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THE TAPE M
TENDENCY}

IS TROTSKYISM A LEFT WING DEVIATION?
As we pointed out in the Flag (Vol. V. No. 7) there are three main divisions of

Marxist-Leninism:

1. Moscow line, the revised Stalinism;

2. Maoism, and its many splits and counter-splits: the old Stalinism sometimes
interlaced with Bolshevik pre-revolution dynamism and sometimes with a total
rejection of all Marxist dogmatism, as opposed to Leninist dogmatism;

3. The ‘57 varieties’ of Trotskyism.

This in itself makes the revolutionary party outmoded. Lenin’s theory was
based on the fact that there could only be one working class party — in defiance
of the palpable fact that he had split from the main party (but that had “sold

out to the bourgeoisie’). In Leninist terms, the one party had the right to suppress

all the others. But what if there were more than one Leninist party, each able to

outbid or undercut the other?

We cited Portugal, where the Communist Party was within an ace of seizing
power, but it was outflanked by its rivals, who in turn could not take power
because they too were outflanked by yet another. And this is the modern dilemma
of Marxist-Leninism: there will now always be another minor party, the real
‘“vanguard of the proletariat”’ underselling the rest for leadership.

HOW TO SOLVE THE DILEMMA?

When writing the article, we thought
to suggest satirically that a decision on
which one was the party of the working
class, and the genuine ‘vanguard’, could
be made by an appeal to the High Court
of Justice. No doubt a decision by #
someone like Lord Denning or an appeal
to the House of Lords would come
down firmly in favour of the appeals of
one or t’other. We didn’t put this bit in
thinking it was too flippant. We were
wrong. You can’t be too flippant when
dealing with “Trotskyism — the Marxism
of Today’. Such an appeal has gone
through the courts, the finding being
in favour of the Labour Party!

TAPEWORM PRECEDENT

The so<called ‘Right Wing’ of the
Labour Party has denounced the
Militant Tendency as a tapeworm, work-
ing within the party for aims contrary
to those of the party and its supporters.
This is plain. This mistake they make is
to assess the Militant Tendency in its
own terms as a left wing tendency.
Trotskyism is, and has always been —
and was regarded by its parent party,
the Communist Party — a right wing
tendency. That it uses left wing phrases
makes no difference — many fascist
tendencies do that nowadays. This
cannot be better shown than by the
proposed appeal to the High Court,
and if needs be the House of Lords —

“which, if successful, will mean that the
National Front, British National Party
et al will then be able to enter the
Labour Party, as they have already
entered the trade union movement,
armed with a legal precedent against
proscription. (Nor will they lack support
amongst Labour Party racialists; perhaps
a majority in the membership, although
a minority in the leadership).

The Militant Tendency, it may be
said, (and certainly will be said by
other Trotskyists) is not the whole of
Trotskyism. All Trotskyists, as we shall
demonstrate here, are rightists in the
sense of aiming at authoritarian power.
But the Tendency — we shall no longer
debase the name of Militant, but call
it by its true name, the Tapeworm
Tendency — has hit on the secret of the
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Labour Party, which accounts for its
present position riding on the crest of
the waves. It has no influence among the
working class. Its influence is solely

in the Labour Party because of its black-
mailing use of the “‘secret”.

THE LABOUR PARTY SECRET’

The Labour Party may be, in Marxist
terms, ‘“‘a mass organisation of the work-
ing class’. But the working class hate it.
They no longer belong to it. A few
ageing veterans have kept the branches
going. The caucus selects prospective
MPs who in working class constituencies

have beaten Conservatives easily because
the vote goes on class lines. Thus all

constituencies identifiable as working
class have become safe Labour seats;
constituencies identifiable as ‘middle
class’ (or regarding themselves as such)
have become safe Tory seats;and other
constituencies are ‘marginals’. To
become a Labour MP with 30,000 votes
one has need of the assent of half a
dozen veteran reformists (to become a
Tory MP with 30,000 votes one has need
of £30,000, although this has increased
with inflation). To introduce a mere
dozen student and ex-student activist
Trots into a constituency — if necessary,
by moving into a bedsit — a Labour seat
can be obtained for a ““Revolutionary
Socialist *’. This is known as “entryism”’
and is the speciality of the Tapeworm

Tendency.

(A list of former Trots disproves that
entryism is “Leftish’’: a present member
of the Government, Lord Gowrie, came
from the 1.S. tendency, now SWP; Jock
Haston moved to the extreme right of
the Labour Party after his leadership of
the RCP; Dan Smith involved the Labour
Party in his business deals after moving
from the RCP; Denis Healey, present
rightist vice-chairman of the LP came
from the Communist Party, it’s true,
but his campaign manager, Eric Varley
came from the IMG, and Healey was
later a member of the RCP as was the
late Bessie Braddock : one could also
instance the Tapeworm Tendency’s own
John Fairhall, Ted Grant’s ex-flatmate,
who is now a Tory candidate. A former
Labour councillor tells me of a London
Labour Party ‘do’ he attended with MPs,
candidates, councillors, committee workers
and officials, where he recognised — from

his trot past — at least half of the 500
continued on page 14
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‘unqrv brigade’

Overcrowding in prisons, general repression
and the murder of Barry Prosser earlier this
year by screws in Winson Green Prison, are
some of the reasons given by a group calling
itself the ‘Angry Brigade Resistance Move-
ment’‘, for the bomb attack on property
belonging to the Prison Officers Training
College in Wakefield. It is possible that the
instigators were disturbed as the bomb, a
minor device, only damaged a perpheral
security fence. Alternatively, it could

have been just a symbolic attack. If this

is the case, then we should ask what was
the point. The building itself was
apparently under repair and in disuse.

The follow-up raids, enabling the
exprgpriation of the typewriters, address
lists and other information — was in-
evitable, although its targets (12 Direct
Action Movement members in Hull

and Leeds, and the Premises of Free-

dom Press) was not,

/-r\

Sixteen hours after the incident, a woman

phoned the Yorkshire Post and explain-
ed that their aim was to damage property

only. The local police claimed never to
have heard of the Angry Brigade and later
the same cops - Special Branch based at
Wakefield - further showed their ignorance

and incompetence when they made a
mess of their ‘raid’ on Freedom, allow-
ing people phonecalls and generally mak-
ing fools of themselves. One London-
based A.T.S. officer is reported to have
said that it was unlikely that the Angry
Brigade had re-formed (Does he mean
the original group arrested and found
guilty of certain attacks in the early
70Q’s, or the real instigators of those
attacks ?) Perhaps it’s time they once
more called upon the services of the
Yard’s ‘Anarchist Expert’, Inspector

s svie-

Cremer. He, we would hope, would
teach these upstarts that it is not poss-
ible for the Angry Brigade to ‘re-form’.
It wasn’t an organisation, nor was it

a single grouping - but an expression
of the anger and contempt many
people, up and down the country,

had for the state and its institutions.

In this sense, the Angry Brigade is with
us all the time(the man or woman
sitting next to you ?) - it neither
appears or disappears (or re-forms)

but is the natural manifestation of
revolt when that revolt is directed at
the heart of all that causes suffering:
the state.

N.B.

About a year ago, an indication of the
general level of unrest was given when
a communique was published by
‘Angry Brigade 2/1.R.S.M.) in Black
Flag. This gave a clear and well-stated
idea of the direction in which many
of us are , and should be, going. Re-
sistance can take on many forms, and
the attack in Wakefield is just one of
them. Unfortunately Barry Prosser’s
murderers - Melvyn Jackson, Eric Smith,

Howard Price and others - still walk free.

Barry’s death is just one example of the
kind of brutality prevalent in Britain’s
jails. The deaths of ‘Cartoon’ Camp-
bell and Jim Heather-Hayes are more
recent examples. Prosser, who was sim-
ply inside for ‘criminal damage to a
door handle’, died of a burst stomach
when the screws jumped on top of him
while in the process of doing him in.
His attackers later boasted that they
would never be found guilty, and sure
enough, they got off scot free.

It was this that forced Mike Waight to
take direct action in protest. Mike,
who is serving life in Winson Green,
assulted 2 screws and climbed onto the
roof of the prison to make his protest
known. He had heard of the boasts of
Prosser’s killers and he had witnessed
the continued violence and torture
meted out against the inmates. During
the trial Mike described such violence
in detail.

iLetters of support would, no doubt,
be appreciated. ‘







































