terrain {lefend the unions," “defend the NES! ete),

the revelutionary left too often Tinds itself competing with reformisn
primarily on grounds of grogher militancy,

(I2) Tactice which deal specifically with the pabour Party/movemsnt instiutions
are still necessary, bocause such struggles interact with those institutions.
We have to begin with a characterisation of the Labour Party. We belive that
the Labour Party is g bourgeois party (defined by programme and leadership)
resting on a working class basec. This duality was recognised by Lenin in the
eraly 1920's and informed the tactics of the British Communist Party, for
instance for affiliation to wabpur. But while the characterisation remians

the same, the tactics must differ. The two basic conditions which determined
the affiliation tactic = that the Labour Party was a positive step in existing
working class conscioushcss and that the masses had no experionce of :
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Laboulr in government - have been historically surpassed, The working class
has experienesd a number of Lebsur Government's pursuing pro-capialist
policies, thus reducing positive identification as "our party.” And lLabour
has gone into crganisational decay in relation to its working class basz,
ilosing much of : its individual nembership,

(13) The Labour Party nevertheless retains iis links with working class struggle
through the unions, other labour movenont institutions and through its position
as ‘the parliamsntary expression of the existing movement. The labour -
movement 1ink is vitel because it involves thausands sf the most classo conseious
militants at the base of social democracy, who revolutionaries must work with
and win over , despite and becauss of thueir attachment to Labour and left-
reformism, The paritiamentary cxprossion is important because it refleetls the
rature of working class political representation under nermal conditions of
boﬁrgeds-democracy, smbryonic forms of dircct dsmocracy , built o o

working class power (. strike commiticoss, tenants’ action groups ete) will
develop in struggle and are a priority for revolutionary socialists, But it

is irevitable that without som: form of dual bower and a widespread proletarian
alternative, the form. of political reprosentation that the mass of the vorking
class will regard as primary , will b pariiamentary. This is true regardless

0f the degree of cynicism or consciousncss of the limits of parliamcntarianisn
that exist in the Wwerking class. Begause the alternatives appsar to be either the
Tory class cnemy., totalitarian astern Europsan-style “socialism,”

or too embryonic,

(I4) These realities condition why revolutionarics should call for a Labour
vote (or in other Yuropean circumstances, for Communist/socialist parties ),
This is done without in any way supporting the progamme or policics of the
Labour Party, in or out of government, Our call for a Labour vote is on the
basis of class against class, rccognising that the mass of the vorking class
vote Labour as a way of affirming their class identity and that the alternative
is the Yories, who will launch direct assgulis on working class gains and
organisation. But while the Tories are worse than iabour, we rofusc to call
labour a "lesser evil," because this is the basis by which labour re-produces
its support among working people, Only by making cleay the "different evii®

-of Labour can that conncection begin to be broken. We also recognise that Labour
in opposition gives them space for phoney radicalisation that dimrms militants
and makes it more difficult to build a stronger socialist opposition that
has broken with lahourism.

(IS) Revolutionaries should however, support slecctoral alternatives that are

a8 genuine socialist challenge ‘to labour and reformismi we use elecetions as

a means to put forward a programme of demands that arise out of elass struggle,
to build the campaigns associated with thum and to advance genoral propaganda,
for Socialism,'Thé*growing prescance of the Far Left in elections throughout
Burops, is a reflection that this is a useful and necessary way of presenting
'@ generalised sockHlist alternative 4o reformis., Big lame will build on the
expericnce of Socialist Unity, positive and negative, to investigate the
possibilitios of futurc electoral cAnterventions involving  the widest possible
forces preparcd to pit a sociaslist alternative to labour, at a iocal

and national level, : : ' '

(I6) The experiencs of +he past decade has shown the immensc importance of
parliamentary institutions in effucting”élé$s“strugglo; for instansc the
e¢=mobilising effcet elections had in France 1968 and Ttaly I976. But more
~than this, recent experiences in Portugal, Spain and elsevhere, show that
working class attachment to institutions of bourgeois.democracy is strong., These
are not mere "illusions," They reflect the fact that such institutions are
a gain historicalliy, especialdly given peoples’ experience of fascism and
the de~generation of the Russian rovolution, The masses will only break with |
representative forms when alternative prooletarian democracy is deeply rootad,
generalised throughout the whole society and seen o be more democratie, It is
necessary for sccialists to defend and even extend elements of bourgaois ;
democracy against the erosion of democratic rights, that is a feature of many
modern capitalist states, (vi)



"(IB) In this context we would rogard the prowth

.
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But we deny that changus concérning bourgcois domeracy requir: a new revolution-

ary stretgy. Those who arguc that there is a'Zrd Boad' between rovolution and

‘reform, prioritisc working though instiutions of bpourg:ols depmocracy and down-

garde ths self-activity of the working class. Althouph the axact relationship
to representative democratic forms cannot be prodicted in advance of revolutionary

situations, we affirm the possibility of prolotvarian,direct democracy; both
‘as more democratic and as the political alternative to ths maintenance of

capltallst class rule th@gh parliamontary systoms.

(I?) We believe that a Left Government (vii) can advance the possibilities of
ach;av1ng SOCldll n. This is not bscause 1t will leglisats soclaliss into being,
But because its cxistence will help "oreate space Tor autonoomus working class
struggle, providing a material basc for the working class to move to more
advanced political objectives, The role of revoelutionariecs is to build popular
Torms of horklng class poucr, Lo conutltutv a revolutionary pols, arming the
working class politically and mllliar11y Tor the necessity to take power
independently, Wo would howsver £ defend thu Lot Government 1T specific
pro=vorking class actions wers attac?ed by the ruling class, In gensyal ve
would use the contradictions that will exist inside the forces of the Left
Government to engage in common struggle and win over sections of the hase

_of nilitants supporting the reformist project.

We must be opposed to any tactics in relation to the Left Government or the
poseibility of one {as in France IﬁCth1V}, that confuse the naturc of such a
political force. For instance it is wrong to pose demands which pretend that
reformists can be revolutionarivs, so as tc "expoze" them or for any other:
reason, as th: Fronch section of the Fourth Internaticnal 4id in the 1978 -
elections.(viii) We should not designate such forces (as the CP/SP in France)
as "workers' governments,” as this canfuses militants. & Loft Government

is only useful in strenghhening the struggle of the working class, to the
extent that the class and its vanguard sectors in particular, have no illusions
in that Govvrnmunt ' .

f the Loft within labour and
moves. to democratise the Labour Party as a step forward, Tt makes Labour
more responsive to class struggles and enabdbles us to ungage reformist militants
in more advanced political objsctivas. But we also beliive that nomatter
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- how democratic and radical reformism is, it will romain trapped within the

confines of constitutionalism and unable to lead mass struggles in an anti=
capitalist diresction. It is not possiblc to transform the Labour Pariy inte

a revolutionary socialist party and we wre opposed to entry into it on that

basis, While we recognise that working in the Labour Party appears to ba

a viable political option to many people, we do not think it that workihg init is
the " most uscful way of building class struggle. We are not Complbtly opposad

in principle to work inside the iabour Party, but in terms of exlisting

political conditions, we think it is wrong . Therefore members of Big

Flame do not join the iabour Party, pACcpt in oxcbptlonai clrcumstances (x).

(19) While the question of demends on labour and how far foraes wWithin it can
be pushsd is a problematical arca; ww do not thihk it uscful for the Far Left
that is putside Labour, to elaborate demands and programmes for within it,
gprogrammes oF democratisatlon, "sack Callaghan™eto), This is not simply hecause
we arc outside,but because they can create illusions in the forcos surrounding
people like Benn and also make littic impact given the existing balance of
forces between reformism and .the Far Left: Our priority and the best way

of pushing Labour to the Left is tc build irpendent worklng class action and
organisation, This will drag labour into the siruggles and not push the struggles
into the stifling embrace of lLabour and constiutionalism, This is different Trom
putting specific demands on labour Government or Councils that arise from

. class struggles (cg to nationalise a firm threatening redundancies or to stop

cuts}, This remains a nceossary political tactic,



(6)

(20} The best way to engage the base of social demoeracy in political dialogue
is through united action on basic issucs like racism, abortion and Wage
controls. It is also the most affeciive way of winning those struggles. This
~united front at the base requives us to prioritise work inside union branches,
Trades Councils and other labour movement institutions, as well as ocur more
traditional work inside independent structurss Iike Anti-racist committeo

UTOM, anti~cuts hodics and =0 on.
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The signatorics to these thescs are putting them forvard for consideration and
ultimately voting on at the I979 BF Confercnos.: This is bocause we balieve
that a cohorent and general position on reformism will aid us in our political
work and is better than having disconnected positions on voting dabour, putting
demsude on labour and so¢ on. We do not claim that these theses are cnough to
guide a political practice in todays conditions of struggle. They have to
be supplemented by dactics flowing from a concrete analysis of the period
under a Tory government and peoples’ crperiences at a local and sectoral level.
But we think they can clarify the general debate, Although long, we think there
is adeguate time for comrades to discuss them and vote at Conference, Finally
indivdual signatorics may not agree with every single Formulation, hut take
overall political responsibility for the gencral political position,

NOTES TO THESES _ |
(1) State Socialism is a term that has grown in usc recently to describe either
reformist strategics or Rissian-siyle 'socialism,® While we do not regerd
either as authentic socizlism, the tern has the advantage of showing the

common depandence on the state, rather than popular woking class powor.

(i1) This has to be distinguished from the usc of 'social=democracy' in the

period around the Russian revelution, when revolutionary marxist parties where
often called social-democratic. This for instance applied to the German SPD, which
has now dropped any reference to being & socialist pavty. '

. (i1i) A number of theoretical works came out attempting to "revisz" Labour's
formal committment to socialism and working class politics. The most prominent was
Crosland’s "The Future of Socialisn."

(™ The 3rd International grouped Communist Parties, following the Bolshovik
model, It de-gencrated and died under stalin, It is also worth poinking out that
this (correct) use of the tern united front, differ s form how rnany people use
it today simply to mefer to joint work among revolutionaries.

(v) Entrism has come to be = confusing term used to mean anyono entering

the Labour Party for any political purpose. Glassically howaver it meant
Eroups going in to do political vwork, win people over and come out again (or.
be thrown out) in periods when it was judged that indepondent revolutionary
zigahisation Was not possible. Those who genuinely believe Labour can be _
transformed into.a revolutionar arty or just acce i existing - 2
of oo omned 1 entrists, Yy party or j ace ?ttlts exlsting nature are

(vi) An gxanple of extension of bourheels rights in Briatin.could be

proportional representation, :

(vii) This docs not mean a government of manczerial social democracy or a
revolutionary . government.

(viii) They sajid: -"The CP-3P without waiting for 1978, must decalre they arc ready
to form a gov't, not to manage the bourgeois state within the framework of the
market cconomy, as the Common Programme lays down, but to get rid of Giscard,
satisfy the workers' demands and take moasures opening the way to workers' power,"
(ix) Such exceptional circumstances could include, being in an area where there

was no-one else on the ieft, or somecone with a substantial base inside the LP
leaving to join BF. It must be stressed though, that thesc are collective decisions,
not individual ones and are of a temporary nature,



