NOTES:

THE SOCIALIST PARTY

of Great Britain

82nd ANNUAL CONFERENCE - EASTER 1986

Friday 28th,, Saturday 29th., & Sunday 30th of March

-1 PRELIMINAFRY AGENDA :-

(a) Branches are reminded of the requirments of RULE 8 and should submit their half-
year Form 'C' (to 31st December 1985) to the General Secretary immediately).

(b) Any amendments to these Amendments to Rules and Resolutions, and Items far
Discussion, must be in the hands of Standing Orders Committee at H.O. by 9 p.m.
Tuesday 4th February, 1986. Please identify your amendments/addendums clearly by
reference to Section Heading, Section No. and the item/number and Branch as they
are listed on the Agenda,

(e) Whilst brevity in Items for Discussions is desirable, a number of Branches have
complained that sorme are too 'eryptic' to impart the Branch's drift - a few more
words may be all that's necessary to avoeid this.

(d) To avoid items going astray, DO NOT include items for 5.0. Comm. in letters to
_other committees or Party Officers: mail separately or use a separate sheet clearly
ineaded 'F UR STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEES

AMENDMENTS TO RULES

RULE 2:

EAST LONDON Br.: "Delete the first three sentences up to and including the word 'dues' on

RULE 10:

line seven {including the Conference 1981 and 1984 Amendments) and replace with:
'Each member shall pay £1.50 per calendar month, except the unwaged, who shall pay
50p. per month towards Party funds; the Branch Treasurer to acknowledge receipt by
signing the member's card. The payment of dues may be waived for any reason
deerned satisfactory by the Branch'.

The Rule then to continue (line seven) as at present: “A member . ..’

S.W. LONDON Br: "In the last line, between the words '‘Executive Committee' and

RULE 12:

‘excepting', insert the words 'or the New Pamphlets Committee,'."

SWANSEA Br: "On tine one, delete 'twelve' and replace with 'fourteen',"

RULE 18:

CAMDEN Br: "In line two, between the words 'speaker’ and 'shall' (deleting the comma),

RULE 18:

insert the words 'relating to statements made by the Speaker on the Party Platform,'."

HAMMERSMITH Br: "In line two, between the words'speaker' and ‘shall {deleting the

comma), insert the words 'relating to that speaker's public conduct or statements,'."

RULE 18: N.W. I_.ONDON Br: "In line seven, after the words 'the E.C.' insert, as the commencement of

RULE 22:

the next sentence, the words 'Once the committee has been appointed,' { The sentence then
to continue as at present with (small 's) "....,such speaker....."),"

SWANSEA Br: "Delete the whole of the final sentence commencing 'Where Branches.,.....!

on line five. (See note over , appendedtoRULE 23: SWANSEA Br:")




RULE 23:

SWANSEA Br: "Delete the whole of the final sentence commencing ‘Branches shail ....! o.

RULE 26:

line nine and replace with:

'Branches shall hold at least one specially summoned meeting before the Conference
when instructing their delegates on the Conference Agenda and at least one after the
Conference to hear their delegates' reports and to vote on the Amendments to Rules
and Resolutions which were on the Agenda.”.
{N B
The above two proposed Amendments to Rules in the name of SWANSEA Br., namely to
Rules 22 and 23, are to be considered in conjunction with the Resolution (a) under Section
heading 'ANNUAL CONFERENCES & A.D.Ms.' (first section under 'RESOLUTIONS") in the
name of SWANSEA Br. Such Amendments to Rules would be appropriate should this
Resolution be carried, §.0. Comm.)

N.W. LONDCN Br: "In line four, between the words 'requisition' and 'stating', insert the

words ',supported by votes in favour totalling a minimum of 10% of the total Party
mermbership,"

PROPOSED NEW RULE:

ENFIELD & HARINGEY Br: "All meetings shall be kept free of personally preventable
atmospheric pollution, medically recognised as harmful to health,"

-+ END OF AMENDMENTS TO RULES :-

RESOLUTIONS

1

(a)

(b)

(a)

(b)

ANNUAL CONFERENCES & A.D.Mas:

SWANSEA Br: "This Conference resolves that with effect from 1986, voting on Conference
Amendments to Rules and Resolutions shall take place not at Conference itself but in the
Branches afterwards; the results of the voting shall be communicated by the Branches to
the Standing Orders Committee within the four weeks following the final day of Conference.
These resuits shall be passed to the E.C. for communication to all Branches and Central
Branch members.”

(NB!

The above Resolution relates also to the proposed Amendments to Rules 22 and 23 -see the
note appended to'RULE 23: SWANSEA Br. ? $.0. Comm. )

S.W. LONDON Br: "This Conference affirms that although A.D.M. recommendations are not
necessarily binding on the E.C., they are more representative of Party opinion than E.C.
resolutions. Therefore the E,C, should take cognisance of such recommendations and give
reasans far its failure to put such recommendations into effect.”

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE, PARTY OFFICERS & SUB-COMMITTEES:

re LITERATURE ¢

ISLINGTON Br.:  "This Conference instructs the E.C. to cease the traditional Party
convention of including a dated preface signed in the name of the E.C. in all Party

garnphlets. In future, all such prefaces shall be un-dated and signed in the name of the
arty."

BRISTOL Br: "This Conference resolves that the N.P.C., while continuing to be a sub-
committee of the E.C., should have the authority te produce pamphlets and leaflets on
subjects which have been approved by the E.C. without having to submit the texts to the
E.C, for editing; quantities and expenditures to be agreed by the E.C."




{(d)

(e)

()

(g)

(h)

3

S.W. LONDON Br: This Conference lays down a new procedure for the issue of all
pamphlets and leaflets in accordance with Rule 17 as follows:-

PAMPHLETS
(i) A decision to issue a particular pamphlet shall be made by the E.C.

(ii) The N.P.C. shall organise the work, including the issue of a detailed synopsis to
Branches and the E.C. Comments on the proposed contents must be received within a
deadline set by the N.E.C. and will be taken into account by the writer or writers in
preparing the draft.

{iii)  The resulting drafl shall be presented to the E.C. which, at its discretion, shall either
amend the draft at the E.C. table within a time limit of eight weeks, or ask E.C.
members to send their individual comments within three weeks to the N.P.C. for its
consideration prior to the issue of the pamphlet by the N.P.C.

LEAFLETS

Stock leaflets shall be edited by the E.C. Short topical leaflets and branch leaflets shall be
edited by the N.P.C."

r e FINANCES - BRANCHES & GROUPS:
NORTH EAST Br: "This Conference instructs the E.C. to make available to all Branches and

Groups, at their request, a grant, the amount to be agreed by this Conference, and that
Branches and Groups shall report to the E.C. haif-yearly on their expenditure,”

re INVESTIGATORY AD HOC COMMITTEE ;

N.W. LONDON Br: "This Conference deprecates the action of the E.C. in setting up a
committee to investigate alleged factional activity by some un-named members of N,W.
London and Camden Branches, and refusing to produce the alleged prima facie evidence,
both to the two Branches concerned and to the Party in general."

re PARTY PROPERTY / LETTING ;

CAMDEN Br: "That this Conference instructs the E,C. in the following: that NO Party
money be invested in house property for the purpase of receiving rent."

N.W. LONDON Br: "That this Conference instructs the E.C. to conduct a Party Poll on the
following guestion:-

/-\ _/ -
*Should the Socialist Party of Great Britain become Landlords?' fvf"\"‘—/ W"
4. %W@ _‘.5’—,,’-5»1‘31‘-'—/' 2

re ENROLMENT OF MEMBERS:

HAMMERSMITH Br: "This conference reiterates that, in line with Rules 1 & 11, enrolment
into Party membership is only through a Branch or, for Central Branch members, the E.C.
[via the Forms 'A' Scrutiny Committee. "J e

{The Branch will be issuing a short statement nearer Conference explaining the background
to, and reasons for, this Resolution).




(b)

{c)

\
_é;f.., 5y

re REPLY OF PREVIOUS E.C. TO A BRANCH:

S.W. LONDON Br: "That this Conference finds that in its reply to Edinburgh Branch, dated
25th October, 1977, the 74th E.C. put forward false evidence that hhad
taken a reformist position."

PUBLICITY & PROPAGANDA:

ISLINGTON Br: "This Conference resolves that the propaganda of the Socialist Party should
refer as often as appropriate to our meinbership of 'The World Socialist Movement.™

ISLINGTON Br: “This Conference resolves that while retaining as our official title ‘The
Socialist Party of Great Bmtam‘, 1t is now official pollcy to refer to ourselves wherever

suitable as‘The Socialist Part
" Fob ey

EAST LONDON Br: "This Conference resnlves%%at as the Party has been bequeathed s
much money for the propagation of Socialism, ommitteef{ be set up to investigate an@
formulate a publicity campaign with a budget of £50,000; the committee to report back for
the next A.D.M." - _ 5,000 .

CONDUCT & DISCIPLINE ¢

S.W. LONDON Br: "This Conference instructs the E.C. and Branches as follows:-

1. That allegations concerning the socialist integrity of members may only be made
publicly in the form of specific and formal complaints to Branches or to the E.C,,
accompanied by evidence.

2, That such allegations otherwise made publicly shall be deemed action detrimental to
the intelf,ts of the party and therefore subject to the provisions of Rule 31 or Rule
33.

3. That in the event that formal eomplaints are dealt with by Branches or the E.C. and

found to be unsubstantiated, any public repeat of such allegations shall be subject to
the provisions of Rule 31 or Rule 33, unless they are again brought forward to
Branches or to the E.C. on the basis of new evidence.

4. That provision is made for such formal complaints to be subject to the provisions of
Rule 31 or Rule 33 where they are deemed to have been brought forward in an
irresponsible manner."

-+ END OF PRELIMINARY AGENDA :-

Standing Orders Committee

20th,December 1985




THE SOCIALIST PARTY

of Great Britain

FINAL  AGENDA

82nd ANNUAL CONFERENCE - EASTER 1986

IC BEL HELD at CHISWICK OLD TOWN HALL, Heathfield Terrace (corner of Sutton Court
Road), Turnham Green (Gunnershury), London, W.4, (Map, Bus routes, Undsrgrourd
stations etc., will be sent onut later). '

FRIDAY, 28th Harch - commencing at 10 a.m.,
SATURDAY, 29th " - " " 1 p.m.
SUNDAY, 30th n - " "10 a.m.

NOTES : (1) Branch nominations for Chairman and Deputy Chairman should be sent to the

Standing Orders Committee at H.0. or presented at Conference.
(2) completed credentials must be sent to S.0. Comm. or presented by delegates
before taking their seats. '

(3) Branches which failed to submit Forms 'C' in accordance with Rule 8, shall
have previously written to the EC explaining why this was so, and must
obtain the permission of Conference before taking their seats.

(4) Requests for delegates' expenses should be made as soon as possible before
Conference.

(5) Please note that all references to the line number in amendments and

- addendums refer to the lines as they appear on the Preliminary Agenda and
may not necegsarily coincide with the position of the words on the line
in every case as they appear on this re-typed Final Agenda.

ORDER _OF BUSINKSS

Election of Chairman, Deputy Chairman and TPellers.

Permiggion for Delegates to sit :-

(a) Failure or late Forms 'C' - Rule 8.

(b) New Branches (six months) - Rule 22,

Order in which items on the Agenda are to be taken.

Report of the Standing Orders Committee. .

Executive Committee's Report for 1985 inocluding reports of Officers and
Sub-Commi ttees,

Reports of Branches to Conference.

Amendments to Rules.

Resolutions.

Items for Discussiocn

Any other business.

AMENDMENTS TO RULES

RULE 2:  EAST LONDON Br,: "Delete the first three sentences up to and including
the word 'dues' on line seven {including the Conference 1981 and 1984
Amendments) and replace with: 'Each member shall pay £1.50 per calendar
month, except the unwaged, who shall pay 50p per month towards Party funds
the Branch Treasurer to acknowledge receipt by signing the member's card.
The payment of dues may be waived for any reason deemed satisfactory by
the Branch'. The Rule then to continue {line seven) as at present: 'A
member ,,.'" .

]




RULE 10: S.W. LONDON Br,: "In the last line, between the words 'Executive
Committes'! and 'excepting', insert the words 'or the New Pamphleis
Committen,'."

RULE 12: SWANSEA Br.: "On line one, delete 'twelve' and replace with 'fourteen'.’

RULE 18: CAMDEN Br.: "In line two, between the words 'speaker' and 'shall'
- {deleting the comma), insert the words 'relating to statemenis made by
-the. Speaker on the Party Platform,'." : P

RULE 183 HAMMEKRSMITH Br,: "In line two, between the words 'Speakef' and 'shall!
(deleting the comma), insert the words 'relating to that gpeaker's
public conduct or statements,'."

RULE 18s N.W. LONDON Br.: "In line seven, after the words tthe B.C.' insert,
as the commencement cf the next sentence, the words 'Once the committee
has been appointed,'’ (The sentence then to continue as at present with

(small 's') '..., such speaker ,..'}." '

RULE 22: SWAHSEA Br.: "Delete the whole of the final sentence commencing 'Where
Branches sess! on line five. (See note appended to 'Rule 2%: SWANSEA Br.")

RULE 2%: SWANSEA Br,: '"Delete the whole of the final sentence commencing 'Branches
shall...' on line nine and replace with: 'Branches shall hold at least
one specially summoned meeting before the Conference when instructing
their delegates on the Conference Agenda and at least one after the
Conference to hear their delegates' reports and to vote on the Amend-
ments to Rules and Resolutions which were on the Agenda.'".

(N.B.: The above two proposed Amendments to Rules in the name of SWANSEA
Br, namely to Rules 22 and 23, are to be considered in conjunction with
the Resolution (a) under Section heading 'ANNUAL CONFERENCES & ADMg.!
(first section under 'RESOLUTIONS') in the name of SWANSEA Br. Such
Amendments to Rules: would be appropriate should this Resclution be
carried. 5.0. Comm,)

RULE 26: N.W. LONDON Br.: "In line four, between the words 'requisition' and
Tstating', insert the words ', supported by votes in favour totalling
a minimum of 10% of the total Party membership,'." .

(N.B. See also Item for Discussion in the name of. GUILDFORD Br. (No.18)
“which relates.) : .

PROFOSED NEW RULE: ENFIBRLD & HARINGEY Br.: "All meetings shall benkept free of
personally preventable atmospheric pollution, medically recognised as

harmfu)l to health."

Amendment - ENFIELD & HARINGEY Br.: "In line one, insert the word
tindoor' between 'All' and 'meetings'." : ‘

Addendum - GUILDFORD Br.: "Add at the end 'and furthermore, smoking
will not be allowed.'"

END OF AMENDMENTS TO RULES

RESOLUTIONS
1, ANNUAL CONFERENCES & A.D.M.s:

{a) SWANSEA Br.: "This Conference resolves that with effect from 1986, voting
on Conference Amendments to Rules and Resolutions shall take place not at




(o)

Conference itself but in the Branches afterwards; the results of the voting
shall be communicated by the Branches to the Standing Orders Committee within
the four weeks following the final day of Conference. These results shall be
passed to the E.C. for communication to all Branches and Central Brarnch
members, "

(N.B.: The above Resolution relates also to the proposed Amendments to Rules
22 and 23 - see the note appended to 'RULE 23: SWANSEA Br.:' - S5.0. Comm, )

Jdentical Amendments in the names of BOLTON, MANCHESTER & ISLINGTON Br's.:
"In line one, delete '1986' and replace with '1987'."

(N.B.: - See also Items For Discussion in the name of BOLTON Br. (Nos. 1 &
2) which may relate.)

$.W. LONDON Br.: '"DPhis Conference affirms that although A.D.M. recommenda-
tions are not necessarily binding on the E.C., they are more representative
of Party opinion than B.C. resolutions. Therefore the E.C. should take
cognisance of such recommendations and give reasons for its failure to put
such recommendations into effect.!

2, EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE, PARTY OFFICERS & SUB.-COMMITTEES:

(a)

()

(c)

re LITERATURE:

ISLINGTON Br.: "rhis Conference instructs the E.C. to cease the traditional
Party convention of including a dated preface signed in the name of the B.C.
in all Party pamphlets, In future, all such prefaces shall be un-dated and
signed in the name of the Party."

Amendment - HAMMBRSMITH Br.: “From line two, delete the word 'dated'. From
line three, delete the words 'un-dated and'."

Amendment - S.W. LONDON Br.: "From line three, delete the part word tun-'s
In line three, delete the word 'and' and replace with thut! "

(N.BL: See also Item for Discussion in the name of N.W. LOBDON Br, (Nb. 15)
which relates.)

BRISTOL Br.: "This Conference resolves that the N.P.C., while continuing to
be & sub-committee of the B.C., should have the authority to produce pamphlets
and leaflets on subjects which have been approved by the E.C. . without having
to submit the texts to the E.C. for editing; quantities and-expenditures to
be agreed by the E.C."

3.W. LONDON Br.: "This Conference lays down a new procedure for the issue of
all pamphlets and leaflets in accordance with Rule 17 as follows :

PAMPHLETS
(i) A decision to issue a particular pamphlet shall be made by the E.C.

(ii) The N,P.C. shall organise the work, including the issue of a detailed
synopsis to Branches and the E.C. Comments on the proposed contents
must be received within a deadline set by the N.P.C. and will be taken into
account by the writer or writers in preparing the drafi.

{11i) The resulting draft shall be presented to the E.C. which, at its discretim
shall either amend the draft at the E.C. table within a time limit of
eight weeks, or ask E,C. members to send their individual comments within
three weeks to the N.P.C, for its consideration prior to the issue of
the pamphlet by the N.FP.C.

(Resolution cont'd p. 4...)




(a)

LEATLETS

Stock leaflets shall be edited by the E.C. Short topical leaflets and
branch leaflets shall be edited by the N.P.C."

Amendment - GUILDFORD Br,: "Insert in line two of the introductory sentence,
between the words 'and' and 'leaflets! the word 'stock’,

Amendment - GUILDFORD Br.: "In clause (i), between the words 'pamphlet' and
'shallf, insert the words 'and stock leaflets!'.™

Amendment - ENFIELD & HARINGEY Br.:' "In clause (i), delete the words 'issue
a particular' and replace with 'produce and publish any'. Insert between
'the' and 'E.C.' at the end, the words 'Annual Conference or the'."

Amendwent - ENFIELD & HARTHGEY Br.: "In clause (ii), on lines two/three,
insert between the words 'a' and 'deadline' the word 'reasonable',"

Amendment - N.W, LONDON Br.: "From clause (iii), line one; delete the words
'at its discretion' and the word 'either'. Delete all after the word
'weeks'! on line two."

Amendment -~ ENFIELD & HARINGEY Br.: “From clause (iii), line one, delete

the words 'at its discretion', and the word 'either'. 1In line two, between
the words 'table', and 'within' insert '(bearing in mind any comments
- from the writer/s)". Delete all after the word 'weeks' on line two."

Amendment - GUILDFORD Br.: "From glause (iii), delete all after the word
'which,! in line one and replace with (deleting the comma) 'shall read the
draft at the E.C. table and send ite suggestions for amendments to the
‘N.P.C. within four weeks, E.C. members may send individual suggestions
to the N.P.C. within the same period." '

Addendum - GUILDFORD Br.: ADDITIONAL CLAUSE -

"(iv) The E.C. shall make final deoisions about quantities and expenditures.!

Amendment ~ GUILDFORD Br.: "From the 'IEAFLETS' c¢lause, line one, delete all

of the firgt sentence, from 'Stock' to 'E.C.T inclusive.".

" re FINANCES - BRANCHZS & GROUPS:

NORTH EAST Br.: "This Conference instructs the E.C. to make available to all
Branches and Groups, at their request, a grant, the amount to be agreed by
this Conference, and that Branches and Groups shall report to the E.C. half-

yearly on their expenditure,"

Amendment - BOLTON Br,: "From line two, delete the words 'agreed by this
Conference' and replace with ‘'£500!'."

Amendment - BOLTON Br,: '"From line two, delete the words"agreed by this
Conference' and replace with '£250',%

Amendment - ENFIELD & HARINGEY Br,: "From line one, delete the word 'instructs'
and replace with 'recommends'. From line two, delete the words 'at their
request', From line two, delete the words 'a grant', and replace with
'any reasonable grant', From line two, delete the words 'the amouni to
be agreed by this Conference'. In line three, between the words ‘'report’
and 'to', insert the word 'promptly' and delete the word 'half-yearly'."




(e)

_re INVESTIGATORY AD HOC COMMITTER:

NJWg’ﬁGNﬁON.Br.: "Phis Conference deprecates the actionAof”thé.Efo*{n

setting up a committe¢ to investigate alleged factional activity by some
un-named members of N.W. London and Camden Branches, and refusing to preduce
the alleged prima faocie evidence, both to the two Branches concerned and to

- the Party in general,™

(0)

(g)

(n)

(i)

Amendmént - GUILDFORD Br.: "Delete all after the word 'Branches' on line
three."

 re PARTY PROPERTY/IRTTING:

CAMDEN Br.: "“That this Conference instructs the E.C. in the following: that
NO Party money be invested in house property for- the purpose of receiving
rent.!

Addendun - CAMDEN Br.: “Add at the end the words 'and that the -Party shall
not become landlords,'" _ ; g

Amendment. - ENFIELD & HARINGEY Br,: "From line two, delete the word 'house'.
__From the end of line two, delete the wordas 'for the purpose of receiving
Tent'and replace with 'where rent is required,'" -

N.W. LONDON Br,: "That this Conference instructs the B.C. to conduct a Party

‘Poll on the following question :- 'Should the Socialist Party of Great
- Britain become Landlords?'" ‘ S

Amendment, - GUILDFORD Br,: "Delete the words 'become Landlords?' from end of
line three and replace with 'let property for rént under any circumgtances?'"

Addendum - BEHFIBLD & HARINGEY Br.: "Add at the end_(deleting_the existing ques-
tion mark) ‘where rent is required?'." I Sl '

" re ENROIMENT OF MEMBERS: - o : . L

HAMMERGSHMITH Br.: - "This Conferénce reiterates .that, in line with Rules 1 &
11, enrolment into Party membership is only through a Branch or, for Central
Branch .members, the E.C. via the Forms 'A' Scrutiny Committee."

(The“BranchrwillAbe'issuing a -short statemeht néarer_Cohference explaining
the background to, and reasons for, this Resolution. )

© Addendun -~ HAMMERSMITH Br.: "Add at the end, after the woid 'Committee

(delgting the full stop) the words 'and not through Groups,'"

Ahehdmeh% - 5.W. LONDON Br.: "From line one, delete the word 'reiterates’
and replace with 'affirms',® : '

Amendment- - ENFIBLD & HARINGEY Br.: "Delete all after 'B.C.' on line $hpeq”

(N{B. See also Items for Diséuasion in the names of SWANSEA and ISLINGTON
“Br's., (Nos. 3 & 4) which relate.) S : .

re REPLY OF PREVIOUS E.C, TO A BRANCH: _ 7
S.W. LONDON Br.: "That this Conference finds that in its reply to Edinburgh

Branch, dated 25th October, 1977, the 74th E.C. put forward false evidence
that * had taken a reformist position."

1




3., PUBLICITY & VROPAGANDA:

(a) ISLINGTON Br.: "This Conference resolves that the propaganda of the Socialiut
Party should refer as often as appropriate to our membership of 'The World
Socialist Movement, '™

(b) ISLINGTON Br.: "This Conference resolves that while retaining as our official
title 'The Socialist Party of Great Britain', it is now official poliicy to
refer to oursslves wherever suitable as 'The Socialist Party' n

Amendment - ENFIELD & HARINGEY Br,: "From line two, delete the words
'The Socialist Party of Great Britain' and replace with 'PHE SOCIALIST
PARTY of Great Britain'., From line three, delete the words 'as 'The
- Socialist Party'! and replace with 'as 'THE SOCIALIST PARTY' or 'The
Soclallut Party*t'v .

(c) EAST LONDON Br.: "This Conference resolveas that as the Party has been bequeath-
“ed so much money for the propagation of Socialism, a committee be set up to
investigate and formulate a publicity campaign with a budget of £50,000; the
committee to report back for the next A.D.M."

Amendment - ENFIELD & HARINGEY Br.: "From line two, delete the words 'a
committee be set up to investigate and! and replace with 'the Publicity
Committee be asked to', TFrom line three, delete '£50,000' and replace
w1th ‘£5 coor 0 .

Addendum - ENFIELD & HARINGEY Br.: "Add at the end, after"A.D.H.' (delete
the full-stop) 'on this proposal and possible larger campaigns.’"

(N B, See also ‘Items for Discussion in the names of HAMMERSMITH and ISLINGTON
Br's. (Nos. 10, 11 & 12) which relate.)

4, CONDUCT & DISCIPLINE

S.W, LONDON Br.,: "This Conference instructs the E.C. and Branches as follows:

1. That allegations concerning the socialist integrity of members may only
be made publicly in the form of specific and formal complaints to Branches
rox to the E. C., accompanied by evidence, '

2, That such allegations otherwise made publlcly shall be deemed action
‘detrimental to the interests of the party and therefore subaect to the
provisions of Rule 31 or Rule 33,

3. _That in the event that formal complaints are dealt with by Branches or
the E.C., and found to be unsubstantiated,.any public repeat of such
allegations shall be subject to the provisions of Rule 31 or Rule 33,
unless they are again brought forward to Branches or to the E. C. on the
basis of new evidence.

4., That provision is made for such formal complaints to be subject to the
provisions of Rule 31 or Rule 33 where they are deemed to have been
brought forward in an irresponsible manner.,"

Addendum - CAMDEN Br.: "Add at the end a further clause: '5 That allega-
tions made by the E.C. aga1nst members or Branches be subject to the ahove
prov191ons ti :

END OF RESOLUTTONS

| ITEMS ?OR PbISCUSSIOCHN

1, BOLTON BR.: "The necessity for Standing Orders Committee to run the Conference
in accordance with the needs of provincial Branches (more in line with actual




Party memberahlp) and, sp901flcally, that the baturday mornlng Blot not be left
blank.," .

2, BOLTON Br,: "The need for the structure and organisation of Party democracy
to0. be changed in 11ne w1th the prov1nclal development of’ the Party 8 actual member-
- ship"

3. SWANSEA Br.: "Should broepeetiﬁé'Party'membere be allowed to join Central
Branch through their nearest 'local' Branch, rather than through the Questionnaire
and the Forms 'A' Scrutiny Committee?"

4, ISLINGTON Br.: '"Phe future of Central Branch,"

5. BOLTON Br.: "The Party must consider the production of propaganda which is
directed specifically at introducing the socialist case."

6. BAST LONDON Br.: "Are there positive ways of supplementing our propaganda,
with a view to an immediate increase in membership?"

7. ISLINGTON Br.: '"What do members think of the idea of the Party transferring a
proportion of our funds, say £10,000, for use by the W.S.P. (Ireland) in their
steadily advanding propaganda work?"

8, BOLTON Br.: "The rieed for & members' 'Trades Union contact list!', whereby
members of the same, or similar, unions can get in touch.”

9, ISLINGTON Br.: "At public meetings, should priority be given to introducing
the Party's ideas to non-members; and should questions be dealt with by the
speaker(s) when put, rather than all together at the end?"

10, HAMMEKSMITH Br.: '"The advisability of paying for professional literature
promotion." ' '

11, HAMMERGMITH Br.t "The advisability of the Publicity Commitiee, in consuliation
with the New Pamphlets Committee, S5PC and Propaganda Committee, preparing for
discussion at 1986 ADM a comprehensive publicity campaign - primarily to promote
our literature - on a considerably enlarged budget."

12, ISLINGTON Br.: '"Is the Socialist Standard an adequate journal?"

13, BOLTON Br.,: "The need for an Index for the Socialist Standard to be produced
annually and included in the January or February issue as a pull-out supplement."

14, ISLINGION Br.t "Does the Party need the give-away journal 'Escape'?"

15, N.W. LONDON Br.: "The need for the Party to retain the present datlng and
authorisation in the publication of Party pamphlets."

16. EAST LONDON Br,: "Ballot Returns - can they be improved?"

17, ISLINGTON Br.! '"Should Party Ballotis be secret®™

18, GUILDFORD Br.: "re the proposed Amendment to Rule 26 in the name of N.W,
LONDON Br.: Would not a minimum requirement of - 'supported by one-third of the
total number of Branches' - be preferable and sufficient for the requisitioning
of a Party Poll, rather than - 'supported by ... a minimum of 10% of the total
Party membership' - as N.¥W. LONDON Br. proposes?!

19, HAMMERSMIMH Br,: "The Party's attitude to black racism,"




20, N.W. LONDON Br,: "Does this 1986 Conference accept the Statement on Violence
issued by the E.C. in January 19777"

21, GUILDFORD Br.: "Is it acceptable for Party members to take it upon themselves
to question acquaintances of a new comrade - i.e., that comrade's friends, work-
mates, business associates, c¢lub members, employers or ex-colleagues in a former
political party - about his or her former political activity?"

END OF ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION

ANY OTHER BUSINESS

END OF AGENDA

11th February, 1986

Standing Orders Committee




Computer Investigation Committee Report,

This report is submitted by one of the two members of
this committee - D.Deutz.

The committee was set up with only two members and, by the
nature of it's task, this has profved most unsatisfactory as
the two members came to different conclusions and cannot make
even a majority recommendation to the E.C..

I have read Comrade Chesham's report and I do not disagree
with his comments on the manner in which a computer can function

for the Party.

The case for using a computer by the various committees
on analysis is either one of speed in circumstances where
speed 18 not basically important and the committees currently
function satisfactorilly, or that it can do a job which is not
done at present,which means there is little need for it.to be
done anyway.

The exception is the S.3.Subscribers committee as they could
use B computer regularly with greater efficiency than with the
existing Addressograph machine, but while this contlnues to
work OK this committee can carry out it's function satlsfactonilly.
Should the machine ever require repairs or replacement then-
it would be worth considering investing in a computer.

T was not present at the informal discussion on 12th. Nov.
‘with the Printing Committee and the $,3,5.C. so I cannot comment
on how a computer could be of use to them,

Although the Party is currently well endowed through bequests
the cost of H.,O., administration is running some &£9000 below the
income from dues and donations etc. and I do not think the
purchase of a computer for some £1500 is justified. If the
S3SC's 1ist of subscribers were much larger then there must be
a point where a computer could be justified, and I think
. consideration of buying should be looked into again in say

e

three years time:™

Derek Deutsz,

27(0(¢f .




SWAHSEA BRANC.H_

o All ranches &nd Gentral Branch Members

STATEI*’ENTS CQNGERNING A RESOLUTION AND MEHDI‘]ENT TO RULE ON 1986
CONFERENGE LGENDA (agreed a‘b branch meeting of 17—2-86)

=

- R‘ESOLUTION 1 (a[. 'Th:Ls Gonference resolves thet with effect from 1986,
VOtmg-_ on Conference Amendments to Rules and Resolutions shall take place
‘not’at:Confersnce. itself: but in the Branches afteryards; the esulis of
ting-shall 'be communicated by the Branches to the. Standing_()rders
Gomm:. biee Jrithin the four weeks following the final dey :of Conference.
- These results shall be passed to the E.C. for communicatn.on b0 all
Branches and Gen'bral Branch members. . _

.f ,:"-'Swansea Branch Suggests 'bha:t i‘h would be a more democrat:.c procedu.le
if voting on the Conference agends did not take place ab. Conference but in
- the branches, after Conference. . Branches would hold pre-Conference .

- meetings as now at which the agenda would be discussed and delegates
instructed as to how.to spesk on behalf of “their branch. Conference would
be discussion and exchange of ideas on the resclutions and the amemmants

to rules and delegates would report back t6 their branches on the different
points of view expressed. We would thexhave all the information we needed
before voting. ¥e would feel the®, as individuel members, we were informed
voters and decision-mekers instead of hoving mstruc ued ouy delega'bes
without hearing &ll the arguments.

If we used this procedure, the branches would assume more imporitance
26 they would become uwnmistakeably the centres where all important decisions
were made, Each branch would. hold a special voting meeting after Ccnfelence
of which all members would be notified. Swansea hes pro_po..-eo. changes to
Rules 22 and 23 (see Agenda) to accomodate this. -

Central Branch members wowld also vote after Conference with the same
individusl vote as now having had 'bhe chance to atbtend Goni‘el ence and hear
the discussion.

“New members to the Party would be lmpfessed we - feel, b;)f such a highly

P demosratlc procedu.re and ‘one. :bhat emphas:.zed the b:canch as . the true anit. czf

Pari'.

AI&'.IENDIEI\PP T0 RULE 12, 'On line one, deléte" Hiwelvel and replace with
,!.'fOIJ,l‘ %I_l“" S - '

‘wansea Branch would 11ke to see a- lé-stron\, E.C.: again. . This 1s the
number the Party has had for most of ifs. h:r.story end vhen: 14" menbers wvere
‘was rare. that they were not found. "It is only since the number
1 reduced (first to 10 and now 12} that there have been serious
',"o;-.es in get‘oing members 0" stand., We. think that a8, 11as alzfys

_,cessary for ‘bhis ‘ho happen. - Above all n.t is des:.rable for reasons
acy, as the more members thet take decisions on behalf of the Party
ter, It is not ‘degirable that s small mumber of members ‘be.called .
hag happened in recen’o times) +6 make det isions which are: importent
Thy.as a whole. Even'if we do not alvays.manapp to get 14 mem'bers

‘stand for the E G, 14 Bhould s‘t»ill be the nnmher vie shoulo ain at.

this resolution, 3.986 is an error. The branch :.ntended “‘the - date
7-and will.therefore support the enieridment. on the F:-.nal ‘Agenda in the
pl'ben Manchester and Islington branches. S :

orgamsa"blon. SERUEA n TR B Sl L T T s BT e ke I e T T L AT
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82nd ANNUAL CoWFERENGCE 1986 Enfield & Haringey Branch

PROPOSED HEW RULE: "All meetings shall be kept free of persnnally
preventable atmospheric polilution, medically recognised as harmful
to health.™

AMENDMENT: "In line one, insert the word tindoor ' between 'All’
and ‘meefings'."

This proposed new rule (and the amendment) recomnended by Enfield
& Haringey Branch is based upon the medical information contained
in the report from the "New Scientist® (10th oct. 1985, page 21).
This report is itself derived from earlier reports published by
the "British Medical Journal", the "New England Journal of
Medicine" and a quotation from a statement issued by the Surgeon-
General in the United States,

Also, there is the "New Scientist® editorial of 16th. Jan. 1986
which comments on the latest reports on this subject from the
U.N. World Health Organisation and the Worldwatch-Institute in
washington D.C.

The Party is directly involved in this unpleasant subject on a
question of principle, as the party rightly claims that all its
meetings are open %o the public. It is now obvious that if we
continue to allow smoke pollution at our indoor meetings we are
effectively banning the attendance of fellow workers who are put
at risk by being forced to inhale tobacco smoke.

Unfortunately, this is not a matter that can be dealt with by .
taking a vote at any particular meeting, as a vote in favour of
pollution would contradict our claim that ALL party meetings are
open to ALL. o

1t is important to note that the medical research described in
the current reports shows that the inhalation of other people's
tobaceco smoke is harmful, even to people who are congidered to
be in good health, However, in similar circumstances, the damage
dsne to the health of people who are not in perfect health has
not been disputled within the medical profession.

If this new rule is not adopted we will have to qualify our "ALL
welcome" invitation with a warning to members of the working class
that their health would be at risk if they attend the advertised

meeting.
N Enfield & Haringey Branch

January 1986.
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82nd AWNIAL CONFERENCE 1986 Enfield & Haringey Branch

The braach has submitted several amendmenis bto the resolution in
theename of S .W.lLondon (page 3, item 2(¢) - PAMPHLETS & LEAFLETS.

For the sake of clarity, here is a re-written version with our
amendments incorporated:

PAMPHLETS

(1) A decision to produce and publish any pamphlet shall be made
by the Annual Conference or the E.C.

(ii) The N.P.C. shall organise the work, including the issue of a
© detailed synopsis to Branches and the E.C, Comments on the
proposed contents must be received within a reasonable
deadline set by the N,P.C, and will be taken into account by
the writer or writers in preparing the draft, '

(1iii) The resulting draft shall be presented to the E.C, which

shall amend the draft at the E.C. table (bearing in mind any
comments from the writer/s) within a time limit of eight weeks,

Enfield & Haringey Branch,
March 1986,
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Hamish Gibson
fecretary .
H.E. Branch

Dear Hamish,

Res:_Branch reselutions at your mesting 3rd February.

The Executive Committee at its 7th meeting 18th February instructed
me to reply te reselution (11) I and 2 in accordance with the facts.

(11) 1. Groups in the past, net attached to branches, did net acceunt
for their finances because their requests were small and were
accounted for by the Party Treasurer in the reperts te Conference and
ADM. During the last few years larger grants are being reguested but
not in all cases, Eccles branch, during the 12 months it was a group
did net call upon the general fund at all. The case of Seaham and
Newcastle Greups 1s unique because beth are large enough to become
branches and both beleng te the same branch, The EC is having to ask
for financial statements because the grants asked for are equal to
and sometimes greater than those requested by branches, and in the
case of 1985 are greater than the branch to which the groups beleng
&,g, £70 grent to the branch angd about £650 to the two groups. The
branch has to send in a form C ° S
(11) 2. At what point dees a grant heceme a substantial grant ? Surely
when it is sustantially greater than that nermerly requested by eothe
groups or branches. In 1985 the largest donations called for by
Islington Branch was £315 and the Cardiff VWest County Tour £390
compared with the tetal fer the two groeups I think you will agree
that faars was substantial. I would point eut in cenclusion that the
EC wishes to enceurage the activity in the North East and is asking
for financial statements every three months purely fer accounting sake.

Yours fraternally, ‘

General Secretary. A.G.Atkinson.

Extract from Minubes of 9th Meebing of the 83rd E.G. held at H.0. on 4.2.1986.

SEAHAM GROUP wrote sending acircular which they requested the K.C. arrange to be sent to
all members on the matter of grants and other topics.

RESOLUTION — P. LAwrence and Easton "That the letter be noted and the document cir-
culated to branches as requested."

ADDENDUM - L. Cox and Grant "The relewant part of the North East Branch Resolution

and Lhe EC's Resolution in responce (Item 16(d), 3fid meeting) are as follows: 'In a
telephone conversation with NE Branch Sec, the treasurer(?) said that "The EC do not
like sendings grants to Seaham group as funds are not being accounted for," This branch
considers this to be a serious defamation of character and we request an apology and

an assurance that the Cde. concerned be seriously reprimanded' NE Br. 'That the EC
endorses any statement the Treasurer may have made to the effect that the EC is unwilling
to make grants without accountability'® (EC res.)

ADDENDUN!AGREED: SUB-RESOLUTION CARRIED 5 - O

HFSOLUTION ¢ Chesham and Hart 'That the Treasurer's reply to North East ‘Branch (Item 2
fth meeting) endorsed by the FC 1ast week, be ciraulated Xith Seaham's Group circular!




to_al1l llembexrs

W1
,

on 21st January 1986, (3rd mtg of 83rd EC), the EC con-
fizned its agreement with the Treasurers statement that:

"Phe BC does not like sending money to
.Seahan because funds are unaccounted
fOI‘"

Desplte requests, tho EC has been unsble to supply con-
creote tvidencd to support such a serlous asccusation, Over the
past 2-3 years the EC has been' sending Sesaham Group grants to
levicastle or lfexham; about 50 miles fron Seaham, without off-
ening any explanationt and in tho eyes of our comrades through-
out the party we are stealing party funds, A

/

e relterate statement 5 off the NE branch eircular,
nuoted Ly SW London branch 'in their unprecedented attack on -
an B¢ nonin&tion, and to' this end we sre preparing a casc og-
ainsh nembers of the IC: and of course in defonco of ourselves,
e therefore requent a:copy of the past 5 years EC minutes,
plugc &ll correspendence to and from IR & S/Lland branches and
Lon & lleilcastle {7oUDS,

[ ) ‘
Another nabtior of serious concerh to Sez2han group ig the

cccusatlon that some menbers & branches in London are acting

as a panty seperato DNion the rest of us, This serious accusation
renaing unsubs tantiated. Hevertheless, 1n the eyes of many
conraden these two branches have beocome. at least doubtful

and at nost working against the soolallist movenent. To then

e cxtond our best wishes and our assurance that,until thete

18 conoreto ovidence to the contrary, they remain comrades,

By
[REsIVH

This ability of the EC to be used =g 2 vohicle fox -
cLbooking members, and making libellous and defamatory stab-

ey 8 pbg%ﬁ then,ls & %imenﬂi £ r while
cquires the urgent avtentlon ox the momnbershilp,

3

—

H

Yours frabernally,

Seahan Group, 18,2,1986




52, Clapham High Street
Londom SWW7UN
21286

Hamish Gibson
N.E.Branch
Secretary

Dear Comrade,

Re; Accountability
It may be useful if I set out what I understand by accountabllity x
in this context. If my understanding is misconceived then any

altempts I make to be guided by it will lead towards confrontatioen
rather than to the comradely co~operation I hepe fer.

The EC acts on behalf of thé Party. All members are accountable
through the EC to the Party fer their use of Party funds: The
Treasurer is the pParty's efficer end is answerable te the Party
- for his actions and will normally act in ce-eperation with the EC:

Branches are, as apart of the party constitution and proceedure,
required to acceunt te the Party threugh a Ferm 'C! on a regudar
basis, for any money they raise or receive in the Party's name ,

Groups are auntherised by the EC in consultatien with the Central
Organiser and/or Groups erganiser. They are expected to account
for any money they receive or raise directly as there is no
prevision in the constitutien fer such groups te report to the
party at large through a ferm C,

In the matter raised by Sesham Greup I think that the members of -
the greup and of the N.E.Branch and of Newcastle Group wonld be
willing to recopnise that, whatever difficulties they may have had
in their relationship with HO., the EC and barty O0fficers, they
have been through an uncertain geriod with several changes in the
administative set up in the North East in the last ceuple of years.

If any cenfusion from this hes affected the fellewing report, some
of the explanation may be traced te thegse administrative un certain-
ties. L

According to EC minutes 19-3-85, Meeting II, item 7, a telephone re-
gquest for a grant of £I00 to ohbtain a stand at the Seaham Idedl
Homes exhiblfien was given urgency and approved., The EC asked the

" Group to report back on how the event went. On the I8th June. 1985.
(24/7) A N.E. Branch letter on various matters vwas dealt with by the
EC. It included a request for £50 fer I member of the branch te
attend the Party meeting on the State. The EC requested the Treasurer-
to seek Information from the branch on the use te which the grant for
the Ideal Homes Exhibition had been put. On the 23rd July (29/22)

NE Branch replied and referred the Treasurer to Seaham Greup directly

for details of the Exhibitien grant.

On the 23rd August (33/37) urgency was granted to the Sesham Group £m
for a telephoned report. It was explained to the EC that the Group
had not participated in the Ideal Homes Exhibition, that £50 of the
grant had been spent en 1 member attending the special meeting on the
‘State,( note the E@ had net granted the N.E. branch request for this
at the meeting on the I8th June) and £20 had been spent on & rubber
stamp. The remaining £30 it was proposed to put towards the cost of
axsheneikaenkkexxandxhnxRExNAsxasknd _

stencil cutter and the EC was asked to make a grant ef £90 to com-




Plete the purchase.of this equipment,. for use with the Roeneo- the
- Group-'had- already- obtained with.their- own resourcess- The EC- ngreed
- to & grent:of £90-and- actepted- the Groups reply on the matter. of. -
- the original.-grant eof £I100. Subsequently the following grants have

" beeri -made to Seaham Group.- /3rd Sept.b5 (36/16) £I0I for a series
of fortnightly meetings, handbills, leaflets, room rent. 8th Oct.y5
(40/12) £§I-50 for 2 debates on 2611-85 and 10-12-85 paper, room -
hire and stamps. 5th Nov.85 £25-00 paper supplies (amount as requested)
although the group were advised that paper could be gbtained in London
al something near half the cest that they had quoted.) There has been
no report made to the IC on these subsequent grants, but the greup may
have reported the fortnightly meetings arranged in Sept. or the twe
arranged later, $o the Propagdnda Cemmittee on the Ferm E.

I believe on the basis of the infermation &n this repert the Party
would net feel that accountability fer funds placed with this Groug
is yet on a fully satisfactory basis, and would expect the Group, the
FC and Tresasurer to establish hetter cemmunications and well grounded
mutual confidence. Only with the bstablishment of better comminications would the
Party expect fubther reqests for grants te be made or considered.
PBembers of N.E.Branch should know that the fellewing grants have been

- made to Newcastle Group in I985.

Heeting 3/%2 22-1-85 " Adverts £9300

7/15 19-2-84 Feb, mtg. 15~v0

H 11714 18-3-85 March " 20-00

" 19/24 IH=~5-65 May f I5=00

n 22/1h 4-6-85 June 20-00

" 23/11 11-6-B35 6 mtg, leafltsIQ-00

"o 37712 17-9-65 Sept.mtge 10-00.

n 1/13 15-10-85 b meetings 0-00__.

Total -0

Either MHewcastle Group should reﬁort en these meetings directly teo
the EC or North East branch should do se threugh Ferm C. .
There have also been made grants to N,E.Branch as listed balow,.

summaly
Newcastle Group as ahove- £159-00
Segham Group - £I00
90
101
77-20
292-0 :
335:55 £393-50
" N.E.Branch

198% Grante £30-00
2 delegates

to EBonf. 50-00
Quart. Bxch.
Newsletter 30~-80 ]
6 mths rent 30-00
leaflets ate, 20-00 .
160-80 - £160-80
Grant towards Telephone G
installation - =00
‘ 577 =30
refunded 25-00
7 h2«=30 _
P. Wilson o £, ZE-T-F0
Party Treasurer Edomred &La
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RECORD OF E.C. and BRANCH RESOLUTIONS RELATING TO THE EVENTS IBADING TO
THES FORMATION OF THE AD HOC COMMITTEE ON CAMDEN and NORTH WEST LOKDON BRANCHBS

Lt e

The following items, 1 ~ 4, deal with the guidelines laid down by the EC for the
running of meetings in close proximity on the same date:

Hpecial Meeting 82nd KC - Z2nd ilarch, 1985

Item 11 ISLINGTON BRANCH DEBATE with L. Spiegal, Labour prospective candidate for
Finchley: ‘title "What is socialism and how can it be achieved?" - 4th April - proposed
Party Speaker Comrade S. Coleman, ‘
(Resolution approving the arrangements was agreed.)
CAMDEN BRANCH MUBTING 4th APRIL:
RESOLUTION - "The EC deplores the fact that Camden and North West London Branches,
in jointly organising a public meeting on Thursday 4th April, within walking
digtance of Islington Branch, which meets on that night, have not contacted
Islington Branch at any stage,"

- RESOLUTION - "The EC is concerned that in view of the fact that for several years,

Islington Branch hags organiged a public meeting on the Thursday prior to
Conference, Camden and North West London Branches must have been aware of the
likelihood of a.clash arising from their plans.”

10th Meeting 82nd BEC - 23%rd April:

Item 27 CAHMDEN BRANCH Resolution dated 9th April: "The EC be informed that this
Branch was unaware that Islington Branch was holding & meeting on the same
evening, 4th April as Camden and North West London Branches were holding a
Lecture meeting., THIS meeting was arranged in January 1985. The Branch note
that both meetings were successful and it is our intention to hold a meeting
next year on EVE OF CONFERENCE at the branch venue."

E.C. RESOLUTION - "That the resclution be noted and the attention of branches be drawn

to the need for liaison with the Propaganda Committee when meetings are being
planned .to be held in the same locality."

29th Meeting 82nd EC ~ 23rd Julyd

Item 4 - ISLINGION BRANCH Resolution dated 11th July: "That the EC be written to and
informed of Islington Branch's intention to hold an Eve of ADM meeting."

E.C. RESOLUTION - "That the resolution be noted and the Propaganda Committee be

informed."

(Subsequently the September SS announced a Camden and North West London Branch meeting
to be held on the same night, The arrangements for this meeting ignored the guide-
lines laid down by the EC,) '

36th Meeting 82nd EC - 10th September:

Item 8 - ISLINGTON BRANCH Resolution dated 5th September: "Having noted from the
September issue of 'Socialist Standard' that Camden, North West London, and
West London Branches are running a joint public meeting on Friday, 1lth October,
in close proximity to Islington Branch, we will not be rumning a meeting ourselwe
on that night, as we had previously informed the EC, but on Thursday, 10th
October instead. In spite of our having notified the EC of our intentions some
time ago, the Branches in question have made no contact at all with us aver this,

E.C. RESOLUTION - "That the matter be deferred one week."

$imultaneocusly with these events, the EC was in correspondence with Camden and Noxrth
West London Branches about their plans to organise meetings in the area of S.W. London
Branch at Head Office,

28th Meeting 82nd EC - 16th July:

Item 16 - NORTH WEST LONDON Branch wrote that they and Camden Branch "are organising
a series of meetings and want to hold three of them at HO on 24th November,




6o

Te

8.

10,

26th January and 23rd February," They requested permission to use H,0,

30th

RESOLUTION - "That the two branches be requested to give further informatibn
regarding the proposed series of meetings, as Lambeth seems at some distance
from their area of activity.

Meeting B82nd liC - 30th July:

Item

8 - NORTH WEST LONDON BRANCH Resolution dated 18th July: "That the EC be

E.C.

advised of the three meetings at Head Office, We ars surprised that the EC
should withhold permission. If we cannot have the use of H.0. then we shall
cancel these meetings., Can we please have a reply before our next Branch
Meeting (August 8th) as preliminary arrangements must be finalised.™

RESOLUTION - "That consideration be deferred one week,"

3lst

Meeting 82nd EC - 6th Aupust:

Ttem

4 - CAMDER BRANCH Resolubion dated 23rd July: "The 1.C. be informed that this .

branch, over a period of years, has had the use of Head Office for Veekend
Schools and occasional propaganda meetings, the last of which took place in 1984.
The branch therefore wishes to know whether the E.C. is pursuing a new policy
which would confine branches to their own areas. The branch has instructed its
organiser to supply details of the meetings which are yet to be finalised,"

RESOLUTION on deferred item from previous week - "That North West London Branch

E.CI

34th

be advised that the EC requires an explanation on three points as follows :

(1) Are the proposed meetings to take the form of education classes/seminar type
meetings or are they propaganda meetings?

(2) 1r they are to be propaganda meetings, why North West London and Camden
Branches are organising propaganda in the area of South West London Branch,
which is outside their own area and already covered by the local branch, and,

(3) Why this is being organised in a manner which is completely separate from
South West London Branch activity?"

HMeeting B2nd KBC - 27th August:

Item 9 - NORTH WEST LONDON BRANGH Resolution dated 22nd August: "N.¥W. London branch

have received your letter of 10th August. In view of the EC not granting the
use of H.0. for the three meetings, these have been organised elsewhere."

RIESOLUTION - "That the BC notes the decision of N.¥, London Branch not to hold

37th

the threce meetings at Head Office, but insists that it should still answer the
gquestions put to it by the EC,"

Meeting 82nd EC - 17th September:

Item

15 - NORTH WEST LONDON BRANCH Resolution dated 12th September:t "That the BC be

advised that as the three meetings in question are no longer to be held at H.O.,
the branch see no reason to answer the questions,” -

These events combined on the night of the 17th September when the EC reached a point
of impasse in its correspondence with the two Branches,

3ith

Heeting 82nd EC - 17th September:

Item

4 _~ B.C. RESOLUTION re item 8, 36th meeting, deferred one week: (See Item 4, p.1)

"That the Resolution be noted and that an ad hoc commitiee of three members be
appointed to investignte the posgible extent to which some members of Camden and
North West Londen Branches are operating as an internal Party faction separate
From the Party at large, and that the Central Organiser be asked to serve on

the Committee,"

Subsequently, the following EC RESOLUTIONS were passed:

see p, 3 ...,
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11. Item 10, 47th Meeting 82nd EC - 26th November: "That the EC is acting on the basis

Item

that there has been a breakdown in Party co-operation, culminating in the
failure by the BC to secure the co-operation of the Branches concerned in
running meetings at the same time and in the same place as other Branches.

The work of the ad hoc committee is aimed solely at achieving democratic

comradeship in the united work for socialism, The KC trusts that North West
London Branch will give its full support to this objective and that branches
be informed that the ad hoc committee is already in touch with the branches

concerned,"

and
9, 3rd Meeting 8%rd EC - 21st January, 1986: "In the light of the Committee

having provided the information requested by the Branches, and this being
adopted by the EC, the EC urges Camden and North West London Branches to meet
with the ad hoc committee in line with Party co-operation and with a view to
establishing the united work for socialism.”




BYLKUL‘Cbﬁaglfift_

G9th RC Minutes ltem 9. EC resolulion-

tThat a copy of the Explanatory letter 52, Clapham Iligh St.,

of the Ad Hoc Committee to the N.W. ; London 54 TUN. .

London Branch be sent to all branchesh. ST
Gen. Secrotury. 6th. December 1985.

North West London Branch,
SPGB,

Dear Comrades,

The committee thanks North West London Branch for its resolution
of 28th., November, and notes that the Branch has raised the question of
the prima facie evidence relating to the present matter. We remind the
Branch that the position has arisen from a breakdown in Party @Goopersion,
which is the cause of present concern.

The immedinte matters whieh have brought the situation to a head
are broadly as follows.

, The running of meetings in close proximity on the same night,
Following somé correspondence after this had taken place before Conference,
the EC laid down guide lim s as follows:-

" .. the attention of Branches be drawn to the need for liaison
with the Propaganda Committee when meetings are being planned
to be held in the same locality." (EC 23/4/85.)

Subsequently, Islington Branch complied with these guide lines
in organising an Eve of ADM meeting, Camden and North West London
Branches again organised a meeting in olose proximity with this on the
same night, As this further meeting, and the manner in which it was
organised outdde the EC's guide lines repeated the pre Conference position,
this presented itself as being activity separante from the Party at large,

Simultaneous with these events, Camden and North West London
Branches were organising propaganda in the area of South West London
Branch at- Head 0ffice, The issue was the practice of two Branches
combining to operate in the area of another Branch without any formal
contact or even informal cooperation with that Branch whatsocever.
This practice seemed to go against the vital importance of socialist
cooperation, It was important therefore that there should be an
explanation for this and accordingly the EC put 3 questions te North
West London Branch,&s two of which were as follows:- '

i. " .. why North West London and Camden Branches are
organising propaganda in lhe area of South West
London Branch, which is outside their own area and
already covered by the loocal Brach, and

ii, Why this is being organised in a manner which is
completely separate from South West London Branch
activity?" :

North West London Branch declined to give this information., This
produced & further position of stalemate, which againx presented itself
as activity separate from the larty at large,with these questions still
outstanding.

It is also the case that some members of Camden and North West
London Branches who were previously active, seemed to have mw withdrawn
from the mrinstream of Party activities and to have dissociated tliemselves
from the essential administrative functions, This appears to have
occurred as a yresult of resentment ot certain democratic decisions which
have been made within the Yarty.
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There is also evidence that strong views exist in Camden and North
West London Branches that many members of the Party are sympathetic to
ideas which are in opposition to sooialism, and have 'reformist attitudes!
and are engaged in moves against socialist principles, There can be no
objection to any attempts made to substantinte such allegations, (indded
criticism is vital to the life of our Party,) but until any substantial
evidence is offered, lhese allegations are indicative of a broad political
division between Camden and North West London Branches and the wider Party.
A further indication of this division is the rejection by some members of
the Eranches of much literature published by the World Socianlist Movement.

The events and attitudes which we have mentioned, taken together,
can be seen as being prima facie evidence that members of your Branches
are engaged in factional activities organised separate from the Party at
large.

North West London Branch ask for the 'names of the members concerned’,
but the committee is in no position to offer such conclusions, as our task
is solely to report on whether or not, and if so, to what extent, some
members of Camden and North West London Branches are operating as an internal
party faction separate from the Party at large.

But we do emphasise that by working in full cooperation through
our joint di scussions, Camden Branch, North West London Branch and this
ad hoc committee, now have an opportunity to deal with these questions
which have arisen in & frank and comradely manner, As we have already
said, we would aim to clarify any possible misunderstandings which may
have arisen with a view to establishing a stronger basis for the united
work for socialism, OQur hope is that our report will he & means to this
end,

We have put to you the matters which we wish to discuss, and we
emphasise our peint thot the sconcr the work of our committeesn is
completed the better it will serve our common objective of getting on
vith the work for socialism, We therefore ask you aganin to fix an
early date for our discussions,

Yours fraternally,

The ad hoeo Committee.
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28th January 1986,

Camden branch's reply to E.C. allegations.

Preliminary .

In November 1985 the E.C. set up an Ad Hoc Committee to investigate

the extent of the allegations made in their resolution of 17th Dec. 1985
against Camden & N.W. London branches. This Committee, without
conducting any investigation of the matter, made a series of allegations
against both branches which the E.C. subsequently endorsed. The E,C. had,
therefore, prejudged the issue,

The branch objected to these allegations, and in the circumstances felt
justified in putting its case direct to the membership as follows:-

In September 1985 the E.C. made serious allegations about some of our
members, without naming thenm, Thase allegations claimed among other
things that they had formed a faction within the Party separate from
the Party. This, in the view of the branch, amounted to a charge that
these members were disloyal to the Party and were working against its
interests.

On being called to produce the evidence, on December Lith 1985 the E.C.,
circulated all branches with what was described as an explanatory letter
which had been drafted by their Ad Hoc Committee. This letter not only
repeated the allegatjons in a different form, again without any evidence
to support them, but also included the branch in the allegjtions,.

The Fetter claimed -

h That we ignored the guidelines laid down by the E.C. by arranging
a meeting on the eve of the Autumn Delegate meeting when Islington branch
were holding a similar meeting.

2e That we were organising meetings at H.0. in the S.W. London branch's
area without consulting them.

3. Sone unnamed members of our branch have withdrawn from the mainstream
of Party activity and disassociated themselves from the essential
administrative functions.

by The E.C. Jas evidence that N.W. London & Camden branches hold
stréng views that there are members in the Party who have reformist
attitudes and are involved in moves against Socialist principles.

53 That some members of the two branches reject much of the literature
published by the World Socialist Movement. These members are not
identified.

This pathetic collection of half truths and pure gossip represents the
prima facia case of the E.C. and is supposed to be taken seriously
by intelligent members of the SPGB.

Concerning (1), Had the E.C. taken the elementary precautions of

first establishing the facts they would have found that Camden branch

did not arrange a meeting on the same night as Islington branch; i.e.
25th Oct. 1985, Islington branch arranged a meeting on the same night
as ours. Arrangements for our meeting were discussed in May 1985,

and Islington branch's meeting was arranged later. We do not imply any
motive to Islington branchj they, or the Propaganda Committee, never
consult Cgmden branch about their propaganda arrangements, but they
complain that we do not comsult them. Islington branch, the Propaganda
Committee and the Central Organiser contain the same personnel. Well
might the E.C. in its explanatory letter say that Islington branch
complied with the guidelines and liaised with the Propaganda Committee.
In short, they informed themselves that they were running a meetinge.

We see nothing calamitious about two entirely different type meetings
being held on the same night twice a year. The last occasion when this
Foanlk mnlare hath meetines ware hichlv snceessfnl: i.e. eve of Conference 1985,




Concerning (2).

Contrary to the E.C.'s claim, we did not organise propaganda for the
simple reason that the E.C. made it impossible for us to organise
anything by depriving us of the venue. We asked for the use of H.O.
in July 1985 for two meetings which were to be held early in 1986,
Instead of helping the propagsnda effort, the E.C. procrastinated and
kept deferring the item, and raised the red herring sbout our alleped
non ceo-operation with 3,¥. London brearch, They elge raised the

ridiculous issue about the branch carrying on propaganda activities
outside its areaj so much for the Executive Committee of the World
Socialist Movement, which frowns on members travelling from Camden

to Clapham to carry the Socialist message to the workers of S5.W. Londen.
The E.C, would simply not co~operate with ws and we were forced to
abandon the proposals. Had the E.C. wished %to assist this propaganda
they would have replied along the lines of-their letter

and resolution of 7th August 1984 when they dealt with our request in a
matter of days; vizti=

"Re your request for the use of H.B. on Sunday 25th November (afternocon)
for the purpose of holding a public propaganda meeting, your letter
Lth Aug. 1984. The E.C. at its meeting 7/8/84 carried the following
resolution:~ "That the request be approved and that Camden branch

be advised to liaise with S,W. London branch over local publicity',
We co-operated with S.W. London branch then, and we will co~operate
with any branch when the situation arises, Oue meeting could only
have helped S.,W. Loundon branch. We wished the use of H.0O. because
it held twice the number of our branch room, and the subjects of the
meetings '""Socialist future' and "The Abolition of the State" would
have been of interest to a large number of members.

Concerning (3),

Whilst we cannot speak for unidentified members we sughgest that the '
present uncomradely attitude of the E.C. to this branch and iis members
is hardly likely to encourage them to flock to H.O.

Concerning (4). & (5).

¥n the absence of any evidence we cannot comment.

The explanatory letter originated from the E.C's Ad Hoc Investigation
Conmi ttec - [ - -1 -
impartial body as these were the people behind the accusations.

This is a grotesque travesty of Party procedure. . If this matter is
to proceed let it be investigated by an impartial Committee of members

who are not party to the complaint,

The E.C's view that we are acting outside the Party is utter nonsense.
The branch 'is the unit of organisation and all our activities take place
within the organisation; propaganda, selling literature, holding open
branch meetings, Delegates to Conference, and generally conducting our
affairs within the Rules of the Party. We do not have secret meetings
and engage in any activity outside of the Party. The E.C. speaks of

2 breakdown in co-aperation, but it is they by their actions who are
causing this breakdown,

CAMDEN BRANCH.
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Reply address - O/o Head Office,
52 Clapham High Street SWA TUd

e %vd March, 1986
To:  ALL_BRANCHES AND MEMBRRS

Dear Comrades,

We refer Lo the resolution of North West Londen Brench (Ttem 2(e) on the
Conference ‘Agenda) as follows -

uPhis Conference deprecates the action of the EC in setting up a Commiihee
to investigate factional activity by some un-named members of North Wesw

" London and Camden Branches, and refusing to produce the alleged prima fac.e
evidence, both to the two Branches concerned and to the Party in gemeral."

The reasons for setting up the Committee were known throughout the Party.
These were clear from exchanges between the BC and the %wo Branches and were ayaliabls
to every Party member from KC minutes. These r=lated to failure by ihe EC to seouwse
the co-operation of Camden and North West London Branches in the organisation of
propaganda. - ' |

The ad hoc committee set out-the reasons for the work in a letter dated 6ih
December and this wes adopted by the EC-and distributed to all Branches and members.
Tt would therefore bve false for Conference to deprecate the BC for refusing to podiuce
evidence for setting up the ad hoc cominittee. . o :

It is also popular'feeliﬂg; which has prevailed for too long, that the Party
in London is divided. Tn his statement "What is Wrong with the SPGB", Com. J. I Arcy
gaid the following s- C . '

"You've got & Party which is divided at the*preéént time againét iteelf "
-(Page 5, para. 6 of the report of the ststement which is available on requesh

Where co-operation has clearly broken down, the B0 is obliged to take action,
end this should bhe supported.

The position should not Ye judged sclely on the wording of the single BC
resolution which set up the committee. Tt should be judged against the fact that a
division exists: that Party co-operation broke dova znd that this must be re-built
as soon as possible, This object was clearly expressed by the EC in its resoiution
of 26th November, 1985, as follcws -

"That the ®C is soting on the basis that there has been a breakdown in Parly
co-operation, culminating in the failure by the EC to secure the co-operation
of the Branches concerned in running meetings at the same time and in tbe
same place as other Branches. The work of the ad hoc committee is adined
solely at achieving democratic comradeship in the united work for socialism.
The 8C trusts that Nerth West London Branch will give its full support to
this objective." Aoveed

The KC's object was made clear by the ad hoc committee in its letters to the
two Branches dated 6th December as follows i~

"Bt we do emphasise that by working in fuil co-operation through our joint
discussions, Camden Branch, North West London Branch and this Ad Hoe Comnittee
now have an npportunity to deal with these questions.which have arisen, in

a frank and comradely manner. As we have alrea@ﬁﬁg;id, we would aim to




clarify any possible misunderstardings which ey have atisen with a view 62
establishing a strongar basis for the and ted work for socialism. Our hope
is that ouwr report will be a means to this end."

This object was again affirmed by the 20 at its meeting on 10th Decampe>,
1535,

The effect of passing the North West London Branch resolution at Confer=nse
will be to abolish the ad hoc committee. This will desizoy what i now an &0
initiative to encourage the United work for gocialism and destroy Hhe patient weok
which has been applied to this object by the members uf the ad hoc comiities, I eIl
mean the centinuation of the present divisions and undermine what should be uhs v oen
work of our movement. ’

Tt is fully accepted that we, the undersigned, have been tmroived In
disagreements with some members of the two Branches. Tyt e alse have mosh ohsT
active members; from this point of view, a totally "impartial’ meniber Would D=
impossible to find, We are well placed to represent th.se who vish to lock Foinwend
to achieving both the vital objective of party unity and the most effective use of
ouxr Tresources.

Branches should vote against the North Vest London Bronch resolution aan
support the attempt to ensure some kind of reconciliation between Camden and Nouoth
West London Branch members and the rest of the Party. Tn all, three written APRLCACTL
es have been mads to persuade the two branches to talk with the committee. Although
these have not been guccessful, we should not give up now.

, _ _ ,

Ve emphasise most strongly that the resolution is not in the interesta of
menbers of Camden and North West London Branches. T+ is in thelr interests to veovuild
a comradely atmosphere, conducive to the work for .mocialism. Given that it is thair
desire Lo see a united Party, working in full co--operation with high morale, they
must have everything to gain in joining with the committes to achieve this objiect,




To all Branches March 7,1986
Comreades,

The sd-hoc committee established last November has held its meetings,
if sny, in privete. The only outcome of its deliberations has been

sn "explanatory letter®., This does not seey to support the EC's
original allcgation that certain unnamed members of two branches

had formed a faction within the Party. The commitiee has not mede

it clear whether its own allegations relate to all members of thesé€y
branches or merely to some of them, If the matter is held by the EC

to be serious, I for one wopld expect the EC or its sub-commitiee

to heve named the comrades they are accusing, and brought charges
under appropriate Party rules, Either they should name’ names, or

drop the matter.

by second point concerns the choice of members selected for the

ad~-hoc committee. Camden Branch, in their circular, comment that

the 3 members were hardly impartial "as these were the people behind
the =ccusations". I would go further. I consider that there are sericus
chzrges of disloyalty and factionalism which ought to be placed on

record.
- after expulsion from the Party, he set up an orgeni-
sation with 2 journzl, written by him, which was distributed among
rertsin Dorty mermhers and some evmnzthisers. and others nutside th e
Perty. In this journzl, QOne World , he attacked the elected EC and
espects of Party vpolicy. Mort of the members he singled out for
attack are now in Camden and N.v., London branches. His act1v1t1es.
though relatively unsuccessful at the time, did have a Gsmaging
effect on some Party work. Later he rejoinec the Party, 2t a time
when if% unity esnd effectiveness were under threat from the Weicdberg
faction. Weidberg's targets, the people he wented tc get rid of,
were mostly the seme EC members and Party officers that ||| 2¢
attacked in Qne Yorld.
_was 2 member of the \‘Jeiﬂberg faction.He attended its
closed meetings. He manoeuvred with others ( most of whom have since
lert the pPerty) deliberately io exciude those who did not supvori
his line from any active rcle in Party work.As a consequence, a fevw
formerly ective members have left the Party from frustration, not
from disagreement, and a considerable number vho remgin in the Party
heve become insctive, or find their oprortunities as Party spezkers
vriters severely restricted.
I consicder that an hones® an¢ thorcugh investigstion of fecticnal
sctivity within the Party is long overdue. It must include en

1wv?"tle1 unpertisen examination cf the alleg=tions I h-vemnade
ihis letzer.
mhere ic evidence %o support these ellegstlons.

Yours fcr SOCialiSI’GI | i _ (antralaranch)
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_page 5 of ...
1€_Resolution = Section 2.._‘Enronment oF MEMBERS',  {tem ( h) g.?‘insalﬁgenda, :

~ Toi ALL_Branches _and. Central Branch Members .

- From:_Hammersmith Branch. |

The .EC ﬁas been granting permission to Groups to examine and admit applica{nts to
membership, The ai'gumenf has been that most Branches appoint an examli nation
committee of two or three and, as the EC has stipulated that only members should
“examine applicants, this puts Groups in the same position. This overlooks the fact
that, when a Branch examination committee have any doubts or reservations, the whole
Branch discusses these points with the applicants. Also; should a Branch committee
ha\{e missed something on which the applicant has insufficient kndwleﬁge, this will '
soon emerge in discussion with other members of the Branch, In a Group,new members
only have con tact with the members who exainined them, Brancheg are the unit of

the Party and the d@fference in responsibility of Branches and Groups was clearly

¥ .
drawn for very good reasons; it should not be thoughtlessly eroded,

1. We suggest the procedure is against the Rules, which state that applicants must be
approved by a Branch or, in the case of Central Branch, the EC (via its sub
committee, the Fofms‘A’Scrutiny Committee).

2. The first time permission was given, it was stated on the EC that members :of that
Group were experienced, of long standing, had detailed knowledge of our case and
were therefore qualified to carry out the examination, This argument does not always
hold good and, as all members are equal, once permission has been given to one Group
it cannot be withheld from another, Take a Group which hasg, say, four members, )

- three of whom have recently joined., Do thése have sufficient knowledge to examine
applicants? .Like a driving test, the examination proves that new members have
acquired a basic knowledge of our case, However, quite often they are advised‘to :
“study one or otherl aspect of our case furtheJr; they are obviously not ready to'examine

other applicants,.

3, Groups are important pléces to learn ard discuss our case., Applicants who have

attended a Group should have sufficient knowledge to' answer easily the questionna.we .
of the Scrutiny Committees . . This avoids delays caused by lengthy corresp ondénce
when the committee are unable to accept, or need to have clarification of, original
answers, Thus Groups fulfil the task of imparting socialist knowledge, but the safeguard
of examination by the EC sub ‘committee, through whom admission to membership

continues to be obtained, is retained,
Yours ._hf.»afema[[‘y_fg HAMMERSMITH BRANCH
dmree A& the Fabpuary 1986
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RE HAMMERSMITH BRANCH CIRCULAR OF 25th FEBRUARY, AND THRIR RESOLUTION
OR "ENROLKENT OF MEMBRRS®™ = Confersnce hgends, pags 5, item (h).

1

; |
To : All Branches, Central Branoh and Groups

Comradas,

Dundes Groué would like to express %ta disgust at the attitudes expressesd
in the above-dated Hammersmith Branqh ecircular. This ile not primarily
because we are a group. We would ask Conference to reject this ressolution

and the emendments for two besic reasons

1. Knowledge and Experience

"Teke a group which hass, say, four members, three of whom have recently
Joined, Do these have sufficient knéwledge to examine aspplicants 7"

i
¥het is their oriterias for meaaurini such knowledge 7 Is i1t length of
membership ? Or perhaps, the abiliiy to write mrticles, spesak, or sell
the Stendard 7 or talk at length ab‘ut the theories of Hegel ?

[

It i8 noticesble that they do not ¢ell into question the capability of a

Branch of, say, six members, in examining new applicants,

2., The Whole Branch Can Decide

In stating that if & Branch examining ¢committee has any doubts about an
applicant, ",.,the whole Branch discusses these points with the applicant",
we feel thet Hammersmith Branch is trying to construct an ergument of

numericel superiority of branches over groups which is not always the case,

For instance, a glance at EC minutes will show that branches pass resclutions,

often with only & hendful of members present.

We would mlso like to point out another aspect that this resolution would
have, if carried, If someone comes &long to cur meetings wanting to join,
ere we to instruct her/him to get on a trein or bus to Glasgow, Edinburgh

or Newcastle ? 4nd for what reason ?

In writing this it wea not our intention to personally attack Hammersmith
Branch, but we do feel that their resolution is both condescending and

insulting to Party members, and could not avold taking it as an insult.

Dundee Group, 10th Merch, 1986
(Cerried 4-0; 4 present)
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iﬁxApx#4 To: ALL BRANCHES

From:  wouTH Weer Londort

NOTES ON_CONFERENCE 1987 ITEIS

4th HMarch, 1936

1ES.. 2(0) - TSSUE OF PAMPHLETS & IMAFTETS

9.W. London Branch feels that the present procedures are confused and cumberstme.
They are laid down in several Conference and AT Resolutions, For the guidance of
the EC and the NPC we feel that the procedure should be made clear within a singie
resolution. B R ‘ '

The progedvre we propose meets twe -impertant requirements. These are -the need teo
produce the best guality pamphlets in a democratic manner,. with some particiration of
members,  Secondly, the need for speed of issue. -‘The essence of the proposais is
fhat members and the BC will have an opportupmity to comment on the. propcsed contents,
“and follewing this, the EC will have the discretion Yo either edit the draft itselfl
within.a definite %ime 1imit, or leave it to the NPC. o '

REE_4_ - CONDUOT & DISCTPLINE -

S.VW. . London Branch feels that this Resolution would be the mest simple aﬁd immediate
way to create an improved -atmosphere il the Party where issubs dan be debated without
the destructive effects of members being able to freely questien each other's soclalist
Adntegrity. This practice hzs caused immense damage in the past. '

The existence of -this Resolution would strengthen the: hand of the chair in Party debaies,
discussions at Conference, ADM, Branches, and in all other places. Members will.be
constrained from abuse etc., and will be encouraged to focus ‘their arguments eon the
igsues involved. At the same time it will not prevent responsible. disciplinary action
being taken against members where this is justified.. ' B

RES. 2(i) - THE_OFFICIAL EC RULING THAT COM. A. BUICK HEID A REFORMIST POSITION WHIGH

IS SOILL OUTSTANDING IN THE NAME OF THE PARTY

S:W. London Branch feels that comrades should remove this official Party slur -against
wvhich is a discredit to the Party. : '

. Tn addition to the information sent out by the General Secredary, we- supply overleaf®
important material which relates to item 3 of the EC's reply to Edinburgh Branch.
Members will note that item 3 reads "Letter to the SSPC 17/5/TT, he* made the
statement fadvocating reforms and reformism are not necessarily the same (even if the
one is likely to lead to the other in the long run) - otherwise Marx would have to be
regarded @8 a réformist!'" I ' ' :

It was 1laid down by the EC on benhalf of the Party that this statemertt was evidence
that Buick held a reformist position, :

We supply the full text of the letter. Members will note that the FC completely
disregarded the clear statewent on reforms by -in the first paragraph of his
letter. They chose te select a sentence from the last paragraph which referred to the
positisen of Marx over a hundred years ago. They also igncred the final sentence of
the lettes: which put this statement in its historical perspective. Thig was msnipula-
ticn of the text of _letter to the SSPC for the sole purpose of discrediting
him and to claim he was a reformist. This action remeins as an official ruling,
made by an executive committee on behalf of the Party. Tt is therefore important that
the Party should now reverse this unacceptable ruling.

3
5.W. LONDON BRANGCH (Text of letter overleaf)
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"NOT FOB_PULLICATION"
"SSP0,

Dear Comrades,

It scems to me that tae Fay iesue of the SOTTALIST STANDATD biure tne
traditional SPGB distinction between reformiem (ths poliley cf accepbing capitaliso
gnd trying to improve it by,reforms)-and:refarms (Iéglslaﬁiﬁe measores adopled and
implemented by the State.) The basie SPGB position has alvays been that we 4o not

“advocate reforms; and that we are opposed to refcrmism rather than to veforms (-t
fact. we have even commitied ourselves 1o voting for certain fefqrm measures wnéa:
sertain circumstances, unlikely though those circumstances might-be o occur in
practice: a minority of socialist MPs in Parlicment faced with a measure judged
by the Party to be in the interest of the working class and the soclalist movemcnﬁg)

On page 94 Horatic writes:- "A revolutionasy Party is uommﬁtted_exolns;vely
to Revolubtion and cannot support reforms -~ which are anti - revolubtionary." —;(em}he~
sis added.) Vow if reforms are anti-revolutionary, then the SPGB, as a revqiutianIT
Pariy, would have to be committed to OPposing'them. But in fact we are not cpposed
to all reforms on principle-and have always recognised that soie tray temporarily
benefit sections of the working class and as such cannot be oppused by us, even it
this does not mean that we should advocate such reforms, What we are opposed to cn
prinziple - and what nan legitimately be described as "anti-revolutionary”- is
reformism, ie, the policy of pccepting capitalism and seeking to improve it by reforms.,

Then, - in writing "Reformism ... is reactionary. It belbhgs to a past era.
‘It ig a transitional stage of political development and is now a mundred years out of
date," (page 92), JD suggests that up until a hundred years ago reformism was a
correct policy, ie, that the working;classaat'that time were righl to accepd Capital-
ism and seek only to improve it. But this can't be right. I suspect that what JD
meant to say was that up uvntil a hundred years. ago it was porréé% for workers and
socialists 1ike Marx to. have advocated end campaigned for certain reforms (eg. Univer-
sal Suffrage, and elementafy factory legislation) in ordex to he in a stronger
position to strpgle for socialism. But this was not necessarily reformism since it need
not have been linked with acceptance of capitalism (as it wasn't in the case of Marx.)
Advocating referms and reformism are not necessarily the same (even if the one is
likely to lead to the other in the long run) - otherwise Marx would have %o be regarded
as @ reformist!., The SPGB case is not that reformism was Tight until a hundred years
ago, but that up until that fime Sucialists were jusiified in advocating certain
reforms, a justification which disappeared once pelitical dewocracy had become estab-
lished and once capitalism had developed, in a world economy capable of providing
pilenty for all, the material basis for socialiem, '

Yours fraternally,
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Propposed item for Conference Agondas- Cei

WThis Conference finds that 4n its reply to Edinburgh Branch, dated
28/®/77., the T4th, Executive Committee put foward false evidence

that_had taken & reformist position."
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Item 3 of KC letber to dinburgh Branch dated 14/7/77:=

"Letter to the: 8SPC 17/5/17 he- made the statement "advocating
reforma an%a§§f93mism are not necessarily the mame (even if the one
is likely 10/ the other in the long run) - otherwise Maerx would have
to be regarded as a reformist,® " %

kP S e e, S 4Gk T TR AT W ek R S e T M. B Wk Sk T PN Y R B

Text of letter from _ 4o the SSPC, dated 17/5/77s-

NOT FOR PUBLICATION.

S+5.P.C.
Dear Comrades,

It seems to me that the May issue. of the SOCIALIST STANDARD blurrs
the traditional SPGB distinction between reformism (the policy of accepting
capitalism and trying to improve it by reforms) and reforms (legislative
measures adopted and implemented by the Btate.) The basic SPGB position
has wlvays been that we do not advocate reforms; and that we are opposed
to reformiasm rather than to reforms (in fact we have even committed
ourselves to voting for certain reform measures under certain circumstances,
unlikely though those circumstances might be to occur in practice: &
minority of socialist MPs in Parliement faced with a measure judged by the
yarty to be in the interest of the working class and the socialist
movement ). '

On page 94 Horatio writess- "A revolutionary Party is committed
exclusibely to Revolution mand cannot support reforms - - which arb anti-
revoluti onary" - (emphasis added). Now if reforms eare anti-revolutionary,
then the SPGB, as a revolutionary Party, would have to be committed to
opposing them. But in fact we are not opposed to all reforms in principle
and have & 1 ways recognised that some may temporarily benefit sections of
the working class and a8 such cannot be opposed by us, even if this does
not mean that we should advocate such reforms V¥What we are opposed to on
principle - and what can legitimately be described as'anti revolutionary'! -
is reformism, i.e., the policy of gccepting capitalism end seeking to
improve it by reforms.

Then, in writing "Rdformism .., is reactiomary. It belongs to & past
era. It is a transitional stage of political development and is now a
hundred years out of date," (page 92), JD suggests that up until a hundred
years ago reformism was a correct policy, ie, that the working class at
that time were right to accept capitalism and seek only to improve it.
But this can't be right. = 1 suspect that what JD meant to say was that up
until a hundred years ago it was corbect for workers and Socialists like
Marx to have advocated and'campaigned for certain reforms (eg, universel
suffrage and elementary factory legislation, in order to be in & stronger
position to work for socialism. But this was not necessarily reformism
since it need not have been linked with acceptance of Capitalism (as it
was'nt in the case of Marg.) Advoceting reforms and reformism are not
necessarily the same (even if the one is likely to lead to the other in
the long run) - otherwise Marx would have to be regarded as a reformist!
The SPGB case is not that reformism was right until a hundred years ago,
but that up until thet time Socialists were justified in advocating certain
reforgs, & justification which diseppeared once political democracay had
become established and once capitalism had developed, in & world economy
capable of providing plenty for all, the material basis for socialism,

Yours eraternally, [N




17th. November 1985,

To_Soukh ¥West London Brangh,

Dear Comrades,

I wish to move that the following item be placed on the Conference
Agendate

? "That this Conference finds that in its reply to Edipburgh
Branch, dated 14/0/77, the T4ih., Executive Committee put
forward false evidence that had taken &

reformist position.®

I would ask the Branch to accept that that this is an iﬁportunt
matter. 1 work a good deal with Comrade Buick and I feel that it is
entirely wrong that this matter should be left outstanding,

You will see from the accompanying notes, that the EC took a personal
letter from to the SSPC, and used it as so called evidence
that [l va» & reformist, or took a reformist position,

The so called evidence was false, The EC completely ignored NG
statement on the Party position on reforms. It selected & sentence from
the letter which made an academic point in & purely historical dontext,’
vhich had nothing to do with éhe Party position on reforms. The point
wag about the position of Marx and not the pesition of the SPGB, which

had dealt with in the first part of the letter, ‘

By ignoring its general contents, by selecting one sentence, and by
these means manipulating the text, the EC used the letter with the effect

of discrediting [N -: & ool ittt s ocialist.

I bring this matter forward for two strong reasons which I hope the
Branch will supporti:- )

1, Thisk discrediting sction was taken by the EC in the name
of the Party, and therefore stands in our records as an
cfficial Party action, This position should not be allowed
to stand. It should now be corrected by the Party so as
to restore integrity to the record of Party administration.
This is vitally important for the Yarty. .
2. It is entirely wrong that any member such as Comrade Buick,
should be involved in the work for socialism, under this
continuing Party slur which is outstanding against him
in the name of all members, :

I trust that the Branch will support me in trying to remove this
official Party slur egainst[ I I suggest that Bhis arises from
the ordinary obligations of comradeship, and also from the need for
socialist pride in the record of our administration. In my view this
can be achieved by the simple and straightforward resgolution which I
have proposed, on the basis of the evidence I have put forward,

Yours fraternally,
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Dear Conrages, :

Numerous accusations of reformism and anti-ssocialism have
been made publicly and privately against. several of the members
signing this statement., Despite this the Executive Committee
have declined %o circulate the statement which attempts very
briefly to re-affirm our adherence to socialist principles,
whilst outlining some of the differences in approach -which we
have with some other members. We are.therefore distributing it
ourSelves in the hope that it will réassure comrades who might
otherwise doubt exactly what our views are:-

_WHERE WE STAND. o T

I.For a worldwide society based on the common ownership and

..democratic control of the.means of production,and_the conse=. ..

-~ quent abolibkon of the whole market economy,the wages systen,
money and the-political state,with free access to goods angd
services according to individual wants. i

7.2,0nly withiﬁ'thisfframéwqu can people 1ive in harmony with

each-other-and the world. about them,and have the opportunity
tos fulfil. their humen potential,as individuals and as a
community., - I : A

3+8cciallsm involves major changes in everyday life - in _
-education,work,the family - as well as in the ownership and
control of the means of production;the rev,free,non-asuthor-
itarlan. social relationships being-formed in the course of

‘the struggle for soclalism.

4.Socinlism can only be establishéd by the.revolutionary

transformation of society through the conscious action of the. .-

- working class,democratically organised in all arecas of polit--
ical,economic and sccial aetivity. ' SR -

A

5.The.-working class are all thogse who have no ownership and no
control of the means of production and who rely for- their
livelihood,either directly or indirectly,on a wage or galary,
and so includes office,shop and farm workers ag well -as.
industrial'workers;and'their—dependent5¢*~'- T e

6.The working class gaing the knowledge, confidence,and democr =
~atlo organisation necessary to carry .out -the socialist revo-
lution ir the course of their struggle to assert their needs,
in every sphere of social activity,against the profit-seeking

needs of capital ond, its functionaries,the ruling. class.

i -

-“7.The task of sccialistg is to encoqrggé,both by revolutionary

propaganda and,where appropriate,active participation,working
class struggle,with a view to the. emergence of socialist con-
‘sciousness,the democratic “s¢If=ordanisation of the working
class and the militant defence of working class’1living
standards. : . ' )

8.4n organisation of revolutionary éocialists must always main-
taln its independent identity and must-not itself put forward
any programme of reforms to be implemented by the capitalist
state, S -

P.anti-racism and anti-sexism must form an important part of
soclalist propaganda and other activity. A revolutionary

- Soclalist alternative must be built to counter the divisive
deparatist ideologies of black nationalism and radical
feminiam.,

I0.Socialists must oppose all governments as representing
capitalist and ruling class interests,including those of
state capitalist Russia,China,Yugoslavia,Cuba and other such

A AP T gty
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i
1I.Socialists must oppose reform

rent power to modify capitali
jst state ©O deal with workin

12.S0cialists must oppose the id
propounded by Bolsheviks(Leni
and Social-Democrats.

ist movements which seek govern-
sm,or which rely on the capital-
g class problems. o :

cology of state capitalism .
nist,Stalinist,Trotskyist,Maoist)

13.80ciallsts must oppose all imperialism, and also so~called
natoinal 1iberation"movements as reactionary movements

seeking to establish new rulil
aivide the world into differe
frontiers. T

ng classés in power and to re=--
nt,but equally irrelevant

© " 14/Sccialis

" puling ¢
gacrific

ts must oppose allfwars~as'conflicts<bétﬁeen rival

~agses over capitalist interests not-worth the e o

e of a single working class life.

ORI SR

b e St s A

I5.An organisation of revolutionary socialists must be a fully"
democratic and free assoclation of people,and must always
be on guard against’ the emergence of. forms of organisation
agd.relationships that help perpetuatbe capitalism.

SIGRED BY:
]
-

!

H
!

Further copies obtainable f;om:; -
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“Reply to Edinburgh Br Resopution of.14/7/77 (see mins of 7hth BY, 35th
Ieeting Item 6,1), adopted by the nhth EC at its H3rd Meeting on 2oth Oct

Dear Comrades, . ‘; T L

e 228 Reformist statements’

In reply to your pesolution on the above matter we enclose the
information as requested.

1 The statement "Where Ve Stand" eigned by_whit':h vas
considered by the EC at its meeting of 3rd Dec 1974 to be damaging to
the interests of the Party.

2 Hon-soclalist contributions to the reformist and anarchist
journal of which he was co~founder, latterly known as Hiibertarian
Communism". HMisrepresentation of the ¢lass struggle in an article
NPy Consdousness" in no 4 issue. Attribution of Socialism aa the
obfective of non-socialist groups, "Revolutionary Communism" no iy,

Jan 1973, "Solidarity, khe Harket and Marx,"

3 Letter to the S8PC 17/5/77 he made the statement "advocating
reforms and reformism are not neaessarily the same (even if the one
1s 1ikely to lead to the other in the long run) -~ otherwise larx
would have to be regarded ns a reformist.n . :

4 April 88 1969. "The Socialist Party supports the efforts of
workera to improve their housing conditionn under capitalism - even
by squatting." This is a reformiast qrgumenﬁ which would commlt the
Farty to supporting housing reforms. "It ald not refer to individuals - °
but workers as & whole and was stated againat the background of
reformist squatter movements. . . :
. 5 May 1971 85 articlet Another Anti-strike Bill, "The Government =

Social Seourity Bill is a vicious anti-working olass measure which is intended
to hurt the wives and children of workers in order to discourage strikes and °
force mtrikers back to work, Like the Industrial Relations Bill it will :
strengthen the overall position of the employing class in its struggle with’
the working olssm over wages and gonditions, For this reason the Shoialist =
Party of Great Britain is dpposed 1o this bill." : '

6 Sept 56 1972 articlet Five Jailed Dockers, 1% refers to strikes
aimed ot getting the dockers releamed, Alhis wam & succemsful defensive
action by the working class and one which the Socinlist Party of Great Britain
wAdoomes Just s we would have supported the One Day TUC Ganergl Stifke,"

7 69 Baitorial artiole 1968: Politios of Czeohoslovakia., "Ths Seclalist
Party of Grest Britain wishes workers thers every success in establishing the
framevork in which a génuins socialist movemsnt oan growW, namely politiosal
democracy," : AR - :

The Emecutive Committes.
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he statement "lMhexe Ve Stand" may have heen ambiguous in pnrts hut

none ‘who imsuad 1t potéd gquite within the Rules in chrminieating

dixr vievwa to’other menhers by wieans: of an internal elrcular, In fact

¢ wné faausd precisely to repudiats acoudations of reformism And

containn the follawing unamblglous” Atatementsy n soolalist orrHnisation

aampat not'iteelf put fevvard ANy rokragine of reforms to bé Lmplemanted
by thae cnpitnlisﬁ'state“(01au§e 8) and aoclulidte "must bpyose‘ ’
raformlat movemants which. nesk éo?ﬂrhméﬂtfbnweré'hb modify saplialism,
or wvhiech rely on the eapitalint stnte to deanl with working cless

.. problems(Cleuse 11)s » "

2. "Hon-poelnlint coptributlions to the reformist end nporchist Journaib
of which be was co-founder, latterly lnown ng 'L.ibertarian
Cormmmiomt!", A typleal exarmarntion in which the repeated usex of
cmotiva worda ia deeifned to cover up the fact thnt in none of the
articles I contributed to what wns during the period I was involved
wlth 1t an uneffielnl internnl Party discussion Journnl Aid I
ndvoente reforms or support for roformiast ovements or that the rarty
ahonld do so, The fact that no specific pnnsnpes from these articles
in whieh 1 am nlleced to have taxpressed yreform poaitions" hove hren
produced is o tneit admispnion that none axdat, T may or may not he
sl Lty of tmlarepregentation of the clara strucgle! and Hattribution
of ancdalism as the objective of nonesoeciniint pgroupa" but, whather 1
wns or not, nelther of these amounts to "expressinge reform positions',

3, Tha pasange qunted han baen taken ont of context in order to try to
puprpeant thnt T hiold that todny a soginlist could advocente reforma
withont haing n reformiot, The rafercnce to Marx 18 a cluse to 1its real i
conkaxty the lnat century, hefors capitnliasm hnd £inal ip triuvmphad B
ovoy feuralism, 1T stand by everxry word in the letter, the full text of 3
witieh 1s nnnexed,

e e an e A

h, thin statemant was not composed by me theush of cotirse ns n memborx 3
of the then S8PC T neccept full regponaghility for Jts nppenrance in
the SOCIALIAT SpAnhanp, Itfs publication wvos n miatalke oa 1t did not
axprean clenrly the rodint un were trying to mala,viz,, thnk the 'arty ;
ia not opposned to workars tnlcing action, ol throush benants i
aanonintLons harveaining with 1andlords or throush squptting, to try to 3
prokact ox Improve thetiyr honsing conditliona, aueh on error of 5
aditorinl Jndrament, howvaver, 1a not the sarme thing asn Taxpreasing I
raform pondtions" na the PO nf the timo recosnisoed when 1t npproved
hofaore publicntion the fipnl reply that oppenred in the Octoher 1969 :
SOQTALIST SIFAIDAYD, |

RO

5, Thias atabemenk 1n gnite n nccord with khe 1960 EC lolliocy Statemont
on lleforms, paragraph 3 of which cormmences n{hat with regard to
refore propoanls nidvooentad hy other partien pnd groups ue explein how
copltniiem glves rire fo tha nvils the reforms are dealpgned to remedy, :
annlyase their prnhnble effeects, favourahle and wifavourable,,." Since p

tha Inrty has alwnyns hald thnt the strilte is an indispennnble weapon
for worineg the anfensive elnaa strusele over wopges nied working
conditions, clenrly we rernvd a legislntive noasure deairned to render
thin wenpon lo-s effective nn tynfavournhlae' from a worldng class point
of view nnd had to any nro.

G, "he Party hns nluays dletingulshnd hetyeren yaformiam on the
peliticnl tield{vidoh we oproze) and action smimmdza on the industrinl
finld aimed nt defending wnpes ond working conditiona(vhich we endorne)
then atrilke nction hon politieal implications it in not nlways eansy to
make this diastinction, bubk in the opinton of o mpajority of the then '
Pditorinl Committee and of holf the memhershtp(seu 1073 Anpmnal ‘
Conference Peport) the strikes to pet the 5 Jjailed dockers released yna
hanteally industrinl ond not roformiast, This rewains my opinion and,l
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Bolton Branch circular in support of item for discussion 2,

The democratic structure of the Socialist Party has not significantly
altersd since the time of the Party's formation. A{ that time, the
democracy reflected the geography and membership which actually existed.

In reality, it was at first the Socialist Party of London. The HC, as

a democratic body, was constituted in response to that situaticn: a place

on the IC Zor sach {London) branch, In practical terms, this meant thab
nost Farty members could attend EC meetings, and nearly all branches

had one of their members on the 3C. There was, then, a clear link

between the make-up of the Pariy and its democracy, a link which is

not demonstrable today.

During the lass twenty years there has been an increase in the proportion
of membership based outside London, This has also meant an increase in

the number of branches outsids London, while there has been a corraesponding
decrease in the number of London branches. IUeanwhile, the structure of

our democracy is still firmly rooted in London, reflecting a situation

that no longer holds. The EC, Party Cfficers and most of the sub-committeas
still essentially operate from London, partly because this is the way it

always has been operated.

It ig surely dangerous for any socialist organisation that such a position
should exist or continue, given the type of democracy that we put forward
for the Party and for Socialism. Our claims to be completely democratic

do not appear convincing alongside the reality that most Party members

" play little or no part in that democracy. As an example, less than a

third of Party members even vote in the elections of our EC, And yet
it is clearly of gr=at imporiance that members should have a sound

understanding - preferably experience -~ of how our democracy functions,

and as far as possible take a full, active vart s mmning, A socialist

democracy should be dynamic, responsive and participative, within the

Party now, acting as reference point for the development of democracy
within a socialist socisty.

VWle need to examine, formulate and 5ring about a method: ¢f internal
orzanisation and democracy that will more accurately refiect the composition
of membershipffone that will successfully satisfy the criteria of 7
gsocialist democracy. Thig needs to be done now, before any inorease of

nunbers outside London causes the situation to be even more imbalanced.




—

The need, then, is for members to administrate democracy themselves, in
as direct a mammer as is practicable, For the purpose of clarifying debate,

we would put two main suggestions forward for discussion and consideration.

The first would be for there to be two further delegate meetings in addition
to the existing Conference and Delegate meetings. This would give a more
widely representative and democratic meeting point for all the membership
every quarter, Their function would.be to oversee and monitor the work

of committees and to initiate schemes of activity for these committees,
These quarterly meetings could be at variadble locations, as agreed at

1984 Annual Conference.

The second suggestion involves raising the guestion of whether our democracy
would reguire an Executive Committee in the circumstances of extra delegate
meetings and other organisational changes. An EC does not necessarily
represent the most efficient and relevant aveilable form of administering
our democracy. Our suggestion would be that a different type of commitiee,
operating in a different way be formed - a Co-ordinating or Standing Orders
Committee, This would include Party Officers (General Secretary; Assistant
Secretary; Treasurer; Central Organiser) and representatives from the
various committees (Propaganda; Fublicity; le=dia and Tapes, WPC, SSFC).

The aim would be for this Co-ordinating/Staniing Orders Committee to be

a functional body, providing a practical meeting and liasing point for these
officers and committees which are the organs of our democracy. Such a
committee would meet monthly at Head Office between the gquarterly delegate
meetings (ie 8 meetings a year). The various commibtees could be organised
in such a way o include members from wider geographical areas, a good
example of this being the NXC,

This ddcument is put forward to stimulate consbructive discussion which
will lead %o the development and improvement of socialist democracy within
the Sccialist Party. We hope that members will approach this issue in a

positive manner,
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1976 Conference Resolution -

A floor resclution was eayried-(18m12} ag followsi-

"That the B.C, be requested(té prepare, in the tight of
present conditions, a more detniled statement of the Party's
attitude to viclence subssquent to the establishment of
Sociulisn; for submission to the 1977 fnnual Conferenca,"

At its meeting on 20th April, 1976 the B,C, carried a resolutioni-

"fhat the k.C, draw up o gtatoment nlong the lines of the
Confarensa reconmendntion,’

ote on Floor Resolution

Phis floor resolution was on the dgenda og an addendum o &
Glasgow resoluiloin. (3¢0 Para, 2 below,) Beeopuse an amen@ment
to Clasgow's resolutisn wus sarrled, this nddendum (moved by
Camden) was not voted on ag au addendum, bub was then moved Ag a
floor resolution, '

. }'"“
Other Relevant Resolutions at 1976 Confersnce '

The final Agenda contained a.resolution moved by Glasgow, and an
amendient moved by Lewlisham. The amendment was carried (27-17).

Glasgow Branch Resgolutioni-

"That this Conference re--afflrms the atatement on vielence
appreved by the 1965 hAnnual Conference, vizs-

tThig Conferencs re-affirms the Party's atiitude to violencs
vizi- ' .. That only o democratically elected Socialist .

“nmajority can intreducs SJocialism after the capture of the *
machinery ef government; violence will only be used in the
event of a recalciivant minority attempting %o forcibly -
overthrow Socialisn®,

§
Arcndnoti¥, Lewisham Branch

"elete all after the word 'Conference! on line one and
replace with %the words ' ,, affirms that only a democratically
elected Socinlist majorlity can introduce Sacinlisnm after the
capture of the machinery of govermpent, Should an enti-
Socialist, undemocratic minorlty attenpt to snbotage or dis-
rupt socinl organigation and administration, n Soclalist

. doclety would necessarily take such action as was requisite
t® ensurs social harmony.”

* {Carried 27-17)
Introduction

The possible use of violence by a minorlity in the post-
revolutionary period ls guite distinet from the issue of the

- overthrow ef Yoolalist soclety and restoralion of C: piinlinm,

Phe first of these two hypotheses can be accepted, but the
gecond does not follow ag s makber of course, Acts of violence,
pabotage ev any other form of anti-social nebivity will not be
tolernted at any stage. assuming that we ave mainly deallng

“with acty of violence during the inenedinte poat-revolution

period, chvisusly force would be uged if aryument and reason
failed.

*
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The second hypothesis i1s untenable and utoplan. The‘barrierg't
the establishment of Socialism exist in the minds of the working
clasg, and capitnlist control of the machinery of government is

_a congequence. then the working class have enancipated them-

selves from the ideology of a soclety based on private property,
their conquest of political powers and the subsequent dlspos-

neysion of the capitalist class would fTollow.

To reverse the process the vaost mass would have to be re-
converted to capitalism by means ef propaganda, The capitalist
cluss would already have lost the bnttle of propaganda and
would no longer control-the organs of propaganda. Their social
influence will have gone, together with their property.

To sugzest that at sone point individuals will be able to nppro-~
printe soclally pwned property and force members , of the commu-
nity to work for wages ig a complete abandonment of loglcal rea-
sening, and to argue that the same result could be obtained by
violent minority action is playing with words. The fact that a
recalcitrant vielent minority could act in unawareness of the
utter futility ef their action does not justify describing it as
an nttempt! to destroy Sociallsm and restore cupitalism.

Sociulism could not be foreibly overthrown; neither could it be
tattempted', any more than we would describe the action of the
junatic whe jumped from the topof gt. Pail's Cathedral as an
tattempt' to fly to the churchyard below, although we had his
word for it. ’

Conditions for the Bstablishment of Socialism

The Party's principle governing the eatablishment of Socialism
has always been, in the terus of Clause 6 of the Declaration of
Principles, that the working class must organise consciously
and politically fer the conquest of the powers of government,
pntional and local, in order that the machinery ef government,
including the armed forces, may be converted from an instrument
of oppression inte the agent »f emancipation. Implicit in this
conception has alwnys been rvecoghition that, .in the period of
changeover, control of the armed forces would be continued for
ag long as necegsary in the light of conditisng then existing.

It has never been the Pnrity's. case that simultaneously with

gaining control the armed foérces would at once be wholly dis-
mantled. :

(In Bngel's words:~ "The State 18 not abolished. 1t dies
out.) (Socialism, Utopian and Sclentific. Page 77 in the
Allen and Unwin editien)

This hos not meant that the armed forceg would have te be
used. As was peinted out in the Statement drawn up by the k.C.
and published in the 8.5, in april, 1955 - "Pha control of the
armed forces during this period will be an affective deterent «.-
without these ferces having necessarily to be used.” (Tnis
Statement is reproduced in full ps an nppendix.)

The main determining conditlons that will have been met by the
time of the establishment ef Soeialism are predictable. That
ig to say the lonyg, arduous process of making the socialist
case known, of meeting and defeating the capitalist case, and
of winning aver the masgs of the workers, will have been comple-
ted and the democratic conquest of the pewers of government

will have taken place.’

In the words of the 1955 E.C. Statement "Tfhe overwhelming mass
of the people will participate, or fall in line with, the pro-
cess of reorganisation {in other words that while the workers

will participate in the movement and probably individual capi—~
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~ talists, the copitalists as a vhole will reanlise that the

ame
is up, as they have lest the power of effective rgsistance%". /ﬁ E;
It is agerinst this background that the hypothesis of posaible

‘violent obatruction by an undemocratic minority has to be con-

sidered, ~

The Question of He—-establidliing vaplitailism

After the process ef establishing Socialiswm has been completed
Ege ide? that capitalism might be re-estuablished is remote
rm reality, nevertheless, epponents of the Party ask us to ¢

congider how Socialist society would
achleve this by r0rce. y would deal with an attempt to

Puis has to be considersd sgainst the predictable conditions

- existing at that time as already described. o

The state machinery, incliding the armed forces, will have pas-
sed out of the control of the capltaliats and come under social
control; Socialists will constitute the majerity in all eccupa-
tions in which the working class predoninate - in production,
{ransport, communications, police and armed forces. The suppor-
tors of capitalism will have been reduced to a minerity and the
mass ef society will be made up s people who either want er
accept the new system. '

A minority whe may wish te return to eapitalism will be free to
propagate thelr views and %o organise demoeratically to win ever
the majority, but they will operate against the {tremendous dis-
adventage that they will already have lost 'The battle of ideas's
Those who take the line ef propagating onpitalism’s return will
present no problem to Yocialist soclety., They will be a mino-
rity even of the minority whe would have preferred capitalism,
pecause the bulk of the capitalists will already have been con-
vinced that such a movement has ns future and it ie inconceiv-
nble that any number of workers will support such a movement,

The worker's economic problems will have been golved by
Secialism ~ a return to capitalism could have nothing to offer
nim, And net all ef the hypothetical minority working to
restore capitalism would be prepared %o take violent action for
that purpose, '

The Question of Sabetags and -Visruptien

'fhore remaina the hypsthesis of a small minority who might
attempt te pabotage or disrupt social organisation and admini~
gtratisn. - _ . :

It i3 necessary te set thisg in proper perspective for what 1%
would be, net a threat to the existence ef Socinlist society
though a thrsat to the well~being of other people., Te the
extent that this vielent minerity had as their purpose te force
a return te copitalism; L% would be necessary to convince them
that they could not succeed because of their total isolation
from ascicty (including isolation from those épponents of
Secialism who limited their actien tn democratic propaganda and
organisation). .- : -

If the hypothesis includes a residue of people 'AL war with
soclety' whe make mindless attacks endangering the well-being
and lives ef other people then the means to deal with them
would exist and would be used as necessary.

Such situatiosns already exist under capitalism, but with this
difference, that while capitalism has no solution because capi-
tnlist conditions create the problem, fer gsecinlist seciety the
problem - & hangover from caplialism - would be a passing phase
of short duration.
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Appendix /O Lr. -
After the Conquest of Power

\ie-have been asked to give an interpretation of Clause 6 eof our
Declaration of Principles on the ground that a part ¢f it has been
taken te imply an authoritarian suppression of all opposition, actual
or potential, including freedow of expression, by armed force - af ter
the fashion ef the Bolshevikes and Fascists.

This clause has slready been gene into at length in our Pamphlet "The
Sacialist Party: Its Principals and Policy®. However, we will give a
brief interpretation of it in relation to the point raised.

The State is the governmental power that makes and enforces the laws
and regulations of seciety., &ince it developed it has always rapre-
sented the social class that is dominating, The armed forces of this
Stnte were organised for the purpese of defending the interests and
the social arrangements that suited the dominating gocial clasa,

very rising social class has had to struggle for control of, or inf—
luence in, this Stute power in order to abolish or modify the exist-
ing political arrangements that hindered  the further development of
the risihg class,. o .

in present scciety this holds true of the working class movement
which seeks to overthrow the damination of the Cupitalist class; a
domination that keeps the working class in a subject position, The
fant that most of the workers do not yet recognise the source of
their subjection, or only vaguely do o0, doea not effect the ques-
tion. Thus, before the workers can throw off this domination they
must obtain control of the State power in order to take out of the
nands of the dominating class:the power that defends this domination.

Parliament is the centre of state power in modern 'democracies! and
the workers, wha comprise the great majority of ‘each nation, vote the
representatives to these parliaments. Therefore, when the vorkers
understand the source of their subject position and the action they
must take to abolish it, they can do so by sending representatives to
Parliament to take control of the State power for thia purpose. DBy
doing so they will take out of the hands of the Capitalist class the
control of the pswers of gevernment, including the armed forces,

Once the workers have obtained control of the governuwental power what
then? They will proceed e reorganise society on a Sonialist btasis,
How we come into the region of conjecture. Winile we hold the view
that the e¢verwhelming mass of the people will participate, or fall in
line with, the process of re—organisation (in other words that, while
the werkers will participate in the movement and prebably individual
Capitalists, the Capltalists ns o whole will realize that the game is
up, as they have lost the power of effective resistance) we make
allowrance for & theoretically possible attempt in some form of
violent sabotage during the revolutionary reorganisation, The cont-
rol of the armed forces during this peried will be an effective deter-
rent to any such vielent attempt without these forces having neces-
sarily to Le used. GShould a violent minority attempt to destroy
Socinliem they would have to be forcibly dealt with, diidle at full
1iberty to advecate a return to Cupitalism, no violent minority could
ve allowed to obstruct the will of the majority, Hence the phrase in
the 6%h Clause "in order that thils machinery including these forces,
may be converted frem an instrument of oppression into the agent of
emancipation,". T:ere will be no suppression of speech, opinion, or
peaceful crganisation. ‘

. BXBECUSIVE COMMITT N

(Socialist Standard, April, 1955)






