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Introduction_: _ : .
de have deliberatély kept these notes short, for everyone's sake, and the fact
tﬂat they are notes enphasises three things: they are a contribution to discussion,
ot a would-be logt word on the sunject: ot the same time, they meke many points
that often get negliceted in BF's discussions on the subject; they should be takcen
together with other ESG documents. There is some continuity between what is said
here and recent BF positions, such as in the articles ””c 11 have to fight any
government  Vote lahour - Keep the Turdies Cut" in May 1979's BF paper, and in
the 1979 BE pamphlet "Labouring under the Tories?”, Ve hove nlsc tried to relate
what we say to discussions among other communists, such s Rosa Luxemburg' s work,
and also to use international comparisons {with France, the USA, Ireland, among
others) to shed light ont the situation in Britain., The notes are divided in four:
a, Heforms and reformism
b, Specific featurcs of British reformism
¢, strategic considerations
d, topieal and difficult questions. .

:‘3

A. Reforms and Reforyism

L. In line with previous communists we should distinguish between (a) reforms (o)
reformists and (e) reformism, Revolutionarics rightly spend a large part of their
time struggling (In a revolutionary way) for reforms; revolutionaries always have
to relate to reformists, sometimes as allies (eg in the trade unions), sometimes
as pecple we want to get concessions from (notably labour councils), sometimes as
people/institutions we simply fight ageinst (such as the last Llabour povernment):
nevertheless, revolutionaries should unequivoeally owppose reformism, both left

and right, vhether in the form of insiitutions or of demands or of methods of
struggle or whatever ,.....

2. The traditionsl BE distinetion hetween reforms and revolutionary demands
has been fairly clear and pretty good: not Just locking at the vwording of the
demands, but insisting that a struggle zround a very "Limited” demand, during
whirh people were helped to learn about revolutionary politics, and developed their
strength, was = reveluticnary not a reformist strusgle. But g probably we should

put more emphasis on the need for revelutionary ways of struggling, which increasc
people’'s understanding confidence and strength including ogainst reformism, and
also on the fact th&t and given gain is only one battle in a largor war, '

e

s

S, 8o it's essentinl, os well as stresaing the importance of fighiting for reforms,
also to emphasise their limitotions WAQ thewr partial, Trequently contradicth-
ory character, That is, even if a reform iz "won” , from an employer or the state
or men or whoever, nevertheless (1) it is easily reversible by the powers-that-be
ghould they sc chose (as is happening in relstion to the labour process throughout
the British engineering industry), =nd (ii) it is partial and lishle to produce
or reinforce conflicts among the oppressed (see the exomple of Child Penefits in
the Rayah Feldman article in the currvent Rev Soe), and (iii) in any case the reform
only counts if the masscs (or sections of them) are sble to struggle (or convins
eingly threaten to strugele) to nsura it is enforced: equal pay. An aspect of 111
this worth specizl mention is that "reforms” are very often not internmetionalist,
elther becausc of reliance on a specific nation state (2t hest) or because they
cetually serve to pit working people in one country against those in others: many
legislative reforms, welfare measures, ete have one of these faults, The miners
victory earlier this year (which we all so welecomed) is o good example of pftting
British workers agalnst Toreign workers: the state subsidy which was won serves
28 o substitute for dmport comtrols, with many similar defects.

4. Against the dominont Trotskyist traditions of the British left, it is important
to assert (i) ¢ that reforms are worth winning, and (ii) that even in a situation
of sharp crisis they can be won (provided fhe appressed fight hard enough: eg, the
miners early in 1981 over jobs), but that (1ii) although it is important to
strugzle for concessions from the state, much of the transitional demands appreach
i3 manipulative, or involves leaving things to Labour politicians.

5, But 1t is =lso vitel to rejeet the tradition {which has influsnced BF in the
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past) of Ttalian "anarcho-marxism” (for want of o betber word): this approach,
whieh can for example e found in the pamphlet "Pake Over the City", is scornfully
dismissive of reforms, reformism or any electoral netiviiy. The experience of the
last ¢ight or so years - in Britain, in Itﬁly, clsewnere - has'fully discred- . .
ited this attitude, However, limited - most wape inereases, the 1967 Lbortion Aet,
even the right to vote -~ reforms can have a vital cffect on the lives of .
millions, and can't be rzjected without dismissing whot matters to thess people. .

6. Throughout the world, throughout the last sixty or morc years, with at most
handful of exgeptions, the'hiStoric role of refurmist parties of the lahour move-’
ment has been'%J assume the leadership of on upsurge of workers' strugple only to
co-opt it and reintegrate it into the capitalist system. -This is not hecauge of
evil intentions on the part of reformist politicians. (though we don't want to
commend ,the intentions of a Callaghan, a Wilson ur a.Schmidt), but because of the
relationship between demands, masses and leaders and the state, which have been
involved, Even in a casec. like France, 1920, when a left government sparked off a
powerful wavo Of)I ctbry Oeeupatluns, ete, that same govermment in the rather
longer run had. the cff;et of discorienting and demorslising working people, The -
key elements in such o proccss have typically been: limited (and frequently
scctlonal) political demands; reliance on the leederships of labour movemnent
organisations; underestimation of the oppesition of the boursgeoisie and of dom- -
estic or international reaction; parliamentarism leading the masses to rely on .
the state not themselves, Every cne of these is choracteristic of the present
labour left and its relations with working people, with the possible small
exception of the entryist ThVOlutlQH“flto.OO the prospeet must be that any

left govermment in the forseeable futurc will not, in-the long run, advance
bowards socialism unless there is a mass movement to its left which is unwilling
to delegate frust to it. : ' '

7. It is worth mentidning thet reformist political currents are not-exclusive to
the Labour movement. There can often be even o reforpist movement of the specially
{or natiqnally) oppressed, as has happened for cxample in the case of the dopdn-
ant sections of thé American women's movement; after all,. traditional labour
movement reformism doesn't even begin to meet these people's needs., There is a
notable reformist current within the women's movement, for exomplc, here in
Britain at the moment, exemplificd by zcademic women in the CP such as Mapy
Maclntosh and others . involved with the journal Critical Socinl Policy, though
chbviously in this case there s o conncetion with labour movement reformism.

8. Deserving mention, as a text on reformism/reforms that really repays (critical)
reading, is Rosa Luxemburg's "Social Reform or Revelution”. It is there that she

argues for the famous formula, which informs what we have said above, that the
struggle for reforms is the means to»the end of revolution, '

Sptclflc fea turfs of BPltlSh rcfarmlsm : .

Reformism is much more than a set of ideas, or of slogans or what ver: it is

& complex system, involving demands and political idess, politiesl ingtitutions
(notably the LP, the unions, and -their relations 4o the British state), divisions

Otonpst the oppressed; it has roots in daily life and the attitudes of Nopdinary
pecple, Emphatlorlly, it is not = ”strfjrhtmjhckct” superimposcd upon o working: .
class which ty0¢0111y or in its majority is %trﬁlnzng x4t the leosh to burst into oo
struggle. S

B
1.

2. Because of its relationship with the state (Locally, nationnlly, to a certain
extent even internationally) the Labour Party is e centrel foous of reformist
rclatlanshlps within British scelety: the LP loeally and nationnlly is employer,

landlord, boss of-the poliee and army, ete cte for millicns of working peoole
Contrary to what the Chartist MCCurote recently (BF IB 42) it is notrat Like
your friencly neighbourhood tenants association or trade union branely, In partln
cular, to have o national perspective of LD wembership: (for a person op acEroup )
involves taking politieal resoonblbllltv for the actions of labour councils and
sovernments,
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5. The need to vote labour {with certain exceptions): this is an important respect
in which we-can learn from international compariscons. For example, wherc there are®
two or more pariies with mass infiuence within the Labour miovement, as in France,-
Belgium, Italy, it isn't easy to deeide which to vote for (given, say, the French
CP's gnti-migrant pogroms, it's hard to see what revolutionsries should have done

in France earlier this year: the argument for voting CP where possible because the

CP was the most left doesn't cound very convinelng nowadeys). For example again,
where the electoral gysitem makes it easy for revolutionaries to stand without
splitting the vote-{eg, under a two-round system as in Frdhee, or a system of
proporticnal representation, as in Ttaly) it's much more practical for class

struggle coandidates -t run. Bg, although the US demotratic party is allegedly

more "left" than the Republieans, it isn't part »f the working class movement,

and should never have the votes of revolutionsries, EBg, in recent general '
clections there the Irish Labour Party has stood en a promise of being the junior’
partner in a coalition with an openly bourgeois party; and - it would have becn

wrong for Irish revolutionardes to have woted for it., The essence of voting for

a party or parties that are part of the labour movement ‘is te identify with, and

urzge others to identify with, working class struggle, not only or even mainly - -
"electoral® struggle a la Labourism, but the whole struggle of the whole movement.

In 1979 at the May general clection in Britein, for example, all those sections '

of British society who sclidarised with trades unionists in strugzle (after the
witeh-hunts of the '"Winter of Discontent') would have voted Labour, while all

those opposing the Prade Unions and joining in the atbaek would have voted Tory,”
following the Daily Mail headline: "Remember last winter: Vote Tory"; this -
despite the anti-union policies of the Labour Party -~ remains a gocial fact

about reiations between the classes in Britain. C ' "

L. On the other hend, "lesser evilist™ motivations of a Labour vobe are entidely
mistaken, not only because Labour often hasg policies that are no less evil than
those of the Liberals (or, sometimes, even the Tories) but also - in the '
perspective of overthrowing British capitalist socicty because the Tories and
Labour are not (and have not been) alternatives: they have lived off each other,

For example, MCC (in his already-~menticned article in IB 42% makes wuch of the
reforms achieved by the 1974-79 Labour govermment, while alse ackhowledging the
attacks 1t carried out cgainst working people, But he appedrs not to realise that -
however desireable by themsgelves -~ the reforms were a guid proe quo for the

attacks: notably, pro-union legislation purchased the silence of most bureaucrats
in the face of incomes policy and cuts, Furthermore, od MCC totally neglects that
legitimate grievances (as well as less defensible cnes) at Lebour's record were

what lead many not to vote Labour, and some even to vote Tory, in 1979, The Labour
govermment demoralised and alienated its own supporters while reinforcing the ranks
of the Tories, making the latter's 1979 victory almost a foregone conclusion: the
Thatcher government is the most enduring produet of theé Wilson & Callaghan regimes,
In the past Big Flame has talked about this relationship between Labour and Tory as
the Labourist cycle, and has urged revolutionaries to seek. to break. it: we ought .
not now to let labour's verbal leftism change cur minds, ' T

5. There is. no question of voting SDP, since despite its "socialist" pretensions
the SDP in this country is a split from, not a part of, the wdirking class movement,
A similar grouping in Portusal has during the last seven vears evolved to become
the most plausibie (and currently the governing) party of the Portugese Right, A
similar (less spectacular) evolution has taken place in Italy since the 1950s.

¢, By contrast with Buropean reformist parties, British reformist organisations

sre peculiar, partly because of the split between electoral activity (represented
by the Labour party) and TU activity (represented by the TUC and its affiliates),
partly because in this country the unions set up the LP, while outside the English-
speaking countries it was oalmost without exception the working-class party which
set up the TUs. This is related to the exceptional (if now deelining) stréngth

of the single TU federation in Britain, compared to the weakness of the several
rival politically-based federations of unions in many (not all) othér Buropean
countries. i
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7. There are many other complications which eould usefully be followed up further,
such as British Labour's affinity for Fupire, or the role of relipion within the
LP, 7 ur the fact of a single big openly bourgeois party (unlike in virtually
every other Europsan cuuntry) or the fact that within the British state Wales
and Scotland arc each wuoh more leftwwlnu and pueh more working class than is
England, or ... ‘

C, Stratesglic considerations

1. We arc interested not just in left reformism, but in reformisw ns such, for
despite the present major conflicts within the LP present-day 'left! reformism

is very much in the mhlnstrcam tradition of British Lebourism, from which the LP
has diverged rightwerds during the last quarter-century: furthermore, rizsht reform-
ism retaing an encrmous influence, clearly revenled in the Healey victory in the

LP deputy leadership cleetion and the choice of the LP g5 Notional Exceutive Commiticoe

2, Thth is a major problenm over explaining thc SDP split and the subseguent success
(relﬁtlvely speaking) of the SDP-Liberal allisnce, in loeal elections (including the
St Taneras north ward of the GLC) ond nationally at Warrington and Croydon. To seek
to explain it Ly media hype is nonscnse, because it f2ils to take inte account

what it is abuut the voters that (gupﬂ"semly) cnables the media to influende so

many of them, The two key problems scom to be: (1) what is the difference betieen
the Healey/Hattersley/Foot combine on the L“ rour right and the Owen/Williams/Rogers
splitters?, and (2) from what socinl proups, why, does the SDP denw its support

{es, o new Professional and Managerial elass, ar at least part of it? O the more
privileged and conservative section of the workinzg class? Or more traditional

Tory supporters who have lost their nerve given the recent coconomic policies and
crisis? Or what mixture of all three?). This is an important question for BF to

“o more gork about because left denuncintions of SDP "renegades" miss the point
that the SDP and Liberals are now appealing to lezitimate prievances. '

s

3. VWe clearly need to have positions favouring {1) votinz Labour {(subject to
some minof qualifieations, uf which class strupgpgle candidetcs is the most rele-
vant one), plus {2) paying the political levy (which the SDP plans to challenge).
B that voting Labour cught not to depend on the merits of +he individunl candi-
date: for example, Roy Mason is o prominent Labour imperialist, bub most other
Labour MPs have backed his line over Treland, BF alse needs to decide whether
its members ean accept delegation by affilicted bodies {such as TU branches) to
LP constituency branches. It seems ressonable = that they should, since represent-
ing a large number of people who are croanised in some s wny (althoush it
has its own dangers) is quite different froam boing an individual LP merber. On
the other hanl, BF mombers ought not to ro cut of their wny to seek such deloga-
tion. : : '

4, Ve need to think in terms of o lonz-term strotegy that doesn't avoid the need
for patient, consistent building of 2 rov- dutionory movement either by disappear-
ing intc th; party-mongering of the SWP or by locking for "set-rich-quick! '
stratagems in IMG fashion: these lattoer consistently, necessarily fcsult in lJSS€
of demoralised comrades, outweighing the adherence of new ones,

5. In such o strategy, it is necessary o insist time and i that revolution-
aries don't just fisht over - ana the working class shouldn'™t Just fight over -
su-called "working class” issucs (factory issucs, cbe, of the type the SWP is '
inereasingly plusging at cvery conceivable opportunity), but over all oppressions,
not Jjust in Britein but internationally, But it is also vital te Qo Long-term

work within the ftracde unions, raising questions specific to workplace situations

as well as other ones. : ’ '

&, In the long run, o mass socialist movement in Britoain will not comie sbout

without a leftward split of mejor provortions from the rrescently exdsting Labour

movement, including o split within the trade unions.

7. In the stpuﬁ le for zocis 1lsm, "saviets" or some similar form of self-crzenise-
tion of the workers and of other groups of the oppressed will be essentinl, partly
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ag the best way of organising the struggle, partly as a2 . school Tor self-manage.
ment inoa new society, - Lo ' : .

8. The need for prefigurative demands and ways of organising, not just seeking

to extract concessions from the state, This is very well illustrated by, for
example, the self-help movement in (women's) medicine, But prefigurative ways

of organising and demands are harder in relation to nousing and the economy, not
to mention the orpans of state repression: things like sguetting, the Lucas.— ‘
plans, are a start, but leave a long way still 4o go. What is essential = is to
zo beyond simply:.rejecting the system and making propaganda fop a new one, for
ft will be impossible for.revolutionaries to esrry Horkers with such o simplistie”

D, Topical and difficult guestions. : : : -

1, While we need to keep up a eritique of left labourism which, after a belated
start, has not been too bad, we alsc need to go further intc explaining why thero:
are such bitter divisions within the LP, why the Tribunite lert itself is split,
and why Benn is-getbing so much support for such bad poliecies...,  ©  °

2. We also need consistently to bear in ming the need simultaneously“to combat,
to ally with and to extract conscssions from. various elements of the Labour move-
ment, For example, we should nave clearly defended Benn's right 4o stand, and
union members right to vote, during the recent deputy ieadership campaign: to
42 50 would have brought us into de facto alliance (of a very limited, but s%ill_
very important type) with the labour 'hard left! against the party Right and h
some sections of the union bureaucracy (though not where the burcaucrats werc
Bennite, as lots aore,...). . : ' EREE

5. Because of the particular relationship of forces in Britain at the moment -
notably a weak, confused and demcralised revolutionary left - gains for left
reformist. currents electorally, such as the GLC election, are more likely to .
encourage interest in left reformism from former revolutionsries than to encouT.ase
any sort of Tlow-in the other direction., But we ought not to tell any LP comradies
who are interested in our revolutionary polities that they simply ought “to leaves
it and Join us: rather we should encourage them to fight, as long as is possible,
to build a current on revolutionary politics within the LP section thet, they
belong to, Given the politieal differences, it isn't likely that such a‘phase‘
could last very long, but it could be very cducative..... o

i, We need toe emphasise both participating in and transférming the daily strugzles
whether of waged workers or of other groups of oppressed people, rather than
subordinating them to electoral considerations or counter-uvosing them to party-
building in SWP style,

5. In relation to LP membership, there will undoubtedly he a few cases where | .
particular areas of Bi''s work can be furthered by BE members joinihg {or remaining
in) the Labour Party. Bub the whole of what we have sald about reformism, about
the relationship of the LP to the state, and about the (political) weakness of “he
revolutionaries relative to left lsbourism leads to the conelusion that we shouid
reject a national perspective of work inside the TP {(whether "entryist" or under
some other label), Furthermore, given the intensity of our present debate, and The
fact that BF nmembers Joining the LP has implications for the whoe organisation, '
decisions about  LP membership should be subject to NC ratification,

6. This means rejecting the idea of od Jack Brown (BB 44)Y that, if 2ll BF members
nad politics similar 4o his then we should have a good few members inside the LP. -
Similarly, what we have said about the politics of left reformism means we shoulc
reject the Kimberley resolution offering critical support for Benn.

7. There are still important problems not touched on here, invelving the AEs,
alternative plans, ete, It will be important after Conference to keep paying
attention to such topies, not to let things that have come up in the present
Gisecussion get left hanging arcund for s further t welve months,



