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About Socialist Viewpoint

This new issue of Socialist Viewpaint is once again expanded to
36 pages to make room for 8 number of important articles from
still more contributors, In the month since our last issue went to
prass we have seen important developments at both the Labour
and Tory Party Conferences; new uprisings in the inners cities:
and a continuation of the struggles in South Africa and Palestine.
All of these issues are covered in this magazine,

A number of questions — Ireland, Palestine, Lesbian & Gay
Rights in particular — are covered this month from a campaign-
ing point of view, while we also cover the important conference
of Miners' Support Groups in Sheffield on October 12.

Feature articles include (as promised) an examination of state
racism in Britain, and background to the recent riots. We also
have the promised review of the latest volume of the ““official™
history of the Communist Party, and a new article in our series
on the history of lreland and the English working class. A brief
sketch of the attacks being waged on the Japanese working
class should bring surprises to many readers.

A lively look at the struggles being waged by Socialist View-
point supporters in the Coventry labour movement opens up a
new series in which we will highlight the campaigns and ac-
tivities we are involved in.

Socialist Viewpoint is a magazine committed to the fight for a
principled, class struggle programme at every lavel of the

workers’ movement in Britain and internationally. We see the
fight for Trotskyist politics taking shape not through introspec-
tive sectarian debates in small groups of would-be gurus, nor as
simply trailing behind this or that “"Left” talking trade union or
Labour Party dignitary — but as a patient fight for the indepen-
dent interests of the working class, and for demands and action
which express those interests, in every arena of tha class
struggle.

With all too little clarity on offer from the various dogmatic left
groupings in Britain, we believe that it is possible and necessary
to combine debate with policy and programme.

We apologise to those contributors whose articles have been
axcluded from this issue or cut for lack of space: we are sure our
readers will not regret the expanded size of this magazine. But if
you feel — as we do — that it offers excellent value, and politics
which represent a break from the sectarian posturing and a
serius contribution to the class struggle, why not help us sustain
and improve it further?

Take a few copies to sell in your workplace, trade union,
Labour Party or campaign work. Send us your news and informa-
tion, articles, cartoons, photos, and letters. Ensure your local ac-
tivities are publicised on our pages. Check with your local saller
or drop us a line for further details.
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“A tribal gathering of the well-hesled and well-ailed. .

Tory looters cut up
rough

ONE person, one vote. That often misused slogan
is given another twist of meaning by the Tory Par-
ty. whose system is so brazenly undemocratic
that while 2,500 come to its Conference, only one
person casts a vote that means anything —
Margaret Thatcher.

Never mind your union block votes, or your wayward
Young Liberals, never mind your right wing SDP con-
sensus: Tory “representatives’’ may speak, and even
raise their hands to vote — but they all know that the
speeches have been vetted, the resolutions neutered,
and the decisions bind nobody to anything. The only
speech that matters is Maggie's final day battle cry
Looking for serious debate at a Tory Conference is as
naive as looking for principles in Congress House, Marx-
ism in the Kremlin or common sense in the White
House. The Conference is always a tribal gathering of
the well-heeled and well-oiled to cheer wildly at the ald
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arguments and try to outlast previous years' standing
ovations for Margaret Thatcher.

This year the security was tighter, the initial mood
more one of a conference under seige. But as the
representatives brandished their British Telecom share
certificates as entry credentials, swapped yarns about
jobless scroungers and sympathised with Jeffrey Ar-
cher, who exploited his street credibility by declaring:
“I know what it's like to be unemployed and owe
£400,000,” the whole affair barely reached sixth form
standards of rhetoric.

Individually unpleasant enough, the collective gather-
ing of crawlers and reactionaries, overloaded with
business consultants, lawyers and landladies, frothed
over into & boiling lather of undiluted hate at the
slightest whiff of blood or gunfire.

Like a seething pack of Daily Mail leader writers,
nourishing their venomous exasperation and pent-up
class hatred for the oppressed, they longed only for a
mention of one of this year's hate figures — Neil Kin-
nock; Bernie Grant; Arthur Scargill; Ted Knight —
against whom they could fuma,

So it was not surprising that after three standing ova-
tions for the tuxedoed bootboy himself, Norman
“Frankenstein’" Tebbit, wild applause for the privatis-
ing zeal of a bulging Nigel Lawson, and Douglas Hurd's
pledge to lock up anyone who even so much as irritates
an old lady, Peter Walker's cowardly references to
unemployment went down as well as a fart in a public
library.

The man was dumb enough to say that the Party
looked as if it didn't care about the unemployed!

But Tories do care, passionately: they HATE the
unemployed, each and everyone of them! They
begrudge evey brass farthing handed out in benefits to
the jobless. They know hardly any of them will ever
vote Tory; many live in inner cities, where hardly
anyone votes Tory — and lots live in the North,
Scotland, and Wales, where there are even less Tories!

Tebbit's line — different from Archer in being more
low key on the whole issue — is clear. The next election
cannot be fought by the Tories on jobs — however
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much Peter Walker — chief closer of mines — may
whinge into his hankie. Thatcher will offer no new jobs
to the 3§ million on today's dole queues.

Instead, the election will have to be fought on the
basis of witch-hunting the Labour Party,on pillorying
the TUC, and on a vicious “'law and order’’ ticket, given
a veneer of credibility by exploiting the new rebellions
of alienated, dispossessed youth in the inner cities.

Tory economic policies, cuts and wage cuts, coupled
with the brute violence of racism and police harass-
ment, have stripped a whole generation of youth not
only of jobs but of status, self-respect, identity and any
hope for the future: they have shattered any bonds that
might link some youth to society outside their im-
mediate social group.

In a country where the plunder of the poor by the rich
has become such an institutional bedrock of govern-
ment policy, who is to persuade kids who have nothing
that it is wrong to exploit the few occasions that they
have power an thair side? Who believes that when such
frustrations burst loose, some innocent victims will not
suffer, and some brutal deeds will not be done?

Having themselves destablised the slums, ghettos
and industrial wastelands, driven youth to desperation
and seen them strike back at the police, the Tories now
move cynically to exploit the fears of the elderly, the
middle classes and others who look on in horror as the
buildings burn, wondering where it all will end.
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With Labour’s refurbished right wing leadership skill-
ed primarily at sticking its own knife into the backs of
those in the front line of the fight and preoccupied with
masquerading as a reborn SDP; with the Labour Party’s
youth organisation reduced by the politics of Militant to
a dwindling, sloganising handful on the edge of the
waorking class, the initiative stays firmly in the hands of
the Tories to shift the ground of battle and catch the
workers’ movement unprepared.

The Tory speeches Thatcher, Lawson, Tebbit —
showed it, and Walker rubbed the point home: the
Tories have abandoned the argument on jobs — but
they have not given up the fight to continue in office,
lining the pockets of their friends and business
SpONSOrs.

The defence of those councillors who speak out
against police violence and harassment; the defence of
Liverpool and Lambeth Councils’ right and duty to defy
the law; and the demand that a Labour government act
to free and reinstate the sacked and jailed miners and
recompense the NUM for fines and losses inflicted by
Tory judges pursuing vicious class law; all have become
key dividing lines in the workers’ movement.

While one-time "left’’ toadies join the right wing
bootlickers in Kinnock's new gang, Labour's left has
urgent work to do, organising and preparing a fight back
on these very issues at the centre of the class struggle.
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For labour movement

action to back
African strugg

By HARRY SLOAN

“THE Labour Party and the

trade unions can take a | goods.”
number of initiatives on their These words from Oliver Tambo,
working for a total President of the African National
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economic links.
Workers can refuse to load

ships or offload ships from
South Africa and they can
refuse to buy South can

Congress, to this year's Labour Party

conference went down with the
predictable loud applause.
But this was the sum total of

Tambo's appeal for specifically work-
ing class action: and there iz little
sign that any of the union leaders pre-
sent have any inlention of even carry-
ing out this much solidarity action.
Indeed representatives of the
courageous Dunne's strikers from
Ireland, who toured the TUC and
Labour conference seeking support
e e

THE 350 strong section of the
British Library Lending
Division Institute of
Professional Civil Servants has
voted to 65 to 62 to boycott
requests for material from
South Africa.
Tiowi 4 (g snd ot
iewpoint supporter an
of the Joint Trade Union
Committee, moved the
resolution.

He explained that if action
was to be carried out in
sup of the South African
| wor the time to act is now.

The British Library Lending
Division supplies around
20.000 pieces of information a
year to South Africa. They are
mainly in the field of atomic
energy. electronics and
computers.

The South African regime
will not be able to get this
information so easily from
other sources. Some weeks
ago. the South Africans

information on 19th
century British flogging
practice! Gradually the
boycott is strangling South
Africa’s scientific information.

ol
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for their 15 month fight and signs of
practical British trade union solidari-
ty with the South African workers,
came away empty-handed and
disgusted at the show of hypocrisy
they had witnessad.

The exiled leadership of the South
African Congress of Trrade Unicns
has issued a specific and categoric
appeal to the trade union movement
in Britain and elsewhere for action to:
*Hafuse to handle all maritime, air or
land traflic lo or from South Arica
#Hefuse o handle any goods to or
from South Africa
*Refuse to handle all peostal and
telegraphic traffic to and from South
Africa

Ii these three points were taken
seriously by the grjtlsh trade union
movement, it would scarcely be
necessary to mount individual ap
peals to the conscience of shoppers
not to buy South African goods:
almost the whole supply could be
held up al porls, warehouses and
depots around the country; orders
could be cbstructed by postal and
banking boycotts; and transport links
could be severed.

There is no doubt that the tradi-
tional stance of the British trade
union leadership has been to make
resounding speeches on such issues
— and then turn & blind eye both to
continued trade, and to occasional
appeals from groups of dockers and
others for suport in enforcing boycott
action.

This is understandable to some
degree: lo block such traffic in
detinitely is a recipe for a major con
frontation with the employers which
few union leaders relish — and many
workers might shrink from. Indeed
the willingness of workers to take
such adtion requires a high degree of
awareness of the importance of the
situation: this can occur from time to
time when major events take place —
and could be much better prepared if
thare were direct appeals for solidari-
ty by the organised black Scuth
African workers.

Perhas the biggest indictment of
the British union bureaucracy and
their lack of elementary soli ty
is that despite a massive upsurge of
struggle. nightly television
coverage of vicious racist brutality
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2 black protuimm and
espite a cat appeal for sup-
port from SA , no union leader-
ship has made any serious attempt
to respond with even token suppor-
ting action.

It is these same union bureaucrats
who are the most adamantly opposed
to any direct links between British
workplace union organisations al
rank and file level and their counter-
parts in the new non-racial unions
which organise hundreds of
thousands of black South African
workers.

The TUC stand is echoed in the
main by SACTU and ANC leaders,
for whom the very mention of "direct
linke” has been enough lo induce
near apoplexy — despite the fact that
such contacts can offer the best hopes
of securing the kind of practical
solidarity the organisations call for.

It is no accident that the same
leaders who oppose direct links also
hotly dispute any notion that the
democratic revolution in  South
Alrica in which the driving force s
the black working class could and

should flow over into the proletarian, °

socialist revolution to overthrow
capitalism.

he ANC magazine Sechaba
argues fiercely against any such con-
cept of a “one-stage” theory of the
liberation struggle: Tambo, Inter-
viewed by Labour Weelkly, insists on
separating the question of the
democratic revolution from
socialism;:

“Some may say our cbjectives are
socialist but socialists within the ANC
accept the Freedom Charter in the
same way as do non-socialists, It
reflects the cbjectives of a broad
alliance of forces who are agreed on
the destruction of the apartheid
regime and its replacement with a
non-racial, united democratic South
Alrica.”

Tambo has repeatedly {and not
least in the recent ANC discussions
with white "liberal” South Alrican
business leaders made clear the pro-
capitalist content of this "broad

P.Bfacks whippad in the siresis while British

alliance” when he has stressed the
view that there would be “plenty of
room for private enterprise” In an
ANC-ruled South Africa.

His allies and co-thinkers in the
British trade union bureaucracy wera
no less clear in their determined ef-
forts to separate the twin aspects of
the South African revolution. John
Jones from the CP-led TASS tock to
the rostrum at the Labour Party con-
ference to attack the motion en
solidarity with South Africa because
it linked the dreaded word
“gocialism™ with "national liberation,
democracy and non-racialism”.

Even worse from the point of view
of the rigid concepts of the union

anic lacdles dovkee aolion,

and the

Stalinist-
influenced ANC, the motion (from
fﬂtﬂ&'? North CLP) hinted at direct
inks:

“only through the building of inter-
national links with the workers in
South Africa and other countries will

bureaucracy

genuine internatignaliam be
developed which could lead to the
abolition of capitalism and the
establishment of socialism on a global
scale.”

Kinnock's Labour leadership let it
be remembered, is not for the aball-
tion of capitalism in Brifain, let alone
on a global scalel But the motion was
the only ocne on the agenda, and i
was carried on a card vote: it pro-
vides a useful basis on which to build
campaigns and practical solidarity in
every area.

In drawing out debate on the actual
policies of the ANC, it is useful to

int out that there are other political
orces and traditions within the move-
ment of black workers of South
Africa, some of which such as the Na-
tional Forum, hold a much more ex-
plicit commitment to socialiem and
working class politics.

In any event the acute political
limitations of the ANC should in no
way impede full-scale mebilization in
support of the struggles of South
Africa’s black working class, and in
particular the national demonstration
now called for November 2.

It is only by our octicns in fighting
Botha's allies in the British govern-
ment and British multinationals, by
the fight for genuine class action, that
the British workers' movement can
prove itself to South African workers.
® Direct trode union action fo block
frade, fransport and communicotions
fo and fram South Africo! British
shop unions follow the Dunne’s
sirikers example!
® Direct links between British and
South  African workploce union
bodies!
® Unmask the British firms profiteer-
ing from the superexploitation of
black workers in South Africal

Socialist Viewpaini, No 8, November I386. FPage 4



News in
brief

® The seven South African
businessmen who met an ANC
delegation in Zambia six weeks ago
have added their support to the
demands for the release of jailed ANC
leader Nelson Mandela. The same
demand hos been echoed by the white
“liberal” oppostiion. the Progressive
Foderal Party. headed by Mr
Frederick van Zyl Slabbert. who also
trod their way to Lusaka to meet the
ANC.

® Attempts by South African church
leaders to establish an independent
leading role in the anti-apartheid
struggle fell flat when a call by
Bishop Desmond Tutu for @ week-long
stay-away lailed to secure union
support and was scaled down inio a
hall-cocked day of prayers lor
“"national reconciliation” and “justice
for all”. Unions, including the
FOSATU confederation. which have
remained aloof irom involvement in
the cross-class United Democratic
Fromt, on this cccasion correctly
refused to back Tulu's appeal.

® [In an important change of tactics,
black youth have gone beyond
traditienal school boycotts: instead
they have begun to use schools as a
base for agitation and erganisation.
Anxious guthorities in the western
Cape have responded by shutting
down 450 schools for “coloured”
students. Black youth near Pretoria
have also switched tactics — while
elsewhere thousands ol young people
are still boycotting their schools.

® Lagging some time after the peak
of mass struggle this summer, and still
firmly at a tangent from the nec
mobilisation of South Africa’s black

l-----------r
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'Smash
, Apartheid!

Demonstration,

----- “ November 2.

trade unions and the Iiu.kl.uq of
workers, students and community
organisations. the HRC has called for
blacks to seize guns for use in "armed

struggle”.

Until now the ANC notion of armed
struggle hos been actions carried out
by a distinct body of armed guerrillas.
not connected in any way with mass
struggles or defending the
communities of the black workers.
While they still argue strongly in
support of this of ar

nisation, and firmly opposing any

for a workers' militia, it is not
clear what the ANC now have in
mind.

On past lorm. a number of armed
guerrilla actions — designed to win
the admiration and enlist the support
of the most militant black youth —
could not be ruled out. Significantly,
despite the heavy bloodshed so far
only a handiul of those killed have
been white: there is little doubt that
any major in this orlentation
would unleash fearful reprisals and
repression from the Botha regime.

(Top)} Tutu's call ignored: (above) increased police violence
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Labour's right wing

greets new

champion

Time to challenge
KinnOCk ! By PETE FIRMIN and JENNY FISHER

KINNOCK hos made it clear
where he intends taking the
Labour Party in the period up to
the General Election and
beyond. His project is a Labour
Government which is a re-run
of the Wilson and Callaghan
governments of the ‘60s and "70s
or, despite his vocal denials. of
the Lib-Lab pact if there is a
hung parliament.

These governments were mildly
reformist ones committed to no basic
changes in capitalism. In fact they
brought in wage controls, “workers'
participation” designed to suck shop
stewards into selling rationalisation
plans to the workiorce on behalf of
management, reduced local govern-
men! expenditure and began cuts in
the public sector. In short the attemp-
ted by "consent” what Thatcher is do-
ing by confrentation.

The basic elements of such a pro-
gramme were contained in the "New
Partnership” economic document of
the TUC/Labour Party. The dii-
ference now iz that after 6 years of
Thatcher the situation facing a new
Labour government would be not on-
ly many times worse, but a society
restructured in favour of the ruling
clazs. It would require drastic
socialist measures to even begin to
reverse unemployment, the decline
in health and social services and any
fundamental shift in the distribution
of wealth.

Major inroads would need to be
made into the economic power of the
bosses with a labour movement
prepared to resist all altempts at op-
position to this by the capitalists and
their state machine. Kinnock's refusal
to support those involved in class
struggle shows he has no desire fo
carry out such a programme.

Yol each time a Labour govemn-
ment fails to resolve this either in the
direction of socialism or the bosses'
profitability it opens the door to a
more right wing Tory government
committed to attacking the organised

e TEIAN
LABOUR as,.;
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class and increasing
repression.

It is clear that the Left has a duty to
start organising now fo win support
for policies adequate to the situation
and get them adopted as Party policy
as well as defendng the best aspects
of present policy against dilution.
Such an organised opposition will be
doubly important if Labour takes
government and introduces austerity
plans — as in France — but we can-
not wait until then for such an opposi-
tion to be formed.

In addition to the urgency for those
opposing the direction in which Kin-
nock is taking the Labour Party the
question is also raised of whether to
stand candidates against Kinnock

would leod the same way.
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Wilsan and Calloghan led offocks on woges and unions while in office. Kinnock's policies

and Hattersley for Leader and Deputy
Leader. Such a challenge, although
unlikely to win, would be central io
taking the issues to the labour move-
ment as & whole and solidifying the
opposition.

Although annual contested elec-
tions for Leader and Deputy Leader
are written into the constitution (ex-
cept when in government) as part of
the recent democratic gains, they
have fallen into disuse in the last 2
years due to illusions in Kinnock and
an unwillingness to provide the
media with material for sensationalis-
ing “Party divisions” (as if Kinnock
hadn't provided encugh material, or
as if they needed concrete evidence
anyway). However, there can mno
longer be any confusion about the
road Kinnock has chosen and now is
the time to decide whether to mount a
challenge at 1986 Conference. Party
Conference 1987 will be too late: as
the last Conference before the
General election it will most likely be
a jamboree for the benefit of the
media.

Kinnock himelf said on the issue of
implementing Conference decisions:
“] don't propose to make resignation
threats and all the resi of it. The big
advantage of having an annual pro-
cedure for nominating the leader is




that if anybody thinks they can do a
better job they can get on with it.”

No! standing candidates in 1986
will be represented as a refusal by the
left to take up the challenge made by
Kinnock and as not a serious
opposition.

Ii the right to annual elections had
been used in the last 2 years, the
'media would not be able to exploit a
challenge to the extent it could in
1986. However, we cannot allow the
bosses' propaganda machine to
decide our lactics: democracy and
the political importance of the situa-
tion must be the crucial factors.

There will be those on the left who
feel such a challenge would be tac-
tically unwise because if it was lost by
an overwhelming margin we would
be weaker than ii it had not been car-
riad out. This is little better than tak-
ing the soft left argument ‘we'll lose,
sa we won't fight”; and putting a
“hard left” gloss on it: "if we lose, the
ledt will be weaker, so we won't fight"”.

Weighed against losing an election
must be the opportunity such a cam-
paign would give to organise the
Left. It would be impossible to assess
in advance the level of support since
this would largely depend on the ef-
ficacy of the campaign itself. The
campaign would need to be al least as
good as that of Benn for Depuly
Leader in 1981, reaching into all
CLPs, Union branches, Women's
Section, ete., but more importantly,
it would need to remain organised
alter the campaign.

Others will say that the issue is
“policies, not personalities”, or that a
challenge would deflect from the
policy issues. But one without the
other is pretty meaningless. There's a
strong battle on policies to be had; if
we're strong encugh to fight it, we're
strong enough to challenge the
leadership too. Fighting for policies
alone isn't a soft option. And what
better way to fight for policies than
repesenting them to the movement
through leadership candidates who
support them?

And Kinnock himself has made the
two inseparable. He has made it clear
that he will only implement those
policies with which he agrees. A
leadership which does not argue con-
vincingly for a set of policies is
neither going to win popular support
for them nor carry them oul. Equally
those who say organising the Left
would put pressure on Kinnock to
carry out policies underestimate his
commitment to ignoring the decision-
making process of the Party. At the
end of the day accountability means
standing an alternative candidate.

The Left must begin immediately to
discuss both the policies which
should be fought for and whether to
challenge Kinnock and Hattersley
next year. An urgent parl of that
discussion would be how to ensure
that a candidate is forthcoming,
unlike the last 2 years.

Organising for
Irish solidarity

By BASIL HINTON (Vice Chair, Labour
Committe on Ireland)

THOUGH the two composite
resolutions on Ireland were
again heavily defeated at this
gm-m‘: Labour Conference, there
been some erosion of the
position of “unity by consent”.

Many CLPs have now come 1o realise
that to call for a United Ireland and oppose
partition is Incompatible with the Urnionist
veto

The debale on Ireland was ancther ex-
ample-of the right wing stitch up. The only
speakers called from the Hoor after the
movers were both Party spokespersons on
Ireland: this after the usual vicious pro
imperialist rhetoric from Alex Kitson.

ﬁ'hf- withdrawal resolution was |ost on a
show of hands and the resalution on contl-
nulng the dialogus was defeated by almos!
800,000 1o over 4 million; the trade union
block vole again bulldozing everything in-
to oblivion.

Mo doubt the bursaucrats were
delighted that only the NUR supported the
motion, though some abstained.

Though LCI members together with a
trade unicnist united lreland supporter
from Dublin worked hard in lobbying the
unign  delegations, these elforiz came
much oo late to swing key votes. Much
more work needs |0 be done by the new
LCI trade union department after the 5
year period of LC1 work in the CLPs,

Eitzon brought out the old red herring
af withdrawal leading to a bioodbath and
clvil ‘war, ignoring the fact that both have
been golng on for 16 years.

The LCI fringe meeting attracted about
70 pecple: a good attendance considering
the distance of the venue lrom the Con-

{arence Cenire and that a coach had to be
hired to transport them to the meeling

Mary Manning spoke of the 15 month
long strike at Dunnes Stores in Dublin,
linking the struggle of the majority in
Ireland with the struggle of the Black ma-
jority in South Africa. She said they are
prepared 1o go on for ancther 13 months.

Dodie McGuiness, a Sinn Fein Coun
cillar from Derry, said they want to build a
United Socialist Ireland, but that the SDLP
have degenerated to the poinl of cal-
laboration with the Unionists and even
support the RUC and UDR as “peace
kespers”. They would again ac
‘power sharing”, the British imperialist
solution to the Irish problem.

Dr Maire O'Shea outlined the evils of
the Prevention of Terrorism Act which at-
tacks political activists beth Irish and
British who oppose British ruls in lreland.

She said that British occupation in the
Northarn B Counties {g to get Ireland info
MATO with its nuclear bases. The Fitzger-
ald/Thatcher talke trade Southern
neutrallty lor vague moves toward Irish
unity

Ean Livingstone sald, rather ap
propriately for him, that Sinn Fein 18 more
socialist than the Britieh Labour Party. He
pointed to the possibility of a hung parlia-
mant after the general election, with Ulster
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unionists holding the balance of power
He promised that he would withhcld his
vole from any Labour governmeni co
operation with the Unicnists

Martin Collins, Editor of the LCI
magazine New Labour and [reland, said
since Kinnock is working for good figures
in the opinion polls, he would earn slec-
toral popularity by advocating withdrawal
from Ireland as the majority (58%) of the
British electorate want il. I the Labour
government is 1o fight unemployment
there is 80% of that among the pecple of
Balymurphy in West Belfast under British
Aule.

Colline also used this meeting to launch
his newly published book Irelond After

Hrifain: ancther good guide for wide-
ranging debate, he said,

The Labour Committee on [reland
unites party members to campaign for an
end to bloodshed and barriers to progress
towards a socialist Ireland. This is a vital
part of the struggle for socialism in Britain.
A country that oppresses another can
never itself be free or socialist.

The LCI ealls for unconditional British
military and political withdrawal from
Ireland and sali-determination for the Irigh
people as a whole. In the interim we call
{or an end to abuses of human rights and
for the Party to act on ils positions of op
position to the use of plastic bullets, non-
jury Diplock couris, the PTA and the use ol

paid informers (supergrasses).

The LCI organises press conlerences to
counter silence and censorship and
organises conferences and campaigns all
over Britain.

Labour Women for Ireland particularly
campakgns agains! the degrading and sex
ist strip searching of women in Armagh Jail
and promotes contact between women ac-
tiviste against British imperialism In
Ireland and Britain.

Join the LCI: we ignore Ireland at our
perill
Write o LC1, BM Box 5355, London
WCIN 3XX.

Demand recognition of the PLO!

Palestine: another

Conference policy bites
the dust

IT was no surprise that the
Palestinian-Israeli conilict was
once again swept under the
carpet at this year's Labour
Conference, and the Party kept
an embarrassing silence.

'.l'ilil.".'l‘ll
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s Demonstrate:
Birmingham Nov 9

11 am, Sparkhill Park.
Rally 2pm, Digbeth Hall.
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While throughout the year the Middle
East has been shaken by momenlous
events — paerhaps the most important anti-
imperialist struggle in the world foday —
Caonference for the third year running fail-

L ]
= [ ]
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ed to put it on its agenda for debate.

An emergency resolution by the FBU
condemning Israel's raid on the PLO
headquarters in Tunis (which took place
on the second day of the Conference) was
manceuvred off the agenda for fear ol
opening a debate on the Palestinian
question.

This evasion s not new: the leadership
has consistently proved its determination
not only to dodge any debate on the ques-
tion but also o bury once and for all any
past conference resclution.

Most significantly, The Conference
resolution passed in 1982, recognising the
PLO as the sole legilimate representative
of the Palestinian people and pledging
Party support jor Palestinian seli deter-
ﬂnaunn has scarcely seen the light of

Y.

In 1982 it was widely recognised as an
important breakthrough. Previcusly, the
Labour Party has been an unstinting sup-
porter of Zionism and the state of Israsl

The 1917 War Aims Memorandum by
Arthur Henderson and Sydney Webb
predated the Tory/Liberal Balfour
declaration; the 1945 Labour Party
Manifests outbid even the Zionists in its
call for the Arabs to be expelled in order
to make way for Zionist settlemenis.

Since then, support for Zionism has
been the strongest in Labour's top
schelons — Foot, Bevan, Wilson, Healey,

han — who have clung to the myth
that Israel's founders "espoused the ideals
of socialism, justice and community.”

1t was not until the invasion of Lebanon
in 1982 that the tide began turning im
favour of the Palestinians. Then the hor-
rors of Israel’s genocide in Labanon trig-
gered a wave of sympathy for the Palesti-
nians, and the Conference that year car-
ried a motion — initiated by the Labour
Movement Campaign for Palestine — sup-
porting the right of Palestinians to sell




determination, recognising the PLO, and
calling for a secular democratic state in
Palestine as the long term solution to the
Middle East conflict.

Israel’s leaders heaped abuse on the ex-
tremists and the antisemites in the Labour
Party and quickly stirred their supporters
and apalogists inle action. Active Zionists
— Kaufmann, Hattersloy, Kitson, Shore &
Co. — usaed all the leverage they could
muster to quash the new policies.

Their t was made even easier by the
lack of concern from those who supported
the motion. While the pro-Arab wing of
the Labour Right — exemplified by Don
Concannon, Chair of the Labour Middle

East Council — were not prepared to
challenge their political allies in the Party,
the left were too heterogenecus to mount &
viable challange.

Benn and Hefler lefi Labour Friends of
lsrael, but far from totally espousing the
Palestinian cause they still kept some sym-
pathy for the state of Israel and its right to
exist under its presen! form.

Militant, having maintained pro-Israsli
priorities  throughout, unashamedly
echoed Reagan's ranting denunciation of
the PLO as a "bunch of terrorists”. The
rost of the left didn't think the issue a
viable or important battleground against
the leadership.

Cnly the LMCIP consistenily fought,
year in year out, to reconfirm these
policies. With the left in disarray, Labour's
International riment confidently con-
trived to scorn Conlerence decisions and
singled out Palestine events for exclusion
frum the Cornference diary., The reason
has always been thal Palestine meetings
will invite speakers who are nol members
of the Socialist International: the logic of
this. ruling is that it would “outlaw”
representatives of the Palestinians, Irish
Republicans, the ANC and maost of the
liberation movements in Central/South
America: it would leave the Labour Party
on the side of oppression, counter-
revolution and in open defence of the im-
perialist world order.

Further, the NEC's rejection of the idea
of inviting a PLO representative to Con-
ference means thal instead, Gad Yacobd,
Israel's Minister for Economic Planning,
was an official guest at Conference! The
warm welcome to Yacobi is the most clear
evidence of the support that the Party
leadership will continue to give to lsrael.

In a recent leaflat, Labour Friends of
Israel had nothing but praise for Kinnock’s
commitment to Zionism:

“The Israeli Labour Party con rely on
support from me and my Party for as
long as [ shall be leader for | know the
course they have set themselves... They
can do it t with our assistonce, our
alliance. our support, our wards of com-
fort, our comradeship ond ouwr
endorsement.”

Thiz staement unegivocally setz out the
lsadership’s stance on ZFionism. Only a
strong and co-ordinated challenge by all
supporters of the Palestinians inside the
Labour Party and trade union movement
can force the leadership to recognise Con-
ferance decisions in support ol the
Palestinians.

The LMCIP can and will provide this
ch.lenge. Iis activities ought to be sup-
porie. by every L*bour Party member,

The Labour Move.men! Campaign for
Palestine can be confocted «!: BM Box
LMCP, London WCIN 3XX.

Vietims of an [sroell “terror” raid on South .bnnnn.

Ten things
about the

Middle East

1. ISRAEL IS THE ONLY
DEMOCRACY IN THE
MIDDLE EAST

Palestinians under Israeli rule have
been subjected to:

® arbitrary detention and deporta-
tion without trial;

® confiscation of land;

® gross discrimination in housing,
education, employment and welfare
EBTVICEE,

So far, over a million Palestinians
have been made refugees. They can-
nof refurn. Any Jewish person from
anywhere in the world is entitled to
seftle in [sroel with immediate
citizenship rights.

2. ISRAEL GIVES EQUAL
RIGHTS TO WOMEN.

lsrael allows:

®no secular marriage;

® no marriage of Jews to non-lews;
®no divorce of men by women.
Israeli women receive vastly lower
pay than Israell men and need their
th':.lsb-mds‘ permission to do certain
jobs.
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The position of Palestinian women
under Israeli rule is far worse, for
Palestinian women are discriminated
against as Palestinians and as women.

3. ISRAEL LEADS THE
WAY IN TRADE UNION
ORGANSIATION

The Histadrut (General Federation of
Labour in Israel) iz Israel's largest
employer.

It has actually sacked striking
workers. In 1982, it imposed a 2 to
5% levey to help finance the invasion
of Lebanon

Up to 1959 it was closed 10 Palestinian
workers. Mow it has a segregated
department for ‘Arabs’.

Palestinians who live on the West
Bank and work in Isras] pay dues but
receive no protection or services.

4. ISRAEL TAKES A
STAND AGAINST
TERRORISM

The fterrorist acts perpetrated in
Sabra and Chatila caused world-wide
revulsion and condemnation.



Such acts in support of Zionism are
nothing new. 254 Palestinians were
massacred in 1948 in Deir Yassin by
the Zionist organisation Irgun (of
which Begin ig a former leader).

Daily terrorism by the Israeli
military authorities against Palesti-
nian civilians in Occupied Palestine
is a fact of life.

5. ISRAEL STRIVES FOR
PEACE IN THE REGION

|sraal invaded the Lebanon under the
glogan "Peace for Galilee™.

Results:

® 30,000 dead

& 40,000 wounded and maimed

® 150,000 made homeless
®and countless houses;
and schools destroyad.
For the sake ol 'peace’, lsrasl used
US manufactured cluster and
phosphorous bombs (internationally
outlawed weapons).

hospitals

6. ISRAEL UPHOLDS
INTERNATIONAL LAW

lsrael has been condemned many
times for continual violations of UN
resolutions concerning the rights of
the Palestinians. EMPTY WORDS!
Ancther empty gesture has been the
setting up of the Kahan Commission
following the massacres of Sabra and
Chatila. This commission is constant-
ly cited as proving lsrael's concern
with International Law and public
opinion. But although Begin, Sharon
and military army commanders wera
clearly implicated, they suffered no
real consequences.

7. ISRAEL RESPECTS THE
GENEVA CONVENTION

The Geneva Convention affords pro-

fsroeli lonks crunch into Lebanon in 1
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tection to civilians and all armed
bodies in conditions of war and oc-
cupation. lsrael has refused to apply
it on the West Bank and to the
thousands of Palestinians In its
orisons.

Women, men and even children
prisoners are held without charge,
refused access to lawyers and sub-
jected to the most degrading torture
and sexual attacks (all documented
by the Hed Cross and other bodies).

8. ISRAEL SUPPORTS THE
STRUGGLE OF THE
OPPRESSED AND THE
MINORITIES

Receiving 2.2 billion dollars (1982)
from the US in aid — 75% of which is
military — lzrael is generous in pass-
ing it on to others. According to a re-
cent CIA report, lsrael is the fiith
largest world military exporter. Tis
arms and experts go to support such
minority regimes as the apartheid
South African government, Hen-
duras, Pinochet's Chile, and
others with similar appalling records
on human rights.

9. ISRAEL 'FIGHTS® ANTI-
SEMITISM

...by encouraging Jews to forego the
fight against fascism and antl-
semitism in their countries of crigin
and go to Israel — a policy of ghet-
toisation (that any fascist would readi-
ly agree with].

10. ISRAEL IS A FORCE
FOR PROGRESS

Israel is a created fact.

All the above points to one conclu
sion: settler colonialism can never be
a lorce for progress, whatever some
in the Labnuro%‘arty would have us
believe.

982: an eye opener for many Zionis! sympathisers.

THE recent hijacking of the Italian
Achille Lauro cruise liner b
militants of the Syrian- PLF
appears to have achieved all of its
objectives. It has torpedoed the

various “peace” initiatives
peddled by the USA and Britain
— including the wisit to London of
representatives from Arafat's PLO
leadership and King Hussein. It
has driven a wedge between

t and the USA: and put
Palestinian guerrilla action back
on the map. In passing. it
even to have bcrouiil:tt down lialy's
reactionary “Socialist“-led
coalition government. But it has
done nothing to advance the

interests of the oppressed
Palestinion masses.
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THIS year’s Labour P
Conference had the l;ttrdlbu'm on
f&?ﬂl“’ that Labour has ever
After 4 of ping up the
pressure hbu:r'ampuign for
Lesbion and Gay Rights (LCLGR)
got adequate backing for a strong
wide-ranging resolution to get on
the Conference ‘;i:ndn.
Among other gs the
resolution demands:
® the removal of all legal
discrimination (including the
discriminatory age of consent);
® The enforcing of full equal
rppc;rtu.uitln at local government
evel;
#® and the outlawing of all other
forms of discrimination.
It was a major achisvement to
a debate at Conference — but
the majority for the resclution
{over one million votes) was an
enormous forward. To find
out how R managed this,
and what si it will
have, Nick De Marco spoke to
Peter Purton. Treasurer of LCLGR
and Conference delegate from
Ealing South CLP.

Whet was the
for the Gay resolution?

The vote was the single most important
step forward for Lesbian and Gay rights
gince the emergence of the Lasbian and
Gay movement in Britain. For the first time
the issue was taken from the fringes and
put in the centre ol labour movement
COTIORINE.

It means that the Labour Farty is now
committed to an uncompromising pro-
gramme of Lesblan and Gay rights, We
can now fight our oppression with the full
authority af the Labour Party and T.U.C.
It creates the opportunity 1o begin to win
{he labour movement to the understanding
that sexuality must be an integral part of
any genuinely socialisl programme

As this was the first time Lesbian and
Gay rights was even discussed at Con-
ference how did you manage to secure
such a big majority in favour ol the
rnnululjnn?

Firstly, we launched a well-organised and
coherent campaign o geil on the agenda,
and lobbled maszively to secure the voles
we nesdad

Secondly, we consolidated the alliances
we had begun to build with other sections
al the oppressed. In particular campaigne
lor women's rights within the Party and,
specially important, the black sections
movamen.

We had organised jointly with the black
sections movement to suppori each others'
demands (e.qg supporting each others'
resolutions for Conference) and this pro-
cess  greatly strengthened both our
campaigns.

At Bournemouth this alllance became a
genuine example of the unity of the op-

nce of the victory

rights!

URNEHOUTH.
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pressed in struggle,

Nor should we [orget the unwavering
suppart of numbers of heterassxuale such
as MEPs Christine Crawley and Janey
Buchan who have been fighting for our
demands for many years.

For all this we still might not have wen
had it not been for the historic
developments of the miners’ strike

The support of Lesbians and Gay men
for the NUM and the willingness of the
miners o lake on board the struggles of
women, blacks and lesbian: and gaye
created an entirely new situation within
sections of the trade union movement.

To have the public support of the NUM
gave us the strength to approach directly
other trade uniona,

What trade unions supported you at
Conlerence?

Among the major unions to vole for the
Lesbian and Gay rights resolution were
the NUM, NUPE, COHSE, NUR, ASTMS.
1%1}[.'1_1_- ASLEF, UCATT. TASS and

How did you manoge to gain the sup-
of the traditional manual unions.
the TGWU?

We perststently lobbied the union delega-

Hors and enlisted support of leading

figures in the frads unions to argue our

case amongst the delegations. We had
signilicant support from the likes of Ron

Todd and Peter Heathfield in particular

The positive responses of the health ser-
vice unions to the AIDS hysteria made it
easier lor us to gain their support

The successtul Leshian and Gay rights
resolution from the National Association of

Probation Officers (NAPO) and NALGO

at the T.U.C. meani also that we wers able

to argue that Lesbian and Gay rights was
already TUC pelicy

Why did the NEC wani the resolution
remitted?

Fundamentally they gof cold fee! aver
lowering the age of consent. | believe this
wae a cover for the right wing who would
much rather have the issue brushed under
the carpel, After all ope cannot

Breakthrough for gay

simultanecusly assert opposition to all
discrimination oad maintain a
discriminatory age- of consent,

What do now expect from the
Labour p?

We can be sure, even judging only by the
immediate responss of the gutter press to
the vote, that this will become an election
issue. It would be perfectly in character
{given the response of the leadership t
ditch other policies which lundamentally
challenge the accepted consensus of the
British political establishment) lor the Par-
ty to attempt to backtrack on its commit-
ment. Our struggle now has to be to con.
solidate our wvictory across the labour
movement and make such a retreat
impossible.

What reaction did the resolution get
from the gay community. the Labour
Party and the P

The response of the gay press, not noted
for its socialist leanings, has been
dramatic iront page headlines. We expect
an influx of Lesbians and Gay men into the
Party.

Rank and {ile delegates were extremsly
enthusiastic in the support they gave a
Conference. Five years ago the bigetry of
William Evans, the delegate from Ogmore
who spoke in the debate, would have
raceived a wmuch more favourable
response than the jeering and heckling
which came from CLP delegates.

The unprecedented coverge on TV and
in the press showed the importance of the
debate. Journalisls were forced, for the
first time, to explain the demands of les-
bians and gay men.

Where do you go from here?

We must step up our campaign in the
trade unions. Those unions that supported
us must be lorced to Hght for these policies
amongst their membership.

Within the Party we must ensure the new
NEC sub-commiltes becomes an elfective
vehicle for implementing policy.

Finally we intend to organise a massive
drive lor organisations 1o affiliate to and
individuale to join LCLGR:

r-------------1

LCLGR

Contact Bill Forsythe,
Membership Secretary,
17, Osborne Rd,
Southville,

BRISTOL BS3 1PR.
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26 Groups attend Conference

Miners Support

Groups: the fight is
stepped up! . move

A SUCCESSFUL conference of
Miners' Su Groups was held in
Sheffield last Saturday October 12.
It had been originally motivated by
the Oxiord Himm Group
and was than or by 7 Sup-
port Groups who met twice in Lon-
don to plan the Conference.

It was a working conference
designed to emphasise the continu-
ing importance of the Support
Groups and of the lssue of the vic-
timised and imprisoned miners to the
labour movement as a whole. It was
felt by the organising groups that
many Support Groups were winding
up or running down their activities
because there was no national focus
to which they could relate and
through lack of knowledge about
what was going on in the other areas.

Twenty-one Support Groups, in-

cluding Women's Suppori Groups,
send delegates to the Conference and
§ more groups sent observers. The
Kent miners sent a delegation as did
{he Mational Rank and File Move-
ment. The Euéaportl.ng Groups were:
Lelcester, irmingham,
Richmond & Twickenham, Hill-
ingdon, Islington {London), Coven-
try, Brent, Hammersmith & Fulham,
Hackney, Reading, and Durham
MSGEs: Scuth Yorks Defence Cam-
paign: Leeds Miners Defence Cam-
paign: Waltham Forest Miners' Sup-
port Committee; Hatlield, Coventry,
and Oxlord Women's Suppart
Groups: Camden Trades Council &
Labour Party MSG; Sheffield Women
Against Pit Closures; Hull Trades
Council Disputes Committee; Scot-
tish Central Hegion Federation of
Trades Councils MSG; National Rank
and File Movement/Hatfield; NUM;
Dirty Thirty; Coventry Colliery; Kent
NUM: and NUM Yorkshire,

The Conference was opened by
Sammy Thompson, who is vice presl-
dent of the Yorkshire NUM. He stress-
ed the importance of the Suppori
Groups, both during the strike and
now, gave a detailed update on the
victimised and imprisoned miners in

Oxford, -

NN
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Yorkshire and about the very difficult
conditions the Yorkshire NUM now
faces over pit closures. He was
iollowed by Iris Knight from WAPC
and Carole Trelawney from SACTU.

An important part of the Con-
ference was the reporis given on
their activities by sach Group pre-
sent. For the first time it was possible
to get something of a national picture
of the state of the Groups. Many of
the reports showed a similar picture.
Attendance had failed to wvarying
degrees since the sirike, the groups
hag consolidated into a hard core of
supporters, yet when they took in-
itiatives, they found that the wider
support was still there and could be
mobilised.

The reports showed that there is
still a viable support movement that
can play a significant role in support
of the NUM and in support of the vic-
timised and imprisoned miners.

The Conference decided to con-
tinue its work by establishing a na-
tional co-ordinating committee of
Support Groups to be comprised of
one representative from each Group.
lts first meeting would be in Birm-
ingham on November 9. An informa-
tion sheet would be produced and a
winter fund-raising campaign would
be launched for the victimised
miners. The purpose the National co-
ordination will be to work with the
NUM and support the case for coal; to
campaign for the reinstatement of the
victimised and for amnesty for those
in prizon; o campalgn against pit
clasures and to raise cash for the vic-
timised miners and their families.

At the same time the Conference
voted to suppori the imporiant in-
itiative which was taken at a fringe

meeting at the Labour Party Con-
ference, orqan:‘sedclﬂmlly by Trade
Union Brieling and the Campaign
Group of Labour MPs to organise a
Minere Amnesty Campaign aimed at
supporting the victimised and im-
prisoned miners and publicising the
Amnesty Bill. There is clearly great
political suppert for the two group-
ings to work closely together.

The Conference volted toc be pre-
sent on Monday 21 October when the
appeals open in London of Dean Han-
cock and Russell Shankland and to go
into the court in solidarity.

It also adopted a motion from the
London Support Groups (which are
now well organised) calling for a
“day of action” to mark the second
anniversary of the start of the miners
strike, aimed at drawing attention to
the continued support for the miners
and the campaign against pit
closures.

The conference voted to give sup-
port to the National Rank and File
movement, but rejected a controver-
sial resclution supported by Rank and
File, This called upon the Con-
ference to “call a delegate con-
ference, open to all trade union and
labour movement bodies, including
the broad left organisations,
prepared to build a militant minority
movement in order to start the work ol
building that movement and discuss-
ing its programme and strategy.”

Finally the Conference discussed
the uprisings in the inner cities, A
resolution was adopted which drew
the comparison between police ac-
tion in the inner cities and in the
miners’ gtrike, condemned the racism
of the police, called for a labour
movement inquiry into their activities
and callad upon SERTUC to call ana
tional demeonstration through Brixton
in opposition to the extension of
police powers.

The Conference provided & much
neaded get-together of Support
Groups and should provide the basis
for a development in Support Group
work and a boost for the campaign on
behalf of the victimised and imprison-
ed miners.

Soctalist Viewpoint, No 8, November 1986. Poge 12

L ——————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————




R L. —

The collapse
ot Labour’s

soft left

overshadowed by Kinnock
“coming out”.
In Tuesday's keynote speech —

under the guise of a Parliamen-
tary Heport — Kinnock attacked
those who fought the Tories. He'd
begun by rehearsingnearly every
right wing argument against
socialism. He waved the nationlist
flag, preached about an “enabl-
ing state”, talked of increasing

roduction, and assisting small

usinesses. He threw in a few
"radical” references to the Third
World, support for the
MNicaraguan government and op-
position to apartheid. Then he
rounded on the left, and in a
scene rehearsed for the cameras,
glammed into Liberpool Council:

Kinnock's speech had the effect
of splitting the Conference in two.
e Press loved it; and covered
their front pages the next day with
"The Courage of Kinnock”; and
"Ch, Boy-o". Come the next elec-
tion, it will presumably be the
business-as-usual "Vote Tory"; or
at a pinch “Vote Alliance”.

The Right loved it, and 5o did much
of the trade union top brass on the
delegations: for both, their futures
were secured.

The "soft laft" had a split second to
choose which way lo jump; and leapt
into the quagmire. They applauded
Kinnock inte power; and by and
large have supported him there, They
stood by the myth of Kinnock, the
“leftie”, ignoring — or supporting —
his manoeuvring of the last 2 years;
comfortable in being able lo distance
themselves, under their “left” mantle,
from the likes of Healy, Geolding,
Hammond, etc.

By PETE FIRMIN
and JENNY FISHER

But again, never people to stick lo
class principles when the going gets*
rough, they went for the easy option.
Indeed, Kinnock's main organised
cheerleaders, the Labour Co-
ordinating Committee, began the
week with “critical support” in their
Bulletin:

“If Neil Kinneck constantly plays
into the hands of the media and the
ultra left by blowing up the wrong
issues, then the Party will continue to
be diverted."”

Once he'd done just that, the
Wednesday Bulletin stated:

"... our instincts say that Neil Kin-
nock was absclulely right ... He said
in public what many had been saying
in private.”

and:

"The LCC supports the NUM's
resolution. But we also support the
Kinnock leadership.”

Ken Livingstone, new darling of
the LCC, said at the Tribune Rally on
the Wednesday night that "we have to
work with Neil Kinnock and build
structures that allow the left to
ecounteract the pressures of the right
on him."

These statements appear naive, yel
it iz’ impoesible that Livingstone and
the LCC would not have noticed that
Kinnock is leading the right offensive
against the Left and he has made it
impossible to support both him and
the NUM. They have made their
choice.

As Eric Helfer commented on the
LCC’s statement on the Thursday that
“the laft iz now more dominant in the
Party in a way that we never have
been before”: "it makes you wonder
who they think the left are.”

That then, iz the new unholy
alliance aganst the miners, against
the inner city working class, and
against ocur class in general. But
there was another alllance, who
shared total disgust for Kinnock's
stand: an alliance of the hard left, the
specially oppressed, and those
fighting at Conference for socialist
policies,

Of these, Eric Heffer was the most
public: he walked off the platform,
unable to gtomach such a divizive at-
lack on those in struggle.

The NUM weathered Tuesday's

speech, and a renewed attack on
them on Wednesday.

Liverpool councillors:  reacted
angrily to Kinnock's insulis; the next
morning they challenged Kinnock,
and the union leaders, o come up to
Li\rarﬁoc]. lock at the books, and test
out the “dented shield" approach.
The challenge was taken up.

The Lambeth Councillors reacted
angrily: they sav that the attack on
Liverpool was an attack on all
resolute local authority fightbacks,
and realised their fight had been knif-
ed in the back by implication.

Meither the Black Sections ac-
tivists, fresh from the success of see-
ing their vote nearly treble over last
rear'a support; nor the campaigners
or Lesbian and Gay rights, who were
later, through their hard work, par-
ticularly in the unions, to see their
Composite passed; had had any illu-
gions In the leadership which was
against both their struggles.

You had only to look at the position
of black Lambeth councillors to see
the links clearly: cast adrift by the
leadership in their fight to defend
jobs and services and in their fight
against racism in the Party.

One major aspect holding back
black, leshian and gay, and women
campaigners from identifying with
the left has been the Militant, who are
so openly against positive discrimina-
tion of all kinds. mock tried to link
his insults with Militant: taint a left
policy with being "Militant-inspired”,
and through anti-Militant hysteria,
knock down the policy as well,

But the elfect on many was the op-
ggsue: a realisation that Militant must

detended # Left policies are to be
won; and a greater willingness to ally
themselves with the left, despite the
left's imperfect record.

The hard left is still strong; and was
able to win on policy many times dur-
ing the week, overturning NEC
recommendations lo remit or oppose.
As well as the NUM composite, the
trebling of the vote for black sections,
the pasing of the lesbian and gay
rights composite; a resclution on
"Reproductive Rights” removed MP's
conscience clause, used to get out of
following Parly policy on abortion,
etc. At the very first session, Con-
ference  voted for immediate
dismantling of EEC food mountains as
part of an answer lo African famine,
and for cancelling bank debts of the
;Eeu.sl Devel Couniries” to the

est

There is a final category of Kinnock
supporters: the pollsters have pro-
duced fodder for the papers showing
Labour in the lead, and Kinnock
soaring to the top of the stakes in the
"Best luture Prime Minister” competi-
tion. So far so good. What is lacking,
of course, is any effective com-
parison. If the Party leadership, had
been out campaigning for the miners
throughout 1984, putting the very
good arguments in favour of doing
50, how high would Labour support
be now?
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Black youth

fight back!

By JANE GOSS

BLACKE ©people are being
slaughtered in Britain. Killed
by racist thugs in violent street
attacks or burned in their
homes by arsonists. Sometimes
they are killed in police cells.

The black community — sick of pro-
vocation, harassment, stop and search
operations, and racist police — fight back
The estate in Tottenham which was the
scene of the latest uprising had been seal-
ed off during the preceding week by the
palice who had been stopping pecple con-
stantly to check on stolen vehicles. Cyn-
thia Jarrett's son was stopped because he
was driving a BMW — in the minds of

olice no black person should have a
EMW therefore it must be stolen.

It wasn't: but he was arrested anyway
and taken to the police station. They
raleased him and gave him back his pro-
perty — excepl for his front door key
which they used to let themselves into the
family homse, starting off the chain of
events which led to the trouble on the
Broadwater Farm astate

What a mockery it is to see the smooth,
well-rehearsed police spokespeople wil-
tering on about sensitive community polic-
ing on TV, radio and in the press. Any
black person living in an inner city area
knows the reality of policing — it is neither
sensitive nor “community”. Witness PC
Blakelock who was a “community
policeman” — in full rot gear tighting
with local people.

The constant harassment by the police
coupled with crippling unemployment
levals, poor housing and cutbacks in boh
elate benefits nd services has stewed
together in the Tory capitalist cauldron
and is now again boiling over into upris-
ings of black youth clearly saying as they
did to Bernie Grant in Tottenahm when he
tried 1o call lor calm that "we are led up
with talk; we want action.” Handswarth,
Brixton, Toxteth, Tottenham. More names
will be added as the anger and hostility to
Thatcher' scrapheap policies emerge,

Events in Totle wer fermed the
"worst riot ever sean on mainland (sic) Bri-
tain”, Not surprisingly the police were
issued with CS gas and plastic bullets —
the first time that plastic bullets have been
authorised for use in Britain.

The authorisalion was given by Kenneth
Newman — who came to London from the
Morth of lreland whwer he was in charge
of the RUC, one of the most vicious and
seclarian police forces in the world.
Recently the Met were the subject of a
report, which the police attempled to deny
and discredit which showed widespread
racism at all levels.

Mewman has of course made no
relerence to that report. He was quick to
go on television to [ace the interviewers to
justify his allowing the use of lethal plastic
bullets. He condemned the local youth

club lsaders of Tottenham and Bernie
Grant and other local politicians for refus-
ing, quite correctly, to condemn the
violence. He accused them ol using ir-
responsible language and inflaming the
gituation. In the next breath he spat out a
vencmous attack against the “murderous
thugs” who had attacked one of his cificers
and killed him. Even the interviewer was
forced to ask him il his language wasn'l
inflammatory.

Compare how quick the cops have been
to solve the killing of Blakelock — one
week after his death three black and one
white youth, cne of them only thirteen,
have bean charged — with the lack of in-
terest the same police force have shown in
arresting anyone for murdering eight
months pregnant Shamira Kassam and her
three young sons who were bumed to
death several months oge by racists.

The Broadwater Farm Estate, like the
other areas which have (and will) erupt are
not isolated pockets of hostility and
criminal activity. The problems are not
due to drug dealers. That is just another
attempt to slur black pecple and an al-
tempt at racist stereotyping which the
Tories, the press and media are only to
sager to foster.

Black people simply have had encugh.
The blame for the uprisings lies in the
roots of capitalism and praticularly in the
policies which this Government hs been
enforcing on the people for the past six
Years.

In the six years of Tory rule the West
Midlands has lost a quarter of a million
jobs in manufacturing alone. The
unemployment rale in Handsworth is
20 49: for adult men it is 40%. If you area
black youth in Birmingham you have a cne
in 20 chance of getting a job after leaving
school. Lucas have just announced a fur-
ther 10,000 jobs lost in the West Midlands.

Meanwhile the Government keeps put-
ting more and more obstacles in the way of
people attempting to claim benefits simply
to survive. Thatcher is desperately keen to
ensure that, like in America, there is a
stigma attached to being “on weliare”.
Housging in inner city areas is being left to
rot as the Tories cut back en Council
house building, sell off the best stock, and
cut grants for repairs.

Black youth cannot get a job; cannot
leave home; and canct live cn the derisory
slate benefits: on top of the poverty, they
have racist taunts thrown at them every
day by the police. It is no wonder theyare
arming themselves in anger

Once the anger takes over it assumes its
own logic and it is impossible to contral.
There are things which happen in the
uprisings which we as revolutionaries
would not condone or encourage. Neither
weuld we join with those who condemn the
youth for viclence. Their lives are full of
violence every day — organised, carried
out and condoned by the state and its
officials.

Bernie Grant, the leader of Tottenham
Council and a prospective parliamentary
candidate has been right to refuse to bow

o enormous pressure lo side with the
police against the black community. Fora
Labour politician he has adopted a firm
line. The Tories and press are now wilch-
hunting him in an extremely racist way
and trying to put pressure on the Labour
leadership to disagree with him publicly
and withdraw support lor his parliamen-
tary candidature.

Much publicity has been given to the
local unions who went on “strike” to call
for his resignation. Trade unions are not
free from racists — and Totlenham cer-
tainly has more than its fair share. There
are members in both the local TGWU and
MUPE branches who have called for
ropatriation of black people. It is highly
likely that there are MF members in both
branches.

Thess unions need lo re-examine the
issues and 1o stop siding with the Tories
who would be just as keen to use plastic
bullets during industrial disputes. They
need to begin to forge links with the
unemployed people in their communities.
The trade union officers and officials need
to make quite clear their condemnaticn ol
racists in local branches and expel them
from membership.
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The uprising and the aftermath raise
many issues for us. Black people often do
aot relate to “white” political crganisa-
tions, Millions are disenfranchised from
trade unions because they have no job
Most do not relate to the Labour Party
because it has done so litths and has a pret-
ty appalling record on both fighting
racism and on immigration. Revolutionary
parties rarely appeal to black pecple

Black pecple organise and agitate out
side the main labour movemenlt groups
Wae need to light to change the labour
movement to force it to examine its own
racism and to make it habilable and
responsive to black demands. Meanwhile
we cannot just ignore what is happening.
We must suppart the fight that is going on
now in the streets and give blacks the
salidarity which thoy ask for

Another inguiry such as thal called for
by Kaufmann and Kinnock will solve
nothing. It will not change the situation for
blacks. A future Labour Government
eould alter some of the material condi-
tions, unemployment, housing decay, elc
But if racism is not challenged and fought
and wiped out the conditions for more
uprisings and viclence will always be
there.

Scrap the
immigration

laws!

By DAN WRIGHT

“BRITAIN faces a catastrophe
unless the size of its African and
Asian population is quickly
reduced.” In a speech address-
ed to a Conservative women's
lunch in Liverpool. Enoch
Powell carried on with his
venomous crusade _against
black communities in Britain.

In a direct challenge to Margaret
cher and others, he reminded
infamous “rivers of blood™ spee
and claimed that his
vindicated by the re
in positions of responsibil
with my judgement decl
equally unegivocal 8

He |s certainly ri
the government. One
clgaretle paper between the
Thaicher's government ©
and racism and those of En
However, he would have been
he were to complain that he has been
made into a political outcast, while h
ideas have been put into action by tf
government.

Since 1979, one of the central political

objectives of the Tory government has
boen the establishment of “firm igra
tion control’. They justily th d by

arguing that firm immigraticon controls in
turn create "good communily relations™
In other words these policies define black
pecple as the cause of the problem The
line was that there would be less racial ten-
sion because there would be lewer Black
peoplel

The shear hypocrisy beh these
argumenis has been exposéd time ater
time in the eyss ol the black communities
who have been laced with srtations
removals, and raids on and
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THE press. politicians and even
some labour movement ac-
tivists argue that Fascist groups
like the National Front (NF) and
British National Party (BNP) are
“on the decline”, and that
because of the hard right wing
policies of Thatcher's govern-
ment, particularly on issues of
race and immigration people
are not relating to fascist
groups... being a Tory is just as
eliective.

Black people. especially blacks liv-
ing in the rundown. economically
devastated and d urban oreas

know that this Is simply not true.
Although the lascist parties may not be

M
® the arson attack ©

k

n arson afiac
;s‘:ﬂn family narmwlly e
@ An arson atiack in

Tower Hamlets: again

The definition of "public funds” lor im
migration purposes, i.e. Supplementary
Benefit, Family Income Supplement and
Housing Benefit, has brought with it a new
level of discrimination — not only against
black peoplé but also against 4 million
unemployed and 7 million claiming Hous
ing Benedit

Black pecple are asked to produce thelr
passport 1o show that they are entitled to
claim benefit; they may also find
themsslves being reported to the immigra
tion authorities by a social security clerk

Far from providing a linancial "safety
net” lor those in need, {or many black pec
ple the social security system has become
yel another arm of the immigration
authorities and a racist state

In defence of these new changes, outgo-
ing Home Secretary Leon Brittan reported
the same old hypocrisy in Parliament:
“The government has persistently main-
tained that “firm but fair” immigration
control s essential to promole good race
relations

"We come fo affice commitfed
firm grip on immigrotion
0. Primaory immigration hes follen,’

However thers is more to if. These
policies of control are not only guidelines
and quotas but alsc raised by consecutive
governments in order to placale racist pre
judices against black people so they can
better split the working class.

This hidecus and sinister aspect of im
migration conirol policies began to

ta faoke o

We hove done

pulling in the votes in elections they are
oul there on the streeis organising..
Ecst London has had particularly hor-
rific racist attacks occurring over the
pasi six months culminating in the ar-
son attack on the Kassam home which
killed Mrs Eassam who was eight mon-
ths pregnant and her three young sons.

Often only the most serious incidents
are reported. Attacks like these are not
carried out by Torles: they are organis-
ed and done by lascist thugs.

In every city black families are living
in seige conditions. afraid to go out
alter dark with many of the women not
going out at all. Black people in council
accommodation are demanding letter-
boxes which make it impossible to pour
petral through them or are blocking up
the letterboxes themselves.

London boroughs like Tower Hamlets.
)

n the Kassam family.
in Wa]ihﬂm

Forest where an

Hamlets a yound i

k in his school.

VENTRY
c;%ix people escab

qﬂ-ld was pou

ding broken boitl

death when

red through their livin

inflammable k-
;n:aom window.

es and glasses
three Sikh men.

SRS L4
Hewham and Barking have lascists ac- |

operate after 1979, in terms of internal
controls inside Britain and directed al peo-
ple already here.

To make internal conirols more suc-
cessful, a number of state instilutions and
organisations are being increasingly co-
opted In lo a network of survelllance of
immigrants.

In addition to close collaboration bet
ween the Home Oifice and DHSS, the
survedllance involves organisations engag-
ed in the provision of education, housing ,
reqgistration of marriages, health, ete.

A recent Dbserver report on the issue of
survelllance revealed that

“Home Office intelligence unil com-
puters store over 200, 000 names of people
who hove sefiled here. The information
stored not only includes financial deloils
of the person in gquestion bul also a dedail
ed ocoounl of refotives and personal
offairs. ™

[Observer, 3.3.85)

The police have been given extensive
powers under the changes of immigration
rules. They can lor example, question
anyone aboutl their status, search the
premises lor suspected illegal immigrants,
raid houses and workplaces on "Hshing ex
peditions” and may carry out Investiga
tions on behalf of the Home Oifice to
ascertain whether a marriage is "genuing”
or ane of "convenience”.

Hedelinition of the rules regarding il
legal entranis have led to significant in
creases in the number of people deported

B R e

tively
streets se.
blacks

g and present on the

statement of aims says:

“This conference sees the need to
build an Anll Fascist front of groups
willing to combat Fascist activity in this
country. We see the need lo oppose
racism and lascism physically on the
streel and ideclogically. We support
the right of ethnic minority groups and
groups under threat to ar mﬁlmthah

their filth and harrassing

e

rhplml self defence and see the need

or us to organise in their support. This
grouping should be organised on non-
sectarian and democratic lines with
equal represeniation for all gorups
involved.”

AFR appears to be a healthy attempt
to build strong co-ordinated E.iroct ac-

tion against the growing number of .

atiacks.

Omne ol the main dillerences betwean
AFA and the Anti Nozi League is that
AFA was initiated and is being led by
black people. Its emphasis unlike the
ANL is on direct action which will de-

fend blacks being attacked aos well as

organising against foscist marches.

mtlnr. elc.

The Anti Naxi League did in some
areas anise a bascist activity.
under lead of the SWP. but
degenerated into a series of mass
evenis and concerts — one of which
continued while a few miles down the
road fascist thugs were marching.

The SWP wound it up alliogether
when they tock a central decision to
pull out of all their broad groupings.

AFA welcomes offiliolions from

oups. For further information contact
Rnti-Fascist Action. PX Bex 273 Forest
Gate. London ET7.
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and removed, While deportation applies
to those people who have entered the
country lawfully and may theredore appeal
againsl deportation order, “removals” on
Iy apply to those who allegedly entered the
eountry in breach of immigration law.

According to these new rules, an im-
migrant who “admits lying” when s’he
entered the country counts as an illegal
entrant and can be summarily removed
with no appeal possibile.

All these changes have in turn created
an atmosphere of fear among not only
those in breach of the immigration rules
but, among the black community os o
whole. Since it s obviously not possible on
sight 1o tell an "lllegal” entrani from a
"legal” one, the attitude ol the immigra-
tion authorities, police, DHSS, etc., is to
suspect them all.

Tha wider implications ol these changes
are hair raising. Four million black people
in this country are put under total and con-
tinned suspicion and in a position that
wherever they go, DHS5S, Housing,
Education, Police, etc. they have to prove
themsalves. And this is the basis and scale
of institutionalised racism in Britain.

There are virtually no cwvil liberties for
those that the Home Office thinks are pro-
bably illegal entrants. They can be locked
up indefinitely, Unless detainess ar actual-
Iy charged with an offence they can't even
apply for bail. By contrast bail is granted
quite reely in criminal cases where the of-
fense is much more serfous.

As a resull of this new turn towards in-
ternal conirol, in 1983 430 pecple were de-
tained a= illegal entrants, and this Hgure
increased to 1,000 for 1984,

The number ol pecple deported in 1983
was 240 against B30 the previous year
{(Remcvals were nol counted in these
figures and Hgures are based on Home Of
fice sources. )

Most of these people detained had spent
on average more than 3 months in
Ashward and other removal centres before
being deported.

In one case:

“the decizion of o single civil servant
resulfed in o mon spending almost o year
in joil. The man had commilted no crime
nor been charged with any offence. ™

(Times, 9.5.85)

He was eveniually relsased after his
solicitors threatened the Home Office with
a writ.

Confidential Home Office decuments
recently leaked to the press revealed in-
structions fo olficers on how to avoid
publicity for the way they work in this
araa:

In relation to raids it says:

ility for the cperation rests
with the police. but officers in charge
should not hesitate to bring to the notice
ol the police any sensitive issues which
might attract criticism.

“Where at the briefing stage the use
of dogs is proposed, it should be pointed
out to the police that ministers have ex-
pressed concern and that complaints of
an emotive nature are almost
inevitable.”

More importantly on the question of de
taining innocent people, the document
warrna

"The immigration officers’ power of
arrest and detentlon are under com-
tinual scrutiny and attack. particularly
when persons are detained and subse-
quently released because they were not
after all illegal entrants. It is preferable
to risk an occasional illegal entrant

absconding rather than to put the whole
of our practices at risk.”
[New Stotesmarn, 28.5.85)

By accommodating to racist prejudices,
these type of policies actually affirm and
promole these prejudices within the work-
ing class and in socisty in general

Because they define black pecple as the
problem, all arguments for immigration
control are by definition racist and create
conditions in which reaction and fascism
can breed.

Particularly within the working class,
arguments for immigration controls reln-
force raciam which is detrimental to s
class interest.

One has to be completely clear that
previous Labour Governments have
played an equally reactionary role as the
Tories — Indeed even more so when one
considers that the Labour Party is suppos-
ed {0 unife and defend the interests of the
oppressed within class society

Labour’s role is much more dangerous
bacauss sach lime Labour politicians or
leaders justily the controls — at whatever
level it may be — and adapis towards
“consensua politics”, this reafflrms racist
prejudices within the labour movement.

Labour party NEC statements on im
migration in 1983, presented policies in
two stages. Under “socialism” they will
agree to "ireedom of movement of
labour”: but meanwhile since everybody
else in Europe has got controls, Britain
under Labour should have "antl-racist,
antl-sexisgt immigration controls”|

This opportunistic lormulation, copied
from Communist Farty-controlled CARL
(Campaign Against Racist Laws} and the
Joint Commities for the Welfare of Im-
migranis has also been used 1o demobilise
black communities organising politically
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against the attacks of this government,
These have been derailed into jegalistic
forms of struggle and human rights issues.

There 2 a need 1o confront the Labour
Party leadership on this palicy question.
Black sections and the anti-imperialist
hard left should push forward policies to

commit Labour to “no
controls”.

Yes, thic means policies ol an “open
door”. The guesticn is not 20 much what
might happen il Labour introduced such
policies; the question is rather whether the
Labour Paty will identify itself as the Party
of the oppressed and refuse to define
block pecpie gz the problem. Only this
way can it lree itsell from being yet
another vehicle lor institutionalised racism
in Britain.

The trade unions, too, particularly those
in the public sector (NUT, NUPE, COHSE,
NALGO, CPSA) also play an essential
rale.

The strength of trade unions depends
upon their solidarity: that means fighting
the divisions caused within our own ranks
not just with statements ol opposition o
racism but by vigorously taking up the
fight to defend workers, directly or in
direcily threatened by deporiations, by
adopting policies in opposition to passport
checks, and opposing any collaboration
with the Home Cllice in harassing black
people

There is also a need to form a naticnal
campaign based on opposition to all
deportations, all immigration controls,
and internal conmirols, and non-
collaboration with palice and ifnmidration
authorities.

immigration



Interview with Sitara Khan

By GARTH FRANKLAND

SITARA is a Labour Party member, sup-
m of West Yorkshire Briefing., and on the
District Labour Party Panel for the
Council.
' She is above all known for her campaign-
ing against racism and deprivation in
education. Sitara helped organise two large
demonstrations outside Leeds Education
Commitiee over the failure to make exira
provision to overcome the deprivation suf-
fered by blacks in the education area.

SV: What do you think of the position of Asian
women inside the Labour Party?

SK: Basically Asian women are non-existen! inside the Labour
Party. To change this the Labour Party has to campaign io repeal
the Hationality Act. Black Sections are also very important,
Whaen they are achieved, Asian women will find an important
part and be able to develop themeelves.

SV: What do you think of the various Local
Authorities’ initiatives against racism and over-
coming Black disadvantage?

SK: They have done quite a lot. The riots of 198] helped to con-
centrate their minde a lot. Tha Local Authorities have not yet
however managed o gel real equal opportunity on jobs ‘within
their cwn staff

Some of the policies are cosmetic and exist on paper only. The
GLC looks lantastic from a distance, There has been & ten
for Local Authorities to buy off black leaderships but leave the
fundamental problems {acing black pecple. Blacks have to con-
tinue to pressurize the Local Authorities as independently as
possible.

SV: What about the situation in Leeds?

SKE: It s even worse than many other areas. The initiatives since
1981 in tha Harshills and Chapeltown areas have really been on
the lines of constructing community centres. These f[acillties,
based around the differant sections of the black community, have
tended lo inorease divisions. They have also tended to divide the
black areas off from the white council estates. The |laadership of
individual black groups has been particularly bought off, but the
fundamental problems have not changed.

The way the Council has dealt with the education primary
needs project shows how the Leeds Council has falled to tight the
racist nature of Britizh soclety.

Despite the employment of dozens of
new teachers, only & handful of them —
were black. The Authority said there were gt

come forward of qualified black teachers

teachers with overseas

not enough blacks with teaching qualifica- ;ﬁ:{:::x:;g?&lm

ticns: however a number of examples have would have to ba some in-house training,

being rejected. Cne black woman had 15 SV: What do you think of the

years teaching experience and fwo M_A.s.

There is & continuing failure 1o
recognise OVErEBas qualifications
(especially as the qualifications in the
Commonwealth are modelled on thoss in
Britain), |Sitara helped organise the two
large demonsirations al Leeds Education
Committes fighting for changes in the
recruitment policies. |

The Committess of the Council should
co-opt black members as long as they are
not represented on Ceunt‘li!.u%hﬁ ILLLE.A
has shown the way in elecling a co-opted
black woman fto chair the important
Schools Committee. This makes an enor-
mous difference.

The D.E.S. since the Swann Report has
begun o relax |ts positions on overseas
gqualifications, Leeds Council should

Honoﬁlord affair in Bradiford?
[The fight by Asian parents to
force dismissal of a head
teacher who has written racist
articles].

SK: Deplorable. No, that's not strong
enough. Honevlord's position s that white
children suffer educationally from being
in schools with large numbers of black
pupils. However research shows that white
children do befter under such conditions
than in all white schools! This seems to be
because having 1o learn in classrooms with
a second language gives them a better
grasp ol their own language!

Cn paper, Bradford Council had one of
the best race policles in Brilain, Nearly
one third of the population of Bradiord is
black. The Bradiord Council’s inquiry not

-

only found Honeylord guilty over his arti-
cle in the Salisbury Review, bul also over
his actual practice inside the school.
Thatcher's invitation to Honeyford to
comea (o Downing Street is a provocation to
all Black people in Britain. In Bradford the
local Labour Party has been very suppor-
tive — but Kinnock and Hattersley have
failed to call for the removal of Honerylord.

SV: What of the future?

SE: The future cannot be separated {rom
the fight in the present. The Labour Party
has a moral duty tosupport the black com-
munities. The blacks have voted Labour
for the last 30 years. Space must be
created for blacks in the Party.

Kinnock and Haftersley have failed to
face up to the lssue of black ression.
Black people have their specilic needs:
and Black Sections are one way of beginn-
ing to meset those needs

LSS T g e e e i i
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By ALAN THORNETT

THE renowned “Japanese
economic miracle” which had
reputedly provided not only ris-
ing living standards but “jobs
for life” for Japanese workers is
wearing very thin.

The signs were already there when
Yasuhiro MNakasone became Liberal
Democratic Party Prime Minister in
1580. Nakasone represented the in-
troduction of Heaganite/Thatcher
monetarist economic policies. State
spending was cut on welfare services
while Nakasone sel to work on con-
stitutional change to allow closer
military alliance 1o the USA and in-
ereased military spending.

In fact Nakasone inherited an
sconomic crisis. By the end of the
19705 the economy was nol raising
the revenues to meet the huge stale
spending programmes which had
been introduced when the economy
was expanding rapidly in the 1960s
and early "70s.

The government met the deficit by
issuing government bonds. By 1984,
the interesi paymenis alone on
government bonds came to 10.2
trillion yen, the largest single item in
the 1984 budget.

Despite this unprecedented situa-
tion, the government never attempted
to tap the profits of the big Japanese
corporations — which were at the
same lime running at record lvels —
da'ipitu record failures of medium
and small size enterprises.

Instead, like Thaicher, Nakasone's
priorities have been further attacks
on the working class. There have
been two main attacks direct for
higher productivity through the well-
est ed “participation” schemes
operating in productive industry; and
the diversification of production into
small and medium sized factories
which are not organised even by the
scab “yellow” unions which contrel
the big plants.

Their wages are one third less than
in the big corporations. Eighty per
cenl of Japanese workers now work
for such companies, where women
workers are drawn in on even lower
wages. On average the wages of
women are only just over 50% of their
male counterparts.

The small companies make little
pretence of providing security of
employment fo their workers. Bul
even the 20% of workers in the big
corporations find that “job for life” is
under attack .

Japan: how Nakasone
follows Thatcher

Japanese cars for export.

The companies increasingly use
contract, par time or seasonal labour
to which they don't have to extend job
security rights.

Last year, one of the major
employers' organisations made pro-
posals for change in the law to allow
workers to be forced out of one in-
dustry into another. Companies have
in any case been forcing workers fo
move long distances and sulfer
reductions in grades and wages —
hoping that they will resign rather
than accept the new conditions.

One thousand workers at a Nissan
Diesel plant near Tokyo have been in
struggle since December.
Management offered new jobs for
most of the workdorce in plants from
12 to 60 miles away from Tokyo. For
some of them the moves would have
meant leaving home at 6am and get-
ting home at almost midnight. The
“iob for life” being olfered by Nissan
didn't mean very much, and the
workers chose to fight for their ex-

isting jobs.
The other feature of Liberal
Democratic P policy which

resembles Thatcherite Britain is
privatisation. In the spring of this
year (only months behind British
Telecom) the public corporation Nip-
pon Telephone and Telegraph (NTT)
was privatised. This made it the big-
gest private employer in Japan with
310,000 workers.

At the same time the Japan Tobac-
co and Salt Corporation was sold ofi
to private capital. Now a Government
report has recommended that the
Japanese National Railway be sold of!
the private business (Japan has both
private and public rail systems).

These measures have implications

beyond the economic crisis and rais-
ing money to pay off government
debts; they represent the other line of
attack on the working class through
further weakening the already
emaciated Japanese trade union
movemant.

The Japanese unions have been
moving rightward for a long time.
Since the yellow unions broke the in-
dependent unions in productive in-
dustry in the early 1960s, the most
progressive force in the Japanese
labour movemen! was the socialist-
led Trade Union Federation Schyo
{General Council of Trade Unions of
Japan) which was comprised of
public sector unions.

Schyo was the driving force of the
spring wage oflensive (the shunto)
which was the focal point of Trade
Union activity in the 1960s. In the last
10 years, however, the shunto has run
out of steam, the employers have
organised against it, and the public
sector unions have been weakened.
Now the unions have little effect over
wage levels and wage increases have
been less than those achieved by
workers in Europe.

At the same time there has been a
{all-off of union membership. 35% of
the labour force were organised in
1970; this has now fallen to 28%.

Now an even more dangerous pro-
cess is taking place. It is called the
“reconstitution” of the Japanese
labour movement or the "unification
of the confederations”.

In 1982 an initiative was made to
establish a new all-Japan trade union
Federation, Zenminrokyo, which
would embrace the whole trde union
movement. In one of the most
negative developments for many
years in the Japanese labour move-
ment, Schyo is fo join this new
federation.

It will be dominated by the yellow
unions in the export-based produc-
tive industries.

It has to be said thal privtisation
does face Schyo with a very difficult
situation; it stands to lose almost a
million public sector workers to the
private sector when the present
round of privatisations are com-
pleted. At the same time, some of the
unions which have been militant
Schyo unions in the past are in the
?rip of the right wing drift, and are
alling prey to “business unionjsm".
These are clearly factors in the deci-
sion to join the new federation.

At the same time the righ! wing
leaders of Zenminrokyo intend o ex-
clude any “left-wing” public sector
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unions from the new federation by
setting up a new (and very isclated)
public sector flederation, and
pushing them into it. Many of them
will be members of unions controlled
by the Japanese Communist Party —
such as the Japan TeachersUnion; the
all-Japan Prefectural and Municipal
Warkers Union; the Medical Workers
Union and the all-Japan Transport
and General Workers Union. If it
becomes isolated, the ICP intend to
set up its own trade union grouping:
but they will not take that step before
the dissolution of Schyo.

The JCP generally opposes strikes
in the public sector since they subor-
dinate everything to both local and
national election campaigns. In the
public sector, they argue that strikes
are wrong, since the public services
are public property and to strike
would alienate the public!

The situation in the Japanese
labour movemaent is very difficult in-
deed. The march to the right in the
unions and the systematic supression
of the remaining progressive sections
of it are a response by the yellow
federations o the increasing problem
of Japanese capitalism as reflected in
the economic crisis.

But there are many militants conti-
nuing to fight on a class struggle

A58,

Although many of them have been
victimised by management and by
the right wing, the objective condi-
tions are on their side. Despite the
success of Japaness capitalism break-
ing up the independent unions in the
'60s, and the success of Japanese
labour techniques in hamessing the
Japanese working class both
ideologically and physically lo the
requirements of production;
socialism, and a miltiant struggle
against capitalism to achieve it, re-
mains the only future for Japanese
workers.

Hopetfully, some of the moves now
being made to bring together militant
activists from the various unions will
be successiul.

How long a

fuse on

Phillipines
powder keg?

By HARRY SLOAN

THOUGH the street battles of
South Africa may grab more
headlines here, and the mega-
debts of Latin America m
w more British an
American bankers, don't forget
the powder keg the
dictatorship of Philippines
President Ferdinand Marcos.

The IMF has not forgotien it: the Philip-
pines is filth amang the top deblor nations,
and is receiving heavy treatment from the
IMF alter consistenly failing o mest
sconomic targets or reform its flagrantly
corrup! and decrepit economic structures.

The current IMF pressure is sulficient 1o
make it unlikely that the Philippines will
be able lo raise new commercial bank
loans: the last $400m in bank loans was in-
giantly consumed in interesi payments on
gxisting debts. One third of the country's
$26bn debts are owed to US banks — and
Reagan is clearly worried, as are Pentagon
chiefs.

Philippines credit-worthiness has - not
been helped by the notorious corruption
of the slite arcund Marcos and his wile
{and cabinet Minister) Imelda. Opposition
members of tha Mational Assembly have
tabled an umprecedented motion for the
impeachment of Marcos, Imelda and other
government ligures for siphoning millions
of dallars into investments, properiy and
personal bank accounts abroad. The scan-
dal over the assassination two years ago of
Marcos' principal bourgecis opponent,
Benigne Aquino, continues to rumble on,
with top army officers clearly implicated,
and only Marcos’ hand-picked inguiry
tgam between them and a conspiracy
charge.

Though the impeachment will not be
carried through the assembly — where
Marces has successhully maintained a %5
majority — the move is a clear sign of the
impatience of a growing secior of the
Philippines capitalist establishment with
the anties of this degenerate and expen-
sive dictatorship.

Smaller scale businesses and many of
the foreign enterpises in the Philippines
have long been hostile to the maonopoly
eontrol exerted over the key sugar and

coconut industries by just two poweriul
families — while smaller growers and
agricultural labourers face ruin. The
sugar industry — once a bedrock of
Philippines ecomomy — has been
devastated by a slump in prices from 65
US cents a pound 10 years ago to just 3
conts loday. Only thé vast empire of
Roberto Benedicto — with the blessing of
Marcos — has weathered this storm, while
other tarms and mills stand idle.

Sugar is not the only industry 1o hil the
gkids. Factories are grinding to a halt as
manufacturers run out of even the foreign
gxchange to export iheir goods: thie
sconomy is actually shrinking for the se-
cond year running — only unemployment
and poverty are on the rise.

Bul as in so many comparable situa-
fians, the official Philippines “opposition”
is dominated by disgruntled capitalists
and politicians whose main grievance is
that they have not been included in Mar-
cos' privileged elite,

Such oppositionists have little or
nothing in commeon with the interests and
demands of Philippines workers struggl-
ing against super-exploitation of the
dispossessed peasants and agricultural
labourers. Led by Salvador Laurel, the
United Democtatic Natiopalist Crrganisa-
tion locks not so mueh to the downtrodden
as 1o tha IMF and the White House for sup-
port in pushing Marcos aside and stepping
in to “normalise” capitalist rule in the
Philippines.

For the US thete is much more than
batk loans al stake in the future of this
tormer celeny. The Philippines harbours
tha largest US airforce and naval bases
gutside the United States. The deep water
port of Subic Bay — strategically placed
for the US Nawy's nuclear patrols of South
and East Asia and the Pacific — is 1egard-
od as literally unreplaceable. The lark
Air Field is similarly priceless as a vast fix-
ed aircrall carrier.

With the treaties for both thess fecilities
up for renegotiation in 1881, and the pro-
spects that Marcos might rig &I
another election any time betwessz sow
and 1987, Reagan and State Department
strategists have o weigh up his chances of
combatting the ggmw stremgth of the
guerrillas of the Jed New Pecpies Ar-
my, whose lorces ars mow esnmated al
anything up to 20,000, = ke gre Seadi-
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Nakasone

Iy gaining ground in comparison to tha
Philippines grafi-ridden armed forces.

The war against the guerrillas is further
destabilising the economy, consuming
cash and shaking confidence in the
regime: US analysts are pessimistic for
Marcos's chances of survival,

As with other pro-US dictatorships —
Batista in Cuba, Somoza in Nicaragua, the
Shah in Iran — the key question is how 1o
guage the point at which the old regime
cannol be salvagedbu!t & new
“democratic” capitalist order can be in-
stalled in its stead: so far the USA has
never gol this difficult equation right.

Indeed with the sirength of the Com-
munisi Party’s froni organisaion the Na-
tional Democratic Front also growing in
the cities, and Philippines workers in-
creasingly beld in their challanges to the
regime, it could already be too late for the
US lo change horses with any sase. The
strengthening of the CF, aligned neither
to Moscow nor Peking, is a reflection, in a
land where workers’ organisations have
always been repressed, of the potential in-
dependant struggles of the working class.

But as the crisis deepens, the develop-
men! in the Philippines of a consistently
revolutionary party with a programme to
link the struggles of town and countryside,
democratic and economic issues to the
central light for workers' power and a
break Irom imperialist and capitalist ex-
ploilation is over more urgent.

Philippines Support Group
National Office

BM Box 758,

London WC1N 3XX.
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Fighting tor
socialism in
Coventry

By a Special Correspondent

COVENTRY is a Labour-run city
with a population of 330,000. Of
its 4 MPs, 3 are Labour and it
has had a Labour Council con-

sistently since the Second
World War except in the late
'60s with the unpopularity of the

Wilson government.

The TGWU and AUEW dominate the
town wilh two massive HQe built with the
members' subscripticns, and delegates to
all the CLPs. In the 1850s and 1960s
C-;:W'L-n!rr was the "boom city” with the
rebullding of the centre after the war and
the expansion of enginesring and the car
industry,

In those days the media complained of
the qn.—H'.'l'_r carworkers with their high

gz& and wildcat strikes

ventry is now the ghost town of the
Specials’ pop song, The car industry h.as
been more than decimated with enly
Peugot Talbot and Jaguar left, and these
considerably slimmed down

Alired Herberl, once the
machine fool firm in Eurcpe has now
disappeared. Thers ig now no future for
youth in the engineering indusiry in
Coventry — an unthinkable situation even
10 yeare ago

The unemployment rate is 20%
reaching 37% in the Fu;L’Ehl. area and
33% in Hilllields — two inner city wards
Recently there have been n 500 sack-
ings In the car industry and a reported 711

largest

to go lrom GEC, now Coventry's largest
privately owned employer.
And the labour movement's response?

'?Ju._-lnq a collection during the miners’
strike, an ex-carworker put £10 in the box
and said:

“We should hove had an Arthur
Scargill ot Standard Trium Iui-ud
we sold our jobs lor ndu.ns
Now the kids have got nothi

E‘ldthﬂ The TGWU and P.L { made
the deale throughout Coventry that pro-
duced unemployment. At the same tims
the Labour Council (many of the coun-
cillore being convenors from the local fac-
tories} have implemented cuts in services
year after year since Dennis Healy's first
nquuez; in the mid 'T0s.

as been & form of Fabtanism in
reverse. As the late Councillor Harry
u-lr lan (himsell AUEW convenor at BL
Self Changing Gears) reporied 1o the
District Party in 1975

“It's going to gel worse. We'll either
become Tories or Trnukyllh. there's no
middle road any more.

Very prophetic words! The District Party

No 8. Nevember 1986

ts still dnmmoﬁgd by an unholy mixture of

righl wing Councillors and TGWU and
AUEW oificials with some tame right wing
Aglan "godfathers” in tow. They are
steeped In sell-outs and eynicism
Embattled against them are the Laft
which now dominate 3 of the 4 CLPs

There is indeed very little middle ground
in the Coventry labour movement.

On several occasions In the last few
years the Labour Party NEC has interven-
ed into disputes in Coventry. Only recent
Iy National Agent David Hughes threaten
ed to protect the interests of councillors
who were threatened with deselection by
socialists opposed o local council palicy,

At least ome of the CLPas (Coventry
South-West) has a policy in favour of the
resignation of Neil Kinnock in whom 1t has
no contidence as '.ea:.ir:—r.

According to local labour movement
history, the Independent Labour Party
{ILP) belore World War | had U paid up
members in Coventry with mesting rooms,
a billiard hall and tea rooms In the city
cenira. i

The present Coventry Labour Party
with 2,000 members, high polls in el
tions and apparent local power has no J-’f'
no full-time organiser, no Labour Clube
and very few campaigning, political or
social events

Owver the last year one CLP and the
Diistrict Party, both dominated by the right
wing, did not meet at alll

Socialist Viewpoin! supporters are very
active in the City Broad Left which mests
regularly and campaigns paticularly on
local government tesues in suppert of the &
Laft councillors e:pe led from the Group.
L1 1
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The Leit stil] needs to organise and cam
paign more efficiently and raise the level
of political discussion in order to prepare
to take control locally, Al the momerit we
tend to react only against the lalest ouls or
insanities of the Labour Group,

To aid this process. Sociolis! Viewpoin!
supporters locally produce a monthly
G-page duplicated bulletin which we give
out fres.

This forces us 1o seek out and 1o discuss
amongst ourselves the key events and
issues and to relate them to our national
and internottonal  perspectives. The
bulletin also stimulates discussion with our
readers which helps uz fo develop our
palitics,

In order to increass political discussion,
we have enoouraged one of our sup
porters, Dave Spencer, a West Midlands
County Councillor, to go forward for
parilamentary selection for the North East
CLP, This has involved him spsaking on
our politics al & number of shortlisting
meelings to Trade Union and Labour Party
branches.

As lar a8 campaigns are concernesd, our
supporters were involved in the cooupa-
tion of Bell Green Primary School which
was dus 1o be closed by the Council.
Although unable to prevenl closure of
their school, the Bell GGreen Action Group
used ite experfence fo halp build a city-
wide organization ol defence commitiess
when & further B schools were threatenad
with closure, The building of such
organisations, the encouragement ol mass
action, iz central to the renewal of the
labour movement,

We have also been part of a Housing
survey and campaign in the same Bell
GreenWood End Council Estate. From
these we have sel up informal political
education ups in people’s houses;
which have besn very successful.
oty S R e

¥ W ald a large peace rally on
VE Day with some Hiroshima survivors
and a speaker from the Philippines Sup-
port Group.

We hope here to use the international
symbolism of Coventry's destruction and
its town twinning policy (with 31 separate
towns at the last count} to raise political
debate an CND, Nuclear Free Zones and
international palicies,

In their Trade Unicns our supporiers are
varjously involved in the light against
redundancies at GEC and against cuts in
the Health Service.

Alongside other union: activisis, our
supportars were responsible for the recent
successiul campaign o persuade GEC to
grganise cervical cancer screening. This
action (leatured in Channel 4z Union
World) uncoversd a number of women
who required treatment,

Throughout the miners' strike we main-
tained a regular presence in the local Sup-
port Cammities and on the picket lines at
Coventry Caklier{. We carried out consis-
lent suppart work, collecting money and
food

All tour Coventry CLPe passed resalu-
tions calling for amnesty and reinstate-
mant for all sacked miners and 2 of them
chose thie as their Annual Conlerence
resalutions.

Thiz was in part due 1o SV supporters
who initialed the appeal sent by the Sup-

t Commitiee 1o local trade unions and
Fobour Party braniches, In 3 of the 4 CLPs
it was SV supporters who moved the
amneaty and reinstatement resalutions.

Since the end of the strike, SV sup-

rters have initlated through the local
Eﬁppcr! Committes a succestul - Adopt a

isaner campaign o and  organised
through Coventry South West CLP the on-
ly continuing street collsction in the city.

Coventry

schools:

Judge puts Labour Group
“top of the class”

AFTER losing the vote in the
Council on June 11 by the nar-
rowest of marging, i.e. the Lord
Mayor's casting vote, Coventry
Campaign  Against School
Closures went to the courts to try
to get th decision overturned.

Crur rested on the fact that the
Council's “consultation” on the cuts
package, laughably tifled “Future

3%

plien people and organisations; on-
ly 43 {laas than 5%) were in lavour of clos-
ing anything.

Our litigation was based on the Brent
casa” precedent and we argued that the
Council had failed to consult proper
failed fo listen to the wishes of the
of Coventry and failed to justify closures.

r, we failed to gel & joint case
between S5t Michael's and the rest of the
threatened schools, so we had 1o hire a
barrister to attend the preliminary hearing
for the St Michasl's case. On September
23, after 4 da .lhigud.qumhdlhﬂtbirl
was no case for the Council to answer.

In his statement he agreed that No
Future No Cheice was a load of rubbish,
inadequately documented and costed: but
the "consultation” as a whole was satizlac-
tory because of the number of mestings
held. Quantity, but not quality.

In reply to the parenis’ evidence about
the difficulty of getting hald of infarmation

nerve to say that they had managed io pro-
duce excelleni documentation
counter arguments to the Council (all of
whch the Council then ignored!),

The E:t bhas iis political lessona,

n[&ammﬂw&‘mzu:%uhmm
comparison politics of a highl
state ol Couemns

2

NUPE and the NUT have already
delegated ropresentatives 1o the Cam-
paign; the rest of the Council unicns
should do the same. A mobilising cam-
paign should be started fo inform every
unijon member of the situation and ask for

E
%

with management over
redundancies.

On the and clerical - side

besides NUT and . NAS/UWT has
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Qur legacy from Joe Hill

Songs and class spirit
that will never die

By KEITH WHITE

SEVENTY years ago this coming November 19, one
of the most famous labour movement poets and
songwriters of all time was murdered by the state of
Utah, USA.

loe Hill was no armchair songwriter; his verses sprung
from the need to find “a path to the masses”, a path he
himself trod as an organiser for the Industrial Workers of
the World (perhaps better known to millions of American
workers as "the Wobblies™).

Founded in 1905 at a convention held in Chicago, the
IWW held that

"The working class and the employing class have
nothing in common. There can be no peace so long as
unger and want are found among millions of work-
ing people and the few. who make up the employing
i all the good things in life. Between these
two classes. a struggle must go on until the workers of
the world organise as a class, take possession of the

b7

narrow craft unionism of the American
Federation of Labour the IWW sought to build one big
union. As Joe Hill put it:

"We want the sailor and the tailor and the

lumbgrch.

And the cooks and laundry girls,

We want the guy that dives for pearls

The pretty maid that's making curls

And the baker and the staker and the chimney
P

want the man that's slinging hash.

child that works for little cash

In one Union grand.”

Joe Hill (born Joseph Hillstrom in Sweden 1879) went to
the US in 1902 and joined the IWW in 1910. As a migrant
worker amongst migrant workers, he was in an excellent
position to understand the people he was trying to reach,
and contributed significantly to the “Little Red
Songbook”, considered by many at the time to be the
most important Wobbly publication.

Radicals of all kinds had a hard time putting {forward
their ideas and organising against the established order.
Strikes were bloody alfairs with state backed scabs and
company thugs given free reign to do what they liked to
striking workers,

Joe Hill's first song for the Wobblies was "Casey Jones
— the Unlon Scab”, a parody of a popular song of the
day, written to help Southern Pacific railroad strikers.
"The workers on the SP line to strike sent out a call.
B:inl'.'.uty Jones the engineer, he wouldn't strike at

His boiler it was leaking and its drivers on the bum
And his engine and its hearings, they were all out
of plumb.
cchm ;unﬂ kept h.'lukh.l.u.h ile running;
ones was working double time;
Casey Jones got @ wooden medal.
For being good and faithful on the SP line.

§s

Having died the scab continued his scabbing:...
When Casey Jones got up to heaven to the Pearly

He ml;d Tm Casey Jones, the guy that pulled the SP
treight.’

“You're just the man,’ said Peter. "our musicians
weant on strike;

You can get a job a-scabbing any time you like!’

Casey Jones got a job in heaven;

Case }m“ i mhbﬁg ped i’:‘ : ls

Y lones went on e

Just like he did to workers on the S‘;'nﬁm.

The angels got together, and they said it wasn't fair

For Casey Jones to go around a-scabbing
everywhere.

The Angels Union No. 23, they sure were there,

And they promptly fired Casey down the Golden
Stair,

Casey Jones went to hell a-fl

‘Casey Ilcnu.' thlhD-vﬂ lﬂiﬂu‘eg :uhl:.;h

Casey Jones, get shovel ar —
That's what ygu get scabbing on the SP line.’

The song became immensely popular, was printed up
on small cards and sold in order to raise funds for the
strikers.

Fighting to organise against the employers meant
tighting for the right to say anything at all in public. A
central leature of IWW activity was the free spesch fight.
Wobbly activists would stand up in public and preach
their policies. As they were arrested and jailed others
would take their place.

Sometimes, hundreds would be arrested in the cam-
palgn for the right to free speech. The idea was to {ill the
jails, where further singing, shouting and resistance
would go on until embarrassed county officials would
allow free speech in the streets.

Wobblies from all over the US travelled thousands of
miles in response to calls for "Good men needed to fill
the jails” of some Western town where the IWW was seek-

Streefcar strike, Seatfle 1903
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The Left still needs to organise and cam’
paign more efficlently and raise the level
of political discussion in order lo prepare
to take control locally. At the moment we
tenvd to react only against the latest cuts or
inganities of the Labour Group.

To aid this process, Socialisf Viempoinf
supporiers locally produce a monthiy
£-page duplicated bulletin which we give
out free,

This forces us to seek oul and to discuss
amongst ourselves the key evenls and
issues and {o relate them fo ocur national
and  internatiomal = perspectives. The
bulletin also stimulates discussion with our
readers which helps ue to devalop our
politics.

In order to inorease political discussion,
we have encouraged one of our sup-

riers, Dave Spencer, 8 Wast Midlands

ounty Councillor, o go forward for
parliamentary selection lor the North East

LP. This has involved him epeaking on
our politios at a number of shortlisting
mestings to Trade Union and Labour Party
branches.

Ag far as campaigns am concerned, our
supporters were involved in the cooupa-
tion of Bell Green Primary Schoal which
was due 1o be closed by the Council.
Althm.uilh unable to preven! closure of
their sohool, the Bell Green Action Group
used s experience o help build & city-
wide organisation of delence committess
when a further B schools were threatened
with dlosure. The bullding of such
arganisations, the encouragement of mass
action, I8 central fo the renewal of the
labour movement.

We have also been part ol a Housing
survey and campaign in the same Bell
Green/Wood End Councll Estate, From
these we have sst up informal political
education groups in people’s houses,
which have been very successful.

We have halped build an END group
locally which held a large peace rally on
VE Day with some Hircshima survivors
and 4 speaker Irom the Philippines Sup-
part Group,

We hope here to use the international
gymbolism of Coventry’s destruction and
its town twinning policy (with 31 separate
fowns al the lasl count) 1o rates political
debate on CND, Nuclear Free Zones and
international policies.

In their Trade Unions cur supporters are
variously involved in the [light agsinst
redundancies at GEC and against cuts in
the Health Service.

Alongside other union activists, our
supporters were responsible lor the recent
successiul campaign fo persuade GEC to
organise cervical cancer screening. This
action (featured in Channel 4's Unfon
World) uncovered a number of women
who required treatment.

Throughout the miners’ strike we main-

tained a regular pressnce in the local Sup-
port Cammittes and on the picket lines at
Coventry Cnlljar{. We oarried out consis-
tent support work, collacting money and
food.
All tour Coventry CLPs passed resolu-
tona calling for amnesty and reinstate-
ment for all sacked miners and 2 of them
chose thiz as thelr Annual Conference
resolutions.

This was in part due ta 5V supporiers
who initiaied the appeal sent by the Sup-

ri Committes to local trade unions and
E:.bnur Party branches. In 3 of the 4 CLPs
it was S5V supporters who moved the
amnesty and reinstatement resclutions.

Since the end ol the strike, SV sup-
g:dm have initistad through the local

upport Committes a succesiul Adopl a
Prisoner campalgn  and  organised
through Coventry South West CLP the on-
ly continuing street collection in the city.

Coventry

schools:
Judge puts Labour Group

“top of the class”

By MATTHEW JONES

AFTER losing the vote in the
Council on June 11 by the nar-
rowest of margins, i.e. the Lord
Mayor's casting vote, Coveniry
Campaign  Against School
Closures went to the courts to try
to get th decision overturned.

Chur case restod on the fact that the
Council's "copsaltation” on the cuts
package, laughably titled “Future
Choices” but better known as "No Future,
No Choice"’, was insdequate. Anyone who
had been to one of the Council’s “con-
sultation" meetings would have been forc-

res. [t was obvious that the lsader-

secondary scheols. How
:laolhmmahmponrr split site school
with anything up to Z,000 pupils?
Dmmhmi,gwchml':(:d!prlmrr
school, took action in the courts before
everyone else, because they wanted to
stop the Council voting on June 11 on clos-
ing the schoaol making the case sub
judice. After | 11 the rest of the Acticn
Groups in the Campaign decided 1o follow
suit and try to gel a joint case with St

eir own rope and they took il. The cuts
pac “consultation” received 870
replies from people and organisations; on-
Iy 43 (leas than 5%) were in favour of clos-
ing anything.

Our litigation wan based on the Brent
case” precedent and we argued that the
Council had lailed to consull properly,
{atled io listen 1o the wishes of the people
of Coventry and failed to justify closures.

However, we failed lo get a joint case
betwesn 5t Michael's and the rest of the
threatened schools, so we had 1o hire a
barrister to attend the preliminary hearing
for the St Michaels cass, On September
23, after 4 days, the judge ruled that there
was no case for the Council to answer.

In his statement he agreed thal No
Future No Choice was a load of rubbish,
inadequately documented and costed; bul
the “consultation” as a whole was satisfac-
fory because of the number of meetings
held. Quantity, but nol quality.

In reply to the parents’ evidence about
the ditficulty of getting hold of information

on the schools and the closures he had the
nerve to say that they had managed to pro-
duce excellent documentation and
counter arguments to the Council (all of
whch the Council then ignored!).

The case has its political lessons,

Labour{?}) Coun If he had ruled in
favour of 5t Michael's it could have been
said that showed more concern for
Coventry's than the Labour Group
As il is, ‘s Labour has
shown that it has the same
of socialist as a High Court Judge!
The | Action Grou which
together with NUPE and the make up

deals with management aver
On the and clerical side
hﬁﬂuﬂlﬂ% NASUWT has

with ils national leadership and
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Qur legacy from Joe Hill

Songs and class spirit
that will never die

By KEITH WHITE

SEVENTY years ago this coming November 19, one
of the most famous labour movement poets and
songwriters of all time was murdered by the state of
Utah, USA.

Joe Hill was no armchair songwriter; his verses sprung
from the need to find “a path to the masses” a path he
himself trod as an organiser for the Industrial Workers of
the World (perhaps better known to millions of American
workers as "the Wobhblies™,

Founded in 1905 at a convention held in Chicago, the
IWW held that

“The working class and the employing class have
nothing in common. There can be no peace so long as
hunger and want are found among millions of work-
ing people and the few. who make up the employing
class, have all the good things in life. Between t
two classes. a struggle must go on until the workers of
the world organise as a class, take possession of the
mlhundlhnmuchlmryafpmducﬁmndabnlhh
the wage em.”

Against the narrow craft unionism of the American
Federation of Labour the [WW sought to build one big
union. As Joe Hill put it:

i “We want the sailor and the tailor and the

And the cooks and laundry girls.
W-w:nithcgurthuid.imiwpnm-h

The pretty maid that's making curls
lndthnhuhrmdthnﬂu]wrnndth-chlmy

W
W::sunl the man that's slinging hash,
The child that works for little cash

In one Union di

Joe Hill (born Joseph Hillstrom in Sweden 1879) went to
the US in 1902 and joined the IWW in 1910. As a migrant
worker amongst migrant workers, he was in an excellent
position to understand the people he was trying to reach,
and contributed significantly to the “Little Red
Songbook”, considered by many at the time to be the
most important Webbly publication.

Radicals of all kinds had a hard time putting forward
their ideas and organising against the established order.
Strikes were bloody affairs with state backed scabs and
company thugs given free reign to do what they liked to
striking workers.

Joe Hill's first song for the Wobblies was "Casey Jones
— the Union Scab” a parody of a popular song of the
day, written to help Southern Pacific railroad strikers.
“The workers on the SP line to strike sent out a call.
Buhﬂuqr Jones the engineer. he wouldn't strike at

a

His boiler it was leaking and its drivers on the bum
And his engine and its hearings, they were all out
of plumb.
Casey Jones kept his junk pile running;
Casey Jones was working double time:
got a wooden medal,
For being good and faithful on the SP line.

Socialist Viewpaini

Having died the scab continued his scabbing:...

When Casey Jones got up to heaven to the Pearly
Gate,

He lﬂ']lf TmCuuyInnu.thnguyﬂmtpuﬂmlIhlSP
freight.’

You're just the man.’ said Peter, “our musicians
wenl on sirike:

You can get o job a-scabbing any time you like!’

Casey Jones got a job in heaven;

Casey Jones was doing mighty fine;

Casey Jones went scabbing on the els

Just like he did to workers on the SP "

The angels got together, and they said it wasn't fair

For Casey Jones to go around a-scabbing
eve v

The Ar];::uh Union No. 23, they sure were there,

And they promptly fired Casey down the Golden
Stair.

Casey Jones went to hell a-flyin

‘Cmrllonu,' the Dewil lu:ldh'ﬂ ﬁn;h"

Casey Jones, get b shove| sul —

That’s what you W“.Lr mbh::g on the 5P line.'

The song became immensely popular, was printed up
on small cards and sold in order to raise tunds for the
strikers,

Fighting to organise against the employers meant
fighting for the right to say anything at all in public. A
central feature of IWW activity was the free speach fight.
Wobbly activists would stand up in public and preach
their policies. As they were arrestecfand jalled others
would take their place.

Sometimes, hundreds would be arrested in the cam-
paign for the right to free speech. The idea was io fill the
jails, where further singing, shouting and resistance
would go on until embarrassed county officials would
allow free speech in the streets,

Wobhblies from all over the US travelled thousands of
miles in response to calls for “Good men needed to fill
the jails” of some Western town where the IWW was seek-
ing to organise the downtrodden migrant workers.

Streefcar sirike, Seotfle 1903
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In the streets, thelWW often came up against the
Salvation Army competing for hearts and minds, and
some Wobbly songs were sung fo well-known hymn
tunes. Perhaps the most famous of Joe Hill's songs “The
Poacher and the Slave" was a response to "The Sweet bye
and bye.”

"Long hair'd preachers come out every night
Try to tell you what's wrong and what's right
But when asked about something to eat
They will answer with voices so sweet:

You will eat by and by

In that glorious land in the sky

Work and pray: live on 7

You'll get pie in the sky when you die.

And the starvation army they play

And they sing and they clap and they play

Til they get all your coin on the drum,

Then I.{ny tell you when you're on the bum:
CHORUS

Ii you fight hard fer children and wife

Try to get something good in this life

You're a sinner and bad man. they tell,

When you die you will sure go to hell.
CHORUS

Workingmen of all countries unite

Side by side we for freedom will t

When the world and its wealth we have gained
To the grafters we'll sing this refrain:

You will eat. bye and bye.

When you've learned how to cock and to fry.

Chop some wood, t'will do you good,

And you'll eat in the sweet bye and bye.”

It is fitting perhaps that it was in the viciously reac-
tionary Mormon Church-dominated State of Utah whers
Joe Hill was murdered by the employing class.

In the few years belore Joe Hill's arrest, trial and ex
ecution there had been a series of major class struggles in
the miners and railroad construction. He himsell had
been waorking in a mine and helping to organise against
the emplovers,

Governor Spry of Utah was well known for his total
support for the employing class and his desire for
revenge after some working class victories. This hatred
for such organisations as the ['WW was to play a role n
Hill's death.

In January 1914, two masked assailants entered a
grocery store and shol the owner and his son.

Before he died, the son shet and wounded one of the at-
tackers, who fled empty-handed. Joe Hill was picked up
by the authorities a few days later after a doctor came for-
ward to report he had treated Hill on the night of the
robbery.

Hill denied involvement, claimed to have been shot in
a dispute over & woman, and reftused to name her or the
man who had shot him.

The bullet had travelled right through his body: but no
trace of it was ever lound in the grocery store. The dead
owner had warned his wife about a potential threat from
two men living in the area: but this was ignored by the
authorities as the two people were apparently “respec:
table citizens"

There is clearly no room here for a more detailed
description of the process whereby Hill was tried,
sentenced and execuled. Sulfice it to say that despite a
major campaign, and an appeal for clemency from presi-
dent Woodrow Wilson, Governor Spry exercised his
“right to revenge” by refusing to commute the sentence.

On November 19 1915, having been given the choice
of the bullet or the rope; loe Hill was shot. Defiant to the
last, he called on his executioners to fire.

The IWW respected his wish that he “didn't want to be
found dead in the state of Utah” and ane year after a
Chicago funeral attended by thousands of workers his
ashes were divided Into many small packets and dispat-
ched for scattering in every State of the USA (except
Utah) and many other countries of the world,

Joe Hill's last will and testament, scribbled on a scrap
of paper during the last visit from the press, summed up
his revolutionary outlook:

MY LAST WILL
My will is easy to decide
For there is nothing to divide
My kin don't need to fuss and moan —
‘Moss does not cling to a rolling stone’.
My body? — Oh, if | could choose,
I would to ashes it reduce,
And let the merry broezes blow
My dust to where some flowers grow.
Per some foding flower then
Would come to life and bloom again
This is my last and final will
Good ll.lC.E to all of you

Joe Hill

A telegram to IWW leader "Big” Bill Haywood ended
“...don’t waste time mourning, Organise.”

In the last 70 years, Joe Hill's songs have been sung
throughout the world and continue to inspire socialists
everywhere.

How pleased Joe would have been to have experienced
the recent miners’ sirike and the explosion of songs which
accompanied . Songs, written by participants of the
strike, set to well known tunes, posms, and so on played
an important part in maintaining and building meorale.

And in a number of miners’ sengbocks and on tapes
and records of the songs sung in the strike you wil find a
Joe Hill song.

How true are these words written in 1925 by Alired
Hayes and later set to music by Earl Robinson:

“1 dreamed 1 saw Joe Hill last night
ﬁ{ls‘pnlm you and me;

. 'But Joe. you're ten years dead.’
'l never died . says he.”

For more details of the IWW and Joe Hill see:
Philip Foner, The caose of Joe Hill,
Philip Foner, The histary of the UUS Warking Class,
Vor. 4 - m{i‘- -IIIWW
Len de Caux, The Living Spirit of the Waohhlies
James P. Cannon, First Ten yeors of American
Communism.

The Wobbly Holl wos o cenfre of orgonisotion for roving
PGSR S
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English workers and
the Irish struggle

By DAVID MOSS

Last month the first article
in this series looked at the
period from the English
Reformation to the Act of
Union and the links
between Irish
revolutionaries and the
emerging British workers’
movement.

EVEN before the end of the War
with Napoleon, agitation for
Parliamentary Reform and ex-
tension of the vote to working
class men was gaining ground.

After the Peace in 1815 Radical
Reform blossomed into a mass work-
ing class movement, fuelled partly by
the post-war slump, but mainly as a
protest against what many people, of
all classes, saw as corrupt misgovern-
ment which had waged an un-
necessary and costly war abroad and
suppressed liberties at home.

After riols in London and an at-
templed march to London by
unemployed Manchester workers,
“The Blankeleers”, the Tory govern-
ment, fearing insurrection, outlawed
the Political Unions which formed the
nuclei of organisation in towns and
villages throughout the country.

"Seditious meetings” were banned,
and the Habeas Corpus Act suspend-

Sociofist Viewpain!

ed as it had been against the
Jacobins. By forcing agitation
underground, support for the Ultra-
radicals, who advocated a revolu-
tionary sclution, was increased,
resulting in an attempted insurrec-
tion in June 1817.

Revelations about the role of a
government provocateur in this ris-
ing swung much sympathy behind
the defeated rebels and the Tories
were forced to relax their legislation
the following year.

By 1819 the movement for Radical
Reform had revived under the
popular leader Henry Hunt who en-
joved especial veneration amongst
the workers and artisans of the towns
and villages around Manchester.
After attacks on him by Loyalists, as
Tory government supporters deserib-
ed themselves, some Lancashire
weavers formed themselves into his
bodyguard and were on at least one
occasion joined by Manchester Irish
equipped with shillelaghs.

In London also the Radicals were
seeking alliance with Irish workers. A
mass meeting al Smithfield in July
adopted an Address drawn up by
Hunt from “"The People of Great Bri-
tain to The People of Ireland.”
"FELLOW  COUNTRYMEN!" it
began:

"A system of unprincipled
misrepresentation has, for cen-
turies detained us in mutual ig-
norance and alienation from each

other. You have been taught to con-
sider us your Persecutors. and we
have been taught to look upon you
as the Slaves of piritual
Despotism and the enemies nl Ciwil
and Re . It iz time
ﬂ:ﬂtthnrlﬂllmuld from before

ur eyes. Oppression. that great
lmhwoimﬂnrul which by mak-
ing them smart under their own
woes, expands their hearts in sym-

y for the woes of their Fellow-
ufferers, has at length induced us
to turn our attention to your
afflictions...”

Both peoples were the victims of
two different forms of “Universal
Popular Oppression” which had the
same effect, “popular insult and
degradation, oligarchic despotism, a
privileged minority of both nations,
raised over the heads, fed by the ear-
nings, uphelded and defended by the
blood and treasure of the great ma-
jorities of both..."”

It appealed to the Irish to join in the
struggle for universal suffrage, an-
nual parliaments and vote by ballot,
not as an alternative to bul as the only
way to achieve Catholic Emancipa-
tion and true religious liberty. The
fact that the Act of Union is not even
vaguely alluded to reflects the back
seat this question had taken in
Ireland, where political life was now
dominated by the Catholic
bourgecisie and church hisrarchy
who sought an end to the legal
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Reform riots of 1832; only the middle closses were given the vole.

oppressor places himselli outside
the of humanity... The success
of Irish insurgents would give
me more joy than does the success
nlthnGruIl..ﬂiul the lash of
the same oppressor.”

In the late 1810s the political situa-
tion in both countries rapidly chang-
ed. Alter a series of bank collapses in
1825 and 1828, widespread
unemployment and wage-cutting
wiped out many of the improvements
won by the rawly legalised irades
unions in Britain. Economic distress
and unrest revived popular demands
for political reform, and again events
in Ireland gave encouragement.

Here in 1828 Daniel O'Connell,
leader of the Catholic Association,
won the County Clare election,
although as a Catholic he was dis-
qualified from taking his seat. The
following year mounting agitation in
Ireland forced the Tory government
lo pass the Catholic Emancipation
Act, allowing Catholics to hold civil
and military offices. Obviously this
only benpefifted the Catholic
bourgeocisie, especially as the Tories
also increased the property qualifica.
tion for Irish voters.

The passing of the Act not only
sharpened conilicts within the Tory
cabinet, contributing to the fall of
Wellington's minisiry and the return
of a government more amenable to
parliamentary reform, but it alse
showed to British reformers the effec-
tiveness of a mass movement,
Political Unions were founded to
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build a nationwide movement on the
model of the Catholic Association in
order to pressurise the government
into enacting a reform of parliament.

The iragile alliance between mid-
dle and working class reformers,
already strained by the growing
violence of the campaign in some
areas, completely broke down on the
passing of the Relorm Act in 1832,
Only the middle class achieved the
vote under its provisions, and the
Whig government which was return-
ed increasingly revealed itself as the
representative of the bourgecisie.

In particular the resurgent Trades
Unions were attacked and effective
Factory reform blocked by the new
administration. Consequently work-
ing class radicals could more clearly
identify their eneamy as not simply a
paolitical regime based on the landed
aristocracy bul as a social and
economic class of owners of capital.

This developing class con-
sciousness was also dawning in a new
attitude to Ireland which also stressed
the need for social and economic
change. In 1832, at the height of the
Tithe War, when the military were us-
ed against the Irish peasantry
resisting their agricultural produce
being appropriated to maintain the
English church, a Friends of Ireland
Society was established in London

“to demand full justice for
Ireland and to support Daniel
O’'Connell MP in the arduous strug-
gle in which he is engaged for the
liberation of his enslaved and

unhappy country.”

The Eﬂnwm year a Coercion Bill
placing Ireland under military law
was widely condemned. A meeting of
Huddersfield Political Union resolv-
ed that "Algerine acts and Hussian
ukases are lenient and humane when
placed in comparison with the
revolting bill now in contemplation
for Polandizing our hercic, noble and
generous [Irish brethern.” It was
siressed that tha militarisation of
Ireland would strengthen the stan-
ding army and that the suspension of
civil liberties was a potential threat to
the rights of British citizens also.

By 1835 when it had become ap-
parent that O'Connell was doing a
deal with the Whigs, in order to win
concessions for the Irish bourgecisie
at the expense of the interests of the
workers and peasants of both coun-
tries, and by suspending his support
for the repeal of the Act of Union, the
emphasis of working class statements
on Ireland changed.

The Poor Man's Guardian, organ
of the London-based National Unicn
of the Working Classes, announced
in 1835:

"...under the existing laws of

England, property is neither
honestly a nor honestly
distributed, these laws give

almost all property to those who
produce none of it... the laws are
made by the idlers to the exclusion
of the producers... Why does not
O'Connell teach the Irish these
great truths? Why does he not in-
stead of the hollow declamations

about ism and the Catholic
religion tell the ple honestly
that sacerdotal religion is kept up

by tt:.: h]igh“ and middl:dclmn
for sole purpose of blinding the
industrious classes and

them to submit without a mg
the frauds and despotism of the
rich?... The Irish want a full share
of the fat hogs they take so much
pains to feed and so man
thousands of which are shipped nd
every year to Bristol, Liverpocl an
London 1o be eaten by the basest
and bloodiest of mnnxind... They
require that the fee simple of the
land shall revert to the rightful
owner viz. THE MNATION... Let
O'Connell attend to these matters.
Let him secure to every Irish
labourer a vote in the national
representation so that he pro-
tect his labour against the drones
and destroyers who carry off his
produce and who show him the
gallows if he resist...”

Thus the oppression of Ireland and
the national guestion were linked to
exploitation and the class struggle in
both countries, already forshadowing
the conilict between O'Connellism
and Chartism. It was a compatriot of
O'Connell, James  “Bronterre”
O'Brien, who was the leading expo-
nent of this class analysis in the Poor
Man's Guardion and it was to be
another fellow countryman, Feargus
O'Connor, who emerged as the main
leader of the Chartists,




Ireland. forty thousand Irishmen in
London were ready to avenge their
bretheren.”

Alarmed by such statements, an
impending demonstration to present
the Patition to Parliament and the in-
creasingly militant tone of Michell in
Ireland — who was now publishing
hints on streel warfare in Il:;aa United
Irishman — the government passed a
Security Bill. This created the new
crime of "treason felony” which car-
ried the penalty of long terms of
transportation for speeches inciting
sedition.

On April 10, the day the petition
was to be presented io parliament,
tens of thousands of troops and
special constables were mobilised in
London. A massive demonstration of
workers gathered on Kenningion
Common — some bearing the ban-
ners "Ireland for the Irish” — ready
to escort the petition to Westminster

Since the march had been pro-
claimed illegal and the government
had made plain they would go to any
lengths to prevent what they saw as
the beginning of an insurrection, the
Chartist leaders, and in particular
O'Connor, called it off. In doing so
they avoided a bloody cenfrontation
which the unarmed workers would
have got the worst of, but as in 1839
they had failed to have any alter-
native strategy ready for when the
petition was inevitably rejected and
again they had raised hopes which
were not fulfilled.

Feargus O'Connor

During the following weeks, angry
meetings took place throughout Bri-
tain and Ireland. In April the Chartist
leaders Kydd and Leach spoke at
meetings in Ireland with Mitchell and
O'Higgins and Confederate
delegates visited Manchester and
other towns. Some local Chartist
Associations resolved to form a Na-
tional Guard, like the popular militia

in France, in order lo counter the
threat of state violence. Others saw i
as an armed body to back up the de-
mand for the Charter, or o supporl
the anticipated uprising in Ireland.
Especially in areas where the lIrish
alement was influential, members of
the Mational Guard actually began
arming and drilling. With news from
Ireland of the arrest of John Mitchell
these preparations became even
more urgent.

O'Connor pledged a week's profits
from the Northern Star to support
Mitchell's wife while he was awaiting
trial, He considered Mitchell to be
not simply a nationalist:

" ..he is the first man amongst
Ireland’s modern patriots — sham
and real — who has boldly unveil-
ed the hideous wvices of Ireland's
anti-social system and manfully
contended for the rights of the
labourers and the sons of the soil —
their social as well os their political
rights.”

On May 27 Mitches! was sentenced
to 14 years transportation and im
mediately transferred to the prison
ship. Angry demonsirations were
called throughout Britain to demand
his release.

In Manchester, Bradiord, Bingley
and London clashes occurred, with
police and troops as the authorities
tried to ban marches or arresi Na-
Honal Guard leaders. On Junel2 a
series of mass rallies were planned,
and again banned by the government
{earing that they were preliminary to
an uprsing; bul outside the town
centres, such as on the beach near
Liverpool and on the Yorkshire
Moors, they went ahead and speakers
called for armed struggle for the
Charter and to free Mitchell.

A paper published in Manchester
by the Chartists James Leach and
George Archdeacon, an Irishman,
called The English Patriot and Irish
Repecler, warned the government,
“"Touch Ireland if you dare ... il is not

"Nriving the Charter througd Parffoment.™
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Crowds greef the Chartist petition an ifs way fo Parlicment in 1842,

Ireland alone you have to deal with."”
In Ireland, Mitchell’s outlawed
United Irishman was replaced by the
Irish Felon edited by John Martin
with Fintan Lalor as one of the main
contributors. Lalor reaffirmed his
belief that Re was meaningless
without social revelution and the
"reconquest” of the soil of Ireland by
the peasantry. He called for a rent
sirike after the harvest the coming
Autumn and for resistance o af-
tempts at eviction by the landlords. If
the military were called in then they
would resort to guerilla warfare.
Since the sentencing of Mitchall,
other leaders of the Confederates
were convinced of the need for an
uprsing in the Autumn. Alarmed, the
government arresied Martin and
other leaders and raided and closed
down the [rish Felon. On July 22 the
Habeas Cerpus Act was suspended,

permilting imprisonment without
trial. For those leaders who remainad
at  liberty, particularly Smith

O'Brien, Lalor's slogan adopted an
urgent relevance. ° us fight in
Seplember if we may — but sconar if
we must.”

Leaving Dublin, O'Brien and ihe
Confederates who had evaded arrest
made for Tipperary, where they al-
lempled to rouse the workers and
peasanis of the countryside to sieze
Kilkenny as the base for a revolu-
tionary government. The bands of
men they got together were badly
armed, untrained and politically un-
prepared, and after a shoot-out with
police ai Ballingarry on July 29,
O'Brien abandoned the cam ign.
Lalor, on his way to link up wiirhim

had no better success in winning sup-
port and was arrested.

In that week, from the suspension
of Habeas Corpus to O'Brien’s uprs-
ing, agilation grew in Britain,
Thousands of Special Constables
were sworn in in Liverpool and pikes
and gunpowder siezed from Con-
federates. In Birmingham, Chartisis
cheered for Mitchell in a mass
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Dire poverty in Irelond

meeting in the Bull Ring; and at
Stockport a meseting of Chartists and
Confederates called for support for
Ireland.

As news arrived of OBrien's ai-
tempt, a poster appeared in London
with the heading "Is Ireland Up? an-
ticipating a joinl insurrection, bui
even it one was planned, the
premature and short-lived events in
Ireland led to its postponement.

August 15 was the date decided for
the uprising by the revolutionary
wing of the Chartists with the suppart
of the Confederates in Britain. But by
now the movement was infiltrated by
spies and provocateurs, and 15 of the
Manchester leadership, half of them
Irish, were arrested before the day.

At nearby Aston and Saddleworth
on August 14, National Guards
began to march on Manchester, en-
couraged by a provocateur (who later
shot a policeman) but retreated when
the military were called out The
police raided houses in London seiz-
ing arms and ammunition and ar-
resting a number of workers, one of
them W. Dowling, an Irish Con-
federate. He probably spoke for
many of his countrymen when in the
dock he stated:

"I do not wish to stand here as an
English factionist but as an Irish
Nationalist. My object was not to
disturb English society but 1o free
my own country.”

“
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Lessons of
Communist Party

History of the Communist
Party of Great Britain 1927-41.
Noreen Branson. (Lawrence &
Wishart).

Two Steps Back.
Sam Bornstein and Al
Richardson. (Calverts Press).

THE “official” history of the
Communist Party was first com-
missioned by the Executive in
1956. Because the Party's at-
titude to its history kept chang-
ing according to the needs of
the moment, it is no wonder
that it took James Klugman un-
til 1969 to complete the first two
volumes, covering only as far
as 1926.

It is even less surprising that —
even with the death of Elugman — it
took a further 16 years to write this
third volume, which covers a much
trickier period for the CP to come to
terms with, involving many twists and
turns.

Klugman's wvolumes were in-
teresting in that he covered much of
the detail of the sarly agitational work
of the CP. In dealing with the CP's
treacherous (Moscow-influenced

line of “All power to the General -

Council” in the 1926 General Strike,
Klugman admitted some ol the errors
pointed oul at the time and subse-
quently by the Trotskyist movement
— but presented these as his own
assessments, and played down their
significance.

Branson's boaok sEems an
altogether more conscious cover-up
on the history of the period. She
writes as a Eurocommunist, able to
distance herself from Stalin and say
that certain mistakes were made, but
then goes on to excuse sach of these
mistakes as understandable in the
conditions of the day.

She attributes all the "mistakes” to
the influence of thea Communist Inter-
national (Comintern) which had been
set up by Lenin and Troisky in 1319ta
turther the international revolution,
but which by the late 1920s had been
transformed under Stalin and the ris-
ing Moscow bureaucracy inlo a
cynical toal for Kremlin foreign
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(Left to right) Molofov, Mikoyan, Stolin, Komenev and Varoshifow in 1829,

policy.

Thus the one period of palicy
which Branson strongly agrees with is
that of the cross-class “Popular
Front”, after 1935. Ignoring the ways
in which this search for alliances with
the “anti-fascist”, “democratic”
Eapiitulia: cla.ssﬂl conformed to

talin's foreign icy regquirements
after the Nazi I#E.:uvar in Germany,
Branson claims thal the Popular Front
policy was forced on Moscow by the
British and other CPg! In this way she
tries to keep in with many ageing CP
members who went gama?y along
with the Popular Front as one of many
abrupl turns, as wall as defending her
own, and the CP's current political
position.

In this way Branson paints a picture
of a basically “honesl” party, occa-
gsionally “making mistakes”, but
always fighting for the working class.
This avoids any analysis which points
to the rise of a bureaucracy in the
Soviet Union (and the British Party)
whose policies and motivations
became directly counterposed to the
Marxism of Lenin and the Bolsheviks
and the interests of the international
working class.

The “Third Period”

Klugman's volumes dealt with the
aﬂih.l‘:ﬂa of the CP up to 1926, with its
opportunist attitude to the TUC
General Council and particularly its
"left" elaments. This had not simply
applied in Britain: internationally the
degenerating Comintern had em-
braced any trade union leader, social
democral or nationalist leader or
government (Chiang Kai Shek in
Chinal) prepared to show a friendly
face to the ;avia’t Union.

But in 1928 came an abrupt
change. This was the starl of what was
known as the "Third Period”, refarr-
ing to the third phase ol econom-
ic/political development since the
1917 Russian Revolution. According
to the Stalinist view, the first period
had been one of widespread revalu-
tionary upsurge; the second pericd
one of relative "stability” — in which
the opportunist line of seeking un
principled alliances was justified by
the argument that revolutionary
possibilities wera temporarily
excluded

The opening of the "Third Period”
was marked by cataclysmic predic-




tions that the stabilty had broken
down, and that the final phase of all
out struggle of “class against class”
had begun. It was linked in this way
with a sharpening economic crisis in
the capitalist countries, and a lurch
towards ultra-lefi, sectarian politics
by the Communist Parties. But its
main starting point had been the
needs of Stalin and the Soviet
bureaucracy to rationalise an abrupt
sabout-turn in domestic policy within
the USSR.

Stalin’s former supporters and
chosen allies, the rich peasant
Kulaks, had developed their wealth
and power within the Russian
economy — while indusiry had lagg-
ed behind. Trotsky's warnings of the
dangers this posed, and the need for
a rapid industrialisation, had been
ignored and then suppressed.

But in 1928, the Kulaks' more or
less open threat to the planned
economy finally forced Stalin into a
belated, and hﬁtal, switch of policy.
From urging the peasaniry to “get
rich”, E:Eli.n began ca.]]inqzu the "li-
quidation of the Kulaks as a class”. In
their thousands and millions they
were driven from their land and
massacred. A panic programme of
crash industrialisation was begun —
with dire consequences for Russian
workers. This was the real basis of the
“Third Period”: and internationally
the Communist Parties were forced to
tca the same line.

Social democrats, uncritically sup-
ported until 1928, were suddenly de-
nounced as "social fascists”, worse
than fascists because they operated
under cover in the labour movement.
The same union leaders tail-ended in
the British General Strike, fogether
with their unions, were equally
branded “'social fascists”. All kinds of
ultra-left "Red Unions" were formed
in various couniries.

In Britain the policy of forming new
unions was only carried out to a
limited extent, with a separate
Miners' union in Fyle and a Garment
workers' union in East London.
However, the same sectarian affifude
prevailed and affected CP work in all
unjons. The Minority Movement of
opposition to the British union
leadership, led by the CP but initially
embracing independent forces,
became a meaningless rump.

CP members were already being
expelled {rom the Labour Party in the
period following the General Strike.
But many Labour Party branches had
refused to expel, and were being
disaffiliated in a major fight with the
leadership. The resistance had form-
ed up in a "National Left Wing Move-
ment”, which was strengthening CP
influence in the Labour Party.

The switch to Third Period politics
brought all this to a grinding halt, CP
members were told to feove the
Labour Party even if they had not
been expelled. The National Left
Wing Movement was disbanded, and
its supporters told simply to join the
CP. The CP also dropped its demand

for affiliation io the Labour Party.

This chapter is well worth reading,
because it shows much of what the CP
actually did do. Branson reveals this
quite clearly because she is op
{o the CP policy in that period. The
material iz also interesting because it
shows many similarities between the
Third Period CP antics and the more
recent politics of the Workers
Revolutionary Party and other ultra-
left groupings today.

Branson's explanation of the turn
however is interesting:

“Most writers tend to associate the
introduction of the new line with the
rise of Stalin. There is certainly
evidence that Stalin agreed with it;
there is litile that he was responsible
for initiating it. When under
pressure, an isolationist and ultra-left
posture has often been the culcome.
In the late 1920s it had become clear
that the previous strategy had failed.
The majority of the workers acepted
the leadership of the social
democrats, whe had beirayed them
and in every country were hounding
the Communists as enemies, in prac-
tice, defeating them. In such a situa-
tion, the symptoms of what Lenin
once referred to as “Left Wing Com-
munism, an infantile disorder” are
only too likely to appear. It has been
proved many times in the hali-
century since 1928 that you do not
need a Stalin for this disorder to
revaal itself.”

In other words, Third Period ultra
leftism is "explained” simply as an
understandable response io attacks
from the right wing in the labour
movement. But though Branson men-
tions that the line was imposed on
Communist International, she fails to
explain what changes within the
Comintern made it possible to impose
guch an anti-Leninist line. As she has
said, Lenin and the Bolsheviks had
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fought against such ultra-leftism in a
similar period. Now Stalin was impos-
ing it upon the degenerating
International.

The conditions of isclation of Com-
munist Parties like that in Britain are
well described: but this only explains
why the Comintern line once adopted
was imposed relatively easily. It does
not explain how it was adopted in the
firsl instance. In fact it was a line
which took no notice of the conditions
of party-building in any of the coun-
iries where CPs were operating. It
took no notice of their development,
and actually intensified their
isolation.

The biggest problem of all for
Branson in accounting for this period
is that the rise of the Soviel
bureaucracy under Stalin; its oppor-
tunist and conservative line of foreign
policy in the second period; its short-
sighted economic policy of appeas-
ing the peasantry and the contradic-
tions it produced; and its crazy
switch to ultra-left sectarianism, were
all consistently opposed within the
Soviet Union and the Comintern by
Trotsky and the Lelt Opposition, who
counterposed at each point a Marxist
line of policy to the positions adopted
by Stalin and the bureaucracy.

The most croshing indictment of
the Third Period line came in Ger-
many, where the policy was carried
out to extreme lengths, dividing the
best organised working class in the
warld in the face of the Nazi attack.

Denunciations of the mass social
democratic party as “social lascist”
blocked any fight for a United Front
between the CP and SPD against the
actual fascists. Indeed the CP even
went so far as lo stand on joint plat-
forms with the Nazis against the
social democrats. The Nazis were
openly described as the “lesser evil”
to the social democrats who were
“Nazis in disguise”. In this way it was
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argued it did not matter if Hitler did
take over, because he would scon be
exposed and "After Hitler it would be
our [the CP's] turn.”

course this was not the case.
Wher Hitler did take power in 1933
the working class was so divided
there was hardly any aclion against
him. He moved ruthlessly against the
whole workers’ movement; the first
people arrested and murdered were
CP members: SPD militants were not
far behind

If the Cominern had been a ge-
nuine Communist International at thi
point, their reaction would have been
to analyse this catastrophic failure
and admit the ultra-left errors. The
clearest indication that Lenin's Inter-
national had become complataly
bureaucratised under Stalin was the
fact that it continued o defend the
Third Period line and its record
everywhere, including Germany!

It was this which led Leon Trotsky
and the Inlernational Left Opposition
io call for a break from Stalin's par-
ties and the building of a new,
revolutionary Fourth International to
retrieve and revitalise the heritage of
the Bolshevik Revolution.

The Popular Front

The turn from hysterical “class
against class” sectarianism to the ab-
ject cross-class politics of the Popular
Frenl did nol take place until
1934-35, embodied in the decisions
of the Seventh Congress of the Com-
intern, whose fiftieth anniversary iz
today being celebrated by CPs the
world over.

The Popular Front line i one of
seeking to ally the Commuist Parties
with anyone and everyone who will
varbally denounce fascism. In place
of a united front of workers' parties,
each retaining their independence
but agreeing to sirike together on 2
common limited objective, the “uni-
ty" is between “democratic” forces,
and the programme reduced to those
demands which the most conser-
vative elements will accept. Anyone
who raises class poliice within a
Popular Fromt is denounced as a
“gactarian” or an "ultra lafl".

Branson presents the switch o this
line as a reaction io the lessons of the
Third Pericd. This is a downright lie,
Mot a single Comintern party — least
of all the British CP! — drew a single
negative conclusion or explicit
criticism of the Third Period. Nobody
said they had been wrong. And far
from the national CPs piling on the
pressure lor a change in Comintern
line, the line waz changed in
response to the needs of Kremlin
palicy, and national CPs again oblig-
ad to swing into line.

Branson describes CPs suddenly
teeling the need for joint actions with
others ("social fascists"?) againsi
fascism. She  writes of joint
demonstrations spontanecusly taking
place. Of course there is no doubt
that Hitler's victory did create new
material conditions: but the Third
Period policy had never malched real
conditions before!

The main question is why the Com-
intern adopled the Popular Fronl as
its new official policy. The answer is
that Stalin and the Kremlin
bureaucracy endorsed il, as a line
which fitted their new foreign policy
requirements: i nol, they would hve
continued with their old policy.

Stalin certainly recognised that
once Hitler had established himself
he might {(as he kepl saving) invade
Russia. So Stalin began locking for
allies against Hitler — and turned nof
to the European working classea, but
to the ‘“democratic™ European
copifafist  governmenis| Stalin
wanted to ingratiate himself with
thesa bourgois politicians: bul this
was impossible with the Third Period
“class against class’ policy: the policy
had to go — and with it any line of
class independence or working class
action. Enter the Popular Front — a
line which, with incidental interrup-
tions, has become the slock in lrade
of every Western CP since 1935,

This episode iz predictably the
weakest section of Branson's book:
and yet it is the best pari of the book
by Bornstein and Richardson. In the
chapter "Showing the Flag" they
describe how the British CP policy
emerged to the righ! of the Labour
NEC — and on some instances fo the
right of the Libarals!

The CP presented Chamberlain as
the main enemy. They were for sup-
porting any candidate in elections
who was "progressive” and opposed
to Chamberlain.

"The struggle of the British people
against the Chamberlain government
is a struggle for its very existence as a

democratic and  unconquered
people.”
Bornstein and Richardson

highlight the CP's infamous suport {o
a dissident Tory, the Duchess of
Atholl in an election. They show con-
sistent CP support for Tory can-
didates against those Labourites
whom they considered could not win
or who opposed a Popular Front. The
most nolorious of these instances was
in Aylesbury.

The authors also show how the CP
worked inside the Labour Party to
force upon it a non-class Popular
Frontist line. The NEC, right wing as
it was, rejected the appeals of the CP,
including requesiz to atfiliate, on the
basis that the Labour Party (unlike
the CP!) was a class party.

None of this is shown up by Bran-
son. The reason is clear: swiich the
name "Chamberlain” to “Thatcher”
and you can see an almost exact echo
of the Popular Front policy today. To-
day's Cg Executive has presented
"Thatcherism"” as a new type of
Toryism, and looks again for an
nli.'mnca of ‘II:L from whatever party,
who oppose her.

Bra.Ewn had all the material
available. She must have deliberately
chosen not to reveal the full logic of
the present CP Executive's position.
She also defends completely the
disastrous application of the Popular
Front policy in Spain, which brought
the eventual defeat of the Spanish

The Popular Front brooght disaster in the
Spanish Civil war, "

working class. In the search for an
alliance with the “anti-fascist”
capitalist class in Spain, peasants
were forced to hand back land they
had seized to the old landlords,
workers' control and class action
against France and the capitalists was
sabotaged and broken up, and the
bourgeois politicians were given the
decisive voice in running the ecivil
war. Bul Branson and her co-thinkers
would do it all just the same again if
given the chance.
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Trotskyism
l' The period of the Popular Front
and the crushing of class politics in
the Comintern Parties was also the
| period of the notorious Moscow
Trials, in which Stalin crushed almost
i all the survivors of the old Bolshevik

leadership. The majority of Lenin's
Central mmittee was framed up
and put to death, along with
countless other Soviet class fighters.

Branson doesn't defend the

Moscow Trials: but she does defend
the CP for its attitude at the time. She
claims that Communists had seen the
disruptive actions of Trotskyists, and
this was why they accepted the Trials.

A former British CP member disap-
peared in Russia at that time. Rose
Cohen was the wife of a leading Rus-
sian CP member, Petrovsky, who had
been the Comintern's representative
in Britain. Petrovsky was executed as
a "spy". Branson goes to greal trou-
ble to claim that British CP leader
Harry Pollitt raised Cohen's case in
Moscow — but she uses as evidence a
latter by Stalinist veteran R. Palme
Dutt... to the Times Literary Supple-
ment in 1966! This is the equivalent of
recenl claims in the Moming Stor
that British CP leaders did raise
criticisms of what was going on in
Moscow — only they did so “in
private”!

Why then did the CP never men-
tion the Cohen case at the time? Why
did the CP accept at face value
everything that happened in the
Trials? Why did they not even ques-
tion the execution of people who had
been their personal friends — like
Petrovsky?

They went further than this — and
called themselves for the expulsion of
Trotskyists from the labour move-
ment, declaring that they should be
treated like fascists. Branson does
concede that this treatment of
p-nlitical oppnnanta as agents of the

enemy was "horribly misguid-
m:l" But, feartul of falling skeletons,
she does not venture too far into that
cupboard.

The War

In 1939 Stalin signed a pact with
Hitler's Germany. Branson defends
it, showing no connection between
this squalid deal and the politics of
the Comintern.

When war broke out, the Com-
intern declared it was an “imperialist
war",in which neither side should be
supported. The British CP was a bit
slow off the mark. Following the
Comintern's previous line of cross-
class alliances against fascism they
had at first supported the war
declared by the "democratic” British
imperialists. This was prompily
changed when the Cominern in-
tervened, and from 1939 until June
1941 when Russia was invaded by
Hitler's troops the British CP de-
nounced the war as an “imperialist

Dnrmg this brief 2-year period, the
CP favoured the continuation of the
class struggle in Britain. From 1941
to 1945, however, they reverted to
support for the “democratic” Chur-
chill and the National Government,
with its strike-breaking, and speed-
up,

From the Eurccommunist point of
view, much of this part of the book is
a repeat of the book "The Communist
Party and the War" which was
published last year. Both take the
view that the "class war” pariod was
wrong. Both explain this line as
resulting from outside intervention.

Branson goes on to argue that this
problem was resolved by the disscl-
lution of the Comintern in 1943.

In reality, the war was an im-
perialist war from start to finish. The
job of Marxists was to fight for the
revolutionary overthrow of their
“own" capitalist class within that
situation. Once Russia entered the
war, Marxists should have aided its
war efforts and speeded material aid
by class struggle means, but nof at
the expense of surrendering their
own political independence to their
own capitalist class.

Bomstein and Richardson detail
this period of the CP’'s history very
well, showing the lengths to which
class collaboration went in the
1941 -45 period.

History — for them and for us

Branson’s summation of this period
iz that:

*“The British Communist Party had
a considerable list of past
achievements to its credit during the
23 years of its existence.”

This sums up her attitude. The CP
has to explain how it got where it is
today. It is no answer to point to a
handful of "understandable”
mistakes in isolation from the peolitics
of the Comintern and the emerging
bureaucracy of the USSR. It is even
less of an answer when one of these
periods which many would regaord as
a "mistake” — the Popular Front — i=
singled out for support because that
'l::?gras:anl.s the present politics of the

For us, history must be seen as a
way of understanding a changing
world. We are opposed to today's
politics of the CP: we understand that
these politics of class collaboration
did not arise yesterday: bul neither
are they the politics on which the CP
was founded or on which Lenin and
Trotsky led the first successiul
workers’ revolution. They emerged as
the politics of a rising bureaucracy in
an isolated, encircled, economically
backward workers' state. They
developed as part of an international
Stalinist movement and became ossii-
ed in a party in which all Marxist
culture was crushed in the late 1920s
and 1930s.

The more a party swallows abrupt
twists and turns, the less it examines
mistakes and hatragrui.ﬁ the more con-
sciously it must begin lying and
distorting its own history to cover up,
and the more it must school its
members in lying and distortion.

Branson's history is well suited to
such a method and such a Party.

As an excellent antidote, the book
by Bornstein and Richardson is a
useful contribution, laying bare
many lies and distortions. Any reader
concerned for an accurate picture of
CP history is also recommended to
study Robert Black's presentation of
extensive source material . in
Stalinism in Britain and the essays on
the early CP contained in Com-
munism in Britain by Woodhouse and
Pearce (both available from Socialist
Viewpaint).
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The first quesiion is:

Solidarity first!

By TONY RICHARDS

WHEN Neil Kinnock made his
shabby Conference speeches
attacking Liverpool Council
and the miners, his line of
argument echoed a common
attitude in the labour
movement towards solidarity.

Einnock Insisted that the miners
could not be supported because they
had not held o gullmr and his
eriticlam of Liverpool Council centred
on their tactic of issuing redundancy
notices.

I think the tactic of redundan
notices was wrong. while the H&
was right: bui that is not the issue.

The fact Is that Liverpool Council
has been lighting in defence of jobs
and services: lor this reason they must
be defended against the Tory attacks
in the media and elsewhere, while
reserving our right to criticise
particular tactics. Even those wheo
disagreed with the NUM tactic on the
ballot had a class duty to defond the
miners against the Teries.

This issue — which side are you on?
— musi be the first question in front of
the labour movement whenever a
struggle erupts against the employers
or the government. As soclalists our
opposition to British imperialism
means that we have an obligation 1o
defend those who fight for national
liberation. even if we disagree with
some or with all of their tactics and

policies. If you do not solidarise with
the struggles of the oppressed you
have no right to be taken serfously in
your criticisma.

The same is as true for organisations
as it is for individuals. For some
sectarian lelt groups. the issue is
whether any particular campaign or
struggle lits entirely with their
political analysis: only il they are
satisfied in this way will they suppaort.
Many go on to picket lines or
demonsirations. or intervens in
mpui? conferences simply to
further their own particular line or
attract members to their own current
— ignoring the interests of the class
struggle as a whole. Strike support
committess can be thus turned into
sterlle debating chambers which
alienate militant workers and produce
little in terms of practical support:
international sclidarity is likewise
turned away from mobilisation and
action, towards polemics and
wrangles,

It ks not ony small groupings who
act in this seciorian fashion. Miltant
supporters for example in many areas
refused throughout the miners’ strike
1o join the miners’ support committess:
instead they set up their own —
soeking simply to raisse the profile of
Militant and recruili members rather
thon solidarise with the miners.

For the first four months of the sirike
the SWP did the sames. Yei It was the
non-seciorion support groups —
embracing a wide range of political
views — which made a real

et Viewpoint, No 8, NMovember 1956

"Which side are you on?™’

contribution to the miners strike.

Yet. as Kinnock shows. the sectarian
approach to solidarity is by no means
the exclusive preserve of the left. For
years. solidarity work on South Alriea
h:ﬂ- been hampered by the dominant

:cl%nd hjr the Stalinist-led exiles
ho have continually
nppoud any form of links with the
rising black trade unions which did
not go through SACTU itseli.

There are many who believe on the
other hand that in engaging in
international solidarity work — on
Ireland, Nicaragua. South Africa or
elsewhere — socialists must abandon
any criticism. and :imi.y endorse the
tactics and politics of existing
leaders of the struggle — Sinn Fein.
the Sandinistas or the ANC.

Just as we cannot abstain from
ltru gles because bureaucratic

ers will try to sell out. we should
nnl abandon our right to criticise and
argue for our point of view. Solidarity
does not mean subservience. "March
separately: strike together” remains a
healthy guide both to united fronts
and to basic solidarity.

Unfortunately the sectarion arnd
bureaucratic traditions have long
histories and are deep-rooted In the
labour movement. There is little hope
of arguing "Militant” inle a change of
attitude.

Bul many on the laft can larn the
lesson. When we rightly atiack
Kinnock for scabbing on the miners,
lot us also ensure that we approach
struggles in a principled way. First we
get into the fight on the side of the
oppressed: and from this position of
aclive commitmen! and solidarity we
ralse our criticisms. pul forward our
tactical suggestions. seek 1o advance
the class struggle and construct within
it a new leadership which can push
aside the likes of Nell Kinnock.
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