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Lessons from Hungary

Q: When is a workers’ state not a workers’ state?
A: When its leaders change their minds!

Anyone believing this to be the case will be quite happy to ac-
cept without batting an eyelid the abrupt announcement by acting
Hungarian President Matyas Szuros that the ‘People’s Republic’
has now become simply a republic, based on hourgeois
democracy.

Those of the Stalinist persuasion — not least those ‘tapkies’ who
welcomed or have subsequently defended the 1956 Soviet invasion
of Hungary — will find these events harder to swallow or explain.
Anyone thinking the post-war regimes in Hungary, like those of
other East European countries were fn fact ‘socialist countries’
ruled by the working class has been having a hard time of it lately.

Not only do the workers when asked invariably give the ruling
Stalinist bureaucracies the thumbs down, but the Stalinist leaders
themselves, after decades of unimaginably incompetent and brutal
mismanagement and ineptitude that have made their ‘socialist’
economies the basket-cases of Europe, are now leading disciples of
Thatcherite views on the market economy, privatising state
enterprises, setting up stock exchanges, opening the once
‘planned’ economies to external capitalist investment and en-
couraging small businesses.

However a closer look at the origins of the Hungarian
‘People’s Republic’ gives more of an insight into the apparent rid-
dle of why the workers are not up in arms opposing those who are
dismantling the edifice of their ‘socialist country®.

In the inter-war years, the Hungarian regime under Admiral
Horthy formed an alliance with Nazi Germany, and declared war
on the USSR: it was invaded by the Red Army in 1944, The Hun-
garian Communist Party, illegal for 25 years, numbered only a
dozen in 1942 and a few thousand in 1944: yet by the end of 1945
it had swollen to 500,000 members, recruiting wholesale among
the police, the military and former fellow travellers of the Horthy
regime and the fascist Arrow Cross.

The 1945 elections, organised under Red Army occupation
were permitted by Stalin only on the basis that whoever won, the
Communist Party would control the Ministry of the Interior, and
thus the secret police. In the event the CP won only 17 perceat of
the vote, trailing far behind the right wing Smallholders Party
which took 59 percent. A coalition government was formed with
Smallholders Party leaders as President and Prime Minister; bat
the Ministry of the Interior began work on lining them up for a
show-trial, driving many right wingers out of the country. The CP
pieced together a new electoral front which secured 60 percent of
the vote in 1947 (though the CP share was only 22 percent). A so-

-cial democrat took over as President — and then in 1948 the CP
forced the Socialist Party into a merger, to form the grotesquely
misnamed Hungarian Workers Party.

Despite the rampant economic crisis (the exchange rate at one
point hit the quadrillion to the pound level), nationalisation of
mrch capitalist property began very late, with the banks
nationalised only in January 1948 and major industry that spring.
In the summer of 1949 a huge purge of the Stalinist party began,
which was to expel 150,000-200,000 members and form a
meonolithic Stalinist bureaucracy, devoid of any political inde-
pendence from the Kremlin or the Party’s central leadership.
Only in August 1949 was a new constifution adopted similar to
those elsewhere in Eastern Eurepe, symbolising the fact that the
power and property of the old capitalists and landlords had been
overturned: but throughout the process the workers had played

no active role and never held power in their hands.

Hungary’s now disbanded People’s Republic has therefore
never been popular or democratic. It was not a healthy
proletarian revolution that went wrong, but the deformed off-
spring of a bureaucratic and military process carried through
under the eyes and guns of the secret police (holding files on at
least 10 percent of the entire Hungarian population), the Eremtin,
and Stalin’s Red Army.

Though the nationalisation of industry and the massive, over-
due land reform which at last eradicated feudal relations in Hun-
gary represented historic progress, the way they were achieved
created a negative impact on most Hungarians and the interna-
tional working class, The regime could never claim the popular
base that characterised the Yugoslav regime (resting on mass
Communist-led partisan struggle), or Casiro’s regime in Cuba.

Trotsky, writing in 1940 of the possibility that Stalin’s Red
Army might overturn capitalist property in Eastern Poland,
warned that:

“The primary political criterion for us is not the transforma-
tion of property relations in this or another area, however impor-
tant these may be in themselves, but rather the change in the con-
sciousness and organisation of the world proletariat, the raising of
their capacity for defending former conguests and accomplishing
new ones. From this one, and the only decisive standpoint, the
pelitics of Moscow taken as a whole completely retains its reac-
tionary character and remains the chief obstacle on the road to
world revolution’. :

(In Defence of Mar:a.sm)

Far from being ‘almost’ a revolu!ionary workers’ state, the
Hungarian People’s. Republic was something qualitatively dif-
ferent, a Jeformed workers' state, a nationalised economy which
had never known proletarian political power, carrying all of the
reactionary weight of bureaucracy of the later degenerated Soviet
Union but none of the revolationary strengths that could win the -
loyalty and commitment of the masses.

Khruschev’s 1956 invasion to repress the mass working class
upsurge — and similar brutish action by Moscow to contain move-
ments in East Germany, Poland and Czecheslovakia — did nothing
but reinforce the profound a!ienatien of the people from the

‘People’s Republics™.: -

Now the very dil’ferent taetics of Gorbachev have lifted the
threat of Soviet: military intervention in’ Eastern Europe — and
pulled the rug from noder former stooge Stalinist regimes.

Yet as the-Polish’ Socialist Party (Democratic Revolution)
peoints out in- its analysis of ‘the new Polish government (in this
Journal), the new_processes: of ‘change are 54ll being decided and
imposed on the working class from above. The fight for workers’
control #s a hasis for genuine socialist planning woiild be as tough
in a bourgeois democratic Hungary as it is now: the workers who
have never held power in their hands would stzh’ not be allowed to
set the agenda for change. -

Revolutionaries will fake heart from the fact tllat in the strug-
glés against Stalinist bureacratic reghnes throughout Eastern
Etirope, the Soviet Union itself, and also in China in the prelude to
the Beijing massacre, the workers aré¢ recognising the need to
build trade union organisations to defend themselves and their in-
terests as a class. Within such struggles, the fight for a revolution-
ary programme aimed to take power from the bureaucrats and
place it in the bands of genuine workers’ councils is the best
answer to those whe fear the possible restoration of capitalisim.
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Guildford Four:

Trial by

television?

It is not surprising that the
press and television have been
dominated in mid-October by
reporting of the release of the
Guildford Four., However,
amidst all the analysis of the
case and its implications for
the British system of ‘justice’,
one aspect of the case, and
that of the Birmingham Six,
has been ignored. That is, the
role of the media in the back-
ground to their arrest and sen-
tencing.

The mass hysteria and blood-
Inst against everything Irsh
which was the backdrop to the
original Guildford and Bimmin-
gham court cases was whipped
up to a very large extent by the
press and television. Media
coverage of demonstrations call-
ing for a retum of the death
penatty and for ‘murdering
Paddies’ to go home was, to say
the least, sympathetic.

Ironically though, it will be
this self-same baying for blood

by the media, and the
atmosphere which it
creates, which wall
be used as an excuose
by the police officers
due to be charged

with ‘over zealous’
collection of
evidence in  the

Guildford case. These officers,
who are being set up to be the
scapegoats for very senior mem-
bers of the police force and the
judiciary, will probably cite
media coverage as evidence of
the pressure they were under to
get a conviction for the bomb-
ings.

Given all this, however, it was
the height of irony that October
19, the day the Guildferd Four
won their appeal against their
convictions for the Guildford and
Woolwich pub bombings, was
also the first anniversary of the
introduction of the broadcasting
restrictions on Sinn Fein and ten
other organisations. This ban,
which has led to a matked reduc-

tion in serious coverage of
Ireland and its ‘British problem’,
will do nothing to prevent a
repeat of the hysterical and ir
responsible  coverage of the
Guildford and Birmingham cases.
In fact, it makes it more likely.
The link between the broad-
casting ban and the Gaildford
case iz highlighted most effec-
tively by the decision of a local
radio station in Guildford, which
refused to broadcast an interview
with Errol Smalley, an uncle of
Paul Hill and a campaigner on his
behalf. Presumably this decision
was made on the grounds that as
a supporter of the Four, Smalley
was therefore a supporter of the
IRA. On this line of reasoning,
the number of people who could

2,000 joined the NUS's Octeber 19 demonstration and rally to mark the first anniversary
of the Tory broadcasting ban on Sinn Feln and other groups

eventually be refused access to
radio and television, constitutes a
sizeable section of the popula-
tion.

One final point. Amidst all the
understandable jubilation at the
release of Hill, Richardson, Con-
lon and Amstrong, and the
renewed hope their case gives to
the Birmingham Six, let us not
forget the Winchester Three.
Spurred on by the success of the
Guildford appeal, let’s renew our
efforts to make sure that these
three young Irish people, jailed
for alleged conspiracy to murder
Tom King, don’t have to spend
fifteen years in jail before their
obvious innocence is admitted by
the British state,

Jean Reilly
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Thatcher still in charge - for

how long?

Sandwiched between two
economi¢ disasters — the inter-
est rate hike to 15% and the
mini crash on the world’s
stock markets on the anniver-
sary of October 1937 ~ the
Tory Party Conference in
Blackpool failed miserably to
rafly popular support for
Thatcher. )
The clear indications of a
precarivits economy gave Labour
a ten point lead in the opinion

polls by the Thursday of the Con-
ference!
Lawson’s ‘keynote” speech

gave little cheer either to the
Tories in Blackpool, many of
them fearful for their seats in the
Commons, or the country as a
whole. Nor did it stop the Stock
Market fatling over 200 points on
the Monday of the following
week, in response o the falls on
Wall Street. Along with the in-
creasing unpopularity of their
policies, on privatisation of water
and electricity, on the NHS, on
the Poll tax, these economic in-
dicators leave the Tories very ex-
posed.

In such a contezt the Con-
ference also saw some very
definite signs of the ambitions of

future Tory leaders. Thatcher no
longer looks so invincible: the
question of the successor was
being openly discussed. And if
anyone was in any doubt, the
Conference and fringe speeches
of Baker and Hescltine dispelled
it immediately.

Kenneth Baker, fresh from his
years in charge of Education,
quoted Shakespeare, just to prove
he had not wasted his time there.
Michael Heseltine, with the more
problematic image of Tarzan to
throw off, adopted the sonorous
tones of Churchill, to prove his
leadership qualities. Even the
woolly Geoffrey Howe, only just
recovered from his demotion
from the Foreign Office, sug-
gested that Thatcher might need
to soften her tone a bit, and the
Party might need to emulate the
Labour Party’s “listening” image!

However by Friday afternoon
it was still clear that none of these
contenders in the wings have the
guts or the weight of support to
mount a serious challenge to
Thatcher unless she were to stand
aside or lose the next election.

As for policies, there seemed
to be few new ones. The ‘Green
Agenda' won’t be ready for a
year; the Tories have dropped, for

the time Dbeing, their
onslanght on the National ;
Union of Students’ §
‘closed shop® (they’ve
enough problems impos-
ing student loans); and :
there were over .£1 bil-
lion-worth of concessions :
made on providing the
Poll Tax “safety net’.

Back imn London, :
however, Norman }
Fowler, the (Un)employ-
ment  Secretary, was
revealing some more vicious at-
tacks on the unions. Contained in
the new Green Paper, which he
hopes to incorporate into legisla-
tion in the autumn, are proposals
to allow employers to selectively
sack unofficial strikers and to
take away their right to go to a
tribunal to claim unfair dismissal,

The proposals also demand
that unions take more unequivo-
cal action to repudiate unofficial
action, with the threat of se-
questration if this is not camied
out. Fowler has for now backed
off trying to ban strikes in essen-
tial services, though this may
come later.

Perhaps this retreat was be-
cause Thatcher was also trying to
pottray the Tory revolution as the

Pic ing up

no
inspiration for Gorbachevism!
Following in his footsteps in ban-
ning strikes in essential services
would not have had quite the
right ring to it in her keynote
speech  before the  predictable
record-breaking standing ovation,
where Thatcher proclaimed:

'The message on our banners
in 1979 — freedom, opportunity,
family, enterprise, ownership —
are now inscribed on the banners
in Leipzig, Warsaw, Budapest
and even Moscow”

Even in its decline
Thatcherism still makes claim to
sweeping socialism from the
whole world. Well, we'll see!

Jane Kelly
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Tax
Crunch

both sides of
the border

Six months into Poll Tax im-
plementation in Scotland and
six months away fiom its in-
troduction in England and
Wales the need to build a
united democratic movement
against the tax could not be
greater.

The task facing the anti-poll
tax movement is enommnous — but
not impossible. The Poll Tax is a
central element in the Tory offen-
sive against the working class,
bringing together a number of
strands of Tory policy. It is the
calmination of a ten year attack
on local govemment and local
democracy; it makes a farther
shift in the burden of taxation
from gich to poor; it undermines a
basic gain of the working class in
2 bourgeois democracy - the
right to vote - as people attempt
to avoid the tax through not
Tegistering to vote.

The massive unpopularity of
the tax — especially in urban areas
— is clear. At one recent ward-
based meeting in Tottenham over
100 working class people white,

-
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period

black, young, old tumed out to
express their anger and commit-
ment to refuse to pay. However
this anger still has to be organised
info a genuinely mass campaign
of non-compliance. Even in Scot-
land, with nearly 1,000,000 non-
payers, only a fraction of this
number are active in local cam-
paigns.

If the movement is to succeed
the maximum unity in action has
to be developed, with an
authoritative leadership that can
coordinate action. the national
conference for all anti-poll tax
groups called for November 25th
(initiated by Terry Fields MP) at
Manchester Free Trade Hall
provides the opportunity to build
such unity and leadership.

Unfortunately, events leading
up to Nov 25th could undermine
the success of the conference as
supporters of Militant at a local
and national level have behaved
in a sectarian manner, counter-
posing themselves to already ex-
isting anti-poll tax groups and
seeking to organisationally con-
trol and dominate moves towards

Conference
‘Which Way for Socialists in the
Unions?

Sheffield Polytechnic Student Union,
Pond 5t Sheffield (opposite BR siafion)

November 11 & 12

Ham-5pm Saturday; 10am-4pm Sunday
Workshops include:

Defiance not Compliance - anti union laws
Private Vices, Public virtlues - fighting privatisation
Positive Action and Organising for Change - women
and black people in the unions
and much mere
Delegaies £10, individuals £6/84. Credentials from
The Socialist Conference (1U), PO Box 118,
Chesterfield, Derbyshire

T i e 4 e e A M e e W e e e

Gordon Morgan

g »@*@aw»_ga;
AV

5
£
o

a national federation of anti-poil
tax groups.

Whilst there is general desire
in the movement for unily,
Socialist Outlook would argue
that the movement’s structures
have to be built up from grass
roots level, reflecting the political
plurality and divessity of the for
ces involved, which we recognise
as a strength, not imposing a
schema for organisational struc-
tures from above which has been
Militant’ s approach.

Those forces within the anti-
poll tax movement committed to
building a campaign based on
non-payment, non-collection and
non-implementation came
together in a national meeting on
September 3 originally called by
the Socialist Movement. Sup-
porters of Militant who had al-
ready set in motion the Nov 25th
conference were present and and
whilst the Sept 3rd meeting
(characterised by the numbers of
non-aligned activists present)
voted to support the Nov 25th
conference, there was a heated
debate between Militant sup-
porters and the rest aronnd ques-
tions of democracy and sec-
tarianism.

The Sept 3 meeting also il-
lustrated the diversity of the cur
rents and groups which are within
a non-payment framework. This
diversity can and does strengthen
the movement, contributing to jts
dynamism and creativity. It has
also provided a positive ex
perience of socialists, anarchists
ansd  libertarians  working
together.

However, the movement has
to be more than democratic and
non-sectarian — it needs to have a
clear labour movement orienta-
tion at all levels of the campaign.
There has been a tendency for

SRR iagaat

Scoftish demonsirators: now the warrant sales begin

local anti-poll tax groups to con-
centrate on. building uwp com-
munity resistance and not making
a high enough priority of making
links with workplaces and
uniens.

There aze exciting develop-
ments in some of the unions.
inner London CPSA is taking one
day strike action (as we go to
press) in support of workers
refusing to cooperate with pass-
ing on information about
claimants to CCROs. The dismp-
tion cansed to the registration
process by the national NALGO
pay strike shows the potential of
workplace action.

Within the anti-pol tax move-
ment socialists need to highlight
the importance of such workplace
action in defeating the tax. Our
slogan isn’t one of simply ‘Don’t
pay’ — but the three “d’s’ — ‘don"t
pay; don’t collect; don’t
implement’. In many ways, non-
collection and non-implementa-

| _tion wili be much harder to build

than non-payment. The full
weight of the labour bureaucracy,
who continue fheir violent op-
position to the nen-compliance
strategy, and the employers will
come down on workers who do
take action against the tax. The
stronger the non-payment move-
ment, the more confident workers
will be in taking on their own
misleaders and bosses. But the
anti-poll tax movement has to be
working now at rank and file
level in the unions as well as
making demands and puiting
pressure  on Labour local
authorities, local and national
trade union leaderships, and the
Labour Party to actively oppose -
the tax, not the movement against
it.

Jane Connor
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As European bureaucrats prepare to tone down their proposais to plcacate

Margaret Thatcher, 10,0000 trade unionlsts have demonsirated in Brussels

to show thelr support for a Social Charler to Include among other things, pension righis: here the raily is addressed by British pensioners’ leader

Jack Jones.

The Socialist Outlook for
Europe

Outlook for Socialism, the
weekend of debate and discus-
sion organised by this journal,
is now taking shape, with
many speakers from across
Europe confirmed, providing
a ful! programme of socialist
discussion on many of the key
questions facing the working
class in Europe, East and

The Great
Debaie —
Socialists and
the Stalinist

States.

A debate beiween
Socialist Organiser
and Socialist Out-

look on the nature of
the Stalinist States.

November é6th 7pm.

Room 813, Institute of'
tEducation Students Union Bed:

:lford Way, London WC1 j
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West.

The weekend of rallies, plen-
ary sessions and workshops will
be based around five main themes
— The crisis of stalinism;
Socialists and 1992; Lesbian and
gay struggles in  Burope:
Women’s struggles in Eugope;
and Is Socialissh in Crisis?

Opening the event with a rally
on the Friday evening, marxist
econemist and writer Emest Man-
del; Zbigniew Kowalewski, ex-
Solidarnosc organiser and marxist
wiiter, Branka Magas, a con-
tributor to New Left Review on
Easten Burope, and Ai Meun
Lim, a leader of the Chinese
Solidarity Campaign, will speak
on the Crisis of Stalinism in
Eastern Enrope and China.

The Saturday moming begins
with a plenary on Socialists and
1992, where the European editor
of The Guardian, John Palmer,
will be joined by Oliver Mac-
Donald, editor of Labour Focus
on Eastern Europe.

Later on, there will be two
sessions of workshops, giving
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pasticipants a chance to air their
views on numerous ' questions
facing socialists in Europe,

On Eastem Ewurope, for ex-
ample, Peter Tatchell will address
the question of lesbian and gay
liberation; Barbam - Holland,
author of Soviet Sisterhood, has
been invited to look at the posi-
tion of women in the USSR;
Gunter Minnerup, author of
Citizens and Comrades —
Socialism in @ World of Nation
States, will address the questions
posed by the national movements
in Eastern Furope; Zbigniew

Kowalewski, along with a -

speaker from the Polish Socialist
Party, will explain recent
developments in Poland.

On Western BEurope and
1992, Patrick Camiller of New
Left Review will discuss - the
workers’ parties across Europe
with Dave Packer of Sociafist
Outloek; and Penny Kemp of the
Association of Socialist Greens
will survey the evolution of the
Green movements across the con-
tinent; Joy Hurcombe, of Labour

CND, will look at recent develop-
ments in NATQ; and a roand-
table discussion will take place
on the student movement, involv-
ing representatives of the Greens,
the Communist Pady, and
Socialist Qutlook.

" In the evening, representatives
of the Spanish, Dutch and British
lesbian and gay movements wiil
lead a plenary session on Lesbian
and Gay Struggles in Europe.
This will be followed by a social
with a disco and licensed bar,

The Sunday sessions will
begin with a plenary on Women’s
Struggles in Europe, with Irene
Breugel, of the Socialist Society;
and we have invited Alice Mahon
MP of the Socialist Campaign
Group of MPs to join her; in ad-
dition, a leading representative of
the Fourth International will be
on the platform.

This will be followed by
another session of workshops,
and a final session entitled Is
Socialism in Crisis?, with Ken
Livingstone MP and marxist
writer, Tariq Ali, among others.
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Labour conference:
e for a post

mortem?

Labour paity conference 1989 was every-
thing you could have feared — and more.
The party emerged from this conference
with a policy on the unions combining
Wilson’s fn Place of Strife together with plans
for an Industial Relations  Court.
Unilateralism was defeated — and while Joan
Ruddock and Ron Todd argued for it, they
made it clear that once conference had
decided, their mouths would be tightly but-
toned, ditching principles for hollow-sounding
unity. While the passing of the motion to
reduce defence spending was a victory, we can
be all too certain that it won't be part of
Labour’s manifesto for the general election,
which witl be the most right wing for decades.
On the poll tax, the voices of the million
people in Scotland who have not paid, and the
thousands upon thousands in England and
Wales that have not registered were scan:ely
heard, as the leadership’s so-called
strategy was rubber stamped. On
the economy, we heard a range of
platitudes which do nothing to ad-
dress the depth of the crisis, the
impact this is having on weorking
class living standards and the very £
real problems that will face any fu- ¥#
ture Labour government. We can % :
be sure with these policies that any %
‘honeymoon’ period of such a
government will be short indeed.
The position of the leadership
that Eabour women should been
seen but not heard was sold to con-
ference on the basis of a phoney
debate about quotas. Increased in-
volvement of women at all levels
of the party is something that Labour women
have Iong fought for, but such demands have
always been framed as part of a campaign for
power for the collective voice of women
through the women’s conference. &t was par-
ticularly galling that the Labour Women’s Ac-
tion Committee, originally formed to fight for
precisely these demands has now reduced its
strategy to one of fighting for quotas without
power; and that even on this question they
were prepared to remit their resolution to the
NEC rather than let conference decide. It was
left to Women for Socialism to provide the
only voice for socialist feminists mised at
Brighton
In a sense, the most depressing thing about
the week were the votes that opened and
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Following Wilson’s footsteps to Number 107 Nell Kinnack

Temy Conway

closed it — on the question of party
democracy itself. In the opening
session, conference voted that the
Policy Review would take
precedence over resolutions; thus
placing power in the hands of the
NEC and Shadow Cabinet rather
than the membership. And the Ed-
meonds proposals, which closed the
week represent a further attack on
democracy; weakening the links
with the umions, consigning the
CLPs to the role of fundraisers and
electioneering (though probably only through
telephone canvassing — talking to people face
to face is getting a bit radical these days!} The
closing down of democracy in the fabour
movement, and the threat that Labour’s or-
ganic links with the unions could be broken is
one of the key issues facing the left inside and

outside the Labour Party: if carried through it
would represent a major defeat for the work-
ing class as a whole.

But despite this, which is what most a you
will have seen on TV screens and in the
papers, there were some positive moments for
the left. On conference floor, as well as the
partial victory on defence, there was the mag-
nificent success on Lesbian and Gay rights
which the Labour Campaign for Lesbian and
Gay Rights fought so hard to achieve. And on
Black sections, we saw an increased vote for
the composite on self-organisation, a resound-
ing defeat for Hattersley’s racist nonsense, and
the Moris proposals lost by only 648,000
votes, after a hard hitting debate in which the
left cleardly won the argument. There was
clearly disquiet about much of what was

Left on the fringe: Erie Heffer

decided, especially amongst CLP delegates,
and many still warmiy applanded left wing
speeches from Scargill and Bean

There were other successes too. The Per-
gamon lobby of Maxwell’s beano atfracted the
noisy support of over 300 people, aftes the dis-
pute had been raised on conference floor by

both an NUM defegate and
Brenda Dean from SOGAT.
Pergamon. strikers, together
with striking CPSA members
from Wolverhampton jour-
nalists from Aberdeen and
sacked workers from the
Essex Chronicle used the oc-
casion of conference to reach
new layers of support for their
stuggles.
On the fringe, while the
meeting addressed by Sinn
"Tein MP Gerry Adams stole
the Hmelight (and attracted
many delegates), there were
other successes. A packed
meeting organised by "Voices
for Salman Rushdie’ heard Gita Saghal from
Southall Black Sisters, Maryam from CARI
Narendra Makanji from Black Sections and
Mike Marqusee from Labour Bricfing argue
the case against racism and fundamentalism.
The high point of the meeting was the
repudiation given to Keith Vaz, who the
previous evening had misused the Black Sec-
tions platform to denounce Veices as racist —
with the sole effect of ensuring a large atten-
dance at this meeting. Vaz challenged Voices
to debate him in Leicester — a challenge that
was happily accepted,

In generai however it was clear that atfen-
dance at left fringe meetings was down on
previous years. Many activists decided they
had better things to do with their energies than
sit through Neil’s stage-managed show.
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The campaign to defend unilateralism was left to peter out

Labour Briefing held a useful fringe meeting
on the Sunday of conference with an all-
women plaiform, at which Mandy Mudd ad-
dressed the question many are undoubtedly
asking — why socialists should be in the
Labour Party. She pointed out that what was
crucial was not the policies of the party but
its relationship with the organised labour
movement.

The Women for Socialism fringe meeting
provided a useful forum for labour women to
share ideas and experiences — and called a
picket of the Labour Life meeting the follow-
ing day which was to be addressed by that
defender of children’s rights, Stuart Bell.

A packed meeting on Thursday lanchtime
listened to a range of speakers from the Cam-
paign Group of MPs assess what the week
had meant for the left. Two speakers for the
floor argued that the responsibility for
Livingstone’s removal from the NEC — the
only defeat those speakers seemed concemned
with — lay with the supposters of what has be-
come known as the ‘twin-track’ approach of
building the left both inside the Labour Party
and linking up with campaigns and move-
ments outside.

This hardly veited attack on supporters of
the Socialist Movement, on those who had
been fighting the class struggle rather than
being obsessed solely with inner-party or-
ganisation, gained scant support from either
platform or audience. Tt is not a matter of
continuing along two unconnected lines of
match: a recognition that to rebuild the
strength of the left it is necessary to build
support in areas where Labour Party mem-
bership is not strong — the frade unions and
mass campaigns — is surely now indispen-
sible if Kinnockite new realism is to be con-
fronted and defeated.

For the lesson above all that must be
learnt from Brighton is that the time for

SOCIALIST QUTLOOK no 19, November 1989

Terry Conway

Voices for Salman Rushdle’

resolution-mongering for its own sake is long

past. The victories of lesbian and gay rights
and the fesser one on black sections were
achieved by campaigns which have strong
links with movements outside the party;
many of those on the lobby of conference
called by LCLGR for example are not party
members.

In addition it is clear that following con-
ference, many activists have thought of tear-
ing up their party cards, and sadly some have
already done so. To stem that tide, the injec-
tion of the sort of debates on strategy that
have been developed through different parts
of the Socialist Movement — be it through the
November trade union conference in Shef-
ficld, Women for Socialism, the Irish pelicy
group or whatever — can give new confidence
to socialists that they are not alone and that
links can be made with activists both inside
and outside the party.

It is true of course that the left inside the
party needs to be better organised. The cam-
paign —if such it can indeed be called —
around left candidates for the NEC this yeas
was pathetic, and not helped cither by the
lack of democratic debate at the base of the
party about who should be on such a slate.
And on uvnilateratism, it was scandalous that
so few organisations were prepared to in-

volve themselves in the campaign
launched by Labour Briefing around
defence of party policy on this
issue, that in the end it petered out
throwgh lack of support.

In the light of all of this, it is ex-
tremely positive that the Socialist
Movement has taken a decision to
begin to organise its supporters in
the Labowr Party on a sysiematic
and public basis. Steps towards this
were taken both at a meeting held at
conference jtself and a follow-up in
Birmingham the subsequent
weekend, and plans are now being
laid for a full launch conference
early next year. Such a forum will
allow the left in the party to develop
policies on a more coherent basis
and so raise the often pathetic level
of political discussion in the party as
a whole. It will give-confidence and
support te committed socialists who
feel isolated in night-wing wards
and constiteencies. It will allow a
full debate on the platforms and
slates we want to support for the
NEC and at regional level.

Althongh two years is a long
time in politics, it does look ex-
tremely likely that the outcome of
general election will be a Labour
government in office. But a govern-
ment elected on the policies passed
at this year’s conference will launch
massive aftacks on the working class
which has just voted it in — and
which will have high expectations
that it will act it its favour. The resultant
clash seems set to make the Winter of Dis-
content seem like industtial peace by com-
parison. '

In this situation, the political fights within
the party will explode in a way which far ex-
ceeds anything we have so far seen. If on the
other hand, Thatcher were to manage another
manoeuvie as she did with the Falklands war,
or Labour to score another disastrous series
of own goals so that Kinnock were to lose
another election, again the battles in the party
will intensify further. In either event, the idea
that the fight for the soul of the Labour party
is over, that socialists can afford o put their
energies solely into working in the unions or
in mass campaigns such as fighting the poll
tax, are extremely short-sighted and only play
into the hands of the ‘new realists’.

From every conceivable point of view, the
‘twin-track approach whicl usés the methods
and lessons of the class struggle and takes
them into the party, that understands that the
working class wants answers at the level of
government as well as in terms of trade union
demands, is one that every socialist must sup-
port and fight for.

Terry Conway
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Media recoghnises collapse of
Lawson’s ‘miracle’

Despite Nigel Lawson’s ef-
forts at Blackpool, the
Tories” economic policies are
on the rocks. With the
mortgage tate at 14%, infla-
tion (excluding the cost of
housing) at over 7 percent,
and the balance of payments
heading for a £23 billion
deficit for the year, the
government’s ‘economic
miracle’ has become an
Alice in Wonderland tale,
Even Lawson’s strongest
supporters in the national
press are losing confidence
as rifts widen between Law-
son and Thatcher’s main
economic adviser, Alan Wal-
fers.

Tt is useful to look back at the
situation in 1988, the high point
in Lawson’s chancellorship.
Cutput in the manufacturing
sector appeared to be increasing
sharply, and the Tories found
themselves sitting on a ‘budget
surplus’ (more money was com-
ing into the exchequer than was
being spent) — as a result of mas-
sive revenues from privatisation
and bigher than expected in-
come from North Sea oit. Un-
employment was beginning to fall slowly,
resulting in an increase in tax receipts for the
Treasury. Declaring that their economic
strategy had been a resonnding success, Law-
son and Thatcher took the brakes off their
austerity policy and in the context of relative-
Iy low interest rates, cut income tax by 2p in
the pound and slashed the tax bill of the rich.
This was in line with their longer term plans
for expanding the economy through ‘market’
or ‘consumer-ied” mechanisms.

Sc what has gone wrong for Lawson?
Certainly the decision by West Germany to
increase interest rates in early October didn’t
help. The most recent rise here came in
response to this, but since the ‘Lawson
boom’ started there has been = total rise in in-
terest rates of 40%,

Lawson has been faced with similar con-
tradictions and long term problems as other
chancellors.  British  capitalism’s  weak
manufacturing base means that levels of in-
creased consumer spending — or ‘demand-led
growth® as the Keynesians call it — have not
been matched by the increases in output that
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Keynesian theory assumes. In short, the
British economy ‘overheats” very quickly
and at comparatively low levels of activity.

The post war years saw ‘overheating’ take
place against a background -of relatively full
employment. Govermnments deflated and
pushed vp unemployment, but to levels that
rarely exceeded haif a million. The Lawson
‘economic miracle® took place against an un-
employment rate that was only slightly below
two million and contained huge regional
variations. 'The result of ‘overheating’ has
been a significant increase in inflation and
the mounting trade deficit, as consumers
armed with credit cards buy foreign goods at
the expense of more costly British ones.

In trying to bring about a ‘soft landing’,
Lawson has had gradually to increase intesest
rates. Howeves, his handling of the economy
has resulted in loss of confidence by intema-
tional finance and the cashing of sterling
deposits in favouar of other currencies. To at-
tract back these speculators, Lawson has had
to offer them the recent increases in interest
rates — to support the pound.

The weakness of the British
manufacturing sector in relation
to other capifalist economies has
long been recognised by most
marxists, although their analysis
of why has often differed. They
have pointed variously to the
strength of the working class, to
the backwardness of the British
ruling class in its obsession with
financial capital at the expense of
manafacturing capital, and the ex-
istence of an archaic social struc-
ture. This is not to deny the im-
portance and influence of general
and intemational developments in
capitalism — but rather to acknow-
ledge that within the generalised
crisis affecting the capitalist
world there
ticularities
economy.

Labour govemments have at-
tempted ‘corporatist™ solutions to
modemise industrial production.
They have set up wage-cutting in-
comes policies and huge govem-
ment planning agencies, seeking
‘planning agreements’ with big
business, but not tackling the
power of financial capital or the
strangleheld on  industry exer-
cised by the ‘high pound’
demanded by the City. This same
reformist approach has tradition-
ally dominated the thinking of the
Labour left, atthough proponents of the Alter-
native Economic Strategy of the 70°s did
debate the merits of exchange control and
protectionist import duties to safeguard
‘British’ industries against ‘foreign’ competi-
tion.

The Toties have had a quite different ap-
proach to dealing with the ‘supply side’
problem of British capitalism. In the early
1980s they deliberately crashed the economy
— under the banner of monetarism — to create
a ‘shake out” much of the excess capacity in
the traditional sectors of manufacturing. They
also set out through use of unemployment
and anti-upion laws to impose a dramatic
reduction in labour costs.

At the same time they have promoted the
‘enterprise culture’ in the most profitable sec-
tors - such as electronics and fast foods, and
encouraged Japanese-style labour discipline.
They have continued to give the City a free
hand, and indeed promoted it. They have
openly attacked demands to join the
Buropean Monetary System — where the

are certain par-
about the British
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THE RICH ARE
GETTING RICHER
M Broee
hRE POORER.

pound would be linked to other currencies,
patticularly the Deutschmark, rather than al-
lowed to float against the Yen and the Dollar.

This strategy has produced an industrial
graveyard in parts of the North and a new in-
dustyial aristocracy in sections of the South
East benefiting from high levels of unemploy-
ment in mamfacturing industries and the
super profits pouring into south-east com-
muter arcas from the City. Behind this, need-
less to say, in view of the way the British elec-
toral system operates, is the recognition that
the Labour vote can rise in the North without
affecting the Tory majority south of Bimmin-
gham.

Yet the Tories have dug a hole they will
find increasingly difficult to climb out of.
Lawson has talked about interest rates going
higher if necessary, knowing full well that this
will attack those sections of the working class
that the Tories have depended on in their
promotion of a ‘home owning” democracy.

The meortgage payments on a semi in
Peterborough have probably risen by at least
£150 a month since the beginning of 1988.
This spells big trouble for Thatcher on the pay
front. In addition, a further increase in interest
rates could throw the whole economy into
recession with unemployment rising once
again.

At the time this atticle is being written, the
world stock-exchanges are beginning to lurch
up and down again and the Tories are plung-
ing in the opinion polls. Yet the Labour
frontbench team have little original to say oa
the economy. John Smith said be wouldn’t
make the same ‘mistakes’ as Nigel Lawson,
and is in favour of ‘credit controis’ — which
we assume would even affect the Labour
Party’s own new credit card! — and of joining
the Buropean Monetary System immediately.

‘While lending all possible support to those
gections of workers already responding to
these latest developments by taking industrial
action or submitting even larger pay claims
continuing escalation of wages disputes, we
must combat the wretched line emerging from
Labour's front bench, and elaborate some
socialist answers to the economic crisis. There
is an urgent meed for the left around the
Socialist Movement to initiate a serious debate
around a socialist economic policy that goes
beyond the Ieft Keynesian Alternative
Economic Strategy of the 70’s.

Martin Allen
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Fighting Mexico’s
Thatcherite offensive

Mexico has one of the biggest debts with the imperialist countries. its present
political system was bom out of one of the greatest revolutions of the Twentieth
Century ~ aptly described by Adolfo Gilly as the “interrupted’ revolutien. Although it
brought some Important gains for the Mexican masses it did not declsively break
the umbilical cerd of dependency with Imperiallsm in the way Cuba and Nicaragua
have done. Last month’s Soclalist Dutlook gave a graphic account of the conse-
quences of that continued dependency. Millions of Mexican workers are forced to
cross the border to the USA to find work. _

Today Mexico is going throngh a political earthquake just as dramatic as the ter-
rible natural earthquake of a few years ago. The one party system organised by the
Partido Revelucionario Institutionalista (PRI, Institutional Revolutionary Party} is
beginning to be seriously challenged for the first thne. o

In the 1988 presidential elections the PRI candidate was defeated by Cardenas,
the son of the famous 1948s populist president who gave refuge to Trotsky and
made some real reforms. The PRI system had to resort te massive fraud to get their
candidate, Salinas, installed as president. Protests on a scale not seen for genera-
tions were organised. Salinas and the PRI weathered the storm but have paid a big
political price. The one-parly system is dead.

At the same time the explosive upsurge of the Cardenista movement, now or-
ganised as the PRD (Pariide de Ia Revolucion Demacratica, Parly of the Democyatic
Revolution} confronted the Mexican socialist and revolutionary left with a big politi-
cal test.

Socialist Outlook correspondent DAVE HELLAWAY talked to Sergio Rodriguez, Na-
tional Secretary of the PRT {Partido Beyolucionario de los y las Trabajadores,
Revotutionary Workers Party), in Mexico City at the end of August. Sergio is one of
the founder members of the PRT, Mexican section of the Trolskyist Fourth interna-
tional (USFI). He was involved In the histeric 1968 student movement which was

brutally repressed with hundreds killed jost before the Olympics of that year.

DK:It seems the new President, Salinas, is
doing a bit of a ‘Thatcher’ on Mexican
society. What is his programme?

First you have to understand the Salinas’
overall project which is backed by the
dominant sectors of the ruling class and US
imperialism. He sees himself leading a
Mexican transition to democracy that is not so
radically different to processes going on in
other Latin American countries, The Spanish
experience particularly inspires him and Felipe
Gonzalez is his role model.

The central task he has set his govemment
i¢ nothing less than a decisive change in the
old clientalist, semi-welfare state. This state
was bora out of the radicat Mexican revolution
70 years ago. The axis of PRI political
domination is the incorporation of mass trade
unions and peasant organisations into the state
structure via the PRI one-party system. The
system did produce 60 years of political
stability in a continent where political in-
stability is more commonplace, but at the cost
of low labour productivity helding back more
modem industrial development, The leader of
the Mexican TUC, Velasquez, physically ex-
presses this arrangement. He has been in office
for 50 years!

So Salinas wants to modemise politics, the
economy and social relations. Hence his new
deal with the IMF, the closing down of ‘lame
duck’ state mn industries, his privatisation
plans, his attacks on the bureancratic leader-
ship of the oil workers union and his proposed
electoral reforms to dilute the PRI onepasty
system. The media here have coined a very apt
word for the project ‘charrostroika’ [charre
being the colloguiat term for the old style trade
union bureaucrats}.

Could you explain the explosive rise of the
Cardenista mavemenit?

All these changes bring the Salinas team
into contradiction with parts of the PRI ap-
paratus who want to maintain much more of
the old populist, clientalist system. Here is
where Cardenas and his new movement fit in
—the real social basis of the Cardenas people is
these disaffected bourgeois sectors of the ap-
paratus,

Cardenas thinks that Salinas’ reforms wilt
so fracture the traditional Mexican sociat
fabric that it will produce dangerous social,
even revolutionary, explosions. Instead Cas-
denas waats to reproduce a modified social
pact based on the old historic populism. Thus
he talks loudly of defending the gains of the
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Dave Keltaway

Mexican people, supporting Mexican national
industry and of IMF unfairness.

At the same time in the 1988 elections big
sections of the masses saw Cardenas as a way
of defeating what they saw as the source of all
their problems, the PRL

Now within our party there is a smali num-
ber of comrades who say the vote for Car-
denas was not just a vote to get rid of the PRI
but alse a vote for Cardenas’ democratic
programme, for the best features of the 1917
revolution. A concrete example which sup-
perts the majority position is provided by the
recent 1989 state elections for govemor in
Baja California, In 1988 52% voted there for
Cardenas but in 1989 the rightwing opposition
party, the PAN (National Action Party), won
the election and the Cardenistas (now called
the PRD Democratic Revolution Party) only
scored 4 percent.

If the 1988 vote had been a programmatic
vote for Cardenismo then yon would not have
had such a big decline. It just looked to the
average voter in that state that the PAN can-
didate had a better chance of beating the PRL
Incidentally Salinas” new look pluralism
meant that for the first ime a non-PRI state
governor was allowed to take office.

The problem with the PRD political
project is that it is basjcally an electoral
strategy in a situation where the PRI will not
allow it any room for electoral advantage. Al-
though the PRD won a majority of town halls
in the state of Michoacan, in recent elections
Salinas has refused to repeat the gesture made
in Baja California. Whilst Salinas is eventual-
ly locking to doing a deal with the PAN, a
party fully in favour of modem capitalist
restructuring, he is paturally opposed to any
compromise at the present time with Cardenas
who poses a much more dangerous threat to
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00,000 live as sireet vendors in the vast informal economy of Mexleo Ciiy

éerg:o Rodriguez (left) with Rosario Ibarra (PRT Presidentil

candidats) af a press conference

the traditional PRI base. In any case the
abstention rate in Michoacan was neatly 80%
which refiects a certain disilfusionment of the
masses with electoral politics.

On top of this the PRD does not want to
organise the masses despite ifts great
popalarity. You have to remember that it is a
bourgeois party with many bosses in its higher
ranks —they don’t want militant trade unions
or peasant organisations ranning around under
the PR banner. Even on the democratic
question where it is most militant, the PRD
leadership keeps within certain limits. In
Michoacan the PRD base occupied over 70
town halis but nationally the leadership is
taking its distance from such methods,

DK: What about all the various socialist
or ‘revolutionary’ currents and individuals
who have joined the PRD, including some of
the PRT’s former leading comrades and MPs
like Adolfo Gilly, Ricardo Pascee and Pedra
Penaloza?

Obviously many of these socialists do
have a different view of what party the PRD

should be. They would like more
of a movement or struggle ap-
proach. But they are not at all or-
ganised as a socialist current or
opposition. There is no batile
going on between the “socialists’
and the leadership. In fact our ex-
MP comrades are not even inside
the same lovse groupings that
exist inside the PRD Adolfo Gilly -
is with one lot, Pascoe another @
and then Penaloza with another.

DK: So what is the PRT at-
titnde towards the PRD?

Certain comrades, about 5%
of our membership, have what the
majority considers a slightly “tail-
endist’. . approach. They call for a an- -
tiimperialist united front with the PRD. Our
view in the majority is full support for a
united front with the Cardenista masses but
we take our own independent initiatives.

We must always clearly and publicly give
our opinion on the character of the PRD. For
instance recently with the Michoacan affair
the PRD agreed with a compromise deal
whereby they were given 6 state deputies to
the PRI’s 12 —despite the fact that everyone -
Inows that the PRD won 2 landslide there. In-
deed they had been campaigning and taking
over local town halls on that basis. We °
denounced this compromise.

Our principled position in no way affects
our ability to participate in united actions with
the PRD. Cardenas himseif has a very positive
attitude. Recently at a meefing in Mexico City
concemning Michoacan he congratulated our
party on its systematic defence of democratic
rights. We alse speak on the same platform in
all the big mobilisations.

Of course a cranch question is whether to

SCCIALIST QUTLOOK no 18, November 1989




have an electoral pact with
the PRD. This was the basis
for the exit of some of our
MPs and other comrades in
the lead up to the July 88
clections. An overwhelming
majority of the PRT are op-
posed to such an agreement.

DK:Nonetheless it has
been a very testing fime for
the party over the last year
or so, don’t you agree?

Certainly a big test, one of
the biggest since we founded
the party after 1968. There
was enommous pressure for us
to join the stampede of the
left into the amms of Car-
denas. Advertisements were
paid for in the newspapers
calling on the PRT to join in.

You have to understand
before the July 88 elections
we were dominant on the
Mexican left. Two months
before the Cardenas
phenomenon took off we
were sitting here in this very
headquarters with the whole
spectrum of the Mexican left.
They were here to discuss an
electoral front and eventual
revolutionary unity.

This situation has totally changed. We are
in a new period requiring different tactics.
Before, we could take the initiative for a lot of
actions and draw other political forces in.
Now as I explained before our crucial tactic is
the united front with Cardenista masses, We
confidently expect a crisis in the PRD — not
between the ‘socialistas’ and the leadership
but between its overall line and strategy and
whole sectors of the masses, precisely because
the PRD does not have an answer to the burn-
ing social problems. :

Our great advantage is that the PRT is
known nationally. We get a good reception in
PRD-led mass meetings. For many PRD sup-
porters the PRT is the second option. Further-
more the relationship of forces between the
PRD and the PRT is not so unfavourable since
the masses who support the PRD have not
joined in great numbers. We believe they have
around 40,000 members —a long way from
Gilly’s forecast- of 5 mitlion! {the PRT has
several thousand members, Eds]

Obviously the fact we lost our repre-
sentatives in parliament due to the Cardenas
effect is a real blow since it also aniomatically
means we lose our legal registration as a
party. Our real score in 1988 was 180,000
compared to 450,000 previously. Legal
registration means your party’s name is placed
on the ballot paper wherever yon want to
stand candidates. It also provides state funds.

But we must not exaggerate the effects of
this change. Recently there was a successful
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strike by the teachers’ union. It is the
biggest trade umion in the whole of Latin
America with 1,200,000 members. The PRT
played a key role in the strike and holds more
leadesship positions than the PRD so we can
still intervene without legal registration. Many
of us have been in the situation before.

In fact electoral politics can take up too
much of our members’ time. We have found
that our work in the mass sectors has im-
proved since the loss of registration. We pay
more attention to recruitment. Participation is
still possible in elections either in alliance
with other parties or as write-in candidates. In
the Oaxzaca region recently, where eur peasant
support is good, we won seats and then oc-
cupied foar town halls when the PRI cheated
us ont of the victory.

We have many cadres in our trade union
work but much of it has to be done without
identifying ourselves as PRT because of vic-
timisation and repression. Our work is mostly
among the oil workers, teachers, car workers,
textile workers and telecommunications.The
recent case of the Ford comrades sacked be-
cause they criticised the PRI trade union bos-
ses is a case in point.

Our most important mass work is still
among the peasants where we lead a peasant
organisation, the UGOCEP of around 200,000
members. Our comrades and sympathisers
suffer the worst repression in this sector just
the other day 2 UGOCEP leader was assas-
sinated. During the 1988 election campaign 4
comrades were killed and 2 women comrades
raped.

Presldent Salinas (left) and opponent Cerdenas: debeting
the way forward for the bourgeolste

Another area of mass work is the urban
movement organising tenants and shantytown
dwellers. You probably saw the central area of
Mexico City while you have been here. Well
just around the Mational Palace we are the
major force in erganising 2 neighbourhood of
5000 families under threat from wrban
renewal. Our comrades were very active in the
struggle of the earthquake victims helping to
win then proper rebuilt housing.fthere was a
recent British TV documentary on this move-
ment]

DK:Can you win back legal registration?

To win back the registration we have to
prove we have 65,000 members. The member-
ship lists have 1o be perused and certified by a
notary so it is a tall order. We aim to hold 150
district meetings with between 150 and 300
persons at each, Hopefully we can register
many of these supporters into membership.
The deadline is July 1990 and although i will
be very tough the campaign is necessary and
the objective is not impossible,

One last thing comrades in Burope can do
for us at the moment is to campaign for the
appearance of Jese Ramon Garcia. He is a
state leader of the PRT who was kidnapped
neatly a year ago now. We have made many
initiatives on this case but the Mexican
government is very valnerable to international
pressure so even quite a small effort by you in
Enrope can make a difference. Amnesty Inter-
nationa) have already taken up his case [see
recent article in Labour Briefing, September,
for more details].
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Behind the Broadwater

raid

On Friday, September 30th the Metropolitan Police used massive force te invade the homes of people on Broad-
water Farm. DAVE PALMER looks at what lay behind the action, and how socialists should build solidarity

It is geoerally accepted that the main
reason for the raid was that Chief Super-
intendent Melvin had been charged with
offences by the Police Complaints
Authority, primarily relating to the way
he treated the juveniles in the Blakelock
murder ¢ase.

Melvin was in charge of the Sesious
Crimes Squad at Scofland Yard and of the in-
quiry into the murders on the Farm and the in-
vestigation following it in 1983. So the raid is
being seen quite rightly as a hit-back by the
Metropolitan Police because of the miniscule
moves taken against Melvin — which in any
case are unlikely to result in prosecution or
discipline.

So the raid took place, based on the bizarre
evidence of an observation team who had
been watching the local lannderette. They
claimed that of 2500 people going into the
launderette only 250 took in any washing.
This ignored the fact that there is a phone in
the launderette and was used to back a claim
that the building was being used as a cenfre
for drag-dealing,

400 police sledgehammered  down
people’s doors and left notes on their kitchen

with the Farm

tables saying ‘Sorry we couldn’t find any-
thing, yours the Metropolitan Police’ They
strp-searched people. They made very few ar-
rests and found a very small quantity of drugs
— some cammabis and a small quantity of
cocaine. Clearly the amount of force used was
completely umjustifiable and the amount of
resources allocated bore no relation to the ac-
tual scale of the drug problem.

The way the use of cannabis is
criminalised and the law applied in a very ar-
bitrary and uneven way against black youth is
part of a criminalisation of black youth them-
selves. This raid is a particularly extreme and
farcical example of this process.

It seems possible that there was collabora-
tion between the police, council officers and
Haringey Council itself. Accusations that
Dolly Kiffin was a police informer were made
by people who were present when the police
arfived on the Parm. Kiffin used to run the
Youth Association and had a de facto control
over the activities of the Defence Campaign —
which severely limited its effectiveness. She
had resigned from the Youth Association two
days before the raid. There are accusations of
comuption against her ( she was convicted in
court eatlier this year on charges of obstruct-

of veleran ANC leaders Including Waller Sisufu.

ing the course of jus-
tice} and she has now
disappeared to
Jamaica. It is alleged
that she knew of the
police raid in advance
and had neither op-
posed it nor informed
anyone on the Famm
that it was about to
happen.

The police have
been highly criticised
for this raid and the
resnlting anger gave
new impetus to the
Defence Campaign. A
lot of peeple tumed up
to the subsequent
picket around the Tot-
tenham 3. For the first
time in 4 years there
was a mass meeting
on the estate that was
overwhemingly  op-
posed to the raid and
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bitter and angry about the actions of the
police. There was also a large picket of the
police station the following week. But now
that these mass mobilisations have taken
place, strategic questions still have to be
answered.

Prior to the raid the campaign in support of
the Tottenham 3 was in abeyance. The Law
Lords had refused grounds to appeal against
the original conviction. Although there was a
very successful picket last year outside
Womnwood Scrubbs the day before the Law
Lords heard the case, there has been little op-
portunity to do anything since. The only way
that the situation could be shifted is if the
Home Secretary agreed to reopen the case. In
the absence of that there hasn’t seemed much
foom for manocenvre, ‘

Although the campaign has been relatively
successful it hasn’t sufficiently assessed the
way the political sifuation has changed, par-
ticulartly the political relation between the
black population and the police. At the begin-
ing of the 1980s there were a number of suc-
cessful campaigns against state harassment of

the black community. In the mid- to late-80s

there has been progress on the question of
black self-organisation in the labour move-
ment, but less headway inmass anti-racist
campaigns based in the communities.

There ‘have been long term internal
problems on the Farm, basicatly in relation to
the operation of the Youth Association and
the unaccountable power of Dolly Kiffen, but
also because of the objective problems out-
lined above and an inability of all concerned
to grasp the potential for building a really
broad-based campaign.

I's clear however that a new situation has
opened np., The whole Guildford 4 mling
changes the whole ball game. Now is the time
to go on the offensive and exploit any shift in
the judiciary’s wusually hardnesed position
towards these things.

The problem has always been to try to link
the Tottenham 3 case to these other cases in
the mind of the public. Tn fact, it is virtnally
identical in that it is based entirely on confes-
stonal evidence, but as yet there has not been -
the same weight of support mebilised around °
it, TThere must be a massive demand across
the labour and students’ movements for the
Home Secretary to review the case.
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ion with the unfons under a Labour government

In Place of Struggle:

Labour’s plan for the unions

Since this year’s Brighton Con-
ference rubber-stamped the Policy
Review document, the ELabour
Party has become committed to
introducing anti-union laws com-
bining aspects of In Place of
Strife (which helped defeat the
Wilson govemnment in 1969-7()
and the Industrial Relations Act,
which belped bring down Ted
Heath’s Tory govemnment in
1974.

The adopted text ‘Meet the Chal-
lenge Make the Change’ sets out
Kinnock’s —~ predictably vague -
framework for industrial relations
legislation under a future Labour
govemnment.

Labour calls for the removal of the
following aspects of post-1979 Con-
servative trade union law:

n The right to selectively sack
strikers even after proper ballots;

n Encouragement to employers to
artificially split companies simply to
avoid the effects of a primary dispute;

n The use of ex-parte injuctions
and sequestration o prevent/stop dis-
putes.

So far, so good (just about). But
they then go on to say, on secondary
action, that ‘if workers have a
genuine interest in the outcome of a
dispute and democratically seck to

JANE WELLS
take appropriate sympathetic action in
tesponse to those in dispute they
should be able to do so within the
law.” ‘Genuine interest’, and
‘appropriate’ action, are unfortunately
not defined.

Subsequent statements by Labour
front-benchers have clarified the posi-
tion: sympathetic action will not be
deemed “genunine” and *appropriate” if
the media don’t like it. Miners will,
promise Labour, not be allowed to
picket in support of striking nurses,
for example. Speculating on other
restrictions  in  the Independent,
Employment spokesperson  Michael
Meacher assured bosses at home and
abroad: ‘Would it be Iawful for
workers to refuse to handle imports
from South Africa? ... Answer, no.”

The policy review also preserves
the right of government and the
courts to interfere with and prescribe
on intemal union affairs. ‘Union
members’, says the Policy Review,
‘should have the right to a secret bal-
lot on decisions relating to strikes as
well as in the election of union execu-
tives ... any union member should be
able to appeal to an independent
tribunal if a ballet has not been held,”

What they left out is most impoz-
tant of all.

Labour’s Policy Review fails to
tackle the problem of unions’ vul-
nerability to unpredictable and expen-
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sive civil action. Under the present
system, unions can still be taken to
court by employers even if all the
legal procedures (baloting etc) have
been observed. All the employers
have to prove is that a dispute falls
outside the court’s own namrow
definition of a ‘trade dispute’ (which
the courts can largely make up as
they go along), and that union’s are
guilty of one of number of civil
wrongs (‘industrial torts’). Common
industrial torts include: indicing
breach of contract; interference with a
business by unlawfol means; in-
timidation and conspiracy. New ones
can be added as judges see fit.

Unless unions are made immune
to these kinds of action, the courts
will' always be available for
employer’s spoiling actions to scup-
per strikes. Unions did win complete
immunity after 1906, but the Tories
had severely limited immunity by
1982 (building on the Labour
Govemnment’s more modest success

in shackling the unions in the earlyl

1970s).

Ali the Labour Party has to say on
the subject is the meaningless for-
mula of ‘employees must have the
right to engage in lawful industrial
action without their unions being sub-
ject to the sort of court action which
can see all their unjons’ funds se-
questrated and the money of union

“Subsequent
statements by
Labour
front-henchers
have clarified
the position:
sympathetic
action will not
he deemed
‘genuine’ and
‘appropriate’ if
the media don’t
like it. Miners
will, promise
Labour, not he
allowed to
picket in
support of
striking nurses,
for exampie”

Page 13




The TUC
drew an
important — if
modest —
marker for a
future Labour
Government.
Less than four
weeks later
they stepped
back and let
Labour cross
't!!

“The unions
have their
view, but i
will be the
Labour Prime
Minister” -
Neil Kinnock
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members frozen.” Sequestration, they
say ‘is completely unacceptable; and
it will not be part of our new con-
structive framework of industrial rela-
tions law.’

But without the full and unam-
biguous restoration of immunity,
Labour’s promises of a *fairer future’
for the unions is not worth the reams
of paper it’s written on. Labour know
that — but are too timid to do anything
about it. The uniens know it, too.

Led by the TGWU and MSF, the
TUC Congress in September tried to
fill in the gap.

A huge composite was moved by
the MSF and supported by other
unions; including calls for ‘immunity
in Tort (civil law) for trade unions’.
Supporting the composite in the
debate, Bill Morris, Deputy General
Secretary of the TGWU, said: “There
can be no half-measures; there can be
no tinkering. The Tory anti-union
laws which sack sirikers and drag
unions through the courts must go.
We need a new framework of Labour
law’. In the absence of any altema-
tive, even the right-wing AEU and
GMB unions voted for the motion. It
was carried unaninously.

The reaction by politicians and the
press to the TUC’s deciston was swift
and wholly negative. In reality, the
motion carred did little more than
underline the legal steps that would
need to be taken to ensure that
Labour’s stated aims could be ful-
filled. But ‘immunity’ rings alam
bells and Labour’s leaders already are
nervous about their union links, and
especially about being seen to let the
unions stand ‘above the law’. That
was the Tories’ immediate line of at-
tack.

Conservative Party  Chairman
Kenneth Baker claimed that the
unions were ‘once again putting
themselves above the law’, adding
that the ‘weasel words’ of Labour’s
Policy Review were now laid bare.

Neil ("T'm dead hard’) Kinnock’s
cringing response was to point out
that Labour and the unions are
separate bodies with separate policies
and that ‘The unions have their view,
but I will be the Labour Prime
Minister’. Unnamed “Walworth Road
officials’ (rcad Peter Mandleson)
made statements to the same effect,

Michacl Meacher tried to argue
that the TUC position was compatible
with Labour’s {much to the delight,
goes the mumour, of the Labour
leader, who is expected to make use
of this to argue that Meacher’s lack of
judgement/left-wing leanings make
him unsuitable for membership of the

Shadow Cabinet). The GMB General
Secretary John Edmonds and the
ABU President Bill Jordan, once they
had caught on to the significance of
what had slipped through, condemned
their own decision as ‘unwise’ and
*dangerous’.

All this, of course, helped pile on
the pressure for the Labour Party
Conference. Press speculation about a
pre-conference stich-up and climb-
down by the unions once they
realised the error of their ways, {(again
firelled by Walworth Road), was rife.

Unfortunately the press got it right
this time. Stitch-up and climb-down
there was. In compositing, the offend-
ing ‘immunify’, originally tabled by
the TGWU, disappeared. Bmergency
resolutions welcoming the TUC
decision were ruled out of order; and
left-wing motions demanding the
removal of all post-1979 laws and the
right for unions to write their own
rule books were defeated — heavily.

Instead delegates and, most impor-
tantly, most of the unions (including
the “left’ TGWU and MSF), opted for
an anodyne formula which cailed for
a ‘fair and positive framewotk of in-
dustrial relations fegislation” but com-
mitted the Party to no specifics.

Bill Jordan of the AEU used the
opportunity provided by the debate to
hammer home his own brand of new
realism which in effect set the tone of
the compromise reached on the issue:
‘Today’s party is a party of law
makers, not law breakers.” It was left
to Arthur Scargill to point out the
similarities hetween the proposals in
the Policy Review and the Wilson
Govemment’s ‘In Place of Strife’
anti-trade union legislation.

Meanwhile, following top-level
talks between Labour and the unions,
a joint statement by the TGWLJ and
Michael Meacher was issued,

- ‘clarifying’ Labour’s proposals. In

fact it was intended to confuse the
issue and to bury any clarity so deep
that it could never be dng out again.
‘What the statement says is that the
status que eon imununities will be
retained. Labour would tighten up
some of the legal definitions and
procedures currently used to trap
vnions, but they will still be wul
nerable to civil action and to (limited)
sequestration. The current powers of
judges to keep inventing new
labilities for unions and to apply
punitive sanctions will be reined in.
New specialist courts, including lay

“ representatives, will be set up to ad-

judicate on these issues, reminiscent
of the National Industrial Relations
Court set up under Ted Heath's

union-busting legislation.

What the statement means is no
commitment to repeal Tory trade
union laws; no right to strike (only
limited protection under the ‘trade
dispute’ definition) and more se-
questrations (just ‘fairer’ ones!).

Why are Labour’s leaders so
touchy on this — just as the irade
unions are enjoying an unprecedented
popularity following some successes
in the summer of discontent, and as
Thatcher is increasingly seen to be
acting unreasonably and vindictively
towards them?

The fact is that Labour’s leaders

- want these laws — deterrents, sanc-

tiens and all. A Labour Government
with Kinnock’s policies — just like the
Wilson and Callaghan administra-
tions before — will need its trade
union laws when its economic
policies are in tatters and it goes back
to the working class and asks it to
foot the bill for a few measly reforms
with wage restraint and other
austerity measures.

How to respond and fight these es-
sentially right-wing policies does
pose an awkward question for the
likes of Ken Livingstone, and for

those who argue that Conference .

sovereignty has to take precedence,
even over socialist principles,
whatever the effect those decisions
might have on the working class in
the real world. In the event of a
Labour Govemment, will their
watchword then become, not “wait for
the Labour Government’, but ‘sit
down and shut up until the next con-
ference — we'll sort it out then?’

The TUC drew an important — if
modest — marker for a future Labour
Govemment. Less than four weeks
later they stepped back and let Labour
cross it. It is in the nature of the beast
that is & unien leader to pronounce a
principle one day and to do a deal to
dispense with it the next.

Labour’s “demecracy’ is likely to
be the next casualty — as a direct con-
sequence of the U-tum on trade union
legislation. Insulating the Labour
Party from the organised working
class follows logically from protect-
ing Labour in Government from the
working class.

The challenge now — to defend
coiference and the union link, and to

reverse Labour’s disastrous rightward .

drift — can only be met by a left
prepared not only to organise itself,

- but to address itself politically and or-
ganisationally to the working class as -

well,
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Graeme Cooks:

In serlous need of solidarity: health workers fight for the whols of the working class

Arming for battle
against new realism

The Socialist Movement has just published the draft policy statement whick is to be dis-
cussed at the conference for socialists in the unions being organised in Sheffield on Novem-
ber 11 and 12. ALAN THORNETT reports.

“On the one hand, the five years
of retreat which followed the
mibers’ strike has now given way
to the more confident mood as

expressed in this summer’s in-

dustrial upsurge, with its sedes of
rematkable strike votes expressed
in the strength of the strikes that
followed. ... But on the other
hand, recent struggies show that
many of the features which have
been so destructive in the past are
still present. The London Under-
ground strike in classic fashion
ended with a deal agreed over the
heads of the rank and file by their
leaders. The British Rail strike
could have won much more by
getting completely r1id of the
strings that were attached, and in
our view the defeat of the dock-
ers was due, in major past, to the
failure of TGWU leaders to adopt
a policy of defiance of the Tory
anti-union laws”.

“We have to reject compromises
and rebuild trade union strength on
the basis of militant struggle to im-
prove the wages and working condi-
tions of trade union members, and

build solidarity with those in struggle
and with those victimised in the
process”.

These extracts fiom the Introduc-
tion to the draft policy statement for
the Sheffield conference sum up the
bold purpose that makes it so impor-
tant for trade unienists: it is above all
an attempt to organise and regroup a
class struggle cumrent that will take
up the battle for a wholesale shift of
policy inside the trade union move-
ment.

At present it is clear that, despite
the important industrial upsurge in
the summer and the likelthood that
such action will be repeated in com-
ing months, new realism remains the
dominant political force in the
Labour and trade union movement.

It was new realism which allowed
the dockers to be defeated, and it was
new realism which pushed the Policy
Review document through the
Labour Party conference last month,
with disastrous implications for the
trade union movment.

Under the policy review, Labour,
if elected in two years time — a
prospect which looks increasingly
likely despite the Kinnock leadership
— will keep (and seek to enforce) the
bulk of Tory anti-union legislation
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adoped since 1982. What they intend
to keep amounts to far greater attack
on the trade union movement than
was contained in In Place of Strife ~
Labour’s anti-union laws defeated by
mass unofficial action against Harold
Wilson’s govemment fwenty years
ago. '

It is this situation which makes
the conference for socialists in the
trade unions, called by the Socialist
Movement for November 11 and 12,
so important. Recent struggles have
showed fresh layers of workers join-
ing the fight against the employezs
and the Tory govemment; but there

is no organised cument to channel -

this development along politicat
lines, and offer an alternative line of
leadership,

All previous initiatives for politi-
cally-based rank and file organisation
in the unions have ceased to be effec-

: tive. The oldest, the Liaison Commit-

tee for the Defence of Trade Unions
(LCDTU) formed in the 1970s under
the then united Communist Party,
never achieved any real inde-
pendence from the ‘left’ trade union
bureaucracy, and has now dwindled
in size, with its politics tied to the
breakaway Communist Party of
Britain (CPB). The Broad Left Or-

Tony Benn
still has a big
hase of
support
amongst the
trade union
rank and file
«. the
weakness has
been that this
support has
not heen
organised in
bhetween union
conferences -
hut the
Socialist
Movement
initiative could

- mark a change

in that”
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We cannot
accept the
continued
criminalisation
of trade union
activity. We
must
campaign for
the complete
repeal of ali
anti-trade
union
legisiation
adopted by
the Tories
since 1980
and for full
restoration of
. ties”

The success
of the
conference
must be judged
by its ability to
take further
initiatives that
will '
consolidate a
class struggle
left and

strengthen the
implantation of
the Socialist
Movement in
the unions”
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ganising Committee (BLOC), always
dominated by Miiitant and never
gaining anything like the LCDTUs
implantation in the unions, has ceased
to function at a national Ievel. The
varions ‘Rank and File’ initiatives
which the Socialist Workers Party
used to sponsor in the 1970s have also
long been abandoned as the SWP,
embracing the theory of a ‘downtum’
in class struggle has pulled back from
any real challenge to the bureancracy
in the unions, There is cleatly a
vacuum, and the Socialist Movement,
which is itself a political response to
the development of new realism, is by
far the best placed to take the kind of
non-sectarian initiative to fill it.

Although the Socialist Movement
has been weak in the unions it has the
potential to develop. Tony Benn still
has a big base of support amongst the
trade union rank and file — as can be
seen by the size of the fringe meetings
he attracts at trade union conferences.
The weakness has been that this sup-
port has not been organised to fight
for policies and in support of trade
union struggles in between union con-
ferences — but the Socialist Movement
initiative could mark a change in that.

The draft policy statement
published in adavance of the Novem-
ber conference presents four central
themes:

B developing a political struggle
against new realism;

B confronting and defying the
anti-osion laws;

® solidarity with those in struggle;

M the fight for democracy in the
trade union movement.

These are clearly the key themes
arcund which a fight-back against the
right-wing should be organised. They
draw a line of divide between be-
tween those who are for collaboration
with the employers and compliance
with the law, and those who argue for
a class struggle line in the unions in
opposition to new realism and class
compromise.

Any sectarian attempt to namow
down the basis of the conference, and
what comes out of it, to a list of ‘pure’
propaganda demands acceptable to
revolutionary socialists should be
rejected, The task at the present time,
with new realism in control of the
bulk of the trade unjon movement, is
to strengthen and support those fight-
ing new realism in the unions and to
build an organised new realist cusrent.

The draft policy document puts it
this way:

“The main purpose of this con-
ference is to strengthen opposition to
new realism at every level and to

begin to rebuild the unions through
successful  struggle against  the
employers and the government. The
key to this is the democratisation of
the trade union movement itself, par-
ticularly through the maximum invol-
vement and pasdticipation of trade
union members.”

1t is also strong on the anti-union
laws, saying:

“Socialists have to re-establish
‘defiance not compliance’ as the
policy of the movement. The defeat of
the dockers demonstrates once again
that this is the biggest single problem
faced by the trade wnion movement.
One of the tasks of the Socialist
Movement is to campaign to create
the conditions which will make
"defiance not compliance" a reality,
because the trade unions will continue
to be defeated while these laws are
obeyed”.

“It cannot be credibly argued that
a trade union movement of nine mil-
lion members affiliated to the TUC
has no alternative but to comply with
the Tory laws. Every time these laws
are complied with, new ones are
brought in — new legislation is being
introduced in the coming years to

challenge wunofficial strikes and
abolish the closed shop”.
And it is clear on repeat the repeal

of the laws by a futre Labour
government:

“We cannot accept the continued
criminalisation of trade union activity.
We must campaign for the complete
repeal of all anti-trade unjon legisla-
tion: adopted by the Tories since 1980
and for full restoration of im-
munities”.

An important feature of the con-
ference document is that it backs up
its substantial section on trade union
democracy by itself adopting
democratic procedures — something
which has not always been the case
with previous such initiatives (where
the final outcome has often been
decided by the dominant political fac-
tion well in advance, and bulldozed
through by bureaucratic procedures
and action from the chair). The Shef-
field conference has been organised
by a committee elected at the June
conference of the Socialist Move-
ment, and, significantly, the draft
statement submitted (prepared by a
sub committee, and circulated in ad-
vaice) can be amended af the con-
ference.

The scope of the statement, 7,500
words with 22 sections, also breaks
new ground for such a conference. Tt
contains a substantial section on the
employers’ offensive aganst the trade

unjons and the workforce, deta.i]ing
many of techniques which have been
developed over recent years, includ-
ing ‘workers’ participation’, and new
working practices and agreements. It
has sections on solidarity, rank and
file organisation, the changing nature
of the workforce, new technology un-
employment and training, low pay,
Pprivatisation, the NHS, and the attack

on education and the education
unions.
Probably the most important

breathrough the conference makes
over previous such inifiatives is its
treatment of a range of social issues
as central themes for the trade union
movement. These include issues
facing women, black workers, and
lesbian and gay workers in the
uniens, These are key themes for the
conference, linked to workshops or-
ganised by Women For Socialism, the
Socialist Movement Lesbian and Gay
policy Group, Trmde Unionists
Against Section 28, Labour Party
Black Sections, and the NALGO
Black Workers Group.

The integration of the issnes runs
into the opening plenary where as
well as Tony Benn, Betty Heathfield
and other well-known speakess, the
platform will include a speaker from
the NALGO Black Workers Group
and an out lesbian women speaking
for the Socialist Teachers Alliance. It
is the first such conference to have an
out lesbian women on its opening
platform. -

The policy document also has a
lengthy section on environmental is-
sues, which it insists must be a part of
the trade union agenda:

“Socialists have to reassert that

. protection of the environment is a

trade union issue. The adoption of a
wide-ranging document on ecology
and opposition to nuclear power by
the 1989 TUC Congress opens the
possibility of building action on the
ecology question in the rank and file
of the trade nnion movement. Such
action will build upon existing trade
union action and policies™.

Health and safety issues are also
taken on:

“Health and safety, both in the
workplace and in the public domain,
has now become a major political
issue, It can no longer be denied that
Tory policy and philosophy, and the
resulting drive for profitabiity at
whatever cost, lies behind the series
of tragedies witnessed over the past
year in Britain”,

And on intemnational issues:

“The Socialist Movement believes
that it would be necessary for a -
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socialist govemment to controf the
operation of financial institutions and
large private companies. This policy
is even more significant in the case of
multi-national corporations — many of
which are involved in the super-ex-
ploitation of labour on a world wide
scale. A socialist government should
have power to confiscate assets or tax
the operations of all muti-national
companies and their operations”™.

It is clear from the amendments al-
ready appended to the policy docu-
ment that the issue of the European
Community and the single European
market in 1992 is going to be a major
debating point at the conference. The
main draft of the document, comectly
sees 1992 as precipiating an attack on
the working class across Burope as
the big employers rationalse to adapt
to the new conditions and take full ad-
vantage of them. An amendment from
a minority on the drafting sab-com-
mittee however propose as amend-
ment which says:

“The coming of the single
European market in 1992 presents the
trade union movement with a whole
range of new threats and oppor-
tunities. On the one hand, the con-
centration and socialisation of capital
symbolised by the market represents a
move forward in the organisation of
production, creating new structures
and links across national boundaries
which can only be to the ultimate
benefit of workers sharing common
class interests...”.

All these things are key debates
which have fo be faken on by
socialists in the trade unions as a part
of the preparation of a political cur-
rent which can confrent new realism.
The final version of the policy state-
ment when adepted may be published
as a pamphiet, and the Socialist
Movement’s own structures will need
to be strengthened to relate more
strongly to the trade unions.

In the longer term the success of
the conference must be judged by its
ability to take further initiatives that
will consolidate a class siruggle left
and strengthen the implantation of the
Socialist Movement in the unions,
and build its influence with broad
lefts and sections of workers entering
struggles. Our aim should be to en-
sure  that every  bureaucratic
manoenvre and sell-out is exposed
and combatted, and that sections
entering battle know that they do not
have to fight alone. The Sheffield
conference will not achieve that in
one step: but it could be the cruciat
starting point along that road.

Leeds gas workers fighting the "Balife

of Wortley Bridge”

Back to Basics

Trotskyism: the
politics of class
struggle

“As schools of war, the Unions
are umexcelied In them is
developed the peculiar courage of
the English™

This is how Engels in the mid
1840s summed wp his admiration for
the militancy and self-sacrifice of the
early workers’ movement as it battled
for existence in the teeth of bmutal
state repression. His Condifion of the
Working Class in England chronicles
repeated pitched battles between
strikers and troops, and the open —
often lethal — violent attacks of
strikers on scabs, including throwing
sulphuric acid into scabs’ faces. He
shows how the early unions were
formed because for week after week,
year after year a reservoir of workers
could be found who were prepared to
risk life and limb and to flost not only
anti-union laws but almost any law in
order to mount their challenge to the
power of the employers.

However Engels did not idealise
these early union militants: he consis-
tently pointed to their political weak-
nesses, and the one-sidedness of trade
union struggle, which confronts
employers at ‘the level of the
workplace or company, but which

SOCIALIST OUTLOOK no 19, November 1988

does not confront the ruling class as a
whole or its state machine.

From these very earliest stages of
working class organisation there has
been a political tension, a contradic-
tion within trade unionism which con-
tinues as a major issue in today's ap-
parently  very  different labour
movement, The wing of -the move-
ment which looks to pursue an out-
right and uncompromising class
struggle against the employers — a
struggle which could, if politically
developed and generalised, lead logi-
cally to revolutiopary conclusions —
comes under constant pressure from
the economic facts of life (the need, in
the absence of an immediate revolu-
tion, to eam sufficient to live from
day to day under capitalism) and from
the lasger section of workers who for
the most part seek only to use trade
union strength to secure certain con-
cessions, reforms within  the
framewoik of capitalism. For this,
nomally majority, section of trade
unionists, there is little or no thought
of overturaing the power and owner-
ship of even one capitalist, let alone
the whole system.

The tension between these com-
ponents of the workers’ movement is

. “Engels

consistently -
pointed to the
one-sidedness
of trade union
struggle,
which
confronts
employers at
the level of
the workplace
or company,
but which
does not
confront the
ruling class as
a whaole or its

state
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“itis
seli-deceiving
to turn to an
idealistic
conception of
the working
class “rank
and file” as
some kind of
fount of
ideoclogical
purity ... it
can be simply
a glorified
way of urging
the rank and
file to stay at
a political
level they
have aiready
reached on
their own”
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by no means a simple or mechanical
one. There is no “pure’ revolutionary
class struggle wing to line up op-
posite a rival body of unadulterated
reformists and class conciliators. On
the contrary, trade union and other
struggles over the decades have
shown us that the same workforce
under different conditions can be
capable of swaying in either direction.
Workers who at one peint — given
firm leadership — can be roused to
peaks of class consciousness, self-
gacrifice and militant action, can at
other times vote reluctantly or other-
wise to accept shabby compromise
deals rather than pursae what they see
as a hopeless or useless fight.

The pressures towards com-
promise are most frequently
developed into argued politics of
class collaboration and a systematic
line of confining workers to reformist
demands by bureaucratic layers of
full-time union officials and repre-
sentatives, detached from the biiter
realities of exploitation in the
workplace, and finding a privileged
position as professional go-betweens
in dealings with the employers. But
the same political and material pres-
sures also bear down and find their
reflection in many shop stewards
committees and among the union rank
and file as 2 whole.

This should not surprise marxists,
who argue that in class society, the
ideology of the dominant class is
reinforced by material relations of
power and material institutions shap-
ing the conditions of daily life, and is
therefors itself dominant unless con-
sciously overturned through the
development of an alternative ideol-
Ogy.-

This is why it is self-deceiving to
tum to an idealistic conception of the
working class “tank and file” as some
kind of fount of ideclogical purity or
any automatic political answer to the
bankmuptcy of burcaucratic trade
union and political leadership. While
rank and file workers feel much more
acutely the pressures that drive them
into struggle, only a fight to develop a
new political leadership in opposition
to their existing bureaucratic leaders
offers any way forward.

Anything else is simply a glorified
way of urging the rank and file to stay
at a politicat level they have already
reached on their own: indeed political
currents today whose political mes-
sage centres on a largely non-political
reliance on the trade union “rank and
file” tend to counterpose this to any
serious fight within the unions or the
wider labour movement to expose and

replace the existing bureaucratic
leadership. Ultra-left demunciations
and phrases can in this way conceal
an- abstentionist political line (of
which one obvious symptom is a
refusal to stand against the right wing
for office for fear of winning and then
becoming contaminated by class col-
Iaborationt)

The marxist method consists in
building on the inherent tendency to
class struggle, the constant and recur-
ring clashes of class interest between
the union membership, the employers
and the ruling class, and within this
context raising demands and political
analysis which generalise from but go
beyond the experiences of those in
struggle, to point towards revolution-
ary political conclusions.

The politics of reformism emerge
most strongly as an obstacle to class
struggle at the moments of sharpest
crisis. In economic recession, the
reformist leader meckly kow-tows to
the ‘right’ of the employers to
safeguard their viability at the ex-
pense of their workforce, urging
workers to ‘tighten their belts’ and
abandon resistance to redundancies
and speed-up. Likewise in war time,
the reformist rallies to the defence of
the capitalist ‘fatherland’, patriotical-
ly boosting the profits of the mling
bourgeoisie.

It was the reformist degeneration
of the formally ‘marxist’ parties of
the Second International, leading to
their total capitulation in 1914 to the
patriotic hysteria of World War One,
which convinced Lenin and the Bol-
sheviks of the need for a new, Com-
munist Itemational that would con-
sistently uphold the politics of class
struggle and intemationalism.

The new ‘Comintem’, formed in
1919 in the aftermath of the vic-
torious Russian Revolution, recog-
nised the centrality of trade union
struggle, and went on to develop
detailed discussions and documents
on tactics for work in the trade unions
and wider workers’ movement. These
tactics went back to the marxist start-
ing point, building on the class strug-
gle dynamic within the unions, and
seeking to raise demands which conld

" form a bridge between the day-to-day

reformist consciousness of the large
majority of workers and the revolu-
tionary politics. needed for the strug-
gle for power.

These demands, elaborated and
explained at some length in the
Comintern's Theses on Tactics, begin

_ from mundane trade union issues

such as defence of jobs, pay and
living, but lead, through struggle,

towards the reorganisation and
revolutionary meobilisation of the
working class at factory and neigh-
bouthood level, raising the issue of
socialism and state power.

Such demands were intended as a
transition from fighting for improve-
ments within capitalism to fighting
for sociatist revolution, and became
known as transitional demands. They
ran alongside a developing awareness
among the easly leaders of the Com-
intern that the mass of workers who
still remained tied to reformist trade
unions and Social Democratic parties
could only be won to revolutionary
politics through a process of struggle.
Their own experiences would teach
them political Jessons in a way that
ne amount of Bolshevik propaganda
leaflets or lectures could hope to
achieve.

"It was not enough for marxists to
preach the evils of capitalism and the
virtues of socialism: it was necessary
to fight with and alongside the broad
mass of the working class, to forge a
united front between the Communist
Patties and the mass reformist or-
ganisations on issues of key impor-
tance to the workers, in which
throngh common experiences the
marxisis could show the bankmptcy
of the reformist leaders and prove
their own credentials as an alternative
leadership ready to take their place.

Unfortunately this method of
working was derailed almost before it
began, firstly by the eardy sec-
tarianism and inexperience of many
of the new Communist Parties, and
then by the bureaucratic degeneration
of the Bolshevik Party itself under the
influence of Joseph Stalin in the mid

- 1920s. Stalin’s netion of the wnited

front was in this early phase to seek

cosy links with sections of
‘sympathetic’ trade union
bureaucrats.

Thus in Britain the promising
beginnings of a class struggle left
wing regroupment in the unions, the
Minority Movement, which formed a
national framework involving mass
support in 1924, was steered under
the influence of the Communist Party
towards a soft relationship with 2
group of TUC ‘lefts’, especially the:
group which began to speak out in
favour of unity between British and
Russian trade unions and lent their
names to the Anglo Russian Trade
Union Committee.

The bureaucrats cultivated by
Stalin significantly kept the Minority
Movement at arm’s length, and were
to join the TUC right wing in the
betrayal of the 1926 General Strike:
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but the Communist Party line
right up to the point of the sefl-
out was to demand "All power
to the General Council”. As
George Hardy, Communist
Party member and secretary of
the - Minority Movement ad-
mitted:

“Although we knew of what
treachery the right wing leaders
were capable, we did not clear-
ly understand the part played
by the socalled ‘left’ in the
union leadership. In the main
they tamed out to be windbags
and capitulated to the sight
wing. We were taught a major
lesson; that while edevioping a
movem to the left officially, the
main point in preparing for ac-
tion must always be to develop
a class conscious leadership
among the rank and file.”

(G. Hardy: Those Stormy
Years)

Of course the treachery of
the TUC ‘lefts” had not been entirely
unexpected. Leon Trotsky, in casting
a critical eye over the politics and
orientation of the British CP had con-
sistenily wamed of the danger of
overestimating the TUC “lefts’ and
underestimating the British working
class. But he was even more ener-
getic in combatting the next phase of
Stalinist policy, which from 1928 on-
wards switched abruptly from cud-
dling up to ‘left’ (and not-so-left)
reformist leaders to an extreme sec-
tarian  denunciation of  social
democrats as ‘social fascists’.

The root cause of Stalin’s policy
switch was not, as he proclaimed, the
beginning of a new phase of world
politics, a so-called “Third Period’ of
all-out confrontation of ‘class against
class’ in which the reformist leaders
were simply agents of reaction within
the workers’ movement: it was the
onset of huge economic, political and
social crisis in the Soviet Union itself,
to which Stalin responded with brutal
repression of the most prosperous
section of the peasantry and a sudden
switch to a crash programme of in-
dustrialisation.

As a political rationalisation for
this about-face, Stalin announced the
‘Third Pesiod’, and a bureaucratised
Comintem imposed suicidally sec-
tarian policies on Communist Parties
in every country, which were directed
to form breakaway ‘red’ unions and
to abandon any form of united front
with ‘social fascist’ leaders. The
policy of the united front was rewrit-
ten to insist it could only apply ‘from

Trotskylst-led Teamsters fought pitched battles in Minneapolis, 1934

below’, excluding the main mass
leaders of the reformist organisations,
and therefore on such a small scale as
to make no impact on the broader
layers of the social democratic
workers,

The most catastrophic conse-
quence of this 7-year phase of Com-
intemn policy, against which only the
Frotskyist Left Opposition dared to
argue consistently, was in Germany,
where a massively organised, power-
ful workers’ movement was left cyni-
cally divided in the teeth of Hitler's
drive for power, and then crushed
after the Nazis’ preventable victory in
1933,

The bitter lessons of this historic
defeat for the working class were
leamed only by the Trotskyist op-
position,  which recognised that a
Comiatem which had followed such
a bankrupt policy se blindly and un-
questioningly, and which even after
the German defeat made no attempt
to analyse the errors it had made, was
hopelessly bureaycratised and dead
for the purposes of revolution. A new
intemational movement would be
needed to mise once more the banner
of revolutionary marxism and offer
leadership to the working class. _

As Stalin’s subservient band of

bureancrats betrayed in Germany and

then switched course yet again, lurch-
ing in 1935 from ultraleft sec-
tarianism to the crass class col-
Iaborationist opportunism of seeking
‘Popular Front’ alliances with sec-
tions of the socalled ‘democratic
bourgeoisie’, the small forces of
Trotskyism kept their eyes firmly on
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the development of class struggle in
Europe and the USA, and nailed their
colours firmly to the mast of work in
the trade unions. As ecatly as 1932 a
key text summarising the principles
of the International Left Opposition
insisted upon:

“Recognition of the necessity for
systematic Communist work in the
proletazian mass organisations, par-
ticutarly the reformist trade unions ...

“Recognition of the necessity to
mobilise the masses under transition-
al slogans comesponding to the con-
crete situation in each country ...”

(Writings of Leon Trotsky 1932-3,
p53)

In the United States, the class
struggle principles defended by the
Left Opposition were given a practi-
cal expression by the strugples of the
Communist League, led by James P.
Cannon, himself previously a union
organiser for the “Wobblies’ (TWW,
Industrial Workers of the World) and
a member of the US Communist
Pasty until he embraced Trotsky’s
criique of Stalinism, In the eardly
1930s the still tiny US Trotskyist for-
ces, who had begun by concentrating
exclusively on winning workers from
the Communist Party, found openings
to engage directly and play a leading
role in industrial streggles, including
strikes by hotel workers, but most
significantly the huge usionisation
drive in the trucking and warehouse
industries from 1934 which tumed
Minneapolis into a upion town and
recruited tens of thousands of low-
paid workers into the fonmerly con-
servative, craft-minded Teamsters

“In the early
1930s the still
tiny US
Trotskyist
forces found
openings to
' engage
directly and
play a leading
~ rolein
industrial
struggles,
including
strikes by
hotel workers,
hut most
significantly
the huge
unionisation
drive in the
trucking and
warehouse
industries in
Minneapolis
from 1934~
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hting In Place of Sirifs, May Day 1969
union.

The tremendous victories achieved
under Trotskyist leadership in Min-

_neapolis and the Ametican north west

helped attract other class struggle for-
ces, notably militants of the centrist
Ameérican Workers Party led by AT,
Muste, who were engaged in
vnionisation battles in the US car in-
dustry. The Communist League
merged with the AWP to form the
Workers Party, as a wave of sit-down
strikes and pitched battles were
fought against company goon squads,
police and the Mational Guard in
Toledo, Flint, Detroit and other car
industry centres.

The lessons drawn from these pre-
cious experiences of mass agitational
work in the trade unions not only un-
derlined the organic link between
Trotskyist politics and the class strug-
gle, but also laid the basis for further
development of the system of transi-
tional demands taken forward from
the early Comintern. In particular the
Teamster strikes and the car industry
battles developed practical experience
of wotkers® self-defence and of strike
committees.

Other lessons were also leamed in
the struggles against Stalinist and
reformist politics. In the fight for a
united front policy against Hitler in
Gemmany and the atternpt to develop
agitation around an altemative
workers’ plan to meet the economic
and social crisis, the issue of workers'
control of production was further
developed.  This was  also
strengthened from the experiences of
the workers in Barcelona and other
patts of Spain as they took control of
industries in the fight to defeat Fran-
co, while the Stalinists lined up
alongside the so-called ‘democratic’
howrgeoisie to oppose workers con-
trol and murder the most class con-
scious militants. In France, too,
militant sit-down strikes and the es-
calating governmental crisis were

Trotsky, who spelled
out boldly the need for
ant action programme
coupled with the fight
for an ammed workers’
militia to defeat the
threats from the fas-
cists.

The last isswe of
Socialist Outlook con-
trasted the line of the
Trotskyists with that of
the reformist  parties
and Stalinists during
Wordd War 2. The line
of divide has remained
the class line in the
years since the end of the war, Class
battles in which Trotskyists have
played prominent roles — on the Lon-
don buses and the docks (1950s and
1960s}, in the car industry and en-
gineering (1960s and 1970s), in the
NHS and hotel and catering (1970s
and 1980s) — have repeatedly found
the Communist Party lined up with
the most conservative and right wing
layets of the trade vnion bureaucracy
in opposition to escalation of the
struggles or in implementing sell-out
compromise setflements.

In Britain the Labour Party has
had periods in govemment managing
capitalism and periods in opposition
advising the Tories how to manage it
better. The unions have on occasion
clashed with Labour ministers,
(notably in 1969 over Harold
Wilson’s anti-union In Place of Strife
proposals and during the ‘winter of
discontent” of 1978-79) but never
embraced a serious socialist alterna-
tive going beyond the pursuit of an-
nual pay demands and piecemeal
demands within the framework of an
increasingly crisis-ridden capitalism,

The 1989 Labour Conference
seems to have set the stage for yet
another demoralising period in which
a Labour government sets out to at-
tack its own base of supporters rather
than seek to overtnm capitalism. Tt
will be more important than ever to
ensure that such developments are
fought tooth and nail by a conscious,
class struggle opposition in the trade
unions.

The Communist Party of Great
Britain, which in 1951 at the behest
of Joe Stalin renounced any revolu-

tionary aspirations and embraced in- -

stead the Parliamentary policy of the
British Road to Socialism, has con-
timued since the war to cuddle up to
sections of the ftrade union
bureaucracy in the hopes of increas-
ing its own influence. The CPGB has

keenly followed by

itseff now split into warring factions,
focussed around rival publications —
the more overtly right wing
Burocommunist Marxismn  Today
(CPGB) and the more traditional
Stalinist Morsing Star (now run by
the Communist Party of Britain). But
it was only a few years ago (in 1983)
that both wings were united in silenc-
ing class conscious youth shouting
anti-Tory slogans on the People’s
March for Jobs, for fear of offending
the various platforms of bishops, big-
wigs and ‘anti-Thatcher Tories’ as-
sembled as part of this latter-day
Popular Front.

While Marxism Today has now
shifted its ground so far to the right
that it offers political guidance for the
Kinnock Labour leadership, the
Morning Star has set out to hold its
base of support in the unions (and in
the union bureancracy) by projecting
the image of a class struggle wing.
This has Ted to some interesting if
fleeting alliances between Morning
Star supporters and Trotskyists, and
now the invelvement of the Morning
Star and the Liaison Committee for
Defence of Trade Unions in the
Socialist Movement and. its Tiade
Union Conference.

Of course unity in action against
the Torics and the employers’ offen-
sive must be built on the broadest
possible basis: where the policies of
the Morning Star -coincide with the
interests of the woiking class and the
demands’ of other left currents it
would be unprincipled not to strike
together. However history shows us
that such coincidental agreement can
be short-lived, and that the legacy of
Stalinism in the unions is a far from
happy or progressive one. While
socialists should welcome any forces
making a genuine break from
Stalinism, there must be no attempt to
fudge over genuine political differen-
ces.

The development of a new current
of marxism in the unions as the con-
scious alternative to Stalinism and the
blinkered politics of reformism and
‘non-political” trade unionism is the
key issue for the British workers’
movement. Hopefully the escalation
of class struggle under the combined
hammer blows of inflation and Tory
government attacks will open fresh
opportunities for marxists to reach in- -
dustrial and other workers, showing
practical solidarity, explaining the - -
manoeuvres and waming of possible
sell-outs by bureaucratic leaders, and
putting forward a more developed
political programme for the battles to
come. :
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Chinese feader Deng (centre} sticks to traditional methods of repressing workers: Gorbachev Is frying different tactics to make them work.

Gorbachev versus the
workers

By David Shepherd

"THE PROLETARIAT is up in arms against its own
government’ said the Financial Times at the height of the
miners’ strike which shook the USSR last July. By October the
same newspaper was still editorialising along the same lines:
‘Workers’ power has come to the First Workers® State, and it
threatens to deepen the crisis’.

The response of the Soviet Union’s nilers to the July action was
complete capitulatior to the miners’ demands. But the hypocrisy of
President Gorbachev's TV statement that *The workers are taking mat-
ters into their own hands thoroughly, and this inspires me greatly” was
revealed by his attempt in October to get the Supreme Soviet to ban all
strikes in every sector of the economy for fifteen months. In the space
of ten weeks the official response to an escalating spiral of workers’
unrest had tumed from climb-down to clamp-down.

Demeonstrating a not insignificant degree of independence, the

Supreme Soviet refused to go all the way with the president’s wishes,

instead issuing an emergency decree banning strikes in the energy,
transport, chemicals and steel industries and introducing a comprehen-
sive new draft law on industrial disputes which provides, among other
things, a framework for compulsory arbitration and a (restricted) legal
basis for strike action. It also agreed to send in the troops to restore rail
links between Armenia and Azerbaijan which were being dismpted by
an Azerbaijani biockade — part of the ongoing dispute over the status of
the Ammenian-populated territory of Nagomo-Karabakh.

The emergency measures were not as draconian as Gorbachev
wanted, but they nevertheless signalled a determination on the part of
the regime to stamp out, or at least head off, a tising tide of working-
class militancy which, according to Gorbachev, could have resulted in
‘the escalation of a process which, if unchecked, can affect everything
we are doing”. His fears were well grounded.
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The miners’ strike last surnmer — the most significant strike to be
reported since the 1920s — was merely the high-point of 2 rising level -
of working-class struggle which, according to first deputy prime mini-
ster Lev Voronin, had resulted in the loss of no less than five million
working days through strike action in the first nine months of this year.
In the first half of the year — before the miners’ strike — strikes were
averaging 15,000 workers out each day. The success of the miners’
strike prompted further struggles, with a variety of demands, in most
cases organised and led by workers” and strike committees which are
independent of and opposed to the official trade union structures.

By the end of September the stage seemed set for a further escala-
tion of industrial struggle: coal miners were threatening action in sup-
pott of demands for reforms of their industry, railworkers had engaged
in sporadic action with strikes in Azerbaijan, Moldavia, Ukraine and
Lithuania and a Union-wide stoppage was on the cards, drivers on
Moscow’s underground seemed set to join them with action in support
of their demand for a doubfing of their wages to put them on a par with
regular train drivers. The action on the rajlways — combined with the
after-effects of the miners’ strike and inefficient management — had
tesulted in their operating forty million tonnes below their target for the
first eight months of the year: hundreds of thousands of tonnes of food
and other consumer goods were still waiting to be unloaded in Soviet
poits. :

It remains to be seen what effect the strike ban will have, but all the
indications are that the working class is set to give the anthorities a
bumpy ride through the winter. It is quite possible that Gorbachev will
not be able to enforce his ban and that widespread industrial unrest will
continue. But even if there is a big reduction in the level of strike action
his problems are far from over.

The context of the Soviet workers’ unrest is the deepening
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economic crisis. The situation is now
50 bad that people are looking back at
the 1970s, officially dubbed the
Brezhnevite ‘period of stagnation’, asa
time of relative economic well-being.
Even the most basic consumer goods
are difficult if not impossible to obtain:
such items as razor blades, underwear,
soap, sanitary towels and, in many
areas, basic foodstuffs such as milk.
These shortages have been combined
with an increasing level of inflation
which, in defiance of price controls, is
ap in double figures.

The inflation rate is not due to offi-
cial price rises but is pastly the result
of ‘back door’ increases on the enor-
mous parallel market and partly the ef-
fect of enterprises marking up prices
throngh repackaging their products so
as to avoid price controls, It gives a
rather hollow ring to the boast of Valentin Pavlov, the former chair of
the State Prices Committee (popularly known as the Committee for In-
flation!), that ‘Not one direct price rise took place during my fenm in
office’.

The prices of many commodities are, nevertheless, strictly controi-
led and massively subsidised by the central authorities. This has con-
tradictory effects, especially in a situation where wages are rising at an
annual rate of 15.7 per cent while output this year has gone up just one
per cent. One result is a very high level of liquidity in the economy in
the context of massive shortages of all kinds of commodities. Increas-
ingly roubles cannot be exchanged for goods and services. Many
people have money (indeed there is a huge level of savings); they simp-
ly have nothing to spend it on. It is this which accounts for the fact that,
along with demands for higher wages, one of the main demands of the
miners in July was for thousands of tonnes of food (sugar, meat, con-
densed milk, tea, coffee) and other basic goods to be shipped in to their
regions. You can’t eat roubles.

For Gorbachevite economists such as Abel Aganbegyan a major
price reform is an absolutely indispensable element of perestroika. But
the social and political consequences of a price hike would be im-
mense. It would be seen — quite rightly — as a major attack on the lving
standards of the workers, wiping out the value of their savings at a
stroke. No doubt the authorities are aware that it was the attempted
price rises in Poland in 1970-71, 1976 and 1980 that led to the strikes
and mobilisations out of which Solidarnosc was formed.

Since official price rises are a difficult optien for the regime for the
time being, the attempt to stem the flow of unspendable roubles into the
economy is taking the form of wage-restraint. From 1 Qctober any
enterprise which gives an increase of more than three per cent to its
workforce will be hit by punitive new taxes.

There is therefore a huge gulf between the hopes that all the talk of
economic reform has aroused among the workers and the rapidly
deteriorating reality of their every-day lives. In July the Financial
Témes quoted a miner: *“We called 1985 the year the dam burst, when
Mr Gorbachev came to power. We have been waiting for results ever
since.” The conjunction of political liberalisation, 1ising aspirations for
change and falling standards of living is an explosive one. Workers are
not prepared to sit back and wait for Gorbachev to deliver.

But to say that the perestroika economic reforms are proceeding at a
snail’s pace would be an exaggeration — progress is even stower than
that. Vladimir Tikhonov, an academic and member of the Congress of
People’s Deputies, has pointed cut that the only real progress so far has
been the promotion of co-operatives, ‘the rest’, he says, ‘is slogans’.

The promotion of co-operatives (in effect, private businesses) has
been one of the most unpopular of Gorbachev’s policies, Indeed one of
the demands of the miners strike was for a prohibition on the establish-
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ment of co-operatives and the disbandment of existing medical and
food co-operatives. The reason is simple: the establishment of these
businesses has led to the enrichment of a layer of Soviet Arthur Daly-
type entrepreneuss, sniffing the chance of a “nice little eamer” at the
workers’ expense. In many cases they have made their profits by
buying scarce (but cheap) state-produced gooeds and then selling them
at vastly inflated prices — legalised profiteering.

The unpopularity of this particular market reform has even made it-
self felt at the level of the Supreme Soviet which in October decided
that local councils would be empowered to set maximuin price levels
for co-operatives in their areas. Other, tougher, controls such as ban-
ning state officials from participating in co-operatives and outlawing
the practice of buying and reselling goods from the state sector were
rejected however. So the development of the legal private sector
remains a recipe for corruption and a source of considerable resentment
and discontent among the workers.

I this context the most wonrying thing for the Soviet leadership is
the form that shopfloor anger is taking. The official trade union struc-
tures have in virtually all cases been compleiely bypassed. It is the
dynamic of working-class struggles towards independent organisational
forms and a mixture of economic and political demands which is a real
nightmare for the Gorbachev team - and which accounts for October’s
attempted clamp-down. To understand just what it is that frightens the
Soviet mlers so much it is worth looking in some detail at the events of
last Jaly.

Afier the 1.4 million workers in iron and steel, the 1.3 million
miners are the Soviet Union’s second biggest industrial workforce.
This gives some indication of the huge size and importance of the mini-
ng sector in the Soviet economy. Soviet miners are amongst the highest
paid workers in the Soviet Union: in 1987 the average miner’s monthly
wage was Rs450 (£450 at the official exchange rate) — more than
double the national average of Rs210, while skilled miners were earn-
ing Rs600. Miners have better annoal holidays, access to holiday
homes, tourist camps and sanatoria than other industrial workers. This
situation is the partly the result of the Brezhnevite legacy of prioritising’
heavy industry and guaranteeing certain basic conditions for the key io-
dustrial workforces. :

Nevertheless, by July the economic crisis was beginning to bite
hard and a whole plethora of grievances — from health and safety issues -
to shortages of consumer goods and housing problems — came to 2
head.

The strike spread rapidly, starting in the Kuznetsk region of Siberia . .
on 10 July and embracing the Donets region in the Ukraine — the -
USSR’s biggest coalfield — within days. By 19 July in Prokopyevsk
(the main mining town in the Siberian coalfield) some G0 per cent of o
industrial workers were striking in sympathy with the miners. By 20
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July the sirike had spread to four other coalfields — Vorkuta (Siberia),
Karaganda (Kazakhstan), Dnepr (Ukraine) and Rostov-on-Don. In all
some 250,000 workers were ont.

The demands of the strikers evolved in the process of the struggle,
basic economic demands being rapidly augmented by overtly political
ones. Miners were calling for a new constitution, for an emergency ses-
sion of the Congress of People’s Deputies and (according to some
reports) for the Congress to curb the power of the Communist Party
Central Commiitee. In addition
there were demands in some areas
for pre-term elections to city coun-
cils, for the dismissal of various of-
ficials and so on.

The Guardian reported that the
strike committees which organised
and led the dispute in every city
and town ‘have temporarily be-
come a -kind of altemative
govemnment’: as the effective
power in many towns they kept
order by means of workers’ patrols
acting in co-operation with the
local police. Interviewed in the
Morning Star in October, Soviet
deputy Vladimir Samarin com-
plained that the strike committees
established during the summer had
tended to demand powers ‘outside
their competence’: some wanted to
set up regional and all-Union strike
committee structures, ‘This would
be dual power, which would not be
positive’, he said.

That Samarin should be discuss-
ing the role of the committees
twelve weeks after the
government’s concessions on all
the basic economic demands had
ended the strike reflects the fact
that these commiftees remained in existence, camrying on extended
negotiations with the govemment. (In late September leaders of the
strike committees from the Donbas field were in Moscow meeting
deputy prime minister Voronin.) One concession made to end the strike
was that strike committee members would be guaranteed full pay from
their employer while carrying out full time (unofficial) trade union
duties.

Many miners compared the developments to the establishment of
Solidarity in Poland. The Financial Times reported one Novokuznetsk
strike committee member as saying ‘“We're the new Solidarity. We
don’t trast Mr Gozbachev’. The Guardian quoted Yuri Yesterov, a
member of the Kemerovo strike commitiee, who said that his aim was
to “fight that bureaucratic apparatus that sits on our neck — the people
who don’t work and live betier than anyone else’. Miners in Cher-
vonohrad demanded the establishment of an independent trade union to
be called ‘Solidarity’.

The role of the official trade union structures and the workers® at-
titude towards them is very well expressed by reference to one of the
strikers’ thirty-seven main demands: a reduction of fifty per cent in the
number of official trade union staff! An official znion leader was asked
by westemn journalists if he could cite a single case of the wnion inter-
vening ‘to protect the interests of the workers in cenflicts with the
heads of mines and enterprises’. ‘I do not know of any such cases’, said
Mr AF. Chebotayev, central committee secretary of the official
miners’ union! To many it seems a travesty that the ferm “trade union’
should be used to describe such an organisation.

However, shocked by the events of July, the official trade unions
are beginning to attempt to develop some semblance of credibility
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among the workers. In mid-October the official unions’ council put for-
ward a draft law that would give the unions major new powers, includ-
ing the right to veto factory closures and lay-offs, to reverse unjustified
price increases, to control the activities of the co-operatives and to
decide how the profits of state enterprises should be spent.

The Economist commented: “These powers, if granted, would in f-
fect bring Mr Gorbachev’s liberalising economic reforms to a halt’.
There is little evidence however that the official trade union leopard is
really changing its spots. Rather,
it is attempting to head off the
development towards independent
trade unionism. In the Morning
Star  interview cited above,
Vladimir Samarin suggested that
‘the many good new leaders’
thrown up by the strikes should be
put forward as candidates for offi-
cial trade union and local council
posts, to ‘infuse the existing trade
union ... bedies with fresh new
blood’.

It seems that a twin-irack
strategy of the sirike ban, on the
one hand, and the incorporation of
workers’ leaders in the official
structures, on the other, is the
favoured tactic for diffusing the
sitwation. The official unions,
however, will only gain
credibility to the extent that they
intervene  actively  to defend
workers’ interests. And this they
are not well equipped to do.

The mood of working-class
militancy is reflected not only in
the level of sirike struggles but
also through every oppertunity
that workers get for independent
political expression. The results of
the elections to the Congress of People’s Deputies as long ago as last
March demonsirated a mass popular sentiment of disillusionment with
the progress of the reforms so far combined with an impatience for fur-
ther more far-reaching changes. Those local party leaders whe had
been the strongest in opposing change were among the main victims.
Those candidates such as Boris Yeitsin who attacked bureaucratic
privilege and cafled for more rapid reforms were rewarded with huge
votes {(an 89.4 per cent Moscow majority in Yeltsin’s case).

An opinion poll published in Pravda on 16 October showed that
only four per cent of those polled believed that the authority of the
Communist Party was stili *high’, almost fifty per cent said it was
‘low’.

The row over Gorbachev’s demand in October that Viadislav
Starkov, editor of the mass circulation weekly Argumenti § Faks,
should resign was caused by the publication in that journal of an
opinion poll which revealed that radical reformers such as Yeltsin and
non-party members were far and away the most popular members of
the Congress. Argumenti i Fakii is the single most popular publication
in the Soviet Union, with a print run of twenty million. The Soviet
president expressed his concern that the press was giving ‘the impres-
sion that we are in a place up to our necks in petrol, and ali that s
needed is one spark’. K there is such an impression, however, President
Gorbachev — with his panic demand for a total strike ban — must be
seen as being as responsible for it as any newspaper editor, if not more
50,

Meanwhile the socialist left is beginning to adapt its perspectives in
the light of the dramatic appearance of the working class on the politi-
cal stage. In a tremendously exciting development, moves are undsr-
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way for the establishment of a socialist party
linked to the emerging independent trade
union structures — and to socialist elements in-
side the Communist Party. They have already
established links with the Polish Socialist
Paity (DR).

The proposal to organise support for a
socialist perspective within the Communist
Party is especially significant. With between
ninefeen and twenty million members the
CPSU is bigger than the total population size
of most member states of the United Nations.
A very high proportion of its membership is
ordinary workers. All kinds of political posi-
tions are present among its members. Es-
timates of the size of the nomenklatura {the
system by which all the key bureaucrats are
appointed) put it at about three million —
which would indicate that any crude identification of the party member-
ship with the bureaucracy as such is wrong. The new socialist club
within the CPSU — ironically called Communists for Socialism! — has a
massive potential audience for radical socialist ideas.

Boris Kagarlitsky, a leading figure in the new socialist left, in Lon-
don in September to give the Isaac Deutscher memotial lecture, ex-
plained that the perspective of the new party would be for socialist self-
management and democratic planning and that it would reject any idea
of ‘critical support’ for the programme of any wing of the mling

Gorby meeis the car workers — at a plant near Moscow

anthorities.

It is now more than clear that there is a buming need to buiid a
socialist current within the Soviet working class independent of, and
politically opposed to, all wings of the ruling bureancracy; a curent
which understands the need to unite with the reformers against the con-
servatives on democratic and other issues, but which is able to articulate
a fully socialist alternative to the perspective of reforming ‘from above’
the crumbling bureaucratic edifice that today constitates the Soviet
Union.

No fond farewell for Honecker

Who will Gorby help in
East Germany?

On Wednesday, 18 October, Erich
Honecker, leader of the GDR since 1971,
was forced to resign by a mass movement
which was taking the country to the brink
of revolution. He was replaced by Egon
Krenz, a 52-year-old conservative who
has been groomed for the past six years
as Honecker’s successor. The replace-
ment of Honecker by another member of
the all-conservative 21-man Politburo is
clearly a stop-gap manoeuvre while the
regime sttuggles desperately to defuse
the situation.

The extent of discontent in the GDR has
been obvious for a long time. Conversations
with ordinary party members showed that
within the ranks of the paty there was
widespread enthusiasm for Gorbachev-style
reform. Outside the party anger and frustration
were building up as the aged leadership
refused to make any concessions to the
popular mood.

Some. despairing of change, left for West
Germany: in the past year alone there were
100,000 legal exit visas granted. Then in
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By Gus Fagan
August Hungary opened up its border to the
West and within a few months another 50,000
mostly young people took the easy route out,
thus giving dramatic expression to the
developing crisis.

It was only a matter of fime before the
crisis would explode and the final spark was
lit by the Fortieth Anniversary celebrations
and Gorbachev’s visit. The masses came onto
the streets shouting their support for Gor-
bachev. “Gorbi Hilf” (Gorby help us) became
the slogan of the day. Gorbachev made clear
his support for popular demands: “Only those
are in danger who refuse to respond to life”,
he said. He also made it clear that if the aged
leadership should provoke its people'io revolt,
it would not be rescued by Soviet tanks as it
had been in 1953. The Brezhnev doctrine was
a thing of the past.

Demonstrations grew throughout the GDR.
On 9 October 70,000 demonstrated in Leipzig.
There were demonstrations in Halle (20,000),
Plaven (15,000) and in East Berlin. At first the
state sectrity replied with the usual brugality
but soon the size of the mass protest ruled out
violence as an option. On Monday 16 October

the biggest demonstration in the history of the
GDR took place in Leipzig. Between 120,000
and 150,000, twenty per cent of the popula-
tion of the GDR’s second-biggest city, were
on the street, The slogan now was “Wir sind
das Volk” (We are the people). On Wednes-
day the resignation of Honecker was an-
nounced.

The limited concessions that have been
made in the first few days and the rejection of
demands for free elections, party plurality,
recognifion of the newly formed opposition
groups, etc. means that this is only the begin-
ning of the struggle in East Germany.

Apart from the mass demonstrations, other
signs of the rapidly mounting crsis were evi-
dent in September and October. The old in-
timidation had disappeared and six or seven
reform groups openly apitated without fear.
The largest of them, Neues Forum (New
Porum), has registered over 12,000 sup-
porters. A new social-democratic party has
been formed. Leaders of the other parties in
the parliament dominated by the stalinist
party, the SED, began publicly to criticize the
regime. Important organizations in intellectual .
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and cultural life openly called for reform,
among them the Writers Union in Berlin and
the Gewandhaus Orchestra in Leipzig.

The mass demonstrations, and loss of sup-
port among the inteflectuals, in the context of
intense international pressure from Moscow
and Bonn, forced Honecker’s resignation. In
the official announcement of his departure
“for health reasons”, he wasn’t even thanked.

In the case of Hungary and Poland we are
familiar with the economic crisis which has
formed the background to the political crisis
of Stalinist mle and which led to the adoption,
among intellectuals and party leaders, of a
liberal market orientation. What is the situa-
tion in East Germany? Westemn journalists
and academics (as well as apologists for the
regime) point to the economic successes of the
GDR. A growth-rate of 4% in the first half of
this year is very respectable. National income
per capita grew 120% between 1970 and 1987
(73% in Japan and 44% in West Germany).
Although some question the accuracy of these
figures, no one doubts that there have been
some real achievements. Surveys indicate that
the GDR population has a very positive at-
timde towards the ‘achievements of
socialism’: socialized production, the social
security and education system.

But there are some real problems.
Economic antarky, the attempt to produce
everything themselves, although partly caused
by lack of Western currency and the poor
quality of goods in Comecon, became a vir-
tue. Massive investment in fields such as
microelectronics (14 billion marks) and large-
scale subsidizing of basic products (bread,
vegetables), combined with a reluctance to
bommow from Western banks, has led to severe
shertages and high prices in the consumer
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goods market. Bread is cheap (quarter of the
price in West Germany) but coffee is beyond
the reach of the ordinary worker (25 marks for
250 grin 1985, the equivalent of 4 hours work
at average wage). A radio-cassette recorder
which in West Germany would cost 200 DM

New man - new policies? Egon K B

(13 houss labour), in East Germany costs 1200
marks ( 208 hours labour).

Hence the widespread discontent with the
economy. Growth rates don’t mean a great
deal if there’s nothing in the shops or what’s
there is ridicolously expensive. Dors Cornel-
sen, a sympathetic expert on the problems of
the East German economy, describes it this
way: ‘In the GDR everyone has food to eat —
generally too much, in fact — and everyone is
comfortably dressed. But there’s nothing
beyond that: no variety, no quality, no modem

or fashionable products. Se no one is
motivated to work hard. What’s there to do
with the extra cash P .

This discontent expressed-itself especially
among young people attracted by West Ger-
man prosperity and limited career prospects at
home. Whether we like it or not; most young
people in the Bast want a car. But in Bast Ger-
many, where the car induastry is a management
disaster, the young worker knows that he/she
will probably have to wait until they’re 35 to
get a car which, even then, really belongs in a
museurn. So econemic discontent is very real
and is a big factor among those mostly young
people whom we have seen on the TV screens
boarding the trains for the West and, to the
astonishment of the locals, leaving their
home-manufactured Trabis behind in the
streets of Prague and Budapest.

Price reform and improvement in efficien-
cy in an economy which is very material-,
energy- and fabour-intensive will be no easy
matter, as has been demonstrated in the cases
of Hungary and the Soviet Union. Opinions
vary on the urgency and type of economic
reforms required. ‘

But for those who left the country, as well
as for the other 99% of the workforce who
remained in the GDR, it was the political/so-
cial aspect which had become most intolerable
— poitical and cultural repression, boring cen-
sored newspapers, banned novels, banned
songs, banned hair-styles, banned travel,
rigged elections, fake parliaments. With
liberalization in the Soviet Union and the col-
lapse of stalinist rule in Poland and Hungary,
it was inevitable that GDR society would
begin fo assert itself. The demands are for
political and cultural freedom, freedom of in-
formation and expression, proper elections
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nd an end to travel restrictions. It remains to
be seen how far Krenz will go to meet those
demands.

And what of ‘the German question’ —
another favourite topic of the Westem media
and- politicians? The conservative West Ger-
man paper, Dée Zeif, commented (13 Oct.):

‘What is very noticeable is that there is one
demand which is not heard — reunification.
These intellectual, religious and political
spokespersons of reform don’t want to abolish
the GDR, only to change it. ... The capitalist
FRG is not their model: they are dreaming
once again of “socialism with a human face™.’

‘We want to change the situation in the
GDR’, says Bibel Bohley, spokesperson for
New Forum, ‘an open border, free travel, but
not reunification’. The mass demonstrations
in Leipzig which shouted ‘We are the people’
are not looking for exit visas but political

change.

But the question of reunification is indeed
posed, and it will be posed all the more if the
reforms in the East are not implemented. For
the Soviet Union, the future of East Germany
depends on the kinds of relationships that are
established between East and West Europe as
a whole. “The fate of the Germans’, said Gor-
bachev in Bonn, ‘depends absolutely on the
faie of the whole of Enrope, it is part of the
perspective of the creation of a common
European heme.” The West German es-
fablishment has been at pains to assert that, in
the words of Genscher, the foreign minister,
‘German federalism must develop as part of a
developing European federalism’. The SFD
speaks of a Germany ‘united only in the
framework of a united states of Europe’. In-
deed the Western bourgeois states as well as
the Soviet Unicn want to aveid what Genscher

calls a ‘de-europeanization’ of the German
question.

The Furopean right, by no means united
around 2 common strategy for Western
Europe, certainly have no agreed strategy for
East Buropean states like Poland and the
GDR. The democratization of East Germany,
an advanced industrial society with a strong
left-wing tradition and without, up to now,
many prominent defenders of the capitalist
road, may not fit well into the right-wing
scheme of things. The cold-war strategy of re-
unification through absoiption is not wanted
by the majority in either part of Germany. The
future of East Germany and the future of
Europe are indeed bound together and present
a real challenge to the left in Enrope as a
whole.

Socialists spell out tasks
for Solidarity

‘On the new government in Poland’
Statement by the Polish Socialist Party (Democratic

Revolution)

In the last issue of Socialist Qutlook we carried our analysis of the new situation in Poland, and referred to the
promising political contribuation of the small forces of the Polish Socialist Party (Democratic Revolution). Their
policy decument responding to the inclusion of Solidarity leaders in the Polish government has just been trans-

The appointment of Tadeusz Mazowiecki
as premier of the People’s Republic of
Poland is an expression of the deepening
of the crisis of the system of the ruling
nomenklatura.

This socio-economic phenomenon has its
roots in the establishment of Solidarity, inde-
pendent of the bureaucracy of the workers’
movement, in August 1980. The eight-year
long effort of General Jaruzelski’s regime to
stifle the self-organisation of society has
ended in fiasco.

The appointment of the Mazowiecki
government does not however mean that
society has taken power. It has been con-
structed on the basis of 32 percent democracy
and at the price of a guarantee not to disturb
the foundations of the system which has ex-
isted hitherto. The fundamental structures of
opower — the office of President, the mini-
stries of Internal Affairs and defence, the Na-
tional Bank of Poland — are not only outside
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lated into English.
social control, but outside the control of the
premier himself. The group of opposition
leaders represented by the new premier who
have agreed to these conditions have not ex-

society, above all the dissolution of the
Security Police, the Zomo and the QRMO,
together with the reforn of the penal code,
with the end of securing democratic freedoms.

ploited to the full the op-

portunity arising from {1 goy- congeaTuLATIONS OV
strikes and the YOURL ELECTION VICTORY
bankruptcy of the Polish L

United Workers Party

(PUWP)

Nonetheless the es-
tabiishment of  the
government does create
possibilities for the ful-

You AND SOLUBARITY WANE
IMPRECSIVE POTULAR SUPPORT..

filiment of social expec-
tations. These may be
listed as foliows:

1.) The destruction of
all the remnants of
totalitarian govermments;
the liquidation of the
mechanisms of domina-
tion of the state over

w AND TRE PARTY 15 READY To
SHARE POWER RIGHT MWRY

ROW'D You LIVE To ANNOUNCE
THE NEXT FOOD PRICE WiKe2
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A warning 1o the bureaucracy: Solidarily shows ls mass suppori, May Day 1988

This mieans also the destruction of the
privileged status of the PUWP and all the
groaps connected to it (the democratic Party,
the Peasnts” Party, the Union of Socialist
Youth, and so on). All those fulfilling leading
functions in administration or the economy
should be subject to election. All local ad-
ministration should be subject to free, secret,
equal, proportional and direct elections.

A guarantee of freedom of political and so-
cial activity, This means that there shouid be
ne restriction on the right to stiike or on the
creation of trade unions. This should iaclude
the police force and the army, in accord with
clause no.2 of the 21 demands of the Gdansk
Inter-factory strike comunittee in 1980: ‘Secur-
ing the right to strike and the security of
strikers and those rendering them assistance’.

In accordance with demand no.7, payment
should be ‘made to all strikers for the period of
the strike as for medical leave’.,

The activity of political parties, which are
the basis of modem democracy and a condi-
tion of the subjectivity of society, should not
be legally restricted.

Real freedom of the press and of informa-
tion should be guaranteed through the liquida-
tion of censorship and the destruction of the
material and fegal basis for monopoly in this
area. This refers especially to the press dis-
tiibution network, which should be put at the
disposal of all political, social and cultaral
groups, Radio and television should be sub-
jected to representative bodies at an ap-
propriate Ievel, and access to them should be
guaranteed to all political groups.

2.) The economy should be subjected to so-
cial needs, with the goal of a modem twenty
first century economy, which should guarantee
to afl members of society satisfactory Hving
conditions i.e. at least the right to a nourishing
diet, dignified housing, comprehensive health
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service and universal access to social services
(for example nurseries, education and culture),

The indispensible condition for the realisa-
tion of these goals is the subordination of the
economy to the producers. Only such a model
of social life can guarantee to each person the
possibility of self-realisation, and it is the in-
dispensible condition of the emancipation of
society. To the last moment of ifs existence,
the government of Mieczystaw Rakowski fol-
lowed in the footsteps of its predecessors, in
executing faits accomplis which orientated the
Polish economy in wholly the opposite direc-
tion.

The possibilities for appropriation by the
nomenklatura were widened, and opportunitics

given for the development of
speculative and corrupt capital.
The conditions were created
for the sale of the national
means of production to foreign
capital. What is more, it per-
mifted the precipitate rise in
foodstuff prices through the in-
troduction of market
mechanisms in a situation in
which there were acuie food
shortages; it continued the
process of linking up the
bureaucratic economy  with
market mechanisms, so wor-
sening the position of the
majority of socicty. The
government  of  Tadeusz
Mazowiecki should radically
'break from the policy of the
preceding government.

3.) The application of plan-
ning, self-management and the
market. There should be an
awareness that the destiny of
the economy rests first and
foremost in the hands of the
workers themselves. Only through the self-or-
ganisation of the workers and through their in-
itiative can the resistance of the old Party-state
apparatus be overcome. Only in this way will
the new govemnment be able to realise
economic changes that are favourable to the
workers,

In accordance with thesis no.l of the
Solidarity programme, adopted by the First
Congress of Delegates in 1981:

‘We demand a self-managed and
democratic refomm at every level of manage-
ment and a new socio-economic system, com-
bining planning, self-management and ‘the
market ... The social enterprise should be the
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basic organisational wnit in the
economy. It should be controlled by
the workers’ council, as a repre-
sentative of the workforce. The Direc-
tor should be responsible for opera-
tional matters and he should be
appointed competitively by the comn-
cil, which also has the right to dismiss
him ... The reform should socialise
planning’.

The realisation of a reform under-
stood in this way requires social con-
trol over production by self-manage-
ment organisations of workers, farmers
and artisans. These should be con-
centrated in self management cham-
bers at regional and national level.
Such control requires:

@ Ensuring identical possibilities
for the activity of self-management or-
ganisations, trade unions and other
bodies representing workers in all sec-
tors of ownership, together with a
unified legal system relating to
production, employment, trade, work-
ing conditions and wages.

@ The transformation of working
relations within the enterprise in the
direction of liberating labour, especial-
ly through restricting the numbers of super-
visory staff and guaranteeing that they are
subject to election.

@The public availability of economic in-
formation. Workers® control over the means
and goals of production is an indispensible
stage on the road to society emjoying full
responsibility for the management of the
economy. This involves monitoring produc-
tion, cooperative links between self-manage-
ments and Chambers of Sclf Management
(with reports on the state of enterprises and of
the economy). This will make possible 2 na-
tional democratic discussion on the principles
of central allocation of economic surpluses
and an ever-wider satisfaction of the needs ex-
pressed by society.

It will not be possible to eliminate the ap-
plication of market mechanisms of distribution
until socie economic development has reached
a sufficient level to satisfy needs for particular
products. However in conditions of scarcity,
decisions about the application of free market
mechanisms should be subjecied to the will of
a society conscious of its needs,

4.) The self defence of workers from the
effects of the crisis. The painfulness of the
present economic crisis requires that the
workers undertake self defence activity:

@ Workers” control over prices. The
regional structures of Solidarity, in coopera-
tion with, amongst others, commissions of the
union on trade and services, must produce a
weekly public accounting on the rise in the
cost of living. On this basis the introduction of
a weekly cost of living bonus should be
demanded. The government should resolve to
take determrined steps to arrest the rise in
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prices.

@ Social control over the distribution of
foodstuffs. In accord with thesis no.7 of the
programme of Solidarity, adopted by the First
National Congress of Delegates in 1981, in
conditions of intense scarcity of foodstuffs,
the basic structures of Solidarity shoutd:

‘set up a nation-wide network of trade
union commissions on the market and food, to
coordinate centrally and in cooperation with
the organisations of Rural Solidarity’.

The Tadeusz Mazowiecki government
should recognise such commissions, regard-
less of who controls the various stockpiles of
consumer goods. They should also refer to the
stockpiles controlled by the Ministry of the In-
terior and the Ministry of Defence.

® Giving a real value to work. Preceding
governments began the process of connecting
prices on the intemal market to the level of
world market prices. The share of labour in
the gross costs of production has been reduced
to a minimum. The Mazowiecki government,
in agreement with Solidarity, should carry out
a radical reform of the wages system, and first
and foremost increase the proportion of labour
costs in the overall cost of production to the
world average level.

@ The right to work. In accord with thesis
no.9 of the programme of Solidarity adopted
by the Birst Congress in 1981:

‘We arefor the universal right to work and
against unemployment ... At enterprises an-
ticipating pay-roll cuts, factory commissions
should examine the possibilities of shifting
employees within the enterprise in such a way
as to enable them to pet other jobs or to work
shorter shifts without loss of pay’.

Like the trade unions
in Westem Burope, we
35-hour
working week.

@ The renunciation of
debts. As the premier
rightly pointed out in his
speech to the Sejm:

“The economy is in a
deep state of foreign
indebtedness’.

Forty nine billion dof-
lars were borrowed from
1971 on, and there stiil

cannot be responsible for
debts incurred by the
wasteful measures of the
nomenklatusa  govern-
ments.

@ Full economic and
political sovereignty. We
shonid reject the IMF
: conditions which, if ful
filled, would lead neces-
sarily to a drastic reduc-
tion in living standards in
Poland as well as the sub-
ordination of Polish economic. policy to
foreign capital. The military and economic
agreements resulting from Poland’s member-
ship of the Warsaw Pact and the Council for
Mutual Economic Assistance which restrict
sovereignty should also be subject to revision.

3.) The Self Managing Republic. In accord
with the programme of Solidarity adopted at
the First Congress in 1981:

‘We want a real socialisation of the sys-
temof management and of the economy, and
therefore we are aiming at a Self Managing
Poland’.

@ Free elections to constituent bodies, The
Basic Law must be an expression of the con-
scious free will of society. The new govern-
ment should announce free elections fo a
Legislative Assembly. These elections shounid
be free, equal, secret, direct and universal,
Particular attention should be directed to en-
suring all candidates receive identical material
facilities for conducting their campaigns.

@ The question of govemmens. The road
to the Self Managing Republic requires the
complete liquidation of the nomenklatara
authorities. Only a self organised workers’
movement is equal to this task. This move-
ment has been enziched by the experience of
martial law and underground activity. It
should struggle to take power in the
workplace and at regional and national level.
(Translated by and availzble from tha Inter-
national Office of the Polish Socialist Party
{Democratic Revolution}, The Basement, 92,
Ladbroke Grove, London W11)
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No socialist could be anything other than
delighted by the fact that the anti-nuclear
and anti-NATO Greens have replaced
the pro-nuclear SLD and SDP as the
third party in the opinion polls. The huge
amount of media coverage of the Green
Party conference is merely confirmation
that ecological issues are here to stay as
a major factor in politics, But before
socialists merely try to ‘add on’ the
Greent programme to their own politics,
it would be as well to take a critical look
at what this programme implies. Creat-
ing a ‘red-green’ alliance might be more
difficult than some comrades think.

Support for policies which defend the en-
vironment of course goes well beyond the
Green Party, The Green Party itself has all
the hallmarks of a radical petty bourgeois
party, and is criss-crossed by numerous
political currents from eco-socialism to the
kind of eco-fascism ¢xpressed in the writings
of Edward Goldsmith, editor of The
Ecologist.

At the Evropean elections, the 15 per cent
of the vote won by the Greens came dis-
proportionately from former Alliance and
Tory voters. Sara Patkin’s attack at the Green
conference on red-green ‘parasites’, and the
insistence of the Green leadership that their
party is ‘neither right nor left’ is an obvious
attempt to keep fogether the Greens new-
found electoral constituency.

Opinion polls showed that 94 per cent of
the electorate did not know what the Greens
stand for. At a General Election they are like-
ly to gain a much reduced vote, both because
the Tories will point out vigorously that this
is an anti-NATO party, and because under
the present electoral system the Greens can’t
form the govermnment.

But whether Green ‘speakers’ like Sara
Parkin and David Icke like it or not, the
demands of the Green Party are incompatible
with the needs of British capitalism and the
big transnational corporations. Objectively
the Green Party is a radical party, but evi-
dently not a patty of the labour movement. In
fact, the British Greens — unlike their German
counterparts formed on the basis of the peace
movement mobilisation and including
hundreds of former cadres of left wing or-
ganisations — are on the right of the intema-
tional Green movement.

The Green Party in Britain has emerged in
its present form because of the slowness with
which the labour movement has responded to

sreens and Growth

IN OUR last issue, Steve Roberts argued that the Left in Britain should take or board the main planks of the
‘Green’ programme. Here PHIL HEARSE argues that the issue of economic growth is central to any dialogue

between socialists and the Greens,

the ecological crisis. The dual task for
socialists now is to wotk out a socialist
response to that crisis, and to sitempt to form
an alliance with those sections of the ecologi-
cal movement, inside and outside the Green
Party on specific issues, and — on a more
permanent basis — with those Greens who
agree on a socialist solution to the ecological
crisis.

Only the most Neanderthal socialists (fike
the Revolutionary Communist Party in Living
Marxism) now argue that the ecological crisis
is a myth. The scientific evidence of global
warming being linked to ‘greenhouse” gasses
like carbon dioxide and synthetic complex
fluorocarbons like CFCs is irrefutable. This is
just the most  dramatic and potentially
catastrophic form of environmental degrada-
tion which has effected not only the capitalist
coustties, but also the deformed workers
states (sometimes more savagely).

It is impossible to tell whether the damage
io the ozone layer has now gone so far that it
is irreversible. We do not know whether we
can prevent the catastrophe of - violent
climatic changes and the gradual melting of
the poles. But since socialism requires a
pPlanet for the hitman race to live on we have
to work on the assumption that the earth can
be saved. If it can be, then it can only be done
on the basis of the kind of international plan-
ning and regulation which only intemational
socialism can provide. Ecological concems
naturally come up against the interests of
both capitalism and the bureancracy in the
stalinist-raled workers states. The most con-
sistent Greens are also socialists.

It is the issue of economic growth which
is the most controversial issue between
Greens and socialists. Many Greens posit a
nil-growth or negative growth society. Some
even argue for ‘de-industrialisation’. While it
is obviously true that ecologically damaging
industrial and agricultural methods and
processes are the prime cause of the environ-
mental crisis, it is not proven that in-
dustrialisation itself is incompatible with and
environment-friendly economic system.,

Overcoming world poverty requires mas-
sive economic growth and futther in-
dustrialisation. Socialism in its full sense — a
society of ‘abundance’ -requires massive
economic growth, even in the advanced
countries like Britain. It would be quite
wrong, for example, to argue that even in a
country like Britain (where millions live
below the poverty line) economic growth has
gone far encugh and all that ig needed is the
abolition of capitalism. The [iberation of

human race from drudgery and the slavery of
alienated labour is impossible without enor-
mous further economic growth. Indeed, the
creation of a society of economic abundance
is the centrepiece of any socjalist project.

Socialists therefore have to argue for a
programme of ecologically sustainable
growth. Socialist planning would create the
basis for the more rational use of existing
resources and for the investment needed to
find altematives environmentally damaging
industrial processes. There should be no i
lusions that working through all the neces-
sary changes and altematives will be any
easy process, but there are obvious areas
which could be addressed immediately.
Transport, for example, is one area where the
socialist answer ~ better, cheaper public
transport as an altemative to the millions of
private cars — is antomatically ecologically
preferable.

It seems clear that the type of intensive
economic development needed to create the
basis for socialism will be based on com-
puterisation and robotisation, which is still in
its infancy, despite all the hype about the “in-
formation technology society’. Even under
capitalism, though, the application of this
technolopy is becoming more widespread.
There is no reason why it should be damag-
ing to the environment.

There is nothing that has yet been dis-
covered in the silicon chip which is destruc-
tive to the environment. Provided that alter-
native energy sources to fossil fuels and
muclear power can be found, there is no
reason why we cannot build a society based
on ‘automation plus workers control’ , open-
ing the way towards international socialism.
But still, the implementation of an environ-
ment-friendly programme of growth does
presuppose the overthow of capitalism and
the stalinist bureaucracies.

How then should socialists proceed 7 The
strategic task is the fight to win the labour
movement to campaigning on environmental
issues and reworking the socialist programme
in a ‘green’ direction — which, az we have
said, cannot be achieved by trying to ‘add on’
the Green programme to socialism. :

Revolutionary socialists have to try to
forge an alliance with ‘red greens’ inside and
outside the Green Party fo fight together for a
programme of ecologically sustainable
socijalist planning. The last two decades have
shown us that the ‘red’ programme has to go
‘green’: but to be implementable in the real
world the “green’ programme has to go ‘red’.
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No easy

remedies for
Nicaraguan

crisis
Nicaragua ~ Dynamics
of an Unfinished
Revoluiion

by Alan Benjamin

{Wainut Publishing, San
Francisco, 1989).
Available from Socialist
Outlook at £5.50 including
p&p.

Reviewed by Patrick
Baker

This book is a welcome contribu-
tion fo the debate among
socialists around the develop-
ment of the Nicaraguan revolu-
tion. Largely based on primary
research and extensive contacts
with indigenous social research
bodies — pasticularly the
Managua-based ITZTANIin-
stitute — the book analyses some
of the key aspects of Nicaraguas
development since the 1979
revolution.

The author, a leader of the
US marxist organisation
Socialist Action, is neither an un-
critical cheerleader nor a simple
commentarist, His critical ap-
proach has led to unusuatly
sharp polemics from some other
US marxists — such as Paul Le-
Blanc, a leader of the Fourth In-
temationalist Tendency — who
claims, among other things, that
‘Socialist Action comrades ap-
pear to believe (in coniradiction
to Trotsky) that a socialist
economy can be brought to
Nicaragua and solve the
country’s most pressing
problems without the spread of
socialist revolution...’(1).

Such a comment is difficult
to reconcile with the key con-
cluding passage of the book ‘Ex-
tending the revolution: Key to
Survival’, in which the author
surveys the other Central
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American revolutionary
struggles, and concludes
that “The fate of the
Nicaraguan revolution is
inextricably tied to the
outcome of these
struggles’(2}.

LeBlaac’s critique
also ignores the main
strenigth of Benjamin’s
analysis: his detailed ac-
count of the Sandinistas”
policy of class alliance
in their attempt to shore
up the ailing Nicaraguan
economy, and the politi-
cal and economic conse-
quences of this policy.

From the beginning, Ben-
jamin recognises the incredible
strains and pressures that have
faced this tiny, underdeveloped
country: the Conira war,
financed by the world's strongest
imperialist power; the crippling
economic consequences of this
war, combined with the effects
of the economic blockade, and
minimal aid from the USSR,

Benjamin’s does not argue
that all these adverse circumstan-
ces could be reversed simply
through a voluntaristic turn by
the FSLN leadership. However,
he does argue that in such cir-
cumstances the Sandinistas’
policy of meliance on, and there-
fore extensive concessions to,
the Nicaraguan bourgeoisie,
often at the expense of the work-
ing class and poor peasantry, has
not and will not improve the dire
political and econemic situation
that the Nicaraguan people face.
In addition, it has led to some
friction between the Sandinistas”
base in the rural and urban
unions and the leadership.

Benjamin catalogues the
various circumstances in which
the Sandinistas have turned to
such policies: in relation to the

agrarian reform; in response io
pressure not only from the USA,
but also such ‘allies” as the
USSR and European Social
Democracy; and in relation to
the Arias/Esquipulas ‘peace
plans’.

On each occasion, the
Sandinistas’ pleas for investment
in the Nicaraguan economy on
the part of the ‘patriotic
bourgeoisie’ have fallen on deaf
ears, and been met instead by

decapitalisation and the flight of -

billions of dollars of capital to

Yet it is not only on a domes-
tic level that the Sandinistas
have, on occasion, chosen some
strange friends: they have hailed
the re-election of the PRI in
Mexico, despite their cancella-
tion of vital oil supplies to
Nicaragua; and the crushing of
Selidarnosc, though they may
have reconsidered when the
Kremlin bureaucracy cut their
aid programme.

The point of such criticisms
is not to wave the Trotskyist
Transitional Programme at the
Sandinistas, but to point out that
the bourgeoisie as a class cannot
be relied upon — concessions not-
withstanding — to shore up an
anti-imperialist revolution such
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as that in Nicaragna.

Though the use of the market
(to one degree or another) is by
no means excluded as a tactic,
particularly in an under-
developed conntry such as
Nicaragua, this is not the same as
a strategic alliance with the bour-
geoisie.

Benjamin's work is informed
by the marxist notion that, par-
ticularly in such circumstances,

_ itis only the working class, in al-

liance with the poor peasantry,
that can be relied upon to free
such a couniry from the hold of
imperialism as a part of the strug-
gle for socialism.

As such this book, though
fauly short and thus nof entirely
comprehensive, contains a
wealth of information as well as
marxist analysis, and will prove
very useful to ali those in
solidarity with the Nicasagnan
revolution.

NOTES

(1} Understanding the Nicaraguan
revolution — PLeBlanc, BIDOM
no.67, p.15.

(2) Dynamics pp169-170




Livingstone’s Labour
By Ken Livingstone,
Published by Unwin
Hyman, £12.95 hardback

Just some
reformist
rubbish?

Reviewed by Mick
Woods

The title of this review is Ken’s
inscription in my copy. Refor-
mist — yes: rubbish — no. This
bock represents that very rare
creature - an integrated world
outlock from a left reformist
viewpoint..It deserves to be read
and its component parts debated.

Labour lost the last election
because it was unable to con-
vince working people that its
shopping list for the welfare state
could be financed from
anywhere but their pay packets,
The disarray of the party
spokespeople as support col-
lapsed in the last two weeks of
that campaign back in 1987 still
lingers in the mind.

This weakness must have
been reinforced by the memories
of those cursed enough to be
ahle to remember such phrases
as ‘the pound in your pocket has
not been devalired” and referen-
ces to the IMF along with Phase
1, Phase 2, and so on of wage
controls. If Labour confines it-
self to the same old game
(capitalism) and plays if by the
rules, then many of the Party’s
natural constituency will opt to
back those who invented the
game in the first place.

Starting from the need fora
radical economic policy, Ken
wiites convincingly and plausib-
ly on the need for a complete
review of policies — economic,
social, international and environ-
mental — to empower and create
a natural Labour majority, drawn
largely from sections of the
population at present marginal to
the labour movement,

The central theme, strength
and weakness of the book is the
attempt to analyse the stagnation
of the British economy and

prepare an
economic strategy

which goes
beyond classical
Keynesianism,

Britain, argues
Livingstone, is the
embodiment of 2
nation based on
finance capital
{much of Lenin’s
seminal work Im-
perialism, Highest
Stage of
Capitalism was
based on the work-
ings of the British
economy. Con-
scious decisions
were taken 150
years ago to use
the strength of the
British economy
{based on the 18th
century slave
trade) to create
large free trade
area within the
empire. This cap-
tive market and an an
source of raw
materials cushioned industry and
shifted the balance of economic
power towards the City.

Both nineteenth and twen-
tieth century investment patterns
have been characterised by a
flight of capital away from
domestic development, which
yields a lower retumn than foreign
investment in low wage areas or
comptletely ‘unproductive’
speculation.

The remedy proposed is to
force the City to invest in domes-
tic development, cut defence ex-
penditure to the levels of other
West Buropean nations, thereby
releasing £9 billion to create jobs
via a programme of public works
which would stimulate domestic
demand. Allied to this would be
a programme of skills training
and research and development —
an area where Britain has laged
behind its competitors since the
late nineteenth century.
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Uvinone.

lny right or Joft?

il agree Labour is ‘the parly of production

Leaving aside such debates as
‘can we support any level of
arms expenditure?’, the question
is can such a strategy work?
What is absent from the book is
the issue of ownership.
Nationalisation is usuafly men-
tioned in the same sentence as
‘Morrisonian bureancracy’; con-
trol is seen in terms of planning
agreements at the ‘carrot’ end,
while the heaviest stick proposed
is that of punitive levels of taxa-
tion.

To this extent the policy is
less radical than the Alternative
Economic Strategy of the mid
1970s. 1t is however a good deal
more radical than Labour’s
Policy Review, which represents
no chailenge at all to the
entrenched power of the City.

At root it is a populist appeal
which kea poses — t0 some ex-
tent as great a symptom of the
rightward shift as the Policy

Review. Aiming
against the
domination of
finance capital
throngh the Tory
government, he
counterposes
Labour as the
party of produc-
tion — a phrase
which brings
back more
memories of Wil-
son and ‘the
white heat of the
technological
revolution’.

Is industry
straining, yeam-
ing to get out
from under under the iron heel
of finance capital? Or are they
mostly members of the same
multi-national corporations? At
the end of the day, the old ques-
tion keeps coming back: what
about the workers?

The failare to devise a truly
socialist economic strategy based
on public ownership and
workers’ control leaves the good
intentions of both this book and
the Pasty drifting rootlessly in
the wake of a govemment which
has increasingly set its own ruth-
less agenda for the economy.

While we’re in nostalgic
mood, we should remember that
even the 1974 Labour govern-
ment came to powes promising
an irreversible shift in wealth
and power in favour of working
people. Ken doesn’t even go that
far.
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Keeping the

Dresden

fires burning

Singalonga WarYears!
By Max Bygraves

Parkfield Music, on record,
video, tape and CD

Reviewed by David Grant

There is something truly appafl-
ing about this musical compila-
tion of popular songs from the
early 1940s. No, its not just the
sound of Max Bygraves’ voice.
Neither is it only the monotonous
tempo blending the first verse
and chors of one song into the
next, nor the kyrics — which are a
redefinition of the word bland.

If this was wartime entertain-
ment aimed at keeping morale
high, its no wonder everyone
hoped it would be over by
Christmas. Style and delivery of
the music aside, there is some-
thing genuinely disturbing about
the content of this particular
piece of fifty-years-on
memorabilia.

In May 1945, JB Priestley
wrote of Britain and the British
during the previous six years:

‘We had a glimpse then of
what life might be if men and
women freely dedicated themsel-
ves, not to their appetites and
prejudices, their vanities and
fears, but to some great com-
mumal task.”

The view, carefully nurtured
by the British mling class, that
the war had been a time of joint
sacrifice, even cgalifarianism, in
the face of a common foe,
remains the myth it always was.
Despite changes brought about
by the mass evacuation of inner
cities and large scale recruitment
of women into the wartime
economy, the class structure of
Britain, along with its petty-
minded chauvinist ideology,
remained firmly intact.

The testimony of many
children who were evacuated to
middle class families that treated
them little better than drudges or
the racism that greeted black US
soldiers stands in sharp contrast
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to the senti-
ments expressed
in the White
Cliffs of Dover.

Nonetheless,
the myth of a
classless Britain
at warisa
surprisingly en-
during one. The
unashamed TV
advertising of
this compila-
tion, the photo
of Max
Bygraves on the
front cover — in which he seems
to be saying "It was great wasn't
it 7’ — right down to the song
with the chilling title, Ler’ s Have
Another One, reflect the unchal-
lenged view of what the second
world war meant fo the British.

The fact that 55 million
people died in the camage, that
countless millions were uprooted,
smashed physically or mentally
is never even hinted at. Infact, it
was all rather civilised, even fun.
Sales, not profest, greeted the
release of this tawdry little collec-
tion. Why is this ?

The crisis of humanity being,
in essence, a crisis of proletarian
leadesship, is a notion that sup-
plies one answer to this question,
although doubtless Max
Bygraves could turn this into a
mind-numbing concept album
too.

The first world war, fought be-
tween 1914-18, was an inter-im-
perialist war in which the
working classes clearly had no in-
terest in participating. The left
knew this because Lenin, with
the authority of the Russian
Revolution behind him, said so.
A gun was ametal tnbe with a
worker at each end. The first
world war became known as the
imperialist war.

But only Trotsky called the
war of 1939-45 the second im-
perialist war. It became seen as
the struggle against *fascist’ Ger-
many, or, according to Stalin,

(after the end of the Stalin-Hitler
Pact in 1941) the struggle to
defend socialist Russia. There
was no suggestion from the Com-
munist Parties that this inter-im-
perialist war should be tumed
into a civil war against the bour-
geoisie.

The class struggle at home
was suspended to fight the Nazi
threat. Class collaboration gave
the Communist Pasty its biggest
ever membership in Britain and
Labour swept to power in the
1945 General Election. With the
ideological ground effectively un-
challenged, it is not hard to see
why sugar-coated, sanitised
songs met with a success they
have retained ever since.

But then perhaps it is unfair to
heap yet another crime onio the
head of Joseph Stalin, even
though this is seemingly the most
popular new board game in Mos-
cow at the moment.

Max Bygraves may not be en-
tirely Stalin’s fanlt: he could,
after all, be just another one of
those aberrations peculiar to
Britain’s class structure and his-
tory of class struggle. Or maybe a
phenomenon, like fascism, which
the ruling classes only make use
of when all other political options
have been exhausted. It hardly
needs to be added that our slogan
for both should be ‘Never Again’.

Days of
earnest

awakening

Dead Poels’ Society
Film starring Robyn Williams

Reviewed by Valerie
Coultas

Dead Poets’ Society is one of the
few recent films that I've seen
twice. Set in a disciplinarary
American preparatory school in
the early 1960 it portrays the
eamest awakening of a group of
17 year old boys, as they are
tutored in postry to “seize the
day’ by unorthodox teacher John
Keating, played by Robyn Wil-
liams.

The pupils decide to re-es-
tablish the Dead Poets” Society (a
creation of John Keating when he
was a pupil at the school) and the
poetry reading sessions inspire
each boy in tum to take more con-
trol over their lives. .

Neil, among the most pas-
sionate and responsive fo his new
teacher, defies an overbearing and
ambitious father’s instructions not
to participate in extra-curricular
activities by playing Puck in A
Midsummer Night's Dream. The
angry father decides to remove
Neil from the school, and Neil,
unable to foresee a future where
he will be able to choose his own
way of life, makes the ultimate
gesture of free will and shoots

| himself with his father’s gun.

“The film ends memorably as
Keating, scapegoated by the
school establishment and the
parents for Neil’s suicide, is
saluted at he leaves the classroom
by his ex-pupils.

Both Neil’s suicide and the
final scene illustrate the main
theme of the film, which is to
show that the individual has free
will and that men (sic!) should
‘take the walk less travelled by
others’.*Only in their dreams can
men be truly free’, argues Keat-
ing in a convetsation with another
more conformist colleague.

The film has been criticised
for its individualistic philosophy.
But I didn’t take this as the main
point. The individual charisma
and non-conformity of the
teacher, wittily played by Robyn
Williams, does inspire the pupils
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Francols Duhamel Touchstone

Earnest scene from Dead Poels Soclely

to organise themselves in the Dead Poets’
Society and gain strength from this. The mini-
rebellion at the end has a political edge to it.
The boys are standing up for justice and
against injustice in their school. The sugges-
tion is that at this point the school has lost con-
trol over them and will be unable to punish
them effectively.

Think again on PRI

In his thoerough piece on “Ten years in the
life of the Labour Party’ (SO 18), Pete Firmin
maintains that in 1981/2, the Campaign for
Labour Party Democracy (CLPD) was ‘canght
in the trap of its own policy of conference
sovereignty’.

Tt is difficult to understand why he uses the
word ‘trap’. Conference sovereignty is the
bedrock of a socialist party, and this means we
cannot pick and choose which decisions we
will follow.

Conference sovereignty is now under its
greatest ever attack as a consequence of the
GMB-sponsored proposals outlined by Jane

% Wells in her article (also in SO 18). Having a
i

consistent record on this issue, CLPD is in a

=t befter a1j>(asition to campaign against these
s proposals.

The actors, scenery and dialogue capture
the enthusiasms and insecurities of the young
men well. Dead Poets” Society recreates the
cultural revolt of the beatnik era and will
strike a chord with those who were also at
school at that time. But I still couldn’t really
work out why John Keating chose to go back
and teach in that particular school.

SOCIALIST

Teachers’ unions hold the

key

I've been reading Ken Jones analysis of
education since the days of Radical Education
in the early 70’s, so it was with some interest
that 1 tumed to the ‘Tory Classtoom
Offensive’ (SO 18).

As usual, much of his analysis is to the
point. But I felt that the question *which way
forward?” is not as shatply posed as it might
have been.

For example, Jones is correct to argue that
the national curriculum, so far, seems to have
been more of a victory for best practice in the
teaching profession than Tory ideology. But
we cannot assume that MacGregor will be
content with this. The interference with the
proposals of the History Working Group is
probably a sign of things to come, Nor can we
rely, for a strategy, on the subversion of the
various Tory ‘reforms’ from within. This may

turn out to be possible of course, but much wiil
depend on other factors.

So, for example, Jones is right to suggest
that trade unions are not encugh to deal with
the challenges that face us. But trade union or-
ganisation will be the core and the key. Links
with the community, with pupils and parents
will be best built from a position of confidence
engendered by successful union organisation.

Equally, the Labour Party at local at nation-
al level should be pressured. But we shouldn’t
be too optimistic about the probable results. At
a local level, (Richard Hatcher please note), the
Labour Party, whatever the intention, ate
managers who will have to manage the Tory
measures.

Secondly, to hope that the Labour party na-
tionally will suddenfy start to pay attention to
questions of content and control in education,
as opposed to provision, seems rather to ignore
what Kinnock is up to with the policy review.

Resistance to Macgregor and change for the
better can be achieved. But they will have to
come from below, and through, initially, the
unions. Surely one of the lasting lessons of the
radical education of the 1960s and 1970s is
that the system cannot really be worked with
any lasting success.To defend and advance we
will have to rely on the forces we ourselves
can build.

Keith Flett

Totienham
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Finally, the article by Jane Wells gave a
good insight into the agenda of the Labour
Party Annual Conference, and correctly
pointed out that it is the right who are organis-
ing for PR within the Party. Unfortunately, in
contradistinction to this, the last paragraph
contained the usual ritualistic plea in favour of
PR.

It would be helpful if Secialiss Outiock
would set ont in detail why it is at this par-
ticular moment in the class struggle — when
the LCC and the right wing (eg EETPU and
AEU) within the Labour Party are organising
for PR; when the bourgeois press (and Mar-
xism Today) have had a co-ordinated cam-
paign for PR; when this is precisely the
lifeline that Owen and the ratbags in the so-
called Centre so desperately need — that at this
very moment the supporters of Socialist Qut-
look should be so willing to assist them in this
enterprise.

Surely those who purport to be marxists
should assess institutions like PR in terms of
the existing concrete social conditions, not in
terms of some long term a-historical project?

For historical reasons, the class divisions in
this country are clearer then elsewhere in
westem capitalism, and voting patterns reflect
this. There is & party for the ruling class and a
party for the working class. PR would under-
mine class-based voting, would massively
strengthen the so-called cenire parties, and
would prevent a socialist party from forming a
majority government.

Socialist Outlook should go back to the
drawing-board on this one!

Pete Willsman

CLPD

We welcome lelters
up to 400 words.
Write to Socialist Out-
look, PO Box 1109,
London N4 2UU
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