
e need a
new ki nd

N THE aftemtath of Labur's fourth successive et€r,tim
defeatthe question is posecl point blank: what kind of pafty
does the worh'ing class need to tum he tih?
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tem. The Tory vote has stayed tirm
because millions of workers belie're
that if there is no altemative to
caphalism, tien it should be run by
those who best understand and de
fund that s)6tem, tie Tories.

The way to tum the tide and win
workers to a rcal altemati\,e to the
Tor'€s is to recognise the truth be
hind s,hat revolut'ronary socialists
ha\e been sayirE since the da)4s of
Karl Marx: ideas change in struggle.

The Tory founh term will see re
ne\ €d attacks on the pay, employ
nrent rights, mnditions and ser\r
ices oftheworking class. No matter
how weak, sectional and isolated
resistance may be at first, it is
throuEh resistance that 'xleas can
begin to change.

To make the rnost of that poteD
tial we need a pafty that can oGaD
ise the fight.

Labour is set to distance itsetf
e\En further from associat'on whh
tile unions. yvltat we need is a party
that actuallyorganises the militants
within the unions to really put them

I
I

The mirdle class pundits and La
bour bigwiEs are queuin8 up with
their plans and proposats for a still
nDre right wing parq/. Fewer tinks
with the trade unions, fusion whh
the Liberals, ever rDrc moderate
policies---these are the only an$,ers
they can muster after 9 April.

The remnants of the Labour left
ofbr a mixture of slightly rnore radi
calpolicies, coupled with vague calls
for a retum to "basics;'. By the "b+
sics'they rnean the fa lled politics of
Labourism in the se!€nties and early
eighties.

Sinc€ 1979 Labour has be€n call-
ing on $orke6 to hold back all strug-
gles against the empk'y€rs and their
go\remnEnt in order tl help Labour
8Ft back into Oower.

Kinmck called the mlne6' strike
a 'wasted !€ar' becaulie it distracted
the atternion of the party and the
population a,vay from his attempts

to pGsent Labour as rnoderate and
responsible. ln the rneadirne the
Tories singled out and defeated mil'F
tant groups of no ers sectbn by
section. This led not only to the
dissolution of the shopffoor organi-
sation that had been buitt up in the
sixties and soyenties, but also to a
decline in the numbersof workers in
unions.

No serious attempts were made
to build strong organisation within
the new industries and fresh ta!,ers
of the wo.king class. The resutt of
Labouas ri8ht wing electoralist ap
proach has been to make the party
less and less electable, as direct
identification whh Labour has been
confined to shrinking sections of the
working class.

This will not be won back by any
arnount of public relat'tons, fresh
packaging or rnore "responsible'
policies for running tie profn s),9



in the hands oftheir rnembers---flot
through Tory legislation but through
making the unions fighting dernc
cratic organisations.

Labour is set to distance itself
from the oppressed: blac( people,
wornen, youth, lesbians and gays
can all expect to be sidelined as
Labour carries on its search for re
spectability. whatwe need is a party
that not only takes up the struggles
of the socially oppressed but is pre
pared to help oGanise them to play
a leading role in theirown llberation.

Labour's inquest will focus on 'fts

taxation programme. Constantly
challenged to say where the rnoney
comes from for spending on health
and education Labour had no arr
swers. We need a party v/itil clear
answers: tax the SUperrich andtake
away not just part of their incorne
but its source--the vast wealth in
stocks and shares that allc,ws them
to make millionsfrom sittingon their
backsides. Then tiere ulould be no
need to hitthe middle class and \^,ell
pa'xl workers to payfor socialspend
ing.

Labour ls set to bury eve 1 deeper
the idea of socialism. W€ need a
party that can explain what social-
ism means to the huge la)€r of
wo&ers and yo{Jth who thirrk social
ism died when the statues toppted
in Eastem Europe.

We need a party that fghts for
what workers need, not v,/hat the
capitalists can afford.

Anybody who tells us that Labour
can be tumed into the kind of party
workers need has got to be joking.
Can it organise militant Mrkers in
the factories of the south east to
combat rampant Toryism? After
Kinnock's pu€e of activists, in many
wards it is lucky if it can oGanise a
jumble sale.
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utmost intemal democracy, a\oicl
ing bureaucratic or clhue domina
tion and enabling the party to be
guided bythe experience. of different
sections of the worklng ciass and by
a scentific analysis ofthe situation.

We need a rgDlutionarypany most
of all because the final goal of our
struggle is not to put a set of careeri$
polticians in Parliament but to put
millions of workers in controlof their
own ll\r'es.

For that we will have to take on
and defeat the power of the police,
coufts, anny and nonarchy and rs
place it with the power of delegate

workers' @uncils. A re\olutionary
party fights every struggle with the
aim of mobilising and preparing for
that final goal.

It does this by fighting for a clear
pogramme of demands to meet
workers' needs--not just better re
forms under capitalism but for
measures that advance workers'
control and setforganisation.

We need a party that stans from
the recognition that the struggle
against caphalism is intemational.
Every step along the road of Euro
pean integration provides funher
evidence that just as the bosses
oGanise across nat'onal borders,
so too must the vyorking ciass. A
truly revolutionary pady in Britain will
ha\E to be built as paft of a new
workers' intemational or not at all.

No such party exists in Britain
today. The left wing organisations
who call themselves relolutionary
panies are not re\olutionary. Nor
are they real panies. A party is an
o€anisation that represents signifr
cantforces in the $olkingclass- lt is
a rYEasure of the left's failure to
represent and organise such forces
that the leaders of these groups are
able to squander the energies of
their rnembers on one futile oppor-
tunist stunt after another without
being called to account,

our aim is to rally the forces cor+
mitted to building a re\olutionary
pany. The manifest failure of La
bour's stratery and the decline of
the Labour left give the fight for a
revolutionary pafty a new relgyance
and urgency.

No one is pretendingthat building
it will be easy.

8ut it will be a lot easier than
completing the impossible mission
of making Labour represent the
wo&ers' needs.I
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What's the cause of Labour's electoral
decline?
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What we need is a ns,!, kind of
paftF-a re\olut'ronaryworkers' party
th at sets out to change tdeas through
struggle, that sets out to lead strug-
gles in the \iorkplace aM socety as
a whole, and which allows the voice
of the most mmmitted workers and
young people to be heard because it
is led by them.

A revolutionary workers' party has
to be organised with the maximum
centralisation to permit the utnDst
effectiveness in struggle. Look how
the bosses used ruthless central'F
sation towin the class battles of the
1980s. We have to do tie sarne.
But $€ have to combire this with the


