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About Socialist Viewpoint

MAY DAY 1986 will find the world an even more obviously
dangerous place, with a Reagan in the White House with his
finger on the trigger of destruction in the Nevada nuclear
tests, in Nicaragua, in Libya, and sponsoring reactionary in-
surgents in Africa and in Asia.

MAY DAY 1986 will find the international workers’
movement under pressure, suffering a painful succession of
betrayals and defeats as a result of their reformist and
Stalinist leaderships.

In extending our solidarity with the struggles of warkers
and the oppressed on a world scale, Socialist Viewpoint
presents a more ‘‘international” issue, taking an extended
look at the situation of the Sandinista revolution in
Nicaragua, the 10-year war of the Polisario guerrillas in the
Sahara; the struggle for Irish self-determination; the post-
glection line up in Frence; and of course a rasponse fo
Reagan’s terror-bombing of Tripoli and Benghaazi.

British coverage looks in more detail at the battle for jobs
and union rights in the print industry, focussed on Wapping,
and @&t the acute crisis of leadership which confronts the
sacked and militant printworkers.

There is discussion of the various moves to censor nude
photographs and pornography. opening what we hope will
be a developing debate on the issue.

A follow-up to our series of articles on the crisis in the
Workers Revolutionary Party deals with the method of
assessing the history of the Trotskyist movement.

Socialist Viewpaint is a magazine committed to the fight
for & principled, class struggle programme &t every level of
the workers' movement in Britain and internationally. We
sae 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 interests of the working class, and for demands
and action which express those interests, in every srena of
the class struggle.

With all too litte clarity on offer from the varous
dogmatic left groupings in Britain, we believe that it s
possible and necessary to combina debate with policy and
programme.

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

Take a few copies to sell in your workplace, trade union,
Labour Party or campaign work. Send us your news and in-
formation, articles, cartoons, photos, and letters. Ensure
your local activities are publicised on our pages. Check with
ywrmmwmuummtunmm.
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Editorial

The Terrorist in the
White House

OF course it was terrorism — and on a grand,
global scale. It began with the coolly calculated
provocation when the US Sixth Fleet steamed in-
to the Libyan Gulf of Sirte. It culminated in the
brutal bombing of Tripoli and Benghazi,
slaughtering men, women and children.

The initial exchange of fire at the end of March
set the scene for the events which were planned
to follow.

In the kind of sick, slick, cynical provocation
which the US media loves to retail to its most
jingoistic audience, Ronald Reagan’s confronta-
tion with Libya in the Gulf of Sirte killed three
birds with one stone:

# |t helped stampede through a Senate vote for
a massive $100m aid package to the murderous
“contra’’ guerillas attacking Nicaragua, after an
initial defeat for the proposal in the House of
Representatives;

@It inflicted a bullying blow against Libya's
Gaddafi in the eyes of the waorld;

® And by asserting the US Navy's “right’’ to in-
vade the coastal waters of a country 3,000 miles
away and with a population less than 1% of that
of the USA, Reagan struck a new blow for old-
fashioned imperialism and its ‘‘gunboat
diplomacy'".

It could have been worse. The move came
after setbacks in joint planning with Egypt's
President Mubarak for a possible joint US-
Egyptian invasion of Libya to topple Gaddafi.

Various options included US bombing runs to
back up an Egyptian land assault across the
border. Mubarak — no friend of Gaddafi — ap-
pears to have been reluctant to act as such an
open stooge of imperialism and run into a storm
of Arab hostility.

The pretext on whch the American Navy pro-
voked the shooting was transparently ridiculous.
A massive fleet, including no less than three air-
craft carriers, deliberately sailed into Libyan
waters, defying Libyan forces to act.

Various comparisons have been made which
show what an outrage this intrusion was. It is
similar to the Soviet fleet sailing into the Gulf of
Mexico; or the Chinese into Cardigan Bay. While
Thatcher claims a 200-mile exclusion zone
around the Malvinas fortress on behalf of British
imperialism, she supports Reagan’'s refusal to
recognise more than a 12-mile limit around the
coast of Libya.

MNor is this the first such provocation by the US
Mavy. The last 6 years of Ronald Rambo's

Presidency have seen no less than 35 deliberate

Reogan — pushing through aid for “contras”.

incursions into disputed coastal waters around
the world. This was the first to meet armed
resistance.

When Libya's Soviet-supplied missile batteries
eventually fired on the intruding US task force,
the predictable rain of fire was unleashed — and
then followed up by further airborne attacks.
Gaddafi was left with up to 100 dead, holding a
bloody nose and making unconvincing claims of
“victory'’. Reagan's cowboys rode off into the
sunset, looking for other targets — or an excuse
to return.

As a military exploit from vastly superior odds,
the Libyan episode is even less glamorous than
the squalid invasion of Grenada in 1984,

The incident had to be provoked in this way
because for Reagan to be seen to take the offen-
sive would reguire him to answer first to Con-
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Leader of the Pock: Thaicher

some bloodletting to hit the headlines in order to
raise the temperature for forcing through his aid
package to the Contras.

For Reagan the hyper-terrorist, with his finger
on the button of Armageddon, and daily funnell-
ing arms and cash to.pathological murderers
(such as Pol Pot on the borders of Kampuchea;
the Contras in Nicaragua; ClA-sponsored guer-
rillas in Afghanistan; and the mercenary UNITA
terrorists in Angola) to accuse Gaddafi of ""ter-
rorism'’ is sheer hypocrisy.

The difference is that while Gaddafi supports
the struggles of the dispossessed Palestinian
people, Reagan backs the brutal Zionist state
which robbed them of their land. And while
Egypt, Jordan and other reactionary Arab
regimes obediently look to deals with US im-
perialism, Gaddafi is an outspoken ally of the
Soviet Union.

Gaddafi is also a substantial focus of anti-
imperialist resistance in both the Middle East and
in Africa. He has intervened in Chad, formed
links with the Sudanese regime and charted a
foreign policy course which consistently brings
him into conflict with the US warmongers.

MNow Reagan has decided to take the gamble of
possibly wrecking years of careful US military
and diplomatic strategy in the Middle East by
frontally attacking Gaddafi.

He has felt confident that the European
bourgeoisie — whatever its various whimpers
and grumbles — would eventually fall into line
behind the US offensive.

Thatcher of course led the pack, volunteering
political support and instantly agreeing to the use
of US bases in Britain for the launching of the

murderous bombing raids. The right wing French
government on the other hand initially took an
obstructive line.

But as the dust settles the bodies are buried
and the blood congeals, the EEC ministers have
swung obediently behind the fait accompli, with
the ever-helpful Neil Kinnock in Britain even argu-
ing that Thatcher should go much further by im-
posing economic sanctions and expelling Libyan
students from Britain.

The storm of protest in Britain against the US
attack has given a new sense of urgency to the
peace movement and delivererd a timely
reminder of the central role of NATO as an anti-
communist, anti-working class alliance. The de-
mand for the scrapping of US bases in Britain and
withdrawal from NATO must be brought to the
fore once again at this year's Labour Party Con-
ference and in every possible forum in the labour
movemeant.

It is no accident that along with Thatcher and
the Canadian government, the mainstay of
Reagan's support came from the Zionist regime
in Israel: they see the crushing of Gaddafi as
another blow against the liberation struggle of
the dispossessed Palestinian people. Support for
the Palestinian cause and opposition to Zionism
must be incorporated in the campaigns and
demonstrations in defence of Libya against the
imperialist offensive.

Socialists, as defenders of the right of nations
to self-determination and opponents of im-
perialism will unconditionally defend Libya
against US aggression and provocations. But
that does not mean we must politically endorse
Gaddafi or his positions on other issues.

Having risen to power in a military coup in
1969, Gaddafi has used the country's oil wealth
and a blend of populism and intimidation to
preserve his own base among the 2 million
population. Despite his links with Moscow he
viciously represses all Marxist organisations —
and indeed any independent organisations of the
working class in Libya. The guerrillaist groupings
which Gaddafi is alleged to sponsor around the
world, and the style of politics he advocates in-
ternationally, do nothing to advance the
organisation or mass struggle of the working
class or the Palestinian masses.

One thing is clear, however: no puppet regime
installed in Tripoli under the guns of the Sixth
Fleet or before the bayonets of the Egyptian ar-
my will offer any kind of socialist or revolutionary
programme for the Libyan people. Finding a
political answer to Gaddafi is a problem which
the Libyans, together with the international
workers' movement, must take the lead in
solving.

Meanwhile as Reagan shelters the deposed
Marcos and protects the ousted Baby Doc
Duvalier; flies "'emergency aid’’ to the Contras
and backs up the Pinochet dictatorship in Chile,
few class conscious workers will be taken in by
this latest display of '‘combatting terrorism”’,
and the peace movement will take on a new
lease of life.
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STEP UP THE FIGHT
FOR UNION RIGHTS!

FROM the crossroads a few
weeks ago. print union
leaders have driven the
Wapping fight into a cul-de-
sac.

The lile and death battle for
union rights in the newspaper
industry is perilously close to
an ignominious sell-out as we
go to press. The NEC of SOGAT
did not vote on a proposal by
leading officials to lift the
blacking of News International
titles and thus purge the union’s
contempt in the High Court.

But in rejecting this abject
surender, the SOGAT NEC, meeting
on April 21, adopted no new pro-
posals to step up the light, whose cen-
tral tactic — the consumer “boycott”

campaign — has proved an almost
total fiasco.

Their swaggering claims of Mur-
doch's allegedly decimated print rmun
and circulation figures have been ex-
posed as self-deception by Aundit
Bureau figures which show Mur-
doch's four titles al, near, or even
above their December 1985 levels,
and by SOGAT's admission that its
membership in provincial distribu-
tion and wholesale centres have ig-
nored union instructions and con-
tinue handling the scab papers.

Even while striking, sacked print-
workers began their mighty march on
Wapping from Glasgow and the
North East coast, finding the extent of
potential labour movement support
untapped by the passive "boycott”
campaign, SOGAT officials, who
had done nothing to build the hight,
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were more concerned with the se-
questration of their cars and threats
to their pay packets — and looking
for a way out of the fight.

And while the left in the National
Union of Journalists fought a (suc-
cessful) conference battle
culminating in an April 18 decision to
demand their NEC step up the fight
and take disciplinary action against
500 NU]J scabs at Wapping, SOGAT
officials concentrated on preparing
the ground for a retreat.

Having rejected an escalation of
the fight to Fleel Street, and refused
to pursue the fight at the TUC for the
expulsion of the scab-herding EET-
PU, SOGAT and NGA leaders hae
turned instead (along with the
AUEW) to desperate attempts to rope
the EETPU into a joint approach to
Rupert Murdoch. They have propos-
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Wapping

ed a joint “sclution” al Wapping
which would include acceptance of:

*Binding arbitration;

*A single national bargaining unit
covering both Glasgow and London,
and all four production unicns
(SOGAT, NGA, AUEW, EETPU!).

Apparently the SOGAT leaders
hoped that if Murdoch rejected these
new union proposals, they would
then be able to bring out the EETPU
at Wapping to join the fight!

Murdoch of course was much more
confident of his EETPU scabs. His
response was to offer SOGAT and
NGA an increased buy-off, throwing
in another £15m in cash on top of the
offer of the disused Grays Inn Road
printworks. He confidently expects
that SOGAT and NGA leaders will
grasp for “conpensation” payments
long before any stirrings of trade
unionism ruffle the surface of Wapp-
ing's EETPU.

All of the symptoms so far suggest
that Murdoch has read the situation
correctly. SOGAT leaders have bot-
tled out of the all-out fight they need-
ed if they were to win.

® Despite strong words against the
High Courl sequestration of union
funds, SOGAT officials have done
nothing to tighten up the blacking of
News International ai provincial
distributors and wholesalers, or to
discipline its members scabbing on
the instruction which provoked the
court action.

®Even while union assets have
been seized, SOGAT membersz in
Fleet Street and throughout the prin-
ting industry have been deliberately
left to work normally — as if they can
protect themselves by ignoring the
fight at Wapping!

® By focussing everything on the
moralistic “boycott” campaign of
“"Don't Buy the Sun", SOGAT and the
NGA won a degree of public sym-
pathy at the expense of suppressing
class action. Audited figures now
show that sales of News International
titles have now recovered after an in-
itial decline: for all but the most con-
scious sections of workers the dispute
now appears lo be a.l] but over.

#The same ''soitly soltly"
avoidance of class struggle methods
— adopted as a conscious alternative
to the struggle by Arthur Scargill to
drive forward the miners' strike — led
to a failure to build official mass
picketing of Wapping or of distribu-
tion depots across the country. The
unofficial movement eventually buill
weekly pickels — but this kind of sup-
port cannot be sustained in the
absence of a clear lead at national
level, and the numbers involved have
now sharply declined.

® Now as we go to press SOGAT's
national officials are still arguing that
the union should formally raise the
white flag of surrender by lifting the
instruction to boycott distribution of
News International titles, and thus
purge its contempt in the High Court.
One factor being used by Brenda
Dean to force through such a deci-
sion is the lack of funds to organise
the union's Biemnial Delegate Con-
ference or to pay out unemployment
and other benefits to members
“unless the contempt is purged”. She
and others argue that the dispute is
already lost, and that the key instruc-
tion for boycott action should be
withdrawn because it has not been
implemented. Rank and file militants
report that a national gathering of
SOGAT representatives the previous
week showed 70% support for purg-
ing the contempt, though the pro-
posal was voted down by an Ex-
ecutive meeting on April 21.

Any decision to lift the boycot-
ting of News International titles
which hos remained in force in
London would deliver a death-blow
to a struggle which has never real-
ly been allowed to get off the
ground by SOGAT and NGA of-
ficials. At each point they have
firmly rejected the escalation of the
fight into Fleet Street and other sec-
tors of the printing industry even
while the press bosses move in with
a clear strategy of picking off print
workers section by section in a
decimation of jobs. conditions and
union rights.

During the Wapping fight itself we
have seen major concessions by the
print unions and the NUJ at the Daily
Express, the Daily Telegraph, the
Financial Times and the Scottish Dai-
ly Record. Nexi in line with an
ultimatum is The Guardlian, deman-
ding a 20% cut in workforce and new
legally-binding contracts. Employers
in the provincial papers — in Man-
chester and elsewhere — are not far
behind in the rush to exploit the print
unions’ Wapping retreat.

Murdoch himself, impatient to
complete the job at Wapping,
dizspose of the dispute and screw
down the coffin lid on union rights,
has attempted to pressure the four
NUJ scab chapels at Wapping inlo
signing new legaly-binding con-
tracis. So far they have refused to do
80.

It is not excluded that Murdoch
might even re-employ or reinstate a
few of the sacked printers, now that
his pericd of potential legal liability
to make redundancy payments has all
but expired. Allowing the establish-
ment if a toothless SOGAT chapel in
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Wapping might even be a possible
sop for a settlement in the hopes of
restoring the full print run on Wapp-
ing’s ageing presses, and returning
News International titles to normal
rail distribution.

This kind of "union recognition”
would be little more than a fig-leaf for
a betrayal by the SOGAT leadership.
The dispuie began most centrally
over the issues of jobs and wunion
rights: none of the formulae on offer
would give more than a hantul of jobs
or anything approaching genuine
trade union rights in Fort Wappinag.

Talk of handing over the disused
Grays Inn Road printworks has suc-
cessfully focussed print union atten-
tions on compensation rather than
jobs.

Compensation has also proved a
major talking point among the NUI
sirikers at Wapping, who insist upon
calling themselve not strikers but
“refuseniks”. One reason for this is
that many of them have made it clear
that they have no intention of return-
ing to work for Murdoch: many have
already found other jobs. Few have
been reqular attenders on the pickets
line: indeed the “refuseniks” proved




Frintworkers lobby the TUC for support

to be the most dependable supporters
of the NU] right wing in attempting to
block a conference call for
disciplinary action against the 500
scabs who for over 12 weeks have
been flouting official union
instructions.

The fight for this disciplinary ac-
tion is absolutely vital if the Wapping
dispute is not to be allowed to crack
up the organisation of the NUJ in
other sectors beyond national
newspapers. To allow such publie,
flarant flouting of union policies
would create enormous damage in

provincial newspapers, book and
magazine houses where small NUJ
chapels fight for survival.

Now that SOGAT's Executive has
pulled back from the brink and for
the moment held firm against calls for
surrender, the key issue remains one
of stepping up the fight to a level that
can win. That means:

® SOGAT must take action against
its 150 scabs still working for Mur-
doch, pinpoint and picket the local
distribution centres handling News
International titles, take action
against SOGAT members defying in-

Wapping

structions to boycott Murdoch's titles,
and gear up its Fleet St Chapels for
supporting action — perhaps begin-
ing with a mass sloppage to picket
Wapping, and building towards all-
out action.

®The NGA, too, must prepare its
Fleet St Chapels to do battle in
solidarity with the sacked Murdoch
workforce and in defence of their
own union rights.

®The goal must be an all-out strike
on Fleel Street, bringing the
newspaper distribution networks to a
halt, and redoubling the pickets on
wholesalers and scab transport firms

carrying Murdoch and Shah
publications.
®TGWU leaders must take

disciplinary action for the expul-
sion of the TNT drivers who are
flouting the official instruction not
to cross picket lines — and mobilise
TGWU official pickets to the
depots.

® The EETPU must be expelled from
the TUC for its scab-herding role in
recruiting Murdoch’'s Wapping
mobsters, who have not only put
printworkers out of a job, bul also
threaten the jobs of Fleet St electri-
cians. The expulsion of the EETPU
must be linked to a campaign to
"poach” sections of their members to
other appropriate unions.

® Labour Parties and noo-print
unions can assist in mobilising
pickets for Wapping and for local
distribution centres, building support
groups and raising money to sustain
the dispute — offering facilities for
the sequestered SOGAT, organising
meetings and speaking tours of local
labour movement bodies and
workplaces.

Kinnock must be forced to reverse
his current disastrous stance of op-
posing the repeal of all Tory anti-
union laws: this year’s Labour Party
conference must see resolutions
spelling out a clear line of restoring
the trade union rights and immunities
crushed under the Thatcher/Tebbit

machine,

SOGAT leaders

push for

surrender

Brenda Dean.
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Wapping == '
Would YOU buy a second

hand printworks trom th\
man?

-‘!'~
IN the mid 1970s a cranky
American lefi ﬂt:luping called
the Spartacist
developed a hi:urrt policy for
responding to factory closures:
the workers should seize the
plant — and then sell it off in
order to share out the
proceeds!

Nobody took much notice at the
time: apart from it being
lmpmtlb.di hlm mmum ol
immediately rec as simply
a “sophisticted” way of accepting
closure, and a more “radical”
means of allocating redundancy
g;nr . But now it seems that Rupert

doch may have caught on to
the same idea, and decided to use
it as a lever to break the print
dispute.

By offering to hand over the
Grays Inn Road printworks and
offices to the unions for the
production of a labour movement

has argued that the

paper, or to sell off and divide the

spoils, he has focussed on the
weakness of those print union

leaders and rank and filers who

1/ deal must not be done at the

expense of the printers.
But the print union leaders did

' not dismiss Murdoch’s offer out of

have seen the Wapping dispute as hand. As our second Print Strike

one over compensation rather than L 5 forecast on the eve of

reinstatement. tied np i.n a buﬂd.lnq whjt:h the urdoch'’s offer, the signs have
The use of the now surplus plant printworkers did not ask for, and in | been for some time that SOGAT

and NGA officials are locking to do
a deal for “compensation”, and that
Murdoch wants to end the dispute
— with his gains intact.

The retusal to fight massive job
cuts at the Daily E?rpmu and
escalate the confrontation with the
Fleet Street bosses; and the

as a cash-free “lump sum” buy off
to end the picketing. blacking and
boycott action against his four
News International titles is more
than just a cheap option for
Murdoch (the plant and pment
is valued at a maximum of £50m if
a buyer could be found: yet

whch only a portion of them ever
warked.

Assuming Murodch's challenge
were taken up, and a labour
movement paper were to begin
publishing from Grays Inn Rd.
there is no good reason why the
main financial contribution to this

estimate of the red should come from 6,000 sacked co. of resistance at the Dail
nts to which he would be ers — only a small on | Recordin G (where SOGAT
le in sacking the 6,000 printers of whom could expect jobs on the and NU] lorces had joined ina

au as high as £100m). new paper. welcome united stand against

Were the print unions o accept Murdoch’s trans nt p. Labourite axeman Robert Maxwell)
o S e ety || S inen e pesima 18 iesienie e ois

t issue at - in pr Wre an
ahloatiat 't . Dios On]:ulhlprlntunlmhilo have little stomach for a fight.

unionisation and the right ofprinr proposal
LL.u.iun: to w“ Iﬂrrr duhcf far had litile pﬂiﬁ SUCCeSs. :ll:uTb?lr
their own erships and act to spokespersons e poured
defend their members in Murdoch’s on Murdoch lil-'lﬂdln and touching
Wapping plant. concern for the needs of the labour
It would also mean acceptance of | movement: even TUC General
the loss of thousands of Willis. struggling to
printworkers’ jobs, while the make himsell heard above shouts
“compensation” payment would be | of "scab” on the April &

Murdoch’s Grays Inn Road ™
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For their members on Fleet Street
and throughout the provincial
press, however, it is a question of
"do or die”. If the fight is not
stepped up. the queue for jobs
outside the oificesof a
bins/Kinnock daily could swell to
tens of thousands.




In the shadow of Fort

Wapping

THE dark shadow of Fort Wapp-
ing and n?:l gtu;‘ralhnd
employers’ offensive over
tl:uup of the g{#s An-
nual Delegate Meeting in
Sheffield.

The result was a largely low-key
conference, passing almost on the
nod a whole serfes of proposals — not
least the call for a ballot to establish a
political fund — which in previous
years would have been hotly
disputed.

More controversial, however, and
only narrowly deleated, was a call for
the regular election of all NUJ of-
ficials, following a year in which bath
General Secretary Harry Conroy and
deputy General Secretary Jake Ec-
clestone had been elected. The in-
creased support for this principle
suggests that any amount of serious
campaigning for it by the newly-
emerdging NUJ] Broad Left could tip
the balance next year and strike and
important blow for accountability.

Amid the events at Wapping, and
with visits to the conference from a
markedly conciliatory NGA General
Secretary Tony Dubbins, and a clear-
ly demoralised SOGAT President
Danny Sergeant, there was much talk
of possible inter-union agreements
and even amalgamation.

The Conference voted in favour of
secking to extend the present united
front with the NGA over new
technology in the provincial
newspaper sector to include SOGAT,
and urged the NEC to recpen the
talks over amalgamation with the
NG A which broke down several years
ago. But there was no disguising the
scepticism of many delgates on this
issue, recognising tht all these
developments will be shaped above
all by the outcome of the Wapping
battle and the links between the NGA
and SOGAT.

The debate over Wapping itself
took shape with the NEC significantly
putting down no resolutions of its
own, and seeking simply to delets
various demands from a composite
resolution moved by a Brighton
delegate and seconded by Oxlord

Key proposals which the NEC ma
jority wished to delete were:

® For the NEC to call the four scab
Wapping chapels out on strike;

@ For strike action on Fleet Strest;

® Condemning the NEC's refusal to
insitute disciplinary action against

By a Special
Correspondent

the 500 Wapping scabs who have
defied the Union instruction to work
normally at their previous place of
work;

®“"Demanding” that the MNEC
change its decision, and lay com-
plaints against the scabs.

In a debate which appeared to sw-
ing In favour of one side and the
another, the right wing lost no
chance to underline the implicit
dangers of a breakaway scab union
emerging from any mass expulsions
at News International, while the laft
insisted upon the need to uphold the
union’s rulebook if provincial bran-
ches and chapels were not fto
disintegrate, The eventual close vote
for action was followed by an NEC
mesting that evening which voted to
take no action until after the Con-
ference had disbanded

Mext day, after the left had forced
an adjournment of Conlerence,
demanding the NEC give a statement

By BILL PETERS

THE swing to the right in the
trade union movement since the
end of the miners’ strike has
been dramatic and obvious.

The TUC has abandoned its "op-
position” to the anti-union laws and
refused to discipline the yellow EET-
PU tor its union busting role at Wapp-
ing. The AUEW has accepted
Government money for ballots, and
previously "left” unions like NUPE
hve played a leading role in the
which-hunt against Militant.

What may not have been so ob-

vious, however, is the shift to the
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of its iIntentions, a unanimous
declaration agreed that complaints
would be laid under the Union's Rule
18. Subsequently the incoming NEC
has decided not to begin this process
until May 14 — a week after the final
deadline set by Murdoch for a settle-
ment, and two weeks after the possi-
ble April 30 "strike ballot” by the four
scab chapels.

Though many of the Conference
decisions appear to indicate a shift
leftwards in the Union, and the in-
coming NEC seems unchanged in
overall political complexion, the tone
of all but the Wapping debate sug-
gested a sulky right wing largely
passive in the face of resolutions it
believed would not be implemented,
or could not (as on the political fund)
plausibly oppose.

There is no doubt that the fight to
uphold many of the policies and prin-
ciples adopted al Sheffield will be a
long and hard one in the NUJ, and
the develpment of the embryonic
Broad Leit into a serious grouping
with a real base in the workplaces
could prove the key to success.

TGWU to back

wage controls?

Todd's lurch to
the righty

P

e

Todd — from “left” to right.



right in Britain's biggest union, the
TGEWU.

The fact is that since the victory of
the “left” candidate, Ron Todd, in the
election for General Secretary last
year, the union has moved further to
the right than any time since the latter
years of the Jack Jones era, sending
out echoes of the Arthur Deakin
re%ms which ended in the late 1950s.

ere was an organised right wing
cAmpaign around the elections for
the union’s National Executive last
December, which resulted in a swing
to the right. Walt Greendale, the lefi-
wing national chair of the union, was
defeated for his own place on the Ex-
ecutive and was replaced by the
right-wing nominee Brian Nicholson.

Ron Todd has added his weight to
the rightward move, with a lengthy
article in the Daily Mirror supporting
the witch-hunt against Milifani — in
flat contradiction to the policy
adopted at last year's TGWU Biennial
Delegate Conference. He condemn-
ed the seven Labour NEC members
who walked out and stopped the
disciplinary hearing against Milifant.

It is no accident therefore that
Todd and the National Executive
have refused to discipline their scab

members who are crossing print
union picket lines and distributing
Murdoch newspapers. At its last
meeting the Executive instructed the
drivers not to go into Wapping, but at
the same time made it clear that there
would be no disciplinary action even
if they did.

Two weeks ago Todd announced
that the union had made an important
breakthrough and had managed to
recrult the Queen Mother.

This week Todd has joined with
other right wing union leaders to hint
at some kind of incomes policy in the
event of a future Labour Govern-
ment. "I you want o see Labour in
power there has to be a form of
discipline exercised by us.”

There could not be 2 more fun-
damental shift of the TGWU line than
on incomes policy. The TGWU has
had a consistent policy of iree collec-
tive bargaining since Jack Jones was
defeated on it at the 1979 Biennial
Conference on the lsle of Man. At the
1981, 1983 and 1985 Conferences,
free collective bargaining went
through on the nod in resolutions
moved by the National Executive.
That the one-time "left” Ron Todd
now challenges the long held and

c:jor new threat to
solidarity with

8 lic policy of the union serves to
ow the scale of the shift to the right
which is taking place.

It is not just a matter, however, of
an Individual like Ron Todd collaps-
ing to the right under the pressure of
the job he has been elected to. His
shift to the right is certainly
remarkable; but it is linked into the
political situation which has existed
in the labour movement since the
deleat of the miners’ sirike last year.

Since then a growing section of
union leaders have concluded that
industrial struggle will not win
against the Thatcherites and that the
only hope for the lrade unions is in
the election of a Labour Government
at the approaching election.

At the same time the much-
strengthened right win% in the
Labour Party under Neil Kinnock is
spelling out that the only way to win
the election is for the Labour Party to
ghift to the right and the trade unions

to ::i;r mﬂdﬂrﬂptz}iﬂf;:i
is un these iti res
that the “left" speeches of iﬁ: Todd

election campaign have given way to
the present situation within a few
short months.

victimised miners.

THE MNational Justice for
Hlmh'l:ﬂ Cmpuigr
grown rapidly since it was
established at the end of last
year. It was established follow-

In giving the Campaign official
support the NUM proposed a new
structure which involved establishing
an NUM nominee (Billy Etherington,
secretary of the Durham mechanics)
as the chair, retaining the ex!,au:g
secretary (Ed Fredenburgh) a
establishing a broad-based Stee'ﬁng
Committee. This would comprise 1

By BILL PETERS

nominees from the NUM areas, 10
from the Campaign Group of Labour

MPs, 10 from Women ainst Pit
Closures, 10 f{rom the Support
Groups, 2 from the Co-ordinating

Committee of Support Groups and 10
“gthers”, These would be general
laboir movement nominations.

It was a good democratic structure
reflecting all the main groupings in-
volved in the continuing campaign
on behalf of 500 miners who remain
victimised. The campaign based itself
on the redrafted “Justice for
Mineworkers Bill" g;auantud in
Parliament by Tony Benn and the
Campaign Group of MPs in
February. Although the redraft calls
for a “judicial review of the cases of
the imprisoned miners” rather than a

pardon, it is a very important rallying
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int for the movement and a marker
or a future Labour Government,
since it calls for reinstatement of
those miners sacked.

The Justice Campaign received a
major boost with the highly suc-

cessful March, Rally and rt Hall
Concert on March 2. All these
positive developments, however,

threaten to come to a shuddering halt
it developments which emerged at
the last meating of the Campaign on
April 18 in Nottingham are
continued.

The meeting was again well attend-
ed with well over 200 people present.
For the first time there were officials
from some of the NUM areas. Terry
Thomas was there from South Wales
and a large delegation from the Scot-
tish NUM hea by prominent Euro-
Communist Party members Eric
Clark and George Bolton.

As soon as the meeting opened it
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wae clear that the informal cpen
discussion of previous meetings had
gone. Billy Etherington welcomed
everyone to the meeting with his first
santence, and told them that this
would be the last cpen meeting the
Campaign would hold with the se-
cond. In future, he said, only the
Steering Committee would meet —
which would elect a smaller sub-
commitiee to run the Campaign.

Another contenlious issue arcse
when it was realised that a new posi-
tion of convenor of the campaign had
been created since the last meeting
and the address ol the existing
secretary removed from the letter-
head. Attempts o leave things as they
were until democratically changed
were defeated,

Alan Meale, secretary of the Cam-
paign Group of MPs, than challeng-
ed the model resclutions to the
Labour Party and TUC conferences
adopted at the previous meeting
claiming that they had not been en-
dorsed by the NUM. The secretary
reported that they had in fact met
Peter Heathfield and they had been
cleared by him. Alan Meale insisted
that this wasz not enough, that they
had not been agreed by the NUM Na-
tional Executive, and that they should
be referred back. This was accepted
by the Chair.

An attempt was made by one
delgate to mova that a letter be sent to
Neil Kinnock urging him to stand by
statements that he had made In
Scotland to the effect that victimised
miners would be reinstated by a
future Labour Government. This was
bitterly challenged by Eric Clark and
George Bolton who said that it was
about lime we slopped putting
demands on Neil Kinnock and started
to build some unity with him. The
mover withdrew the resolution.

On the controversial issue of

NUM

Ao p
YOQRKS HIfS §

THE ONLY WAY TOH) Ly,
THIS STRVGGLE 15 BY. \{ e

Regional National Justice for
Mineworkers Campaigns the lid was
put on just as tightly. They would not
be autonomous, butl controlled
directly by the area offices of the
NUM. %n reply to a guestion asking
how a campaign be got off the ground
in Yorkshire, Billy Etherington said:
‘h'Hmlq Sammy Thompson and ask
im".

No decision were taken on future
campaigns. These would be decided
al a meeting of the stearing commit-
tee in the near future we were told.
Suggestions made would be taken in-
to account. There were proposals for
Regional Heroes Concerts. A concert
in the Wembly Conference centre in
early autumn and a national
demonstration in Nottingham in the
summer,

At the end of the meeting Billy
Etherington relented to some extent
on future meetings, saying that the
steering commitiee will decide if
future open meetings will take place.
It the tenor of that meeting is to be a
guide, however, it looks as if the cam-
paign s going to be stifled and
demobilised just at a time when its
potential was being realised.

Affiliated bodies should try to en-
sure that this negative development is
revarsed.The Campaign is very im-
porant and well placed to make a ma-
jor contribution to the campagin for
the victimised miners. Proposals for
future activities, particularly the
demonstration in Nottingham, should
be given active support.

Co-ordinating Committee
The co-ordinating committee of
Miners' Support Groups is callng a
conference in Sheffield on May 31.
The linal details are to be announced
shortly.

The purpose of the conference will

be to boost the work of the support
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Groups and map out activity for the
rest of this year. Speakers are being
invited from the NUM, WAPC. A
representative of the victimised
miners from each area wil be invited
to give a report on the latest situation.

NUM

Inside the pits the NCB is continuing
ta pile on the pressure They are try-
ing to force a wage settlement on the
NUM by announcing this week that if
the claim is not settled by April 30,
miners will lose their entillement to
back pay lo November 1.

At the same time production
targets haave been increased by one
third nationally with a shrinking
labour force. There have been
disputes over these levels of speed up
in some of the areas, particularly
Yorkshire, but many of the lodges
and branches now see making the pit
profitable as a way of avoiding
closure.The NCB is getting what it
wanted in the first place — a competi-
tion for productivity between the pits.

Kinsley Drift inYorkshire, which is
less than 10 years old — |s still on the
closure list after losing in the national
review procedure. It now goes to
"“independent review".

Thurcroft, in Yorkshire, has struck
for a week refusing to work with a
scab from the strike. The scab has
now been moved to Nottingham.

There is militancy amonst the rank
and file miners despite the defeat
they have had and the succes of the
NCB since the strike. The problem
remains one of shaping that will-
ingness to continue the fight into a
co-ordinated rank and file movement
in the NUM which can develop iton a
national level, It Is that rank and file
struggle which represents the spirit of
the 1984/5 sirike, not Regional full
time officials, many of whom had a
very poor record in it.



Ireland after

‘Hillsborough

WHATEVER inter-governmental
conferences of British and Irish
ministers might agree. politics
in the six counties are still
fought out on the streets. Within
months the Hillsborough
Agreement has foundered
against this reality.

liz objective of stabilising partition
by projecting the Dublin government
and the SDLP as custodians of the
Mationalist interest and obfaining
increased Free State collaboration in
security in order to deieat the
Republican Movement, has been
thwarted by Loyalist intransigence,
the inherent sectarianism of the six
county state and the continuing
military effectiveness of the IRA.

Loyalist Referendum

The by-elections of January 23 held
few surprises. Fifteen Unionist
candidates standing on a platform of
“Ulster saye No" to the agreement
polled 428,230 votes between them, a
“wictory” which was tarnished by the
loss of Newry/Armagh to the SDLP.

Here Sinn Fein's vote fell by 3,319
and in the other 3 seats contested by
7.62%. 2.6% and 2.2% on a reduced
poll as some Republican voters
stayed at home. Others transferred
votes to the SDLP either for tactical
reasons or in the belief that the
Agreement should be given a
chance.

In this respect SF's claim that the
agreement did indeed contain some
concessions wrung from the British
by the success of the Republican
Movement may have backiired on
them. Also the proposed electoral
pact with the SDLP (intended to
expose tha latter’s greater desire to
defeat SF and uphold the Agreement
rather than join united opposition o
the Unionists) confused Nationalist
voters.

A call for abstention against what
was, after all, merely a Unionist tactic
to legitimise their resistance to the
agreement would have expressed
Republican electoral support in a
more uneguivocal, albe#! negative,
way. Nevertheless, although the SF
vote was down 18,231 and the SDLP
picked up 11,371 votez (not all of
them Republican) this hardly
represents a massive endorsement of
gither the Agreement or the SDLP by
the Nationalist population.

By DAVID MOSS

Withdrawing Consent

Any illusion the constitutional
Loyalists may have held that the
election results would sway the
British government was dispelled by
Paisley and Molyneux's fruitless
meeting with Thatcher on February
25. The next phase of resistance
intended to "withdraw the consent of
the people of Northern Ireland from
the governmeni” strengthened the
hand of the militant Loyalists.

The March 3 strike showed that i
was not “the politiclans” who were in
control, as pickets of the Ulster Clubs
and UDA brought the province to a
virtual standstill, attacking
Mationalist workers and throwing up
road blocks.

At Lurgan, 250 women textile
workers were stoned and their factory
eventually set on fire. Another
factory was beseiged at Moira and a
bus burnt while the nationalist areas
of Portadown were virtually cut off by

A trip to

By DAVE MILES

TWO things made me leel as
though I was in a loreign country
as | arrived in Dublin on the
morning of Saturday April 5.

One was the presence of large
numbers of palm trees in the
prosperous neighbourhoods
alongside the road from the port
to the city. The other was to go to
the General Post Office for stamps
and find a monument to an
attempted insurrection against
British imperialism.

Three supporters of Socialist
Viewpoint had joined a group
golng over for demonstration
marking the 70th Anniversary of
the 1916 Easter Rising. It was the
Post Office building en O'Connell
Street which was seized as the
headquarters of the Rising, and
where this year's demonstration
ended with a rally.

Between five and ten thousand
people came on the march,
organised by Irish Republicans.
Firand drum bands and colour
parties made up of young mln
were a strong part of the .
and came from all over Ireland.
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Dublin

Although the Easter Rising was
one of the landmarks in the
history of Irish nationalism and
the eventual founding of an Irish
state, this was no official state
occasion. The event was
organised by Sinn Fein and the

great majority of the banners
belonged to their branches.
Meanwhile the “republican”

parties which alternate in
governmen! were presumably
skulking at home. hoping that the
commemoration would pass off as
quietly as possible.

5 es at the rally reflected
the divergent attitudes within
Sinn Fein. with some
contributions proudly reiterating
the history of armed struggle both
against the British and the Irish
state. and others raising the issues
of exploitation, oppression and
poverty which the party has
increasingly organised around in
recent years.

The trip also gave us a chance
to talk to members of Sinn Fein
and organisations of the Irish far
left in informal circumstances
both about the struggle in Ireland
and our own experiences.




roadblocks.

Across the province, nationalists
were stopped by tractor and
muckspreader barricades across the
roads and workplaces and businesses
forced to close by mobs. Meanwhile
the RUC did not show the same
enthusiasm for “allowing those to
work who wanted to work” as their
British counterparts did in the
miners’ strike.

RUC olficars
intimidation occured at Loyalist
roadblocks and even where
confrontations could not be avoided,
as in Derry where a Nationalist
mobilisation forced the RUC to
reroute a Loyalist march, the RUC
response exhibited the same kid-
glove approach against Loyalists as
they used last year at Portadown.

The Sectarian Statelet

The strike re-emphasised that the
Agreement has done nothing to alter
the sectarian bias of the RUC and the
“alienation of the MNationalisi
population” which results from daily
harassment, raids and beatings as in
the case of Edward McFadden in
Derry or Martin Sweeny in Armagh.

Ner, despite the complaints of the
SDLP and Dublin, has anything been
done to curb the UDR. They have
continued with their shoot-to-kill
policy against unarmed nationalists
who are not even involved in the
Republican movement. Two men
were wounded near Cooksiown on
January 27 when their car was fired
on. The UDR men concerned were
merely relieved of patrol duties.

The British army alsc claimed a
victim in similar circumstances when
Francis Bradley was shot dead at

stood by as

Toomebridge on February 18. An
intimidatory mass RUC presence at
his funeral, despite the fact the [RA
disclaimed him as a member, served
as a reminder that even in death,
Nationalists are treated as enemies of
the state. At the funeral of IRA
volunteer Tony Gough, killed in
action in Derry on February 22, not
only were the security forces preseni
but some sported white ribbons
showing their satisfaction at the
killing, although at the parents’
request no Republican ceremony was
to be held.

However the total inability of
Dublin to in any way protect the
minority trapped within the sectarian
slatelet, is most brutally
demonstrated by the revival of
sectarian killings. This year three
victims have fallen to loyalist
paramilitaries in Nationalist enclaves
in North Belfast while a failed attempt
was made In Short Strand. An
Agreement which cannol guarantee
the physical safety of the Nationalists
rings hollow when it talks of
safequarding human rights and
cultural identity.

Armed Struggle

While the British government comes
under pressure from supporters of the
Agreement to make it appear to work
and from Loyaliste to scrap it
altogether, the IRA has continued to
demonstrate, almost daily, that there
has been no improvement in the
“security” situation. The state forces
have sustained casualties at the
average of three a week since the
beqinningunf the year.

RUC, UDR and British soldiers
have come under regular attacks
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from automatic fire, mines, bombs
and mortars. Operations include a 20
minute gun battle with an undercover
SAS unit at Minogue, the shooting of
a soldier by a sniper in the Divis
Flais, a car bomb attack on a
RUC/Army checkpoint at Clady, and
a daring attack on an Army base in
Derry in which IRA Volunteer Tony
Gough was shot. In County
Fermanagh a UDHR man was killed b
a mine on February 3 and an AU
detective shot dead in a bar on
February 11.

The success of IRA attacks has
shaken RUC morale and led to a
clash between RUC Chief Iohn
Hermon and the head of the Police
Federation Alan Wright who made
public the condition of the RUC and
called for an end of the policy of
"Ulsterisation”, whereby the RUC is
meant to take over the security role of
the British Army. In fact already this
year a further 1,000 troops have been
stationed in the 6 counties —
ostensibly to guard RUC barracks.

Clashes with Loyalists over the re
routing of marches at Easter and in
Tuly will enly further undermine RUC
morale. The question ls how far the
British are prepared to use the Army
in this role.

In the past the Army has clashed
with Loyalists in riots and gun battles
but, more significantly, during the
Ulster Workers Cuuncli{ﬂ rike against
power sharing in 1974 it did not in-
tervene, It would be very dangerous
politically for the government to at-
tempt to use troops against large
scale Unionist resistance, only serv-
ing to further alienate and unite the
Unionists.

Irish Neutrality

Even confronted with these problems
the British government has offered
little in return for Dublin's co-
operation. It was soon made clear
that the Free State government would
have no say in the security or judicial
system in the six counties. Even
limited reforms like the ending of
exclusion orders under the
Prevention of Terrorism Act or the
policy of strip searching of former
Armagh women prisoners transferred
to Maghaberry gaol have been ruled
oul.

The release of Evelyn Glenholmes
showed that Dublin is also unable to
deliver the goods, even after signing
the European Convention on
Terrorism. A future government not
committed to the agreemeni may
prove unwilling as we?l. as unable.

In order to avert this, a down
payment has been made on Irish
neutrality in the form of a p
US aid package. Pressure had
already been placed on Dublin to
stop trading with Libya even belore
the Gulf of Sirte provocation. The
growing economic crisis in the Free
State will throw its government
deeper into the grip of Angle
American imperialism.



The Hillsborough Agreement is
only partly about resclving the
situation in the ocoupied six counties.
It is more concerned with drawing the
26 counties into NATO, ensuring that
Ireland's opposition to Britain in the
Falklands/Malvinas war is not
repeated in some graver crisis in the
future,

As the British government used the
Pro-Treaty, Free State forces to
defeat radical Republicanism in
1922-23, it seeks again to police the
26 counties via Dublin in order to
defeat not only the HRepublican
Movement but also resistance from
the Irish working class.

An Accord for Discord

Far from tﬁmﬁding a basis for
stability in the 6 counties the Anglo-
Irish Agreement has, in the space of

four months, sharpened all the open
and latent conflicts within Irish
politics.

None of its objectives have been
achieved in the short time. Indeed
rather than allowing Dublin even a
voice in the running of the six
counties it has re-emphasised the
unreformability and utter
sectarianism of the statelet,

The Loyalists refuse to acept the
slightest cosmetic revision of the
Treaty of 1921, while the British
government cannot be seen to coerce
them, after successive
pronouncements that the will of the
majority is paramount and through
fear of alienating the sectarian forces
of the UDR and RUC.

Dublin and its vehicle in the six
counties — the SDLP — are denied
their role as the custodians of the

Mationalist interests which the
agreement was supposed fo give
them; and Dublin cannot deliver their
side of the bargain — the military and
political defeat of SF and the IRA.

The continuing struggle of the
Republican Movement and the
growing economic crisis, which will
hmrma‘:nqlﬁmlhrud the Irish working
class inlo arena, will inevitably
drive the Hillsborough Agreement
further onto the rocks.

¥ |

Nicaraguan economy flags as
contras get increased aid

Cruel cost of
Reagan’'s war

WHEN voted in the US
House mrmntmlm last

month against sending $100m of
milit aid to ‘s com-
tras, the Democratic Party
leaders made it clear that the
President would get his "yes”
vote — but only after a decent
interval to show that peaceful
diplomacy would not get the
Nicaraguan government to
share power with contra
murderers nominated by

Impatient at this delay, Reagan em-
barked on a frenzy of warmongering.
In only a few days he had:

#® launched warplanes against
Libya;

®announced a Nicaraguan army
“invasion” of Honduras and the
dispatch of $20m worth of military
equipment to areas bordering
Nicaragua;

®and got his “yes” vote in the
Senate.

A second article by BILL
MACKEITH following his.
visit to Nicaragua as part
of a labour movement
delegation.

No one in Honduras seemed ready
to confirm the CLA-reported inva-
sion, but Democrat leader Tip O'Naill
accepted the lie with alacrity and
declared Nicaragua's President
Danial Ortega to be a “bung
Marxist-Leninst communist”.
course Hepublican and Democrat
leaders alike fear a “red tide" rising
from Nicaragua to lap around New
Mexico and Texas.

Neither the Nicaraguan govemn-
ment nor its leaders are Marxisi-
Leninist (nor for that matter is
Nicaragua the “workers’ state”
discerned by some Trotskyists), but
the overthrow of Samoza in 1979 and
the determination of the Nicaraugans
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to defend their national in-
dependence are ind historic
blows against US imperialism.

As an inspiration to all oppressed

pecples they prove a real threat to
continual US domination of the coun-
tries of Central America and the
Caribbean.
The costs of fighting the war
against the contros are high, and in-
creasing. These costs are heaped on
top of the exploitation faced by the
mass of people in all underdeveloped
countries, as a result of the collapse
of food and commodity export prices
in the past 10 years.

Among the major achievements in
Nicaragua between 1979 and 1984-5
were those in the fields of health and
education, symbolised by the cam-
paign that increased literacy from
44% to B8%, the dramatic reduction
in malaxria cases, and eradication of
polio. All these gains — and others
(for example in higher education and
roal health service provision) are
currently being whittled away direct-




ly or indirectly by the war. The pre-
sent "‘survival economy' of
Hicaragua allows for no state funding
for new health or education building
in the more heavily-populated
“rearguard” pacific coast regions.

Nearly half the government budget
(and a quarter of the couniry’s known
production) goes towards military
defence, which mobilises 1 in 5 men
over 16 years old. To the military
casualties, attacks on civilian targets
— teachers, medics, peasanis as well
as schools, health facilities, bridges,
etc., must be added 250,000 war
refugees.

The diversion of resources to
military expenditure, the US
economic blockade and blocking by
the US, UK and others of credits from
international agencies, the confro
disTuption of agricultural production
and shortage of foreign currency to
finance imports — all contribute to
high inflation (figures range from
30% to 200% for 1984-5 inclusive),
and shortages and a 20% decline
(1982-84) in basic consumption
{{ocd,clothing) per head.

The @ figures are from the
government's claim against the US
governmen! presented to the Werld
Court at the Hague. They should be
set beside, for example, the view of
the secretary of the Sandinisia Trade
Unicn Federation (CST) in Ledn, that
with this January's 40-90% national
wage increases, wage rates are main-
taining their wvalue. Organised
workers also benefil from distribution
of basic goods through their trade
union branches.

Nicoroguan Presiden! Orfega,

With the authority of having led the
overthrow of the Somoza dictatorship
in 1979, the FSLN (Sandinista Na-
tional Liberation Front) and the
government it forms clearly still com-
mand considerable su , comn-
solidated in the 65% votes cast
which it received in the 1984
slactions.

The governmenti prioritises military
defence and maintenance of preduc-
tion in the face of severe difficulties.
While recruiiment into the
army, reserve batallions and militias
is constantly pushed, on the produc-
tion front the Government has a
policy of incentives (bonuses, house-
building matenais, study oppor-
tunities) for the most uctive
groups or individual workers in an
enterprise. There is also pmpﬂgmda
around production achievements (for
example press photos of the "outstan-
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ding coffee harvester of the week at

La lla state farm"), and in favour

of good time-keeping, and care of
ipment, etc.

e various trade un.mn federa-
tions that mpﬁuﬂ licies
range from overwhelmingly
dominant CST in the towns, and the
farmworkers (ATC), to small affiliates
of the Socialist, Communist and
Maoist

The SST and separate unions such
as the health workers explicitly
recognise the FSLN in their constitu-
tion as the unguestioned political
leaderships of the Nicaraguan
revolution.

Similar in size to the small “left"
federations are the Nicaraguan ai-
filiates of the anti-communist World
Confederation of Labour and the
TUC's fellow anti-communust ICFTU
affiliate, the CUS.

The majority of unions, despite the
constitutional “incorporation” into
the FSLN, exercise some real in-
fluence over Government policy at
present, notably over the national
pay scales and price controls which
are negotiated al the Trade Union
Co-ordinating Council from which
only the Social Democratic Party-
linked CUS and the CTN abstain.

Price conirol is one of a number of
functions carried out by the town,
neig and village San-
dinista Defence Committees (CDS).
The government's current “iron
hand” campaign against profiteering
encourages the CDS to inspect
prices and report unauthorised :-ll‘:ﬁ
prices to government officials.




demonstration organis-
in Ledn in January
several shops being clos-
their stocks being

who, under the Family Laws, is
i financial support from the
father of her children.

The majority of elected represen-
tatives in most Defence Commitiees
are women. Women are active in
their trade unions and in the FSLN-
sponsored women's organisation

. Women have won equality
in law, access lo free contraception
(though only for mothers, in one
health centre [ visited, and sometimes
in short supply), and much improved
access to health and education provi-
gsion. Since 1979 the propertion of
women among those in pai -
ment has doubled in cities and
trebled in the country, to 42 and 48%

re?acumly.
ut the pressure on social prowvi-

sion caused by the war, the ending of
women's active duty in the regular ar-
my (women were active in the armed
overthrow of Somoza), and the failure
of the FSLN to accept the right to sale
abortion are pointers to many battles
to come.

“Non-alignment, Mixed
economy, Political
Pluralism™

The FSLN's “non-alignment” policy
involves support for the “contadora
ce process’ now by eight
atin American countries bul
excluding all Nicaragua's
neighbours. This diplomacy,
advocating the “end of foreign
intervention in Central America”
{meaning Cuban and Soviet arms for
the Nicaraguans, as well as US
intervention) is at best idealistic and
without further successes in national
liberation in Central America can
only lead to the disarming of
Nicaragua, since the US government
ig clearly not interested.
Realistically low though their
expectations are, the FSLN attach
great importance lo support, political
and material, from capitalist
European states and non-
governmental support from all
organisations in west Europe.
“mixed economy”, second of
three often-quoted policies of the
FSLN government, is very much a
reality. Over 60% of the land is
privately owned and includes a fair
proportion of large properties. Co-
ops and state farms each account for
just under 20% of the land.

Industry, which is little developed,
has a much higher percentage of
private ownership, with foreign
capital apart from US companies
apparently satisfied to bide their
time, given the lack of any threat to
nationalise. Largest of the British-
owned firms, British American
Tobacco which employs 700 in a
factory on the edge of the capital
Managua, will be sending profits to
Britain this year for the first time
since 1979.

In ite claim against the USA al the
Werld Court, the FSLN say that their
land reform policies are wvery
conservative; more so them those of
Allende's Chile or even Duarte’s El
Salvador today! Nearly all lands in
gtate ownership were riated
afiur fhe extwhile lndlordy —
Somoza and his allies — left the
couniry for good in 1979.
Government policy is to support
“patriotic” capitalists who make full
use of land or industrial capacity.
The Agrarian Laws, which
for expropriation of land that is left
derelict or underused, were
amended last January to the
President powers to ma any
purchass necessary to land
needed by people disp by the
war.

In practice the deficiencies in
political pluralism stem from
abstention the Social i
and two other parties of the right
wing "Coordinadora”, and the
Independent Liberal Party ;

A more serious consideration is the
gtate of smergency reimposed last
October. This bans official strikes
permits media censorship m:i

requires advance permission belore
meelings or demonstrations take
place in public places.

A CUS representative failed o
ﬂnﬁhu: these “r\?ltﬂctlonaﬁﬂ lﬂﬂf‘lﬁ
i alleg on
FSI‘.N. CST ATC members
walcomed the measures as a tool to
fight the contras. The journalists’
union UPN cbjects in* principle o
censorship, but sald it was restricted
to and “sensitive” economic

Liberals (PLI) claim-

mlm were “'rigged”

because of the FSLN conirol of the
media (so did the CUS).
The recent mealy-mouthed Amnes-

ty International report, timed to coin-
cide with Reagan's play for contra
aid, failed to uncover more than I
heard of in Nicaragua, and conceded
that Nicaragua's human rights record
was among the best in the Americas.
the Americas.

It is the Catholic Church hierarchy
that provides the most important
]:nlitjcul opposition (from right or
eft) to the Sandinistas al present.
Archbishop Obando of !
returning ﬂum Rome where he was
created cardinal by the pope,
siopped off in Miami to celebrate
mass with confro leaders.

The “dialogue” demanded by the
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church hierarchy and Reagan in
reality means acceptance of the
contra leaders at the very least into
the internal political life of the
country, if not into government.
The gap between the church
hierarchy and the confros on one
hand, and the governmeni on the
other is illusirated by the Bishop of
Mnmum{unﬁhhrmph
the London Telegraph) that the
ports of Nicar were mined in
1883 not by the CIA but by the FSLNI
Nor was this b able to
substantiate, to the tion of
which I was a member, allegations of
being "“shot in the sireets” by

the , or of thousands of political
, or of the much trumpeted
tion of the church".

The 35% vote for parties other than
the FSLN in 1984 was divided
between the Liberals (PLI,

Social Democrats, Popular
Christian Party, Socialist,
Magist and

unchanged in its composition since
1979 (information from Region II
FSLN and a UK journalist). .
This apparenily hermetically-
closed circle is nevertheless
kept well informed by reports from
militanis active in the unions,
neighbourhood committees,
women's, youth and other
organisations. cas
the three main pre-1980 tendencies
within the — insurrectionary
tercerista, proletarian, prolonged
pecple's war — were not evident to
me {rom my visit.

The FSLN's public programme and
statements refer to a
“regionalisation” fo the conilict if the
US invades directly, and also they
m &mﬁ thn*glshin :

i ties t
pursues the alternative mn—tann
pressure — economic and political
harassment backed by targetting of
civilians by the confras.

It appears to me that there are big
reserves of active support for the
FSLN. However, the at best tiny
increases in production in the next
few years cannot meet present levels
of standards of living in the country,
even though the governmeni may
extand controls over prices and
distribution to favour the poorer
Nicaraguans.

Government diplomacy
notwithstanding, the FSLN will be
chliged to seek further resources
from the private sector — industrial
or more likely agricultural. This
seems also to be indicated by the
recent Land Law amendments. An




alternative (which should be taking
place anyway) is an increase in
support from the Soviel Union and
Cuba.

Neither path is certain for the
pecple of Nicaragua whose future
social and economic liberation will
depend primarily on the course of
national democratic struggles in the
neighbouring countries of El
Salvador, Honduras, Costa Rica and
Guatemala.

Meanwhile, the recenl actions of
Reagan's government and its Demo-
crat and Republican poodles in Con-
gress there is urgent and wvital
solidarity work to be done:

® making sure the threat by Reagan
is discussed in trade union and
Labour Praty branches;

® selting up and strengthening local
solidarity groups;

® affiliating to the Nicaragua
Solidarity Campaign (20 Compton
Terrace, London N1, 01-359 8982);

® carrying out solidarty actions that
express the enormous hostility of peo-
ple in Britain to Reagan's plans for
Nicaragua and Ceniral America;

®through national union motions
and delegates lo the TUC esnsuring
that the General Council is forced to
carry out 1984-5 Congress policy to
establish contact with the C5T, ATC
and all trade union federations in
Nicaragua, and io send a delegation
to Nicaragua;

@ |o challenge TUC supporl for the
miniscule and reactionary CUS as
the ICFTU affiliate in Nicaragua.

This last queslion is an imporiant
opener we can use to reveal the can
of worms that is the TUC’s
International Department, especially
as Ron Todd now chairs the TUC's
International Committes.

Denial

) Palace

The Battle

for the
Sahar

IN November 1975, as the old
dictator France lay dying.

Spain in a tripartite secret deal
mﬂdmthnml ty of
its colonies of Western a

to both Morocco and
Mauritania.

Days later, King Hassan ordered
his henchmen to start executing his
gma for the conquest of the Western

hara and the subjugation and
assimilation of the Sahracuis.

Under the cover of a "spontanecus
invasion” by tens of thousands of
Moroccan civilians — the infamous
“green march”, meticulously and
lavishly masterminded from the
— the Moroccan Hoyal Army

swiftly moved in on the steps of the
departing Spanish troops. The elite
battalions — some of the best trained
in Africa — rose to the occasion:
their shiny armour and sharp morale
were deemed enough to make the

JACK GOLDBERG looks at
the bitter struggle of the
Saharan people for self
determination.

whole operation a quick pushover.
King Hassan's overture was a
triumph.

Not content with simply occupying
strategic positions, the Moroccan ar-
my sel out to crush any potential
threat to its colonizing plans. Mirage
and F5 fighters soon roamed the
gkies, systematically bombing the
defenceless camps where thousands
of Sahraouis tock refuge from the ad-
vancing army.

ing Hassan wanted a thoroughly-
planned and well executed genccids,
and ordered no quarter IDL given:
napalm and phosphorus bombs turn-
ed the camps of Tifarit, Amgala, El
Guelta and Oum Dreigua into vast
cemataries.

But as the Moroccan strategists un-
folded their genocidal plans, little
did they know that a few miles away at
Bir Lahlou, an event of momentus im-
portance was faking place. On
Fabruary 27, 1976, the President of
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the Sahracuis’ Provisional National
Council and the Secretary General of
the Polisaric Front declared the in-
dependence of the Saharan Arab
Democratic Republic.

This was no mere paper exercise. It
was the crowning act of decades of
resistance to colonialism and the most
direct challenge to the newly-signed
Madrid tripartite agreement primari-
ly designed to deprive the &hnnu.i
people of their right to sell
determination.

Today the Polisarioc Front (Popular
Front for the Liberation of Saguia el
Hamra and Rio de Oro) celebrates
with pride the tenth anniversary of
the Republic. And locking at the im-
pressive balance sheet of their
achievements they have every reason
to display such confidence.

The birth of the SADR was a direct
reaction lo the Moroccan invasion;
but the fight for seli-determination
began a century ago in 1885 when
Spain incorporated the area into its
Empire.

As early as 1910, Spain appointed
by royal decree a governor to the
provinces, who, for the next twenty
years, tried to consolidate the
Spanish presence on the coast and
prepared plans for expansion inside
the territories. This consolidation was
achieved with little difficulty as the
Sahraouis were busy elsewhere
resisting French peneiration from
their bases in Southern Morocco,

But it was not until after the victory
of Franco in Spain that a colonial
state in the classic sense was
established in the whole of the pro-
vince. Franco, like his allies, dreamt
of an empire.

Between 1939 and 1944, Western
Sahara became the subject of atten-
tion. Plans were made for towns, air-
poris, harbours, communication
lines, military bases and minerals’ ex-

=== Dimpubed Mofocoan-
idoroccan wall
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ploration — a blueprint for a thriving
and lucrative colony. But the out-
come of World War Il brought to an
end such ambitious schemas and the
plans were scrapped.

It was not until 1957 that the col-
onial administration was awakened
from its slumber by serious waves of
insurrection by the Sahraoui people.
This came at a time where the whole
continent was shaken by the rapid
growth of a nascent nationalism and,
as in in Western Sahara, the new
political and social changes created
conditions for the growth of a new
political consciousness that rejected
colonial domination and demanded
national independence and seli
determination.

Historically there were two phases:
the first lasted for thirty years where a
glow bul progressive implantation of
a colonial state replaced a moribund
precolonial siate, creating an em-
bryonic infrastructure for a modem
state. This reached its peak in the
1960s, where the second phase
started with the birth of nationalism.
This last stage saw the creation of the
Saharan Liberation Movement in
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1968 which became the conscious ex-
pression of that nationalism. The
movemen! organised a generalised
insurrection in June 1970 and later on
gave way to the formation of the
Polisario Front.

In May 1975, the UN commission of
enquiry reported “Inside the ter-
ritories, the whole population is
categorically in favour of in-
dependence and against the claims of
Moroceo and Mauritania (...). The
Polisario Fromt appears to be the
dominant political force.”

The conspirators, in an attempt to
circumvent any UN declaration
favourable to self deiermination,
brought their plans forward; and the
Madrid agreement was concluded
between Spain, Morocco and
Mauritania. For Spain it achieved two
objectives: on the one hand, it en-
sured protection of its economic and
strategic interests in the area; on the
other, during the delicate transition
fram Franco's dictatorship to the Juan
Carlos monarchy, it was paramount
that the Spanish armed forces were
not seen to be humiliated, and han-
ding over sovereignty to Morocco
was deemed more "dignified” than
giving way to guerrillas they had Eat-
tled with for decades.

Mauritania played a subordinate
role to Morocco. Being itself under
consistent claim by Morocco since
the early sixties, it was too weak and
toco unstable to resist any initiative
proposed by its powerful neighbour.

The third conspirator, King

Hassan, couldnt have dreamt of a
grander plan. Aler two attempted
military coups, and facing vigorous
opposition by a powerful and well
organised proletariat, the King was
looking desperately for a “Falkland
lo revive his flagging

factor”
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popularity and distract a combative
proletariat from the ravages of a
worsening economic crisis.

But most importantly he needed to
neutralise his political oppesition. A
foreign adventure, a national cause
proved the perfect molive around
which he could unite everybody.
And everyone fell for it! Every single
component of the political spectrum
— including the Communist Party
(PPS) supporied and applauded
every of the King's rantings.

Having nothing to fear from inside
his country, the King then proceeded
with his plans for colonisalion and
genocide. At the same time, he
masterminded a disinformation cam-
paign, giving legitimacy to his claim.
He even took hiz case to the Interna-
tional Court in the Hague hoping that
UN jurists would accept the authen-
ticity of his “proof”.

The relevance of his campaigning,
besides winning supporters, was to
trivialise the nature of the conflict,
which he purported to be a simple
conflict about borders. What he ai-
templed to blur was the weight of im-
perialism behind him and the impor-
tance of the conflict in glebal and
strategic terms.

But his efforts did not fool
anybody, least of all the Sahraouis
themselves. They, very scon, realised
the titanic task that was needed to
check a mighty army of 120,000
soldiers equipped by French and US
imperialism.

For the last ten years, the young
republic has set out, with the help of
its Algerian protectors, to build a
modern army capable of taking up
the challenge and reversing the early
pushover of the Moroccan troops.

The tenacity and determination of
the Sahracui fighters made up for

Sohrooul women have joined the armed sf

their inexperience and their inferior
hardware — in the sarly years of the
war most of the equipment used was
in fact captured from the invaders.
Soon the young army grew in
strength and confidence, and the
Mauritanian army was the first to be
put out of action.

This was shortly followed by the
decision of President Culd Dadda to
renounce his claim and pull cut of the
war. In fact his regime never
recovered {rom his short involvement
in the occupation and was soon toppl-
ed by a military coup led by Khouna
Onld Haidafla, who later recognised
the Saharan Republic.

Boosted by this unexpected turn of
events, the Sahraouis were in a better
position to rebuff the French airforce
intervention that ensued. From then
on, they squared up to the Moroccan
army. Their hit-and-run tactics and
ambushes inflicted severe blows on
demoralised troops, which hastily
retreated back to the coast.

Today the ALPS (Saharan Army)
controls some two thirds of the
Western Sahara, and the beleagured
Moroccan army cowers behind a
siretch of 1,200 miles made of 5
defence sand “"walls”. These "walls"
— one of the latest inventions of US
strategists — stuffed with listening
devices and radar, are the only
means lefi for the Moroccans to
stabilise the line of confrontation with
the ALPS.

In this, the “walls” have more or
less succeeded. The Sahraouis have
proved in several instances that the
walls are not invulnerable and
several operations they mounted in-
flicted heavy casualties: but they only
remain psychological victories and
the war is at a standstill.

But a stalemate on the military ter-
rain doesn’t mean a breathing space
for King Hassan. His elite troops tock
a good hiding, something he couldn't
afford.

Firstly the whole adventure has
become horribly expensive. One
hundred and twenty thousand troops
tied up for ten years at a cost of $3
million a day was a tremendous
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burden on an economy already fac-
ing collapse — if il was not for the
generosity of his Saudi bankmasters.

Secondly the war has become ter-

ribly unpopular. What started as a
perfect cause to unite the Moroccan
people behind him, has become an
embarrassment. Besides a rapid loss
of credibility, King Hassan has now
to face up to an angry proletariat fed
up with the costs of the war. In two in-
stances he had to order troops inlo
the streets to quell massive insurrec-
tions in blood.

And finally, the open lavish sup-
port by Imperialism has exposed the
role played by King Haszsan in the im-
perialist plans for the Arab world.
King Hassan would be foolhardy if he
wenl on pretending that this was a
more local skirmish over borders.
The involvement of France, Israel
and the US in propping up the totter-
ing Hassan's regime and supporting
his  war, shows the extent to which
they value his survival as a cast iron
guarantee for the continuation of
their domination of the area.

Any threat to his throne will
seriously endanger their plans, and it
is in fact this least predictable oul-

come that is becoming a serious
possibility.

This is the single most imporiant
achievement of the l0-year old
republic. Against all odds, the
Polisario military strategists have pul
in serious difficulty a strong and
trusted iriend of the West. His depar-
ture would not only expose NATO
southern flanks but would also under-
mine the reactionary axis in the Arab
world and shift decisively the current
balance of forces.

These military successes have been
complemeanted by equally significant
diplomatic gaine. From the day it
declared its independence, the
Saharan Republic used every means
possible to win recognition.

From the corridors of the United
Nations to the stormy meetings of the
Organisation of African Unity, the
Sahraoui diplomats argued relent-
lessly for their right to exist as a
recognised independent state.



Here again King Hassan's strategy
was blown apart. After initially using
the long arm of imperialism to main-
tain support for his claim, he soon got
rattled by the swelling support for the
Republic. And in losing patience, he
losi many friends and made several
tactical blunders, walking in and out
of meetings and reneging on
agreements.

Tpday, the Saharan Republic is
recognised by 63 countries, and is a
full member of the OAU while
Morocco has opted ocut. However,
Yugoslavia is the only European
country to have recognised the SADR
and the Soviet Union is a notable
absentes,

For ten years, the Polisario fought
tenaciously to isolate King Hassan.
Every recognition was seen as a nail
in his coffin, But winning recognition
is one thing, and putting too much
faith in the UN is ancther. Now that
the war is at a stalemate and although
in a strong position, the SADR seems
to be looking to UN resclution-
mongering as a means to unlock the
gituation. Resolution AHG 104(XIX)
passed by the OAU has now
bandied about by the Sahracuis as an
acceptable basis for negotiating with
King Hassan.

If negotiating means mutnal
recognition, it would seem a step for-
ward for the SADR. But what terms
would they deem acceptable? A
shareout of the territories? A Con-
fedaration? At present this is still
unclear and entering any negotiation
with ill-defined objectives may lose
them all the gains they have ac-
cumulated for the last decadé.

Blind faith in diplomatic processes
is a characteristic leature of many na-
tionalist movements. This stems from
the inadequacies of their program-
mes for power. While in most in-
stances, they reflect the anti-
imperialist consciousness of the
masses, they invariably avoid dealing
with the class question.

And the Polisario front is no excep-
tion. When winning recognition is
generally perceived as a priority, il
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makes sense o create a state — even
an artificial one — in order for it to be
recognised. And that is what the
Palisario leadership set out to do. Out
of the 165,000 Sahracuis that fled to
the liberated areas a people’s army
was created, and this has proved
crucial in the success of the ﬂ?‘uuﬂh
war. Schools were built and illiteracy
was eradicated after four summer
campaigns (!). Education for youth
has become free and compulsory.
But the desire to create a state with
all its trappings has also serious
drawbacks., A state machinery is
created with a permanent
bureaucracy that will, in the long
term, differentiate into a specific
stratum, Islamic laws are encoded
and provide the framewcrk for the
judicial system. Women, despite the
snormous impact of the war on their
lives, are still expected to play a

traditional role. The fact that they
now run the rear bases makes little
diflerence to their gender role.

The ambiguities and omissions are
equally serious in the political pro-
gramme, where there is little mention
of socialism although egalitarianism
geems a much vaunted traditional
Sahraoui value.

Also while the Polisario makes no
bones about its hatred for King
Hassan's regime and exposes al every
opportunity its imperialist masters,
the SADR defines itself as “non-
aligned”. Rather than throw its lot
with the oppressed Moroccan masses,
and look upon the international work-
ing class as its natural ally, the
Polisario leadership is increasingly
adopting the inescapable gob-
bledegook of the “third world" frater-
nity devoid of class content and even
devoid of anti-imperialist rhetoric.

Irish solidarity

Labour Committee on lreland:

BM Box 5355,
London WC1N 3XX.
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Mitterrand: thumbs up for the fulure?

Topsy-turvy world
of social democracy

By JIM ROBERTS

WHY MITTERRAND
STILL THINKS HE IS
WINNING

MAY 10, 1981 went down in
French labour history as a day
to remember. Workers, in their
thousands, filled the streets to
celebrate the election of a
socialist government — “their”
victory and "their” government.

But for the next 5 years, the French
working class saw their hopes
gradually dashed, and soon
discovered that the government of
the left was far from prepared to start
shifting the balance of power away
from the bosses, let alone challenge
capitalism and create a new “social
order”. Euphoria quickly gave way to
bitter disappointment.

The slide towards demoralisation
finally came home to roost last March
16. Then the lagislative elections for
the National Assembly produced a
new rearrangement of the French
political map. They painted a picture
that had already started emerging in
the course of every election since
1381: the partial legislative elections

in January 1982, the “cantons” elec-
tions in March 1982, the municipal
slections in March 1983, the “senate”
glections in September 1983, the
European elections in June 1984 and
the “cantons” elections again in
March 1985.

Throughout these elections, two
distinct electoral trends gradually
took shape. One was very visible,
even seemingly irreversible, and
concerned the progress of the Com-
unist Party (PCF, Parti Communiste
Francais) and the National Front (FN,
Front National). The PCF has been on
a steady downcurve since 1981 losing
votes by the hundreds of thousands,
while the National Front was broadly
on an upward trajectory, displacing
the PCF as the third main political
force.

The second trend was more confus-
ed and concerned the changing
balance of the Sccialist Party (PSI,
Parti Socialiste) and the forces of the
Right. Their evolution throughout the
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§ years has been more difficult to
predict. The basic characteristics
that usually point towards a certain
trajectory were in themselves shaky
and uncertain.

For example, it became widely ac-
cepted that if the forces of the Right
were united, they would have enough
of a majority to form a government.
But while leaders of il= main com-
ponents buried their differences and
agreed a hastily-assembled political
programme, the coalition that emerg-
ed remained fragile and sailed
precariously throughout the election
campaign risking disintegration even
betore polling day.

As for the Socialist Party, while
disillusioned workers have no con-
fidence in Mitterrand, it still remain-
ed to be seen how many of them
would vote for him as an instinctual
class reaction to block the Right from
coming bo power.

It i important to recognise and
follow throungh these trends nol as a
purely academic exercise, bul
because Mitterrand in his endeavour
to change the French political land-
scape has created conditions for
some of these trends and, in some in-



stances, has manipulated them to suit
his long-term strategic objectives.

The broad results of the elections
had long been predicted, but the
final precise allocation of seats was of
a paramount importance to the main
protagonists. How many points the
socialists were able to score above
30% proved a nationwide cliffthanger
throughout the evening until the last
result came in.

So it is not simply a case of a pen-
dulum motion where Right replaces
left as a consequence of Mitterrand's
betrayals, although there is some
truth in that. The new palitical land-
scape is quite different from the last
elections where two coalitions faced
each other — the union of the left
comprising PS and PC, and the
forces of the Right which was alsc
equally divided into RPR and UDF.

Today's fragmented picture is the
resull of more complex processes —
some of them of a distortive nature
such as proportional representation
(which may eventually be scrapped
by the new government).

But the results in themselves were
not surprising. Mitterrand’'s brand of
socialism has left millions of workers
demoralised, and this was baest il-
lustrated in the percentage of absten-
tion, some 21.7%.

The largest section of those voting
wanl for the parties of the Right (UDF
& HPR) which took some 42% of the
vole with 275 seats between them.
With the help of 14 non-aligned right
wingers and 2 independents, the new
majority stands at 291 seats.

The cealition of the PS and MRG
(Mouvemen! des Radicaux de
Gauche) polled some 31.48% which
will give them 215 seats. The PCF and
the FN cbtained 9.81% and 9.72%
respectively, which will give them an
equal number of seats — 35 each,
while the defeat of the PS was plain to
see, the festive scenes at the party
HQ where faithfuls popped cham-
pagne corks hardly made sense.
Later, on television, Lionel Hespin,
secretary of the PS, explained their
exuberant mood:

“Today the Socialist Party has
confirmed its steady historical pro-
gression. After being an intelligent
and imaginative party of opposi-
tion from 1971 to 1981, it has
become after the 1981 victory a par-
ty of government. After 5 years and
tacing a very hard fight. it has
realised the highest poll since its
foundation in 1905 — with the ex-
ception of the 1981 vote which was
more of a referendum to confirm
Mitterrand's presidency. (...} The
PS is now the first political force in
this country. its parliamentary

Right
DYEstaing

wing leaders Lecannet ond
group the biggest in the National
Assembly. The coalition of the
Right has not achieved its objec-
tive. Iis majority remains fragile
and iis leaders divided. The PCF is
in decline. wictim of its divisive
policies. The FN is not doing as
well as in the last European
elections. :

For 5 years, we have served the
country well (...) The economy is in
progress, social peace is back
again. French people have already
recognised this and we must
prepare for the future...”

This speech was nc meaningless
demagogic swagger of a defeated
politician. What Hospin emphasised
constituted the main lines of the
Socialists’ central strategy since the
abandonment of the “Union of the
Lehi"” programme in 1982 and the U-
turn to austerity policies.

The elections of the PS-PCF
government in 1981 was the culmina-
tion of a long process of radicalisa-
tion which started in May 1568. A lew
years later, Mitterrand undertock to
build a mass Socialist Party. Central
to his project was a tactical alliance
with the Communist Party (PCF)
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which until then had paraded as the
mass party of the working class.

The alliance suffered ups and
downs as the two pariners bickered
oo guestions of programme, and
political diferences, culminatingina
formal break in 1977. Mitterrand
cleverly used the parinership to beef
up his credibility and poach
members and voters from the PCF.
Workers righily saw the “Union of the
Left" as the only way to break 20
years of rightwing governments, and
they cautiously pressed General
Secretary Georges Marchais and
other leaders of the PCF to form a
united front of workers' organigations
against the capitalist class, Marchais
was definitely compromised. He
became the junior pariner in a non-
existent alliance dominated by Mit-
terrand, and they ended up suppor-
ting each other in the 1981 elections

Soon after, Marchais was further
ensnared by Mitterrand who made
him a partner in government by ap-
pointing four Communis!i ministers.
As soon as Mitterand came to power,
it became clear that he had no inten-
tion of carrying out his full pro-
gramme. Despite a comfortable work-
ing majority, he started to soft-pedal
even before the weak and divided
parties of the capilalist class bagan to
reconsiruct their forces.

The comersione of Mitterrand's
programme was his handling of the
economy. And it was here that the ex-
pectation of the working class was al
its highest. His approach seemed
simple and achievable even in
capitalist terms. Reflate the economy
and satisfy the basic economic
demands of workers. For this he pro-
posed lirstly to increase consumption
in order to stimulaie production;
once this was done it would naturally
reduce unemployment. Finally as the
economy reached full productive
capacity, developing the nationalis-
ed sector would ensure a bigger
share of slate control on the economy
as a whole.

While the theories locked neat, the
reality was something completely dif-
ferent. In fact Mitterrand stumbled at
the first hurdle. Despile promises io
increase the minimum legal wage
(SMIC) by 30%, as part of his efforts
to stimulate the economy and to make
up the workers' loss of purchasing
power since 1968, he could only
manage a 10% increase. His plans for
a strong public sector were modified.
Subsidiaries of some of the giant
enterprises listed for nationalizaticn
were left in private hands. Generous
over-compensation was paid to small
shareholders in those state fakeovers,
Managing directors of the newly na-



French unions under the hommer from Mitterrand’s ausferffy measures.

tionalised giants (Rhone-Poulenc,
PUK, CGE, 5t Gobain, Thomson)
were picked from the ranks of the
CNPF (equivalent of the CBI) and
asked to draw up production plans
“working towards maximum
economic efficiency through the con-
tinual improvement of
competitiveness".

While the public sector grew in
size, workers' conditions and their
relationship with their management
were no different from before. Rather
than using the nationalised seclor to
reorganise the economy for the
benefit of the working class and
achieve full employment Mitterrand
chose other means to tinker with the
system. Despite hand outs of billions
of francs to capitalists through
rebates, direct grants and tax ex-
onerations, only 17,000 jobs were
created in one year. Unemployment
climbed fo 2 million, an increase of
350,000 in 1981. By the end of the
S.year term it topped the 3 million
mark.

The few measures in favour of
workers, such as the 39 hour week,
were not decisively imposed by the
government. It was left to workers fo
fight it out with their bosses: more
than 650 firms were affected, and
several hundred thousand workers
struck at one lime or another.

After one year in office, the

economic sirategy was in talters.
Stuck between a combative working
class demanding more concessions
and a ruling class still divided but un-
willing to participate in the eocnomic
plans, Mitlerrand and his prime
minister Mauroy scon faced a huge
deficit in the balance of payments
and a jump in inflation.

Their response was predictable:
deflation, salary freeze, coniraction
of the economy, and redundancies in
the state sector. "Austerity’”’ ecame a
key word in every speech. For
workers it meanit hardship and
misery. For the capitalist class, it
meant bigger profits and a new con-
fidence. In fact the bosses never
needed to threaten a frontal attack to
defeat Mitierrand. He ran out of
steam and reversed without being
provoked.

For French workers, there was no
way oul. The Communist Party was
toco compromised to offer any alter-
native. By the time its ministers left
the government in 1984, it was too
late and besides, the largest trade
union confederation, the PCF-led
CGT, controlled the most militant
sectors and refused to give any lead
for a lightback.

Mitterrand understood, when mak-
ing his U-turn, that he would
ultimately lose the confidence of the
working class, so he started prepar-
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ing for the next elections.

There are some conspiracy
theorists who seem fond of painting
Mitterrand as a Machiavellian
shadowy ligure hatching complex
plois from dark corners of the Elysée
palace. In reality, in the absence of
any vigorous opposition within his
party (the one time "left” ginger
group CERES having shifted to the
right and the left faction PSU having
lost much of its impact) Mitterrand
confidently carried the majority of his
party behind him.

His strateqy is a well worn panacea
of many a cross-class popular front
government, Mitterrand realised that
an electoral conjuncture similar to
the 1981 period was unlikely to occur
again. His only chance to keep the PS
in power was to break up the
bipolarisation of French politics.

His early objective of marginalis-
ing the PCF was already reaping sub-
tantial dividends as the Communist
Party laded away. His next cbjective
was to try and influence the division
of the Right. For this, he introduced
proportional representation which
favourad the rise of the National
Front, outflanking the traditional
right. This was sufficient lo weaken
the comeback by the Right on March
16 — in fact their absolute majority is
of 2 seals only.

As a result,

Mitterrand found




himself in a more powerlul position
than anticiapted. He asked Jacques
Chirac, Mayor of Paris and leader of
the HPR, to form a government.

As Presideni Mitterrand now feels
in a much more comfartable position
to use his power of velo — which is
part of his presidential perogative but
is still an untested grey area of the
constitution of the Fifth Republic —
to block any legislation that he deems
unacceptable.

No wonder the socialist Party'= HQ
was in an ebullient mood as signifi-
canl paris of these objectives were
fulfilled.

The PCF was the big loser, having
achieved its lowes! poll since 1932.
Compared to the heyday of the
Resistnace, when the Communist
Party used to poll 5.5 million votes
{28.6%) and paraded 166 deputies,
the Party has slumped forty years
later to become the fourth if not the
fifth ranking palitical force in the
country. This poor performance will
prove another historical test for the
party.

Already several prominent
dissenters are calling the leadership
to account. Pierre Juguin, Central
Committee member, bhas made a
publc call similar to Henri Fizhin in
1984. The leadership so far has refus-
ed to take up any of the criticism.
L'humanité has blacked oul any
reference to the internal turmoil and
blindly pressed on with well-womn
slogans such as "the socialists have
opened the door for the Right.”

As the crisis deepens, the PCF
leadership does not seem prepared to
make the slightest concession. In-
stead they dismissed the call for a
special congress as futile and
declared that “the only correct way
forward was to implement the slogan
of the XXVith Congress, ‘'let's
organise and take action'."”

Just to rub salt in the wounds, the
PCF ended neck and neck with the
National Front, the big newcomers to
the French Assembly. From one seat,
the FN jumped to 35 and were able fo
the first time lo form a parliamentary
group.

While some analysts tend to dismiss
these fascisis as an inflated
phenomenon brought aboul by the
newly-introduced proportional
representation, the score they realis-
ed in the South of the country is a
reminder they are here to stay — 25%
in Perpignan, 22.5% in Marseilles.
As long ago as the last European
elections they put to the test for the
first time their shiny new electoral
machine covering all constituencies.
They have now buill a small but
significant base and obvious business

Foscist Jeoder Le Pen, winning business
backing,

backing that will not dissipate over-
night even if proportional representa-
tion iz abolished,

Unlike their British counterparts,
they have projected successfully a
respectable image and with a
judicious programme on law and
order and anti-immigration have cap-
tured valuable terrain from the tradi-
tional Right.

It is for this reason, thal Jacques
Chirac, leader of the HPR, has
reapeatedly denounced them as
racists and ruled out any co-
operation, refusing to include them
in his coalition. This may not be a
final decision. [ean-Marie le Pen,
leader of the FN, has exposed in-
stances where local RPR candidates
have made pacts with the FN. In the
Corsican Regional Assembly, the
RPR and the FN have emerged as
natural allies and have pul together a
working majority. This is nol an
isolated case and it is probable that in
the long run Chirac will have fto
reconsider co-operating with the FN
if he ever needs to strengthen his
majority.

On the whole, the Right is plagued
by several problems. Having come
back to power with a vengeance, its
room for manoeuvre is Hghter than it

leaders had hoped for.
®Firstly the MNational Front is
squeezing their support om the

right.Having exploited to the full the
feeling of insecurity of sections of the
middle and working class on the
guestion of law and order, and
played up teo their jingoistic instincts
on the guestion of immigration, the

FN has colonised, at least for the time
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being, a good proportion of thair
electorate.

® Secondly, the coalition of the par-
ties of the right is unavoidably
unstable, and may not last long. This
t5 due to the diversity of the
ideclogical and historical traditions
of its components, Chirac's APR sees
itself as a true inheriter of Gaullism.
The leadership of the other big for-
mation, the UDF, is strongly con-
tested by its 3 bigges! components,
the CDS, the Republican Party and
the Radical Party.

To complicate things, strong per-
sonalities have their own axes to
grind, and among the ex-megastars
— Giscard d'Estaing, Raymond
Barre, lean Lecanuet, etc. — it is still
too early to predict who will emerge
as a winner. What unites them is their
hatred of the working class and their
determination to reverse any of the
gains, however puny, thal have been
achisved during the last 5 years.

While all the contenders are biding
their time, Chirac will use his
headstart to put himzelf in the best
possible position to take up Mitter-
rand at the presidential election in 2
years' time. So, for this reasom, it is
still unclear how Chirac is going io
square up to Mitterrand. What has
bean coined the "echabitation” — a
unigue siluation in the history of the
fifth Republic — has proved so far
smooth and unproblematic.

Alter five years of “goodd
housekeaping” at the expense of the
working class, Mitterrand has served
the bourgeocisie all too well — the
economy is more stable, profite are
not unhealthy and even a beginning
of real growth is on the horizon.

Chirac is aware that to implement
the economic programme of the plat-
form of the Right would alter what is
being achieved and might spoil un-
necessarily any chance of him
gradually gaining an edge over Mit-
terrand — his only chance of becom-
ing President in two years' time.

This is what many analysis see as
the "“success” of Mitterrand. For
workers it is far from a success story.
It i= a leeling of betrayal and
demoralisation: 3 millien
unamployed, decimation of whole in-
dustries, reduction in the standard of
living, fascists in parliament. This is
the France of Mitterrand. It sums up
the limitation of social democracy in
crisis-ridden capitalism.

Incapable of delivering any more
concessions to the working class, it
will continue io prey onm workers
through coalitionism or electoral
manosuvres for the sole purpose of
surviving to save the skin of the mosi
wretched capitalism.



Fight back

against the
witch-hunt!

By PETE FIRMIN

THE intentions of Einnock and
the Labour right to expel
leading Militant supporters in
Live: |l and ensure a more
compliant Labour Group s
elected floundered on March 26.

Following a court ruling the
previous day that those who had
conducted the inquiry into Liverpool
District Labour Party could not
participate in the National Executive
Committee hearing to decide om
disciplinary action, 7 NEC members
opposed to the witch-hunt walked
out, making the meeting inquorate
and unable o proceed. The next day,
Tony Mulhearn, president of
Liverpool DLP and one of the 12 up
for expulsion, was elected chair of
the “‘temporary co-ordinating
committee” sel up by the NEC to
conduct selections and the election
camapign in place of the suspended
DLP. The righi's intention ol
controlling the Party in Liverpool
came apart because the left on the
NEC refused to sit back and allow the
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witch-hunt to go ahead with them
making up the numbers.

Whitty and Kinnock then had to set
up another NEC to change standing
orders so they could get through the
expulsions they want, and they may
even abolish the “lemporary co-
ordinating committee” (though it may
be too late for this given the local
elections on May B).

Some of the fury of the NEC Right
has now turned on the 7 who spoilt
their plans and they clearly need to
be delended against a backlash from
those whoe want expulsions,
particularly in the NEC elections at
this year’s Party Coniference.
Blunkett and the Tribune Group have
now clearly shown their colours in
dencuncing the 7.

However, though these events have
thrown a spanner into the machinery
of the witch-hunt, they have certainly
not stopped it. Whatever delay may
arise, Kinnock is more determined
than ever to expel leading Militant
supporters and the expulsion of
socialists (ol warious different
affiliations) is gathering pace around

the country. Courl injunctions
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challenging undemocratic
procedure will only make the right
more careful to do things properly,
and already documents are being
circulated outlining the correct
procedure for expelling,

For socialists it can only be wrong
to involve the courts in the internal
life of the labour movement, jsut as
we do not acept the right of the state
and the courts to delermine how the
unions must function. The fact that
the NEC's intended procedure was so
glaringly undemocratic that event he
High Court declared it so is besides
the point —what if it had not, would it
still be a victory? The fact thal consis-
tent socilaists have fought for
democratic reform in the Unions does
not mean we welcome even those few
aspects of the Tories' anti-Union laws
which do increase democracy As a
principle we oppose the involvement
of the capilalist state and its courls in
the internal life of the labour
movement.

As with Union reform, the witch-




yun! can only untimately be beaten
oy a sanious and consistent campaign
withn the movemant taking up the
srgumenis and winning support for
the right of tendencies to organise,
idilitant have not only by and large
suhstituted courl action for such a
gempaign but what campaigning
ihevy have carried out have largely
conuisted of Milifanf rallies and a
refusal to work with other forces op-
nosed to the witch-hunt who may be
critical of their policies.

Such a campaign is being built by
the left opposed to the wilch-hunt
through Labour Left Co-ordination
and its publication Witch-hunt News
and around the call by Hacknaey
North and Stoke Newington CLP fora
conference against the wilch-
hunt.Thiz has now been called for
june 21 and sponsorship letters are
baing sent out. Support for this con-
farance and against the witch-huni
needs to be argued and built for in
CLPs, Trade Unions and other ai-
filiated organisations arcund the
country. While the conference will
be largely CLP-based because at the
ond of the day CLPs can refuse to
carry out expulsions decreed by the
NEC (as lslington South has done in
the case of Peter Taafe), it is essential
to build within the Unions i there is
to be a chance of deleating the witch-
hunt, remembering also that many
expulsions are being carried out by
righ! wing constituencies on their
own initiative. The determination of
the right is shown by the fact that
Stevenage CLP, which has only so far
been prevented from expelling 10
Militant supporters by a court injunc-
tion, recently passed a motion of con-
fidence in itz Prospective Parliamen-
tary Candidate, Malcolm Withers,
who is crossing the Wapping pickel
line to work as a journalist on the Sun
at the same time as beginning fresh
expulsion procedures. Obviously a
conlerence alone will not beat back
the witch-hunt, and Socialist View-
point supporters will be arguing for
an ongoing campaign from the
conference.

To those in doubt about the nature

of the enquiry and hearings — sup-
posedly imnto unconstitutional
behaviour, corruption and even
criminal offences by the Liverpool
DLP — things should now be clearer.
Of course, Kinnock and the right
declared even before the enquiry had
heard any evidence that it would
result in expulsions and those who
supporied the enquiry while sup-
posedly opposing a witch hunt were
at best naive, at worst trying lo be too
clever by hall.

MY CORFPORATE ECONOMIC
PLAN PROVIDES A VITAL ROLE
FOR LABOR. YOU WILL BE
IN CHARBE OF KISSING

MY FOOT!

LABOR'S
PLAN EXPANDS
o

L
US DecioE
WHICH FooT
T0 KISS!

Some ol the “charges” brought
against the DLP are laughable, such
as the complainl that it discussed
international issues like South Alrica
and MNicaragua. These are
supposedly nol within the remit of a
DLP, vet clearly are ol concern lo
Party members and have been
discussed by many DLPs around the
country. Some charges are of a more
fundamental political nature.
Liverpool DLP is said to have
committed the “crime” ol deciding
not just on broad policy for the City
Labour Group but on detailed
tactical questions. This is cerfainly
pot within the remit of DLPs as
determined by the NEC, but is
something that many DLPs (and local
Government Committees in London)
have spent years {ighting for. Clearly
the right recognise the danger
invalved for them if they are made
accountable to the Party rather than
acting as free agents. Other charges
relate mainly to the conduct of DLP
meetings: The majorily reporl
complaine of the executive taking
decisions and then bringing them
back for ratification and of there
being “unconstitutional” aggregate
mestings. Yot over the period
concerned Liverpool City Council
waz involved in a major battle with
the governmen! over ralecapping
and was attempting to build mass
support for this. The normal
complaint is that the lelt control small
meetings because of general apathy,
here the complaint is thal meetings
were too large. Council Unions' right
fo nominate for job vancancies is
supposed to have led to a high
proportion of Militon! suporters
being employed. Unions should
have control over recruitment and
Thatcher has shown the importance
of political appeintments. The GLC
made hundreds but that was never
challenged by the NEC.
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It is more than likely that there is
gome substance o some of the
findings, though none would justity
expulsion. But although the whole of
the DLP Executive is eriticised, only
Miltont supporters on the EC are to
be disciplined. Other DLP officers
are somehow emtirely blameless. T
“sorruption” were the issue (and the
enguiry team to their obvious
disappointment have not produced
any evidence of any) then what of
{hose right wing councils up and
down the country where real
corruption has been rife for years? il
it is a matter of “procedures” then
charges cannot be imposed from

outside but have to be con
democratically.
The only real reason for the

enquiry was as a tool for Kinnock to
con sections of the “cuddly left” who
formally oppose witch-hunis into
believing that Militan! supporters
were to be expelled not for their
political views but for certain crimes.
Their real crime as far as Kinnock
was concerned was that they, unlike
him, were prepared to do battle with
this government in the class struggle
and eriticised him for refusing to
support them. He sees any left
opposition to his watering-down of
Labour's policies as a threal and
hoped to use the confusion sown by
their disastrous issuing of
redundancy notices as cover for
garrying oul a purge.

For Kinnock it never matiered that
his assault on Liverpool Labour Party
almost cerlainly means loss of contral
of the council in one of Britain's most
deprived cities (remember how he
accuses the Jeff of not wanting to win
the election?). What matters to him is
selling the image of a respectable
alternative party of capitalism to the
media.



"Living Doll”:
- Winston Churchill &
the Straight Ones

THE vultures of the "popular press” cast around for front page o
£ 551‘-'&;:"‘ :

copy: F
VICARAGE RAPE HORROR! S i L
SCANDAL OF OUR ABUSED CHILDREN! e i M

INCREASE IN VIOLENT CRIME! ot VT g
GAY PLAGUE HITS EDINBURGH! AR o

It all makes money for the proprietors. puts fear into ***
readers’ hearts and sensationalises problems without
bothering to educate about the real extent of the problem or
ways of preventing them. Because, of course, the interest is e

T

in the shock horror, is salacious, sexist and hypocritical,

You turn the page and there's your
friendly page three girl to brighten
and reassure you that most of us are
normal, heterosexual and cuddly (as
Douglas Hogg =aid of page 3 nudes in
Parliament recently).

But behind the lurid headlines are
real problems, which originate in cur
society, however complex the pro-
cess is, and which do have something
to do with the media. The major issue
is in fact that of viclence against
women.

No one knows the true incidence of
viclent assaults. Victims often fear to
tell anyone, let alone report to the
palice. Police fail to record many in-
cidents that are reported and then fail
to arrest. So it is not possible to claim,
as many do, that there is a rising tide
of violence.

It may be that as a result of the work
of Rape Crisis centres, Women's Aid
refuges and incest survivors groups
we are making it possible for women
and children to talk of their ex-
periences and consider officially
reporting them to the police. In terms
of figures currently available, we
know that wile assault is the second
most common form of viclent crime
(25% of crimes noted by the police)
after that of viclence between men.
Since many women never report
domestic violence (and when they do
are not taken seriously), it is in fact
likely that male viclence against
wamen in their home is the most com-
mon violent crime. This type of abuse
ie also likely to persist rather than be
a one-off attack, like an attack in the
street.

If you then loock at domestic
assaults as a whole, 75% are violent

SUE ARNALL takes a critical look at the
Clare Short proposals to outlaw 3
nudes, and the Winston Churchill Bill, and

Wm whether state unmhip can curb

assaults by men against their female
partner, with 10% being those of
parent against child,

Where sewual offences are con-
cerned, offenders are overwhelming-
ly male (99:1) and victims over-
whelmingly female (85:15). Sexual
abuse often begins very early in a
child’s life and is almost always by a
trusted male member of the family.
Einsey (1953) found that 25% of their
sample of American women were sex-
ually assaulted as children.

In this country the figures for incest
are not known but are likely to be
about 6% — and yet only a minute
fraction of offenders are prosecuted.
Recent NSPCC publicity has drawn
attention to an issue which Rape
Crisis workers were acutely aware of
for many years, and may have open-
ed up the issue for more help to be
made available in schools so that
children know they can admit the
preblem and assert their rights to
control of their bodies.

The lzsue which the popular press
ignores, however, is the serius and
persistent, overwhelming fact that
violence is male/female, and that the
vast majority of victims are women.

Rape cases receive more salacious
publicity, but even then the s=ize of
the problem s hidden. Recent
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research suggests that 75% of rape
victims do not go to the police {(Lon-
don Rape Crisis Centre 1982) and
those who do experience interviews
and medical examinations which
serve to increase the trauma. Publici-
ty of such cases seems to pronounce a
guilty werdict on the victim rather
than the rapist, and the cumulative
effect on other women is to increase
our fear of being out at night and so
to further humiliate all women.

So this gets me to the current spate
of dramatic stories, to their
significance for us, and their use
the politicians. Tebbit said this weel
that freedom came through owner-
ship, security, established by law and
order and family stability. The inner
city crisis i the “polsoned legacy of
the permissive society”. Legislation
on capital punishment, homosexuali-
ty, abortion and censorship and
divoroce... “suggest there is no need
for restraint at all.”

Tory answer to violence
against women and children, then, is
to get back in your houses (where the
vast amount of abuse occcurs) and
wail. We must uphold the traditional
roles of men and women, and the
power relationships that go with
them.

Women in the women's movement
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maintain that this is precisely where
the problem lies. That the sex-role
conditicning experienced from
childhood produces women who feel
powerless, who must be beautiful,
submissive and caring if they are to
succeed as women. qfhal boys are
conversely fo be brave, assertive,
dominant, and contral their domestic
sphere if nothing else.

We consider these ataran?fped
behaviours to be convenient for a

capitalist society (so do the Toriesl) in
that they produce a docile worklorce
and domestic servicing of that
workforce. We also sea the media as
contributing to this traditional set-up,
and we use the Page 3 pin-ups as ex-
amples of the everyday degradation
of women into commodities to be us-
ed to sell papers and other goods.
"Cuddly” they may be to some MPs,
but offensive to us and dangerous In
their impact on the consciousness of
girls, boys, men and women,

Clare Short made all these points
when she introduced her 1en minute
bill which would ban nude pictures

from newspapers if they degraded
women

The effect of Churchill's Obscene
Publications (Protection of Children,
Amendment) Act would be quite dif-
ferent. He originally intended it to be
a simple measure to remove por-
nnqraghjc magazines from easily ac-
cessible racks in newsagenis

ises. Most of us would probabl
ike to see that achieved, althoug
not necessarily by law. But what then
happened was that Churchill chang-
ed‘t)ﬁ: Bill to include "Broadcasting”,
and a “laundry list” of iterns which
would definitely be banned.

It seems that this list has since bee
withdrawn, but it is in fact a give-
away of the real intentions of (ﬂmr—
chill and his mates. The images of
vicious cruelty which he seeks to ban
are not, it seems, the everyday
screening of “The A-team", or “"The
Professionals”, which probably do a
lot to creale in boys the idea that “real
men" treal women rough: the pro-
qrﬂmm;:lm which would suffer are such
as Horizon programme (o oul
on Channel 4 wﬁirch tried 5pecﬂ?}omlly
to explain what were safe sexual
practices il you want to aveid AIDS,

As with other such censership,
there is a serious probability that the
sexual acts which would be banned
from the screen are not gang rapes by
heterosexuals, but serious plays and
documentaries which present gay
sexuality as a valid expression ol
human feelings. In the Parliamentary
debate, two plqjya in particular were
singled out by Tories as examples of
"depravity”: both were of gay love.

The Churchill laundry list contain-
ed no mention of women or rape, but
concentrated on genitalia, the anus
and masturbation. So the Bill's inten-
tion is to attack Gay men and Les-
bians (as il they weren't already in.
visible in the media) and return us to

the sale haven of moncgamous
hetercsexual sex. Tell that to the
women in the women's aid refuges!
They lear not gay men, but those
macho rambos who think they have
some righl to contral their lives.

In the end the answer has been o
rely on the self-activity of women, in
setting up our refuges and rape crisis
groups, in harassing the porno mer-
chants on the sireet and in their
ahn‘ﬁ. and in asking that our fellow
trade union members will support us
in banning pin-ups at work and in
union publications. How is the
Yorkshire Miner these days on pin.
ups? Women have to refuse to lesal
powerless and to act to change the
way we are portraved in the media
too,

Clare Short has done a good job in
raising the consciousness of parlia-
ment about the real sexism in the
media, but [ doubt if censorship is the
answer. We have to be active in our
refusal to be portrayed as passive
objects.

The campaign for Press and Broad-
casting Freedom meets on the third
Wednesday of each month, oo
NALGO, 1 Mabledon Place, London
WCL. The Society lor Education in
Film and Television can be contacted
a:r 129 Old Compton Street, London

The statistics came mostly from the
Open University Second Level
Course ‘The Changing Experience of
Waomen'.

Review

Directed by Hugh Hudson

THIS is a film that starts off with
a good idea and from there goes
com) wrong.

It was one of the three big budget
films made by Gelderest (the main
centre of the British film industry)
and on which it risked everything,

The idea was to look at the lives of
one man and his son and show the
effects on them of the American War
of Independence,

Through the micrococem of these
two characters was to be displayed
the meaning of that revalution.

Al Pacino plays Tom, who starts of{
wanting to keep out of things, and
runs into confliet with his
revolutionary son.

But one of the lems is the stars.
In order to ig box office it has
big stars. Al Pacing performs all right
as Tom; his acting of His relationship
with his son would bring tears to
anyone's eyes,

ut Nastassia Kinski comes over as
a completely unbelievable person
playing a completely unbelisveable
part. Having glimpsed Tom once, she
acts from thereon in as though she isa
long lost friend. The basia of their
relationship, which is central to the
tilm, is never built up.

In a way, part of this is not her
fault. Part of it is what I can only
assume s the attempted realism. The
sets are good, as are the battle
scenes, but there seems to be an
attempt to reproduce the method of
speaking of the period.

This is always difficult with period
films. Do you do it & la "Flintstones”,
or if otherwise do you use subtitles?
This film does not solve the lem.

Much of it is incom ible,
using an accent which seems to be a
cross between a Gorilla and Edward
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'REVOLUTION’

G. Robinson. Other parts are quite
clear.

The film shows very well the
brutality of the British army — one
example being the use of Patriots as
substitute "foxes” in the hunt. This
part has been condemned by the
capitalist media, but should go down
well on the Falls Road.

The role of businessmen selling
food to the British, and profiting from
the war, iz also well shown. Tom ends
up fighting the war but not even
getting the land he was promised —
ba-ca" use speculators have bought it
all up.

The cry of the blacks at the end,
that they want their freedom too,
shows the director was trying to make
serious points.

Women are treated weakly,

ly mainly because of the
latness of the Kinski character. The
one woman who seems interesting
(played by Annie Lennox) is on
screen for only a few minutes,

Young people are shown to be well
lo the fore, as they are in all
revolutions. "Boy soldiers” eriticised
by today’s US imperialism for their
role in revolutions all over the world
were a major factor in the struggle for
American independence.

HRevolution was panned by the
critics, many of them attacking it for
the wrong reasons, such as its
exposure of the role of British
imperialism. The film doesn’t show
the political or military leaders. Ii is
not a detailed history.

What is good about the film is
finally completely ruined by the
ending. The speech at the end is =0
ludicrously presented that it sounds

like somsthing out of Rambe.
]E:Ery in the cinema [ was in just
ta pityl



THE possibility of the EETPU
being expelled from the TUC
provoked a debate among
activists about our attitude
towards the Union if this
happencd. This debate has now
been rendered academic by the
weakness of the TUC, but it did
reveal fundamental differences
in priorities and attitudes
towards the EETPU.

It also revealed a basic political
mistake made by the majority of "“left”
Trade Unicnislts, a refual to leam
from experience, and a possible
cause of the chromic weakness of
British Trade Unions today.

Many activists supported staying in
the EETPU in the belief that it was
important to change that individual
Union, or that it was important to
keep together the activists who had
worked together in the Union. The
first was the usual idea of getting a
“left” General Secretary elected and
a few "left" officials and expecting
the membership to tag along behind.

The fact that this was exactly the
sort of policy that put the Union in the
control of a group of Stalinists before
(and the fact that Eric Hammond
himeell was originally elected o the
Executive on a “left" tickel) is
ignored.

Supporters of this idea also refuse
to lock in a critical manner at Unions
where this approach has led io a
“left” executive; they prefer the
rhetoric to the reality. They applaud
Bon Todd's Highting speeches al the
TUC conference, and forgel it was
TGWU members who broke the
Miners' picket lines, and are now
doing the same to the print workers.
They even refuse to crilicise the Press
branch of the EETPU for crossing
News I[nternational picket lines in
Bouverie St and Grays Inn Road
because the Press branch leadership
have “left" credentials.

The time when reformist tactics
could work in the Trade Union
movement was probably over long
before 1926. Pecple who persist in
devoling time and energy to these
tactics are ignoring the whole history
of capitulation and sell outs by Trade
Union bursaucracies.

The British working class has lost
all faith in its trade unions' ability to
deliver even their immediate
demands, let alone secure a better

TUC sofd out miners,

future. This is demonstrated in

attitudes all too familiar to stewards;

attitudes that say at best “Unions

aren’i much gcod but they are better
nothing” and at worst "1 won't

join — they have never done
anything for me”,
The workers' distrust of union

bureaucracies is now so rooted in the
experience of the class that it is
insurmountable. The futility of taking
positions in the bureaucracy, for
anything other than propaganda
motives, was clearly demonstrated
during the Miners' strike,

Scargill and his few real allies were
forced into fatal concessions early
on, such as the ending of mass
picketing, thal das:tmyog any real
hope of victory. To make absolutely
gsure that the core of fighting
leadership in the NUM were smashed
as an effective force, the rest of the
union buresaucracies combined with
the state to defeal them, or in the case
of a few "left” unions sicod by and
did nothing.

The purpose of working in lrade
Unions is not to take over and adapi
the exisling structures but to smash
them and free workers from their
cantrol.

Every activist should be working to
create an independent rank and file
organisations, under the direct
control of the workers, an
organisation capable of expressing
their demands and showing it is
prepared to fight with them fo
achieve those demands.

Which Union individuals in that
organisations nominally belong to
should, in most cases, be immaterial.

The trade based nature of British

Trade Unions demands an
organisation that can function
independently, across trade and

union boundaries. Any attempt io
resirict an organisation to one Union
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or Craft, except where there is only
one Union in an indusiry, a very rare
thing in this country, effectively ties

the organisation to that Union's
bureaucracy.
Any organisation that is not

capable of functioning independent-
ly of any Union Bureaucracy, or is
not being built for that express
purpose, is already hopelessly
reformist and virtually useless.

The attitude of the SWP to this
gquestion was very strange; they
supported staying in the EETPU on
the grounds that there were a lot of
“good socialists” in the Union and

should not be abandoned. It
didn't matter to them that those in
laveur of staying in were taking a
reformist line; we were all
encouraged to stay in and work with
them to “save the EETFU",

It seems to me a very slange
ﬁtﬁpﬁdivﬂ that writes off the whole

bour Party as reformist and beyond
redemption, and at the same fime
supports reformist elements within
the most reactionary trade union. It's
a bit like dumping the Labour Party
as useless and joining the SDP.

EETPU member
South London

® Socialist Viewpoint does not
share this reader's approach to the
tight for leadership inside the
existing trade union movement.
While we favour the rr:nglk-uupmtn'l
and organisation of and file
shop floor militants on a class
struggle basis in to the
burequcratic leaderships, it is vital
that this fight is also t into the
branches and other

structures of the unions.
If this is not done, then the whole
official machinery remains at the

of the right
S
;ﬁ.hg of militant struggles,
while rank and file workers fail to

learn f figh the
la?mv;c;ro fighting various

. and cut
themselves off from fight to
mobilise the broader membership.

Owur proposal is for the EETPU to
be expelled from the TUC and
stripped of the protection of the
Briillng't«nn . while
other unions be urged to mount

“ exercises in each
ind sactor.

We welcome further debate on
these issues and urge our readers
in the unions to let us know their

views.
Editor




WRP: time to dust oit

the treasures!

SIX months after the trauma
of expelling their former
General Secretary for a
horrendous r of
violence. rape and
corruption, the members of
the Workers Revolutionary
Party have yet to adopt a
fresh ive on the
British and international
class struggle — though
debate flourishes on a
range of issues.

This is one of a series of
discussion articles
submitted by Socialist
Viewpoint supporters who
were expelled from the WRP
by Healy in 1974, seeking to
draw out lessons of the
latest split, and suggesting
a political agenda for the
way ahead.

“TREASURES coated in dust.”
That was how WRP Central
Committee member Richard

Goldstein referred to the history
of the Tr movement as
he introdu a Conway Hall

m-oth:u? entitled "Tasks of the
Fourth International”.

Many militants in the WRP and
alsewhere would query whether the
coating is not in fact rather thicker,
stickier, and more foul-smelling than
“dust". But there is no doubt that one
of the key tasks of the WRP — and
other forces seeking a way forward in
the fight for Trotskyist politics — is to
take a serious and constructive at-
titude to the experiences of the past.

Until recently most WHP thinking
on the history of the Trotskyist move-
ment had been reduced to the ar-
rogant presumption that they alone
(and particularly their now augellud
and disgraced leader Gerry Healy)
represented the “continuity” of the

By JOHN LISTER

fight for Trotskyist orthodexy against
“Pabloism".

Under the code word “"Pabloism”
were summed up the politics of tail-
ending "left” Stalinist currents, opor-
tunist dissclution of Troiskyist forces
into mass Communist Parties, and,
later, political adaptation to peity
bourgecis nationalist leaderships,
most significantly in Cuba and
Algeria.

Now, of course, WRP members
have to face up to the bureaucratic

litical degeneration of their own
eadership which led them ever fur-
ther and faster down the road of
political capitulation to anti-
communist bourgecis and petty
bourgeois leaderships in the Middle
East, the Stalinist bureaucracy in
Vietnam, and even sections of the
labour bureaucracy in Britain. The
political recerd of the WHP under
Healy exhibits all of the opportunism
of Pablo who in the early open-
ly boasted of “Junking the old
Trotskyism".

The struggle of WRP members now
to find their bearings after the expul-
sion of Healy has n complicated
by the divided nature of the world
Trotskyist movemenl. Since the major
split of 1951-53 left a string of
unanswered questions on the anlaysis
of post-war Stalinism and set a new,
deplorable “norm" of premature
splits as a substituie for political
struggle in a democratic centralist
iramework, each major world event
has simply added to the prevailing
pelitical confusion and
fragmentation.

here are no shortages al
pretenders to the title of “sole con-
tinuity” of Trotskyist orthodoxy. Best
known of these is Pierre Lambert's
Parti Communiste [nternationals in
France and its international hangers-
on. The PCI offers the most stri
echo of Healy's represssive inte
regime, swaggering sell-

proclamation, theoretical bankruptcy
and opportunisi adaptation (in
Lambert’s case lo social democracy
and the reactionary Force Ouvridre
union bureaucracy).

Other, smaller groups have emerg-
ed as a result of a succession of splits
in the larger organisations: soms,
like the Spartacisis, have evolved in
their own curious fashion into
bureaucratic cult groupings around
their founder gurus.

Others, from outside the Trotskyist
tradition altogether, have from time
to time emerged and stridently pro-
claimed themsalves to be the scle
world arbiters of Trotskyist ‘or-
thodoxy”. One such grouping is
Workerse Power in Britain, which
breezily writes off the entire history of
struggle of the Trotskyist movement
gince the war, and — from all the
authority of a propaganda group with
no record of practical work, and

Importance of learning from post
war struggles
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which itseli broke from state
capitalism only six years ago, now
presumes to hra.nd every current but
themselves as “centrist”.

To fall into this school of politics
would be a disaster for the WRP: it
would do nothing to discard the sec-
tarian method of Healy in relating to
the British workers’ movement or to
the international forces which lock to
the Trotskyist programme.

. Unfortunately it is not only
Workers Power which has been ped-
dling a wholly negative view on the
post-war history of the Trotskyist
movement. A similar point of view is
contained in the lengthy document
by Mike Banda "Twenty Seven
Reasons (why the International Com-
mittee should be buried forthwith and
the Fourth International built)”. It is
aechoed by other WRP members. It is
an understandable reaction to the
skeletons that have tumbled out of the
WHP's cupboards since Healy's ex-
pulsion — but it is one which leads
nowhere.

Unless we seek lo analyse and ex-
plore the lessons of history from the
standpoint of actively developing a
movement in the working class today,
it has no value. And while any fool

Soviet troops raise the Red Flog over the
Reichsiog af the end of World War 2:
the post-war period demands a
development of the Trotskyist
programme of 15938.

for 1817,

with the bm:in[it of :{indnith can cumé
pile a cata [ past errors an
urge they no oq:. repeated, the task is
to develop a leadership and a pro-
gramme capable of taking foward the
struggles of foday’s labour
movement.

From this starting point. the un-
successful, defeated or betrayed
struggles, the false starts and
mistaken unulrlil of 'l'qrio'l.ll

pl
T fox e sttt of hisiory
but part of the living experience
which mu:rtn.dh the h;liu to
st develop the pro-
l;mmm-‘m“:nd analysis of Marxists

The uestion which sectarian scep-
tics su:h as Workers Power must con-
front is: given the cbvious weakness
of failures of the Trotskyist move-
ment, would the workers’ movement
now be better off if the various cur-
rents had not existed? U forces regar-
ding themselves as Trotskyists had
not made the sacrifices, taken the
risks, tried to shape history, fought
for influence in the mass movement
— and made their mistakes? Would
Marxists be wiser now — or more ig-
norant? Would there be more Marx-
ists — or fewer? Would we be better
placed to give leadership in the
unicns, the labour movement
generally or the struggles of the
oppressed?

To ask the qustion is to answer it.
Obwviously the struggles waged by
Trotskyists have been the only way
Trotskyism could have stayed alive
excepl in armchair circles of abstract
academics and seclarian wranglers.

Nor is it the case that the existence
of Trotskyism can be said to have
stunted the growth of any more
healthy, spontanecus revolutionary
currents in the workers' movement.
Trotskyist activity may have missed
opportunities, tail-ended existing
leaderships, adapted to mass moods,
or (all too often) stood aside from
necessary struggles, butl ils
weaknesses are not by any means all

self imposed: they have reflected the
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Lessons of the dﬂmt of fudeu' Bussian 1905 re-.rofu!m !:E.I:ped Lenin and Troisky prepare

real material problems of developing
a mass revolutionary break from ex-
isting leaderships under the
pressures of imper ideclogy,
reformism, Stalinism and
nationalism.

We are not the first generation to
encounter this kind of problem. Marx
and Engels battled much of their
political lives as a tiny minority of
conscious revolutionaries in the very
infancy of any independent labour
movemant. They were forced to draw
their lessons not from unbroken vic-
tories but from the mixed and chang-
inp fortunes of the Charlisi move-
mant, the sarly British unions, tha Fe-
nian struggle, early struggles for
bourgecis democracy and national
liberation in Europe, and the Paris
Commune.

They were forced to polemicise al
length with now forgotten political
opponents whose unfamiliar names
today send readers skipping to the
glossary: but from these actual strug-
gles for a grasp of the class struggle,
from their limited interventions into
the events of the day, and from the
experiences of the struggles that fail-
ed they developed the basic elements
of the politics we fight for loday — in-
cluding the outlines of the theory of
permanent revolution; the concept of
the dictatorship of the proletariat; the
understanding of the bourgeois state;
the principle of internationalism.

Lenin, too, developed much of the
political strength which enabled the
Bolsheviks to take power from a
serious appraisal of the experience,
and practice of the existing Marxist
movement in its various forms — not
least the defeats and betrayals it sui-
fered. Lenin's insistence upon the
need to smash the capitalist state
machinery and replace it with a
workers' state — a dictatorship of the
proletariat — arose from his renewed
study of the defeated Paris Com-
mune. The study of the failed Revolu-
tion of 1905 brought forward the im-
portance of the sovief as the indepen-
dent organ of workers' power in
challenging the state. It also trig-



gered Trotsky's reappraizal of the
relationship between the democratic
- thl::hwlup well hcmlzl:i' l::j:h
was lo ]
and Engels’ early outlines to map out
the theory of permanent revolution.
After ].91'3I the fight against the
degeneration of the Russian Com-
munist Party under Stalin quite ob-
viously formed the cornerstone of the
Trotskyist struggle to take forward the
traditions of methods of Bolshevism.
But the lessons of the major world
events like the British Ganeral Strike
of 1926 and the Chinese revolution
were also used, not simply to indict
the Slalinists but to strengthem the
programme and ive put for-
by the Left ition. The
developing struggles againsi social
democracy and Popular Frontism in
the 1930s ran alongside Trotsky's ex-
posure of sectarianism in the fight to
win wavering centrisl forces over to
the side of consistent revolutionary
politics and the Fourth International.
The 1938 "Transilional Pro-
gramme" itself was written as a con-
scious alternative to the minimum,
reformist programme adopted by
social democracy and by Communist
Parties following the Popular Fromt
line. It is an attempt to draw out and
systematise the lessons of the gains
and setbacks in the whole period of
class struggle from 1917 cnwards.

While the basic political prm.tm
of that programme ﬁva been shown

to remain valid in the 48 years since it
was written, a whole wealth of new
experiences of ohjective changes
mean it is no longer adequate as a
guide to action for today's Marxists.

The different responses to the post-
war situation by the various sections
of the Trotskyist movement — and
their political and organisational
consequences when implemented —
must be a central feature of any
serious attempt to analyse the new
gitnation. By analysing their ex-
periences we can come closer lo
understanding the strengths and
weaknesses of their political method
— and to elaborating a programme
which incorporates the lessons into
an active orientation in today's labour
movement.

There were two main lines of
development: both ran into major
problems.

On the one hand those like Pablo
who were bowled over by their im-
pressions of the "new reality” of the
post-war situation, and adapted to
what appeared on the surface to be
rad.mul changes in the role of Stalinist

leaderships, opted to
|nni|: the old Trotskyism"” and em-
bark with never a backward glance
on a succession of opportunist
adventires.

On the other, the seli-styled "or-
thodox" opposition — epitomised by
the post 1953 International Commit-
{ee — clung tenaciously to a wooden
dogmatism which refused to make an
objective assessment of what was new

in the siluation since 1938, and
laboured te “'explain’" all
developments by quotations and
reflerences from pre-war analysis.
While the Pablo current tended on
each occasion to dissclve itself into
existing mass movements, the IC
wing lurched from opportunism to
sectarian abstention.

In the course of this polarisation of
the movement, importanlt ex-

eriences were almost totally
orgolten.

®The Vielnamese Trotskyists, who
in 1945 had a prominent role in
Saigon and other cities, were brutally
crushed by Ho Chi Minh's Stalinists:
yel little debate of any substance tock
place on this in a "world movement”
precccu with evenis in Europe
and of leftward-moving
Stalinist currents.

@®In Bolivia in 1952 the Trotskyisis
of the POR, then in the leadership of
the COB trade union lederation, pro-
ved incapable of leading the
necessary :tn:l;;ql-a to overthrow the
petty bougecis-led government of the
MNR as it back-tracked befors the
imperialist bankers. The govem-
ment, which had initially im-
plemented radical reforms under

ressure of the workers and small
armers, swung to the r and
restablised capitalist rule. The
episode and ils lessons were again
barely discussed by the Fourth Inter-
national, busy with its split in Europe.

®In Sri Lanka, too, the struggles
and l:pcriancu of a long-standing
and mass-based Trotskyist party, the
LSSP, which was the biggest party of
the FI in 1950, led the most important
unions in the capital and had wide
support in the urban areas, have
been largely ignored or forgotten.
Even lessons of its eveniual
degeneration into the Popular Fron-
tist alliance with Bandaranaike in
1964 have not been sericusly and ob-
jectively discussed because of the
Lctlmu] divisions of the world

movement.

These and m otha important
experiences lhﬂ'l.l]; r the oppor-
tunity to strengthen and ﬁnﬂop the
Trotskyist programme, make it more
explicil, more adequale as a guide o
action.

Similarly a serious evaluation of
the role played by the warious
Troskyist currents during the Cuban
and Algerian revolutions should oﬁn:
the opportunity to strengthen the
movement’s understanding of the
necessary principled orientation to
mags-based anti-imperialist struggles
and their leaderships.
b ot e sy
ea rom is na-
Hm]mptu Stalinism, anﬂmﬂ?: more
commonplace processes of com-
salidation of the nationalist leader-
ship in post-revolutionary Algeria
(the “"model” for many susbequent
nationalist regimes in Alfrica)
presented serious problems of
analysis for the Trotskyists of the day.
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A reappraisal now of the aclual reali-
ty of events is vital to equip Marxisis
today faced with the need to crientale
correctly towards the Nicaraguan
FSLN, liberation struggles in Ireland,
Namibia and Central America, and
the very different nationalisi leader-
ships of the ANC and the PLO.
e-examining the slavish tail-
ending by many Trotskyist currents of
@ini's reactionary leadership
after the overthrow of the Shah in
Iran is essential to the development of
a consistent revolutionary perspec-
tive for the Middle East, just as an in-
dependeni stance towards Libyan
leader Gaddafi who rose to power in
a 1969 coup is a vital starting point
for a Marxist defence of Libya against
imperialist attack.

The dismal failure of Pablo's
perspectives for the emergence of
cenirist or revolutionary elements
from the Stalinist leaderships in
Eastern Europe has been well proven
over the years: nobody now defends
those posilions. Bul the post-war ex-
periences of the struggle for political
revolution add a whole wealth of new
lessons to the optimistic but rudimen-
tary sketch conlained in the 1938
Transitional Programme.

The emergence of the Hungarian
workers councils, and the indepen-
dent trade union action reaching
near-soviet dimensions which trig-
gered the Sclidarnosc movement in
Poland both underlined the fact that
the most decisive elements in the
fight for political revolution would
mobilise not through but against the
ruling Stalinist party structures and
their phony “unions”.

So consistent and so telling has
been the refutation of the notion that
“mass pressure’’ could force Stalinist
leaderships into a centrist or even a
revolutionary course, that it calls for
a f'nndmnntn.l reassessment of all the

uu:hm pﬂllim mognhu
ca

lnnd..mtnh]hr that all Stalinist
lnndnuhips — &8 parasilie
consisten tn umr
dent mobilisation wor
class. To hculmiha“mvnlmmnur'
overturn of property relations io the
u:lmu:lnn of Stnlininn'nd -:ihu:m

ression ro-

o R
T utionary with imperiali
has been a major weakness of nearly
all -war Trotskyist currents.

none of these vital questions
would Marxists today be any betier
equipped to lind the right answers if
there had not been a continuity of
struggles — albeit with failures and
mistakes, Our history is nof simply an
albatross around the necks of those
secking a healthy way forward: nor is
it simply reduced to the experience




of the mass movements of the day;
with all its particular features, it is the
raw material from which a new, more
developed, more adeguate pro-
gramme must be developed.

But the history of the movement
also has lessons for Marxists in Bri-
tain. In particular the failure of the
post-war Trotskyisi movement to
develop a consistent orientation
towards the Labour Party and to work
in the mass organisations of the
labour movement must be examined.
In the immediale post-war period
there were attempts to build the RCP
as a small mass party outside the
Labour Party at a time of truly
massive illusions in the new Labour
government. But the subsequent
split, and the Healy group’s turn to an
opportunist deep-eniry intoc the
Bevanile current in the Labour Party,
expecting it to evolve in a centrist or
revolutionary direction, did not
resolve the problem,

In the late 1950s, what was to
become the SLL/WHP, having won
important forces from the Communist
Party after Hungary, turned correctly
to building a trade union base and to
the youth as a force lor change in the
Labour Party. But after the successful
fight for the lsadership of the YS, the
mass youth sxpulsions of 1964 led —
despite an initial period of serious
campaigning — o the launching of a
one-sided “party-building” exercise,
abandoning any invelvement in the
life of the Labour Party.

This switch from agitation and
mobilisation to a propaganda orienta-
tion became increasingly the norm
for work in the unions, too, with a
sketchy handiul of slegans
substituted [or any serious pro-
gramme of action or leadership in
struggles.

By the 1974 general election,
which returned a Labour govern-
ment, the WRP lacked (indeed
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1856 Hungorian Revalution brought new concrete life fo programme of political revolution.

virulently opposed, and expelled
some of us for advocating) any pro-
gramme of transitional demands
which could relate to the new oppor-
tunities opened up as the workers'
movement embarked on a series of
militant struggles. Nor had any sec-
tion of the Marxist left done any
serious work to popularise transi-
tional demands or link up the fight in
the unions with the fight inside the
Labour Party against the predictable
wage-cutting and clazs collabora-
tionist policies of the Wilson
government.

For the most part this remained the
case throughout the 1974-79 period
of Labour government: when the
revolt welled up from the rank and
file of the unions and the Labour Paz-
ty after 1979, most Marxisis were left

flat-footed, while others panted
along, tail-ending events.
A serious reassessment of the

WRP's political orientation today
must learn these lessons, and
recognise the need to prepare now
for the struggles which will take
shape after the next general election
whenever that might be. This means a
break from the WHP's sectarian
abstention from broad based cam-
paigns — print and miners’ support
groups, international solidarity work,
anti-racist campaigns, campaigns for
women's rights — and a turn towards
trade union work. It means develop-
ing a dialogue with Labour activists,
raising all the issues of Kinnock's
“new realist” politics, the fight
against the witch hunt, and the sup-
port of workers in struggle.

In this reassessment, to return to
the Richard Goldstein analogy, the
problem is not so much to brush the
dust off the "treasures” from the past,
but to recognise the treasures among
the debris, and to have the patience
to sift throught the jumble rather than
angrily hurl the whole lot into the
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nearest bin,

It is essemtial in doing this thai
WRP members do not restrict the
discussion to their own relatively nar-
row IC tradition, but recognise that
the crisis is one of the whole post-war
Trotskyist movement, in which the
problemes, failures and strengths have
not been the preserve of any one
current.

At the Conway Hall mesting, WRP
speaker Chris Bailey insisted correct-
ly that “the IC is not the sole con-
tinuator of Trotskyism". And CliH
Slaughter went further and suggested
some form of international con-
ference with a view to Trotskyist
regroupment.

Clearly the disadvantage of such a
conference would be that it would be
very likely to atiract a horde of sec-
larians mot interested in political
development (since they believe they
already have all the answers) but
hoping simply to score a few cheap
points and rip off a couple of extra
members.

The most essential progress to be
made is on the political front, with a
despening and development of the
Transitional Programme to meet the
needs of the 1980s and 1990s.

Only when clear progress is made
on this could organisational in-
itiatives such as conferences produce
a clarification of the movement rather
than a well-intentioned but chaotic
bear-garden for cynics, sceptics and
sectarians,

The encouraging aspect of the
WRP evolution is that it continues to
break from the hidebound sectarian
lines of the past: but six months after
the expulsion of Healy it is now clear-
ly time to go beyond generalities and
begin to sketch out a perspective and
a programme that will lay the ghost of
Healyism by rooting the organisation
firmly in the British and international
workers’ movement.
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Workers who were

T

“"Willing to storm
heaven”

IN this article | want to outline
two things, firstly the history
and actions of the two brief
months of the Paris Commune
and secondly the assessment of
it as the first experience of
working class power by Marx
and Lenin.

The lessons of the Commune were
Lenin's starting point! lor putting
forward his programme for the
seizure of power in Russia in 1917 in
the book Siate and Revolution. Many
of the actions of the Commune have
become a part of revolutionary
programmes — such as Trotsky's
Transitional Programme. It is
important to see that revolutionary
demands are nol plucked from the air
but result from living experience. It
helps us realise the debt
revolutionaries owe to the heroic
Parisian working class of 1871. In the
words of Marx they wers "willing to
storm heaven.”

The Central Committee of the
National Guard, representing
300,000 armed Parisians, ook power
in Paris on March 18 1871.
Immediately they were magnanimous
to General Vinoy and his troops who
were allowed to leave the city after
their unsuccessful attempt to seize
the artillery of the National Guard
(see Part I, SVII).

The second and final part
of an article by
MATTHEW JONES on a
revolution which blazed
the trail for others to
follow.

They went to Versailles where
Thiers’ Government of Rurals was
assembled. The central Committes of
the National Guard called elections
to the Commune to be convened on
March 26. The manifesto of the
Central Committee, issued on March
18, stated:

"The proletarians of Paris,
amidst the failures and treasons of
the classes, have understood
that the hour has struck for them to
save the situction by taking into
their own hands the direction of
public affairs... They have
understood that it is their imperious
duty and their oboslute right to
“ngnr themselves masters of their
own destinies, by seizing upon the
governmental power.”

(Marx, The Civil War in France, p.

3
he reaction of the Paris
bourgecisie came four days later on
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March 22, when a demonstration of
reactionaries armed with revolvers,
daggers, sword canes and the like
attempted to seize the headguarters
of the National Guard in the Place
Venddéme. On their way they attacked
and disarmed WNaticnal Guard
patrols, killing two members and
sariously injuring nine others,
including a member of the Central
Committes.

They were dispersed by a single
volley from the National Guard,
dropping their weapons as they fled.
But the Central Committee did not
follow up their success and hunt
down the olfenders. Only two days
later the same crowd were able to
muster an armed demonsiration
which ended with a mass stampede to
Versailles. Again the Central
Committee did not follow il up, this
time committing a cardinal error. ,
Versailles stood virtually undefended
and within striking distance of the
might of the Paris proletariat. Thiers
could have been crushed easily, but
the Central Committee did not wanl
to continue the civil war. Tens of
thousands of Parisians paid for this
mistake with their lives.

The capitalists had no such
scruples. Throughout the campaign
any members of the National Guard
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who fell into their hands were killed,
frequently after enduring brutal
tortures at the hands of the enraged,
vindictive bourgecisie. Even after
these two demonsirations, the “Party
of Order” was allowed to stand
candidates for the Commune!

The Commune was slected on
March 26, and the Central
Committee resigned and handed
over power to it two days later.

The politics of the members of the
Commune were by and large of two
camps, the Blanguists and the
Proudhonist wing and the
International Wurging Men's
Association, the First [nternational
set up by Marx and Engles.

The Blanquists, followers of Louis-
Buguste Blangui (1805-1881),
believed that mankind would
freed from wage slavery not by means
of the class struggle but through a
conspiracy by a small minority of
intellectuals. They lost sight of the
real conditions necessary for a
successful wuprising and ignored
contacts with the working class and
peasaniry.

The Proudhonists were socialists of
the small peasants and self employed
master-craftsmen. In keeping with
this, they believed in a form of co-
operation in which each worker
owned his own means of production,
his tools, They abhorred mass
organisation of the working class
against the employers, seeing it as
unnatural except in the “exceptional”
case of large workplaces.

Even in Paris, long a centre of
artistic artisans, by 1871 large
enterprises were becoming the rule
rather than the exception.
Circumstances, and the invelvement
of the mass of proletarian Paris,
turned both these programmes on
their heads.

Thﬂ Cnmmune was ma||:u1|!1f
Blanguist and most of its delegates
were of petty bourgecis origin.
Twenty-five working class delegates,
including 12 members of the
International were elected on March
26. Subsequent elections on April 16
brought in more soclalist delegales
including Marx's son-in-law Lorguet,
The members of the International
were responsible lor mest of the
economic measures of the
Commune.The ministry of Trade and
Labour was headed by a German
revolutionary, Frankel, the posis and
telegraph, the Mint and direct
taxation, and (towards the end of the
Commune) finance were all directed
by socialists.

In keeping with its role at the head
of an entirely new form of state, the
Commune was an enlirely new type of
body. All delegales were subject to
recall by the constitluents at any time.
The Commune was no mere
Parliamentary talking shop, it was
also the exzecutive body, its members
had lo carry out their own policies,
breaking down an imporiant barrier

b A =
Strest barricade defends the Commune.

between pecple and state.

In addition, the Commune
declared that all judges, magistrates,
administrators and teachers would be
elected and subjec! to recall by their
constituents. As Marx put it:

“Instead of deciding once in
three or six years which member of
the ruling class was to represent
and repress the people in parlia-
ment, universal s ge was to
sorve the people constituted in
Communes, as individual sulfrage
serves every other employer in the
search for workers, foremen and
accountants for his business.”

(Quoted in Lenin, Stale and
Revolution, Chap III).

And Lenin:

“The Commune substitutes for
the venal and rotten
parliamentarism of bourgeois
soclely Institutions in which
freedom of opinion and discussion
does not degenerate Into
deception., foer the
Parliomentarians themsleves have
to work. have to execute their own
laws, have themselves to test the
results achieved in reality, and to
account directly te their
constituents,”

(Lenin, State and HRewolution,
Chap III)

This workers' democracy,
developed and tested through the
experience of the Commune and the
Russian Revolution, is a key element
in every genuine revolutionary
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socialist programme.

The basis for the establishment of
this new workers' state was the
destruction of the old fundamentally
capitalist one. The last act of the
Ceniral Committes of the National
Guard was the abolition of the
notorious Paris "Morality Police”, the
first act of the Commune on March 30
was to abolish conscription and the
standing army, plus the cld state
administration.

The army was replaced by the
National Guard in which all citizens
capable of bearing arms were lo be
enrolled. The stale as the repressive
machine of the minority bougeocisie
was replaced by the armed people,
i.e. the majorily, armed to repress the
counter-revolutionary minority.

“Tt is still to suppress
the bourgeocisie crush their
resistance. This was particularl
necessary for the Commune. an
one of the reasons for its defeat was
that it did not do this with sufficient
determination. The organ of
suppression, however, is here the
majority of the population. and not
a minority. as was always the case
under slavery. serfdom and wage
slavery. And since the majority of
the people itself suppress iis
oppressors, a i ial lorce’ for
suppression is no iungernncuumrl
In this sense. the state begins to
wither away."

(Lenin, Stafe and Revolulion,
Chap IIl, emphasis in original).



Lenin saw the Commune as a firsl
Comm

step towards a cl unist
society in which no repressive state
apparatus need exist,
wo addilional measures

completed the new state. The first was
the decision on April 1 that all state
amployees including the members of
the Commune themselves should be
paid at most 6,000 francs (i.e. al
working men's wages) thus
preventing any form of careerism at
the expense of the state.

The second was the abolition of all
state pa ts for reli
on A landr.mﬂp 8 the removal
of the church from the schools,
clearing the way for education free
from mysticism.

The Commune was able to manage
with roughly a guarter of the number
of functionaries employed by the old
Second Empire, mfmmvu‘r it paid
them at most a salary barely amoun-
ting to one fifth of what Professor
Huzxley put forwards as a minimum
for a secretary fo a meiropolitan
n:hoo} board:

“The Commune made that
m:hh::rgh.:: hourgtail
ot ﬂﬂmt a
reality by destroying the two
E-aiut sources of expenditure —
:t:mtling army and stale
Sﬁgum The Civil War in France, p.

This had its effect. Shortly after the
National Guard seized power in Paris
there were risings in Marseilles,
Lyons, Dijon iuéd lhcwl;;::,
attem to set up Communaes
the Fﬁi{‘: of Pr;.rls The Pnrﬂ
Commune’s own programme was for
a national federation of urban and
rural Communes along the same lines
as in Paris with a Federal body made
up of repressniatives from all the
communes o be convened in Paris as
the central authority.

The risings in the cities were
suppressed, but the real fear of
Thiers and hiz Rurals was thai the
programme of the Commune might
reach the French peasantry. The
peasants had hm q:crund down by
taxation léii , the majority,
who paid for I;]m axcessss of the
Second Empire) udihnmcqhialthn
state bureaucracy ommune
promised the peasants freedom from
the tax burden, from the pelty state
officials and gendarmes who under
Communal would be elected by
and responsible to the population,
and from the superstitions of the
priest in the schools.

*The Rurals — this was in fact
their chief nsion — knew
that three months" free
communication of Communal Paris
with the provinces would b:rlng
about a general rising of

ts. and hence their mhtr
to establish a police blockade
around Paris. so as to stop the

spread of the rinderpest.”

(Marx, ibid, p. 61).

Before going on lo discuss the
economic reforms of the Commune it
is necessary to say a word about ils
internationalism. Despite being
surrounded on il Eastern and
Northern fronts by a hostile German
army, the Commune elected a
German socialist Frankel as minister
of Labour. In addition, several Polish
revolutionaries including Dabrowski,
who was a general, served in the
National Guard. On March 30 all
foriegners elecied to the Commune
were confirmed in office with the
words "the flag of the Commune is
the Flag of the World Republic”
Equﬁind in Lenin, Paris Commune

and the laosks n.f the Democratic
Dictatorship).

The Commune lifted the financial
burden imposed by the big
bourgecisie and the Second Empire
on the working class and the petty
bourgecisie. It declared on March 30
that no rent would be paid on
dwallinq houses from Oectober 1870

1871 and all payments
a].raacfy made would be bocked as
rent in advance for the future.

At the same time i also deferred
the debtz of the small shopkespers
and the like and proclaimed an end to

foreclosures on their morigages. The

guillotine and publicly burnt it amid
greal rejoicing. The greal victory
column on the Place Vend&me, cast
from guns captured by Napoleon was
ordered to be demolished because it
served as a symbeol of chauvinism and
an incitement to national hatred; this
was done on May 12.

The Chapel of Attonement built in
memory of the execution of Louis XVI
by the French HRevclutionaries
suffered the same fate. But in their
economic measures as in their
military and political ones the
Commune stopped short.

They remained standing outside
the Bank of France, centerpiece of
the bourgeois financial order. If they
had seized it, they could have
reworked the financial system,
offering cheap r.'m:llt to workers and

the petty hﬂu including the
peasaniry, at the same time
bought the Ft‘ﬂnch isie to its
knees refusing to them the

services of the Bank,

Militarily and politically the
Commune lacked the resolutensss of
purpose {0 win an insurrection. After
seizing power in Paris on March 18
the lsadership went on the defensive,
defending Paris against the
skirmishes of the Versailles Rurals
instead of delivering the deathblow to
the crippled bourgeoisie.

“Working men's Paris, with its Commune, will
be for ever celebrated as the glorious harbinger
ol a new society. Its martyrs are enshrined in the
great heart of the working class.”

— Karl Marx

sale of all articles pledged in the
municipal loan office (the state
pawnshop) was stopped.

For the workers, the Communae

outlawed the fines imposed by
employers to claw back a part of the
meagre wages they pai ightwork

for bakers was abolished on April 20,
and the employment offices,
previously run by agents of the
police, were handed over to the
mayoralties of the Iwenty
arrondissements (districts) of Paris.

April 30 saw the closure of the
pawnshope as private exploitation of
the workers and a contradiction of the
right of the workers to their
instruments of Labour and to credit.
A start was made on workers' control
of indusiry when on April 16 the
Commune ordered a list to be made
of all factories closed down by the
employers — and called for the
previous employees le form co-
operative societies and work out
plans lo run them,

The demolition of the symbols of
the previcus power was started by the
137th Battalion of the National
Guard, who dragged out the
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Even then the problems posed for
the "Party of Order"” were massive.
The municipal elections of April 27 in
the 35,000 remaining French
communes elected 700,000
councillors — of whom less than
8,000 were supporters of the assorted
Rovalists and Bonapartisi rubbish
that made up the majority of the
Varsailles MNational Assembly. This
deprived the “Rurals” of their lasi
claim to represent France in crushing
the Commune.

Bismarck chose his moment to
intervene — signing a punitive treaty
with the National Assembly in
Frankfurt on May 10. The conditions
included the release of the Prisoners
of War held by the Prussians — for
the specific purpose of crushing
Paris, and that Prussian troops would
stay in France, until Bismarck was
satisfied with the slate of the country.
The Prussians remained occupying
the MNorthern and Eastern forts of
Paris to assist in the smashing of the
Paris workers. This was signed by the
Assembly on May 18.

By May 21, the Versailles LrncE
gained eniry to the city and i




The Cune confirmed for Marx, Engels and Lenin the

days of slaughter began. Men,
women and children fought on the
barricades as the bourgecis army
forced its way across the city,
culminating in the last stand in the
cemetery Pére la Chaise.

The firing sgquads used
mitrailleuses (an early French form of
machine gun) to annihilate over
20,000 men, women and children of
the Commune. Their monument is the
"“Wall of the Federals” (so called
because of their demand for a
Federal Communist state) or “"Wall of
Communards” in the Pére la Chaise
cemetery where the last atrocities
were carried out.

Some escaped. Fifteen thousands
were deportied to New Caledonia.
Many made their way through the
Prussian lines with assistance of the
Prussian soldiers. Marx's epitaph for
the Commune was:

“"Working men’s Paris. with iis
Commune, will be for ever
celebrated as the glorious
harbinger of a new society. Its
martyrs are enshrined in the great
heart of the wor class. Its
exterminators’ history has already
nailed to thal eternal pllory from

-

which all the prayers of their
priests will not avail to redeem
them."”

(Marx, The Civil War in France).

The Commune's political tasks
were largely democratic in nature,
carrying out the unfinished tasks of
the 1789 bourgecis revolution. It
freed the system from the fetters of
religion, the people from the fetters
of usary and crippling taxation, and
opened up democracy for the masses.

But ils driving force was the work-
ing class allied to the peity
bourgeoisie and extending the arm of
liberation to the peasaniry who made
up the majority of the French
population. In this way it exemplified
the fight for what Marx called
Permanent (uninterrupted)
Revolution, with the working class
carrying forward the democratic
revolution as a part of the fight for
socialism.

The measures carried out by the
Paris workers: regulation of employ-
ment; abolition of unsocial hours; the
workers' takeover of parts of
manufacturing industry, were what
Lenin called a2 minimum socialist

programme.
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The true heira of the Paris
Commune were the Bolsheviks of
1917. Lenin wrote The Siafe and
Revolution in August and September
1817 using the lessons of the
Commune to urge opposition to the
bourgeois vaiiimaf vernment, a
seizure of power in Russia, the
smashing of the stale machine, and
carrying into its full flower the Com-
mune's embryo programme.

In 1891 Engels wrote an introduc-
tion to The Civil War in France to
commemorate the twentieth anniver-
sary of the Commune. He used it to
argue against the reformist attitudes
then creeping into the Second Inter-
national (revolutionaries of the time
still called themselves Social-
Democrats). His closing words were:

“Of late the Soclal-Democratic
E.It.'.lu.:l“h- has once more been
with wholesome terror at the
words: Dictatorship of the
Proletariat. Well and good.
gentlemen. do you want to know
what this dictatorship loocks like?
Loock ot the Paris Commune. That
was the Dictatorship of the
Proletariat.”



Organise the
fightback!

Sccsaliss Vwwaciot Nevacgued
e t

that althougha battle has been
lost. the working class has not been
defeated.

Of course it has mainly been the
ruling class that has drawn
increased confidence from the
miners’ strike. and which has gone
on the offensive. Nationwide,

le of — ing voked
examp sweeping. unpro
attacks on the workforce. from
smaller enterprises such as
Silentnight to whole industries,
such as print. The Tories continue
their onslought on the public
sector, with the working class
itlﬂﬂ'.lng doubly, as workers and as

Hm.undmnth-m-luhu
measures to weaken and the
working class, such as increased

up ary.
Continually. the state exploits the
divisions in the working class, with
immigration policy. racist
propaganda and surveillance.
pomothnnihdiﬂnmlhmur

or aven
th-thlulim defence of local
government.

The working class is
unnecessarily at a disadvantage in
the class struggle; for not only do
we have a powerful enemy to fight
in the ruling class, we are
continually held back in the
struggle by our “leaders”™ — the
mnmﬂwnm:!nt:‘hummm!llh;l:"
organisations war €
and who collaborate with
:uﬁlil:'!:mhrth-hmmdi

people, too, the leaders

and bureaucrats of the labour
movement, have drawn a lesson
from the end of the miners’ strike:
that now the working class has the
example of its traditionall
strongest section on sirike
wnd-tﬂn&td-hnﬁngﬂu
oo Amybec v g

any struggles to
stamped out.

The witch-hunt in the Labour
Party has hit the news. as Kinnock
carves out his own read to No. 10 on
the backs of the class whose
interests he should be fighting for.

But equally insidious is the degree
to which we are

militants going undefe — or

even encouraged — by the t
brass of the unions. by X

In the face of this onslaught. the
forces in the working class that are
prepared to fight must join forces in
our struggle.

On May 10, Labour Briefing will
be discussing how that task. of
uniting class struggle militants and
the organised left, can ba
attempted (see advert). It is a large
task, for it involves the ledt muking
areal break from its comfortable

role of ::rm.:huil :l'iti:lm u:nd thn

NATIONAL LABOUR
BRIEFING
ANNUAL

CONFERENCE

May 10 - 11.00-6.00

Polytechnic of Central London,
Marylebone Rd, London NW1
(opp. Mme. Tussauds, nearest tube
Baker St)

Registration: £3 (£1.50 unwaged)
+ £2 levy for London comrades
to contribute to a pooled fare.

Creche provided; but please register in advance

token attendance on
demonstrations; and uniting to
urmh-:mdimd!hc:hugghmq
genuinely non-sectarion way.
It also inveolves recognising the
diverse nature of the struggle. and
both that many sections
of the working class who are less
obvious in the ranks of labour
e gl e
peo — are part
working and have arole to
play in the battle for socialism, and
that these sections have their own

NeCessary.
dri force. which will hopetully
at last be strong enough to bring
nbcutﬂ-unltylnn:ﬂnnlnlhnl

wh.h:hllndi!ptrﬂh
needod. Socialist Vie -
encourages all our rea tnu:-nuu
to the Conference. to contribute

their own ideas. and to join in this
Irdth:ﬂhr-

Voting by Briefing Supporters Card only

Send registration fee to Jane Kelly, 26,
Cmﬂon Rd Londan SE5 2NB
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