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EDITORIAL

While class struggle scores victories

Labour Conference stuck in
a time warp

Any champagne corks sent flying in the Maraism Today offices to
celebrate the defeatl of the dockers” sirke (and the consequent destrue-
tion of yet another traditional bustion of old- style male-dominated in
dustrial trade unionism) were premalure. Reporis of the death of the
waorking class and of militant rade unionism conlinue 1o be greatly
crapperated.

As an orgamnised, combative force, the working class is not only
moving back to centre stage, bul in several scctors it has even bepun
winning limited viclones against the Thatcher govemment, which
now no |onger seems so invincible,

To inflict a strategic defeat on the dockers through destruction of
the National Dlock Labour Scheme, the Tories l2ll obliged 10 focus
thelr full attention on them, and avoid & widening of industnal action
o other fronts. This meant taking a step back [rom all-out confronta-
tion with the ilworkers — who had staged six paralysingly effective
national stikes and even more stoppages on London Underground —
ordermy Bntish Barl and the whe bosses to case off and find a settle-
menl

And while the Tones cynically taunted Ron Todd's timid TGWU
lesdership, daring them to defy the savage battery ol anti-union laws
and escalate the dock strike lnto an all-out fight, they allowed the
R R% no-sinngs pay offer to SO0 00 mainly wimen locsl govermment
white collar workers. The upshot has been that the defeat of the dock-
ers was only bought at the price of effective viclories for olher groups
of stnkers,

Sinke action that wins convessions does not Ot easily into the “new
realist” schemas of the TUC rght wing, Kinnock's Labour leadership,
ar their pel theoreticians on Maradsm Today, *Mew realisn® — a trendy
term for class collaboration — has drawn its maw penis from the
defeats inllicled upon lhe working elass, while in lum producing
policies which guamntee mone defeats to come,

It iz no coincidence thal the right wing counter-offensive in the
Labour Pary (which has has brought us the Policy Review as well as
the reversal of many Teft policies won in the early 1980s) gathered its
maii momentum in the aftcemath of the miners” strike, and has ex-
ploited the subsequent defeats of the ponrworkers and seafarers, Yet
i each of these cases it has been the political weakness of ‘new
realist” union leaders that has laid the basis for isolation and defeat.

Scargill’s bold lead Lo the miners could not overcome the deter-
mination ol the TUC nghl wing o see them isolated and avoid ot all
corts a generalized confrontation with the Tores: and the refusal of
SOGAT leader Brends Dean and other print union chicfs, and then of
the Seamen’s Uninn leaders, Armiy to break the Tory anti-union laws
led their members to defeat at Wapping and P&O,

The dockers faced exactly the same political inpasse: it was nol
their weakness on the issue which led to defeal (TOR voted L two bal-
Itz for all-out achiop o defend the Dock Labour Scheme): mor was il
the alleged ‘ineffectiveness” of the strike (which held up 73% of
Brtish trade, and was quickly blamed for a nsonth’s catastrophic trade
figurez)

It was Ron Todd = new realist politics: his dogged refusal to break

the anti-umion laws - inststing instead on merely “challenging’ them in
the courts — which eventually broke the dockers” confidence that they
could win. Similar political weaknesses at unofficial level led 1o a
breaking ol ranks and a collapse of the stike in Southampton and
Hull. The failure of the TGWL! Executive (o escalate the fight even
after the sacking ol all 16 shop stewards and 150 dockers at Tilbury
spelled out the weaknesses at the top and the impending defeat of the
strike.

The Tones believed that by defeating the dockers they could inflict
a by blow on the unions as a whole — hloodying the nose of the big-
gedt, ostensibly “left wing', union, and pushing it more firmly into the
new gealist camp. Port employers lost no time in putting the boot in
againsl  siewards and  announcing  redundencies. Some  other
employers, loo, seem o have drawn strength Trom this success: Brlish
Conl was quick off the mark, tearing up itx own pit review procedures
tis close Betteshanger colliery and two Welsh pits with just three days
notice! British Airways threaténed to sack striking cabin crews and
London Transgpon threatened vichmisations.

But some employers are less influenced by the strategic defeat of
9.000 dockers than by the unprecedented strike action and viclory of
SO NALGO members. The 8.8% offer to a million local
authority manual workers (prompiing squeals of anger from the
governmenl) will envourage even more low- paid women workers
elsewhere to tuke up the [ight on wages.

Mow 19,000 ambulance staff have joined the fray with their over-
time ban on pay, and il appears that Health Secretary Kenneth
Clarke's arrogant refusal o go above a pitiful 6.5% pay offer could
have been sadly miscalculated. Ambulance control officers in somc
arcas are alrendy beginning to take up a similer overtime ban, making
the action much more effective, with a NALGO ballot *virtually
certain’ to make this national.

The mil usnions; too, have emerged strengthened from their 1007
solid one-day strikes, obliging management to seek other ways of
chipping away at their pay, conditions and union negotiating rights.

The lesson these large sections of workers have leamed i that
atrike: potion can win impoitant copcessions which cannot be achieved
through negotiation, This stabs deep at the heart of new realism.

But little if any of this, the real ‘spint of "89" is likely to percolate
through o this year's Labour Party Conference, which meets in a
bizarre time-warp, fashioned from resolutions drufted many months
age, and & Policy Review fashioned as a defeatist capimlation 1o
Thatchente “market” ideclogy when it was at its flood tide, before the
mome recent ehi,

To ensure that this spectacle is not repeated, the class struggle for-
ces now galvanised into trade union activity must alwo be organised
and mobilised politically. The task of building a serous, fighting lefi
in the unions that also fights for its policies in the Labour Party will be
a centril concen of the November conference on Trade Tnions called
by the Socialit Movement {with an impressively wide list of spon
sors). A step forward here conld lay the basis to fum the tide against
Kinnockism in the bartles to come. Be there!
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Spirit of

defeat

TUC 1989 wenl under the
snappy slogan of ‘Spirit of
89 But there was little
evidence of the spirt of the
recent summer of discontent
though in Blackpool. Con-
press passed away peacefully
instead in an early aubwmi
seaside slumber,

Pulses did guicken from tme
to timme thoagh,

A proposd from the pablic
sector collar  unien
NALGO o re-structare  the
Genem] Council o the benefit of
women and the mgger, genemlly
mote left-wing uniong, was firsl
riled out of order and then, afier
threals of legal action, debated
and defeated on the first day.
Congress instead voted through
changes proposed by  Morman
Willis.

These changes, like the
MNALGO proposal, inumease the
pwumber of acals mserved  for
WOomen IZ The Wilhs
propozals, however, are puiamn-
teed to preserve  the nght's
majorry. On the new 33-sem
General Counol there are movw
15 womcn -— more than ever

white

Loy

TUC Congress '89

muddie and

Conference
‘Which Way for Socialists in the

E Unions?

:  Sheffield Polytechnic Student Union,

' Pond St Sheffield (opposite BR station)

! November 11 & 12

i 11am-5pm Saturday; 10am-4pm Sunday
i Workshops include;

| Defiance not Compliance - anti union laws

i Private Vices, Public virtues - fighting privatisation
Positive Action and Organising for Change - wormen
! and black people in the unions

| and much more

i Delegates £10, individuals £6/24. Credentials from
: The Socialist Conference (TU), PO Box 118,

! Chesterfield, Derbyshire

JohnHams1FL

before — and the right have
a muajority of arund 7 {in-
stead of 11 Tast year).

Whar might huve been a
real eRcrcise T imcTeasing g
women's.  representalion
was  squandered the
panal depressing rouwnd ol
‘horre-trading” vver which
women would sit in the dis-

in

puted seats: Since in the

vasl mapnly of umions women
are not organised separately with
any degree ol awthomty  or
girength, it was always mor e
matter of which (mainly male)
witon  leaders would call the
shols — right or less rght-wing.
And, marginal though the dif-
ference may have been, the left
as a whole lost out, Loo.

Under MNALGO's  proposal
the currenl
tght-wing majornty would have
been removed and replaced by a
more evenly balanced Geperl
Couneil, The opporunity was
lost though, by a strategy which
concentratéd on sclected deals at
the top, to the exclusion of build
ing & real momenmm for
progressive chanpge across the
unions, Trom below

unrepresentalive

Selling shares? or trading voles? Engi

The decision on lrude union
lemslation was probably  the
most sgnificant of the week,
with s call for *immunity in Lo
for trade wmiong’, The meaning
of this legalistic formula iz dis-
puted and there has been much
speculation as W whether as a
resll the TUC demands are now
to the left of Labour's policy
feview, The answer is prohably
yes

Umon and Labour leaders
have played the significance of
the TUC decision af once up
and dowi Up, becauze when the
same position is pot at Labour's
conlerence by the Transpon
workers (TGWLI), and likely
defeated  (if the nghtwing
unions get their act together), it
will ook like a victory for Kin-
nock. Down, because that’s a
high-risk simitegy and they don’t
wanl the lefi catching on i it as
a way il dennng the policy

| roview!

The left did win ap important,
aid clear, wvictory on puckear
power.. A motion from  the
Miners, demanding that all
noclear reactors be phased out
over fifieen years was passed by
Congress, against the Gepeml
Council’s wishes, Wideh goes 1
show, amiid much media specula-
tion about Seargill®s  isolation,
mental health and possible wn-
manent political eclipse, that it is
policies which conunt — and that
clear lefl policies, when put and
argued, cap win the day

The reat of the ime Congress
avolded clanty a= much as pos-

NS

| weay

Jeader Bill Jordan with yuppiphone

sible and ployed dead, in the
hope thal nobody would nolice
them until ufter the next elecbon.
The deflence dehale was a classmc
in this respect. Kinnook dowuabie,
or cven frple-speak sgems. fo
have infected the movement, like
some mipleasant digestive disor-
der which makes you come oul
with at least three wirnds when
one wiuld have done. Last year
Congresa rtuck with
undaterslism. Now they ve got a
policy which embrages
“nndaternl . multlateral  and
bilateral’ Initiatives for disamma-
nyent,

The white coliar Manufactu-
ing Science and Finance wiion,
Ken Gill's MSF, which liad
otiginally treed to amend the 3-
resolution 0 a  clear
unifateralist mstead
managed

pulicy,

to jqust add onoa

reference ‘mon-nuclear
defence policy” at the composit
g stage, This fudge ook nealy
the whole week to concoct. So
the TOGWU voled against the
composite, since 1L wasa | cleady
widaterabist, and the AEL op-
posed it too, bevanse it included
calls for umilateral initiatives.

This MSF hailed as a victory,
S0 il Kinnock's suppuorters in
the TUC, In the TUC, as in the
Labwur Parmy, lack of clarily can
serve both shoddy sides just as
well, when they play the same
bureaucratic games, Unity may
be strength, but when the lefl lie
like this, they jusi get
trampled over.

o &

low

Jane Wells
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NHS
Tories turn

sCrews on

elderly

ln & deliberate pincer move-
ment, the Tory govemment is
Inoking Lo ditch financial
responsibilily for the most costly
groop of NHS patients: the frail
eldery.

The full scope of the Tory al-
tack on this valnerahle butl grow-
ing. group of pabenits  was
revenled in July when Health
Secretary Kenneth Clarke un-
veiled govermment
prapesals for community care
services, which would remove
the lion's share of long- temm
care [or the eldecly from the
MHS, and place the respon-
situdity with local government,

The proposals. to be spelied
oul in more detail in a2 White
Paper promized for the antumn,
wimld have far-reaching effects
on lens of thousands of people,
dovetail  peatly  with
proposals i the. White Paper
Workimy for Patieats, which also
aims o squeeze the fmil eldedy
onl of avute hospital beds.

Clarke’s proposals, baged on
the carlier report by Sainsbury’s
boze Sir Rowv Grfliths,
summed up in & pamphlet by
Laondon  Health Emergeney as
the Mollewing:

B l.ocul authorities will take
responsibility
Cilg  SEIVICEs,

new

and

e

for  commuonily

while
holds the purse
stnngs, mmposing cash limits on
hoth health authonty and sociad
sorvice hudgets.

cenimal
guvernmnient

W Funding for community
care will come from rtdirc,ctlng
social secunty payments cumrent
Iy made to assist fl:l:[[}' pitients
pay for residential care

W As a fens of
thousands of fril elderly people

Tesult,

will be excluded Trm the free-
al-point of-use care of the NHS,
and placed mstead  under the
means-fested care of social ser-
VICES,

M The combinaliom of cash
[imite and new amangements for

Andrew WiardHaopar

the ‘wssessmient of
noeds” ol each
patient will ensure
that only the harc
mininmm of poblic
moey I8 spent on
any individual,
Many will be effectively denicd
the nght to choose. residentinl
care unless they are nchi enough
to cover the whole cost themse|-
ver, or manage Lo sabisly social
sorvices thol they are so seversly
disablctd they are phiysically in-
capahle of surviving sl home.

W In this way a considerble
burden can be removed trom the
NHS budget, wiile further luge
sums can be extricted — thronglh
means-lesting — from the lite
savings of the eldesly, or {rom
payments made: vn Uieir behall
by relatives.

W Any real expansan of so-
cial service depariments will be
held in check by fomcing liwal
authonties o shoulder the whiole
cost of cach place they provide
in ther own mesidential homes,
while central government will
subsidise places bought from the
private sector, Some  counci
hivmes may well be un down,
clogod or sold ofl a5 & mesull

B Local authonities wall he
obliped to work extensively with
the private sector at all levels:
the  Cinfliths
proposed competitive tendering
and privatisarion of donuediary
servives, despite the tick of any
evidence that cheapest 1s:best in

Tl:'F.‘Lll"l sven

such  labour-intensive seooces,
or any stpulstions oo enfome
ment of standards. It is ool vel
¢lear how much of this will be
incorporated intn Mr Clarke's
White Paper and enlvmed by
law.

B The Clarke

leaves

staterpent
Ircalth
workers in long-stay  hosptals
and genaltic wards upcertwn
whetlier the fmure would see
them jobless, mansfermed Lo local

thousands - of
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miion and fahour

Ambulsnce crews have leared thal Industrisl action

puthuontes, or fomed to work for
privide employers, Ther are no
wawds ol reassurance on reliadn-
ing, on pension and olher entille-
ments or on the fulere of their
paticnts”,

Cladee's  stalement
clear thar it 1= snll govermmment
policy to foist most of the bur-
den of care onto individusl, lar-

makes

gely unpaid carers. This means
contnuing fo leave a5 many as 6
million manly women “informal
carers’ (o shoulder the primary
responsibility of looking after
gick adult relatives in the home,
Research and estimates from
the Family Poliey Smdies Centre
sugpest that so called “infomial’
viare in the lome 15 worth any-
Uiy up 1o £20 billion each year,
wea where even
larger Dnancial savings — at thie

Thizs 15 one

cxpense of domestic missoy for |

theusands of women carers — are
cleady the targer of the Clarke-
Gnlfiths proposals

5 foudar than words

The London Hands Off Car
NHS demonstration and mlly on
October 21 mepresent the most
ambilinus effori s0 far to break
oul of local isolation and link up
campaigns in a common focus
A strong showing on that day
can help  pressunse  health
unions. the TUIC and Labeoor
Pary tn build the kind of mesis-
tenuee that can defeat this un-
popular  legislation.  Socialists
should be there - with their ban-
ners-and contingents!

Harry Sloan
For a more datalled critigue of
the Clarke proposals, see the
naw London Haalth Emergancy
pamphlet Cheap and Chesrinss,
avallable now price £1.20 inc
postage (single coples) or at
discount prices for 5 copies or
mofe - from LHE, 446, Uxbridge
Rd, London W12 DRS.
Hands O Our NES can also bo
confacted o/o 446, Uxiwidge
Rd, London W12 DNS, tel O1-
T49-2525.

Meanwhile  the  cuupaign
againsl the
Whilc Paper
Working Jor

Parrents his stll
mil received the
necessary  made
movenent - sup-
port to build on
o natiopal level
it fras been leli to
ad-hoc efiors by

local  campaig-

ners - under  the

Hunds Off Our

NHY hanner o | tobe)

seck o mobilise | RALLY 6.30pm

the mass basc of
appuesition to the
Tary plans.

{Sheffiald)

March ... Rally ... Cabaret

HANDS OFF OUR NHS!
Tear up the White Paper!

London

SATURDAY
OCTOBER 21

ASSEMBLE 4.30pm Balveders Rd London SE1 (by
County Hall, Watarloo or Westminster tube)

MARCH via cenbral London to the Camden
Cenlre, Bidborough St London WC1 (Kings Cross

CABARET 7.30pm, featuring Rip It Up, an snter-
tainment on the NHS by Popular Productions
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Poland

Will power

split

Solidarnosc?

For the first time since World
War I, representatives of an
ann-stalimist organisabon, in-
dependent of  the  muling
bureaucracy, have been able
to participate in the Polish
EOVETTUnetL,

The bourgeois press has repre-
sented this in uneyuivocad terms —
as u wonderful victory that sig-
pals n possibility of capialist
restorntion. However, what do
these developrients mean for Lhe
Falish workers, and for the anli-

stalinist srupgple In  Easiem
Enrope more generally?
Before  looking ot mecent

events, it s worthwhile o pote
ope Or bwo pOeinis  conccIming
post-capitalist Poland:

First, there iz an impressive
history of independent mass oc-
Hvily in opposition to the mgime:
mass uprisings took plave. in the
1950k, 1970s and 1980s in par
ticdar, all of them in response (o
the catalyst of the pncing o
availability of hasic foodstuffs.

Second, through the miatlal
Lo perigui, although Solidarmose
muanaged 1o maintain its centrsl
leadership around Lech Walesa a5
well as o clandestine network of
activists  mnd  pubbcations,  of
necessity the upion federation lost
the vast majonty of its member-
ship. and had no demiocrtic
mechanisns for accountability or
comsltation, Thess latter points
have not been motified since —
and thos Solidamose remams a
relatively federstion  (in
comparisan with 1981) wath a
leadership  which  has  no
demociatic mandate [rom within
the upion (though Walesa's prs
tige and populanty = oot in
doubt).

Lastly we should note the
simation in which the ruling
stalinist Polish United Wodkers

stad]

Page 4

Pary (FZPR) found itself in the
aftermath of martial law: the
party had {and has) practically no
hase whatsoever outside the ranks
of the bureaucracy. With the pos
sible exceplion of Ceancescu's
Romania, il lias a smaller base of
sypport than any other regime in
Eastem Eurnpe.

This has not been helped by o
siuation of absolite econonuc
cnsis —a [orsign debt of 39 bil
o - and the failure of
post-martial  Jaw
project. The latter can be summed
up as o Molish version of
peresiroika, bul with a far smaller
haze of support than Goibachev
Thia forms the backdrop to eeeént
eveEnks.

From confrontation to

collaboration

The first sign that larmeelski's
regime was moving lowanls o
of  compromise: with
Solidarmosc was the round table
1alks {which we have dizcuzsed in
previous sssues), 1t also provided
the first indications of the lengths
te which the Walesa pronp wers
preparcd 1o go, when Walesa
himself declared thal he would
stop any strike that ocourmed

This provided the beginnings
of the strutegic split within the
opprosition, fairly
widespread sirikes unid
demonstrations In opposition to
the negotmtions (thoogh Walesa
was penemlly successful in per-
suading workers 1o call off their
notion, albeit reluctantly in many
cases),  The opposiion  to
Wilesa's line remained genernlly
spontaneons, with orgenised [or-
ces p small minonty.  Ths
remaing the case (nday.

But opposition o Walesa's
conciliatory line was not entirely
inelfectual. Significant numbers
boycotted the undemocratic ' pa
tiad elections', where only 35% of

Jamurelski’s

sira tcg}'

with

seats were up [or election, leaving
the FZFR in despite
Solidamosc’s nverwhelming vic-
tory in the seats that they con-
tested.
Prezsure
meant that i the aftermath of the
clectons an open coulition be-
revcen Solidamose and the FZTPR
wias ruled pul. However, in this
intraciable sitianon,
the mmmense tactical flexibiby of
the stalinist bureaucracy came

conlrol

from below  also

seemingly

o play,

Realising that such an open
coulitinn was not an option, in a
brvarre lum of events the United
Party(LFF}
from

Peasantz Wils

produced Justifiable
obzcunfy o take the ploce of the
PZPR. The latter cvent 15 remark-
abile i the-sense that the UPP has
lor decades been nothing more
than o passive appendape of the
PZPE. and hax novw been wheeled
out az a political allernadive Lo
them!

Solidarnosc carrying

the can
Unformnately,  this  stalinast
tactic worked, and n de [acio
coulltion  bermeen  Solidamiosc

and  the fepime hos hesn e
Lablishied through the back door.
Any such compromise with the
bureacracy woold be wn'oex-
rremicly dangerons mosve; bul the
terms on which the gnvemment 15

* A ; -
Walkesa: Is faking office Solldamosc’s “bigges! mistake”™?

being established make the situa-
ol potentally  disastrous for
Solidarmose and the Polish work-
g class

Essentially, these terms mean
that  the stalinist  burcavcrcy
maintan direct control over some
of the key awms of the gale - the
army and the police and varipus
others as well, through the mini-
sines of defence and mienorn
laken atong with those minsiries
controlled by the UFP, they mep-
rosenl & majonly.

Solidumose s Prime Mmisler
Mazowiccks and the Walesa
group have been landed with the
disastrous economic simation and
denied control over mod of the
piher mam amras of state policy.
The F¥Y PR have handed wver con-
trol of the econnmy knowing bwao
very important facts:

B The Walesa group share
their views on economic pollcy,
‘markelisdlion’

seeking alimp

with ‘more  loans: and  joint
projects from  the westemn im-
penaliats.

B The practcsl eifects of
these pohicies are. likelky 1o be
extreniely unpopular,

An indicator of the laiter i the
remival of subsidies o basic
fondstuffs, causing price rises of
up to 200%, in the same week as
Mazowiecki’s  mstallation  as

Prme Mimster. Unemployment
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Irish solidarity
Build on gains from

and other nusterity measures are
sure to follow.

Though meoenl  pro-capitalist
remarks by Solidarnose ministers
are worrving, it would be premi-
tume to soppose that ay real pes
tortion is yef on the cards. The
creation of a smallish private sec-
tor and the parmial introduction of
market mechalsms would seem
more on the mmediate agends
However, the latter ceranly
imply econonic aftacks on the
working class.

Here lies the potential disaster
in the corrent - sifoation:  the
leaders of Solidarnose are likely
to be forced o betiay their own
baze. The demoralisation that
could be cansed by the spectacle
of Wialesa being seen o be
responsible for this shoald not be
undere stimated

Walesa has in fact revognissd
that ‘entering  the government
wis the biggest mistake we ever
made": but poex un Lo claim that
there was no choice. 'We can
agree with the former remark, but
not the latter. The Polish working
class 345 a result faced with the
possbility of s own mass or-
ganisabon being =phit from top to
hottom.

This 15 not in say that there
are nn porbve [aceis io the cor
renl situation ol all. The situstion
will legitimise the prnnciple of
politcal plogalisug and a small,
but politically clarified opposi-
tion may emerge. Revolutionary
socialiste fhonld do all tha they
can to suppor such an outcome
which mieans, in practice, sup
porting  the  fedgling  Polish
Sncialist Party (PPS), the only
clearly  mvolutionary  socialist
torce in Moland today.

The I'PS miay be able o make
headway  through  soch
demands as their forthright op-
position to any collabomtion with
e bureavcracy, their defence of

ROme

working class living standards,
and their call for & democratic
COEress of Solidamos.
However, we should be clear that
such positive  possibilities  are
clearly outweighed by the poten-
tiafly disastrous conseguences of
thit  compmmise  with  the
bureaucracy. These are dark dave
indeed for the Polish working
class.

Patrick Baker

Year of "Ac

At the end of the 7 s
. : . ~ :
Year of Action” to ‘"C\d

mhE .

mark the twentieth
anniversary of British
woops being sent 1o
Ireland. the solidarity
movemen!t is in &
bealthier state than it
was |8 months ago.
Muany of us were
rither (oo oplimistic m
Lthe early " stages, with
talk
march culminalmy 1o a

:—:mmlrc.ﬂliﬂllll

of &n  enormous
vamivil with the Pogues
and Chrasty Moore play-
ing in an enthusiastic
audicnce af 30,000 or more. In
the event lttle mors than 500K
attended tie carmival in London
om August 12, (o lisien to 8 sories
ol remarkably smiar third-rate
ETDUIS:

This was the-climax of 1 year
of  wnpleasant wrangling  and
-
Yuence of utempls by elemcnts
witlun the Time To Go campaian
to retain almost total conrol of
activites theoughoul the vear. (A
mope  detaded  explanation  of
these problems was pven In
ismae Mo.l7 of Socralia Our-

splits, genemlly as @

lrak),
But though mone of the
solidarity  ofganisalions  have

made large numbers of npew
members, mectings have been
orgamised throoghoot Scotland,
England and Wales hy Year of
Action and Time To Go groups,
which have sometimes aftracted
more than 500 people, A core of
dedicated activisty has been bult
up. which has gained the invalu
ahle expenence  of
warking together on the most
simple and the best commuon
denominater - support for drsh
self determination.  MNow  the
guestion they are all asking 15
“what are we poing to do alie
Angust?

Suppueders ol Socialis Ow

practical

took have consistently argued for
the broddest pasaible uniry of all
those: who support the demond
for Insh self-determination. Fre-
quently in the past year thiz haz
led us o disagree strongly with
those who try o dominate the

withdruwal maovement and
devlior themeelves ‘thic
midustremm’, The [acl that the

1989 demoastration, despile Lhe
much mom favourable political
cireumsances and the armval of
mnre than 200,000 young -
migmante from Ireland in the post
eight years, was seutller than that
1979, leaves no room for com
placency in the solidarity move
ment.

This should bhamméer home
the point thal unily is essential,
and that 11 can be acieved
without cach orgamsation being
fegeed 1o abandon its own orien-
tatien and  projects. A good
beginning would be 3 conference
al srtivists al which a number of
hasic tasks could be agreed to
zustain the momenmm that has
been built up over the last year,
and which would preserve the
important concept of a national
movement, as opposed o o series
of uncoordinated lpcal groups,
The only one thing on which
these sctivistz need o agree is
their sapport for the right of the
Insh people to sell-determing-

Pater Hain saying ‘Time to Go': now It Is tima to unile solidarity forces

rion: it is difffcult to see how one
van he an activist withou! sup-
porting this,

Drring Oclober of this year
therz will be & number of ac-
Livines o profest against the fust
anpiversary of TV and radio cen-
somship of Insh organisations.
This issue, with ils opportunitics
for public activity on leeland, ex-
plaining to British wodkers how
their nghts are being taken from
them by an impenalisl govem
mient, and aftracting the altention
of people who are wary of Insh
politics, is the pedect mode] for
uniting the strands of the
withdmwal movement,

Alro over the coming montha
there must be more work done Lo
draw I the Imsh immigran
population, the vast majonty of
whom are under 30 and mostly
sympathetic 1o our message.

Finally, much more word still
has 1o be done in the Labour
Party. A number of Labour coun-
cils’ cancelled or relused book-
gz for mestings with members
of Sinn Fein: this is simply col-
laborating with the Tones, and
must be fought throogh every
structure in the Party. This job,
rather negleced by the Lubour
Committee on Ireland, musi not
be forgotien in the months ahead,

Liam Mac Uaid
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Preview of Brighton Conference |5h£0int5 __
Backwards . L T

with Labour!

This year's Labour Party Con-
feremce promises litlle excite-
ment and even less prospect of
progressive policies to arm
Labour to fight the pexi elec-
tion being adopted,

Conference’s main  job, as=
seen by the party managers, is to
endorse the Policy Review, to
give a show of unity and a stand-
ing ovation o the Leader for the
television cameras, and to forget
sbout the policy-making role of
the party.

Two key debates coming up at
conference, and the positons
taken on them by the leadership,
make thig clear.

First, on the new restrichinns
imposed on members, and the
new powens assumed by the
teadership m policy-making. Con-
ference resolotions which conflict
with the policy review will not be
treated as amendments to i, nor
will they override it. Any conflict-
ing resolutions, say the NEC, will
simply be "laken into account’ by
the special jmint MEC/PLP meci-
ing after conference, wilch will
produce a “synthesis’ of positions
from the policy review and ngreed
resolutions:

This “synthesis’ (read slitch-
up) will provide the party’s cem-
paigning platform between now
and the next election. Whalsi Lwo
leadership-frendly constiluencies
have tabled resolubions giving an
ancritical welcome 1o the policy
review, thig centrelimng move is
opposed by 31 CLPsin 23 resolu
tions submitted so far. They call
instead for conference resolulions
to be treated as amendments Lo
the policy review, where the fwo
these
procedural resolubions 18 @ pre-
condition to the rest of the lell’s
infervention having any conse-
quence ot all,

Second — momre findamental
and even more sinister — is the be-
hind-the-scenes plotng to strip
Conference permanently of s
policy-making role: Lasi year's
conference agreed a consulisiion

conflicl.  Sucvess  of
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process to review the fo-
ture ofganisstion and role
of annual conference.
The MEC, eager to give
Walworth Road officiale
time to line up the tusty
union voltes, want their
repart to be held over to
next year, But the advo-
cales of this change, encouraged
by the new ‘coneensus’ (mainly
concentrated in Fleet Street) that
the block wote, along with
defence, must go, are pushing [or
a decigive move this year.

In u motion which tellingly ar-
gues that “there are valushle les-
sons Lo be leamed from the way
in which other European socialist
purties develop palicy®, the GMB
call for the 1"} report 1o con-
sider four impordant options.
These arc: reform of the NEC (to
marginalise and dilute the already
tiny infloence of the lelt); an ex-
panded role for the NEC in for-
mulating and directing policy
downwards through new policy
commissions;  Mational  Con-
ference to be estncied o aoend
ing palicy commizmion proposils;
reduction of the union block vile
to around 50%.

If these two slip through the
nel, the dengers are clean a2
weakening of Labour's basze in
the organised wouking class; more
conceniration of power at the top,
less. may for members amd less
chance. of progressive  pulicies
being adopted.,

Whutever
processing  policy - decimions s
used, there will be policy closhes
at this year's conference at least.
The opportunity to mobilise con-
stimency and trade union suppor
arpind clear, lefi policy ophons
musl be maximized — nol leasn be-
capse il may be a last chance
under what remains of the party’s
democratic decigion-making
structunes,

Defence will be the mapor
debate at confercnce, and the vole
will provide a measure of how
far, in the mn-up 1o the nexi elec
tion ot least, Kinnnck has per-

Graorma Cookson

mechanism for

Remember when NUPE

¥ ¥ \
A
suaded the constimencies  and
trade uwnmions of his “lie-low’
pimtegy. The left is aware of the
sipnificance of the debale. 33
CLPS and one Lmde union {MSF)
have submitted & total of 51
unilateralist resolutions. 11 CLP=
and onc umon (U5DAW) have
expressed. support for the switch
to multilateralism. But with most
ol the union voles safely with
Kinnoek's camp (fnllowmg deter-
miined efforis o pull key wiions
into line on defence in their e<ent
round  of  confersnues),  the
prospects of victory are slim. The
TGWU and MSE arc the only
major unions prepared to defend
unilateralism

The returm of key utilities
{waler, electrvity amd
mumications etc) to public owner-
ship will also be controversial.
Press reporis have dlready indi-
cated that Kinnock: s poised 1o
shift policy contrul away from the
MEL to the PLP o e man-vp 1o
1l next clechon, willi a tetreat on
WAl A AT aim.

Followang the TUC decision
to call [or the phasing-out of all
reactors wathun  Nifteen
years, and the NEC apd froni-
bhench split on the issue, the
debate at  vonlemnce will be
heated and close — and offers the
possibility of alelt viciory,

Apain following the TUC'z
decision, the debale on trade
urijon legislation will he closely
walched The TGWL ¢adl at TUC
and agam al Labour Conference
for legislation 1o protect wmon
mmunitics must he suppored as
a fist step  in challenging
Kinnock's collapse in front of the
Tory laws,

I'he Labour Campaipn for
Leshian and Gay Rights have or

AT

nuclear

chisfs ke Bickerstaffe (right) backed unliateralism?

ganised effectively against the
NECz ditching of Labour's 1935
commitmenl lo egualise the age
of consent for gay men with that
for heterosexuals. 6 resolutions
gibmitted o this year's con
ference demand thal o positive
framework of Jesbian and gay
tights and specifically the equal
sge of conzent he included in the
policy review. The right, who
have already exeried behind the
seenes pressune during the policy
review process to delete any such
proposals, wall oo doubt be keen
to keep he lid on the debate at
conference too, It doesn’t ook
like they will pet away with i,
however.

Elecioral relomm has attracted
more reaolotions than any otler
iszme bar defence. 28 CLPs have
subimitted resolutions arguing for
some kind of electoral reform,
with & specilivally calling for PR,
Although 1t 1 not an issue on
which mghtand left eliably align
for or against, it is cerainly the
cise tut the gpht has organised,
with ‘some success, o promole
this issne, frying to channel il inta
their framework of pro-consen-
sus, pro-centre and  altimalely
pro-pact politics

However the left shouold nol
allow a {nomially healthy) knee-
jerk apposition o such nght wing
pressure o divert away from the
fight for a more democratic sya-
tem. The notn thet ‘PR eguals
pacts” i an inventon of the nght
wing and the media; the lell
should clearly mobilise to oppose
any composile proposals favor-
ing electorl pacts, while where
possible supponting the principle
of proporlional representation

Jane Wells
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South Africa
A new phase in

the fight

THE WHITES-ONLY elections in South Africa
took place as a general strike ripped across fac-
{ories, transport and even the mines, where the
defeat of 1987 seems to have been gvercome.
Though De Klerk's Nationalist Party managed fo
hold on to a majority, it has lost ground to its politi-
cal rivals, and been unable to prevent s major es-
calation in the struggle of the black masses.

Much has been made of the new ‘liberalism' of
the De Klerk regime compared with that of the
recently ousted P.W. Botha: but the apartheid
regime is by no means ready (o commit suicide,

reports PAUL SMITIL

De Kierk's amiable chops smiled at us
from ke latest capital city be had visited.
Remarkably mendly commumgues were
jointly issued with the appropriate beads
of statc, as the °presentable apartheid’
show moved on through the summer
*zilly season’.

I contrast, a scowling Mr Botha tried to
stcal a march on his Aval by visting Nelson
Mandcle (thereby probably  lengthening
Mandela's imprisonment): but i does seem
that the Wafionalisis are maning onoa “dis-
mantle apartheid” platform. Everybody (in-
cluding in South Afnea) s walking about the
coming negotiations — not whether, but when,
Apariheid must surcly be collapsing — if only
under the weight of newsprint!

In fact, nine-lenths of the fashionahle
specilution about & *hreakihrough' in South
Alrica wus alway: pure pofl. While the
balanee of furces is moving in lavour of
Pretoria in intemational diplomatie cimcles, it
is steadily moving against Pretona insue
South Africa isell, despite the sefious defeals
which the mazss movement snffered i the
mid 1980z, De Klerk is simply trying o use
intemational pressure W provide levernge ot
home

The new intcrmational alignment owver
South Africa is draniatic. The two most
powerful governments in the world are cach
-.-t-c_-.k_i_ug gome sorl of aceomodarion (not te
same) with the ruling class in Pretopn De
Kledk is wsing this [or all he is worth, sty
witly the Front Line states, and also mnsde
Seuth Africa

Leaving sside the politics of the Fromi
Line states, i South Afrien there are (wo
vhatacles 1o any quick, cosmetc solubion:
bath lave genuine muss support, One s the
African Mational Congress {ANC) and the
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ollwr is the
growing  trads
el move-
medt, especially
the Congress of
South  African
Trade Unions
(COSATL), Both show the pressure ol the
new intermational situation, but the fumy of
diplomatic i possble
*solation’ Is if anything =erving o strengthen
thie miass opposition movement in South
Alnca once more,

o
£
3
£

o

meovermenl fBver

The mass defiance canpaipn over edaca-
tion, the hospitals; transport and the beaches
13 the most public cumpa pnng that the mass
movenent has heen ahle o osganise since the
first States of Emergency in 1986 and 1987
The emergence of the Mass Democmlic
Movement (MDM) s the sponsar of this
campaign ix alsn & stariling developuient.

A debate iz developing in the trade wuons
on the issue of alllances and most recently —
stimulited by the ANC's preseplation of
propused. Constitubionad Goidelines — o Ui
sort of society that will replace aparthoid. We
do nol have space hers to discuss Uie
Guidelines except to say thil thiey are perledt
Iy consistent with the ‘mixed economy’ ap
proach of the ANC's Froedim Chaner, which
Mandela at his tmal comectly denled was a
socialist document. From the point of view of
their elfect vi the struggle in Seuth Afmica, af
least as il is reflected in the unions, the most
sygnificant point within them is ther von-
tinued insistence on *ome PEIEON N2 VOIE 10 U
unified Sonth Afbce’. Metalworkers™ union
leader Moses Mayekivo hias this (o say sbout
the debare on slliances and the Guidelines:

‘The nationyl €ivie organisanon  and
COSATY should have a permanent stmic-

Mosss Mayeklso on the rostrum at this year's

¥

l s

tured alliance. What we envissge i3 a national
stislent boedy, a national youth body, 2 na-
tional civic body, a national tmde union
movement, in alliance wilh other political or-
ganisalions, ... We are thinking of organisa-
fiom= thul are close to the working class o
ganirations, and organisations which belicve
in non-racialism. ... Those are good siruc-
tnres for the (uture sociery, We don’t want a
society wher there is no accountability of
the leaderstup 1o the masses. ... There should
b structures that can really give mandates to
the teudership and control the leadership, ...
NUMSA (mefalworkers” union, COSATU s
second Jargest affiliate) wanls a working
clase allinnce, which T think is whal is hap-
pening botween COSATU and the UDF
{United Democoratic Front)'.

(South Ajrican Laboue Bullefin, Yol 14
MNol)

The COSATU resolution passed nem con
at its third Congress in June spelis oul the
‘ew look” UDF that will from now on form
part of the MDM:

‘Every street having a strect commilies
democratically elected, every area an arca
commiltee, every town a local generil com-
mitice ... building a centralised national civie
structure  (om  electcd  peprosentatives of
mgiu[ﬂ.'l commiltecs. The m shiould
be open 1o any oppressed mllcsplm!ﬂl_ resi-
dent who is elected 1o a sireet cOMinitice -
affiliation. ... Encourngng seclor organiss-
tions such as youth, women, stadents and so

(1

TUC Congress
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o1, 1o consolidate and develop nanonal struc-
rures which have effective and demncmabio
strctures ...

'COSATU rejects any strategic alliance
with representatives of big capital and par-
ticipants in apartheid’s state strochumes”

(Resolution from COSATL] Congress,
June 1989), (Malan's Democrats participate
in the Tri-Cameral Parliament, and this sec-
tion of the resolution 18 a direct reference).

In other words, both Mayckiso and
COSATU as a whole propose to reconstitute
and morganise the UDF around the workers”
mavement an 3 dew democratic basis to
cary out o new political project: the first
resnlts can be seen in the deliance campaign
and the general stnke aganst the White elec-
frons

The COSATU the
Guidelines focusses on the accepled proposul
for a workers' charner contnined within them:

“The CBEC is instrucred to call a special
Matinnal Congress (o draft o workers” charter
when we have discissed our demands in all
our structures and with oo allies n the work-
ing class™.

The workers ' chagter is not meant to be a
apciahst progranme. Iis framework is the
'democmtic” framework of the Guidelines, as
Mayekiso says: “The Workers' Charter can
answer Uungs that trouble wodiers — like the
right 1o strike. ... Then the working clazs
pohiticel programme must answer the ques-
tinn. whal is the future society? ... 56 ther
are bwo different things”.

Meanwhile
perienging meal difficulbes. South Alrica's
economis erisis seems insoluble, and mil-
lons of Blacks e now unemployed or semi-
employed: ‘The gap berween employed and
anemployed 1s growing, creating a real clial-
lenge, Repression  combnued - even
heightened — hefore the While elections: the
level of sclf-macnifice mvolved i simply

resolulion  on

the trade wumons are ex-

keeping the Tabour movement guing is'a per-
manent drag: nevertheless the movement,
taken ns o whale, is still growing, and e
process ol workers” unily still unfulding. 1o
March thix year 15 COSATU unjops, 11
NACTU unions and 17 independent wnlons
mer ot 8 ‘workéns' summil’ sgainst the new
Labour Laws:

This iz the contex) 1o the curment discus-
siemn aboul negotiations in South Afnca. Only
a fow lefl wroups e opposcd to negotiations
in panciple (seeing such a coursc as neces-
sarily conmierposed 0 revolutlonary stroggle
to overthrow apartheid). Bul even Moses
Mayekiso, who iz some way from the views
of the ANC and South African Communist
Pary, sumaned up his view on negohahons
thiz way:

‘Firstly, | belizve that the solutions to our
country’ s problems will fnally come throagh
negidintions, | don't believe we will be able
tn gel 0 Pretona and oot Jthen President]
Botha [rem those buldings. But | also doa’t
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beheve that negottationz ame pear, There will
be & negotiated seltlement at some stage, bat
at the moment those chances are mil. ... We
must build cur organisations s a= o have
power and conttol. The political initiative
towards negotiations, the concept of negotits-
tions, must come from us We must control
the initiative so as to dictate the conditions.
We muost not he dictated 1w hy the
Americans, the Europeans or the De Klerks.'

COSATLU Generel Secretary Jay Naidoo
maid:

“We are acutely aware of the designs of
the imperalists and bip business to
manotevre a refommist stllement in this
country. We will have nothing to do with
this. Our resolution also stresses that no
negotiations can take place withoot the
democratic particapation of the people in this
process. It alao clearly siates that only a
sovereign body mandated by the people and
accountable to them can have the authority 1o
develop a new constitution. ... Our bottom
line oo negotiation is that it must lead to the
transfer of power to the people”,

(Interview, Angust 989}

Senous negotiations are not as: likely as
the world seems (o think. The conditions for
negotistions inside the country are [urther
from being met Loday than three months ago:
and all peclions of the moss anti-aparihend
movement shame the bamic condibions for
opening negotislions: mlease the politicul
prisaners, end the State of Emergency, unban
the banned organisations, free speech and as-
sembly, It is oot the ANC's sopport for
armoed actions, nof its 'secrel communism’
that frightens South Alrce’s mulers: il s tie
fact thut the. spartheid siale 15 most vol-
nermble on the democratic question, and the
ANC pemains 8 polenl cnemy while it
proniotes ualty on that issoe

Though theory does not mule oot a Zim
babwe-giyle ‘democratic’ wansition ... and
gapitalist entrenchment, followed by the
destroction of democratic dghts,  South
Afriea’s miers have wisely excluded that op-
ting — and not- only becan=e of their relalively
lmge white population, The dynamics of the
struggle for democracy and the level of
maturity and sclf-organisation of the forces
mvalved  would  make a4 peaceful
‘democratic’ transition infinitely mose rsky
than in Zimbakbwe.

The struggle over the Tulure course of the
South Alncan tevolulion (& already under-
wiay. In some senses this discussion 15 very
advanced, but it is clearly unfinished, and on
soitie Tronts barsly started ln many ways the
South Alrican example and some of the con-
clusions the workeérs” movement has come o
may end up having a higger mmpact on the
rest. of the world than Moscow aml -
perialiam are having on the liberatbion forces
in South Afnca today.

tiomn,

Open
season
against US
abortion
rights

With the help of Ropald Reagan’s con-
troversial appoiniees, the US Supreme
Court has been handing down one reac-
tonary ruling after unother.

They have been overfurning positive action
principles; okaying the death penalty for the
mentally incompetent and lor teenagers; and
rounded off their session by uphiolding the Mis-
sonn stante which prohibits abortion in poblic
hospitals, harasses women seelking late abor-
and declares  that life  begins  ar

| “conception’- The political implications of these

mulings undemscore the cynicismy of Bush's
promise of a *kinder, gentler nation”

Initially those who opposs legal abosion
vowed they would overmurn thie historic 1973
Boe v. Wade judgement which permitted it bt
as Justice Scalia explained: Tt appears that the
mansion of constituttonalised abortion  law,
constiucted ovemight in Bee v. Wade, musi be
dizassembled door-jpmb by door-jamb, and
ncver entirely brought down, no matter how
wrong it oy be'.

The antl- abortion lobby huve themrlore been
torced 1o alter their Slrmtegy, insisal placing as
many obstacles as they can devise in the path of
women sesking abortion. The Supreme Coun's
mling on Websrer v Reproductive {lealth Ser-
wers 15 3 nwasure of their success, opening the
gates 1o g flood of reactionary lepislation.

Opinion  polls show  that  suppot for
legalised abortion has never been stronger, and
especially strong among the young, who prew
up thinking that their reprodective nyghts were
secure, According to a national survey in the
Lo Angeles Times, T4 per cenl believe thal
‘nhortion is a decision that has 1o be made by
every womun for herself”,

A mujority ol people opposed the Supreme

| Court ruling, and in hundreds of lowns wond

the countty supporiers of women's rights 1o
conitrol their own badies demonsirated opposi-
tion to the Webster deettion, The National Or-
pgaesation  for Women (NOW) mports s
fastest-ever growth rate, with 40,000 joinng in
the last six months, and coalitions to defend
women "4 eproductive fdghts are springing up
everywhere

The Webgter decision uidesmines the dght
te legal aborrion in four fundamental ways:
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Fundamentalism US-style — as crowds of bigots mobilise fo blockade abortion ¢

B The Coun found that the declaration
thar life heging al conceplion imposed no
qubstantive restnction, thal it was no more
than i valoe |u-:'1__|1|:mcnt famuﬁng childbrth
nver abortion,

Bul the reality is that the declaration scts
up a political judgement eyuating the life of a
foems ol conception with the life of the preg-
nant oL, sugg:‘irmg that the siate TmMpase
ity Judgement whenever the inferests ol one
“life” condlict with another,

This declaration is potentially far reach
ing It could be ulilised as Lhe basts forom
faming forms of birth control which prevent a
feptilized egg fmm developing: for restricting
all  abortion ragsing
crimnal charges agunst pregnanl  wonen
who il to alter their dier habits or mefuse
specitic medical procedures.

B The Count (pand thal stales are [ree (o
prefer childhirth over abortion, and o imple

almnst or even for

ment that pelicy by prohibiting public fund
ing fer abortion as well as by prolibiting
pubbic hospatals and therr stall from perform-
ing abortions.

This rullng is so broad that even = private
doctor whose admdssion privileges are o =
hosprial which received public funding or has
contractual amangements with a siate or local
givernment would be affected.

Much of health eare in the Unlted States
iz at least in some way coumecied to public
funding or public entities. For instunce in
Mizzourl 97 per vent of all abortions in
munths 3 6 of pregnancy were performed at
the Trman Medical Centre, a
hosmatl in 3t Louds, Bot they can no Jopger
perdomm abortions becatse they lease the land
frawm a public body!

I'II'I“-'!!IE

Only ope woman In every ten who choose
ghorion undergoss the procedurs in a hospi-
tal: but those who have severe or life-
threateming medical vonditions are al greater
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risk; otherns depend upon hospitalz as their
only source of health care {particularly poor
or mual women) or discover foctal disease or
deformaty only lidter in their pregnancy.

Poor women and women of colowr suffer
disproporiopalely from a varely ol senous
health condinons which may be exacerbated
by prepnancy. The few hospitals which may
still be able to meet the coteria of belng
‘povate” wall nol be ahle to service all the
women whi need hospilalization — and these
hospitals are also the nnes miost valnerable Lo
anti-abortion boyootl campaigna.

If hospital ahartions are effectively oul-
lawed, medics] personnel will no Jonger
receive Amamining 10 ahorion procedures, and
knowledge of the procedure will ellechvely
tisappear from medical schools. This in tum
would droive abomion underpround even if
legal. making it porentinlly less safe,

B The Court opheld vigbility testing
procedures for womien 20 weeks pregnant,
despite medieal testimony that foctal viabiliry
bepins only arcund the 24th week:

Such testing adds belween 123450 dol
lars 1o the cost of an aborhon, and one such
test, amniecenicsis, it=lf has a onc per cenl
risk of inducing a miscamage of causing
haemorthage or infection, Such tests could
delay an already late shorion by one or two
more weeks, make it sl more dlfcelt and
costly

Less than one per cent of all aboitionz
tuke place after 20 weeks, but this provision
15 extremely imporant: it is often very young
women who have lale abortions hecuuse they
didd neyl readise they wers pregnant (or denfed
the fact), or wers unable 1o scrape together
the money o obtain an abortion, Other late
shortions take place because of the discovery
of severe foctal shnomalities or bevanse of
the wornan s health

B The Cour, by is decigion, issued an in-

linles like this one in Aflants

vilation to  anti-abodion ac-
tivists and legislalors to pass
new laws restnching abortion.
Everything is up {or grahs, Al
& minimum, additional restnic-
tions will resull in increasing
the cost of an abortion, or
bring delays, increasing the
nsk to a woman's health, and
ensuring that those with the
least resoprces are the hardest
hil —the poor, the young, and
women of colour.

FEATURES

Even if shortion memains
legal. if women belicve access
iz eut off, illegal aburtions may
resurface. Shortly affer the
Hyde amendment cut off fund-

ing for women  under
Medicaid, hospitals  saw
women  appearing - suffering

from infections and other com-
pheations of self-indpced or il-
legal ahoriions,

The Supreme Court also agreed to review
three more ahortion cases this aummn, One
challenges early abortions by forcing oul-
patient abortion clinics and doctors” surgeries
to become nuini-hosplials: this would affect
94 per cenl of all abortions, &nd wouold
probably double the pnce (cumently averag
ing 230 dollars).

The other rwo cases deal with parental
consent before a minor can obtun an abor
Lo The rate of leenage sexual aclivily is
similar through  the vanous  industrialised
counlnes, but the USA has the highest rate of
pregnancy — clearly Bummpeans have more af-
fective sex edutation programmes. Despite
the Fat that Lertility is ot its peak during these
years, half of all teenagers are sexually active
a year before they obtain birth control. Con-
sequently 40 per cent of all U5 teenage
women hecome prepnant by their twenticth
hirtthday. More than a million US teenagers
hecome pregnant every year, and almost half
choosz to have abormions.

Given the high mie of pregnancy, if is not
surprising that 25 per cent of all shortions are
performed on teenage women. Approximate-
ly 50-65 per cent of those who have abortions
confide in one or both of their parcnts,
However legistation in more than half of all
stutes (some nol enforced @t present doe 1o
cowrt  orders)  demands  parental | consent
hefure abortien is legal,

Thoogh public support for legal shartinn
is higher than ever in the US, still opinion
polls show &1 per cent beliove h is morally
wInng, and 57 por cent believe it 18 murder.
The Supreme Court has indicared 1t = willing
{0 rostrict women's right 1o legal abortion in
several fundamental ways, It iz in this new
conlext that supporters of women's nghts
must discuss possible strategies 1o fight back.

Dianne Feeley
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Life’s not so
grand in the
Rio Grande ...
for victims of
us
immigration
control

‘Corpses of Nicaraguans slowly appear.
The cadavers of a group of Nicaraguans
who were forced to throw Lhemselves into
the river by the criminal ‘patercs’ (river-
crossing  smuogglers) slowly  appeared
foating in the waters of the Rio Grande
.. the paterns who saw the police coming
shouted to the Nicaraguans ‘throw your-
selves into the water, here comes the
police ... only a few saved themselves:
the majority went down in the Eio
Grande'.

‘The body o o woman ... was found dead
and recovered [mom the waters of the Rio
Gramle near a place called Las Piedras ... -at
first sght she did not present mgns of
violepce, nonetheless the comper estohhished
that she had bled from her private pars, in-
dicating thet she could well bave been atlack-
ed with some ohject’.

It is perhaps imelevani from the point of
view of thoss on the immediale receiving 2ad
of immigration controls to argue that restne-
tions: in some countries arc worse than m
others. However the enforcement of controls
pn the TISAMexican border, particularly in
the Rio Grande valley, is a shocking indict-
ment of immigration laws generally. Tt is also
a salutory waming ol the extremies o which
conteols in the UK are also rapidly heading.

The above quotations, laken [rom border
newspapers, show how mfugees and migraits
from central America are confronted with the
twentieth century equivalent of a shark-filled
maoat, namely the Rio Grande. infested both by
gangsicrs and “la mipra’ (the colloguinl name
for the US Immigration and MNationalily Ser-
vices, the [NS)

In the Rio Grande thers is o powerful racist
lobby supporting controls — the rhetoric of
which finds streng echoes in the UJK. In
Movember 988 the elecled officials of
Cameruon County, which includes
Brownsville, the horder crossing town closest
to Mexico, passed u resolubion againdg
documented aliens un the grounds thal they
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Fighting & tida of state raclsm: antl-racis! demonstration in Georgia

put a strain on-sociel services, dimimtshed the
guality of life, and increased come. It re-
quested the stale legislature of Texas to purge
aliens from the voter mils

One official proclaimed: “We don’t know
what diseases these people are bonging in
alt they are here Qo is Lo get onelisf”, County
Judge DI Lerma announced that “The words
on the Statue of Libedy don’ tell peeple 1o
un scross the Rin Grande illegally’. The
Starue ‘of Liberry in fact speaks of the USA
welcoming the *poorand hoddled masses’, bul
of course it was erected at a time when the LIS
a5 an immigrond country was actively en
couraging niore immigrant labour.

Proyecto Libertad

The main souice of lepal help {or refugees
and migrants in the area s Proyeeto Liberiad
{PL), Tus is an mamigration law cente hased
al Harlingen, just outside Brownsville, where
the INS also has its locad headguarters. PL's
Octaber 1988 newslelter gives vivid examples
of the operation of immigraton laws in the
Rio Grande.

It shows how difficult it w for miogees 1o
obtain asylom ar all, desenihing one successful
case this way: 'Joe Guenn, o Salvadoran sfu-
dent who had distributed leaflets for the
Movimente Esmudiantil Revolucionario Sal-
vadoreno (MERS) fled the country afler a
friend dizsappeared. he was granled ssylum by
Jodge Vomacks, making him only the Tourh
Salvadoran asylum granted mn the valley to a
PL clieat in 7 years',

PL is fighting ¢ases alleging INS viglence
One case is bewg fought wder the Federal
Tort Claims - Act o behall of Jose and Josefina

Euiz, a Mexican conple who were taken nff o
freight train by Border patrol agents near Har-
lingen
yanked down fiom the boscar by agents, and
fell five fest. Afrerwards she felt pain, bled,
and had difficulties with her pregnancy, When
they gol to the Border Patrol slativn, Joss was
heaten by agenta.

FL: alzo highlights the undemover word of
bogus, parashc  imrrogralion
generated by immupration contiolz. The PL
newsletter explaius that "what is happening 15
that the np-all adists, notary, publics, el
ing: a number of
| "freedom fighters'), are charging refugees ex-
borbatant prices for what bazically smnunts 1o
trunslating dsylu fomns. Sinec the TNS won’|
allow tetugess to apply in Spanish. the hock-
sters crowd people imo. matels amd mp them
off for thowsands of doblars for ‘permmisos’
{permits), They do nct cxplain the asylum
process, and in fact often fill o the foms in
stch o way ad to undenming o person’s claim’,

Chronology of victimisation

The history of the Rio Grande valley in the
last five years has been one of the NS and its
Border Comtrol Agents constantly tighlening
the screw, with only occasional and temporary
legal restraings. Indeed o 1984 the Harlingen
INS office declared thal it would not even
lodge “affirmative” asylum applications — that

Josefina, who was pregont, was

"mdvisors’

Micamguan  hustlers

is from central Amencan mefupess simply
tuming up and making apphcotons.

Thas policy was in breach of both the
United Natinns Convention on Helupees, and
the United Stmtes” own [ Helugess Act
The conseguence of the policy was that
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refupgees had to wadl to be arrested and go to
court to-ask for asylom: the only exceplion
was fur Micaroguans. In fuly F987, than Annr-
ney genemrl. Edward Meese, issued a directive
that Miceragun should be plven favourable
rreament in axylum applicatzons, This fu itself
i= a.clear indication of the political motivation
behind the USA's teament of refugees: no
asylum for thase flecing US-backed puilitary
dictatorships s Bl Salvador, Guatemiala oo
Hondurmy, bul & weleome for those leaving
Micaragua, whose econnmy has been devas
tuted by US-hacked Contras. As lae as
February 1988 2 Guatemalan woman assisted
by PL. m filling et n asylum foom was mold
v leave the ING office becanse "Guatemnlans
can't apply: only Micaraguans®, She was later
arrestod walking down the street.

Az a result of pressure and conipaging by
FL and the local refugee Rights Coalition, the
S was forced in May 1288 1o stout acoepting
affimuadve applications from othér central
Americans, Between May and  Dedember
1O8R thers wers over 27 (00 axylum reguesis
al the INS Hatlinged offive

In responsg (o this, the INS decided 1o
laonch its ovwn talien invesion' scape Cam
pargn. mer Sewell, 1ls Iocal dircetor, clumed
that thee INS was like *the Dmtch boy with his
finger in the dam, except we don't bave our
finger in the dam
ing through here”
teemre Exprarr Border putral agents said the
new poticy has honpersd their effons w.con-
trivl the border”. Buacked up by this propagan
da;, the INS in southermn Texas announced a
new policy in December 19850 all peopleap
plymg tor asylum had 1o gay physically o the

- the asvlees are just pous-
According o the Sarq An-
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Bush cuun'!ng rares from the law and order enforcamant community: now the Rio Gmnda has been tumed info acnnﬂ;nrmﬂuﬂ camp

Riv Grande valley while their applications
were being considered.

Refugee applivants resoned to living in
tiees, under bushes, in prinutive camips, aban-
doned buldings and church sheliers. Even the
Ll Liovd Benisen, Twled
Demovratic candidare for Vice President and

Senator,

tul known for any advocacy of the rghts of
said that “They e lurmng south
Texns inte o mazsive detentlon centre with
tleis prolicy "

Ty additvm 1o this, the INS declared thal
waork suthorisabon would be refused 1w ap-
plunts, This 1= smular o the Little-publicised
provedon, hidden away o the Schedule, of the
futest 1982 UK Immdgratum Aci, whemhy
densul of work sisthorization can or the first
time be made & conditlon of lemporary catry,
Such laws are b contravention af Anicle 17
of the UN Convention, which obliges povern
menls i protect relugess” nghts to cngage in
ganiul employment

The 'legal massacre’ of

February 1989

On Febriary 20, the head of the INS,
Commissioner Alan Melson, few personally
to Bownsville 1o publicise a new “action plan
for south Tesas: Thiz read like & doclarstion of
war o relugees. | called for an “expedited
adjodication” on asylum  ¢lums, nnd im-
mediole detenbon of those who do apply and

refupees,

ure e lired.

The ‘action plan’ mvolved an imerease of
al least 500 pew INS personnel just for Ue
Harlingen district —comprising 269 more Bor-
der Parrod agents: 74 INS “adjudicators’ and
sipport seaff 30 meec detenbon and deporta-

| ||_.|_|

lion workers; 16 special apents; and 141 INS,
State Depuriment &nd immipration coun per-
sunnel. Parallel to all this would be o massive
prson allocation programme.

To hoose the expected number of
detamnzes, the INS was Lo erect & tent city af itz
Port  Isabel Service Procersing  Cenire
(PISPEC), pear Bayview in Texas. There was o
he provsion for 5,000 people. There were (o
be 200 additional places a1 Webb County
detention  facility  and  several  hundred
detainees would be sent to El Pazo. In addi-
tion there would be “soft-detention’, sub<on-
tracted provate facilities, mainly for families
with children. where detainees could theoreti-
cally go out, bt would be mibject to daily
rollcalls: one such ceatre was to be the Red
Cross Shelter in Brownsville,

MNelson “justified” this goite incredible plan
by saying that the new measures wiould “send
a strong signal 1o those people who have the
mistaken ides that by merely filling =
fovolous asylum claim they may stay in the
Ulnited States, This walful manipolation of
America’s genemsity must stop,”

Oin Pehmuary 21, a day described by PL as
‘a legal massacre’, Nelson's scenario became
a reality. Of the 233 applications processed on
that day, only two were granted — hoth
MNicuruguans. 215 were reflussd and im-
meiiately imprisuned in Port Isabel. 16 were
given two weeks to prodoce further documen.
tation. Interviews lasted only 30 or 40
minutes, and luwyers from PL werne fﬂn:ih[}
ejected  when they attempted 1o advise
tefupgees m the Port l=abel pnson ten city,
This deninl of legal help to refugees was can-
trary 1o a recent US District Court decision
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which condomned the

refusal of such help. |
Cathollc  bishops  in
Texan denounced Port [
Isabel as the “creation §
of the largest com
centration camp on US
soil gince the incarers-

tion of  Jupanese
Americans during
Word War 2%

The wvisible public
implementanon of this
legal massace’
prompicd the INS into
making more
cynical  justificalions
for its actions, Al a
House of Representa-
tives  Judiciary Sob-

even

in Britnin, desperaie femilles like this, faced with the threal of deporialion under racist

commilies on lmmigra. @ws, have sought sanchuary = hare in 8 mosque in central Blmingham

tion, Refugees and
International Law, Alan Nelson argued thal all
detentions were 'voluntary, since refupees al-
ways had the option of abandoaing thew
asylum claims and retuming home! The INS
portmayed Porr Isabel as spme kind of holiday
camp: spokesperson Virginia Kice said “some
people say it i+ inhumane o keep people here.
Bur they am clothed, fed, sheliered, and
peceive medieal care. 1 think that n some
miuations they're living m better condiions
than in ther countries.”
cynicisny bas been displayed by the Hnlish
Home Office, notably wheu ln 1987 Tamils
were incarcerated on the prison hulk the Fard
William, and thie Hoe Office said *We think
the accomedation s really very comiortable’
Detention of Children

The detention of minors by e NS has
been a Bong-standing scandal, An estimated
5,500 young central Amencans WeLe ap-
prehended in 1986, and it 15 estmated that at
any ooe fime between 15} and 200 clildren
are detained by the agency, heyoently being
pred as 'bait’ o caplure thewr undocumented

hiuree Smmilar

parents whe come looking for them

Whn are these young people? OUne waz a
lh-year old wounded vetcran of two vewrs
combat who hod been presg panged mio the
Salvadoran army at 13, Another Salvadorn
hoy detainee, also press-panged, descmibed
how: he had seen “subveriives' decapitated al
the military base

With the legal massuscre of Febmary, the
detention of minors mcreased. Some were
held in an alteady existing centre for refngee
children in Log Fresnos. Inoadditon the THS
planmed 1o construct & centre - at
Brownsville to howse 38 children

The treatment of detnined minisrs i the
Rin Grande appears o have muched the lovel

e

of legally sanclioned torure. Here is une news
report: “Servando Betancoun, convicted of
criminafly negligent homicide for snapping
the meck of a Cameron County juvenile
detaince. received B one-year probated sen-
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tence and no fine ... the 13 year old Mexican

detzinee, estimated to be [ive legl tall and

weipli 100 pounds, died Jupe Znd .
Getting out of the valley

Getting out ol the Rio Grande valley is not
easy for the undocumented. INS officers raid
Grevlionnd buses in the valley demanding
every Lispanic-looking person shows aden-
nhcation. Refugees are compelled once agmn
to pul their lives at risk, this time fTying o es-
cape further norle Two newspaper epons
hielp ifestrate the proble:

Thirly five debiydrated Salvadorans were
found inside a sweltemnpg boxecar during
temperatwes ngaring 130 degrees, suthontes
The Salvadopans, mcloding three
women and two 1d:-year old boys had been
locked mstde the car for fve hours. Some
wore irying b gel air theough bioles in the
the aliens told Border Patrol that an
unidentified man i Biownsville offered to gel
them to Houstou for 300 600 dallars”.

"A Jl-yead old Guaremalan was shot and
robbed dunng negotistions with professional
Cdilio de Jesus Ceron

sad

boxcar. ..

legal smuggelers.

Lima was shot at least five times with a shot-

gun ... the vietim was o pay
the smugglers 1o 1ske hom and
at least 12 other Guatemulans
from the Rio Grande valley to
Houston',

The Rio Grande az a

war zone

For at least the last [ive
years the Rio Grande valley has
been both o detention centre
and a  militanzed
respect  to migranis  and
refugees, There are regular INS
reconnajssance [hghts over the
border; mimnlure Urassmiders
for audio surveilluwice have
heen scatiersd thoughout the
area to detect movement of
vehicles and people, Added to
compact  televizsion

cameras, night-vision cameras
and a growing array of compuler-based sur
veillance technigues,

The wnr-zene his beon extended 1o ather
areas huaving a land border with Mexico. In
1989 the NS announced a huge
scheme to comtruct & ditch running though San
Yridro n Califormia: it will be 14 feer wide, 5
feet decp and 4 miles long. Even this is insuf
licient for the and-immigramnt lobby. The
Federation for Ametean Immigration Refom
(FAIR} has recently issoed s document Ten

zhme  in

EETCIN OIS

this am

January

keps o fecuring America' s borders: These
include such ‘determent” measures as the con-
trugtion of metal and concrete [encmy along
fhe entine land border; the greater use of "im
aging deviees” much as lvw hight lelevision and
infra-red wopes; and the increased use of seis
mic, mapnetic and infra-red sensors along the
honler.

This truly is the technology and en-
thusiusm of the Vietnam War being brought 1o
bear on the eontrol of immigmtion of people
from the ‘third world’ into the hantedand of
the USA — ‘lamil nf the free”

By Steve Cohen
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Tory classroom

=

offensive: will Labour
pass the test?

Any assessment of the woeak-
nesses in Tory cducation policy 1n
Englund and Wales muost begin
with a recognition of the Tones’
considerable  polibeal  achieve-
ments

In ten wyears, with accelemting
pace, ey have demnlished much of
the Lamework and idenlogy of post-
wr education, and broken up the sy
temn of political alliances which un-
derpinned  it,  The that
uniderlay post-war reform held that

doctrine

coonomic prigress depended upon A
arore general provision of & higher
quality cdvcation, and upon equalis-
ing the apportunities available to slo-
dents from different social clusses.
Adthough the opporumties offensd
were for the most par seived by the
leas ‘dizadvanioged’
society, this undemstunding of the na-
ture of refomm fad real effects. osop-
gested  that o the  “nesds: of  the
economy’ could be met by an undif-
ferentiated cxpansion of education —
one which was nol formally and
deliberuely  rargeted on particular

members  of

manpower needs and perticolur social
gIOUPS.

It is thas pambon which the Con-
sgrvanves are now dismantdmg,. They
reject the idea thal s umiversal expen-
sion of educalion 15 Recessary tn mect
the necds they identify. They favour a
wiwch higher degree of targcting and
selection: =election within schools, so
a5 to mantain academic streams, and
te¢ develop technieal ones sclection
between schools, =0 as 1o build up
ventres of scholady excellence or gol-
leyes of technology, In each case, it is
implivil that there ape groups who are
e targeted {or special readment, [or
whom lower levels of education and
differont oonceptionz of relevance are
proposed.

Selectiveness of thus kind has a
political, a5 well a3 ap economic ra-
tienale, Selection in the past benelited
relatively small groups: the system
that the rght-wing Black Papers ad-
vocated in the 1970=s, for instance,
comprsed only five 1o elght per cent
of the siate school population. Con-
servalive policy now proposcs several
different types of selection, in a sys-

SOCIALIST OUTLOOK no 18, Oclober 1989

tem which would involve a large sep-
ment ol the shident population in
schools for which their parents had
opled, and which bhad, In tum,
decided 1o select them. Tradifional
15n”L the right woud for this system.

It s not simply a retum to models
ol the past. It inuorporates, of course,
elements ol older selective sysiems:
the grammar school will survive. But
overall it 18 new, and i 1ls newness
comesponds 1o other developing fea-
tures of the economy, and of class
and  politcal  relations, o Mrs
Thatcher's Britain, In this wider
arena, OB,  EIOUPS faidy
homogenenus in their exclusion from
wenlth and their opposition to Con-
servatism’ begin o disintegrate: In
edicatinn, a5 in seciely as a whole,
the Tores hope to draw some of these
groupings into the orbit of Conser
valizm, by giving them a stake in the
existence of selection and (melative)
prvilege.

The Tones make wo major
claims for their programme. The first
iz that it is a modemisation of the
school system: the curriculum is

mnee

EDUCATION SUPPLEMENT

i e,

As the new term
starts, teachers,
pupils, lecturers
and students are
up against the
effects of the
Tory assault on
education. The
Queen's Speech
will contain
proposals on
student lpans,
while Kenneth
Baker's
onslaught on the
schools is still
working through.
The articles in
this supplement
look at apects of
the Tory plans,
and discuss
ways of fighting
back
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“For many
years, the
Tories were
thought of as
the stupid
party in
education:
thelr policy
was nostalgic,
concerned
more to
preserve the
past than to
restructure it.
The description
Is no longer
adeguate”

il‘l’he
government's
underfunding
of education
runs the
danger of
creating a
parents’
movement that
Is less
interested in
‘choice’ than
in overall
levels of
resources”
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being updated; the “needs of industry”
are being more effectively rerved, In
several - respects, the claim is a
credibie one. For many  years, the
Tories were thought of aa the stupid
party in ediucabion: their policy was
nostalgic, concemed more io preserve
the past than to restrocture L The
descoption i85 no longer adeguale.
Ceriainly, the Tones have utilised an
appeal o ‘tradiion’ againsl what they
have characlenised as *loony” refoms;
that is one of the bases from which
they have attacked proprammes of
race eguality. But in other respects,
they have besn keen to embrce the
new.

The “Techmical and Vocational
Education Imitiative”, [or instance,
promoted o student-centred, sctivity-
based  cumculum, proud of s
‘refevance’ and blazoning its opposi-
ton o the ocademic and book-based
models of the gprammar-school radi-
tion. Likewise, the working partics
that the government has sel up o
devise o MNational Cumicolum  are
reporiing o terms that reflect the
progressive  opinion of  education
professionals, futher than the Tory
rght. Roger Scruton may think of
education 45 “an extended war against
relevance’; not s0, the DES,

The think-tanks of the dght — the
Cenlre for Policy Sudies, for instance
— see this sy o8 betmyal, It is better
reen 55 & compramise, made from a
position ol strength, that is based both
on a mealisation of the poveny of the
right's owm ideas about teaching and
leaming, and oo a desire (o convert
progreasive potential critics of change
into functinnunies of refom. In this
last respect, the government has been
succossful.

Many of those at the higher levels
of edocation — teacher miners, local
autherity advisors and s0 o0 — who
hald personal behels Tavourable 1o
progressive education pow see their
role as working within the Frrmework
of the Mational Curmiculum, It docs
not, after all, seem o be the embodi-
ment of reaction, and il is possible for
professionals, through their nvolv-
ment, to limit the nfluence of the
right. There i3 a price, though, for this
strategy. The Tores have set clear
miles for joining their pame: cur-
riculum reform will from now on be
implemented from the top, with none
ol that scope Tor egalitarian impulses
thal marked earlier penods of chanpge.

The second claim the Tones make

and agiwin, this s ooe which bas
some popular appeal — is that they
have made the sysem more
democratic. and more acconntable,

They lhave increased parent repre-
sentation on school govemning bodics
and  strengthened  their  powers
‘Parcoial choice” of school has been
widened, and schools — through the
publication of anpunl repors and
exam resulls — have been fomwed into
greater accountability, In this way,
Tores claim, the old system, basd
on  bawn hall  bureascracy  and
teachers who believed that they knew
best, has been meplaced.

Soch, then, are the outhnes of the
Tory system, and the political
strengths they claim for n. But wall
the system work? Can it deliver the
skilled, work-orientated students that
industry, i cemain numbers, re-
yuires? Can It conunand the loyaltics
of large numbers of parents, stadents
and teachers? There are many reasons
for doub,

The first 15 the continved under-
reronreing of education, and the lack
of planning to deal with key issues.
The MNational Cummculum may ilsell
he 8 mode] of careful planning, bal it
iz an isolated cxample of porpossiol
activity in a landscape shaped by &
principle of neglect. Over the last
year, a series of reports from es
tehlishment guariers — the CBI, the
School Inspectorate, Parliamentary
Select Committece — have
plained about fundamental weak-
tesses ln the systen.

Nursery edncation is inadequate,
with serious effects on students’ later
perforniance. Post 16 education is &
ness. Too few students stay on in
education. Trainmng schemes — such
s ¥T3 — develop ‘skills’ at too low a
level for industrial need, Spending on
all zectors of education is Insufficient,
most nodably i the ease of teachers’
pay, whose inadequacies have piven
rise o acute problems of teacher
shortage.

There is a second difficuley that
anses [mom e way change = being
pushed The Tory
programme  ir one of top-down
reform. It doean’t rest upoa the invol-
vement of teachers. Quite the op-
posile: il aims o direct o bansfomma-
tion of the workforee. As Martin
Allen’s aricle shows; it wants Lo see a
tepching force that is mom closely
managed, less  unionised, hander-
working, cheaper. Such changes are
paralleled by a loss of educations] in-
itiative: teachers will play a grest pan
inn the implementation of change, bul
virmpally none in it origingl devising.

The overall cffect of these new
pressures on teschers, now thal the
moeent of militancy has, for the time
being passed. le 8 smrong sense of

comm-

through.

alienation. It makes the work of many
teachers a depresring expenence. Bul
il i5 alsn a problem for the govem-
ment. [ts curmoulum reforms envisage
an oclive role for the teacher, whi is
meant (o encourage the engouies of
the smdent and devise new schemes
of work, based on the nationally set
‘programimes of smdy’, Yet, outside
the wrgings of the curmcolum work-
ing parties, govemment policy — on
pay, conditions and teacher involve-
menl — wortks dgainst sech 2 role Tt is
thus guaranteed to produce negative
responscs — from a quiet with-holding
of commitment, to & possible rcar
gence of teacher militancy.,

But it 1= not only among teachers
that problems will grow. Parents have
been promiscd a greater say in the
running of schools. The hope is that
in taking on managerdal  respon-
simlinies, they will develop a sense af
‘relf-heip’ and ‘making do’. Fooed
with shorages of cash, they will or-
garise o jumble sale, of sack a
vleaner, rather than make & protest.
From 8 Tory pomnt of view, this is an
oplimistic The
govermnment's undedunding of edgcs-
tion runs the danger of creating a
pasents” movement tha is less inter-
ested in “choice” than in-overal| kevels

AR U6

of msomoes. In the nght circumston-
ces, particulardy i the inner cifics, it
cnuld be o real foree

Finally, there ame the siudents who
will experience the new ciucation
and all the teshnag thal poes with it
Tory policy has put a stop to most
radical experiment, infended o
develop an edocation selevant to the
needs of working clasz and hiack sm
donts. Instead, the National Cur-
detdnm cldms to deliver an educa-
tion which will be ‘relevant’ to all,
whatever fheir ‘race, pgender, or
backpround”. This 15 a dubiogs cleim.
Although they apply some progres
sive panciples, the proposaly of the
nabional cumceulum working paries
embndy values and cullures remote
fromy the experence of many st
dents, They are thus unlikely to solve
historic problems of wnder-aclieve-
ment. Testing students a1 7, 11, 14
and 16 — producing in muny o slrong
sensg of fafure — s also unhkely o
increase the commitment of fodents
[tom oppressed groups,

There are several reasonz, them,
for doubling whether Tory policy is
capahle of cammying oul its project of
has,
though, achieved ‘some notahle suc-

right-wing mademisation. Tt

cesacd. Most significant has been o
general shift to the Aght in the terms
of educaniopal debate apd policy-
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mnking. Many of the priooties and
much of the language of the Conser
vative programme now lind an echo
in the Labour Party: the siress on
‘stundards’, chuoice, md consumer
rights, for wnstance, Modified wer-
sions of the Tories’ central projects -
the netoos]  cumicnlom,  local
management of schools. education
for industry — are now enshrined in
Labour's  Paolicy  Review, and
awarded socialist credentials. They
do not deserve them. As the Socialist
Teachers'
Education says:

“The cumicolum =should be atien-
tive to the real cultures of the people
who live in Brtain, Tt should not
transmit the versions of the aational
cullure proanoted by the dominant
class ... The culture which students
bring to school with them showld
geither  be  dismegorded,  nor
patronised, hot - should be at Lhe
centme of many aspects of the cur-
riculum: Al the same tme, schools
should aim to develop in all students
the conceptual and linguistic  ad-

Alhance’s Charter for

vantages thal the dommant group hos
long enjoyed.’

These are not the values of the
Naticnal Cumculum, Nor docs the
*Local Management of Schools” sys-
tem endorsed by Labour amount tooa
programme Tor demovracy in educa-
tion. Tt offers parentz a mwle in
managing resources, nol in discus
gims of teaching and leaming. It i=
accompinied by measures  which
redoce the job o security and tmade
anion strengih of thoss who wod in
schnnls

With its present policies, Labour
is.well placed to take advantage of
some major weaknesses in the Tory
programme: on issues of  trming,

rezources, numsery  edocation  and

CErman g Coeo s 00

teacher zhortage, But with [f2 npew
reallst distaste for trade pnionism,
il its refusal to make any promises
ghoot conditions of service, 1 will
not be able to win the active suppont
of teachers and other school workers,
Mor will it be able to eocourage radi-
cal curricolum indtiative, bazed on a
dialogue wilth thoss who use educa-
tion.

Socialists have ‘other pricntics
Oue of the most important i§ 10
rebuiild effsctive trade wwonism. But
trade unienism alone is not enough
It iz alio necessary o oestablosh the
links between schools and com-
ninnitics e ahsence of which al-
lowed the Tomes much of their ap-
portunity
possible to use the instilutinns set up

In zome cases il will he

or meinforocd by the Tones — the
goverrung bodies, the annual parcprs’
meetings fo  orgamsc  activiry
agalnst cufs, and fo take up wider

educational issues,
This final, difficult point is vital

to comstcting an o alternative
programme to that established by the
Tories, and modified by Labour. 3o
long as activity remains bimited to
trade union and “anti-cuts’ activity it
will not challenps ioportant aspects
of the Tory achievement. Thats
why, after a long — Hl-year — ab-
senee, issues of education content
and  contrel, of curolom dnd
democtacy mast be pul back on (he
rocialist agendsa.

The STA's Charter 15 a frst ar
tempt to do this. Further efforts ae
cumently being minde by » working
gronp of the Socialisn Movement,
They deserve wide attention, from all
wheo are committed to developing
popular, detalled convineing altema-
tives 1o acquicsenes i much of the
Thatelver achievement.

Ken Jones

Fighting the Education
Reform Act in schools

A successiul Aghtback against the
Tory attacks in education depemds
on rebpilding confidence amongst
the work force.

The ERA has meanl = huge in-
creage in worklood for  classroom
teachers and therefome the question of
boilding grassroots resislance is oru-
cial. Funther than this, however, trade
umonists musl buld new alliunces
with others involved 1o challenge
some of the asswuptions wvelved in
cducation  and  develop & new

"pupular’ education programme in the
inlerests of the working class and the
nppressed.

We should remember the situation
i which Baker initally antrodeced
the legslution 184 and
1486, the lesching unwons wers -

Betweesn

solved n 2 prolonged period of in-
dustnal setion in parsuit of mproved
lewvels of pay. While this sction was
always of o Limited namire, teachers
were able ro keep the Tory educstion
offensive &1 hay. Keith Joseph, the
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one time g of the *‘New Right',
remgned as Secretary of State for
Education and the dispute, unfolding
in the shadow of the miners' strike,
saw Lhe increased polticisation of
teachers, many of whom had tradi-
tionally voted Conservative at elec-
tiona.

The defear of the pay campaign
was followed by the imposition of a
sidet ‘contmct’  of  employment.
[tuties which liad for a long time con-
stituted ‘professional good will' —

“...after a long
- 60-year -
absence, Issues
of education
content and
control, of
curriculum and
democracy must
be put back on
the socialist

d

"
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Coarl Taylor

*A fourth term
will almost
certainly be
introduced so
that ‘revenue
generation’
can take
place -
fleecing rich
American
students by
running
courses on
‘Culture™

Page 16

such as after-school meetings and
‘cover’ for absences — now became
contraciual. Trade union nepotbistmg
rights wete abolished, and pay setlle-
ments imposed. Al the same bme,

authorntics, edica-
lion culs became
regular events. The
ILEA, already
Inzd up for aboli-
ton by the Tones,
pursued an exten-
sive redeployment
progrumme,  with
many trade union
activists being
moved from their
| schools.

The leadershup
of the NUT moved
quickly to the
right. Under the in-
creased  mlluence
of Doug McAvoy,
spon to be the new
general  secrctary,
democracy  within
the union came under attack. The
leadership aitempted 1o abolish an-
nual conference as part of & policy of
centralisation of control. A witchunt

vrgulséd strikes and defmonstrations
agains Baker — on the coldest day of
1987, six thousand [LTA members
struck and Look {0 the sireels;

Aller being suspepded [or a year,
the ILTA leadership was relnstated
yot momale amongs union sclivisis
has remained low, Baker wul the
Tores need a pepermlly passive wid
compliant leacher foree i their long-
tem plans for educadon ame Lo be
successiul,

Despite these  ailscks, the lefi
within the MUT has remained strong
At this year’'s Confercnce, largs num-
bers of delegutey opposed the direc-
Hon in which the Execotive were
taking the union. Resolutions hacked
by the Socialist Teachers Allisnee
liad the leadership — made up of a
blik between the Labpor nght and
Conmununists (of all vanenes} —on the
rack. Campaigns on salanes, where
the STA called for a £2, 500 flat rue
increase for all teachers, defence of
conditions of scrvice and opposition

pariculariy in  the

rate-capped

took place against leaders of the Inner
London Teachers Association, who

to proposals for nabonad tesang, will
continge this scademic year.

No profit for lecturers in
‘business-style’ Polys

Determingd 10 frans-
form Polytechnics and
Institutes  of  Higher
Educaton from places
of education into profit
making, Thatcherite
enlerprises, the
Polytechnic and  Col-
leges Employers Forum
have offercd leciumrs a
miserahle pay increase
of 573% from Apnl
8% — "89, ned Lo the ac-
veptance  of the pew-
style contract.

Talk of ‘compefing in

the markel for
undergraduates’ and
‘payaing  lechurers.  miore

than university stafl’ are
jusl pie in the sky. What
the deal is really about s a
missive worsening of von-
ditions for Jectursrs (g
all who
work: in Uus sector), A 38
week yeur will extended Lo
46, a M) hour altendance
week will become “at heast
37 hourz': and all work,

as a result Tor

whether it is research,
guest lectures oulside the
home institution, whling
books, will have o be
apreed with the ‘manager’
- -an allout atack on
academic freedom. A
fourth term will almost
certainly be introduced =o
thiat ‘revenue meneration’
¢an take place — fleecing
rich Amcreen students by
TLAE
‘Culiure’,
This  delightful offer
wis mejected at the hegin
ning ni September by the
lecturers" union MATFHE,
talks are
planned. At the same time
talkr with local suthonties
hnve alse beoken  dowy,
with the employers refus
ing to improve an offer ol
5.3% for lecturers in Fur-
ther Fducation also linked
tn {lexible working, A
sinke bullot is being held
for this groap to tzke ac-
tion of Ootober 17,
Unfortunatety
MATFHE has o far only

CORITRES LATH

and no new

called for ‘the Lghtening
of sanctions, ballowts on
exam sanctions and local
action' in Higher Bduca-
ticn. There is some dis-
yuiet amony  lecturers
about the exam sanctions
which was the tactic v=sed
by the AUT (Association
of University Tesclers) m
their fight for beiter pay.
In the event there was a
rapid resolution  belween
the ALUT and the Univer
gity  authoritics  before
exams staded, and the lec
furers didu't get a lot more
than the unginal offer.

Bui there are mure
problems: with it than its
past history, lor it hits sm-
dents af their most vl
nemble time, In most vases
it will affect smudeni= in
their luxt vear when they
are ol their least militant
and when collective action
iz least likely.

Whal is muoch more
likely to be a guccessiul
tactic is a sericz of national
ome and fwo day sinkes,

a4 patioaal

These can be organsed i
conjunclion with students,
who wall anyhow be or-
ganising  action  agalnst
Ipauis this yoar

NATFHE will probab
Iy arpue thal they will be
taken o conr for secon
dary action 1f they call na
tonal stoppages in 1ligher
Educution as cach inslitu-
tom is now A ‘ple’. Bul the
how can we
win? Conflaing action Lo
the locuhities inmcdiately
alfected — like Kinpston
Polytechric where pew-
style contracts have been
jsgued to new sl this

question is

summer — Will only solale
separate  instifutions. We
have Lo apoe Hhat
whatever the legal status
of Polytevhnics and In-
stimies of Higher Educa-
tioar, this is a national dis-
pute over conditions with
negoliahing
body. Motiomal action s
the way thas will be won.
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It I around Local Management of
Schoolz (LMS) that there will bhe
most opporlundty  te campaign for
popular mudels of the local control of
schools and the development of al-
liances with locil community groups.
The Tory claims that LMS ‘opens up’
schools 1o preater influence by the
‘useri’ of the education rervice must
be. exposed. Kenneth Baker's stale-
ment about there being “wannem and
losers’ under LMS iz clearly comecl
The losers will be schools with large-
Iy working class puplls, progressive
Labour wmsthorities, and the school
workforee

Teachers rewmed 1o work  this
new  scademic year with vacancy
levels al their highest ever, workloads
on the vp and up and having. seen
their MALGO collcagues win a ‘oo
strings” agmement well sbove the
miserly 5.9% imposed om leachers in
Apeil, Action by teachers with other
school workers could be a catalyst for
a campaign agmnst the Todes in
which the ERA s challenged. The
fight will be a long one.

Martin Allen

Local Management of
Schools (LMS)

- an issue for the labour movement

Educution 18 by [ar the largesi
sector of local govemnment. It ac-
counts for a half or more of local
council spending.

Local sothonties have had the
power to make nse of thal money 1o
implenent distinctive local privrities,
The ability to implement policies,
puricularly on “race” and gender, that
rellected different edluratiomnal
prioritles from those of the Tory
government was one of the most im-
portant gains of the left Laboor
authonties of the last decade.

Thal peresd s now  over, Mot
simply hecause of the political defear
of “municipal socialism’, but because
the Torcs have now completely
chunged the mles of the game. Stan-
ing next April control of 20% of the
cducution budget {increasing to 93%
by 1996) is being taken awny from
Local  Education Awthorities  and
placed m the hands of the governing
bodies of all but some of the smallest
primary schools, (I's a year later in
Inner London),

LMS  gives

school  govemors

puwet ln oo impomant respects,
Pustly, it grves them the power 1o
decide whit the schools’s educational
privnties and policies we o be. They
ltave to operite within the framewirk
ol the natsoral curmealum e sation-
al testng, of ecurse, bul that sull
leaves leewany for the povemos to
decide 1l the school is going o be o
Magship ol Thatchente education or
io attempd ax far as possible b wlhere
to more radical and egalitanan pnn-
ciples. Secondly, LMS gives gover
wiopz the power to decide how the
schiool budget 132 spent. By far the
laggest item of expendiure s the
sidatles of reachers (about rwo thirds
of tie total budger) and nonteaching
stalT: cleaner, secretanes, carelakers,
When
money 15 tight the ohvious way o
halance the hooks 15 o redoce. lubour
oot s,

Al stake then under LMS are two
vital gucs for lhe working class in

schonl mealy workers  elc.

education: one s whial is taoght and
how it's laughl The other is the jubs
and conditions of school workers.
Rattles that have heen Tought at [ocal
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connell level o these issues will now
often have Lo be Tought agun i each
school,
Uider 2  progressive  Lahour
povernment, with a differenl national
pulicy  [remework and o substanial
increase 1 educanional expendiiune,
LMS could represent & real siep for-
ward for populor  democmcy  in
educativn. Under the Tones, it repre-
renlx sometiting very diflerenl. Their
intention = that LMS will decimate
the powers of Labour LEAs and the
strengih of the uions in edocation by
crealing an educanon markst-place in
which schools will compele against
each other llke private busitesses for
pupils  and  hence  Tunding. Each
schoal is fo be run by a chief execu-
tive, the head, now armed with the
lalest in husiness management techni-
ques, ad a5 boanl of directors, the
povernots, The expression of a col-
lective alternative will be impossible:
LEAs will be powerless Lo impose
their palicies on the schools, and the
unions will be atomised by the laws
ot sccondary industral action into
28000 sepurate workplaces. The

Women for
Socialism
Dayschool:
‘Women and
Education’
(speakers
Caroline Benn
and Martha
Osamor)
October 7,
10am-4pm,
Wesley House,
4, Wild Court,
London WG2,
Cost £5/£3/£2
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“The Labour
Party
leadership
should be
organising a
national
campaign now
to arm its
supporters in
the schools
with the
arguments and
the tactics to
resist the Tory
offensive In
education. Of
course it will
do no such
thing”

“Every Labour
LEA should be
settingup a
Governors
Support Unit to
provide not
just initial
training but
ongoing
coordination,
briefing and
back-up on a
soclalist
hasis’

Page 18
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Tories' gamble is that school gover-
nors — incloding tens of
thonsands who are Labour suppornicrs
_ will be compelled by the iresistible
comhineion of national - educalion
policies and the laws of the education
murket to scl as the imnsmission
agents, however reluclant, of the
Tores' educational aims.

The spearhead of the LMS offen-
sive is the threat that povernors will
try i solve their fnancial dilemmas
at the expense of jobs and conditions.
Already one teacher anion is talking
of 300N} teaching jobs at sk, reault-
ing m larger classes. How many of
these will be redundencies and how
many naturnl wastage remaing (o be
seen. In addition, conditions of ser-
vice will worsen: temnporary contracts
will become the norm, workloads will
increase, equal opportunities will be
pndermined.

But LMS iz a gamble. The Tores
can undoubtedly base themselves on
a cerain popular dissatisfaction with
education, and try Lo claim the banner
of parental power against town hall
bureaucracy and teacher dominance.
Essentially this is the legacy of the
last thirty years of social-democratic
educational reformism, and a key task
for the lefi is to develop & convincing
radical alternative to that tradition.
But it iz also true that there 1s real
popular support for miy of the geins
of progressive primary and
prehensive edugation, and certainly o
belief that the Todes are not spending
enough on the schools. The guestion
ix, can that potential opposition be
tumed into an effective alliance for
resigtance?!

ILMS, while gmvely weakening
the ahility of the labour movement (o
oppuse Tory policies at the LEA
level, paradoxically opens the door to
grassroots action at school level. For
the unions, defending their members
entail stronger and  mom
aulonomons workplace organisation,
with a consequent undermining of the
hold of their pew realist leaderships,
The increased powers of school
EUOVEINOrs  means mome  power o
parents, o community activisis {as
coopted govemors) and to Labour
Party supporters, of whom there must
be af least a hundred thousand, mayhe
twice or three times thal number, on
governing bodies, nof just as Labour
Party nominees. If they can uaite with
weachers and other school workers
around common vbjectives, they can
make of LMS o Trojan horse for the
Tories.

The Laboonr Pary leadership
should be orpanizing & national cam-

thuse

-

will

paign now 0 arm ils supporters
the schools with the arguments and
the tactics 1o resist the Tory offensive
in edocation. OF course it will do no
such thing. Tt is sympromatic thai the
motion from the Socialist Education
Association 1o this year's Pamy con-
ference, which is invariably passed, is
concemed only with education policy
after o Lubour government is elected,
and mukes ne mention of the need for
resigiance row to the most reactionary
onslaught on education for sixty
yoars:

Forlunately we don’t have (o wait
for the Labour leademhip. Local
Labour Party branches can begin now
to get orgunised for LMS. Up tll
now, though being a school gavemor
is probably the largest single area of
involvement by Isbour movement
representalives in the stale apparatus,
it has hardly featured on the agenda
of the left. Being a echool govemor is
seen  as  something  worthy  bot
perpheral to the mainstream  of
Labour Party politics. The Tones
have changed that. Every CLP, every
branch, has school govemors in it
whether as Parly nominees, of
parents, of teachers, or coopted mem-
bers. The first step is 1o identify them,
and then to bring them together on a
constituency and u ciry-wide hasis,
Govemors' supporl groups can over-
come izolation and help give ordinary
working people oit govemning bodies
the arguments and the confidence to
stanid up te Tory sympathisers and
manipulative heads, Without  that
Labour governors will end up rubber-
stamping the Tory agends, and af
wiorsl  sacking tmde  unioaists 1o
halance tlie Tores” books,

The only way govemors can bepn
to resist Tory policies is by basiop
themselves on the collective strength
of teachers and other school worders
on the one hand, and parents and the
community oo the other. This is the
strategic alliance that will have to be
built in the bitter local struggles that
will nccur at school level as LMS s
introduced and the nationsl cor-
riculum and national testing get under
way. The alternutive is teachers and
parents trying to solve their probless
at each others’ expense. The botiom
line of much allinnces has to be sop-
port by parenis — and schonl students
— for industrial sction by school staff,
but that can’t be taken for granted:
teachers have Lo reach oul beyond
their “sectoral interests and actively
seck - [0 construct common  under
stundings and nhjectives,

Giovemnors are well placed to play
a key rmle in huilding that coalition of

interests, bul their ability Lo do so
depends upon the stance they take
over culs in jubs and conditoms and
educapional attacks. Tt 15 impossible
ter build an alllance with people if you
are at the =ame tme cutting their jobs
or averriding. their educalional ¢on-
cems. Instead of being the reluctan
agents of Tory attacks, Labour gover-
nors should be alming to build a
coalifion of suppuoit for their refising
i implement  them. There are
analogics here with the posmtion of
Labour councilloss, fn  parficalar,
Labowr governory it F'f‘ﬁi’.ﬁé‘ fer aif-
tack the jobs dmd conditons of
teavhers and cther school workers,
That means ranmng the school mto
the red and compaigning for more
muoney from the LEA and the goveni-
ment. [t means demanding that
Lahour councillors then refuse Jo
rarry ouf their legal obligation 1o
step in ard take over the maragement
af the school from the gavarnors
arder to make the vuts needed 1o
balance the schonl budger

Finally, there still namain two Tm-
portant  political Toles for  Labour
councils after LMS, First, they still
have the msponsibility of allocuting
the education budget. We need (o
demand that no school suffers & cut in
its budget as a result of LMS: that
maximum sdvantage is taken of e
25% of the delegaied budget that iy
aot tdecided simply by pupil numbers
to diseriminaie as much us possible 1n
favour of woddng class schools: and
that insolar as possible essenrial ser-
vices ure refained centrally and not
delegated,

Secondly, they hiave to mecognises
the new sitwalion, and realise  that
Labeur councils: bave to respond 1o
the shill of power fo goveniors by
putting hig resources mitn politically
and  technically supporting  them.
Every Labour LEA should be sefring
pp & Govemors' Support Uit o
provide not just initial (reing boi
cogoing coondination, brefing and
back-up on a socialist baris. Bvery
disimel Labour Party should be set-
ting up proccdures for coordinalion
Labouwr
Labour councillors on the Education
Commiltee.

Popular  compaipns
parents, school workers and local
Labour Parties can be built, LMS
could stimulate the sort of direc
working class nvolvement 1n thi
politics of education that has been al-
most entirely absent Tor the past
deocades.

helween governots  and

umiting

Richard Hafcher
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Tories
give
students
the thi
degree

A the new academic year beging,
students wre facing the next roond in
the Tory onslanght. Kenneth Baker,
in ome of his last major performances
as Education Minister, announced
that after long hours of negotiations
agreement had been reached between
the pgovemment and the clearing
banks about adminidtering the
propused “Top-Up Loans” scheme for
students. Legislation on this will be
forthcoming in the next Parliamen-
tary session,

The tem “Top-llp' ¥ a con-
ndsnomer.  After  being
removed [t the benefit system and
having their alrewdy completely in
adequale grants froren, siudents will
be substantally worse off, even if
they take wp the Government's
geneoua offer of an mdex-linked
laan of aboul £44) per year. This ef
fective ubolition of the full grant {one
of the main facters in epabling any
working class people 1o enter higher
education), and the further
povershment of students as a whole
will serve l:'ll'l]}' i mesinct access Lo
higher education (o an even nrTower
section of the pepulation.

The Tores claim to be intent on
increasing access to higher education,
but fall 10 even address the main
issue In this conlext — the funding of
16-19 yewr olds. The vast majonty of
working class youth, women and
people [rom the black communities
who are =0 chronically uwnder
represented in higher education drop
oul of the system ar 16, withour even
getting anywhere near a grant or a
loan. Until Uving grants are available
to everybody from 16 this sitpation
will continue, and schemes which ig-
nore this meality wall be at best play-

venient
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ing wath frections of the real problem.

All this comes {ast en the heels of
the massive mestructunng of all sec-
tors of education contaned in the
‘Greal” Bducation Reform Act. This
included the prvatisation of the
Folytechaic sector and some colleges
of Higher BEdocation, the unposition
ol business Comunuity representation
on Further Education  goveming
bodiea, and general moves owanls
marketiration and an nrnenizhon to
industry in the whole of post-16
education. Meanwhile, the cuts in
public spending grind relentlessty o,
biting deeper and desper into the
fabric of the education system. Even
Oxford Umiversity, that bastion of
elitism and playground of the young
|:'n::s|_1lg:‘.:r:'-'mul:1 15 10 Anancial cniss, suf-
fenng from chronic underfunding, Tt
geems thal no ivory Loswer 18 Immuone.

It is clear (o Lhis Litany of hor-
rors that the refashioning of Botan's
education systen i her owi inrage is
a cenlral plank of Thatcher's thisd
term, smashing up the post-war con
sensus around Liberal education and
replacing it with sumething that s
driven by the markel, subonbnated 1o
the immediate needs of mdustry and
d.caigncd o namow the mind The
project i both  coberent  and
thorough, operiting at sconomic and
identogical levels s also nven with
contradichons.

The Tory deeam of producing a
well trained, compliant workforce on
the cheap is stmply unrealisuble. In-
trocducing loans and invmasing fees
will nol persuade even the most
talented to go o college, while many
the verge of
hankruptcy. Even more galling is the
fact that given any chotce ot all, stu-

institulions  are Of
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dents consistently and overwhelming
by choose ams and secipl sciences
courses mther than business stodies
and computer science. Despite the
eighties phenomenon of graduate un-
employment, postgraduale courses in
English literature remain massively
oversubscribed while the places for
civil engineenng are unfilled.

In line with the povernment's
general stralegy ol destroying trade
uninns in the sectors they wash 1o at-
tack to minimise resistance, they have
decided it is also necessary to take on
the Matioiral Union of Sudents. This
is an organisaion with no ‘economic
wiight hol disproporionate political
influence, nwing to the histoncal role
of stiudenta in perods of sncal unres
and their structural position in socicty
today

The vast majonty of Brilin's stu-
dents are members ol the NUS and
their menberslip of over 2 pullion is
the most powerful weapen they have

in the battle for educstion. The
Government  has  rojecied  the
sledpehammer  approach  to this

probleam, advecated by rmhid nght
wingers such as Essex MP Tim Jan-
man, of simpty making it illegal lor a
Incal student wnion 1o affiliate b any
national student organisation. and is
curreutly corisidering more sophisti-
cated options  such as  outlawing
‘political” sctivaty by the NUS while
lesving its services intsct or cnding
the srmngement by which smdents
amiomatically become members of
their college smident unioi

In the face of these assaults on its
membership and on its very exstence
NUS has gone into cnsis. The big
poligcal  monoliths.  that Juave
dominated student politics for Lthe last

OCTOBER 18:
Manchester
Area ‘Fight for
the right to
study’ demo

NOVEMBER 11:
‘Black struggle

and the fight
against racism’
— a conference
for the student
movement, at
LSE in London

NOVEMBER 16:
NUS National
Shutdown of

Education and

regional demos

NOVEMBER 29:
Anti-loans demo

called by NUS
London area
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“Loans are not
ridiculous ,
they
deliberately
alter the
concept of
higher
education,
excluding still
wider layers of
people from
its already
narrow
corridors. It is
the NUS
leadership
who are
ridiculous™
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period are cracking and crumbling,
with as yet mothing clearly coming
Forwand Lo replace theny., This crsis of
leadership has permeated every level
af the student movement. Local stu-
dent unions wre petreating into effi
cient service provision, demormlised
by the violence of Thatcher's attacks
and disillusioned by the failure of the
MNUS leadership to stand up to them,
Politics is oul, and "stodent unionism”
151

The forme which has provided the
leadership of NUS for the last five
years — the "Democratic Laft’ (a soft
left growping in the Mational Or-
ganisation  of  Labour  Students
(MOLS)) 15 more than ever revealed
as politically bankropt. The last year
has wilnessed a sharp fall in the nom-
ber of (unctioning Laboor Clubs,
dramatic intemal schisms and poor
election performances. The DL now
relies on alliances with forces to ils
right, such as lhe ewrocommunists
and wanous ‘independents’ to keep
control.

lis strategy to combat the Tory ol-
fensive has proved woefully inade-
guale, more and more purssing a lne
retreat, 'This. year's
propesed loans campaign represents
the nadiv of this line of capitulation,
the central slogan bewng *Ridiculous
ideas Mol — Student Loans!”, accom-
panied by a Heath Robinson lostra-
tion. Loans are not ndiculous | they
deliberately  alter the concept of
higher education, excloding sl
wider layers of people from itz al
ready narrow comidors, It s the NUS
leadersdiip who are ridicolows.

However, the main opposition in
NUS — the Sociglist Organiser-
dominated  Socialist  Students  in
MOLS (S5iN). i5 in no better state,
Having thrown away 1ts opporfamity
to take control of NUS with & senes
of strategic blunders — such as the
“femocracy” debate, where SS5iN suc-

of  iactical

cessfully alienated wliole layers of its

supporters in the liberation campaigns’

with itz oppormnistic cpposition 1o

women' 5 autopomy and meactionary
scousalions of women activisls 0sing
sexigm md heterosexian to funher
their careers — the trend I3 clearly
downwards, An onentation to caphir-
ing the bureapcracy while ignoring
the base will always be fatal, however
well you manoeovre, and recent cf-
forts to revitalise and reunite SSIN
such as “Left Unity” have failed to
draw in any 0ew aclvisis or risc
above being an 30 front, The decline
seems terminal.

The history of these two opposing
groups is inextricably linked. They
both came to prominence on the
backs of Bennism in the Labour Parry
and have al times been defined more
by the [act that they are opposed to
the other mather than any positive
progrmmme. This is particularty tme
of the DL which has been very inter-
nally lieterogeneous, held together
anly by a hatred of Trotskyists, It is
thus suprising  that  their
downwand trajectones are  roughly
paralle]l — indicaling Lhe dim view of
Kinmwk s Labour Party prevalent in
the sodent movement, and that you

not

can only fool people for so long.

The only growing force in NUS
arc the ‘independents” (in which
category the Greens comently full as
they have as yet no organisation or
clearly defined polivea! identity). As
the nams suggests, this covers a broad
spectrum of political views, bul they
are on the whole pa of an apolitical
drift in the student movement, work-
ing hanl to serve students” immediate
needs within the paramelers sel down
by the Government — cheap beer, wel-
fare services etc, and shunning
poliics and especially political or-
ganisations as pait of what they see as
wrong with NS, They consistently
fimd themselves allied with NOLS
against mass action,

The intemal decay and political
barrenness of muoch of NUS can be
clenrdy seen in the development of the
Tiberation campaigns. Previoosly one
ol the most dynumec sectors of the
movement, forging ohead with new
jdeaz, new debates and new struc-
tures, it was the srength of these
campaigns that ensured that NUS had
such progressive mnd madical policies
on, for instance leshian wand gay
liberation -and & woman's nght o
choose, long before other natipnal or-
ganisations.

However, the intemal culture of
these campaigns has hecome stifling
and the women's and leshian and gay

campaigns in particular are sinking
it the mire of identity politdcs,
Though activists on the ground con
Lige to work haod and enthusiastical-
Iy in their colleges and arcas the
amoumt of support and hack-up they
receive from the national organisationg
is minimal and largely dirchonless.
Mow the libermtion campaipgns are
wsed and abused at Conference as
pawns in whal has become a battle
foor survival, with scant altention pad
to the aultmomy we have Fought so
long and hard for.

However, the sevenly of the
govermnment’s altncks nel only on
stndents”  immedisle slandards of
living but on the educalion system a3
awhole has a very deep radicalising
potential, some of which
demonstrated durng the last year
The old Robbins principles — that
higher cdoncation should be available
to all those who can bepefit from it -
have soch strong =appor that even
those students who will have left
education by the proposed date of 1n-
troduction of the loans system will
fight strongly to defend them, Despite
the efforts of the NLIS buraocracy to
defuse action and dampen the anger,
fast year saw a wave of action and
radicalisation in the colleges, the
maosl obviows poinl of which was the

was

patice cherge oo the Novemhber 24
demonstratzon. This anger wall metum
with a vengeance as actual legislation
on the proposals begins to be dis
cissed in Parllament

The Spcialist Movement can play
an imporiant mole in these develop-
ments, As-an exciting, dynamic left
force in the labour movement,
through  which sludents can  build
hinks with nther socislists in practical
achvity, The open structures the
Socialist Movement is developung
ean alse enable students 1o participate
in i range of discossions on wider is-
sues which are so often absent from
student politics,

Miss aetion against loans, linking
with the labour movament, 15 e only
stiategy that will defeat the Tory al-
tack, It is a stratepy that must be
fuught for sgains the present NUS
lendership: bt the structures of NUS
must nod be ipnored, for what we e
working for is the lorpest possible
muobilisaliens, the greatest and widest
number of people involved. That
could best be achieved with the sup-
port ol the leaderstup. The siyns are
that the hburepucmcy’s gnp on the
situation  1n  shipping:  things are
mowing in the nghl direction.

Rebecca Flemming.
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The downhill road to Brighton '89
TURNING FULL CIRCLE

Ten years in the life of the Labour
Party

As the Left at this year's Labour Party Conference
contemplate yet “another fine mess', while Kinnock’s
careerist team revel In the latest poil figures, PETE
FIRMIN chronicles the political changes since Labour
was last in office — and the role of the LefL

The Last Labour Governments

The Labour govemments of 1974-79 under Wilson and Callaghan
were a disaster for the working class. The IME, NATO and maltina-
tionals dictated policies — cots in social spending, three years of wape-
cutting *social contract’, and vigorous support for NATO (end Polans).
To prop up his majority Callaghan made pacts with explicitly anti-
working class forces: first the Liberals amd then a deal with the Ulster
Ulnionists.

The final collapse came with the "Winter of Discontent” of 1978 79,
when section afler section of workers wenl into battle against the
govemnment's 5 percent limut on pay nees: (which Labour Pary con-
{erence and the TUC had both rejected in 1978

Left organisation

From 1966 until the mid-Tiks, the Tnbune group of MPz was the
main opposiicn grouping in e paty. I called for the whole party to
elect the leader and for the NEC to have greater contiol of the menifes-
te, While most of itz members were catical of the Callaphan povem-
ment and voted againg many of its policies in pardiament, whenever
thiis was followed by a motion of confidence they buckled and sup
poned the leadership.

Frumration with the Tobune Group’'s purely parbiamentary mie and
diggatisfaction wilh ils holding back in ils sltacks on the leadership
wete factors lending 1o the founding and growth ol new groupings in
the 1970s.

The Campaign for Labour Pary Democracy (CLPD) held its first
meeting at 1973 Labour Conference. Its statement of aims said that
conference policy decisions should be binding on the Padismentary
Labuour Pary and urged the Natonal Executive Conumittes to ensures
{hat Labour’s election manfesto acourately reflected policy as ex-
pressed by confersnce decisions. CLI'D grew rapndly in the late 1970

The Labowr Co-ordinuiing Commitise, fommed in 1978 by former
co-workers ol Tony Benn's in the Depariment of Industry, grew qulck
ly to a membership of | (00

Democratic reforms

Pressure developed around three important areas of constitutions)
change even before Labour lost the 1979 election. Thess wens Lthe night
of CLPs to select their parliamentary eandidate, whether or not they
had & sitting Labour MP: the election of the Leader and Depuly Leader
by the party as a whole; and control of the manitesto by the NEC.

Mandatory reselevtion was passed in 1979 1979 conference also
st up a Commission of Enquiry to report not only oo constitutional
chunges but on the peneral functioning of the Party.

In response to the threat from this Commission of Enguiry, the Teft
sef up the Ronk and File Mobilising Commiltee {RFMC) to continue
the fight for the changes. On the initialive ol Socialist Organiser (ot
that time the paper of the Socialist Campaign for 2 Labour Victory ) this
included nearly all the lefl orgonisations in the Purly — CLPD, LCC,
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ILP, NOLS. TWC, Clause 4, Labour Action for Peace, Militant, and the
LPYS. The Tobune Group refused to join,

In May 1980, on the initiative of the TGWL, the NEC called a spe-
cial confercnce to discuss Labow's pogramme, ‘Peace, Jobn and
Freedom®. This left programme was adopted by all sections of (he
party, including Callaghan, Yel the most significant even of the con-
ference was probably the lunch-ume leunch meeting of the RFMC,
Over half the conference delegates auended 1o hear Tony Benn. The
RFMC held 20 meetings amund the country berwesn the end of
August and conlerence, building suppon for the constitutional changes
anid produced severs] bulletins.

Benn himszlf became radicallsed by his expericnce as a Mimister,
secing Labour's progranume blocked by a combination of senior civil
servails and Labour’s feadership, [ wamsm't until 1980 that Benn ac-
tually joined the Trbune groop and lent Wis supporl to CLPD's
demands; he remained a member of Labour Cabinels, sceepting colles
tive responsibility, nght up unhl the defeat in 1979 In 1981 be was not
even a member of the LOC, widely seen as the *Benmte' grouping.

The Commission report in Tune 1980 firg rased the idea of the
leader being elevted by an electoral college, even though untll then it
liad always been posed ay election by eonference: The left, nrganised
in the REMC, took & ractical decision to support it a8 the only realisti-
cally winnahle option,

The January 1981 special conference saw the lell eventually win
oul with its proposal of 40 percent for the trade unions:. 3 J'!r_‘[ce‘n[ for
tie PLI* and 30 pervent for the CLPS —again=t altematives giving a vir-
mual veto to MU, The key to this vicinty was the unity atound limited
ainis aclueved by the RFMC,

Coatrol of the mznifesto by the NEC was never won, despite being
pasged in principle in 1980 and [981; the necessary constitutional
amendments were namowly defeated.

The Right desert - and fight back
Sheortly after the special conference of January 1981, the ‘Gang of
Four' Labour repegades fssued their ‘Limehouse Declamation” and in

March the Social Democratic Pasty was formed. During the course of
1981, 28 Labour MP's defected. The mtroduction of accounlability to
their CLPs and removal of their sole nght to elect the leader was wo
much.

Shonly alter annual conlerence in 1980 had adopted the principle

nl the election of the leader by the party as 5 whole, but not decided

how, Callaghan resigned as leader. The left fought for Michae] Foot,
the deputy leader, 10 become acting lender pending the implementation
of the clectoral college, but the PLP voted 2-1 to proceed with a full
clection. Asa holding operation those left MPs who supported the con-
stitutional changes voted for Foot to keep out Healey.

Denis Healey, most associgied with the 1974-T8 governiments, was
still deputy leader. In April 1981, Tony Benn anncunced he was stand-
lng against him. Most groups Lo the RFMC threw themselves into this
canipaign, with fringe meetings al every union conference and mass
rallies around the country. So much was this campaign around policies
rather than personalities that the campaign was maintained at the same
high level even when Benn was ill and unable to participate,

Hesaley scraped home by 50,426 percent to 49.574 perceny op the
| second hallot. The votes of 4 more MPs in the sscond ballop waglid
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have secured the depury leadership for Benn. 16 Tribunites (led by Neil
Kinnock) abstained in the second ronnd, while 4 voted for Healey.

But the right was far from finished. Not all of them had left with the
SDP. The lcft had been meking guins on the NEC ever since 972,
controlling it since 1974, In 1981 the right were trinmphant: 5 nght
wingers replaced § left wingers creating a fragile balance of power on
the MEC, Foot and his allies on the “soft lefi” (Kinnock and Lestor)
were ible to frustrate many lefl wing moves.

The witch-hunt takes off
Heg (later Lord) Underhill | national secretary of the Labour Party,

had been agitating for the NEC o publish his docomenis on the |

“infiltration’ of the party by Militant, At first efosing, the NEC even-
tually suceumbed when Underhill, on retining, released his report to the
press anyway December 1981 the NEC commussioned Hon
Ha}rwafd, the new general secretary, and David Heghes, the it bl
agenr, to investigule the activitizs of Militant.

In January 1982 the NEC and Trades Unionists Tor a Laboor Vie
tory held a mecting ot the ASTMS educational schoul in Bishops
Stortford A deal wis done to present an appearance of unily in the face
of the Tory government. The left on the NEC el relieved at the oor
cotne
move against Militant or parlismentary candidates had been agreed and
expulsions seemed a long way ofl. Reality showed that it was the lefi
that was prepared to “mark time”, not the right.

Within o week of the Bishops Storiford meeting the organisation
sub-commitiee of the NEC ordered Sunderland Morth CLP to rerun its
selection of Bob Clay and, shortly after, the NEC rejected Fat Wall's
selection for Bradford North.

The Hayward-Hughes report, presented in June 1982, asserted that
Militant was *a party within a party’, hut avoided proposing simple ex
pulsion, calculating that such an obvious wilch-hunt would be unac-
ceplable to conference. Instead they proposed thal the party set up o
register of recognised groups within the party, and made clear from the
start that Militant would not be eligihle — and therefore Militant sup-
porters could not be members of the party. 'The decision to establish
the Temister was opposed by most CLPx and regional conferences, but
camied with the support of the nnions.

The imsue of the repister certainly had one of the desired effects of
confusing the left, whicli failed to organise either for o united Gght
against the register or for the crucial NEC elections in 1982, Labour
Liaison ‘A2 — an atternpt to wilte those prepaned Lo conlinge the fight
against the might's pffensive - collapsed in disarray. By this time
Tribune and the LOC were effectively calling I a wilch-hunt of “some
of the more sscretive seclarian orpanisations’

The right wen u clear majoiry in the NEC elections, and then used
Its majorily o remove the lefi from all imporant NEC conunittees;
with Foot ahstaining.

Dizarray on the left sccelerated after the passing of the register (by
5 million 1o 1,5 million voies at 1982 conferenee ). CLPD was caught in
the trap of its own policy of the sovereignty of conference decisions,
and was pever to be the same [ome wgaln, The LOC described the
regisier as 4 shambles, but ehl] decided to register,

The Tabune Group voted 39-27 (with & abstentions) o regster,
resulting i the resipnation of its choir und secretary and the eventual
formation of the Campaign Group of MI%s in December 1982, hacked
by 23 MPs. Tribuse newspaper hecame for a petiod a paper of the far
TefL:

Despite tlus, the fght to prevent a witch-hunt continued, Militant it-
self held a eally of 3,000 in September 1982: hut the "Labour Steering
Committes Againsl the Witch-hunt’, despite non-Militant igureheads,
was a Militant front Militant's chosen merthod of fighting the witch-
hont, as in later years, wan through cowt action. The only other thing
they were interested in was sell-advertizement

Because Militant"s fallure to otiganise serionsly with all those op-
posed 1o the witch-bunt, “Labour against the Witch-tunt” was formoed,
I founding meeting in October 1982 hod 300 delepates from CLPs
and wnions It adopted a policy of non-co operation with the register

In
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not-a single constitutional change had been agreed, no specific

aid o refusal to expel,a policy implemented by, for instance Ishngton
South,, which to this day considers Ted Grant and Peler Taele 1o be
miermbers.

Because ol Militants tegal actions, the Labour burcancracy™s legal
advisers lold 11 (o restrict expulsions to the 5 members of the Milifane
editnrial hoanl: bt the witch-bunt wag by no means mestocted to
Militunt supporiers. Bermoudsey CLP selected Peter Tatchell as its
pariamentary candidite. Provoked by an SDP MP, quoting from an ar
tele by Tutchell in London Labewr Bricfing which argued Tor extra-
parlinmentary action againgt the Tones, Michael Fool declaed 1o
Drecember 1981 that Tatchell would never be endorsed as a Laboue
candidate,

After a long and binter campaign, Toichell eventually won selection
a zecond time and was endorsed by the NEC. Bot the danape was
done. The media was given "open houde” toatiack Tatchiell, not only as
an exiremist, bul also for his homosexuality. Disowncd by the leader-
ship, slandered in the press and undermined by the Party NREC,
Tatchell lost heavily to the Liberads in early 1983,

Foot's disasters - then Kinnock arrives

Foo's eventual endorsement of Tatchell meant that he was then pil-
loried for backing down. The press: began to speculate shoul P
TESLETHIE,

Foat's political concessions to the Tores were shown med around
the Palklands/Mulvinas war in Apal 1982, Foot encoumged the
povernment In send the Tusk Porce, and Labour compeied with the
Tories for jingoism. Nor was there a lell campaign againsl the war. The
first vote in the Commons on 20th May was afier 6 debates: only 33
Labour MI's voted sgainst the govemment,

When Labour |t the peneral election in 1983 with 27.6 pereent of
the vote to the Allianee's 254 pement (Labowr’s bowest share of the
vote since 19183 11 was hardly surprising. The medsa had spent its tine
promoting the SDPLibernl Alliance, the party had been nven by &
wilch-hunt under an apparently lame-duck leader, On top of all this
Callaghun, the ex-leader, attacked Labour's policies on disarmament,

Foot resigned moon alter the election. Omehestoted by Clive Jenking
and Mosz Evans, the TGWL & ASTMS executives - which " just
liappened” to be meeting on tie smne day as Fost annewseed his redip-
iwation  Immediately declared their support Tor the “drean ticket” of
Kinnock and Hattersley, even befom they declamed they wers standing!
ch_m[dm:mu:.r_ Benan, the most cresdible lelt candidate, wios unable to
stand for election having loat his seat ufter boundary chunges,

Eric Heffer stood as leader und Michae! Meacher (then o member of
the Campaipn Group) as depuly. Some on the feft hed their doubis
about supporing Heffer hecause ol his poor recond on ahortion nghts,
others disputed whether Kinnock should he'supported on a later round
fagainst the right’s Peter Shore) il HelTer was eliminated, becwwse they
felt, rghtly. tha Kinnock was u *stalking horse” for the nght. Kinnock
won easily on the first round, with Meacher, the candidue of the lefl
for deputy, voting for him! A sign of the shift thot had nlready tuken
place was that Kinnock got 91.5 percent of CLP voles, despite the [l
that he hiad been penerally despised only a couple of vears before,

Kinnock's election widens Left split

The aplit in the lefl — between ‘hard” and “soft” — widened wiies
Kinnock's clecton. The “aoft’ lefl — led ol constluency level hy the
L and with Ken livingstone as ity most prosminenl. nullosal
proponent — argued that the lefi needed 1o *cuddle up® 1o Kinnock to
keep him out of the arms of the right, ignoring the fact thol he was o
tually leading the right’s counter-attack

"Mew Healion' had been prowing in the unions — having sold out
strupgles agamsl the Tores the union leaders declared that simggle
was futile and the univns needed to mescind thele policy of boyenlting
bipartisan hodies and hegin talking o the govemment. In the Lahour
Party it mean! they gave Tall support (o Kinock and his ‘medemtion’
of policies

The advance of ‘new reslism’ was held up sumewhat by the
minars” strike and the support given (ol by uninn and constiluensy ac-
tivistz 45 well as the lefl on the NEC. Kinnock gave as Title support 1o
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Whitty as ‘s new
partnership  that  will
fomm.  an effective
leadership’.

The left did win on
the indemnification of
uninng, leshian and
gay rights and remov-
ing MPs conscience
clause on aborion, bt
the programume ‘A
MNew Partnemship, A
New Britain® put for-
ward st 985 con-
fetepce contained no
menbon of socialism:
instead  there  were
phrases like *partner-
=hip not confiontation”
and ‘n pew senwe of
COMMONn Irpose”,

Back in 1983 a
resalution calling Tor
positve . action  m

favowr of black mem-
hers had been referred
v the exocutive. A
majonty favoured
Black Sections on the
saime basis as the Y8
and women’' s sections,
but instead a ‘Black
and  Asian  Adwvisory
Comumitiee’ was s=i up
which was n be un-

r?l'-'ll;c' only 430, 000 votes 2 : elected and have s

» e cast  lor British = ¥ ; f e purcly advisory rtole

w'.'ﬂl druwal Pater Tatchell: a 1983 victim of Fool’s attempls io pander to bigots and the media on  ‘organisational’
i

2 The frst serions attemp miatters only. The

iptroducs ¥ fomt of “one member one vote' for parlismentary selec-
'F" o was, 1o the surprise of many, defeated Mot only would political
“E:__..__]_-i_:nmg trade untontsts have been disenlranclused of 5 =moke, b
L:‘". uuc;' hypocrisy of the move was shown in thut it was only to apply
jo SRNE MEe " . -
The Miners lose and Kinnock hits back
In the late 1970 and early 19805 the lelL had opegated az a cohosive
pfock on the NEC, The break-up of this unity amd the policy gains of
he right accelerated from the opd of 1984 and during 1985, with
L_“ﬂﬂ, Blunkett and Meacher {still o member of the Campaign
Glru.-uiﬂ' inereasingly voting with the nght. Kinnock began to dismantle
P;L';cy-mukiug role of the NEC, handing 1t over more and more to
he Shadow Cabinel.
(n eardy 1985, afier a call hy Labowr Sriefing. Labour Left Co-or-
ation was formed involving Hnefing, CLPD, Black Sections.
m{‘LGR’ Labour Women for Ireland, Labour Committee for Treland,
lﬁ-ﬂ--r'.:rﬁﬂ Viewpaodnt, Soctalist Organiser and [nite & Frght. Cnly
Il.l,fr'ﬂlf"’”' and Labour Herald ol the left papers ignored this call, LLC
ok imporiant small sleps around suppuon for pasticular issues.
o with the miners” strike over, Kinnock used his platform ar 1985
-.l-mft"'f“"'e io attack the NUM and Li\'-i‘]_TrDU] Council, one of only two
I_nbc‘“r Councilz which had attempted to camy out conlersnie: policy
resisting rate-capping. Kinnock’s speech dominated, yei Tribune
de»‘!ﬁﬂ-‘d after the eonference tha “the left hag never been stronger and
(he pmﬁ""—'ﬂ of a radical left wing Labour govemment has never been
pealer s and even Militamt wrote ‘conlerence remained fully hehind
* dicul socialist policies’. Livingstone, the darling of the L!'..'.T.' after his
_ollemut of the rate-capping strugple, was descrbing Kinnock and
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BAAC was boycotied by Black Sections and the left, and collapsed.
A renewed witch-hunt

Elinnovk s attack on Liverpool Council was the clarion call for the
nexl mupy stape of the wilch-hunt. Liverpool District Partty was
suspended by the NEC in November 1983, and 9 members (all sup:
parters of Miliianr) eveptually expelled between May and October
1986 This time the LOC on Merseyzide led the witch-hunt, while
nihers on e soft [oft allowed themaelves to be blisded by the accuss.
tiong of ‘it dation

Lahoir Againat the Witch-huni *86 was formed to fight the spread-
g purge, but mer problemsa [rom lwo guarters. M ilérans, having given
up even 4 show of fighting the wilch-lunt other than by cour action,
was willing to do no more than send speakers 1o meetings and con-
lerswes. The pew. factor was thal seotons of the “hard lefl’ disputed
the need to defend Militan:, ¢laiming that, because of its reacticnary
positions on women's liberation, the Insh struggle and black and les-
bian. and gay politics, it was not really on the lefL Insidiously, the
deleme of Amir Khan and Kevin Scally who had been expelled from
Hutlersley's Sparkbrook constituency was counlerposed Lo the defence
of Miltnan: suppiriers.

This wenl alongside the smashing up of LLC, and its replacement
m May 1986 with Laboor Left Liaison, by those mtending (o fom: an
pllinnee with the ‘soft left® (or, at best, its “hard” end), Sociafist Action
and CLPD.

Tn 1986, Kinnock concentrated on his programme for 2 nght wing
Lahour govemment. The shift (o the rght continued with Enc Heffer
Towing lis NEC place. The CLPs now vioted 2-1 in favour of expul-
S1ONR.
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DEPTH

Thie lefr did win some pnportant victeries — the demand fora fulure
Labour povernment to set upa Minsstry for women was passed ayguins
the NEC's recommendation, and the lesbian and gay rights resnlution
schieved 74 percent of the vote. Unilateralism was reafTimed, topether
with yel another call for a *real’ campatgn arouend it bul conference
fudged the issue of nuclear power,

By this time Livingstone was bemouning the fact that his ‘realign-
ment of the lefl” (around Kinnock) hal (eiled, and was openly express
ing the unzaid desirg of the LLL {or a new alliance of scctions of the
hard left with the LCC.

1986 conference saw another new development. Labour Women's
Action Commiftes (formedy part of CLPDY), which had been in the
foreFront of the campaig [or democratic women's  struclures,
swilched to providing the mogt vocal support for o eview of women's
nrganisalion to be camied oul by the NEC! LWAC either had Lo build
links with women in struggle and take up the fight within the unions or
it could wheel and deal with undon leaders 1o get 'the best possible”
From the consaltation, Its leaders chose the batter course.

Hy this time the witch-hant was so rampant, with CLI's and regions
being given the green light to expel whoever they wanted, that the poor
MELC claimed it was not able to cope with the workioad of dealing with
the cases and appeals and a National Congitutional Conunittes was set
up.

The ‘review’ of the LPYS saw Socialist Youth dropped, mgional
Y 5 conlerences and committees closed down and

produced by some members of the LOC seering commmittee and LLL
reaffirming left policies, tn the oulrage of the oght of the LOC and
Marzism Today, Bur again this consisted only of demands on a future
Labour government, and despate holding one of the lasges fringe mest-
ings, nothing more came of it

Phase T of the Policy Review, passed at 1988 couference, was
bland, laying out Kinnock's basic prnciples in support of markel
aocialism, ‘helping companies o meet the challenge of the next
decade’. But il was accompanied by constitutional changes which
hadn’t been discussed thrmoueghout the Party in advance, which removed
imporiant democratie rights. All parly membership applications were
i be centrlised, the support of 20 percent of the PLP (increased from
LI} percent) was Lo be necessary to nominale [or 2 leadership challenge,
and the NEC was wiven the nght o impose hy—lection candidates (the
mie change used to remove Marthae Osmor 28 a candidate {or sclec-
tion in Vauxhall in the search for a "safe’, while candidate who sup-
porsd the leadership’s polivier).

A “National Youth Campaigns Committes” was set up on which the
LPYS was o be a minorty and which would elect the Y58 mepre-
sentative o the NEC, The Bluck Sections resolubion was yel again
defeated, although it won the support of NUPE. Viclones were won
againg the leadesship — a comumitment to tme woman on every shortlist
{which the NEC oppesed): a nalional minimum wage and 8 35-hour
wesek. opposition to the government’s Employment Training: and

unilateralism was reaffirmed.

national conference cancelled. The age limil was
reduced from 26 to 23, thus excloding hell the
membership. Militant and much of the lelt put up

“The upturn In the class struggle
should now be utilised by the left

Everyone knew that Phase I of the Policy
Review was in be the erunch, Kinnock signailed
well in advance that it would be ditching

no real fight against what has virmeally meant the to bring In new forces to break Labour's comnuitment to uniluteral nuclear dis-
death of the Y5, the circle and enable us to "gh’t ammament. The debate at 1988 comlemnce,
One of the major successes of this period was and defeat the “Hm 'H'Il'l'g" though Kinnoeck would have liked 1o have won,

the drive by Black Sections, supponted by the
left, to gel black candidates selected for the
generul election. Bventually 4 Black MPs were elected, a major ad-
vanve which was sontewhat sonred by the witch-bant by the leadership
of Shoron Atkin, who was removed as a candidate by the NEC for the
‘enme’ of stating the troth that the Labour Party is a mcist party,
Defeat in 1987 - enter the Policy Review

After 4 years of peshing the party to the nght and the witch-hunt,
Kinnock only managed to increase Labour's vote in the 1987 election
by 3 percent compared to 1983, 11 percent behind the Tones. He
priceeded to blame the defeat on the hard left, gays and hlackes, and
now fell il oppurune o go for the long-expected frontal attack on
policies: the twn year Policy Review was inilinted to by pass the nuar-
mal policy-making process,

In 1985 Hattersley had called for, and got, unanimons sopport for a
resolution committing the party to extending “social ownership’. By
1987 an NUM resolution calling for privatized companies (o he -
natonalised was defeated by 3.9 million to 2.4 million and conlercnee
only pledged 1tsell 1o taking back Telecom and Gas. 1987 conference
also adopted the constiluency electoral collegs for parlinmentary selec-
tion, introducing one member one vide Mor individual paty members.

Yet, even in this pennd policy gaind were made by the lef
Vigoroos campaigning hy the Labour Campaign for Lesbian and Gay
Rights meant that conference had its [irst ever debate on the lssue in
1985, passing a resolution againsl the advice of the NEC on ending dis
crimination and unjust laws by 3.2m 1o 2.8m with the support of the
TGWII and NUM (the latier influenced by their strike and the suppore
given hy ‘Leshians and Gays support the Miners'), 1986 conference
reeffirmed the same policy with unanimous NEC backing and acldev
ing 7% percent of the vole, well over the two-thirds needed for in
clusiom in the manifedo. In 1988, a resolotion reaffinning existing
polivy, calling lor the repeal of Clause 28 and a commitment to posi-
tive imuges of leshians and gays by Labour councils, 84 percent sup-
port was won with only the elecinicians (EETPU ) and soginesrs { AELT)
Opposing:

Prior to 1987 conference-a |4-point statement for ‘lelt amily ™ was
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merely tested the water,

The Benntleller campaign for the [eader
ship in 1988 was a welcome opporunily lo organise opposition to the
Policy Review and rampant sew realism. Meetings around the country
drew Lage audiences and breathed new live mio left groupings. Yet the
result was dismal, Parly, this was inevitable w that due o the defears
in struggles against the Tones the left was weake But there were other
factors over which there was more direct control. The candidacy was
declared lale, 50 Lhal although there were {inge meetings at nany TU
conferences, there was npl ime or the campaign to pet the policies dis-
cussed throughon! the TL) branches in advance. The Campaign Uroup
wself was divided on fighting the election, with many prelerming o try
and build a0 abliance with the soft left.

198% has seen the Policy Heview with s acceptance of “market
forces! lannched with a fanfare as if it were already conference policy,
while exising conlerence policy (oo lesbian wnd gay ophis and
unialeral nuelear disarmament) has been ignored.

Kinnock and most of the Party =ee Labour's success in the Hom-
clections and higher standing in the opinion polls ay s resull of the
Policy Review. Yet it coincides with the Tories™ problems with the
econmmy and the unpopularity of their next mund of privatization —
water and electrvity — together with their attack on the NHS. and the
anpending implementation of the Poll Tax. Labour would almost in-
evitaly have risen in the polls in this situation.

The decline of the Alliance (and its componenl paris since it fell
apart) is down to Labour siealing itz ‘modemtion” and the media feel-
g It po longer has a need o promote i against Labour's 'extremizm .
The other aspect ol the unpopularity of the Tones, he upsurge m the
class struggle, has produced no suppon from Kunock, whoe told the
railweorkers to cull off their sirke, and has refused to suppont even the
‘safest” and most popular ol industial action such asthe norses.

Some Conclusions

The watch-word in the Labour Pasty during most of the 1980 has
been that the left shooldn't “rock the boat®, thal we have 1o maintain
Party unity in order to win elections. The nght only sccept Pary oty
oy their terms — Lhe "umily of the graveyard” where the membership are
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content with their role as canvassers and the
right get on with making policy.

In the PLP and NEC there have been those
‘lefs’ prepured to criticise so long as this
criticiem could remain within safe limits - as
soon a5 il threatened their own position, in
volved organimng wider forces or they were
pocused of ‘rocking the boat®, they beat a
hasty retreal.

One of the weaknesses has been the failure
to nee the democratic changes won, Only 8
deselections of sitting MPs took place by the
general clection of 1983, No clections at all
for leader and deputy leader took place be-
rween 1984 and 1987, despite this being the
period of the most rapid moves to the nght
When democratic machinery falls into disuse
it is easler for the right to attack it,

Kinnock's drive to temove all vestiges ol
lefr policies and left influence has been in line
with the interests of the mling class. They
prefer a Tory govemment: but If the Tores are’ anpopular they are
prepared b have what they consider a “safe’ Labour govenmment, espe-
cially as such povemments have in the past proved more suceesaful in
dizciplining the working class than the Tones donng perinds of
heightened clase struggle.

The strength of the left in the Labour Pary cannot be sepamted from
the strength of the left in the unions. While muny union leaders sup-
ported the democratic changes in 197980 and Tony Benn's deputy
leadership challenge (many only under pressure from their membes

You afn't seen nothin’ yet! The dream duo of
Kinnoci-Hatlersiey still have mors plans

ship) this was closely connected to their
rejection of Labour's pay policy and inten-
Lion to bring in anti-union laws, But as this
faded im0 the past and the reality of a class-
stuggle Tory government emerged, these
lewlerships rapidly metreated. Democmacy
threatened to spill nver into the nnions, put-
ting their own privileges in danger: and the
altemative  to supporting  the  Labour
leadership’s moves to the dght was to or-
gamsc seicus resistuice lo the Tores, some-
thing they were not prepared 1o do,

Kinnock  hasn't  finished,  Having
sanitized policy through the Policy Review
he wants to make sure that the left can
Oever dguin atiain the strength it did in
197981

The pasd ten years have shown, above
all, how much the fate of the left in the
Labour Party 1a linked to developments in
the class struggle. The impetos for the poat-

79 changes came [rom disillorionment with Libour's policies in

governmient. Bul defeals and sell-nuts In the struggle against the Tories

and employers reduced the confidence of the working elass und

removed the pressure on Labour and trade union leaders for adequate
| policies,

[ The uptum in the class staggle should now be wtilised by the Jeft —
notably the newly launched Socialist Movement that has emerged from
the Chesterfield conferences — 1o bring in new forces to beeak the circle
anid enehle us really to fight and defeat the rght wing.

L-LE e LYo

Back to Basics:

Don’t mention the War!

Readers of Soclalist Dutiook can scarcely have avoided the
huge barrage of medla hype commemorating the 50th Anniver-
sary of the outbreak of World War 2.

A deluge of more and less serious material on the War has of-
tered old patriots fresh opportunities for Hlag-waving, and the
British capitalist class, now the authors of soma of the maost
repressive anti-union and anti-immigration laws In the world, a
chance to postura in the fraudulent role of historlc defenders of
democracy.

Though It Is still not fashionable to oppose the general lina
that World War Two was a ‘war for democracy’, it Is relatively
easy 50 years later to make correct paints exposing the Im-
perialist lias and the positions of the Labour and Communist
Parly lsadars who threw themselves into promoting the war ef-
fort.

What tends to be overlooked is that a small but committed
minority of marxist class fighters, mestly around the political
banner of Trotskylsm and the young Fourth International
{tounded 1938) took up the fight on many of these Issues af the
tima and wpheld the line of soclalist principle throughout the
war years,

As a tribute to their fight, we reproduce here the marxist
answars to soms of the key questions that arise: what coused
the war? what was the correct line for socialists in refatlon to
it? what was the development of class struggie during and afier
the war? and whal were the lasting conseguences?
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Behind the patriotic
ballyhoo

Whose war was
it, anyway?

The immediate causes

Ag carly as 1931 Trotsky

had predicied: if  LHitler
takes power, he will un-
leash @ war against the
Soviel Linion. With
tumdsight, the Brtish his-
torian. Trevor-Roper wrote
in 1964: ‘in onder to realise
tus ulbmate aim, the ms-
toration and extension of
the lost German empire. in
the East, Hitler had always
recognised that diplomacy

could not be enough, Ul-
timately there must be war;
war againgt Russia'

A large mass of historical
evidence confirms that judge-
ment, Practically from the mo-
ment of becoming Chancellor,
Hiller started 1o rearm Ger
many, From the begnning, his
pogramme had a double ob-
jective:. i meke possible the
immediate pump-piming of a
cnsis-ridden German industry,
under conditions of = sharp
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upward rush of profits (both of the mass of
profit and of the mte of pmfit)y; and o prepare
al some puint in the Tulure — nol later than
within leni years — an onslaught sgainst the
Sovied Union, in order 1o conguer for German
imperialism in Eastern Europe the equivalemt
of Britam’s ludian empire

The Lebensrgum in question was by and
large already mapped out by the Brest-Litovsk
Treaty and the general annexationist trends of
radical German mpenalisls wnd hig busingss
interests at the time of World ‘War One. The
greater knowledge which the German bour-
geoisie had acquired since then about Russin’s
patural resources, and the very progress of in-
dustmalisation in the USSR, could coly make
these objechves bolh broader and more fan-
talising,

Of course n war of imperialist conguest
and plunder against the USSR did not
automaticelly suply a full-scale Eurmpean
war, lel alome & world war, at least not from
the point of view of the particular economic
Togic of Geimian impenalism, or even within
the (rmewods of the particular pohiteal logc
of the MNaziz, The latter would cerainly have
prefened to maintain their vanous adversanes
divided, and knock them out or neutralise
them one by one. To coax Czechoslovakia
and Polend into becoming relisctant sllies of
the Hungarian type In & war against Russia
would have heen less costly for German im-
pedalism than to have o subdue them
militarily first.

But tha! was only possible if tnporant
changes of bourgeois leading personnel oc-
cured in these countries, end il they ceased to
be clicnt states of French (amd o o lesser ex-
tent Brinzsh) impenalism. This in fum was
possible only through the consent or passive
resipnation of Pars or London to German
hegemony on Lhe contimenl

Hitler tned to achieve thal obpctive step
by step between 1933 and 1939, thiough a
pragmatic combimation of threats and entice
medits, of blackmail and military pressure,
These manoenvies scored o seres of sucoes-
zes belween 1934 and 1928 {remilitanisation
of the Rhineland, Anschlues with Austria, an-
nexation of the Sudetenland). But their failure
was ensured once the German army oceupied
Prague in March 1939

From  that point onwards, Bntish mm-
penalism (taking a reluctant French ally into
tow} was determined o resist by {orce any
further German expansion in Eagemn Europe.
Hitler knew ihis. Bul he did nod want to
forego the advance in modem weapons he still
enjoyed (or a couple uf years. He deliberately
risked war with Brtain by atacking Poland
on | Seplember 1939, From 3 Scptember
1929 onwards, he found himsclf af war with
Britain and France, az a result of thal con-
soious decision. ...

Bntish impenadlism war commitied Lo the
long-term objeciive of preventing a hostile
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pewer from completely
dominating the con-
tinent of Europe, be-

cause it understood —

and correctly so [nom
the point wl view of its
owT interests — that soch
a dopunaton  would
only be an  interinde
before an all oot
onslasght by German
imperialisgm against the
British Empire as such.
Had not Hitler claimed
that he would guarantes
Crecheslovakia  inde-
pendence,  opce Lhe
guestion of the German
minonty was regobved?
London knew what had
become of that pledge.
Any promise  Hider
made 1o respect’ the
British Empire was not
worth the paper it was
written on. ..,

Likewize Hitler guite deliberately chose to
launch an amack oo the USSR even before
Britain wid eliminated, ie., Lo spread the war
geographically and militadly on a qualitative
Iy new scale. This decision was taken as sardly
as July 194} It was hig. No outsade fonce was
scoountable for i, although other powers in-
flocnced and  facilitated
through their own actions and reactions,

The esponability of German impenalism
in the outhreak and exiension of the Second
World War was nverwhelming —in contrast to
the situation in July-Avgust [3]4, when afl
the major powers more or less hlundered into
a world war withoul reslly knowing what they
wers doing.

- o i ..":
Hitiar: “quita deliba

these decisions

German impenalism’s opuon in [avour of
open and large-seale aggression can only be
understond  against the hackgound of the
profonnd economic, social, political and minml
crisis which shook German bourgeois sociely
frofun 1914 o0, There is no need to recount thal
history here. For our purposes, it is sufficien
io recall that the wuptum of the German
cconomy engincered by the Nam-led cabinet
was from the start decisively weighied in
favour of heavy Widuostry, machine tools and
road-bulding. All available foreipn exchange
wis umed o amass stocks of raw material foo
the eventunlity of war. At the same tme
chemical indusinies were develuped with the
aim ol suhabiubng man-made [or  war
matenals:

Such measurmes unambigucusly pointed o
the growing prubabifity, il not inevitability of
war, As euly as 1935 they were combined
with  a #ep by-step  liguidation of  the
provisions of the Vepsailles Treaty — inoa
build-up of military power technically much
in advance of that of the Westemn powers (al-

el
rately chose to sttack USSR™

though less ohead of the USSR than Hitler
could realise). .

But the roce towards an all-out rearme-
ment was nat only reckless from a diplomatic
and military point of view. It alzo represented
a desperate gamble with the German economy
itself, In 1938-39, the economy slid into a
prave financial cnsis. A hoge budgetary
deficit emerged: public expenditure of 55 bil
lion RM in 1938-39 (which was to become 63
billion in 193940} was offset by tax and cus-
toms receipts of only 18 billion EM that year
aind 25 billlow the pext. A colossal bulld-up of
public debt ensued. luflation could less and
lasz be contained.

Tinwothy Mason soggests that there was a
direet link between this crisis and the option
in favour of Blitzkdeg in 1938 39, For as in
terest payments on the national debt beeame a
grave problem, and exports stagnated in spite
of increased recouwrse to barer, the laws of
reproduction of capital reaszered themselves,
A severe  conlmeclion  of  lhe  economy
threatened unless a new and massive sirsam
of material poods was bronght into circula
tion. But German output capacities were al-
ready stretched to the wmost. No more could
eanily he extored lrom the working cluss, the
[ower middle closses or the lews within the
Third Reich. The only solotinn was to extend
the scale of physical production through mas-
sive plunder outside of Germany's [rontiers.
This meant war of conguest. And that type of
war was unleashed.

Ernest Mandel

{from his book The Meaning of the Sacond

World War, Verso 1986, £6.95: this s also the
source of the following extract)
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The legacy of World
War Two

The legacy of destruction left by World
War Two is stagpering, Eighty million people
were killed, if one includes those who died of
starvation and illness as a direct resull of the
war — eighl times as many us dunng World
War One. Dozens of cities were virtually to-
tally destroyed, especially in Japan and Ger
many. Matenial resources capable of feeding,
clothing, housing, equipping all the poor of
this world were wasted for purely destructive
purposes. Forests were tom down and agnical-
tural land converied into wasteland on a scale
nol wilnessed since the Thirly Years War or
the Moengul invasion of the Islamic Empire.

{=:0)

Was all the destruction pointless? Has b
temational capitalism emerped from Woild
War Two with all the fundamental contradic-
tions which led 1o the confller unresolved -
not valy structually, but even conjunciurally?
Muny observers would have cateporically
denied such o statement ten yeard ago, when it
seemed that in contrast 1o the inter-war period,
the intemational capitalist sconomy had ex-
penenced two decades (in the Anglo-Saxon
countnies, nearly thres) of  onprecedented
growth, interrupted only by minor recessions,
and long historical pemod of high levels of
employmen! and impressive rses In the
material stndard of living of the toillng mas
s in the imperalist countries.

Today it ls obvicus that the twenty tu
twenly live years of the postwar boom were
only an interlude, a "long expansive wave” of
the capitalisl economy (ollowing the ‘long
depression’ of the inter-war penod, which wall
itself be followed hy a "long depression” of
even longer duration than the 1%13-1939
period.

To be sure, that interlude witnessed a new
leap forwand of the prodoctive forces - the
third technological revolution —and a great in-
crease in the matenial wealth and average =kill
and knowledge of the intemational working
class, nol to mention a big expansion in the
number of wage-camers, Even if the material
and intcllectual propress was very unevenly
divided as between  the more and
developed capitalist countries, it enlarged the
base from which world socialism can be built,
The material preconditions for a socialist
wuorld of plenty and a global withering away
of the social division of labour berween
‘bosses” and “hossed” were much more con-
siderable in 1970 than in 1939, lct alone 1914,
They are even more soin |985.

At the same btme, however, the price
humankind must pay Tor the delay of world
socialism, for the survival of decaying
capitalign, becomes more wnd more frghten-
ing. The tendency lor the productive forces 10
be transformed anto forces of destuction oot
only wsserts itself periodically in erizes of
over-production and word warsi Mo and
mure il asseris itsell unrelentingly in the fields
ol production, consumption, social relations,
health (including mental health) and above all
in the onintermpted succession ol “local’
wars, This global price in human sulfenng,
death and treats to the very phyaical survival
of humankind Is aguin staggenng. It outstrips

leas

anything seen during the First or Second
Worrld Wars.

“The perversion of human consumption
and  human wants through  profit-erented
standardised mass production is imposing s
growing burden of illness and death upon
hunankind. ... And the threat which poisoned

Was all the destruction pointiess?

air, =eas, water and forests pose 1o the very
phymcal survival of humanity is similar to the
threal of nuclear world war.

In that sense, the Second World War in-
deed solved nothing, Le. removed none of the
hamc capses of the intensifying cmiris of s
vival of human civilisation and humankind it-
sell. Hitler has disappeared, bul Lhe tide of
destmetiveness and barbarism keeps rising, al-
beit in more vadegated forms and a less con-
centrated way (if World War 11 can be
avoided)

For the underdying cause of that destmue-
It iz the expansiondst
dynamic of compelition, capital acconiulation
and imperialism increasingly tamed pgainst it
sell, ie. boomeranging from the ‘perphery’
inlo the ‘centre’, with all the destructive
potential this expansion and self-assertion las-
bours i the face of prowing resisturce and
defiance from millions, if not bundeeds of mil-
Hons, of human beings,

Ernest Mandel

tiveness remains

Trotskyists and the War

At the start of the war, political adherenis
of Leon Trotsky and the Fourth Interma-
tonal, who msisted on cononuing the
class struggle and opposing the class ¢ol-
laboration of the ‘war effon” in the Allied
unperialist countries, were a small, per-
seculed minority,

Their of  the skin-deep
‘democmtic’ credentials of the impenalists,

rejectinn

and their insistence that only a mobilised
warking class conld, thromgh revelutionary ac-
tion, esishlish genumne peace and democmcy
in Europe, clashed hesd on with the reformism
of the social democrabic parties and Sislin’s
toda] opposition o revolulionery strugele in
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Europe which, if successtul, could swifily des-
tzhilire his own buresucrulic grip on the
Soviet working class. Stalin was also at pains
to demonstrate his ‘respectability’ o his im-
penalist allies: as a gesiure i this direction,
and a5 a symplom of hiz hostility 1o the spread
of revolutionary struggle, he dissolved the
Third Internationat (Comintemn) in 1943,

Asg the war pmgressed, however, the im
position of drconisn altscks on ade onions
and other democmatic nghts, and the recmer-
gence of class struggle — b baftles over wages
and  conditions goon  vindicated  the
Trotskyiss  analysiz. And, six Gemman  im-
perialiem began o suller military defeats
acmss Bumope, and capitaliss state power

weakened its grip, the inslinctive response of
the working class was o morganise inde-
pendently and take local power into ils own
hands — only o be fiercely opposed by the
Stalinist and social democratic parties.

The class Line of the Trotskyist view is per-
haps best sommed op in the following extracts
from wwo FI Manifestocs:

A Bandit War”

“All the ruling classes of the capitalist
countres are bandits. Their war, whalever the
pretensions and hypocritical slogans, will be 2
witr hetween bandits, It will not be 4 workers®
war, hul on the contrary the workers, and the
exploited in general, will be its victims, [ will
not be a war for democracy, gince tme
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democrzcy [or the masss
cen be won only in the
slnigple against copitalisi
domination. Ewven  the
democratic nghts which
the maszses still enjoy can-
not he preserved or ex-
tended, as the example of
the Spanish Civil War has M0
excepl by [
methodas  of
revolutionary class strug-
ple for socialism.

I will not be a war in
the interests.  of  the
wirkers, since the attacks
on the social conyuests of
the French workers of
Tune 1936, especially the &
4)-hour week, show that i
defence  of the most
elementary economic: and
social  interests of  the
masses — thelr daily bread
and their [reedom — is in
computible with the defence of the fatherland
of the hourgeomisie.

Hitler, whio destroyed all social gains of the
German and Austrian wodking class, is leading
the struggls in the name of capitalism against
the interests of the peoples of Burope. In the

showm,
mmilitiant,

United in

miidst of war threale we emphasise once again
that the main enemy is in one's own country.
The woddng class has no fatherland to defend
except where it congquers and Tules. No suppon
to the war makers and o impenalist war — we
say - but the continuation of the class stnuggle
in every =itpation and the utilization of the war
crisis for the overthrow of capitalist rule, ie
the overthrow of the war and of capitaliam it-
self!™

{ Manifestn: War!,
adopted at founding comference of Fourth In-

Apainst  Imperialist
temational, |938)

“,.. We dno not Torget [or @ moment that this
war i3 not nur war. In contradistincion to the
Secopd and Third Intemationala, the Fourth In-
temational builds its poficy not on the malitary
formnes of the capitalist states, but on the
trunsformation of the impenialist war into a war
nl’ the workers against the capitalists, on the
nverthrow of the miling classes of all countries,
on the world socialist revolution.

The =hifts in the battle lines al the font, the
destruction of national capitals, the ocoupation
ol tertories, the downfall of individual states,
represent from  this standpein) only  Imagic
episodes on the road to the recenstruction of
mdem sociery,

Indepenidently of the course of the war, we
Tulfill our basic task: we explain to the workers
the imeconcilability between their interests and
the interests of bloodthirsty capitalism; we
mohilise the toilers against imperialism; we
propagate the unity of the wodeers in all war-
nng and newtral countries; we eall for the
fratermisation of workers: and soldiers within
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each couniry, and of zoldicrs with soldiers on
the opposite side of the battle front; we
mobilise the women and the youth against the
war, we carry on constanl, persistent, tireless
preparation for the revolution — in the fac-
todes, in the mills, in the villages, in the bar-
racks, at the front, and in the Neel... "

(Leon Trotsky, Manifesto of the Faurth In-
ternational om the impertalist war and the
profergrian world revelurion, May 19407

Carrying such s line mto practice meant
rejecting pocifism and sectaripnism and recog-
nising the need Lo fight with and alongside the
winking . class — in the ammy in war as the
marxisi fighls in the workplaces in peacetime,
Trotsky, in conjunctiion with leaders of the US
Secinlist Workers Party  holdly set our the
basic line for the small forces of revolutionary
markism in - whai
“profetarian military policy™:

“Militansation now goss on on a8 lremen-
dous scale. We cannot oppose il with pacifisl
phrases. This miliirsation has wide support
among the workers, They bear o sentimental
hatred against Hitler mixed with confused
class sentiments, They lave a hatred agminst
the victorious brigands.

became known as the

The bureaucracy ublilises this to say help the
defeated gangsier. Our conclusions are com-
pletely different. .., We must oppose suding
untrained boys into battle. The trude unions
must prodect the workers in peaceful limes and
protect their induatnial skill, but 1hc}' must now
demand the possibility of leaming the military
art from the state,

For instapce: in the trade nnion we: can
argue like this: Tam a soctalist and you are a
patriol. Good We will discoss this difference
between we. Buol we should agree that the
waorkers be tmined al govemment expense to
become military experts, Schools should be 2ot
up in connedtion with the trade unions — at
govemnment expense but under the control of

opposing revoiution: Churchill with Molotov s the ‘allles’ begin to divide up the temitorial spoils

i
|

the trade unions. This kind of approach would
give us access o the workem, who are 95 10 98
percent pulriotic even at the present fime. ..

<. "We can say to the workers; We are
ready for revolution. But you aren’t ready., But
both of us wanl our own workers' officers in
this miluation. We want special workers'
schools which will trin us to be officers. ..."

(Leon Trotsky Discussions with Troosky,
June 1940)

Trosky elaborated further on this approoch
in several articles and interviews, including the
following cxplanation, directed specificully at
the situation in the UUSA:

“Mow the national feeling is {or a bemen-
doygs ammy, navy and air force. .. To some ex-
tent this will also be true of the workers.

That's why we must try 1o separmale the
workers from the others by a programme of

| eduction, of workers' schools, of workers® ol-

ficers, devoted to the welfare of the worker
ete. We' cannot  escape  from  the
militarisntion, bot inside the machine we can
nhserve the clasa line,

The American workers do not want o be
conquercd by Hitler, and to those wha say 'Lel
ns have a peace programme,” the worker will
reply ‘But Hitler does not wanl a pesce
programme.’ Therefore we sy We will
defend the United States with a wodkers' wrmy,
with workers” officens, with a workers'
government, efc. Il we ane not pacilizis, who
wait for a better future, and il we are active
revolutionids, our job is o penetrate inlo the
whole military machine. ..

Furthenmuore our comrades should be the
best soldiers and the best oificers and at the
siume time the best class militants. They shoald
provoke in the workers o mistrust of the old

armmy,

tiadition, of the militury plans of the bourgeois
class and officers ... In this epoch, every greal
guestion, national or inlemalional, will be
resodved with arms — mot by peacelul means.
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... That 1s why it ix the duty of every worker
and revolutionist to leam how o manipolate
arms skilfully.™

(Leon  Trotsky,
Augusi [944)

In the final stages of the war, the politeal
stluation hecame increasinly ‘dominated by the
renewed strength and  combativity of the
wiowking class, not only i the. defeated axis
powers {(Germaony, lapan, ltaly) bot also
notwhly m the USA snd Hrtxin, and in the
areas liberated by the advancing Red Army in
Eastern Europe, For the post-war Fourth Inter-
nationul, Emest Germain wiote the following
anialysis:

“ln Czechoslovakia the appmach of the
Hed Amy luoched & geneml revolulionary
upstrge: eocupation of the laciones, establish-
mrent of plant committess to run the Tactones,
ereation of Counclls {(a kind of Soviet) which
gathered  lnto  their hands  all  political
authority, concentration of all arms in Lhe
hands of the workers' militia ..,

In Yugoslavia and Albanie the civil war
{the stuggle between the Chetks and Par-
tizans) raged from 1942 on. From ils very
beginning the civil war gave birth Lo commil-
tees of workers and pensauils as urganisalions
of power and to a workers” und peasants®
militia ...

In Poland, the approach of the Red Army
was marked by a succession of cleardy revalu-
tionary movements on the par of the working
class, while the peasantry, sharply differen-
tiated, maintained a waiting altitods. The
warkers bepan by selzing the faclories, selbing
up Cowcils, introducing warkers” contml, and
lzre or tiere running the plant themszlves, ..

In Bemania and Bulgaria the approach of
the Red Amy started a real revolutionary up-
surge. August 23 1944 in Romania and Sep-
tember 9 1944 in Bulgara were marked by
gig_anl:ic demonstratinns of workers followed
by an unmierupled seccession of stnkes,

FProblems,

American

mags demonstrutions, elc,, until the Red Amy
armved i Bucharest and Sofia. .
Finally in East Germany and Austnia, the

approach  of
the Hed ﬂl‘]’llj‘
unloosed
revolulinnary
movements
wherever there
WA @
centrated
proletamiat, o
Saxony, in the
regions of
Hall= and
Magdebourg,
in Vienna and
even in cortain
seciors of Ber-
Tin, the hrst
meuwclion of the

con-

workers was lo A
OECUpy the J
foctories, =et
up plant committees and establish workers®
cantrd. Red Mags were hoisted over most of
the factones and in working class housing es
fales

As we now know, Stalin’s response, and
that of the Red Amuy, was wherever possible
to repress and  destroy  these mdependent
mohilisations  of the wocking class: when
eventually Moscow decided 1o proceed with
the expropriation of capitalism in much of the
East European “huffer zone', the ‘overums
tonk place not from such grass roots level, but
from above, by burcavcratic and mifitary ac-
ton designed to cxclode. any possihility of
genune workers' demiocracy or workers” con-
Il

While Stalinism demohilived Lhe workers
ol the East and crested only a bureaucratised
parody of the potential workers' stales, mass
Communid Parties also played adkey role in
demobilising armed working clase resistance
fighters who potentially threatened capitalist
rule in post-wir Haly and France, 1n Brtain, in
amuch less radicalised situation, aniid gloomy
capitalist expectations of 8 wave of working
class militancy, it was the Laboor Parry that

el S,
US and Soviet troops meet up on the River Elbe

undertook the task of channelling discontent
into relatively “safe’ moad of reforme legislated
through Padiament. In the USA, & massive
sirike wave convulsed almost the whole of
hasic industry, and trde union membership
reached a pew peak, only Lo sce union leaders
seltle for minimal concessions.

The class struggle had not ceased during
the war: the capilalisis had continved to pile
up profits, the workers o be exploited
cconomically and as cannon-fodder, and
many of them had dmwn revolutionary con-
clusions from their bitter expedences. The
commitment of the socdal democmis 1o
refurming (and prescrving) capilalism had not
changed any more than the counter-revaolu-
tonary treschery of the Communist Parties:
the fask remained one of sceking 1o build a
new, revolutionary leadership with genuine
and mass roots in the workers” movement of
cach country, This aspect of the Trotskyist
analyzis was vindicated after the war - and
remains sadly still true today.

John Lister

Britain’s growing Greens pose challenge

Britain's Greens have mewnten  the
political agenda. The environmental
isspe 15 now set o dominate the perspec-
tives ol the major parties for the foresee-
able future. The Tory Party has launched
an all-outl attack on the Greens, desorib-
ing them as an ‘extrene socalist party”,
‘deliberately misinforming the public’.
Labour has declared that it will be a red-
green party by the next election,

But the far lefl remains stolidly uncon
vipced  As with 1ts initial reacton to the
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to the left

peace movernenl and the Greenham Comunon
wiommen, 18 ie suspicions and even hostile to an
issuc that can politically mohilise the centre
ground of British polibcs.

Many on te leil theorised that while the
envirommenlal movement would be an im-
porant factor, its political impact would be
negligible. The political factors which fuelled
thie prowth of the German Grunsn would pass
threugh the Labowr Party, many thought, But
the Greens' results in the Buro-elections, cap-
turing twn and o guater milllon votes in
Britain — the highest proportion of votes ever

gained by a Green Panty in Burope, have con-
fonnded the analysis.

The overwhelming majority of jhe
Greens' supporn came from disillusioned sup-
porters of the Social and Liberal Democrats
(SLD) and David Owen’s mmp Sacial
Democmtic Party, joined by ex-Tories exer-
cised by issues such as whaier privatisation or
the Channel Tonnel il link. I is true also
that the Greens' largest suppont came from
the more prosperous south. But to use these
factors to belittle the Greens” breakthrough is
the height of sectananism.
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While: the Greens'
largest FUppo came from
the routh, to record elec-
toral scores of L2 per and
8 per cent in the norh and
Scotland respectively was
no mean achievement for
a new parfy with no na
tional appurams o speak
of, Thalcher has done
much on the pablic rela-
tions front to pressnt her-
self as o champion of Lhe
ecosphere. And yet all the
evidence suggerts thal Lhe
epvirenmental vole totadly _
cscaped the Tores: hence
the Tutious attack on the
Greens by Conservalive o
Central Oifice. [,-Hl'ﬂ'ﬂur'.qg
programime o the en- @
vironment shares the same

philosephy of environ- gga- ong ot summer, dluhfpns fmnhctaﬂaﬁ mddmlhu things hotter stifll

mental protection us the

Tordes: far from eltrecling Green suppor,
Labour iz if anything lomng lell wing forces to
the Greens.

Hut the most imponant factor is that of the
state of the environment itself. The warmest
five years of this century have all fallen in the
present decade. Even the previously most
sceptical now conclude that this is the result
of global warming caused by the *greenhouse
effect”. The greenhouse pases, methane,
pitrous oxide, chlomluomcarbons  (CFCs)
and cathon dioxide, gather in the lower almos-
phere, impping heat with catastrophic cffect.

A temperature increase of one degree Cel-
sius leads tooa 60-100 mile shill in vegetation
zomes. I'rees will die In large numbers and not
be replaced repidly nough to prévent defores-
tanon. and the consequent side-effects of Hash
flooding nnd soil erosion. The predicted nse
of three degrees Celsivs by 2050 would,
throwgh the melting of the ice caps, mise sca-
levels by up to ametre, leading to the swamp-
ing of delta cultures such as Boangladesh. An
increased ncidence of humcangs, drosghts
and Nooding producing the devastation scen
last year by Hurricane Joan is another conse-
guence of the global warming.

The 1987 agreement limiting the release of
CFCs into the atmosphere will only luve a
very limited eflect. Carbon emissions as & hy-
product of burning lossil fuels are the greatest
and most fethal contmbutorThe * greenhonse
ellect’ poses point-blank the relation between
the ecology and conveptonal economic
growtly,

It s on this point that those who decluse
themselves fn agreement with the Greens en-
vironmental platform, on the Tefi and ngh,
part company with them, Like the nineleenth
cepfury romaintic movement,
monm the advent of industrial socicty. They
=ee the beginning of the large scale daniage o

spme  Greens

the the earth beginning with the industrial
revolulion.

Yet the advance of techuology, which has
been part of the industrial revolution and par-
ticularly of its acceleralion in the lwentieth
century, enables the development of forms of
seonomic development which are not ecologi-
cally hammful. The problem is not industoal
gcl-cit:r_r,r,, but that the np]'l]i::aliun of technology
is not controlled in the intererts of the many,
but is subordinate to the blind pursit of
profil,

Marxists, with a [ew hoppurable excep-
tions, have mistakenly adopted the Keynesian
view of growth as the means to solve un
employment. Much of the lefl therelore react
antagomstically 10 any proposal o resirict
growih, This is despite the fact that Murgists
would see much of what counts towanls
growth as being unprodoctive; Anancial deal-
lngs Lo the world stock exchunges; advernisiog
and wastefnl packaging.

Countries like Brtain long ago achieved
thal level of economic development at which
the divisions between classes ccased to be-
come inevitable and necessary. It is not fur-
ther economic growth which will liberate and
resolve the problems of Botish socicty, but
the abolition of the capitalist system itself

But, responds the Marxist, what of the un-
derdeveloped world? Surely any inhibilion of
economic growth is a resctionary move from
the point of view of those which have not ar-
tained the fevel of growth of the advanced
capitalist world?

PBut 2 cntical view of such growth s e3sen-
tizl. The “sucvess” story of Indonesia, for ex
ample, with an annual rate of growth of $ per
cent, must be sel ogainst the cost of that
growth. Gross pollution and  depletion of
natural resonrces, when faken into scoognt,
rednce that rate of growth io harely 1 per cent.

Anvther source of
hostility on the leR
towards the
ecologists is that they
point to the mapor

post-capitalist

countoes  like the
Soviet  Union  and
China as  those

countdes in which,
for example. cmis-
gions of greenhouse
gases are still rapidly
incTeARIng.

Those who defend
the policies of the
mling  burcancracies
in these countres are
sensitive to the faci
that their Industries
are contrbuting
heavily towards
global ecological dis-
aster, Backwarndness
of technique in these countrics has meant
heavy relinnce on fossil foels for power and
the lick of systematic contiols on waste, But,
like the marxisis, ecologists have also comect-
Iy poanted oul thet this is not the whale story.
Ecologically dizasttons planning decisions
have been carmed throwgh in bureaveratic
closed session: if the people directly affected
by them had been consulted, there would have
becn mass oppomtion.

Marxists must  develop & =ocialist
programme which does put prodoction ceil-
ings on ecologically damaging indusiries, and
points to non-damaging altematives, par-
ticubarly in the spheres of energy production
and transport. This also means eXamining
criically the patiem of foreign trade 1w ex-
smine the extenl o which mdostnally ad-
vanced nations despoil and plunder the notural
resources of the third world.

Mor should vur response siop al the level
af economic programme. Fnends of the Earth
are developing with nterssted trads unioos a
‘shop-stewards’ charter’ shich would lead to
monitoring of fumss” activities by rauk and file
tade nnicnists, both in temns of the health of
the workers in the workplace, and the effects
of the firms” activity on the local, national and
intemational cormmunily and ecology.

The starting point for & red-green allisnce
as Tar as the Marxist lefl is concerned, should
be a critical acceplance of the major pomnts of
the Green programme, while explaining that
the fundamental problem in not indostoal
society, but the way in wiich that sociery is
contrelled and organised.

Coupled with this should be the ad
of a practical programme of wor within the
labour muvemenl lo convert the presenl an-
tagonisin between our movement and the
Greens intir an allisntce (or Eco-soecialism.

By Steve Roberts
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Tory
class
war
plans

dissected

Right turn: the Conser-
vative revolution in
education

By Ken Jones

{1989) published by
Hutchinson Radius

Debbie Epstein

Keen Jones has wrirten an mpor
tant book, which should be read
not only by thoss invalved in
educaton, bul by all of the lefl
who wish in undermtand the na-
ture and method of the Tory's
idealopical attack on the work-
g class,

In Right furn he ttaces in
detail the history of Conservative
thinking about education and ex-
amines the rasons [or ils suc-
coss in changing the face and
oature of the British educetiom
system. In doing so, he enguges
in argument with the ideologues
of the Tory nght — Scruten, Pal-
mer, Honeyford, the Centre for
Policy Studics-and others. It 1=
imporant o know your enemy,
and, in arder to do &0, 1o present
their arguments — not as paper
tigers, bul clearly and recognis-
ing their strenglh and appeal. As
Jones himsell says:

“At a time when the deas of
the right are so ascendant in
public debate, this can be
dangerons method of presenta-
ton: perhaps the svocation of
opponents’ ideas will prove
miore allunng than one’s own. .
In certuin ways, Conservalism in
education has made contact with
popular discontents, and has
heen decistve in linking educa-
tion to overell strutegy. The

by

Carl Taylor

Education: now the plsyground of the Tory think tanks

power of its argoments hasto be
registersd, o a strategy (or ity
defeal will not develop.”

Right turn does egister the
power of nghl-wing arguments,
but & the same time shows the
contradictory strands within
e i their fundamental ntel-
lectoal weaknesses: At the sanie
time be offers an explaation of
the material basls for the success
of these wters n gaming polits-
cal support, with the result that
the Education Refom Act
(BEA) bears the clear imprint of
their thinking.

This section of the book oo
cupies its first tour chapters, In
then, Ken Jones analyses the ten-
siiis between the modenising
and traditionalist strands of Tory
thinking about education, which
e touches on ln his article in
this joumal, and which privwide
an explanation for the apparent
digtance between the rhetone of
Tory politicians and the reports
of the National Cormenliom
Working Partics — which have,
by and large, endorsed
‘progressive” methods of teach-
ing. Agnin, this is discussed
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brelly in his artwcle.

Ken Jones slen exumines the
failure of the Labour Party and
the teachers” nninns o oppose of-
fectively the ERA and the effoct
of “new realism™ on education
policy, He poluts to the essential
weakness which refonmers in the
196k snd 708 displayed in un-
derstanding the meed for allisg-
CEs

“Progressivism - cxpressed
te it hetghtened wiy al| that was
sectoml aboul education refom.

It s pdroit in establishing an lo-

flusnee al certain points within
the education syslem, but less at-
tenbive 1o sesking suppodt o
stde it I popular lemms IF was
more lkely 1o be the butt of
criticysm, rather thin a rallying
point of campaigns [or change.”
It s depressing that ceriain
sections of the left in teaching
have not yet understood this, and
see their struggle purely in sec-
toral terms, and that 50 many dis-
cussinns aboul education fail
even o mention studenis or
parents — apar [rom a rimalistic
nod in the direction of “com-
muiity” or “black parents™.

Mevenheless, the book 15 not
depressing, sinee it outlines the
alliances which can be built to
resig the Tory anack, and offers
ldeas, In the form of the Sociallst
Teachers” Alliance Charter for
Eeweation, for the line o gentine-
ly democratic and progressive
educabon would teke, However,
itvould be strengthened by a
fuller dircussion of the place of
union selion in opposing the
Tory attsck and of how the neces-
siwry allinness can be developed.

Another limitation of Right
tirn is one which Ken Jones ac-
knowledges in his introduction.
This iz that it copcenimies on
Englizh secondary schools. Az
he points oul, post- 16 education
has already been well deall with
hy wthers, the the changesin
primary schooling remain [o be
investigated from a left perspec-
tive.

In spite of being an undoob-
tedly ‘intellectual” book, which
grapples with ideas of the nght
as well as the lefi, Ken Jones has
sncceeded in writing cleardy and
mterestingly. Read it!
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No laughing matter?

It's not often that Socialist wtfook makes
mie lamgh. It's not that sort of joumnal is 17 But
| couldn’t help mising a chertle at Tony
Benn's interview in No.17,

A gked whether he dida't see problems with
meking the Morning Star the paper of the
Socialist Movenient, he told ug whal a good
idea il was, and how we really should “get
overall this Trotsky-Sralin argument”!

Bul serionsly, it's not just the way he tells
them: the intervention of the Communist "arty
of Britain into the Socialist Movement, und the
enthusiasm of some left MIPs for it is » crucial
development worthy of muore atte Ao

Hilary Wainwright's balance-sheet on the
Sheffield conference lefl me with puzzlement
rather than amusement: but it was inleresing
nevertheless.

Most important, however, the 1wo. inter-
views bogged the guestion: “where is the
Soctalise Quilook view on itall?” Parcipant or
An inierview with Davy

commentator? ...

Jones, perhaps?
Simon Kennedy
Swansea

pon't forget the block vote!

There haz been debate for many months if
not years over the role of trade unions in the
Labour Party, Yet the political left has Failed
1o grasp the foll sgnificance of what iz gong
on. Certainly the lack of concered response is
& hig problem.

To understand the importance of the issue
we must-appreciate cernn facts:

1} The Tores do nol have a guaranteed
electoral majority — they win as a result of our
twn-and-a-hall-party sysien.

2 Centre panty politics have probably col-
lapsed — feaving Laboar as the governmerital
altemative.

) Kinnock is moving to the nght 1o make
Lutiour acceplable to the busses pe a political
pay.

With full -scale attacks on trade unions and
workers” pay and conditions al the very hean
of the bourgeois stralegy, how can they
tolemle these same unions and workers having
a direct strocturel say in the decision-maoking
process of the aliemative government purty?

This might sound a bit simplisuc, and T ac-
cept that there are many complex factors |
have not mentioned: nonctheless we have to
see beyond the media pressure using the al-

Jotn HarmizAFL

leged clectoral unpopularity of the block vote
a4 & cover Tor the real motivation.

This year the key debate [or Labour's con-
[erence will be on unilaterafism. Next year it
could well be the block vote. 1 believe the laf-
ter might even be the more impartant.

We need 1o develop a response throughout
the movement, Union Jefis must address the
imsue and take a collective lead Events like
the Socialist Movement's Trade Union Con-
ference must place the block vote sssue-at the
centre of their concems.

Chris Jones

Manchester

What men stand to lose

It is a feminist cliché that men are conds-

ticped 1o womy asbout themsclves, while
women are conditioned 1o wormy about other
people-

1 hope Valerie Coultas’s article (Secqalist
Cutlook No.17) was not implying that we are
goiog to bring that attiude nlo the arguments
for women's liberation. All we can do is [or-
mulate our own demands; we can't be ex-
pected to woimy about how men will deal wath
ther — that s their problem, not owrs!

O o more senous jevel, 1 feel Valene
seriously underestimates the practical valoe to
nien in general, and working class men in par
ticular, of the subordinate position of women.

Having your children looked after, your
house cleancd, shopping done, clothes washed
and meals cooked is very libemting,

It allows men the son of [ree time mosl
women have to fight for. And the less money
you have, the greater the real value of these
services {rich people can employ others 1o per-
form them)

It iz all very well for us as feminists lo say
that men will be better ofl emotionally when
they lose these privileges, bul most men would
see that as an shstmet gain for a concrele loss,

Sorely women's oppression will end when
women organise to chieve it, not when men
realise that it will bein their own interest?

Dorothy Macedo

London NW4

Challenging the platform at Labour Conference: this ysar LCLGR will ry

LCLGR: off the shopping
list, onto the lobby!

Socialist Outlook No.16 cared a lemer
from Rebecea Flemming tightly complaining
of the "disappearance’ of lesbians [rom your
coverage of Women lor Socialism.

In thit same issue you camied a thousand
words from Pete Fromin on the betrayals of the
Labour Party's Policy review. Lo and behold,
the deciston of the National Executive 1o
ghandoy the confersnce commitment to full
cquality for lesbians and gay men, and the
decision of the Labonr Campaign for Lesbian
and Gay Rights to wage a vigorois campaign
for ils reinstaternent, were both notable for
their ahrence:

Lessbian and gay socialists have been
Mghting an uphill struggle to make our oppres-
giom, and the fight against it, as impora an
jsrue [or the labour movement as it is for the
nght

Repeatedly our efforts to convinee leshimns
and gay men thal socialists undersiand that
fighting our oppression is an integral part of
socialist strategy come wnstuck through the
betrayals of the Labour nght and the regular
failure of the left to treat us as anything spart
from a name on a shopping list of worthy
CRUSSSE,

In the case of the Labour Pany Policy
Review, this is doobly unfortunate, hecause
we are currently organising & major campaign
tn reverse the capitulation of the NEC 1o Roy
Hattersley's bigotry., Such a campaign can
only succeed with the assistance: of strught
sucialists; if we are tomake it to the agenda of
party conference. Once there, we can be more
confident than any other =ocialist campaign
that we can swing the balance of [orces suffi-
ciently to actually win the vole.

LCLGR will be organising o demonstra-
tion o lobby the conference. We trust that
Secialist Curlook will help us in publicising
this and boilding a substantial mobilisation.

Peter Purton

LCLGR

Southall
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Danger of political defeat
for Irish anti-imperialism

I feel 1 must crticize your epoit ol the
focal clectionz in the noth of Dreland. I you
copgider both the Incal and the Boropean elec-
tions Wi the north, there is obviewsly a malasee
i the maiks of republican suppon. leaving the
SDLIM as the dominant party of the nomthem
mafionalists,

In the pensral and Coropean elections in
the south, the “left” {which s oonly 200 peroent
of the total vote) 1= dominated by the reformist
Lahour Party and the stalinizt, pro- impenalist
Workers Pany. Fven the extremcly vagoe Inish
Gireens clected a TUI3,

Whether wec like it ar not, the whole qoes
tion of huilding a viable anti-imponalist alier-
native in hoth pansz of the coontry has o he
reagseseed in lerms of strategy.

Sinn Fein has failed to come up with
meaningful programme that combines the
democratic demand  for  Irish wury  with
demands which have appeal for the workers
and small fanwers, especially of the south,

Careful with term
‘schizophrenic’!

Wlhile reading David Guouit's teview of
Fares by Nighre in Secialisy Outloch No 17, 1
was ralber tuken albswk when n describing the
chamcter of Claire Paige lie uses a word
which is totaly woong: "Hue decides fo nvest
Clamme Paige with s admost scluzophrenie
lamngzioe 1o uncover 3 teader, loving side ta her
personality”,

| have niot seen the fil, bot Grant uses the
term ‘sehizeplienic” looi way which snggesis
she has a split persouality: if this is whal he
mieant then | must point out e is wrong.

Schizoplenia is definitely not a =pht per
sonality: though the ward s denved from
Creek terms meaning “split” and “mimd’, it
really means a disintegration of personality,

The medicid term i ambiguons, and it
musl he =il that thers are many dizsagree-
mentsin
schizophrenia exigts: the argument doesn’t
eid ot schizopluenia but should also leclude
nrany other depressions

L believe as muxists we muzl paderstand
thess probleoms and enter the debate, because
a0 far wer fiave Buded to understood thas area al
all.

Louise Whittle

Brighton

paychinlry e whether

SOCIALIST OUTLOOK ney 18, Oclober 1989

To lusirate Uie necessily of this, T would
point out thal usanployment in most parts of
Dublin is the sanie a3 that of republican wes
Belfast In terms of numbers — even withou
sectarian discrimination.

The republican movement seems v Lhunk
that a reversion toa 1970s sryle bombing cam-
paipn, and a political militarizm. combined
with an electoral programme wlich mimics
that of the Workers Paty, i the solution,

The anti-impenalist movemenl is al un im-
passe. It dies nol anal yse the reasons [or this
it will fail the Insh working class. leaving
them to follow the refonuists. The way is
being left-open for a genemtional deleat; time
iz not on ooar sube. The need Tor this analysis
hns to be stressed to Sinn Fein as the dominant
anti-imiperialist pariy.

On a separate issue, [ would alzo like focx-
press my surprise ol the lack of mention of
Fastem Europe and China in the debates and
coverage of the Socialist Conference in your
Tane Lasue.

The solidarity  with  the
workers, peasunts and oppresscd pationalities

guestion of

i Easten Burope and China does not seem o
be important as 4 plank of your tendency at the
conference, This is in stark contrast 1o the rest
of your excellent miaguzine and ils coverage.

Unity of the lefi must be based on prn-
ciple. not on ignonng differsnces and allowing
Staluusts of all hues te make excuses for mas-
siere sl murder. National independence iz a
vight of Latvians s well as Nicarguans, To
refuse o delend the simggles in the
depenesated and delormmed workers” siakes is
similar 13 imonng the fact that a focnd, col
league or comrade beats his wife, Both posi-
tiwmes are indefensible,

James B. Monaghan

Dun Laoghaire, Co. Dublin

OCTOBER 19

Lift the Ban!

A year ogo the Home Secretary |
Imposed the ban on ;
broodcasting Interviews with
members of Sinn Fein and other
organisations in the north of |
Ireland. :

This censorship means people |
cannot be told the whole fruth |
about what is going on in the six |
couunties. :

March and rally against the Ban |
12 noon: Assemble outside BBC, !
Porfland Place, London W1 ;
(Oxford Circus fube) Marchto |
rally :

Ipm Rally ot Dominion Theatre |
(Tottenham Court Rd tube) !
2.30pm Lobby of Parliament |
Crganised by NUJ i

SOCIALIST
UTL

Plight of prisoners under
Thatcherism

I have just been reledscd from Brixton
prison after rwo and a hall months on renand,
I am Irish and have lived o London a few
years. | om o my twentles,

As inmates i Broxton, we nofived o [ew
servls [ulores  within thi prisog. system
prisoners and prison officers alike are feeling
the pinch of Thaichen=ni's croel, bnlmane
priskicies.

The ‘screws’ ame under seven: mental
stress and strain from undsr-staffing, and are
tuking out then misfodunes on the prizorers
This takes the fomm of brutsliraton, mistreat
ment, ind mass cuts 10 cxcroise.

The prisoner iz the one who feels the flash-
back from Thatcherite policies — for exumple
being locked vp for 96 hows al a strelch
(myscll), which is detrimental o mental
health: and cuts made m food, giving us only
the barest mmount, s0 we are hungry and mal
nounshed 1s the public taking any notice?

Prisimers in Fwing hoapital in Boston as a
last rexorl have had 1o stant their own unon in
urder L yain some recognition. Their efforts
were mude public by Wandswornh prison after
nnstecesstul altempls were made 1o st op a
peacetul strike.

We: prisoners who have atempred 10 or
ganlse, and many of vs who have heen illegal
ly held. roblbed, and locked up for months on
remiand, have been going on kamger strikes on
and off for owr political beliefs, bt publicity
was nsually banned —hence my letter.

I myself was brutally attacked (1 would
describe this as sltempled casmation) and b
bumsamely  refused water while on hunger
strike, and not allewed to slop out,

| knive one prsoncr who was left 1o die
alter sulfening continuous epileptic fits,

We, the union for prisoners’ nghts feel it
just to Gght for our cruse. We oppose being
locked up 23 hours a day; we oppose om
muoney being stolen; and we opposc the
removal of pabients who are 111" from the
wirk tola which grantz them some exorcise
and socialisation ontside their cell,

John

London NW&

Labour Campaign for Les-
bian and Gay Rights

Lobby

and demonstration
Labour Party Conference

BRIGHTON, Monday
October 2

Assemble 12 noon outside
Conference cenire on the sea
front
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1st-3rd December
1989
Venue: Kingsway
College, Sidmouth
Street

(near Kings Crosstube)

THE SOCIALIST OUTLOOK FOR EUROPE

MAJOR FORUMS
AND DEBATES
INCLUDE:

1 The crisis of Stalinism in -

Eastern Europe and China

.J A socialist approach to
1992

1 Socialist democracy and

proportional representation

J Women'’s struggles in
Europe

1 Lesbian & Gay Liberation

WITH:
Ernest Mandel
Zbigniew Kowalewski
Oliver MacDonald
John Palmer*
Bernadettie McAliskey*
Tariq Ali
Alice Mahon MP*
Peter Tatchell
Branka Magas
Ken Livingstone MP
Ai Meun Lim
and others

“{invited)

ORGANISED BY SOCIALIST OUTLOOK

Rates (whole weekend): Waged: £12; Students: £8; Unwaged: £6 (£1 off if you register by 13 November)
| would like further information about Outlook for Socialism 89 (yes/no)

| would like to register for Outlook for Socialism 89 (yes/no)

| would like a subscription fo Socialist Outlook (£8.50 inland)

lenclose £ .......... (please make cheques payable to Outlook International)

Please delets:




