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About Socialist Viewpoint

THE escalating struggle in the print industry is gathering
pace even as this magazine goes to press, By the time many
readers receive this issue, a major strike could well be
underway which offers another chance to the whole labour
movement.

But while the Fleat Streat fight recalls bitter memories of
the Warrington betrayal, the struggle for the victims of the
biggest battle of all — the miners’ strike — remains a key
question for tha labour movement. Socialist Viewpoint has
been one of the few tendencies to maintain the campaign
for the jailed and victimised miners and fight for the co-
ordination of the many miners’ support groups which con-
tinue to function. Now a major demonstration on March 2 to
mark the anniversary of the end of the strike has been call-
ed. An article by ALAN THORNETT discusses the cam-
paign, while TONY RICHARDS surveys the current situation
in the unions.

With Kinnock's witch-hunt satting the scana for a possi-
ble new Wilson-style Labour government pledged to
capitalist policies, we have articles on the fight back.

International coverage inciudes analysis opf the Angio-
Irish agreement, 8 welcome for the new COSATU union
federation in South Africa, and the announcement of a new
zocialist current within the Polish underground opposition.
A major article of Algeria examines the abrupt switch of line
by the ruling FLN which could result in wholesale privatisa-
tion of the nationalised economy.

Az the Workers Revolutionary Party flounders around in
search of a perspective following the expulsion and
disgrace of its founder, Gerry Healy, we also feature discus-

O

slon on the dangers of trying to reply to political problems
organisational means.

Socialist Viewpoint is a magazine committed to the fight
for a principled, class struggle programme at every level of
the workers’ movement in Britain and internationally. We
soe the fight for Trotskyist politics taking shape not through
banner-waving ultimatums, introspective sectarian debates
in small groups of would-be gurus, or as simply trailing
behind this or that ““Left™ talking trade union or Labour Par-
ty dignitary. Rather it must be a patient fight for the in-
dependent intarests of the working class, and for demands
and action which express those interests, in every arena of
the class ‘
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doggmﬂbh and necessary to combine debate with policy and
programime.

Wa are sure our readers will welcoma the fact that this
magazine is the third to be expanded to include more
authors and wider coverage. If you fesl — as we do — that
it offers excellent value, and politics which represent a
break from sectarian posturing and a serious contribution to
tha class struggle, why not help us sustain and improve it
further?

Take a few copies 1o sell in your workplace, trade union,
Labour Party or campaign work. Send us your news and in-
formation, articles, cartoons, photos, and letters. Ensure
your local activities are publicised on our pages. Check with
your local saller or drop us a line for further details.

g e R N

No. 10. February 1986.

Final copy dote for this issue Jonuary 21. 1986
Printed by DOT Press (TU). Oxdord.
Published by Soclalist Viewpaint,
BCM Box 2958, London WCIN 3XX.

PFHOTO: Andrew Wiard, Report

ISSN 0268-3164




Editorial

Chips are down in Fleet Street

STOP THE PRES

Rupert "'l liked the US film industry, so | bought
it"” Murdoch has set his sights on smashing the
centuries-old fabric of trade unionism in the
print. He has been romping about the ring for
some time now, exhibiting punches that have
had all the commentators gasping.

Up against this press baron — who is leading
the pack of Fleet Street bosses — is the combin-
ed weight of the print unions. But for all their size
and strength, SOGAT and the NGA have grown
flabby and are out of condition. SOGAT in par-
ticular has been losing out heavily even in the
pre-match knock-about sparring contests with
the number two contender, Robert Maxwell.
Sporting black eyes and bruises, SOGAT leaders
have tried every way possible to postpone the
Murdoch fight — or duck it alltogether by han-
dirg him more than half the prize money.

Even so, many punters would have more reser-
vations about Murdoch’s chances if he did not
have extra help. In the "‘Dirty Digger's"' corner —
and ready to stick the boot in to the unions
should they hit the canvas — is Eric "'CBI"" Ham-
mond, leader of the EETPU.

The confrontation could be historic in more
than one way. Not only is the very future of prin-
ting in Fleet Street and the survival of the print
unions at stake, but this could be the first major
dispute in Britain in which one ""union’ — the
EETPU — places itself at the complete disposal
of management to wipe out all others in an
industry.

Recruited through the EETPU's offices in
Southampton, trained to steel the jobs of print
workers, determined to cross picket lines, the
Wapping workforce is a scab army which stands
in opposition to every trade union principle.

Up to now, the EETPU had established a posi-
tion so far to the right of the rest of the labour
movement it was almost out of sight: it has
shamelessly courted the employers and the right
wing press, broken ranks on the Tory anti-union
laws, signed no-strike deals for its own
members, linked up with the scabs and opposed
the slightest support to the miners, and buttress-
ed the reactionary leaders of the AUEW in their
defiance of TUC policies. They have for years
played a scurrilous role: but not until now had
they gone onto the offensive in a joint attempt
with a major employer to destroy trade unionism.

The Fleet Street battle involves far more than
the thousands of jobs at stake: it involves the
fight against the emergence of an extreme ver-
sion of US-style "'business unionism'’, verging
on the thoroughly reactionary “‘yellow’ com-
pany unions set up in Japan and elsewhere 1o
destroy all working class organisation.
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Yet still the TUC has taken no action against
the EETPU. Hovering fearfully on the edge of a
major class battle, and faced with a 30-page
dossier of complaints against the EETPU, the
General Council decided... to shelve the matter,
postponing for a week a decision on whether

even to investigate the EETPU's scabbing
activities!
Since last year's TUC pulled back from

disciplinary action against the AUEW and EETPU
over their breach of Congress policy on the Tory
anti-union laws, these ultra right wing forces
have become increasingly arrogant in their at-
titude to the labour movement. It is quite clear
that if they are not firmly resisted, they will hog-
tie the TUC and step up their sabotage — focuss-
ing on the promotion of the scab miners "union”’
and acting as the focal point for a hard line right
wing opposed to any action at all against the
employers.

In this light, appeals to preserve the "'unity’’ of
the TUC amounts to a renunciation of class
struggle and acceptance of the leadership of the
EETPU. While unnecessary splits and divisions
within the workers’ movement are to be avoided,
the expulsion of the EETPU over its scabbing in
the print industry is now crucial to draw the line
between workers’ and employers’ organisations.

The EETPU boasts that it is regarded by Mor-
man Tebbitt as embodying the Tory Party's view
of a ""progressive approach on the shop floor and
elsewhere’’. It holds fringe meetings at the CBI
conference, touts for ''sweetheart’” no-strike
deals with Japanese and other firms, and on vir-
tually every basic issue identifies more with the
ruling class than the workers.

Until and unless the working class membership
of the EETPU ousts their vicious right wing
leaders, and abandons the union's role as a scab
army, the organisation should be kicked out of
the TUC, and stripped of any protection from
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""poaching’’ under the Bridlington agreements.
Indeed, other TUC unions should be urged to
recruit EETPU rank and file members.

The Fleet Street episode has resulted in a split
ever between the EETPU and their right wing
cronies in the AUEW, whose print industry
members suffer from the Murdoch plan. While
the AUEW has joined the NGA, NUJ and SOGAT
in complaining against the EETPU acting “'in a
way detrimental to the interests of the trade
union movement'’, other right wing unions, in-
cluding the steelworkers, have warned that they
cannot endorse Hammeond's scabbing for
Murdoch.

This is precisely the time to hit the EETPU hard
and heavy with what solidarity can still be
mustered by the miserable “'new realists’’ on the
TUC General Council. if they do not fight now,
the door will be opened to a wholesale demolition
of trade unionism.

It is equally clear that the TUC, which betrayed
the NGA at Warrington, and sold out the miners’
strike, is petrified of such a confrontation and
will focus its efforts on defusing the fight.

But with the Telegraph’s new management

waiting in the wings; and with Maxwell and
others looking nervously at the forthcoming Dai-
fy Shah and weighing up their chances of follow-
ing Murdoch, it is clear that to win the Battle of
Wapping it is necessary to pull out all the stops,
and shut down Fleet Street. Supporting action
from transport workers, supply firms, shop
workers and others will also be needed to halt
Murdoch's scab papers which will roll out of the
Wapping plant. This in turn will invelve TUC
unions in defying the anti-union laws and the
courts by taking '‘secondary’’ action.

Any real compromies in this situation seems
highly unlikely. There are two possible scenarios:
® Either the trade union movement will mobilise
against this new challenge to its very existence,
and inflict a mighty defeat on Murdoch and his
scab army;
® Or the TUC leaders and their capitulationist
“new realism’’ will help the employers to inflict
yet another crushing defeat on the workers’
movement and in the process smash the two
most powerful of the print unions, with repercus-
sions that will linger for years.

It is the task of socialists within the movement
to ensure that the first scenario prevails.

Watch out! There's a
democrat about!

RONALD REAGAN, sponsor of the ‘“‘contra’
murder gangs which are fighting to oust a
democratically elected government in Nicaragua,
declares a holy offensive against the *"terrorist’’
Colonel Gaddafi.

What is Gaddafi accused of this time? Lending
practical support to a misguided section of the
Palestinian liberation movement, who are
fighting for the right of the dispossessed Palesti-
nians to return to their homeland which has been
seized — in effect hi-jacked — by the Zionist
state of Israel.

Israel's armed forces are among the most
notorious exponents of terrorism in the whole
world: scarcely a day or an hour goes by without
an Israeli shot being fired: its military strikes
against foreign targets are legendary.

To this 40-year, organised, systematic, state
terror by a nationally-exclusive state, Reagan's
response is multi-billion dollar aid. When — for all
his faults — Gaddafi has the temerity to defend
the other side, the USA threatens military action
and seeks to impose an economic blockade!

The same logic applies to imperialist dealings
with South Africa. Thatcher refuses to discuss
with the ‘‘terrorists’” African National Congress,
which represents the oppressed black majority
who daily suffer brutal violence. Instead she
meets and swaps plans with Botha's apartheid
regime which whips, shoots and imprisons the
blacks, and which is engaged in daily armed pro-

vocations against all of the states on its borders
— invading Angola, occupying Namibia, spon-
soring murder squads in Mozambigue and now
toppling the government in Lesotho. Who is the
"“terrorist’’; who are the '"democrats’'?

It is almost inevitable that when they use the
words “‘terrorism’’ or "'democracy’’, imperialist
governments are seeking to crush a progressive
cause and promote a repressive one.

Our noble “'democrats’’ in the Tory Party pro-
pose a most eminently '‘democratic’’ law: that
those scabs who flout a majority decision of their
colleagues, and break a strike, should be exempt
from any disciplinary action! Yet when Michael
Heseltine went out on a limb (or a rotor blade)
over the absurd Westland helicopter scandal, he
was forced out of the Cabinet! As ever, That-
cher's gang shows its own form of class solidari-
ty and class consciousness while trying to stamp
out any class response from the workers'
movement.

While the servile Kinnock meekly echoes the
bourgeois conceptions of individual
""democracy’’, it is high time socialists began to
focus attention on the colfective, class action
and sofidarity which built the workers’ move-
ment in the teeth of opposition even fiercer than
Thatcher. When the majority of society have
power in their hands, we will give a fresh lesson
in real democracy, and strike deserved terror into
the hearts of today’s oppressors.
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Screaming .

Blue

Murdoch!

TRAFFIC lights on the ramp of
the fortress in Wapping where
press baron Rupert Murdoch
plans his showdown with the
print unions are said to be link-
ed to the light in nearby streets,
so scab lorries can run a series
of green lights through the

pickets.
The truth of the story will become
evident or otherwise when — as

seams inevitable — the battle of Wap
ping begins. It ought to be true since
it illustrates the degree ol sheer
military planning that has gone into
this deadly sericus attempt to break

t]'ilf‘ Flest Street unions once and for
all.

The Metropolitan police claimed
that lasi year's riots at Tottenham had
been planned weeks In advance.
There were lurid and unsubstantiated
reports that garages had been flood-

By a SPECIAL
CORRESPONDENT

ed with pelral ready to burn.

If the Metropolitan police commis-
sioners are truly worried aboul
preparations for riot they should even
now be speeding in squad cars to ar-
rest Murdoch and hs management
team.

Al Wapping the walls are lopped
with the kind of barbed wire that
guards military airfields. TV cameras
scan the approach roads and vehicles
vanish out of sight of tha gates bafore
unloading or loading their cargoes.
The buildin includes its own
helicopter ]:u!g-

The plant, built at a cost of about
$60m, part of a total investment
nearer £100m, is a testimony to the
military style of industrial relations
adopted in the coalfields in 1984 and
1985. Murdoch complains hall
heartedly that negotiations with the
print unions broke down over the use
of the new plant. The very walls of the
building defy any belief that a
negotiated settlement was ever on the
cards.

The Wapping plant has been years

in the building and years in the plan-
ning. The print unions, foolishly com-
placent in the .strength of their
organisation in Fleet Street, did
nothing to slop lis development.

When in Segtember 1985 an EET
PU official in Southampton revealed
in Socialist Worker that mass recruit-
ment was taking place in his area io
recrull workers for Wapping, the
print unions dismissed it as wild
rumour and unthinkable. Brenda
Dean, SOGAT General Secretary,
said she was pleased to say that
management had denied the rumous.

In fact recruitment had been going
on for weeks and in Scotland a similar
process was taking place for workers
to fill Murdoch's other fortress, a con-
verted warehouse at Kinning Park in
Glasgow.

In both cases the jobs were being
filled with the active help of the EET-
PU. Local officials in Southampton
and Glasgow were used as employ
ment agencies. Job applications were
posted to the home addresses of the
EETPU officials who sat in on all the
job interviews.

In Southampton these jobs were
theoretically for Murdoch's planned
Daily Post — a paper nobody
believes will be printed — and in
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volved six month contracts for which
sums of up to £15,000 were being of-
fered. Also on offer was a free run at
5.00am every day from Southampton
to Wapping in a company coach,
which picked the workers up inside
the gates in the evening and made
sure they never had to come face to
face with any Fleet Street spies.

Warkers accepting jobs in the fac-
tory wera told that they would not be
forced to become members of a
union, but that if they did so the EET-
PU would be the union recognised.
At this time in theory Murdoch was
“negotiating” through his sidekick
Bill O'Neill with the print unions at
the Times, Sunday Times, Sun and
News of the Warfd.

Negotiations — with a deadline of
Christmas — were around a docu-
ment which made four major attacks
on the unions. It demanded the end to
the closed shop, a legally binding no
strike agreement, the end to the
chapel structure, and the “right to
manage’’.

The right to manage included the
end to the print union’s control of
labour, and the right of management
to change staffing levels at any time.
The proposls to SOGAT included the
iollowing: “New technology may be
adopted at any time with consequen-
tial reductions in manning require-
ment.” ...and "There will be no
demarcation lines”. Th five year deal
an olfer removed union rights
altogether from supervisory and
management grades.

The icing on the cake was the pro-
posal for “union democracy” after
chapels had been abolished. Union
representatives for the whole plant
would be strictly limited in number
and elected annually by secret ballot,
Their duties would not be to repre-
gent their members but to uphold the
no-strike deal. The union is asked to
gign an assurance that it will not pro-
mote, sponsor, engage in, finance or

The Rr. Hon. Norman Tebbit, MP, (Former
Secretary of State for Industry, present
Chairman of the Conservatrve Party].

“The EEPTLU not only accepts technological
change, but is tackling the probiems that can
arise. including technical skills training. | see this
as apiece with the Union’s progressive agproach
on the shopfioor and elsewhers. ™

condone strike action and will
“repudiate as soon as is reasonably
practical any industrial action.”

Employees who strike will be im-
mediately dismissed without right of
appeal. Clause 12.3 reads: "It is
understood and agreed that umion
representatives and other officials
have a special duty to enforce this
gection, including the obligation not
to engage in any stoppage of work.”

Just in case any unicn official hasn't
got the message clause 11.3 states:
“No individual who has received any
formal warnings from the Employer
under its disciplinary procedure will
be eligible for election”, and 11.7
reads: "If a union representative
recalves a disciplinary warning he
shall ceass at once to hold office as a
union representative and a new
representative shall be elected to
replace him.”

Thizs document proved unaccep-
table not only to SOGAT, NGA,
AUEW and the NUJ, but also lo the
London press branch of the EETPU,
which tried in the early 1980s to

break away from its organisation and

L]
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George Harrfs, Personnel Manager. Tashiba
Consumer Products,
“Along with the EEPTU we have charted an
ExCiling new h that cuts out futie strife
and offers fair rewards for all those invelved.”

join SOGAT. The TUC under & Bridl-
ington ruling, forced the members to
stay with the eleciricians.

At this point the EETPU head of-
fice, in the shape of mnational
organiser Tom Rice and General
Secretary Eric Hammond, stepped
into help its London branch over-
come objections to the Murdoch
propasals,

The TUC has warned print unions
not to conclude separate deals with
Murdoch, but the EETPU, the blocd
still fresh on its claws from mauling
the TUC over ballot money, plough-
ed blithely on.

At the time this article was being
prepared, SOGAT and the NGA had
completed ballots on strike action
throughout Murdoch's empire: the
Times, Sunday Times, Sun and News
of the Warld. Both were confident of
large maijorities, but seemingly not
confident of what te do with those ma-
jorities. (The first supplement to be
printed at Wapping for the Sunday
Times was distributed without any
action.)

The unions have been forced to
come together for the first time in
years, and even while still fighting an

ki
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internecine war In the provincial
press, But the price of that unity has

n one concession after another o
Murdoch’s demands. The no-strike
deal has been ruled out by all these
unions, bul they are offering Mur-
doch a deal which in Brenda Dean's
words would "make sirikes very, very
unlikely”. Murdech however iz no
longer interested in unions bowing
the knee. He has decided to do
without them — except for the figleal
of EETPU involvemant,

The mood of the members in Flest
Street has swung from black
pessimism towards defiance, but they
are nevertheless faced with the
unedifying prospect of launching in-
dustrial action against a background
of a whole new production plant
geared up ready to run, on a bat-
tleground of the employer’s chocsing
and on a site which is as near picket-
proof as it is possible to make a
building.

The weak point in Murdoch's
strategy is likely to be the chain of
distribution, which by its nature is
vulnerable and difficult to establish.

It would be easy to point to the
crimes of the past — not least the
failure of the print union leaderships
to take Murdech on when it became
clear what he was attempting, and the
rcadiness of each Fleet Street chapel
to look inwards and avoid inter-union
solidarity because of itz own tradi-
tional strength.

The task now however is to draw u
a battle plan for fighting Murducﬁ
that will work. Part of that plan will
need to be the rapid expulsion of the
EETPU from the TUC.

can be
beaten!

By Diane Farmer

FOR hundreds of families of

Striking Silentnight workers,
this Christmas could have been

m'lmk. But as one of the
said "although a lot of
the extras were missing we had
undiﬂ.tndlhlg which

we

a it

:nE’ for it and

haven't before.” That com-
radeship has been built up over

seven months of one of the bit-
terest strikes in recent times.

The 500 workers at two different
sites in Barnoldswick, Lancs., and in
Sutton, Yorks., came out on strike
against managemant’s refusal to keep
to a no redundancy agreement. The
workers had voled to give up their an-
nual pay rise in return for no job
losses. Management promptly posted
redundancy notices; the workiorce
walked out, and all 500 were sacked
in June.

Because of its gecgraphical isola-
tion and the heel-dragging of the
FTAT officials, the strike received
virtually no publicity outside
Yorkshire and Lancashire until
September. Since then the strike
committee have been sending
speakers out all over the country to
build financial and industrial support
for the strike.

The FTAT olficials are hostile to
spreading the strike and to calling for
secondary action, as they are afraid
of being taken to court for breach of
the Tory anti-union laws. FTAT, once
a large union has been decimated by
the collapse of the furniture industry.

The Silentnight strike is probably the
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Silentnight strike

Small-time
MacGregor

biggest and most important strike
they have had to deal with and the
bureaucrats are totally inequipped to
give any lead to the workiorce.

The most obvious way to win the
strike would be to ask other unions to
impose a 100% boycoit on any deal-
ings with Silentnight and its sub-
sidiary companies. This would in-
clude approaching suppliers of the
materials needed to make the beds as
well as asking workers in stores which
stock the beds not to handle them.
This strategqy would have brought the
company to a standstill months ago.

Most of the solidarity action so far
achieved — like the boycott at some
ports of the coconut fibre used in the
beds — has only come after the
strikes pushed the officials to do
something.

This initial action was followed by a
meeting between the sirikers and the
FTAT national officials in an attempt
to get tham to push for an interna-
tional boycott of the coconut fibre.
The fibre comes from Sri Lanka and
the strike committee are trying to get
some trade union contacts there who
will be sympathetic. The strikers ask-
ed for this kind of action months ago
— and are still waiting for a report of

pr:?rm,
eanwhile the Co-op which is sup-
posed to be sympathetic to the labour
movement voled against implemen-
ting a national boycott of Silentnight
goods in its shops because they
decided it would be taking sides and
becoming political!

Despite the long drawn-out strike,
the freezing cold northern winters
and the massive odds against them
the strikers are holding firm. No cne
has gone back into the factory. The
picket lines are still continuing on a
rota basis,

Many of the pickets, particulary on
the Sutton site, have been subjeced to
American style industrial tactics.
Scab lorries have drawn up with men
leaping out swinging chains and
threatening the pickets. Their
caravan has been wrecked. Some of
the pickets have been attacked and
some of their wives have been beaten
up while walking home.

Tom Clarke the owner is a powerful



and rich Tory and of course the
police have yet to arrest anyone for
attacking the pickeis. These tactics
will become increasingly common in
Britain as the Tories with their press
and media attack trade unionists’
right to strike in defence of their jobs
and conditions.

Tom Clarke is a emall time
MacGregor, He shares the same
politicse but does not have the
strength and backing that

MacGregor had. This strike can be
won,

The order book at the factory is
thinner than usual for this lime of
year. The inexperienced scabs can-
not do the skilled work required to
produce beds. The rate of returns for
shoddy work is far higher than at any
other time.

With backing from other workers
the factory could be shut down in a
matter of a few weeks and Clarke
would be forced to negotiate with the
worklorce on their terms.

Clarke must be getting desperate
This week he accepted an invitation
to speak at the local school, where
many of the strikers’ children go, on
“industrial relations”! The sirike
committee organised a demonsiration
outside the school with many of the
children joining in.

Support groups for the Silentnight
strike have been set up in many parts
of the country. The strikers need
donations to keep the strike going
and the soup kitchens lunctioning.
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They also need strong industrial sup-
port if they are lo win.
Support groups should be organis-

ANTI FASCIST ACTION

and
s Write for “uu:l on, PO Box 173
ET.
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ing demonstrations and pickets al
stares which sell Silentnight beds and
they should be talking to union
stewards in those stores irying to get
them 1o raise the strike in their
workplaces.

Kinnock and Hattersley both pro-
mised support to the strikers when
they lobbied the Labour Party com-
ference. Neither of course have made
a trip up to the area. The TUC has
done its usual propaganda statement
saying they support, but have done
nothing else.

The wonder is not that the strike
hasn't won yet but that under the pre-
gent industrial and economic condi-
tions that workers new to trade
unionism came out at all. Trade
unionists must raise this strike in their
branches and Trades Councils,
TGWU, and USDAW branches must
send resclutions through to their
District and Regional Commitlees
calling on the union to support any
boycotting action and must work to
get that action.

One of the leading women strikers
gaid “we are still here, we're still
fighting. He hasn't done it in seven
months, he'll not beat us now.” FTAT
cannol afford to lost this strike. The
Silentnight workers deserve to win it
and the labour movemeni needs a
victory.

Cravendale Branch 92 Strike Fund, c/o
Ann King, 10 Rainhall Crescent, Bar-
noldswick, Colne, Lancashire.



EETPU sets the pace for TUC

UNIONS LURCH
FURTHER RIGHT

THE decision by the TUC to call
an emergency conference, in
February. to reverse its own
position on ballots, is a major
step. This is not just retreating
in front of the EETPU and AUEW
but letting these renegades dic-

tate policy. This proposal was
voted for by the right wing —
but also by “lefts” like Ron Todd
of the TGWU, previously a key
figure in opposing concessions
to the right.

There is more than just this issue at
stake. It is clear that the refusal to ac-
capt Tory money for ballots was the
only progressive thing that the TUC
has done since the beginning of the
miners' strike, and the only decision
of the 1982 Wembley Special Con-
ference which remained intact.
Otherwise their record has been one
of unbroken retreal and betrayal.

They have nol responded to the
NUM's call for a lobby of Parliament
over the viclimised miners, or done
anything else in defence of the NUM
or its members’ jobs.

In the meantime the extreme right
has been wvery active behind the
scenes and they are now pulling the
“left” with them.

Now, in the name of "unity” in the
trade union movement the EETFU
and AUEW are being appeased al the
very time their leaderships are trying
to bring US-style "business
unionism” to Britain.

The EETPU has already signed a
single union agreement with Eddie
Shah. It has offered Rupert Murdoch
a gimilar deal over the movement of
his printing operations, whilst the
other Fleel Streel Unions are holding
out against his vicious terms.

The EETPU leadership held a fir-
inge meeting at the CBI conference,
showing thal its own elforts to per-
suade employers that il is better to
have EE'I'gU-stylﬂ “trade unionism"
in order to keep oul the real thing.

By TONY RICHARDS

Both the EETPU and the AUEW od-
fer single union agreemenis lo new
Japanese firms. These usually have
no-strike or binding arbitration
clauses. The ETU has just signed one
single union agreement with a firm in
Wales employing 300 workers — 200
of whom are already in the TGWU!

The EETPU is also thumbing its
nose al TUC policy to have nothing to
do with the bosses’ “union" in the
mining industry, the UDM, and dely-
ing other unions to take action
against them. A stand must be taken
to deal with these renegades.

But instead of standing up to this
scab development in the heart of the
TUC, most of the "Left” union leaders
are running before it.

They are halfway to accepting the
“new reality”, arguing it is impoasi-

ble to defeat the Tories after the
miners’ strike.

So instead of lighting the Tory anti-
union laws they are in fact changing
thir policies in line with them. The
calling of a special TUC conference
is the clearest example of this.

Before this, the TGWU leadership
had already decided to call itz own
conference to change its policy with
regard to election of execulive
members.

And for the first time ever, the
TGWU and other unions involved are
holding a national ballot of Ford
workers over their pay deal. Until
now they have always voted by mass
meetings.

The retreat reaches into the public
sector. Al the Neasden hospital oc-
cupation, NUPE and COHSE meekly
acepted an injunction that stopped
their members even effectively
picketing at their own place of work.

workers bear the brunt

Shop floor
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Meanwhile the victimised miners
have been virtually dropped by the
trade union movement. Even the joint
committee between the South i
Region TUC and the Kent miners has
been -ended. It has bean left to the
newly organised Justice for the
Mineworkers campaign to organise a
national demonstration and lobby of
parliament on the anniversary of the
end of the strike.

On the shop floor of industry, a
massive speed-up and attack on
agreements has either taken place, or
is now being introduced. Alongside
this are moves to break {irade
unionism and victimise active trade
unionists. In wvirtually all instances
union officials have supported new
speed-up agreements and changes in
“working practices”.

Where struggles have challenged
employers’ moves to smash or vic-
timise militants, they have been
isolated by the leaderships of the
unions involved and wvery little
assistance given to them.

In Fleet St the SOGAT leadership
gaid they would not negotiate under
threat with Robert Maxwell. Then
they proceeded to give away 200
jobs!

The Mirror workiorce that remains
will not only have to do the work of
the 2,000 people who have left, but
Maxwell is also talking about moving
some of his northern print work down
south . This is a huge speed-up.

At Fords, union leaders have not
disagreed with a new “conditions of
work” document that is similar to the
draconian one which has slashed jobs
and conditions with union endorse-
ment in British Leyland. At Vauxhalls
they have agreed a document that
stipulates filling jobs of people on
strika! This charter for scabbing is
what the employers have been trying
to get into large manufacturing in-
dustry for a long time, and represenis
a major victory over trade unionism.

The recent successful Swan Hunter
strike on the Tyne was also about a
new conditions document which, like
all the others, attacked relief breaks
and such things as demarcation.
Again these workers had to fight it on
their own — but in this instance they
were viclorious.

There is hardly a single engineer-
ing plant that is not under similar at-
tack. Trade unionism is under fire in
virtually every industry.

In the furniture trade, iwo
employers — Silentnight of Bar-
noldswick and Morris's in Glasgow —
are leading the onslaught on national
agreemenis by moving to smash their
trade unions. Similar attacks on the
unions are taking place al
Forgemasters in Sheflield, the Slate
guarry strike in North Wales, and in
the Franch Connection strike. All of
these workers are either sacked or
under the threat of the sack.

They go alongside individual vic-
timisations, most of which never get
reported, but which even stretch up

to senior or leading stewards like Bob
Cullen in the Austin Rover plant in
Cowley. The clearest case of this at-
tack on activists are the 550 victimis-
ed miners.

Privatisation of services and some
industries is doing all these things at
one go. It usually means ending trade
unionism, clearing out activists, at-
tacking all conditions, and speeding-
up as well as lowering wages.

First of all it is important to show
the connection between these at-

] tacks. They are not the work of an in-

dividual vicious employer but a con-
certed attack by the capitalist class
on the working class, aimed at mak-
ing us pay for their crisis.

Secondly we must recognise that
this iz clearly orchestrated by the
Tory government. Yel we must also
remember that many of these moves
were first pushed by the Callaghan
government prior to 1979. It was a
Labour govemment which firsi
broughi cGregor and Edwardes
into British Leyland for example.
Most of industry is only following
what they did.

We must not just supporl these
various struggles but actually bring
them together. The best medium for
this is the victmised and imprisoned
miners. Their fight is not just a moral
issue.

The battle over the miners at the
Labour Party conference was about
all victimised workers, and against
the mind of management attacks that
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Loughing: Hommond and Laird put one over on the TUC.

are taking place in industry today.
Kinnock's attitude confirms that he,
like Wilson and Callaghan before
him, will be in the forefront of the
battle for “profitability” of British in-
dustry at the expense of the working
class — and therefore the olfensive
will continue.

So raising cash for the victimised
miners i not only more necessary
because their predicament has got
worse, but also the battle for their
release and reinstatement has to be
stepped up as part of the political
fight against Kinnock and class
collaboration.

With his attitude to the miners Kin-
nock is getling ready for a govern-
ment in which he will run things for
the capitalists.

This is also his reason for the witch-
hunt in the Labour Party, which relies
on the weight of the union leader-
ghips. The union bureaucrats know
that a class collaborating Labour
government that goes against the
working class will be resisted. This is
the reason the GMWU and CPSA
leaderships have already begun a
witch-hunt within their own umnion.
They will no doubt be swiftly followed
by others. The witch-hunt will spread
from the Labour Partyinto the unions.

It is not encugh just to show that we
require to develop a new leadership
in the unions at all levels; this new
leadership must be based on a com-
pletely different approach from that
of the reformist union bureaucracy.




We do nol accept the capitalist
anti-union laws and staie. We do not
accepl the right of employers o close
factories or institute speed-up or
victimise.

We must develop our alternative.
In all the struggles we are in we must
develop our programme to bring for-
ward the struggle for workers' contrel
and the independent interests of the
working class.

In the struggle around ballots we
must develop real, participatory
democracy in the unions at the
workplace. The Tories get credibilty
for their ballots solely because of the
contemptuous, manipulative way that
the right and left treat trade union
democracy.

In the fight against the power of the
state, the power of the workers' move-
ment must be used. The power of
strike action and mass pickets should
be mobilised against injunctions and
other legal attacks on the unions. In
the process of this we will develop
our own defence squads against
police and thug attacks and threats to
pickets like those at Silent Night.

In opposition to the reformist and
Stalinist leaders who put forward
class collaborationist policies to solve
the crisis of particular firms, we
argue for a working class solution.
They put forward calls for import
controls, ofien together with the
employers. This is a chauvinist solu-
tion, lining up with “British” bosses
against other workers. Such schemes
usually argue to accepl speed-up and
some job to “save the firm".

In the fight against closures and
speed-up, we challenge the figures
put forward by the employers, and
demand they open the books to
elected committees of the workforce.

We demand to see the full financial-

dealings not only of the individual
firm, but of its suppliers and of the
banks that lend them money.

The capitalist system is in crisis.
Bul the “"bankruptcy” of one firm
often brings added prolits to others,

while workers carry the cost. Firms |

threatening redundancies or closure
should be expropriated without
compensation.

Instead of speed-up and job losses
we are in favour of shorter working
hours through a system of work-
sharing on full pay. This should
gpread to include the unemployed.

This i= where we dilfer from the
lefts, like Scargill. They are happy to
accept the limited role of the unions.
This leaves them as just part of the
capitalist system. This is why Scargill
is op to workers' control.

At the same time as we are lighting
for a Labour government, we are say-
ing that only the working class
policies we describe can defend
workers' real interests, So we must
fight for the removal of Kinnock and
for the establishment of a real
workers’ government,

Ln:.lughinq:.xinnock
The crisis of leadership in the
working class goes down from the

topmost ranks lo the lowest levels.
There are strikes and struggles taking
place all over the country, with some
sections, like the teachers, who never
normally take action, being invelved.
But the effect of the problems of
leadership and of mass unemploy-
ment, a vicious government and a
deep capitalist crisis, has meant that
these struggles are mnot more
widespread.

The working class is being forced
to look for political solutions. They
must not be left in the hands of the
“professional” politicians and TUC
tricksters that confine that polilical
solution to one which advances their
careers while the capitalist system
itself continues to expleit and oppress
the working class.

Fighting on
for victimised

By ALAN THORNETT

ON January 1. 1986, almost 9
months after the end of the

miners strike of 1984/5.

were still 550 miners sack-
ed and eight still in prison as a
result of the strike. The im-
prisoned miners are: Terry
French from Betteshanger, serv-
ing 4 years; Chris Tazey. Bet-
teshanger (3 years): Clive
Thompson, Frickly (3 years):
Alan Sables, Armthorpe (18
months); David Gaunt,
Shirebrook (2% years); Sam
Beardsman., Markham; and
Russell Shankland and Dean
Hancock from South Wales ser-
ving 8 years.

The labour movement has a clear
responsibility not to turn its back on
these miners victimised for putting up
the greatest fight in delence of jobs
seen anywhere in Europe since mass
unemployment became a standard
weapon to be used against the
organised labour movement aver the
last 10 years.

These men are the symbol of the
defeat of the strike. They have been
used by the Coal Board and the
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Peter Heothlisld: bocking March 2 demo

overnment to punish the miners for
the stand they made. Most of them are
not only victimised in the short term,
they are blacklisted in the long term
— some probably for the rest of their
lives.
Those who have turned their backs
on this problem — both in the official
movement and by withdrawal from



the Support Groups — should think
about what it means. This i{ssue now
goes lar beyond the NUM. The rapks
of victimised workers are growing all
the time as other employers follow
NCB methods. Silentnight and the
Fiestiniog elate guarry strikes are ex-
amples of it.

If there iz a lack of resolve on this
issue in parts of the labour movement
who should know better the NCB has

* not relaxed its line. Where there have

been reinstatements they have been
token. There have been no
reinstatements in Kent. In Scotland
and the Midlands miners who have
won their cases at Industrial
Tribunals are still not being
reinstated. In Silverwood in South

Yorkshire management said they
would consider reinstatemens if the
pit improved s productivity. They
withdrew this ofter after the pit broke
the European productivity record.
The NUM s fighting to deleat the
UDM and to restore 8 bargaining
power in the pits. Every issue in-
cluding the wage review is used to
pile on the pressure. The labour
movement has a responsibility to sup-
port that struggle — not least by en-
suring that the UDM is ostracised
from the whole movement — trade
unions and Labour Party at all levels.
Arthur Scargill — who represents the
best class struggle traditions of the
strike — must be delended agains! a
growing campaign against him within

l National Justice for Mineworkers Campaign

12nd March

for the anniversary of the 1984/85 Miners' Strike
2 years since the Greal Stnke began 1 year since it ended
@ over 500 miners remain sacked and some In gaol
the NUM's assels are still held under receivership
the NCB conlinues lo ignore agreed procedures
more than 30 pils have been closed or are currently threatened
15.000 jobs have been losi

Demonstration

1.30pm Jubilee Gardens, County Hall, London SE1

to call for

@ ihe release and reinstatement of all sacked and gacled miners
@ reimbursement of the NUM's stolen funds

@ review of cases ol gaoled miners

and to show solidarity wih ihe support movement. which has nal gane away and whih
includes women s, gay and lestian. and black suppon groups. membeds of other trade umons
and laboutr movemenl organisations CampagRing groups o manas. and the nanhonal and
international suppon network

At 6.00pm banners lo be exhibited can be taken 1o the Alberl Hall

Rally

4.30pm Hyde Park
Spewkers: Peter Heathlield (Gen Sec NUM, Anne Lilurn (President WAPC), Tony Benn MP
Liz French (Kent gacked miner's wie,. Martha Ossamor (Broadwaler Farm Delence Clied)
Dennis Skinner MP, Roy Buflin {Coahille NUR)
(10 be conhirmed]. Arthur Scargitl (President NUM) Ron Toda (Gen Sec TGWUy Enc Clarke
{Gen Sec Scottish NUM), Tony Banks MP chait of GLC). Sean Garretty (EETPU Flest S0 Ken
Cameron (Gen Sec FBU)

Concert

7.00pm at the Royal Albert Halil, Kensington, London

. Songs from the swruggle. including those from the ‘Heroes LP produced by North Easi
Miners Support Groups, with special guest slars Produced by the GLC

. Doors open 6.00pm Stalls' exhibvtion ol miners banners

- |
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the NUM itself.

NUM activists need & new focus
and organising centre for the left in
the union after the open right wing
role of the Communist Party during
the strike and since. Groupings like
the Yorkshire Miners Campaign
Gmw] need to be built and extend-
ed. MNor ig there much time for this.
NCBE voluntary redundancy f»ﬂlicy is
being systematically and selectively
used to tempt militant activists out of
the industry and weaken the fight to
re-establish the union.

Despite these problems, and pit
closures which are taking place with
sickening regularity, the basis for a
fightback against the defeat of the
gtrike ie there, Des Dutfield, a militant
during the sirike, has won the

residency of the NUM in South
E-’a]es, The vast majority of militants
who lought for the strike are still
there. Mﬂnﬁ pits like Betteshanger in
Kent are holding the line against
clesure. Horden in Durham has won a
reprieve after a vigorous campaign;
go has Darfield in Yorkshire, after
battling against closure for months. It
can be done and the fight has to be
stepped up both organisationally and
politically. The struggle needs to go
beyond the present profitabilty
arguments and back to the principles
on which the strike was lought.
There are positive developments in
the support movement as well. The
Naticnal Co-ordinating Committee of
Support Groups has been strongly

. 4 o
(Top) Horden colliery and (above) Dorfiald Main have



established with about 25 to 30 active
groups supporting it. Some groups
are stepping up their activities or
even coming back into existence. In-
ternational support is bullding back
up as wall. A delegation from France
— attending the last meeting of the
Co-ordinating Committes — cutlined
a plan to establish a network of suport
groups throughout France. There is
talk of wide European co-ordination.

At the same time there has been a
major development in the National
Amnesty Campaign — now renamed
the MNational Justice for Mineworkera
Campaign.

e2n saved by campaigns.

The NUM have given the Cam-
paign official backing and proposed
a new broader structure for it. Billy
Etherington, from the NUC Ex-
ecutive, is now chair, and Ed Freden-
burgh continues as secretary.

There is a new steering committes
which comprises 10 representatives
from the NUM Areas; 10 from the
Campaign Group of MPs; 10 from
Women Against Pit Clogures: 10 from
the miners support groups and 10
from other labour movement bodies.
The Mational Co-ordinating Commit-
tee of Miners' Support Groups have
two places. Arthur Scargill and Peter
Heathfield are Honorary Presidents
and there is an impressive list of
Honorary Vice Presidents.

The remodelling of the campaign is
linked to a new Bill for the current
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Bann — promoting Justice for Mineworkers Bill.

parliamentary session entitled the
Justice for Mineworkers Bill, which
will be presented as a private
members’ Bill by Tony Benn on
February 27. The NUM have called
for a lobby of parliament on that day.

In addition to this, the campaign
has called for a major mobilisation on
Sunday March 2, the anniversary of
the strike. There will be a march
through London to a rally addressed
by Peter Heathfield. In the evening
ﬂuelrle will be a concert in the Albert

all.

These initiatives are extremely im-
portant for the whole of the labour
movement. A blg respense could
give a new impetus to an issue which
will not go away and which will effect
the whole labour movmeent for a long
time to come.
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OOkSh e 1 f Reviewed by Keith White.

Epic struggle by "an

ordinary man’

The case of the Legless Veteran: James Kutcher. (A
Monad Press book distributed by Pathfinder Press).

“IN most repects, | am an ordinary man. I have no special
talents. I never showed any capacity for leadership. In school
my marks generally put me in the middle sections of my class,
sometimes lower. | never rose above the rank of Pic. in the
army. Often, when I get into a dicussion, 1 don‘t think of the
right point to make until hours afterward. I was active in a
political or zation for over ten years and never made a

in all that time. | am a Jimmy Higgins' by nature, the
fellow who collects tickets at the door and sweeps up the hall
after the meeting. People like me usually get their names in the
pclpvur: iwice — when they come into the world and when they
go out.

And yet | have become a public figure of a sort. A thousand
separate items about me have appeared in large newspapers
and small mimeographed bulletins from New York to California.
Hundreds of organizations representing millions of people have
taken time out from their regular business to discuss and pass
resolutions about me. Lawyers have labored long hours drawing
up involved legal documents for or against mn%w highest
court in the land may some day hand down a ruling that will
have important effects not only on my future but on the liberties
of the whole American people. I, who used to be too shy to
make a motion to adjourn, now have made hundreds of
speeches at meetings and over the radio; and the astonishing
thing about it to me is that while I still have no ial
oratorical abilities, people have shed tears, lost their tempers or
risen to their feet cheering when I talked to them about my
sstruggh with high officials of the government of the United

tates.”
R —————— T T L] HOW this change came about, why it
was worth writing a book about and
i what happened in the end are the
subject of the 200-odd pages which
B icilow these opening paragraphs.
| James Kutcher lost both his legs in
j Werld War 1. As the witch-hunts ol
1 the post-war McCarthy era mounted
he was sacked from his clerical job
1 with the Veteran's Administration
B because of his membership of the
| Socialist Workers Party (USA) and it
j wae 8 years later (1956) when he
i finally won his
reinstaternant.
B The book shows the importance of

using such openings as are aliorded
m]h"”ﬂmﬁ by wlmlm -] by the bourgeois courts, while never

cllobls - relying on them for a satisfactory
MEy A e - 1 solution to a campaign. It shows the

campaign for
A bulletin deiailing the extent of the
witch-hunt in the fnbou: . For
use in trade union and Lobour P

with the need to endorse their
political outlook, and it underlines
the importance of avoiding the
“emecial case” argument.

erhaps most importantly it con-
firms the old sl.aciaan "An injury to one
ig an Injury to all” — through an ex-
amination of the record of the
American Communist Party which
refused to fight (and indeed sup-
ported) the witch-hunting of Trot-
skyists — and thereby weakened the
defence of themselves when their
comrades’ turn came round. X

You don't have to agree with so-.
mecne or a particular organisation
before you detend their right to exist
and organise for their politics.

These lessons are vividly ilustrated
in this most accessible and moving
account of one revolutionary's fight
against the witch-hunt.

The promise of the opening
paragraphs (guoted above) is more
than fulfilled in the rest of the book —
and vet when the first edition was
ready in 1953 no American publisher
would risk taking it and it had to be
published by the British Trotskyist
movement. Such was the [ear
gensrated by witch-hunting.

The story is told in a simplf
straightiorward style, but if this is one
of the "easiest” books you are likely to
read, this fact does not detract from
the seriousness of the issues with
which it deals or the important

political lessons it can teach us.
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Lofting Rd. London N1 1ES. importance of building a defence 1 .f"'i',_,_ o -
= Please any informetion you have B rovement around the point at issue Gy ()
on local witch-hunts to the same and not a set of political positions not I i e
I  cddress to keep future issues of the | immediately relevant. :{I;' .t,ll 'E.‘::u l:'::{’:'_‘?‘ “l "::r;‘::b"\'l‘ll
1 bulletin up to date. It shows the importance of not con- 8 == AR T -' : “- |
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L--------------I tusing the defence of those victimised WemEm
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EKINNOCK'S Labour Party
leadership has launched a full-
blooded witch-hunt against the
left in the Labour Party.

If you listen to the media or the so-
called “soft left” you will hear them
claim it is just a challenge to “Mili-
tant" because they “organise in con-
travention of the Labour Party con-
stitution”. Evidence gathered by
Labour Left Co-ordination, the um-
brella group of the hard left, shows
otherwise.

From Exeter to the Rhondda, from
Stevenage to Scotland, there have
been expulsions and suspensions of
socialists in the Party. And the attack
reaches far beyond “Militant”. In
1985 supporters of Labour Briefing,
Socialist Action and the Black Sec-
tivns have been picked upon, as well
as a number of individual socialists
trying to revitalise the Party.

Councillors have been kicked out
of Hegional Executives; Labour

Groups and Parliamentary Resslec-

Fightback against the
witch-hunt!

tions have been investigated or
halted on the flimsiest of justifica-

. tions. In Birmingham and Sheffield,

even elected Councillors have been
thrown out of the Party. And a new
“crime"” has been invented: “bring-
ing the Party into disrepute” (which,
unlike many trade unions, is not in
the Labour Party Rulebook).

We need to be clear as to why the
Labour Party leadership is carrying
out the witch-hunt. It is to play to Kin-
nock's new-found friends in the
media and to disguise a shift to the
right on policy matters. Kinnock is
willing to sacrifice the local slections
in places like Liverpool and Sheffield
in order to consolidate his grip over
the Party.

Kinnock wants to ensure that there
will be no fight at local government
level this year, that at all costs Labour
Councile stay within the law. Not
even a challenge to capitalism or the
state will be allowed.

Up to now, the soft left, including
such figures as David Blunkett, have

By KEVIN FLACK

gone along with the witch-hunt —
now they are bleating in panic.
Blunkett saw one of his own Coun-
cillors from Sheifisld expelled by the
smallest of majorities on the NEC and
must now be regarded as either naive
or stupid in not realising where the
attacks on Liverpool that he sup-
ported were heading.

We should be clear, and par-
ticularly make sure that the rest of the
hard left is clear, that there are now
only two sides to the Party — the left
and the right — and there can be no
gitting on the fence.

Th- of loclulllu is to defend

lly the a;lght of all

miulht: to organise speak out
within the Party — this must be
done whatever our political dif-
hr-nm with currents like
It lhou]d also be recognised that it
is the strength of "Militant” that has
led to them coming under attack. The
politics and organisation of “"Militant"
have been well known in the Party for

Kinnock kills electlon
campaign

HIS continual attacks on
democratically-elected Labour
Councillors in Liverpool: his
claims that the local Party is
full of “extremists” and
R sty Motncvside
wil erseysi
MP Kilroy-Silk's branding of
Militant as "maggots” who act
like “fascists” produced a
result,

Lobour lost the safe Old Swan seat on

urpnnlcnu.nnlL w-l‘lhth.l.uhnmsmu-
jority of 900 being overturned to an SDP
mﬂ 1.000. Einnock and the

p are so keen to remove

wing opposition in the Party that they
will even repeat the Tatchell ex-
perience and commit the “heresy” of
sacrificing elections.

Liverpool has borne the brunt of the
witch-hunt. The entire District Labour
Party has been suspended pending an
NEC investigation which is gathering

anonymous charges from people both
inside and outside the Party.

The inguiry has been widely — and
correctly — regarded as a show-trial. as
a bureaucratic method for rem

removed by the next General
He wants No. 10 Street at all
costs, and a free hand for class col-

and lought

‘s attitude of

I.n.g 'lbc lmr at all costs, ol cower-

the “dented shield”. arguing

thm Labour cult:“m kinder than T{}r]r
cuts, is rapl goining

amongst sections nfth-m cullod 'qlﬂ"
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decades. Yet it is only now thai they
come under serious attack at all
levels in the Party. It is because they
are now the sirongest individual
organisation on the left, and their
arguments won over an entire Labour
Group — in Liverpool — where
numerically they were very small on
the Council.

The message is clear — you can

_ put forward whatever ideas you want

inside the Party — as long as no one
listens to them. Once you start to win
people over, walch out!

Witch-hunts are not new to the
Labour party. In the 1920s, 22 local
Parties were suspended for refusing
to expel Communists; in 1945 Ernie
Roberts, now an MP, was refused en-
dorsement: in the 1960s came the ma-
jor attack on the Socialist Labour
League-led Young Socialists; and in-
dividual constituencies have been
suspended since — such as Man-
chester Wythenshawe.

Without doubt, witch-hunts are us-
ed to try to maintain whal the leader-
ship sees as a cloak of respactability.
Like Wilson in 1964, Kinnock has
smelt the possibility of governmental
alfice, and will slop at nothing in dit-
ching socialist policies in hopes of

achieving it. Our role should be clear
— to expose both the leadership, and
the “soft left"” who support it, for what
they are; and at the same time to in-
crease our efforts to build an uncom-
promising and effective hard left
within the rank and file of the Party.

Keeping quiet will not make the
witch-hunt go away. The only way to
stop it is lo build a serious base
throughout the constituency parties
and in the unions. For the witch-hunt
in the Party is being waged by an
alliance between Kinnock and almost
the whole union bureaucracy: and it
will soon be followed by a witch-hunt
of socialists from positions in the
unions in the way Communist Party
members were years ago: this is
already a threat in the CPSA.

We must ensure that we do not fall
into the trap adopted by some on the
left — arguing that defence of "Mili-
tant” means we can no longer
criticise them politically. “Militant”
themselves try to use the argument
that anyone taking issue with them
over political differences is joining
the witch-hunters. Adopting this at-
titude does no one any favours.

We must continue to debale our

differences, but unlike Kinnock and

the “soft left” — whose opposition is
to any form of class struggle beween
now and the next election — we
believe we can win our argumenis
with “Militant" supporters by convin-
cing broader sections of the working
class in the course of practical strug-
gles. Kinnock's resort to bureaucratic
manceuvres to defeat the hard left is a
sign of political weakness, not
strength.

The witch-hunt should not be
underestimated. It is a test of the real
fighting strength of the hard leit in
the labour movement as a whole, as
opposed lo its ability to get paper
resolutions passed. “"Militant" will use
it to build their support. We must use
this period in a non-sectarian way o
build the hard lett and prepare for
the struggles which will follow in the
next Election and after, working with

“Militant” where possible.

It you have information about
witch-hunts in your area. or you
want a r:oEf of Witch-hunt News. a
monthly bulletin with details of
local experiences. contact Labour
Left Co-ordination at 57, Lofting Rd.
London NI 1ES.

Palestinian hunger
strike in Zionist jails

1500 Palestinian  political
prisoners started a hunger
strike on December 4 in protest
at increased Israeli repression
inside the prisons. According to
issued by the

was called for because "the
situation in the
become unbearable” and the
prisoners were “willing to risk
their lives in order to put an end
to the “new order enforced in
the prison.”

The statement went on to say that:

“It is no secret that the prison
authorities decided to take advantage
of the release of more than 1,000
political prisoners, freed in the May
1985 prisoner exchange, to recover
ground lost to the prisoners over the
last year. This includes the require-
ment to stand for a head count in
Askelon Prison, the mixing of women
political and criminal prisoners in
Meve Terza prison and violent pro-
vocation leading to the unreasonable
use of tear gas in Askelon Prison.
These are only some examples of the

By LUCY MATTHEWS

new order which is being imposed on
the Palestinian political prisoners...
The worsening of conditions is not
limited to any particular area and in-
cludes the quality of food, health
care, the right to receive books and

newspapers and above all the

violence and humiliation."”
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The strike, which started in the
Jnaid prison in Nablus immediately
spread to the prisons in Hebron and
Jenin (both inside the West Bank) and
to Askelon prison inside Israel. In-
cluded among the demands of the
prisoners are: improvement of their
general conditions; an immediate
stop to the viclence and verbal
abuse; improvement in the quality
and quantity of food; greater freedom
of movement in prisons; admittance
of books and newspapers, and im-
provement of the lighting and ven-
tilation in the cells.

The reaction of the Israeli prison
authorities has been predictable. In
an interview with the Jerusalem Post,
the Director of the Prison Authority
Rali Suissa characterised the hunger
strike as nothing less than "an attempt
by prisoners to win autonomy in the
management of prisons and the con-
duct of routine activity there.” He ex-

his intention to act with an
“iron fist” to break the prisoners. Ex-
actly what this means is difficult to
tell, as the prisoners are baing allow-
ed no visitors; even their own lawyers
are baing refused access to them on




the grounds that they constitute an
“inciting element".

One thing, however, is certain,
and that is that whatever further
repressive measures are currently
being meted out against the hunger
strikers, few of them will be experien-
cing this sort of treatment for the first
time.

The history of Palestinian prisoners
— over 3,500 at the end of 1984 —
has been one of constant struggles
being waged in one form or another
in an effort to improve their condi-
tions and their treatment. Indeed
such struggles have constituted an
important part of political resistance
activities within Israel and the oec-
cupied territories.

The hunger strike al Naftha — a top
security prison in the middle of the
Negev desert, where two priscners
died for protesting against over-
crowding and bad ventilation — is
one example which achieved par-
ticular prominence in Britain
because of the links made between
the hunger strikers of Natha and the
H-block hunger strike which was
happening simultanecusly.

Less well-known has been the stand
taken by the Palestinian women in the
Meve Terza prison, who have refused
to cook for, serve, or wash up for
their [sraeli guards — pari of their
prison duties — for which they were
viciously assaulied by the Israeli
police who used batons to beat them
and pumped tear gas into their over-
crowded and badly ventilated cells
leaving many with serious eye and
lung problems.

While such brutal ireatment tends
to be reserved for more serious occa-
sions (in this case when the strike was
being spread to other prisons) the
women in Neve Terza prison face
long pericds of solitary confinement
and prohibitions on receiving
visitors, bocks, latters and
newspapers as part of their daily
lives.

Stories such as these could be
replicated for every prison in Israsl
and the occupied territories, as in-
deed they could for prisoners in Nor-
thern Ireland: and, given the level of
oppression of the Palestinian people
ouiside of the prisons, this is hardly to
be wondered at.

But though this latest hunger
Tongh'lk-m u:m ﬁ:“ chapter iin a

of prisoners’ struggles.
it has a significance h-yonc?ﬁhh
The a;ﬂhiunmnl of cdhunm strike
of 1,500, which s wii days
to prisons both f:.?h. West Bank
and inside Israel. indicates a level
of militancy, unity. defiance and
political organisation which those
who currently are trying to bury
the Palestinion revolution undera
so-called “peace settlement” have
been vigorously denying still
exists,

South Africaie0F—ro=—

New union
must take

the lead

By HARRY SLOAN

“ONE country,
federation.”

The defiant unity of the best
organised sections of the black
working class of South Africa is
the most decisive new factor as
1986 an with further repres-

one

sion and resistance.
The half million-strong Congress of
South African  Trade Unions

{COSATU), formed at a November 30
rally of %00 delegates at Natal Univer-
sity {guarded by a security force of
sacked strikers from the BTH-Sarmcol
plant in nearby Howick), forged a
united organisation which committed
iteelf from the outset to embrace
political as well as trade union
objectives.

# ]t called for all forms of interna-
tional pressure, including disinvest-
ment, to be stepped up as "an act of

solidarity with our struggle for
liberation”
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® |t demanded the lifting of the state
of emergency

@It called for the withdrawal of
soldiers

and police from the
townships, and unconditional release
of all political prisoners and
detainees.

# [t condemned the vicious system
of bantustans used by the apartheid
state to divide and rule the black ma-
jority “with a view to thwarting the
just struggle foor one person one vole
in a unitary South Africa.” It accused
“tribally-based organisations™ (the
most consplcuous of which is the
gemi-fascist Inkatha movement of
Zulu Chiel Gatsha Buthelezi) of kill
ing trade unionists.

® Delegates rose to applaud the
ultimatum delivered by president Eli-
jah Barayi:

“CC}S&W gives Botha six months
to get rid of passes. lf that does not
take place we will burn the
of the black man... | want to give




L

P.W. Botha a last w

to getrid
of the pass laws to to wi the
troops from the townships before

It is political edge to
COSATU's founding conlerence
whichis the most encouraging new
feature of a joint federation whose
formation had only been delayed by
frictions between the various wings of
the main constituent organisations.

Leaders of the FOSATU federation
in particular had to a considerable
extent abstained from overt involve-
ment in political struggles except in
cases of massive pressure like the
2-day political general strike in the
Tranzvaal involving | million workers
in November 1984. FOSATU had
always argued that the broad, cross-
class composition of the main anti-
apartheid umbrella campaign, the
United Democratic Front, ruled out
union  affiliation, since FOSATU
favoured a “working class” party.

The failure of FOSATU to in-
vervene as an organised force in the
UDF in turn strengthened the hand of
the UDF's petty bourgecis leaders at
local and national level. Following
the basic political line of the banned
African National Congress, the UDF
leaders see their tazk as harnessing
black support to put pressure on
“liberal” whites and the black middle
classes in the hopes of peacefully
achieving democratic reforms in
South Africa.

This line is plainly losing the con-
fidence of considerable layers of
black youth, who lock to the ANC
and UDF, but alsc see peaceful
march after peaceful protest brutally
attacked by the armed lorces of
Botha's state. Even official figures

-~

. I i .
(Left) COSATU Presiden! Elijah Barayi: (right) ANC suppor! focusses on jailed Nal

'
-
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Mandela and courogeous Winnie Mandelo.

show 650 dead in 1985 — 300 of them

after the state of emergency was im-

Eg;ed. Mearly 6,000 activists have
n detained, with over 1,500 still

held.

Such i& the mounting level of state

viclence — which has escalated as
whites have begun to fall victim to the
struggle — that one clandestine

leader of the UDF, Stone Sizani, went
furthr than the customary line and
called in December for the formation
of black workers 'u'ltu1 urbgrr;mmlhtmu
"o protect our e tradi-
tional politics of LE::;NC focus an the
role of the ANC's own armed wing to
carry through the struggle — it has

always strongly resisted calls for
workers' militias.

1 Sizani however recognised the role

of the most militant youth in the
townships who are establishing
specialist groups lo combat police
violence and to organise rent strikes,
consumer boycotts and  work
gt ges.

hey are often accused by the
authorities of intimidation. But we
hve to look at the circumstances in
which they are operating. lf anything
adherence to peaceful change has
been overdone. That's why | say we
muet start hitting back.”

While it is hard to avoid the distinct
impression that Sizani, like ANC
leader Tambao, is trying to bluff Botha
with threats of armed actien which he
knows will not yet be delivered, the
growing commitment and militancy
of black youth is a major factor in the
situation. It is also a problem for the
ANC, whose exiled leadership will
find it increasingly hard to control an
organisation which i clearly attrac-
tmg new, independent-minded
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militants.
While the ANC's bureaucratic,
Stalinist influenced leaders recoil

from this new development, the key
task is to ensure that tﬁe new militant
rank and file does not become
isolated from the mass movement of
black workers: it remains urgent to
orgnaise and co-ordinate the strug-
gles across the various sectors of the
black population, to build councils of
action that can link the struggles of
the Industrial workers with those of
the unemployed, and the students
with the communities as a whole in
the townships.

From this angle, the call at the
beginning of December by the two
main black unions that had not joined
the COSATU federation for a general
strike if Botha did not lift the state of
emergency by the end of the year,
could only be seen as adventurist and
divigive.

The black working class needs to
establish and test ils new unity in
common struggles. A host of izsues
present themselves — not only
democratic demands, but material
problems facing workers as trade
unionists as a result of the South
African economic crisis. Inflation at
17% is still rising. Food has risen
especially sharply in price, with
bread 25% up and maize 30%, with
preices of another 3,000 food items
increased in December. One black
worker in four Is out of a job across
the whole country, with pockets of
truly enormous unemployment and
gseveral key industries hit by
recession.

It remains to be seen whther
COSATU wil live up to its pledges to
link the political and economic strug-

-




gles of the black workers. The Botha
regime for its part has made it very

clear that it has no intention of
peccefully relinquishing power to a
black majority government which —
however limited the programme and
parspective of its leaders — would in-
evilably open the door for immediate
conflict with the interests of South
African capitalism.

The Scuth African workers need a
leadership as committed to their class
interests as Botha is to those of the
Scuth African bourgecisie: but they
also need a conscious Marxist leader-
ship that grasps the limitations of the
ANC's cross-class political alliances,
and recognises that only with the
overthrow of capitalist exploitation in
South Alfrica can the black majority
establish its democratic rights and
smash the trappings of racism.

o e

S

THE hercic 18-month strike by
shopworkers at Dunnes stores in
Dublin forced the Irish govern-
ment in December to impose a
selective ban on imports of pro-
ducts from South Africa.

Eleven workers went on strike in
July 1984 when one was suspended
for refusing to check out a South
African fruit at a till. They
held out sufficiently long for an
Irish labour court to declare that
only peolitical concessions to them
could resolve the dispute. The
result was a cabinel decision by

pr——
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the Fine Gael coalition to ban fruit
and vegetables produced by firms
which use prison labour. The
strikes had previously rejected as
inadequate a plan for Irish super-
markets to phase out the sale of
South African

When they visited Britain during
last year's TUC Congress, the
Dunne’s strikers were appalled at
the lack of positive action by British
union leaders in solidarity with the
South African workers.

But despite this, public pressure
and some picketing by anti-
apartheid activists has pushed a
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Ofgamsmg solidarity

number of leading retail chains in-
to banning South African goods.

First in was to Co-op, follow-
ed by Tesco and Sainsbury which
anncunced cutback in sales of
South African products. In
December five more chains — Lit-
tlewoods, HArgos. British Home
Stores. Next and Harris Queensway
declared that they would not or did
not stock goods from the apartheid
state.

TUC General Secret Norman
Willis was of course quick to claim
credit for this in a meeting with
South African union leaders. But




TUC unions have not lifted a finger
to fight British em _ least of
all in solidarity with South African
Blacks

&
One struggle which has
underway however is the ﬂil::ﬁ
Portsmouth health workers w
refusing to handle South African
focd for hospital canteens. Despite
massive nt pressure. in-
cluding a £10 week cut in pay.
they have held firm. and won sup-
port from hospital drivers.

The success of the Dunnes strike

and tenacity of the Portsmouth
health workers should be a sharp
reminder of what could be done in
the workplaces throughout Britain
if the union leadership decid-
ed to mobilise solidarity against

id.
It is only by our actions im
thunglulzu'lullinlnih-!ﬂmh
government and British multina-
tionals, by the fight for genuine
action, that the British
workers' movement can prove itseld

to South African workers.

#® Direct trade union action to block
trade, transport and communica-
tions to and from South Africal
British shop unions follow the

South African workplace union
bodies!

;Umm&;i; ﬁh‘.ﬂ: firms pro-
teerin superexploita-
tion nfg black workers lnpécuth
Africal

Anglo-Irish Accord

An alliance against

the Republicans

THE London/Dublin inter-Gov-
ernmental Accord of November
1985 (the Hillsborough Agree-
ment) is a paradox. It
represents both a considerable
setback for the National libera-
tion struggle in Ireland — but
also a recognition by British im-
perialism of the power of that
struggle. It also signals the start
of @ new phase of imperialism
in relation to Ireland.

There is no question but that Sinn
Fein's growth in recent years — iis
judicious mixture of "the Armalite
and the ballot box", its turn towards
socialism, the ground it has gained
from the SDLP — has been the factor
that finally drove the British Govern-
ment to negatiate with Dublin. Pro-
bably the decision to negotiate an
agreement was taken in principle by
Britain two or even three years ago,
puit Thatcher had to wall for the ac-
eegsion to power of the present Fine
Gael/Labour coalition in the Twenty-
six County Republic belore the pro-
cess of talks could begin.

Bath the present and the previous
Reagan Administrations have been
putting continuous pressure on That-
cher to arrive at an accord with
Dublin, The Americans hope such an
agreement would:
® break the Republic’s constitutional
commitment to Irish unity regardless
af the Unionist position;

By Eileen Jacobs

@by implication weaken the 26
Counties’ commitment to neutrality
(thereby making it easier to bring the
whole island within the inner orbit of
imperialism];

®soften damaging criticism of Bri-
tain from other Western European
countries, members of NATO and the

EEC:

® and divide the Irish-American pro-
Mationalist lobby, weakening the
public expression in the US of hostili-
ty to British imperialism.

With the appearance of Garret Fit-
zgerald’s present coalition in Ireland,
the &cene was set for negotiating a
settlement. Thatcher's Government
now had the apportunity it had been
seeking to maintain partition via the
compliance of Dublin rather than via
the Unionist veto, and in this way to
distance itself from Loyalism.

The leadership of Fine Gael
wanted to destroy the constitutional
commitment to a 32-County Republic
and to come io some kind of accom-
modation with Britain in order to br-
ing the 26 Counties into ever-closer
alignment with the imperialist powers
af the US and the Western European
gtates. They saw an accord with
Westminster as a vote-catching
distraction from the coalition’s str-
ingent economic austerity measures,
which have made it so unpopular with
the working and middle classes of the
26 Counties.
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Reagan's Administration saw at
least a realistic chance seriously to
weaken the National liberation strug-
gle in Ireland and to strengthen the
hand of the most pro-imperialist
elements in the Republic. lFr'nGaddi-
tion, by promoting a deal which ap-
pears o provide redress for many Na-
tionalist grievances in the Six Coun-
ties while portraying Sinn Fein as
“Marxists”, the Heagan Administra-
tion hopes to divide the Irish-
American community, splitting the
more radical elements (represented
in Congress by Mario Biaggi's Ad
Hoe Committee on Irish Affairs, with
considerable grassroots  support)
from the “concerned conservatives”,
led by the "“Friends of Ireland” (such
luminaries as Edward Kennedy and
Daniel Patrick Moynihan).

Following a break in London/Dub-
lin talks after Thatcher's abrupt rejec-
tion of all the main proposals put for-
ward in the 1984 New Ireland Forum
Report, White House pressure helped
to ensure a resumption of negotia-
tions culminating in the Accord.

It should now be clear that British
imperialism has opted. by signing
the agreement, to take its remain-
ing money “off the Orange horse”
and put it on the consensus politi-
cians of the Dail and SDLP.

The hostility and contempt with
which Thatcher has treated the initial
Loyalist backlash and the speed with
which Tom King was forced to
apologise for his anti-Dublin gatfe in




early December (he'd alleged that the
Dublin government had accepted
that there was no loreseeable pro-
spect of a united Ireland) show that
the alleged tender concern of Taries
and  British ‘capitalism for the
Unionists is so much hogwash.

The very fact that the Agreement
was negotiated secretly, without any
raference to the population of the Six
Counties, and is to be run by semi
secrel meetings of Government
ministers and by civil servants — a
fact which has caused such fury
among all sections of Loyalists — in-
dicates how little regard imperialism
really has for Lovalist "rights".

There can be little doubt that, were
the Government of the 26-County
Republic formally to agree to put the
26 Counties into some kind of "EEC
Defence Union” (thereby effectively
bringing the whole island under the
aegis of NATO), Britain would agree
to a 32-County Ireland within an EDU
and would undertake a formal
political withdrawal without delay
Under such circumstances the
Unionists would effectively have no
veto.

Such a British withdrawal would
cost imperialism no loss of face and
would strengthen it strategically.

Michael Mates, MP, head of the
Commons inter-party committee on
Irish affairs, has described the
South's neutrality as “the major pro
blem"” preventing the Unionists from
agreeing to a united Ireland — but
whether he really means the
Unicnists or whether he means in-
stead the British government iz open
to question. Cabinet Minutes of the
first Attlee Government make it clear
that delence has been the main
reason for retaining the 6-County

statelet within the United Kingdon.
5 — - )

The March 1985 iseue of Sanity,
CND's magazine, reported:

“The whole island of Ireland is
regarded by NATO and the US as
strategically vital... The Republic.
sup dly neutral. already allows
NATO access to strategic facilities
such as ports... In the event of con-
ventional or limited’ nuclear war
in Europe. planned strategic func-
tions for Northern Ireland include
the use of airfields as part of the
‘Atlantic airbridge’. bringing troops
and equipment from t US. as
well as the basing or staging of
nuclear-armed bombers.”

Since the curent Fitzgerald coali-
tion came to power, the Fine (Gasl

Loyolisls — brished oside by Tholcher
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Ministers for Defence and Foreign
Affairs have made it clear that they
would favour Irish membership of an
EEC Defence Union; and Fitzgerald
has taken no steps to dissociate
himealf from them.

It comes as no surprise, therefore,
to find an Anglo-Irish intergovern-
mental delegation preparing to fly to
Washington DC in early 1986 to
discuss with the White House, the
State Department and the "Friends of
Ireland” Congreseional group ar
"aid” package of one billion dollars
for both the Six Counties and the 26
Counties.

In the short and medium term,
British imperialism, represented by
the Tories, the Alllance and the
Labour Front Bench, is backing the
SDLP (Social Democratic and Labour
Party) to work out some kind of
power-sharing arrangement with the
Unionists in the context of increased
economic and security co-operation
with the South. The aim is effectively
to weaken Sinn Fein so that respon-
sibility for economic and social atfairs
can once again be devolved to the
Northern Ireland Assembly

Should devolution on these terms
prove impossible (as is likely), then
the Agreement allows the Republic's
government to pul forward proposals
for major British legislation and ma
jor British policy changes "where the
interests of the minority community
are concerned”. This “safety-net’
provision gives Thatcher a propagan-
da advantage; whatever happens as
regards devolution, she can claim
that she has done all possible to ad
vance the cause of economic and
social harmonization in Ireland.

Given the Unionist reacticn to the
Agreement, the prospect of devolu-
tion is remote, Much more likely is a
scenario in which Britain agrees to
cosmetic social changes in the Six




Couties which appear to benefit the

Nationalist 1:‘-::mm1.u:'s|.11i{I (such as
changes in the Nort Ireland
Flags and Emblams Act, lncreased

grants to government bod.ms gat up to
combal discrimination, possibly even
electoral boundary changes and the
terms of reference of the Ulster
Defence Hegiment), without any
radical improvement in policing and
judicial policy and practice.

Even il strong representations wera
to be made by tha 26 Counties'
Government at the intergovernmen-
tal Conference meetings on such sub-
jects as the use of paid perfirers
("supergrasses’’), plastic bullets,
dawn raids, the strip-searching of
women prisoners, non-jury courls
and the denial of palitical status to
IRA and INLA prisoners, the British
(Government would refuse to consider
th?:rrfn' he palicy change

course, the pali which
would benefit the ﬁiﬁunalm com-
munity — the swift, total and uneon-
ditional withdrawal of Britain from
Ireland — cannct even be raised by
the Republic's Government at the
conference mestings. At the second
conlference meeting on 30 December
1885, the Britlsh Government re-
jectad Dublin's propesals for changes
in the use of uncorroborated in-
formers’ evidence in the "Diplock”
(non-jury) courls, though there is
now press speculalion that there may
be some cosmetic changes. Britain
has also expressed strong reserva-
tions about allowing judges from the
South to sit even in these courts.

Not that Dublin-is exactly pressing
hard for sweeping changes in securi-
ty and judicial practice:

#® the Republic’s Supreme Court has
already narrowed the scope of the
“paolitical  crime”  defence  against
extradition;
#the Fitzgerald Government has a
recard of attacks on civil liberties
comparable to Thatcher's;
®and, when 18 leading members of
Sinn Fein were arrested and held
under the Prevention of Terrorism
Act an 28 Decambear, Dublin's official
respﬂnse was that it would be “quil:u
ﬁpr ate” to comment on “stan-
ce prmedure" in the North.
lt is in the area of “cross-border
security’” that Britain stands 1o gain
most in the short and medium term. It
is no coincidence that, for the first
time gince 1981, a substantial number
af extra troops are being sent to the
Sk Counties, to patrol the barder
areas and supervise the bullding of
police stations bombed the [RA,
and that the heads of the RUC and the
Gardal (the Republic’s police) have
recently held their first joint meeting
for over a year.

"Cross-border security” is a polite
expression for continually increasing
co-operation betwesan the British and
the lic’s police and army, for
Dublin turning ‘a blind eye to “stan-
dard” RUC procedures for a co-
ordinated clampdown on the [RA and

INLA and, abaove all, for the likely
outlawing of Sinn Fein az a legitimate
titical party in the 26 Counties, the

ix Counties and Britain,

Implicit in the phrase is the Fitz-
gerald Government's agreement 1o
zign the Eurcpean Conventlon on the
Suppression of Terrorism as soon as
possible. This would enable the ex-
tradilion of far more “terrorist”
suspects from the Bepublic to the
North for trial.

Any success by Sinn Fein in the
forthcoming by-elections in the Six
Counties will probably engsure that
legislation will be rushked through
both the Dail and the British Parlia-
ment making Sinn Fein an illegal
organisation. No such measures will,
of course, be taken against the
Orange Lodges, the UDA or Paisley's
Demaocratic Unionist Parly — to do so
would rergdﬂr{ the Six Counties
ungovernable for practical purposes
— but the British Government will
probably take some steps lo appear to
control the flow of arms to the Loyalist
paramilitaries, which has already
swelled since the Agresment was
signed

Thie will rmt stop a rise in aec*tari 1an
outrages paramilitary
groups, in alist intimidation of
jmhgd Nautnnzlmta and in Unionist
‘civil discbedience” (in the form of

ysical attacks on government

uildinge  and tatives,
sporadic work walkouts and rent/rate
gtrikes and big strest battles next
summer in the "marching season”).

Thatcher knows however that any
attempt 1o rerun the Ulster Workers'

Sirike of 1974 will fail. Loyalist
paramilf action will be the most
potent enduring expression of
Oranige  fear, reseniment and

chauviniam. We can expect 1o see
much more covert liaison at grass-
roots level between the paramilitaries
and RUC/UDR members frustrated
by even the minimal 1*.1 con-

ditions ol :rmnberal’;ﬁu
brought about by

meatings.
A change of government on either

side of the Irish Sea in the next

or two is not unfortunately likely to
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Taries by the official

mean the end of the Accord.
Haughey and the Fianna Fail Party
may have voted against the Agree
ment in the Dail and correctiy con-
demned I as the
republic’s constitutional commitment
to end partition, but they will fingd 8
difficult in practice {o break the &=
perialist stranglehold which the &=
cord represents.

Treaties reqistered with the UN and
:lre EEL(.E' are not easily abrogaied by
iberal-democratic ca
ments without the ba Egﬂ‘:‘i E
jor imperialist powers. Morecver,
Haughey himself put his pame o the
1984 New Ireland Forum Report
which proposed "unification by con-
sent” as the ideal solution lor Ireland.
A Fianna Fail government would fing
fizelf in the same economic dif-
ficulties as the Fitzgerald coalition:
and attempts to solve these would be
its first priority.

Labour government in Britain is
likely to confine itself to retorms of &
“givil liberties” nature in the Six
Counties (for example, ending the
strip-searching of women prisoners)
unless the labour movement makes
a massive elfort on the issus of
Ireland over the next 18 months. An
Alliance government or an All-
ance/Labour coalition would do even
less, merely stepping up the number
of cosmetic changes made.

Even if driven underground, Sinn
Fein, as the most advanced section of
the national liberation movement,
will continue to grow in strength and
influence after a temporary setback
and despite practical difficulties. In
the long run, Nationalists will in-
creasingly desert the SDLP as its col-
usion with An;?eriulm;'n be?umﬂs more

rant. ar as the milltary strug-
q?pdls concerned, increased slate

security measures may hold down the
IHA in the border areas for a period
of months, but in the long term are
unlikely to do more than dent the
IRA's armour, It is worth quoting the
reported words of no less an authority
than Douglas Hurd, “"When [ took
over from Jim Prior 1 eould hardl
bring myself to believe that the [H.i
had bemma so sophisticated in s
methods.” The Accord. as an at-
Iom to dlllrﬂf Sinn Fein. ‘Iﬂlh‘.ﬂ

It is the !obul British supporters of
the Irish liberation struggle to in-
creass and sduecation about
the partition of Ireland, the need for
national liberation and the true
nature of the Accord, io offer Sinn

in where possible a chance to make
their voice heard in Britain and 1o
fight within the labour movement

Wmmmhhmﬂnu

g titanic task therefare uwnlt:m

ey

labour movement (with their hisiory
of support for imperialism) and B




desertions to Kinnock's ranks by the
soft left has rendered the real left
isolated to & considerable extent on
the Irish issue.

Cver and above this, the ever
increasing deployment of police and
military force in Brilain by the That
cher Government, coupled with the
dally barrage of imperialist “anti
terror” propaganda in the British
media, has already done much to
create a climate of fear among work
ing class people. In such a climate,
racism and fascism flourish and a
government can hope to push ahead
with wholesale elimination of existing
civil liberties, mass imprisonme '
its leading opponents and gro
timidation of minority et

1986 is probably the Jast
years for the hard left to challenge
and break the imperialist practice
and ideclogy of the labour movemsni
leadership, not only with regard to
the Irigh strug but also with regard
to the Palestinians' national liberation
fight, repression of radical peace ac-

tivists and solidarity movements in
the NATO countries.

It may be the last chance to in
tervene decisively in the

Labour

What the agreement says

ARTICLE 1

If and when the
“majority of the people
of Northern Ireland”
formally consent to the
establishment of a united
Ireland, the two
governmenis will
introduce and support
legislation to bring i
about,

ARTICLE 2

Sets up an inter-govern-
mental Conference to
deal with political,
security, legal and
judicial matters and the
promotion of cross-
border co-operation. i
says that in the evenl of
devolution the
Rapublic's Government
will put forward views
and proposals on
matters outside the
scope of the NI
Assembly.

ARTICLE 3

Says the Conference
shall meet at Ministerial
or official level regularly
with frequent Ministerial
meetings and provision
for the attendence of
advisers such as the
Chief Constable of the
RUC and the

Commussioner of the
Garda Siochana (the
Republic’s police force).

ARTICLE 4

Spells out both
Governments’
commitment to
devolution in NI “on a
basis which would
secure widespread
acceptance throughout
the community” and
says that at the
Conference the
Republic's Government
“may put forward views
and proposals on the
modalities (sic) of
bringing about
devolution... in so far as
they relate to the
interests of the minority
commuity.”

Covers measures to
accommodate the rights
and identities of the two
communities, o protect
human rights and to
pravent discrimination,
for example changes in
electoral arrangements
and the use of flags and
emblems.

ARTICLE 6

Says the Government of
the Republic may use

the Conference to make
proposals on the role
and composition of such
bodies as the Fair
Emc'iul:o?mam Agency

and the Police Authority
for Northern Ireland.

ARTICLE 7

Says the Conference
shall consider sacurity
policy, relations
between security forces
and the community and
prisons policy.

ARTICLE 8

Saye the Conference
shall consider
harmeonising areas of the
criminal law applying in
the North and in the
South.

ARTICLE 8

Covers cross-border co-
operation on security,
incluoding a programme
to deal with threat
assessments, exchange
of information, liaison
structures, technical co-
operation, personnel
training and operation
resources. But the
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Conference shall have
no operational
responsibilities.

Covers economic co-
operation in those areas
of both parts of Ireland
deemed to have suffered
most over the last 16
years.

ARTICLE 11

Provides that at the end
of 3 years from signature
or sarlier if asked by
either Government, the
working of the
Conference shall be
reviewed by the two
governments.

ARTICLE 12

Says the two parliaments
will have to decide
whether to set up an
Anglo-Irish
parliamentary body, to
which the two
governments would give
support Vas
appropriate”.

ARTICLE 13

Says the Accord enters
into force once the two
Governments have
notified their
acceplance.



Party's policy-making on Ireland (see
below) and to educate and agitate not
only at rank and file level within the
labour movement but among those
gections .ol the working class nol
organised  within  the labour
movement.

What needs to be done?

During the next few months, a
Working Party of the Labour Party
NEC will publish a Policy Statement
on lreland.

It is likely that there will be a Ma-
iority Report and a Minority Report,
with the Majority Report supporting
the Agreement and calling for cross-
border harmonization of services and
the economy, leading eventually io
political unification by consent (in 50
years time?).

The Minority Report will be based
on the submission of the Labour Com-
mittee on Ireland (LCD), which
analyses the causes and slfects of par-
tition and calls for early withdrawal
under a Labour Government, The
Statement will be discussed and final-
P: wol on at Labour Party
Conlerence.

to annual Party Conlerence suppor-
ting the LCI's position and any
minority report based on it.

Back up resolutions with letters to
ihe local, national and labour move-
ment press and plenty of other

ablicity, which could include
ﬁ:dileﬂmq campaigns. LCI members
must take an active part in discus-
gions locally and nationally, in:
cluding the AGM, aimed at produc-
ing the most eflective labour move
ment campaign on the Policy State-
ment, culminating at Party
Conlersnce.

They must also discuss and initiate
broader educational-publicity cam-
paigns in conjunction with organisa-
fions such as the Troops Out Move-
ment to reach and inform the many
millians of working class people who

Thalcher — prompled by Reogon

are niot easily accessible through the
or?:nised labour movement.

the immediate future, il s very
important to form links with trade
union and working class activisis,
also women's groups, in both the Six
Counties and the Twenty-Six Coun-
ties who are agitaling against the
Agreement, and to have them in Bri-
tain on speaking tours aimed at Trade
Unions, Labour Party Branches and
the general public, especially the
Irish community and other ethnic
minarities.

Labour Committes on Ireland and
Troops Out Branches should make
every attempt to have Sinn Fein
Councillors and members to speak at
public meetings, to counteract media
lies and state Intimidation and to
show solidarity with the advanced
saction of the Irish liberation move-
ment at a time when it is under grave

threat.

Even if a Sinn Fein speaker is not
possible. organise a public
meeting in your area to expose the
reality of Irish partition and the

IRISH Foreign Minister Peter Barry has joined with British Northern Irelond
Sacretary Tom King in condemning the presenl hunger strike by jailed
members of the Irish National Liberation Army and Irish Rep ublican Socialist

Party

Gn:s of these courageous republicans is joining the hunger strike eoch
weelk to protest their innocence. So for the hunger strikers are Bobby Tohill,

Gerard Steenson and Thomas Power.

This follows their imprisonment along

with 24 others on the word of “supergross” Harry Kirkpatrick given fo the

traditional no-jury Belfast court.

Charges pinned on them under these circumsfances range from member-

ship of the INLA fo alleged killings

"murder').

of police/army personnel {cited os

As repression continues under the newfangled Accord, 18 members of Sinn
Fein have been arrested by the RUC without charge, among them Martin
MacGuiness, abstentionist Assemblyman for Derry. These arrests hove con-
centrafed on party activists rather than the military wing.

However, of those arrested, Seamus Cassidy has subsequently been charg-
ed with possession of an explosive substance — a Brit Army flare! The arrests
are an obvious attempl fo disrupt Sinn Fein's campaign in the January 23 by-

Jections for the 15 parliamentary seals vocated by Unionist MPs.

w
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Hillsbarough Accord.

The trial hae begun of Dr Maire
CYShea, and cthers, on charges of
conspiracy o cause explosions — a
major state attempt 1o intimidate the
Irish community and discredit
organisations campaigning for civil
rights and British withdrawal fram
Ireland. Even if the worst happens
and Maire is sentenced, wa must go
on building support for her, arcund
an appeal

Despite criticisms many socialists
would raise on the the peolitics and
methods of the INLA, the current
campaign of INLA prisoners and
their relatives for a review of the
cases — which included hunger
strikes — muet be given publicity in
order to draw aftention o the use of
paid informers’ evidence in non-jury
courts in the Six Counties and the
British Government's conlinuing
refusal to grant political status to con-
victed priscners who have been ac-
tive in the liberation struggle.

We must build ly for a
large nnd successiul demonstration
on m February 2 in London.
to de British withdrawal from
commemorate the
civilians shot dead by British troops
on Bloody Sunday 1972. Help lo
organise transport and publicity;
details are available from the LCL

Finally, those who are Trade Union
or Labour Party members should
send the following model resolution
without delay to the Labour Party
National Executive Working Pary
on Ireland (it can go direct from
CLPs. union branches if affiliated,
women's Regional Commitiees, and
through the LPYS:

“Thig ...... fejects any retum to
bipartisanship over the Lendon/Dublin
Accord (the Hillsborough Agreemant)
which the British Government intends
to lodge at the United Nations with
President Reagan’s ap because:
a) the Accord tries to legitimise the
partition of ireland in international
law:

Ih]ihthncnldhmthnﬂhmiv

atiempt at an internal
gettlement in the Six Counties, albeil
with the Dublin Government allowed
to make suggestions:
¢) the Accord will mean a worsening
ol oppression aimed at Irish
Nationalists:
d) the Accord contemptucusly
dismisses the demands of the
Nationalist community which has
suffered British repression for sixteen
years, and refuses lo recognise their
elocted representatives:
a) the Accord will be an obstacle o
Labour's goal of a united Ireland. not
a step towards it:
{} the only solution to the misery
millions of working class

itself.”




FLN Congress

Algerian leaders

swing towards s e comme
Thatcherism

AFTER three days of debate,
5,000 delegates at the Special
Congress of the National
Liberation Fronmt (FLN) -
Algeria’s only party — on
December 26 overwhelmingly
approved a new charter for the
country. This was by no means
an irrelevant exercise in textual
hairsplitting. but a fundamen-
tal rewriting of the “supreme
source of the country’s policies
and laws.”

Before the Congress even brought
down the curtain, the press agency
Algerian Press Service (APS) issued
a lengthy statement dispelling any
doubt on the credentials of the
delegaies — the vast majority per-
sonally handpicked by president
Benjedid Chadli, Secretary-General
of the party — and giving weight and
legitimacy to the new Charter which
will pave the way for substantial
changes in the peolitical hierarchy
and the economic options: "a clear
text, a precise and rich document
which will modify Algeria, iis people,
its party and its state.”

No one would doubt that the text
was clear: bul what was also clear
were the manceuvres of the state
bureaucracy to steamroller through
fundamental changes. Until the Con-
gress, it was generally surmised that -
the final version of the Charter would
embody the synthesis of a country-
wide “exemplary democratic
debate”. For the first time APS
revealed that the text was in iis final
shape long before the debate started:
"The draft presented to Congress was
prepared by the political leaderhsip
al the beginning of 1985 and debated
by 4 million citizens.” In reality the
general line of the new policies has
already bequn to be implemented for
the last few years. The exercise was

an unmistakeable sham to legitimise

AT,
President Chodii's new
the lurch to the right by President
Chadli who orchestrated in minute
detall the scope and extent of the
debate, culminating in a special Con-

ress to rubberstamp the new
harter.
So in fact the ‘“exemplary

democratic debate” in the future of
the Algerian “revolution” quistly
bypassed the vast majority of the
Algerian masses and simply involved
the FLN and lis front crganisations
which the state bureaucracy glibly

labels the "“organisations of the
masses.” These are the UGTA
(General Union of Algerian

workers), the UNJA (National Union
of Algerian Youth) and the UNFAA
(National Union of Algerian Women).

Even within these closed circles, it
would be naive to presume that the
discussions were without problems. It
is more than certain that they
reflected the profound impasse of the
state bureaucracy. The inevitable
clashes were led by old guard FLN
militants who opposed tooth and nail
the reorieniation towards new

progmatism appeals fo Washington

e

economic choices. They posed as
unrelenting defenders of the old
political order born out of the Revolu-
tion in the '60s and by former presi-
dent Boumedienne. Their opposition
was symbolised with a single slogan:
"No to Economic Liberalisation”.
Anticipating a rearguard action by
hostile factions, president Chadli
kicked off the debate inside the FLN
as early as mid-August. First this
allowed him to proclaim that a really
"democratic” debale was taking
place, strengthening the legitimacy
of any decision taken by Congrese.
Secondly, his unshakeable control of
the Party’s apparatus and the state's
mass media gave him the added ad-
vantage to expose all dissenters as
"enemies of the Revolution” and
manipulate public opinion 1o his ad-
vantage. Further it allowed him to
gauge the number of his opponents
and prepare more adequately for the
Congress  (timing, choice of
delegates, etc.). So lar from being a
forum where he argued with and con-
vinced his opponents of the correct-

Wage and welfare cuts and
dismantling of state sector
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=FLN Congress

riess of the new orientation, president
Chadli used the pre-Congress discus-
gion as a soundingoff exercise fo
disorientate hiz opponents and pave
the way lor his own rescunding vic-
tory at Congress.

evertheless the crisie of the
bureaucracy was open and visible.
The clashes, sometimes vitriclic,
found expression in the public press.
The minister of Industry, Messaoudi
Zitouni, published in El Moudjahid
{(FLN daily paper] two articles calling
for -a liberalisation of the economy,
making a case for free market forces,
advocating a salary freeze and open-
Iy welcoming private capital from im-
perialist countries.

Around the same period, Algerie
Actualité, a national weekly, de-
nounced the welfare state and con-
demned the FLN as a “closed ap-
paratus which stifled any free expres-
sion and perpetuated a monolithism
that negates individual value, pro-
motes intellectual paucity and cli-
quism.” Revalution Africaine {ofticial
organ of the FLN) reacted immediate-
ly, denouncing the “theses of
bourgecis reaction, a project spon-
sored by liberal dreamers” and
reminded all counter-revolutionaries
of the might of is armed wing, the
F::Pular Naticnal Army.

i became quickly obvious that
within the stale bureaucracy iwo
tendencies were shaping up: one
favouring a rapid privatisation of the
sconomy, a bigger share for the na-
tianal bourgeoisie and & rapproche-
ment with imperialism. The other cl-
inging to the "socialist ideals” in-
herited from former President
Boumediennse,

The orisis of the buresucracy
becams more acute ai a time when
the state ol the sconomy was worsen:
ing. The standard of living of workers
was steadily being eroded by infla-
tion and a sudden rise of basic com-
modity prices.

Mpst importantly, new labour
legislation, the “statul général du |
travail” (General Labour statutes),
introduced by Boumedienne in 1978,
started being widely implemented in
all state institutions. Its general aim
was to restructure jobs in state-o
enterprises and rationalise their com-
parable values. In real terms, It was
sal to cul wages by around 25% as
well as increasing national insurance
contributions. Workers not only
resisted the implementation of the
new labour qu‘-n?ﬂtion but deman
large wage increases which the stale
bureaucracy cannot even starl to
contemplate.

As wel! as labour unrest, a wave ol
civil disorder is engulfing the coun-
try. Muslim fundamentalists started
an armed rebellion repressed in
blood by the army. Armed clashes
just gutside Algiers ended with twen-
ty deaths. The main ringleader Bouali
iz still on the run, despile a wvast
police operation — which indicates

the existence of sympathies among

Former President Ban Belln {lefl) and
Boumedienne in 1963

the local population as well as con-
nivance with sections of the ruling
bureaucracy.

During Iﬁ-ﬂ same period, strikes
and demonstrations in Kabilya
demanding the freeing of all political
prisoners reached a peak when the
whole Kabyle population struck on
November 10th after the trial and em-
prisonment of the popular political
singer Ait Margallst. The Vern-
ment has shown a staunch determina-
tion not to concede an inch.

Opponents, whether human rights
campaigners or Kabyle cultural
rights dissenters, are ruthlessly
crushed. While in the past opponents
were systematically rounded up and
imprisoned without trial for several
years until released as a "gesture of
good will”, the government appears
now more sensitive on its human
rights record and has devised new
ways of crushing its opponents.
Twenty-three members of the
Algerian League of Human Righis
were tried for conspiracy against the
state, distribution of leaflets and U-
leqal asssmbly. Despite the collapse
of the prosecution case, based on
flimsy evidence, they were still con-
demned o sentences ranging bet-
ween 6 months and 3 years.

Almost simultanecusly, supaorters
of former president Ben Bella — the
first Algerian president, deposed In a
coup by Boumedienne — received up
to 20 vears in gacl for plotting armed
revolt. These show trials remained a
taxing test for a state bureaucracy
already isclated and wheose power
base is increasingly shrinking.

What is at stake for the government
is how to adapt to the necessities of
the economic crisie without the risk of
opening a more viclent crisis that the
state has no immediate means to con-
tain. While for a section of the
bureaucracy, the only way to salvage
the situation is to liberalise the
economy — a positbon in itself con-
tradictory to the maintenance of a
one-party system — lor the most or-
thodox wing — wholeheartedly sup-
ported by the Stalinists grouped in
the Parti d'Avant Garde Socialist

(PAGS) — what is most important is
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to maintain the “gain of the Revolu-
tion, the inheritance of Boume-
dienne” embodied in the vast stale
sector and the one-party system. On-
ly then could they avoid or, at worst,
postpone any confrontation with the
masses,

Fears that a spiralling down of oil
prices will accelerate the crisis of the
economy have thrown the ruling
bureaucracy into permanent turmoil
in isolation from the rest of the
masses. Faced with increased work-
ing class and youth militancy, they
pannot fall back any more on the op-
tion of the FLN front organisations —
state trade unions, youth section and
women's section — which for many
years operated as transmission belts
under the control of the FLN.

These organisations remain empty
hulks devoid of any significance
since the Stalinists who used to run
them have been pushed aside by
Prasident Chadli: what is left is on the
one hand workers and youth — not
yet organised in any in ndent
structure — steadily affecled by the
economic crisis and potentially
capable of expressing their anger in
an open conflict with the state: and on
the other hand a beleaguered state
bureaucracy bickering about what
direction to take.

It ia in this context that the new
Charter is seen as a way out., Pesident
Chadli’s line has strongly emerged as
the new orientation. On the one hand
it maintains the status quo on the
political terrain, while on the other it
has started — without conceding the
demands for an immediate liberalisa-
tion of the economy — to tilt slowly
away from the “socialist ideals” as
devised and thecrised by former
president Boumedienne.

While still proclaiming his commit-
ment to the past and to Algeria’s fun-
damental options such as “socialiem”,
state control and cone-party system,
President Chadli has now paved the
way for a new economic system, one
in which sloganising about socialism
will sound increasingly hollow and
uncanvincing: the breakdown of state
industries and collective farms; an in-
creased share of the economy open to
private capital; the linking of wages
to productivity; and an end to the
welfare state. A quh]t(‘f jump. from
state capitalism to neo-Keynesianism,

with concepts such as "sell
reliance” directly poached from the
vocabulary of Thatcheriam.

Despite the success aof the
“oragmatic” Persident Chadli, the
balance sheet of Congress will re-
main dressed in the Emperor's
clothes: there is less material in them
than they like to see. The economic
recrieniation will necessitale sooner
or later a reshuffling of the ditferent
sections in power.

And it is more than certain that this
will open a more naked crisis where
the welght of the Algerian working
class and youth would this time be ol
paramount importance.

o
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Polish workers form

A NEW current has been formed
within the Polish underground
socialist movement; the
Workers ition has
adopted a draft platiorm based
on the concept of an anti-
bureaucratic revolution.

Copies of this platform and
other documents of the Workers
Opposition have been sent to
the papers of the revolutionary
left in Europe over the signature
of Zbigniew Kowalewski. a
former regional leader of
Solidarnosc in the Lodz region.

Many readers of Socialist
Vie int will recognise many
of the positions argued by
Workers Opposition as broadly
similar to the Trotskyist concep-
tions of political revolution for
the overthrow of Stalinist
burecucracies throughout
Eastern Europe and the defence
of nationalised property rela-
tions through workers
management.

Only the aﬁiim call for a
revolutionary Marxist party to
lead the struggle. and demands
designed to mobilise and
organise the mass movement
and combat the viclent repres-
sion of the state machinery are
missing from these initial draft
texts, which mark a substantial
political advance over the am-
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GENERAL

INFORMATION

IN THE spring of 1985, a new
socio-political current started to
form within the Polish social
movement. The editorial boards
of four underground journals set
up a co-ordinating committee
that took the name "Alliance of
the Workers Opposition Press”
(PPOR).

They published a draft progamme
around which they are seeking to br
ing together those forces that have
declared themsalves in favour of an
antibureaucratic revolution, waged
by the working class and aimed at
achieving the full liberation of the
working class.

new alliance

A Krewte

;iguuu: formulations of the
idarnosc programme.

Further material from
Workers Opposition will be
published in future issues of
Socialist Viewpoint.

The PPOR wants lo contribute to
building and broadening the mass
workers struggles around partial and
immediate demands and the self-
organisation of the  workers
themselves.

The {ollowing journals have joined
the PPOR: Frent Robotniczy, Sprawa
Robotnicza, Glosno, and Wolny
Robotnick {Workers’ Front, Workers'
Caouse, Out Loud, Free Worker). The
first two have been published since
the summer of 1984 by groups that
are working for workers seli-
management and identify with the
revolutionary left.

In its first izsue, Front Robotniczy

published excerpts from the “"Open
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Letter to the PZPR" written in 1964 by
Jacek Kuron and Karol Mozelewski.
In 8o doing, it demonstrated ite intent
to link up with the revolutionary
tradition of the Polish an-
tibureaucratic opposition, which, by
the way, the authors of that work have
today abandoned.

For ite part, Sprowa Robotnicza an-
nounced in its first issue that it con-
sidered itsell “a link in the interna-
tional working class community”. It

wrote, moreover, that it "has enemies
with whom no accord or alliance can
ever be concluded — they are the

bureaucracy (that is, the social layer
that exploits the workers); as well as
the bourgecisie, which guarantees
the survival of the long bankrupt
bureaucracy.”

Wolny Robotnik is the organ of the
Union of Workers Councils of the
Polish Resistance Movement (ZRP
PRO). This organisation, which is
based on clandestine groups in the
factories, has operated in Upper
Silesia since 1982. In a draft pro-
gramme published at the start, the
SRP-PRO came out for overthrowing
the bureaucratic dictatorship based
on a general strike led by workers
councils formed clandestinely, and
for establishing workers power in the
gtate In order to guarantee the
building of socialism.




Glosno is the organ of the Provi-
sional Co-ordinating of the Mines
(TEEG) of Sclidarncec. It .also
operates in Upper Silesia. The TEKG
has magle itsell known in the West by
its support for the British miners
strike, which attracted important
notice in the British left and far left
press, in particular in the Naw
Sfofesman and the London Lobour
Briefing.

The TKEG iz a co-ordinating com-
mittee of the undeground trade union
commissions in many mines, and is in
conflict with the Regional Executive

Commission (REW) of Solidarnosc,
which is representing the
underground national leadership of
the union.

The PPOR has formed an Executive
Commission that includes a represen-
tative of each of its components and
functions by consensus In order to
maintain thelr autonomy. This com-
mission is responsible for the publica-
tion of a common monthly bulletin
called Przelom (Breoch), the first
issue of which a red at the end of
the autumn of 1
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DRAFT

PLATFORM

1. The Class Struggle

The political struggle that has been
going on in Poland since 1980,
which has been generally termed a
fight between the society and the
regime, is primarily a class
struggle.

It is essentially a st le between
the working class, w in
subjected to economic exploitation
and deprived of all political or
economic power, and the
bureaucratic state power, which is
based on the PZPR, as well as on
the military and pﬂilcn machine and
the economic and administrative
apparatus.

Only the working class has the
capacity to overthrow the
bureaucracy, and it is only thanks
to it that the social groups can
liberate themselves from the yoke of
the bureaucracy.

2. Self-management

The fundamental aim of cur struggle
is to tm?ﬂ the working class o

tra

subject. This will only be possible
through a system of generalised
self-management.

Such a system would involve seli-
management councils in the
enterprises, linked together by
horizontal and vertical structures on
the regional and national scale, as
well as institutions of self-
management organised on a
texritorial basis.

Seli-management, a form of direct
political and economic democracy,
will thus become the principal
factor in organising social and
poltical life.

3. Political pluralism
Seli-management can only function
in conditions of unrestricted
i:-ohﬁcq] pluralism. It cannot be

oreseen today what will ba the
exact forms of the social
organisations and representative
bodies set up.

orm itself from an object into a 1

We cannol say exa what will
be the role of the free elections to
the Diet that we would like to see,
But it is clear from the start thal the
principle of political pluralism has
to govern all forms of participation
in political life for the socisty.

4. The revolu

The transformation of wrhnq
class from an objecl into a subject is
only possible through revolutionary
changes. The balief in the
possibility of a compromise with the
bureaucracy is a dangerous illusion
that could prove fatal.

In fact, there is no way to
reconcile the introduction of a
system of sell-management, that is,
the realisation of the interests of the
working class with the domination of
the bureaucracy.

Omne course for the
antibureaucratic uprising could be
a revolutionary general sirike
turning into an active strike (i.e., a
takeover of the factories by the
workers), supported by actions
outside the lactories.

It is only in such revolutionary
conditions that we could expect a
part of the army, primarily ordinary
soldiers, to join in the uprising of
the working class, when they see
that the working class forces have a
chance of success.

5. Self
A revolutionary goal of the struggle
requires a revolutionary strategy,
that is, a strategy based on
consistently advancing the seli-
organisation of the working class.
ch seli-organisation is the

common element in all the phases of
the development of the workers'
struggle, {rom the present fight for
partial objectives to the future
struggle for a system of sell-
management, in which the principle
of self-management will find its
tullest expression.

Every batile, sven on the mosl
limited question, bears within it an

embryo of the future revolution,
inasmuch as it contributes 1o the
self-organisation of the workers.
This is why the demands pul
forward by the workers movement in
its programmatic documents must
always take into acount three
aluﬁmh]:“ SR

1. They have to correspond to the
needs of the working class.

2. They have to be in tune with the
level of consciousness of the
workers at the time.

3. They have to make possible, in
the struggle itself and on the basis
of its success, lo raise the level of
salf-organisation of the working
class and of the other social groups

allied with it.

6. The independence of the
workers movement

Today, the existence of an
independent workers movement is
the main form of self-organisation
and the main precondition for the
struggle of the working class. The
fight against the bureaucracy

entered a qualilatively new phase in
1980, when the strikes opened up
the way for the formation of
Solidarnose, the first national
independent structure representing
the workers that we have ssen in the
history of the bureaucratic system in
Poland.

Today, building and
strengthening workers organisations
in the plants independent from any
organisation or institution outside
the working class remains the
principal task.

7. Pluralism within the workers
movement
Pluralism is necessary within the
workers movement in order for il to
be able to develop politically. The
right of the workers to crganise
freely in clubs, groups, currents,
and paolitical organisations has to be
d“f::ﬁ adp:uh { the worke
il iticisation o workers
movement, based on clear
rjm:ip]m, can only strengthen il.
ihmpis to smother this process,
under the pretext that it "weakens
the union” iz “{actional” activity, er
“provocation” on the other hand,
can only undermine the movement,
or in fact divide it, and they involve
all the characteristics of

provocation.

8. Self-determination
Understanding the class character
of social relations in Poland involves
rejecting the nationalist imagery
that reduces cur fight to a struggle
against the Soviel Union for
independence.

The basic dividing line in our
nation is not a schematic opposition
between patriots and traitors bul
one of opposing interests among
different social groups, This is why
national independence, as an effect
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of the struggle of the working class
for social liberation represenis from
the standpoint of the working class,
the full achievement of the
indispensable right to seli-

determination.

9. International workers
solidarity

The Polish working class is not
izolated in the struggle. It has
friends and allies abroad. They are
the workers of the entire world.

The Polish workers movement can
and must draw on the strength of
international workers solidarity. The
differences belween East and West
cannot hide the fact that the workers
of both camps are linked by
common interests, by a commoen
struggle for a common end — the
transformation of the working class
from object into subject — against
common enemies.

The gquestion of international
solidarity is one of close co-
operation of the various national
contingents of the revolutionary
workers movement; it is one of
interaction between the
development of the class struggle,
for example, in Poland, the Soviet
Union, and Great Britain.

10. Socialisation

The indispensible precondition for
the liberation of the working class is
for it to lay the economic
foundations of its liberty, that is, the
socialisation, ouizide of the state
and in the framework of a system of
workers’ self-management, of the
means of production that are today
statized.

It is in this way that the working
class will obtain the material
guarantee of realizing ils interests,
as well a the legitimate interests of
the other groupes in society. The aim
of the revoluticnary workers
movement, flowing from the essence
of the social relations against which
it rebels, is nol the reprivatisation of
stale property or giving it aulonomy
but to genuinely socialise it.

We regard the taking of political
power as a means for the working
class lo assume economic power.

Workers' Opposition

loint work by radical worker
activists with a view toward forming
a workers opposition to the
bureaucracy is essential to draw up
a programme for the Polish workers
movement and to gain support for
the revolutionary struggle aimed at
establishing a system of salf-
management, a self-managed
republic in the full sense of the
term.

By establishing co-ordination
among the organisations, or in the
future by building revelutionary
parties, we are not opposing
ourselves to the workers movement
in the broad sense. To the contrary,

we want the revolutionary current,
which is a component of this
movement, to be consolidated within
its own structures so thal it can
better contribute to building an
independent mass workers
movement.

From thai flows the basic
significance of this platfiorm. That
is, the victory of the Polish workers
depends in the first instance on
adopting a strategy for revolutionary
struggle against the bureaucracy.

In practice, the advance to social
seli-management has to be based
ona revolutionary political
identification by the workers. i
involves the workers becoming
conscious of their social and
economic interests, as well as the
independence of the political-
organisational institutions of the
working class.

This is why it is the responsibility
of those who share the ideas
LN BN BN BN B BN BN BN BN BN B B BN BN ]

Appeal

IN view of the deterioration in

living and working conditions
nndngm need for effective

defensive actions and for

unifying them, it is urgent to
create, around a political
platiorm. an alliance of
various workers ps
determined to fight for the
interests of the working class,
for workers seli-management,
and the liberation of ur,

- sty Guroct o
our ons to wor groups
kg 0 e e

aw up o
Workers Dpuﬁmlﬂun which is
what we call our common bloc.
The name points up our political
choices and the class character of
our le.

Unlike the “national
independence opposition” and the
P s g At

@ t wor. causes
ﬂrﬂﬂghit does not in any way
mean that we underestimate the
importance of democracy or
national independence. To the
contrary. we think that the
liberation of labour is only
possible in a politically sovereign
country. and not one subjected to
economic exploitation. We think
that democracy can only be
achieved fully in a system without
oppressed and exploited classes.
Neither “actually existing
socialism”, or “verbal socialism”,
nor any version of capitalists —
American, Swedish or perhaps
Polish — represents such a

system.
We refuse to keep silent in the
face of the clear facts that this
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Soviet leoder Gorbachev: platform op-
pealsm fo Soviel woarkers, no! Polish
nationalism.

expressed in this platform to unite
their forces in the struggle for our
common cause.

Walny Roboinik, no. 30, June 1985
seseecesRBRB RS

country — which claims that it is
“socialist” or that it is "building
socialism” — is maore
and more dependent politically
and economically on the West,

that is. on monopoly capitalism;
and on the Ere . that is. the
Soviet :

We no to a Poland reduced

to the role of a colony. a source of
raw materials and cheap labour,
to a Poland where the only liberty
would be to eorich oneseli at the
expense of the workers.

We think that the workers today
have to take up a flag under
which they can march united in
the fight to defend workers’ rights,
without divisions because of
ideclogical differences. Neither
the PZPR nor the opposition. in its
present political configuration. in
our opinion can play such a role.
Because of their attachment to
conceptions of a unit of the entlre
society against the regime. the
centra l‘l:l'uch.l.l'l es of ﬁdlmnm
are not playing it either.

In a situation in which the
wrong policy of its leadership has
led Solidarnosc into mﬂﬂ' and
in which the pre of
procapitalist currents in the
opposition outside Soldiarnosc is
becoming more and more clear.
when the exploitation of the
workers is increasing. we decided
to take up the struggle. in the
conviction that victory is ours
sooner or later. and that it will be
won by a workers movement that
rejects both burequcratic and
capitalist exploitation.

Execulive Committee of the
Werkers Opposition Press Alliance,
}l"’g;{jn-y Robotnik, No. 30, June




The tactic of the united front

Winning the majority
of the working class

By HARRY SLOAN

TO WIN the working class

away from its traditional,
reformist leadershi and
organisations, and build a

truly mass., Marxist party

capable of leading the
socialist revolution needs
much more than banner-

waving, propaganda and
proclamations.

A new party musl prove ils
relevance to the working class — in-
volve itseli in the many day-to-day
struggles against exploilative
employers, anti-union laws, police
violence, racist attacks and the many
facets of sexual oppression.

It must establizsh its credentials as
front line fighters, unite those in con-
flict, sharing their struggles but not
their illusions; it must play a con-
scious role of deepening and drawing
the political lessons from these strug-
gles, uncovering the inadequacy and
betrayals of the trade union
bureaucrats, reformist and “Com-
munist Party” politicians, and putting
forward consistent class struggle tac-
tics and demands.

This migh! seem so elementary thal
it hardly merits explanation: but the
small, divided and politically confus-
ed segments that represent the
present-day British Marxist move-
ment bear witness to the fact that
these lesson: have yet to be fully
lsarned or applied to the British
labour movement.

Even as Neil Kinnock — aided and
abetled by elements from both sides
of the splintered British “"Communist
Party” — wages a growing witch-hunt
against the hard left, using the sterile
propagandists of Militan! as a conve-
niefil pretext, an objectlive appraisal
of the size and strength of British
revolutionary Marxism suggest that
there is a long, long way to go before
the social democratic leaders are
really faced with any serious Marxisi
threat.

Time and again in the history of
British Marxism, the urge simply to
raise the red banner, substituting
denunciations and propaganda
against the Labour Party and union
bureaucrats for serious work design-
ed lo win a real base of support in the

Fighting sectarianism

and ultra- leftism

labour movement, has sidetracked
groupings large and small.

Even at ils highest and healthiest
point, the British Communist Party
never allained a scale that really
merited the label "mass party” in the
eyes of the early leaders of the Com-
munist International.

All of the political weaknesses and
problems of the British CP were com-
pounded by the rise of Stalin and the
bureaucratic caste he represented to
the leadership of the Russian Party
and the Comintern,

Yet despite the strengthening in the
post-war period of a hard left in the
British labour movement politically
well to the left of the Stalinised CP,
few of these currents have assimilated
the early warnings of the Comintarn
against sectarianism and abstract
propagandism,

The prolonged decade of deluded
self-proclamation of the WRP as “the
mass revolutionary party” (with at the
very high point in 1973 only 3,000
members and virtually no organised
work within the irade unions or
broader labour movement) has par-
tially broken with the expulsion of
founding leader Gerry Healy. Mean-
while the equally wrong-headed and
sectarian SWP has for years been
urging militanl workers simply fo
leave the Labour Party to Neil Kin-
nock, and direcled their energies
towards grouping irade unionists in
such a way as to divert from any real
political fight against the wunion
bureaucracy. Militan! preaches
“socialism" via a Labour governmeni
passing an “Enabling Act” for na-
tionalisation, while refusing to in-
volve its supporlers in day-to-day
struggles in the unions or most of the

active campaigns in the Labour
Party.

The question is nol simply one of
size. Large numbers can — as the

WRF, SWP and Militant have shown
— be led in just as sectarian a fashion
as a small grouping.

The history of the Comintern shows
that even when in the massive up-
surge following World War I revalu-
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Lenin in Red Square

tionaries stood al the head of new
mass parties formed as a result of
splits in the old reformist parties and
trade unions, the task of winning a
majority of the working class lo
revolutionary aclion was one which
precccupied the leaders of the Com-
munist International.

In today's situation,
revolutionary movement is much
smaller as a component of the
workers' movement az a whole, and
itsell politically split and disorien-
tated — lacking even the unilying
authority provided by the Russian
Revolution and the early Comintern
— the problems of winning suppori
for the Marxist programme are even
more pressing.

Bul even at the high point of the
Comintern the political solutions put
foward by Lenin, Trotsky and others

where the




were no panacea. No simple
blueprints could be offered which
would automatically resclve the
political weaknesses of the new and
raw leadership, thrown forward by
the struggles of the mass movements
of workers followed the end of World
War I and the example of the
Bolshevik-led Russian Revolution of
1917. Omly through a combination of
developing theory and practical ex-
perience could the necessary leader-
ships be steeled and tested.

Immediately after the formation of
the new International in 1919, Lenin
began to recognise the necessity to
wage a political struggle against
ultra-left and sectarian politics which
led away from practical inlerventions
and towards abstract propagandism
— whether this arose from an excess
of revolutionary zeal among raw
worker militants (such as Gallacher
and others around the shop stewards
movement in Britain), or from fun-
damentally flawed political theories
left over from anarchism and
syndicalism.

In advance of the Second Congress
of the Comintern, Lenin produced
the stinging polemic Leff Wing Com-
munism, an Infantile Disorder,
distributed to every delegate. Argu-
ing from the prestige and experience
of the successful Russian Revolution,
Lenin took up the cudgels for the
need to root the Communist Parties in
all the daily struggles of the working
class. He was particularly firm on the
need for a sober appraisal of the
mood and militancy of the working
class, rejecting any superlicial
reliance on narrow layers of the most
active and committed minority.

Left Wing Communism insists upon
the need for Marxists to utilise every
possible avenue to reach the masses
— rejecting ultra left abstentionism
from Parliamentary elections and
from work in reactionary trade
unions, and r:ﬂndemmng those “Left

' Communists” who rejected out of
\ ; hand any kind of compromise or

_ : manceuvre with other political par-
T e R e e e e T T R ——
"A parliamentary socialist organisation or a propaganda sect can remain for decades
within one and the same framework which assures it a iew_parhamentary posts or a cer-
tain outlet for pamphlets But the party of socialist revolution is obliged to learn in ac-

tion how to fuse together the majority of the working class, utilising to this end every
opportunity for mass action that opens up.

The outlived groupings and factions are interested in preserving intact and im-
mutable all the barriers dividing the working class into segments. We, on the other
hand, have a vital stake in pulling down these barriers of conservatism and in teaching

the working class to follow our example. Herein lies the whole meaning of the united

front pchcy a meaning which derives directly from the social revolutionary essence of of
our party.”
(Leon Trotsky: "From the ECCI to the Paris Convention of the French Comunist Par-
ty, 1922", in The First Five Years of the Comm unist International [New _fa.rk ed] Vol 2
pl68).
el eSS S R R e e ————— ——— - ——— ]
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ties. Lanin continually draws the line
between on the one hand obligatory
tectical, organisational manoeuvies
to create the best conditions for
Marxis{ agitation, and on the other
hand impermissable political conces-
sions on matlers of principle or
political programme. The test of
revolutionary leadership was ils ahbili-
ty to djstmqmsh between rheae dif-
ferent types of "compromise™ and to
build a party on that basis.

A further section on the situation in
Brilain argued the case for a new
British Communist Party to seek af-
filiation to the Labour Party and re-
jected sectarian and ulira left tenden-
cies among the founders of the new
CP. Lenin stressed above all the im-
possiblity of educating the masses
thmugh propaganda alone:

m} cannol be won with a
vanguard alone, To throw only the
vanguard into the decisive battle,
before the entire class the broad
masses, have taken up a position
either of direct support for the
vanguard., or at least of sym-
pathetic neutrality towards it and
of precluded support for the enemy.
would be not merely foolish but
criminal. Propaganda and agita-
tion alone are not encugh for an en-
tire class, the brood masses of the
working people. those oppressed
by capital. to take up such a stand.
For that, the mosses musi have
thelr own pelitical experience. (...}

The immediate objective of the
class conscious vanguard of the in-
ternational working closs move-
ment, i.e.. the Communist parties,
?mups and trends. is to be able to
ead the broad mosses (who are
still, for the most part, apathetic.
inart, dorman! and convention-
ridden) to their new position.”

This, argues Lenin: “cannot be
reached without the liquidation of
Left doctrinairism and without a
full elimination of its errors.”

(Chaptar X)

So evenwhile the Second Congress
tightened up the political basiz of the
new International, (adopting Lenin's
rigorous 21 Theses"” on Conditions
of Admission to the Communist Inter
national, designed lo purge the new
Parties of relormist alements) Lenin
and Trotsky were [fighting for a
serious perspeclive towards winning
and mobilising sections of workers
then unorganised dr still under relor-
mist eaderships

By the Third Congress, the Com-
intern acknowledged the new, slower
tempe of revolutionary struggle
following the posl-war upheavals, in
a situation where the capitalist class
continued o exploit each and every
oportunity to inflict defeats and set-
backs on the labour movement.

In this new phase of the struggle,
Lenin and Trotsky continued to urge
the Communist Parties to take the
fight into the mass organisations ol
the working class, in particular the

trade unions:

“The fundamental task of the
Communist Party in the current
crisis is to lead the present defen-
sive struggles of the proletariat. to
extend their scope, to deepen them.
to unify them. and in harmony with
the march of events. to transform
them into decisive political strug-
gles for the ultimate goal.

fass)

"Whether the revolutionary
movement develops in the next
period at a swift or slow tempo. the
Communist party must in either
case remain the a! action. It
stands at the hea gling
mu]un: it Itlin;lr u:nd clearly for-
mulates its fighting slogans, expos-
ing ond sweeping aside all the
equivocal slogans of the Social
Democracy., which are always
based on compromise and concilia-
tionizsm."”

{(Theses, Aesclutions and
Manifestos of the First Four
Congresses of the Communist
International, [Ink Links] pp202-3).

Thie same Third Congress adopted
the lengthy Theses on Toctics which
began to elaborate a detailed series
of demands centred on workers’ con-
trol, each designed fo link up with
and develop defensive trade union
slruggles, giving them specilic
political content:

“The Communist Parties do not
put lorward minimum programmes
which could serve to sirengthen
and improve the totlerin lnundl:k
tions of capitalism. Com-
munists’ main aim is to dntrw the

italist system. Bul in order to
ugiow their aim the Communist
Parties must put forward demands
expressing the immediate needs of
the working class.

The Communists must organize
mass campaigns to fight for these
demands regardless of whether
they are compatible with the con-
tinuation of the capitalist system.

1 The Communist Parties should be

concerned not with the viability
and competitive capacity of
capitalist industry or the stabilit
of the capitalist economy. but wil{
proleterian poverty. which cannot
and must not be endured any
longer.

If the demands put forward by
the Communists correspond to the
immediate needs of the broad pro-
letarian maosses, and i the masses
are convinced that they cannot go
on living unless their demands are
mel. then the struggle around these
issues becomes the starting point of
the struggle for power.

In place of the minimum pro-
gramme of the centrists and refor-
mists, the Communis! International
offers a struggle for the concrele
demands of the proletarial which,
in their totality challenge the
power of the bourgecisle, organize
the proletariat and mark out the
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different sta
its dictato
broad maosses consciously unders-
tand the need for the dictatorship of
the proletariat. they can respond to
each of the indidividual demands.
As more and more people are

of the struggle for
ip. Even before the

drawn into the struggle around
these demands and as the needs of
the masses come into conflict with
the needs of capitalist society. the
working class will come to realize
that if it wants to live, capilalism
will have to die. This realization
will be the main motivation in their
struggle for the dictatorship of the
proletariat. The task of the Com-
munist Parties is to extend. deepen
and unify the struggle around
these concrete demands.”

Within these Theses are el oul
what were later to be taken up by

Trotsky and developed as "iransi-
tional demands” in the foundin 1? pro-
grammatic documents of the Fourth

International in the 1930s. And the
Third Congress also adopted exten-
sive theses on methods and forms of

work among women,
Between the Third and Fourth Con-



"The most glorious page in the history of the French
proletariat — the Paris Commune — was nothing else
but a bloc of all the organizations and shadings within
the French working class, united against the
bourgeoisie. If, despite the establishment of the united
front, the Commune was quickly crushed, then the
explanation for this is above all to be found in the fact
that the united front did not have at its left flank a
genuine revolutionary, disciplined and resolute
organization, capable of quickly gaining leadership in

the fire of events.”

gresses, the Comintern leaders press-
ed home the logic of these earlier
positions and emphasised the impor-
tance for Communist Parties — par-
ticularly the French party and those
faced with a major political split
within the labour movemen! — laking
the initiative in the fight for united
aclion and a united working class
front on basic issues facing the work-
ing class.

Trotsky in particular argued al
length in explaining the basis for the
united front:

“The problem of the united front
— despite the lact that a split is in-
evitable in this epoch between the
various political organisations bas-
ing themselves on the working
class — grows out of the urgent
need to secure for the working class
the possibility of a united front in

the struggle against capitalism.”
(On the United Front, in First Five
Years, Vol 2 p92)

The tactic of the united front is seen
here primarily as a means of advane-
ing the class struggle, of enabling
workers fo make political develop-
ment in the course of their struggles
which would of course benefit the
Communists, for whom the class
struggle at its sharpest was home ter-
ritory, while it is anathema to the
reformist bureaucrats and politicians
— a8 Neil Kinnock so ably confirms
even today.

"The greater is the mass drawn
into the movement, the higher its
self-confidence rises. all the more
self-confident will that mass move-
ment be and all the more resclutely
will it be capable of marching for-
ward, however modest be the
initial slogans of struggle. And this
means that the gmwﬁ: of the mass
aspects of the movement tends to
radicalize it, and creates much
more favorable conditions for the
slogans. methods of struggle. and.
in general, the leading role of the
Communist Party.

The reformists dread the revolu-
tionary potential of the mass move-
ment; their beloved arena is the
parliamentary tribune, the trade
union bureaus. the arbitration
boards. the ministerial ante-
chambers.

On the contrary, we are, apart
from all other considerations, in-
terested in dragging the reformists
from their asylums ([places of
refuge - H.S.] and placing them
alongside ourselves before the eyes
of the struggling masses. With a
correct tactic we stand only to gain
from this. A Communist who doubts
or fears this resembles a swimmer
who has approved the theses on the
best method of swimming but dares
not plunge into the water.”

(On the United Front pp 94-95)

Only as an incidental feature of this
whole approach was the united front
tactic seen as a device simply to "ex-
pose” and denounce the reformist
leaders who refused te engage in
joint action.

Trotsky was at pains to explain that,
even though the united fromt tactic
was ruled out only in those countries
where the Communist Party was of in-
significant size or where it already
dominated the whole labour move-
ment, it was nol by any means simply
a craving to reverse the historic split
which had separated Communists
from social democracy.

Marx and Engels in the early days
of the working class movement had
expecied thalt the revolutionaries
could operate as a distinct tendency
within a single broad workers' party.

“The Communists. therefore, are
on the one hand. practically. the
most advanced and resolute sec-
tion of the working class parties of
every country. that section which



pushes forward all others; on the
other hand. theoretically. they
have over the great mass of the pfo-
letariat the advantage of clearly
understending the line of march.
the conditions, and the ultimate
general results of the proletarian
movement.”

(Communist Manifesto, Section II)

In similar fashion to the sarly Com-
intern leaders, Marx and Engals saw
the leading role of Communists being
established through concrete ex-
periences of the advanced workers in
the course of actual struggle rather
than simply through abstract
propaganda;

"The Communists fight {or the at-
tainment of the immediate aims,
for the enforcement of the momen-
tary interest of the working class;
but in the movement of the present
they also represent and take care of
the future of the movement.”

g:'nmmunjsl Manifesio, Section IV)

ut the scale and impact of the
bureaucratisation of the social
democratic parties, and the extent to
which their leaders became sucked in
io the reformist politimrhameu-
tary democracy surp the worst
expectations of Marx and Engels, The
mass workers' parties of the Second
Internaticnal degenerated from class
struggle origins {o a miserable class
callaborationist nadir with the vote of
a majority of each one of the national
parties to support its "own" im-
perialist ruling class on the eve of
World War L.

Pricr to this Lenin had taken the
lsad in transforming the hard
political theories and class struggle
conceptions of Marxism into a hard
organisational form with the develop-
ment of what became the Bolshevik
party slructure, based on the
discipline of democratic centralism
and the principled opposition {o class
collaboration, At the watershed 1503
Congress of the Russian party of the
Second International, the RSDLP, the
break between the
(literally “‘majority”) and “Men-
sheviks” (minority) took place over
the apparently organisational detail
of party rules and statutes. The Men-
gheviks then, like today's Labour Par-
ty right wing opportunists, made a
principle out of their individual
“rights” to follow whatever they lik-
ed, irrespective of party decisions.
Lenin insisted upon a party thai
would have a rigid discipline in car-
rying oul the policies of the majority
and the decisions of the elected
leadership, while allowing full
freedom of democratic discussion
within its ranks. It was Lenin's party,
based on its fight for prolelarian
discipline, which proved itsalf in Oe-
tober 1917 as the only Marxist leader-
thip capable of laking and holding
state power and overthrowing
capitalism — which the Mensheviks
for the most part displayed
themselves on the other side of the

“Bolsheviks" |

Karl Marx

barricades, seeking to preserve the
capitalist “Provisional Government”.

The political split between refor-
mism and Marxism was therefore no
accident, and the issues involved
centre on the political independence
of the working class. Bul plainly
while the majority of workers, for
whatever reason, remain loyal lo
reformist leaders, there will be no
sccialist revolution. The united fromt
policy derives [rom that central ques-
tion. As Trotsky put it:

“If the Communist Party did not
seek for organizational avenues to
the end that ot every given moment
joint. coordinated action between
the Communist and the non-
Communist (including the Social
Democratic) working masses were
made le. it would have
thereby laid bare its own incapaci-
ty to win over — on the basis of
mass action — the majority of the
working class. It would degenerate

inte @ Communist propaganda
society but never develop into a
party for the con of power.”

(On the United Front, p 93)

In answer to those who ask if the
united front policy extend= only to
the workers, and should exclude the
reformist leaders, Trolsky points oul:
“If we were able simply to unite
the working masses around our
own banner or around our practical
slogans, {?: ski uh-:r reformist
ar izat . whet or
'I:mg::u:ninn. that would flm:gum
be the best thing in the world. But
then the very question of the united
front would not exist in its present

form.
(ibid)
But if the Communist Parties make
appeals for joint action with the refor-
misi parties — and relormist leaders
— does this not imply a “softer” line
towards reformism. Is this a political
compromise? Trotsky's answer was a
firm "no™:
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“It is possible to see in this policy

a rapproachement with the refor-
mists only from the standpoint of a
journalist who believes that he rids
elf of reformism by
ritualistically criticizing it without
ever leaving his editorial office but
who is fearful of clashing with the
reformists before the eyes of the
working masses and giving the lat-
ter an opportunity to ap the
Communist and the an
the equal plane of the mass

struggle.”
(p96)

The only way it would represent a
political compromise would be if the
Communisi Parly in any way re-
nounced iis own independent line or
its right to criticise the other elements
in the united front. This would be im-
permissable: it would in effect aban-
don the gains made in the original
break from the reformist parties.

“We participate in a united front
but do not for a e moment
become dissolved in it. We function
in the united front as an indepen-
dent detachment.” %)

Indeed it is clear from the Com-
intern position on the united fromt
that it is seen as a means through
which the Communist Parties will
grow in membership and influence,
not by any means as an opportunist
“sinking of differences" or peaceful
coexistence with social democracy.

In the event, of course, the political
degeneration of the Soviet leadership
under Stalin’s bureaucratic domina-
tion alter 1924, and the failure of key
Communist Parties — especially the
German party — lo assimilale the
method and content of the united
front tactic, meant that it was never
really tested in the way argued for by
Trotsky.

Though the German Communists
KPD) in 1922 successhully drew

cialist Party mililants to a major
Berlin  conference of faclory
delegates, and attempited to build
from this a network of "Control Com-
mittees” to supervise production,
distribution and prices, a strong sec-
tarian left wing in the KPD continued
to resist the united front tactic. Events
moved faster than the development of
an adequate ledership of the KPD,
producing a major defeat for the
working class in the "failed October”
of 1923.

By 1925 onwards, Stalin's influence
began to make itself falt in the aban-
donment of the political in-
dependence of the British Com-
munist Party to the fake "“left”
bureaucrats of the TUC's Anglo-
Hussian Committee — turning the
united front from a road lo the masses
into a link up with the traitors of the
1926 General Strike.

In China, the abandonment of any
class analysie of the bourgecis na-
tionalist leadership of Chiang Kai
Shek led to the Communist Party be-



ing ordered fo dissolve inio the
bourgeois Kuomintang — and subse-
guently butchered by Chiang. The
proletarian "united front” had been
turned by Stalin into a parody — an
alliance with the hangmen of the
revolution.

The abrupt turn in fgreign policy
following 1927, with the proclamation
that a period of relative capitalist
stability had been succeeded by a
“Third Period” of "class against
class” heralded a further series of
grotesque Stalinist attacks on the
united front tactic. Social democrats
were branded “social fascists”. In
Germany, where unreconstructed
sectarianism was again given its
head, KPD militants  found
themselves thrown inle “uniled
fronts” with fascists against social
democrais! This scandalous period of
political treachery divided the
powerful German workers’' movement
in the face of Hitler's offensive.

The changing requirements of
Stalin’s foreign policy after 1935
brought yeot another absurd
caricature of the united front tactic:
this time the strafegy of the "popular
front” — a supposed alliance bet-
ween the workers and the "anti-
fascist”, “democratic” bourgeoisie,
quite obviously on a programme ac-
ceptable to the capitalisis. The
bankruptey of this new orientation
was confirmed by the crushing defeat
of the Spanish working class in 1939,

The Trotskyist movement was built
on the basis of the political method

I:"rl';:hk y: develop programme in proctical
igefad

developed in the first four Con-
gresses of the Comintern, and in a
bitter struggle against Stalinism. It
embraced from the outset the need
for transitional demands to advance
and deepen the daily struggles of the
working class, the importance of the
fight for workers' control, and the
vital role of the united front.

But with few localised exceptions
the Trotskyist movement since its for-
mal launch in 1938 has not been able
to build parties of sufficient size and
weight in the workers’ movement to
apply the tactic of the united front as

enviseaged in the Comintern

documents. For a mere handful of
Marzxists to make grand propesals for
“joint action” with mass reformist or
Stalinist parties is sean by the workers
as a quixotic gesture: reformist
leaders by no means expose their
bankruptecy by ignoring such
initiatives.

The method however of seeking to
root the Marxist movement in the
trade unions and every one of the dai-
ly struggles of the working class, to
win leadership positions and win
worker recruits by proving our
credentials in the fight, is one which
remains valid for much smaller
organisations. The programme of
transitional demands, and the cons-
tant struggle to maximise the chances
of workers learning pelitical lessons
in actual struggle are equally crucial
to us today. The ability to work co-
operatively yet on an independent
political basis with other tendencies,
and with sections of the left trade
union and Labour leadership is
crucial if the tiny forces of Marxism
are to become mass forces.

Serious work along these lines, in a
gituation shaped by the crigis of social
democracy, the political polarisation
of the trade unions and the desperate
plight of whole sections of the wark-
ing class, can create the kind of
political developments which will
build the basis of a mass party — and
then parhaps British Marxism can try,
over B0 years on, to carry out the
Comintern tactic of the united front.

WRP crisis

Only political fight

Expelled: Gerry Healy

can break hold

of Healyism!

By JOHN LISTER

Far from settling any political
issues, the expulsion last
autumn of former leader G
Healy from the Workers Revolu-
tionary Party., along with his
closest supporters, has opened
up a fierce but politically con-
fused factional warfare within
the WRP involving sections of
the old leadership.
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Internally, there have been further
expulsions, a succession of in
conclusive special conlerences, and
4 flurry of internal discussion
documents. Publicly, there has been
much bitter polemic and ex
changes of insults between the WRP
majority and the expelled Healyite
foroes. A broadside of writs fired by
Vanessa Redgrave as flagship of the
Healy flest has inflicted major
damage on the top-heavy apparatus
of the WRP, sinking the dally News
Line



Healyite guns have alse taken
political targets in their sights: their
bombardment has focussed on a
g?g];c statement by long-standing

theoretician Cliff ughter.
Speaking for the majority he said that
the purged WRP would now open
discussions with cther currents on the
Marxist left as part of a thorough
mﬂ?p?m]d gm polliltics ;rhtch led
to the brutal and a ing Gegensara-
tion of the Wﬂgpﬂlaudarshlp into
bureaucratism and  corruption.
Slaughter conceded that many had
been wrongly expelled from the WRP
in the past, and now had more to con-
tribute to a discussion on the way for-
ward than some who had ﬂuyed? in,

The very notion of discussion with
other left wing currents was sublicien)
to send theﬂﬁauhr group into near
apoplexy, dencuncing Slaughter and
others as “centrists" and liguida-
tionists” for contemplating such a
COurse.

Under this withering fire (from
such withered sectarians) sections of
the WHRP majority appear to have
quailed and retreated somewhat from
the bold stance in favour of open
discussion outlined by Slaughter in
the first public meetings on the split.

In any case a serious, probing and
open discussion Slaughter and
aﬁencf the old WHP leadership with
considerable problems — since few if
any can hope to emerge unsullied by
association or complicity with Healy's
violent meth of tin-
bureaucratic dictatorship, and his
grotesgue caricature of Marxist
politics over the years.

In this context it is to the credit of
those WRP leaders who have stuck to
thie line that they have been prepared
to submit themselves and their ac-
tions to a critical investigation —
however inadequate may be their
own political break from the tradi-
tional positions of Healyism.

But they have been challeriged by
an opposition promoted and en-

couraged by Dave Morth, leader of |

the WHP's American sister party, the
Workers League. North, donning the
barely convincing quise of a long-
standing opponent of Healy, has used
remnants of the WRP's "Interna-
tional”, the International Committes,
a lever againgt the Slaughter wing of
the movement. The is currently
“suspended” by the International
Committee, at North's urﬁ.llnq.
Elements linked with this opposi-
tion have called for the expulsion of
Slaughter, General Secretary Mike
Banda and others who were im-
plicated in Healy's corruption. I
taken to its logical conclusion, such a
move could drive out sufficient
members to smash the whole struc-
ture of the WRP. For North and his
co-thinkers — who hold the sectarian
notion that only lorces within the IC
are the basis of a Marxist leadership
— any question of numbers or even
the survival of the Party itself is
secondary to the organisational

purge of those they define as "guilty”
parties. They refer repeatedly and
apolitically to the need for the WRP
leadership to "recognise the authori-
ty of the International Committes”,
and stress their defence of what the

regard as a “continuity” of the I

tradition.
Yet the "authority” of the IC is itsell
an obvious fiction. The whole 1C sup-

ported every twist and turn of Healy's
politics for year after year — adop-
ting the same prostrate stance of
hero-worship for Healy which left the

British P leaders palitically
bankrupt. who worked that
closely with H for 86 long can
come out of this cle with clean
hands,

While any menibers of the oid
leadership who are now proven to
have in personal corrup-
tion, or carried out acts of violence or
acts of conscious betrayal should be
subject to disciplinary action, this
must not be allowed to obscure the
political task of cleansing the
movement.

Goddafi

There certainly i# a “continuity”
between those who today call for an
apolitical purge and the historical
stance of the 1C. The profound
weakness from itz very inception in
1953 as one side of the split in the
Fourth Internatiorial was that IC
leaders believed an organisational
eplit from false political positions was
the best way to resclve problems and
"fight revisionism”.

e 1953 split centred on real and
major differences within the Interna-
tional over the assessment of the role
of Stalinism and the political
response of Trotskyists to the new
post-war situation in. Europe. The
leadership of the Fl, headed by
Michael Pablo, presented a fancitul
picture of the international class
struggle and made crass political
adaptations to Stalinism in the hopes
of linking up with the leftward-
moving lorces which they expecied to
emerge within the rank and file and
even inside the bureaucratic leader-
ships of the mass European Com-
muniet Parties.

The IC forces, on the other hand,
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led by the American Socialist
Workers Party, eventually took a
belated stand on "orthodox Trot-
skyism” — but failed to offer an ade-
quate political reponse to Pable in
terms of amme and Ve,
Indesd the whele oppesition ta Fable
only took shape two years after wir-
tually the w International — SWP
leaders and Healy included — had
endorsed misleading “Pabloite”
resolutions on Stalinism at the Third
Warld 3

Events of 1953 in France, East Ger-
many and the USSR brought the
political differences over Stalinsim to
a head — while Pablo atternpted to
establish secret lactions to promote
his line in both Britain and the USA.
Stung by this menipulation, the SWE
lsaders it back with the "Open Lat.
ter” of November 1953, which herald-
ed the first and most decisive split in
the International.

Yet the split tock ﬁ'laee on the very
eve of the Fourth World Congress:
instead of waging any fight against
revisioniem within that Congress in
front of the world movement, the
Open Letter signatories — soon o
become the IC — staged a sudden,
guret'f organigational break from

ablo which left his hold unchalleng-
ed in many sections.

Did the 1953 split kill off revision-
sim? Did the organisational break
raise the political level of the IC
forces? The answer to both guestions
is clearly "no”. The Pablo wing, later
to become today’s United Secretariat
of the Fourth International,
strengthened its political grip on the

other sactions, in the nce of any
orthodox challenge, while the
isolated IC forces stagnated

politically.

‘E_% 1963 the IC's major section, the
SWP, itsell reunified with Pablo and
the Pabloites. Then in the 1970 after
years of sectarian abstenlionism on
international issues, Healy himsslf
lurched into an adaptation to a
lengthening list of anti-communist
bourgeois nationalist leaderships and
regimes in the Middle East, a line far
worse than any of the {tions put
forward by Pablo himself!

While Pablo had based his oppor-
tunist adaptations to the Stalinisi
mavement upon the false, empirical
impression of an impending Third
World War, Healys o nist
politics rested on his wildlly exag-
gerated and subjective notions of im-
minent economic collapse and im-
pending dictatorship {and his ins
timidation of all voices of dissent).
While Pablo (at first supported by
Healy) had dressed up Tito's Stalinist
leadership in Yugcslavia as “centrist”
or even “revolutionary”, Healy in the
1970s abandoned the Trotskyist
criticism of the Vietnamese Stalinist
leadership — to the extent of endors-
ing their murder of the Vietnamese
Trotakyists!

Far from killing off Pabloite
politice, the 1953 split and subse
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Healy [foregroun

quent splits of the IC actually fostered
its development: like developing
resistance to a disease, a certain In-
evitable exposure to revisionism
helps to develop the necessary
political antibodies to fight against it
in a healthy movement.

Healy's sectarian politics on the
contrary were those of the isolation
ward, seeking to develop Marxism by
cutting off contact with every form of
political disagreement. This ap-
proach is as foolhardy as trying to
light for the Trotskyist programme in
Britain while making no contact with
the social democratic labour move-
ment — or trying to learn swimming
without going into the water. As Trot-
sky warned in 1935:;

“The sectarian ... generally does
not want to go swimming at all, in
order not to wet his principles. He
sits on the shores and reads lec-
tures on morality to the flood of the
class struggle. But sometimes a

desperate sectarian leaps
headlo into the water. seizes
hold of centrist and helps him

drown. So was it: so will it be.”
(Sectarianism, Centrism and the
Fourth International)

The call now for an organisational
purge, devoid of
development on the key lssues, can
de nothing but prepare further confu-
gion and splits.

A "Marxism" which depends for its
survival on splitting from or kicking
out every dissidenl tendency, and
isclation trom the actual struggle to
develop in a living movement is a
skin-deep sectarian Marxizm of little
value to the working class. Yet this
does not prevent its advocates from
vigorously defending their isolation
by putting on the most absurd
“theoretical” airs and graces. As
Trotsky points out in the same article:

"The sectarian sees an enemy in
everyone who atempts to explain to
bim that an active participation in
the labour movement demands a
constan! study of objective condi-
tions, and not haughty bulldozing
from the sectarion rostrum. For

any political -
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Mike Banda

analysis of reality the sectarian
substitutes intrigue, gossip and

hysteria.”
4 ({ibid)

In locking at the actual political
continuity of the International Com-
mittes and the WRP it is impossible to
mizs the "haughty bulldezing”, cen-
tred on the movement’s cbsessive and
completely misquided analysis of the
economic crisig of imperialism. Time
after time Healy has cried "wolf”,
sounding the alarm for an imminent
collapse of the economy. Nobody
now need waste time refuting these
various discredited predictions —
but nobedy should forget that they
recurred again and again, and were
used as a periodic pretext for further
self sacrilice and even more her-
culean efforts by the WRP/AC
membership. A serious reappraisal of
the Healyite esconomic analysis is
desperately needed to reorientate the
movemendt.

Alongside this prolonged, un
broken flailure to grasp the actual
development of the economic crisis
came Healy's cynlcal perversion of
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the Marxist philosophical method.
While Trotsky arqued for dialectical
materialism as a tool for analysis, pro-
viding a guide lo action in the class
struggle, Healy divorced the trapp-
ings of "Marxist" philosophy from
any contact with reality. -As this
emperor of "theory” strutted arcund
in his new clothes, woven from a warp
of the idealist philosopher Hegel and
a welt of pure mumbo jumbo, for
years not ane of his servile courtiers
on the WRP Central Committee or the
IC dared point out his embarrassing
nakedness.

This “theoretical” charlatanry was
nothing but Healy's cynical pretext
for the intimidation of any opponent
or critic and an orientation of rabid
seclarianism towards the existing
mass labour movement, His
philosophical rantings were not the
essence but the superficial form, the
teing on the cake of his politics of op-
portunism and sectarianism,

Trapped in this same distorted
framework of political thinking, many
of those now arguing for a pelitical
break from Healyiem keep cbsessive-
ly raking through the “philosophical”
ashes, _ .

Some even argue that to expel Haa-
ly on charges of rape and corruption
requires a phiimpf:cal justification:
as if the need to drive bestial and cor-
rupt bureaucrats from leading posi-
tions is something we can fight for un
conditionally elsewhere in the labour
movement, but only conditional on
finding a “thecretical” pretext for it
within a "Trotzkyist" organisation!

The fight for a materialist dialsc-
tical method within the WRP can only
come through an all-round struggle
to abandon the policies of sectarian
isolation and root the erganisation in
the real struggles of the working
class. The very core of Healyism and
its survival as a political force has
also rested upon the longstanding
total lack of internal democracy, both
within the WRP itselt and within the
IC, where Healy removed naticnal
leaderships at will. After previcusly
purging numercus individuals and

small groups in the SLL/WRP,
Healy’'s anti-Bolshevik ban en
tendencies and factions became

thecrised as an established position
in 1974, with the bureaucratic expul-
sion of the minority opposition
around Alan Thornett. Two hundred
members — supporters or suspected
supporiers of Thornetl's documents
{which argued for a correction of the
WRP's sectarian line and a return to
the method of Trotsky’'s Transitional
Programme) — were bureaucratical-
ly expelled on the eve of the WHP
coriference, That expulsion, like
every other abuse of pelitical op-
ponents of the Healy line, became a
part of the tradition and political
culture of the WRP — and part of the
training of ite new recruits. The same
pertod brought expulsions of leader-
thips in Greece and the USA. One ol
Morth's  predecessors Workers




League founder Tim Wohliorth, was
hounded out at this time as a result of
Healy's intervention.

Yet democracy within a party —
the accountability of the leadership to
its mentbers and the defence of the
right of members to question and
criticise the conduct of their leader-
ship is the only safequard against the
amergence of a bureaucracy or an
entrenched leading cligue. It i the
only hope for the movement to ex-
clude the possibility of corruption.

Cmnly by opening up serious and
democratic objective debate on the
political line and crientation of the
organigation and the experiences of
fighting lor that line, can the move-
ment guard against the impres-
sionism that can arise -from a small
isolated leadership, a one-sided pro-
gramme, and revisionist adaptation
ta ]ﬂﬂd pc}iﬂml Inrm.d ;

the necesary developments
in the Trotskyist programme, to meet
the particular needs and demands of
the movement from sections of the op-
pressed moving increasingly into
struggle — women, leshians, gaya
and black people — and to answer
the post-war developments in the
struggle against Staliniem and na-
Honalist leaderships, requires a cons-
tant possibility of free discussion and
criticism  within the Trotskyist
arganisalion.
nly on the basis of this kind of
democracy can the centralised
diecipline of the organisation be bas-
od on political development rather
than blind cbedience enforced by
threats and (gnorant faith.

The organisational demand for a
eimple purge of Slaughter and the old
guard is not linked to any such argu-
ment lor democratic centralism. Nor
does {0 address the crying need lo
develop the Trotskyist programme in
the light of today's class struggle.

North for example attacks Een Liv-
ingstone for taking up the “idealist"
question of women's [lberation: in do-

ing so he joins Healy in turning his 1

back on the politics of the Comintern,
Lenin and Trofsky. As i Healy's
monstrous  behaviour did not
underline the appalling backward-
ness of the WHP on this issue!

Revulsion aqlgi:nst Healy's crimes is
not encugh. The WHP has vet fo
catch u{: with even sections of the
Labour left in recognising the special
oppression of women o5 women
within capitalist society and the
necessity for Marxists to relate to
every aspect of thelr struggle against
that oppression.

Even on the issues where we might

analysis of these governments. nor a
programmatic alternative.

North correctly challenges Healy's
line of political capitulation to Yasser
Arafat and the governments of Libya,
Syria, Iraq and Iran: but he puts for-
ward no programmatic alternative.
He even evades the question of the
F_ohtimi character ol the Castro
eadership in Cuba, which again ay-
poses the long-stan theorstical
woeaknesses of the WRF/C tradition.

North lor example attacks Ken Liv-
ingstone for up the “idealist”"
question of women's liberation: in do-
ing 8o he joins Healy in turning his
back on the politics ol the Comintern,
Lenin and Trotsky. As il Healy's
monstrous  behaviour did net
underline the appalling backward-
ness of the WRP on this issue! North
correctly challenges Healy's line of
political capitulation to Yasser Arafat
and the governments of Libya, Syria,
Irag and Iran; but he puts forward no
programmatic alternative. He even
evades the question of the political
character of the Castro leadership in
Cuba, which again exposes the long-
standing theoretical weaknessez of
the WRP/IC tradition.

While criticising the Healy line of
politically adapting to lell social
democracy in the form of Ken Liv-
ingstone and Ted Knight, the ad-
vocates of a further organisational
ﬁin do nol guestion the traditional

ealy concept, hardened since tha
mid 1960z of seeking to bulld a “mass
revolutionary party” by individual
recruitment, lsolaled from and in
counterposition to the British Labour
Party. Soms even attack the WRP's
recent abandonment of the daily
newspaper, long after the base of
support for the sale and sustenance of
this paper had evaporated! The same
WE make little criticism of the

RP's sectarian abstention from
serious work in the trade unions, or
itz lack of any programme of transi-
tional demands to prepare a class
conscious cadre of militants in ad-
vance of 8 passible re-elected Labour

vernment, A real political break
rom Healyism demands a root and
branch rai!ﬂnlr. on all these questions,
and wholesale change ol direction.

Dave North himself has also set
very definite limits ber which he
insisis the debate on Healy's politics
must not go. One of the things he
stridently defends from the "IC tradi-
tion” is the massive slander campaiagn
which Healy waged in the late 1970
against the veleran leaders of the
American Soclalist Workers Party
under the ludicrous title "Security

and the Fourth International”. Long-
standing Marxists Joseph Hansen and
George Novack — and by implica-
tion a whole additional layer of SWP

past and present — were
publicly accused of being FBI or
GPU agents. Yet the real substance of
s r Bl e i S
when in the stages ara-
tion in the WRP/IC prior to Healy's
expulsion, North himself was accused
by Healy of being a CIA agent!

North's molives in now opposing
any repudiation of this scandalous
saga of slander and squandered
resources are obscure: no doubt the
Workers' League's shaky credibility
amoeng its US supporters would be
torpedoed by an embarrassing climb-
down. But North's refusal to abandon
this squalid aspect of Healy's politics
leaves him tHed to a delence of the
methods which produced it.

Socialist Viewpoint has carried ar-
ticles arguing that the WRP must in
effect begin afresh and reconstruct ite
whole political and organisational
foundation if it is to break from
Healyism and move in a Trotskyist
direction. But the key elsmant is this
must be a palifical reappraisal, a pro-
grammatic responsge to the bankrupt-
cy of the past, and a determined
move to embrace the democratic
traditions of Bolshevism in place of
the Healy model, which replicaies the
maonolithism of Stalin's day.

it is only by difching the compla-
ceni Morth schema of the Interna-
tional Committes as some kind of
“thin red line" ol Marxism, and turn-
ing to a serious analysis of the claes
struggle in Britain and international-
ly that WRP members can begin io
break the bounds of sectarianism and
"philosophical” cant with which Hea-
ly has hobbled their development.
development.

The turn must be not to the one-
sided and often utlerly barren
documents of the IC but back to the
real Marxist tradition of the
Baolsheviks, the first four Congresses
of the Communist International, the
Trotskyist opposition and the Fourth
International.

Healyism must be recognised as &
grutasqua; tragi-comic expression of

ablotern 32 years alter the IC claim-
ed to have "broken with Pable and
Pabloism for ever.”

And in moving to construct a
healthy tradition from the wreckage
the must repudiate bureaucratic

ulsions and splits such as that of
1874, and open up a serious political
discussion with those forces on the
Marxist left who were arganisational-
ly silenced by Healy.

expec! a more developed critlcism of g mm s " —"———— - ——— - - -
the old politics under Healy, there is | 1
a great deal of ground to be made up.
While HNorth correctly challenges 1
Healy's line of capitulation to the
bourgeois politice of Yassir Araiat I

Copies of The Battle for Trotskyism and other literature 1
on tﬁ;ﬁl’ mas';cﬂu{lnh%ra (£3 including post and

: packing) from ialist Viewpoint's Bookstall, BCM Box
e BTy on and | 3956, London WCIN 9XX.
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