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••• But not by Kinnock's methods! 
mE KNOWSLEY BY-ELECI1ON 
and the Labour NEC's continued 
onslaught against Militant support
ers on Merseyside both Indicate 
lust how near the Labour leadership 
Is to brlnglng about the nightmare 
of another five years of Thatcher 
In Downing Street. 

The Knowsley result represented 
a drop of 9% In Labour's share of 
the vote compared with 1983. The 
cost of forcing a Klnnock's candi
date on the Labour party was a 
richly deserved rebuff. Over ten 
thousand Labour voters stayed at 
home. 

It Is scarcely open to doubt 
at had the Knowsley party and 

es Huckfleld stood as the Labour 
can(lldate against Nell Klnnock's 
efllnless wonder they could have 
rallied thousands of Labour voters 
against the right's promise-nothing 
policies. 

The result of conceding to the 
right will not be to stop the 
witch-hunt In Knowsley. An NEC 
enquiry will lead either to the dis
banding or straltJacketlng of the 
party. 

A further blow Is Klnnock's 
success In Intimidating MIlitant and 
Its left allies Into conceding the 
resignations of Derek Hatton, Tony 
Mulhearn and Felicity Dowllng from 
their council positions. This came 
not two weeks after Hatton boast
ed to the Militant rally that 
"they'll never stop me being the 
deputy leader of Liverpool City 
CounciL" 

Since Knowsley Klnnock has 
switched to an attack on the 
"sensationalism a.ttached to the 
actions of a few councils" - Labour 
not Tory! He has blamed these 
councils for "zealotry" and 
"Idealism made to look like 
extremlsin" which provokes lurid 
headlines. A handful of Labour 
councils try to defend the condi
tions of working class people and' 
the victims of discrimination and 
prejudice, and Klnnock rushes to 
the microphones to denounce not 
the slanderers but the slandered. 

This pattern has been repeated 
on Issue after Issue from the 
Miners' Strlke onwards. Nor has 
this wretched, unprincipled be
haviour even been crowned with 
the laurels of popularity. Labour 
Is stili bumpIng along around the 
38-40% mark In opinion polls -
stili more often than not behind 
the Tories. 

Despite a collapse In Alliance 
,support Labour has made little 
headway. Klnnock mimics That
cher's phraseology about enterprise 
In a desperate and visibly pathetic 
attempt to court the 'yuppy vote'. 
Yet the consequence Is that In the 
vast areas menaced by unemploy
ment Labour Is Incapable of 
mobilising any active enthusiasm. 

Klnnock has been able to Im
pose his right-wing policies and his 
witch-hunting on Labour's l ranks 
because they genuinely wish to get 
rid of the Tories In the General 
Election that Is likely In 1987. 

Many sincere Labour support
ers have bought Klnnock's lie that 
the price of victory Is the expul
sion of Militant and the surrender 
of pro-working class policies. 
Others believe that by keeping 
quiet until after the election more 
advantageous circumstances will 
come along. 

But you can't halt the offensive 
of the right-wing by moving right
wards yourself or by shutting up 
In the name of unity. Nor will such 
surrender aid by one percentage 
point Labour's hopes of 'defeating 
the Tories. 

Every serious working clas~ 
militant wants to see the Tories 
go down to defeat. An electoral 
defeat would be a serious setback 
- If only a temporary one - for 
the bosses because, at the mo
ment, they stili want the Tories 
to carry on their hatchet jobs for 
them. 

Workers hope that Labour will 
be more sympathetic or at least 

more responsive to the pressure 
and demands of the unions and the 
base of the Labour Party. 

The weak side of this hope Is 
that It Ignores the fact that once 
In office Labour Is always open to 
the tremendous pressure of the 
whole vast machinery of the bos
ses' state 

It Is under the pressure of the 
capitalist economy, tied to 'defen
ding the pound', forced by the 
City, the IMF, the EEC to protect 
this capitalist economy always at 
the expense of workers' Interests. 
This Is always true. Anyone who 
denies this Is flying In the face 
of six periods of Labour govern
ment. 

POSITIVE SIDE 

But the hopes and expectations 
of workers do have an Important 
positive side that must be built on. 
They show that working people 
hate Thatcher and her 'popular 
capitalism'. That they loathe the 
endless dole queues and closed 
hospitals and they want to see the 
Tories out and Labour In. 

But to have any effect these 
hopes must become something 
more. They must become demands. 
If the Tories have added three 
million to the dole queue then - we 
must demand that Labour puts 
them back to work and not over 
six years. 

If the real value of government 
.spendlng per head of the popUlation 

.~. "-,, , 

WO KERS'SANCTIONS 

INST APARTHEID 
mE DRAMATI PULL out by touch with trade unionists In South 
Barclays BanIt f om Its major South Africa to ensure th~t the help we 
African holding Is one of a flood give Is what they need, when they 
of 'withdrawals' In the last month. need It. For Instance, when Gen
These testify to the brave fight eral Motors completes Its pull out, 
of the liberation movements as It will be vital for workers In GM 
well as the extent of the cam- to continue to give support to 
palgns pursued by Anti-Apartheid their counterparts In the South 
movements Internationally against Afrlc;\I1 firm. 
the major multinational Investors The Conference for Trade Union 
In South AfrlC& 1 Sanctions on 13 December Is an 

For General Motors, for In- opportunity for trade unionists 
stance, the 'hassle factor' Just got c!ommltted to organising boycott 
too much. For most, the declining action to discuss the details and 
profitability of their Investments problems of campaigning and 
simply meant 'apartheid no longer organising. For Instance, at present 
pays dividends'. But the liberation there are more Instances of boy
and working class movements In cott acUon than most activists 
South Africa .,Jhat many of know about. 
these 'wlthdra''Yal " e- ittle more So communication needs to be-
than cosmet c exe' cls s designed I did t I 
to preserve- ' he i good names o~ e mprove n or er 0 g ve ammu-
companies In tn West while lettlng-.l)ltlon to those trying to build new 
them continue to ' pr61iteer from ac - n"llt There will also be an op
their South African Interests. por~unfty to discuss how to win 

For Instance, Barclays Is srlll wider,. sectlon~ of the movement 
tied to the South African regime -to a '"workers boycott perspective 
through loans, General Motors Is and In particular to prepare f~r 
planning to ship parts for assem- the Anti-Apartheid Movement s 
bly, and the firm replacing Playtex Annual General Meeting which 
In South Africa will continue to takes place In London on 10 and 
market Playtex goods. In addition 11 January. 
a massive network of sanctlon-- The AGM will be discussing 
busters Is In place should further both constitutional changes and 
government action on trade be resolutions on the movement's work 
forthcoming. In the next year. We urge dele-

The campaign for disinvestment gates to speak for and support 
In South Africa Is at best a motions calling for effective trade 
strategy for the slow bleeding to union boycott action and direct 
death of the regime. At worst It links between trade unions here and 
Is Just consolidat ing a huge South In South Africa. They should oppose 
African Imperialism dominated by those constitutional changes which 
one or two trusts. What Is needed will reduce the powers of the 
Is Its sharp strangulation. That Is Annual Meeting to decide policy. 
why In Workers Power we continue In the next period It Is crucial 
to argue for workers' boycott that debate on strategy Is as public 
action, to stop all trade to and as possible, and that the supporters 
from the Republic. of the workers' boycott strategy 

A working class solidarity argue with all the vigour that the 
movement should also keep In close situation In South Africa requires • • 

has fallen drastically In the last 
ten years - In health, In education, 
In housing, then we must demand 
It be restored In full. 

If the nationalised Industries 
have been decimated and sold off 
to the city sharks we demand the 
jobs be restored, the Industries 
re-nationalised with not a penny 
of compensation to the profiteers. 

Since the Tories and past 
Labour governments have denied 
self-determination and national 
unity to the nationalist population 
In the North of Ireland we demand 
It should be glven at once and the 
8rltlsh troops withdrawn. 
These are only some of the 
demands we must place on Labour. 
Their fulfilment by a Labour gov
ernment will be the measure of 
how pro-working class such a gov
ernment Is. 

But of course It Is no good 
waiting until Klnnock Is In Number 
Ten - If he gets to Number Ten. 
Real demands for pro-working class 
actions cannot be left until elec
tion day. We need to make them 
now. 

Before the NEC and the Shadow 
Cabinet draw up their wretched, 
empty manifesto we need to mobi
lise. Not only - not primarily - In 
the form of resolutions on pieces 
of paper but In the workplaces; the 
offices and facto~les, on the hous
Ing estates, on th streets. 

Here Is whe e we have to 
reject absolutely Klnnock's craven 
creed that we mu t not expect too 
much, we must be realistic and 
above all we must not wage our 

fights against the Tories too 
vigorously. Quite the opposite. 

Every strike, every demonstra
tion shows the unbroken will of the 
labour movement. The T..orles have 
almost total control of the media. 
Klnnock-style media wooing won't 
get even his milk-sop message 
across. 

The miners forced their message 
across - on the picket lines, on the 
streets and on the media too. 'This 
year so must the teachers, so must 
the printers, local government 
workers and car workers. 

We must stop the prolonged 
electioneering turning Into a TV 
spectacular - one that leaves work
ers passive and bewildered, waiting 
for a saviour. Our struggles must 
break Into the election campaign 
so carefully being groomed and 
stage-managed In Walworth Road. 

If we do this we can restore 
the solidarity trampled on by the 
right-Wing. We can lay the basis 
for a renewed offensive. We can 
turn 1987 into more than Just an 
election year. 

For If the workers' movement 
really mobilises It can do a whole 
lot more than defeat the Tories 
at the ballot box - desirable as 
this Is. It can stop Klnnock landing 
us with another demoraliSing and 
disastrous Wllson/Callaghan style 
Labour government. 

But to do this the pressure, the 
action, the demands will not have 
to stop after election day but re
double. The bosses' resistance will 
not stop If Klnnock wins. We will 
have to mobilise In new ways to 
enforce our demands, both against 
the ruling class and against the 
spineless Labour leadership. 

We will need to build action 
councils capable of mobilising a 
counter-force to' the bosses' state; 
political mass strike actlon and 
workers' defence squads. 

If we are serious about what 
we want to do - to end mass un
employment and deprivation but 
this time for ever - then we must 
find the means to do so. 

This means Is not and In the 
final analysis cannot be a parlia
mentary electlon or a Labour gov
ernment. 

It must be a revolution and 
working class power; But first we 
have to convince thousands and 
millions who desire the end to dis
cover the means to achieve It. 

We can start In 1987. 0 
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'POPULAR CAPITAUSM' 
WORKING CLASS PEOPLE have been bombarded by a cease
less stream of nakedly pro--capltallst propaganda over the past 
six months, urging them to buy shares In British Gas. 

''Tell Sid!" is a multi-million pound campaign. Its object 
is to create ten million new shareholders. Its patronising tone 
assumes that the Sids of this world don't need any Informat
Ion on the gains or risks of shareholding in general or the pro
spects of British Gas in particular. 

It Is obviously aimed at those who cursed themselves for 
missing out on British Telecom's bonanza. Of course those mug 
enough to tie their savings up In 'buying' a nationalised indus
try will not make much on this one. The financial papers have 
made this pretty clear to the big Investors. But the campaign 
does allow the government the excuse to spend millions on 

boosting the Image of 'popular capitalism '. 
Of course, the notion of wider share ownership somehow 

democratisingg industry is a big joke. Even if thousands or 
millions can be persuaded into taking out a few shares In the 
sold off state enterprises, the Inexorable process of concen
tration of ownership soon re-asserts Itself. 

Thousands of Sids sell their shares and a handful of sharks 
in the City of London buy them up. This can already be seen 
with the Tories de-nationallsatlons. Amersham International 
de-nationalised In 1982, had at launch 63,800 shareholders. Now 
it has 6,600. 

British Aerospace has halved its total of shareholders since 
1981. In only two year British Telecom's 2.1 million sharehol
ders are down to 1.6 million. In Jaguar, ownership has decreas
ed from 125,000'to 43,000. 

It Is difficult to find out what percentage of adults own 
shares, since records are neither compulsory nor public. An 
NOP Survey found 14%. A MORI poll for the Economist found 
only 8%. Hardly a nation of investors. 

In reality this fleeting share ownership Is mainly an extra 
dividend to the middle-classes for voting Tory and, more im
portantly, an ideological cover-up for selling into a few hands 
the most profitable morsels of state Industries that were Inves
ted in from everyone's taxation. 

It is a way of countering the Labour argument that these 
were the nation's industries or public property - an argument 
already weakened for millions of workers by poor or declining 
services or by the fact that managements in British Steel, 
Coal, Gas and · so on behaved just like any other bosses. 

Thatcher's rosy picture is of a 'share-owning democracy' 
to double up on the 'home-owning democracy' the Tories have 
long cultivated. Give the top layers of the working class a 
stake in private Industry and a significant force for conservat
ism (with a little and a big C) will have been created. The 
bottom layers can then ·be left to the tender mercies of unem
ployment, part-time or casual work, rotting council houses and 
poor-law social services. 

The Tories believe that a liberal policy with wages and 
the white-collar profeSSions, plus the occasional bonanza, like 
the present sell-off, is suffiCient to create large electoral 
base. 

Lawson's so-called V-turn is part of this process. In reality 
it Is an S-turn with the election marking the second turn that 
will set them off in another wave of cuts and demolition Jobs 
in the Interests of the City of London - 'the Capital of Capi
tal'. And in case the Tories' economic gimmicks don't fully 
do the trick then they are preparing for the election by iaun
chlng a systematic campaign to stir up the most rabid pre
judices In society. 

Raci~, gay-baiting via the AIDS scare, attacks on promis
cl,1lty, rantings about football hooliganism and law and order, 
an onslaught on sex-education and much more besides, are all 
deployed by the Tories to consolidate their middle-class base. 

But despite all the resources Thatcher possesses she is far 
from guaranteed a third victory. Seven years' experience felt 
in every working class and in not a few middle class homes 
tells heavily against all the celluloid showbiz propaganda. Two 
factors can smash all her plans. One Is an objective factor, 
the other subjective. 

Objectively success or failure will depend on the time or 
arrival and the scale of the next economic recession. Or rater 
when it makes itself felt in collapsing production, in mount
ing unemployment, bankruptcies and closures. 

Subjectively it will depend on whether the working class 
and the Labour movement shows Itself a force to be reckoned 
with. And this means primarily not just as an electoral force 
but as a power in the work place and on the streets that will 
not let the Tories get away with their vandallsm. 

Whilst the Tories have won big battles it has cost them. 
The miners cost them several billions. Since then workers as 
different as the print workers and the teachers have shown 
they were no pushover. The Scottish teachers, British Telecom 
workers, London Transport workers, Sllentnlght, Hangers and 
the Sea Link work force, all either have shown, or are showing, 
that they will not be pushed around at will. And this despite 
the most appalllngly cowardly and incompetent leadership. 

In the top ranks of the labour movement a rancid pessimism 
holds sway. There is not an ounce of fight in the likes of 
Willis, Dean, Edmonds, Jordan or Laird, let alone Hammond. 

So is a Tory victory inevitable? No, not at all. No more 
so than a Labour victory. The class struggle will, in a crucial 
sense, decide. In 1987 there is everything to fight for. If we 
sit back and accept what comes then Thatcher will win a 'pop
ular mandate' for more and worse attacks. On all fronts we 
must fight back. 

We have no choice! 

MINISTERI 
TO WOMEN 

LABOUR'S PROPOSED MINISTRY 
for women reflects the pressure 
that has been exerted by women 
In the party and the unions for 
the Labour Party to: carry out 
some of Its poliCies on equality 
If It gets Into office. 

At a conference In Lambeth 
on Saturday 29 November, called 
by the Greater London Labour 
Party Regional Women's Council, 

. the structure and plans for such 
a ministry were discussed. Similar 
conferences and consultations are 
to be held around the country. 

The meeting was open to all, 
party members or not, and attract
ed about 100 women, despite 
having many obstacles placed In 
the way of building It by the party 

. hierarchy. 
The message from the main 

platform speakers like 10 Rlch
ardson was essentially that we need 
to use a Women's Ministry to gain 
access to the decision making at 
the top, with a "small high power
ed ministry In the cabinet office" 
which would have "access to the 
Prime Minister to persuade him 
of the Importance of our de
mands". This central lobbying would 
be backed up by women's units 
In all government departments, 
plus Regional Advisory Boards 
where women's organisations could 
put forward their views. 

CAUTION 

Working class women should 
look cautiously at the real possi
bilities of such a structure res
ponding to their needs. Since the 
Ministry would be part of a future 
Labour Government, the likely 
gains for women need to be seen 
In the context of the general poli
cies of such a government. 

To see what this might mean 
for women just look at the ques
tion of jobs. There ace r well over 
4 million people without jobs. Many 
are women who do not even 

register because they cannot 
'prove' to the state that they are 
available for work because they 
have children. Every single one 
of those women (as well as unem
ployed men) need to be .glven the 
opportunity of having a decently 
paid Job, full or part time, or full 
benefits when unable to work for 
whatever reason. 

Labour policy alms at "cutting 
unemployment by 1 million within 
two years." Apart from asking 
what the other 3 million are sup
posed to do, the plans say nothing 
about ensuring that women get 
real equal opportunities for work. 
It Is not enough, as many women 
at this conference suggested, for 
the Women's Ministry Itself to be 
the body benevolently lobbying to 
ensure that a good proportion of 
these jobs go to women. A working 
class women's movement Is what 
Is really needed to take up the 
right ·for a woman's right to work. 

DEMANDS 

The proposal to set up a 
Ministry for Women should be 
critically supported, but not left 
to the bureaucratic control or civil 
servants and MPs. Nor should 
muslons In Its potential for eradic
ating women's oppression be sewn. 
Working class women In the unions, 
community groups and through the 
Labour Party, should place demands 
on any Labour Government and 
Women's Minister to reflect their 
needs. These Include: full equal 
pay and a guaranteed minimum 
wage for all workers, based on 
the average Industrial wage as 
determined by the unions and 
working class women's organisations 
In the community; a masslv~ pro
gramme of public works and job 
creation under union control, with 
work sharing with no loss of pay 
when employers try to sack 
workers; expansion of the health 
service to meet the needs of all 

Women's demands must be won 

women, Including free abortion 
and contraception available for 
all on demand; positive discrimi
nation In favour of wqm.en for Jobs 
and training where they are 
under-represented; free child care, 
24 hours a day for all, and for 
an end to discrimination against 
lesbians on Issues like the right 

. to a job and the: right to be a 
parent. 

Unless these demands are won 
then the current leadership of the 
Labour Party would only make the 
Ministry of Women a bureaucratic 
structure whereby certain highly 
limited reforms may be pushed 
onto a reluctant government. The 
first step In fighting for these 
demands should be a national con
ference of working class women 
sponsored by the Labour Party, 
but open to delegates from unions, 
working class women's community 
groups and campaigns, such ~ 
miners wives groups, black women, 
organisations and lesbian organi
sations. It should be thoroughly 
democratic - open to resolutions 
from the delegating bodies, and 
with plenty of time for debate. 
Such a conference would not only 
be able to formulate clear demands 
on Labour, It would also be a 
launching pad for the working class 
women's movement that can alone 
enforce these demands on any 
future Ministry for Women. • 

by He/en Ward 

AFifS ERRORS 
taking part In some anti-fascist 
action. 

When rumours came through 
that the picket at South Africa 
House was under attack from 
fascists, Workers Power quickly 
responded by agitating for forces 
to return to Trafalgar Square to. 
defend the picket. 

ANTI-FASCIST ACI10N (MA) 
mobilised nearly 3.000 people 
against the National Front's 
Remembrance Day parade. The 
turn-out was good. But the organ
isation and policies displayed by 
MA's leadership was, frankly. 
alarming. 

The Af A leadership Is trying 
to do 'an ANL'. It wants to build 
a broad, popular anti-fascist move
ment rather than a workers' united 
front against fascism. To this end 
It tones down AfA's formal (and 
correct) position of confronting 
the fascists physically In order 
to woo friends amongst the refor
mist leaders and celebrities whose 
support It hopes to enlist. 

for the same purpose It tried 
to mob1l1se for the march by 
arguing that the fascists were un
patriotic and that the second Im
perlallst bloodbath was a 'war 
against fascism' One leaflet stated: 

"This regular Nazi stunt Is an 
Insult to the thousands of Brit
Ish and Commonwealth service
people who gave their lives 
In the war against Nazism." 

This dlsgracefut social-chauvinism 
plays Into the hands of the fascists 
by encouraging nationalist sen
timents amongst the working class. 

The second world war was a war 
for profit, not a war against 
fascism by Britain and the USA. 

On the Remembrance Day 
march the practical Implications 
of the AfA leadership's drift 
toward class collaboration were 
revealed. 

As the March progressed It 
became clear, that despite the 
AfA's leaflet's claim that the 
march would 'pass the cenotaph' 
(I.e. where the fascists were), we 
were marching well away from 
the fascists. 

DIVERSION 

The mystery tour ended. In a 
field outside the Imperialist War 
Museum In Lambeth on the other 
side of the river! This diversion 
was obviously carried out with the 

The majority of antl-fascls 
Including many anarchist comrades, 
were with us, and with efficient 
stewardlng, we marched back to 
Trafalgar Square to defend the 
picket. But the AF A leadership 
did all they could to prevent our 
Initiative. Some Red Action (sic) 
supporterS tried to stop us by 
threatening our comrades with 
physical violence. These pub-talk 
anti-fascist fighters were as In
effective at stopping us as they 
were at smashing the fascists. 

The Af A leadership must learn 
from these events that to build 
an effective anti-fascist organ
Isation It must be solidly working 
class based. If It does not then 
the present leadership must be 
replaced. A new popular-frontlst 
ANL mark two will not defeat 
the anti-working class racist thugs 
In the front. 

full knowledge of the Af A leader
ship. A small stage had been 
erected for the list of worthy 
speakers we were expected to · • 
stand around an listen to. 

No Class Collaboration! 

• BuIld MA Into a genuine work-This wild goose chase was too 
much for the majority of the 
marchers who were under the 
Impression that they would be 

,.-. . :.:. ..... 

ers' united front against 
Fascism! 

by Pat Spackman 

Send £5 to the address below::::: 
and receive 10 issues of the ::::: 
paper. Make cheques payable ::::: 
to: Workers Power and send !~l~~ 

This month the fighting fund got 
within striking distance of fulfilling 
the £2000 target we set two 
months ago. Our thanks to groups 
of supporters in South London who 
sent in £210 and Reading who sent 
in £100. We also thank individual 
supporters in Cardiff (£20), Hack
ney (£12), IIford (£15), Stoke-on
Trent (£27) and Nottingham (£30). 
This amounted to £414. Our total 
is now £,514. We have got just 
four weeks to raise £486. So don't 
forget to send In the cash before 
the Christmas rush delays the 
post! 

to: Workers Power :.:.: 
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DURING DECEMBER NElL K1nnock 
and the Labour leadership will go 
onto the offensive over Labour's 
defence poliCies. Keenly aware of 
their vulnerablllty to Tory propa
ganda. Klnnock has decided the 
beat form of defence Is attack. 
The trip to the USA to reassure 
Reagan and hoped for friends 
amongst the Democrats, will be 
followed by a 1V broadcast and 
the launch of a new document out
lining Labour's case. 

The thrust of this campaign 
will be to prove the viability of 
Labour's non-nuclear defence 
stance. Klnnock Is already busy 
trying to demonstrate that he Is 
no threat to the armed forces 
establishment. In Germany he fol
lowed In Thatcher's footsteps by 
getting himself publicity shots dri
ving around In a tank. He has 
peppered all of his recent speeches 
with declarations of his personal 
commitment to a well armed non
nuclear Britain. 

Despite all this, can Labour 
hope to confound the Tories' prop
aganda that they are leaving 
Britain defenceless? More Impor
tantly, can the party avoid a 
repeat of the situation In 1983, 
when, on the eve of the election, 
the right-wing publicly pilloried and 
disavowed the defence policy? The 
kid-glove treatment Healy got 
during the conference when he ef
fectively disavowed party policy 
shows which way the wind is really 
blowing. 

WEAK LINK 

The left and right in the party 
realise that defence policy is one 
of the weakest links, precisely 
. "cause It looks In two different 

rectlons at the same time. On 
the one hand, Labour are commlt-· 
ted to sending back Cruise mis
siles, scrapping plans to buy Tri
dent submarines, phasing out other 
nuclear weapons In negotiation with 
the USSR, and closing four major 
US nuclear bases In Britain. These 
policies reflect, to some extent, 
the pressure of Labour supporters 
In the party and unions as well as 
the more general unea&e oJ larger 
numbers of non-Labour sections of 
the middle class. The horror of 
nuclear war and the use of Britain 
as an aircraft carrier from which 
to bomb Tripoli have all served to 
Increase anxiety and mistrust; sen
timents that Labour are keen to 
exploit electorally. 

On the other hand, Labour Is 
committed to NATO which does 
not wish to see any of the above 
happen. In mid-1985 Labour spokes-

son on defence Denzll Davles 
Id that: 

"We believe being part of NATO 
Is the best possible defence for 
Brltaln.1t 

Indeed the 1983 election manifesto 
'New Hope For Britain' argues that 
continued allegiance to the 'collec
tive security' system of NATO Is 
the best defence against 'external 
aggression'. 

DECLINING 

In the Labour Party's most ex
tensive document on defence De
fence and Security In BrItain this 
threat is pinpointed: 

"We recogn1le that the Soviet 
Union and Its Warsaw Pact 
allies have a large military cap
ability which could pose a p0-
tential mllltary threat to weSt
ern Europe.1t 

This pro-NATO sentiment goes back 
to formation of NATO Itself In 
1949 when Labour was In office. 
In return for American aid to prop 
up a sick, declining British Impe
rialism Labour conceded the right 
of the USA to set up bases In the 
UK as part of a global network. 
The purpose of these bases, which 
today number 130 (30,000 person
nel) In the UK and 3,000 around 
the world, was candidly put by 
Bualness Week: 

"WIth Its nuclear umbrella and 
armed forces, the US stood 
ready to guarantee this open 
economic system agalnst threats 
from the Soviet: Union on the 
outside and enemies that might 
close off certain markets and 
needed resources such as oil on 
the Inside. As both ·banker and 
cop, the US was the guarantor 

... 

DE 
OF THE 
of the postwar global economy. It 

The 'Soviet threat' was for public 
consumption. The USSR had never 
had troop combat superiority in 
Western Europe and at best rough 
parity In the nuclear sphere. Even 
arch pro-NATO runner like Dennls 
Healey has admitted that: 

"There has been no time since 
the Second World War when 
Western Intelligence believed 
the Russians had In their plans 
an all-out attack on Europe. It 

The real purpose of antl-sovletlsm 
Is that Imperialism requires m 111-
tary superiority over It In order 
to fulfil Its strategic goal of weak
ening, and even conquering, the 
degenerated workers' state. The 
idea of a 'Soviet threat' gives It 
Ideological cover In gaining and 
sustaining this superiority. 

Successive British governments 
have backed NATO to the hilt. 
Not, as the left would have It, 
because they were feckless and 

. subservient but because outside of 
the USA Itself no Imperialist coun
try In the world earned so much 
of Its profits, and held so much 
of Its capital assets abroad, as 
does Britain. Labour's leaders are 
as firmly committed as Thatcher 
to wielding a big stick to protect 
these bosses' interests. Nor will 
a NATO engaged in an East-West 

,dialogue, as proposed by Labour, 
make much difference. The military 
pact is, in the end, a guarantor 
of Imperialism and that will eclipse 
any 'dialogue' that NATO might 
engage in. 

EASIEST 

Of Labour's policies the decision 
to scrap Trident and run down 
Polaris Is the easiest to accom
plish. Although opinion polls Indi
cate the 'public desire' for Bri
tain's own Independent nuclear 
deterrent Is as strong as Its antl
-Americanism, Trident and Polaris 
could go without threatening to 
bring down NATO. ' For Thatcher 
and the SDP, TrldentlPolarls Is a 
sign of Britain's status as a world 
power. But Britain under Labour 
could adjust Itself more easily to 
Its declining position. Already most 
member states do npt possess their 
own 'Independent deterrent' but 
simply accommodate US nuclear 
bases. 

The decision to kick the US 
bases out, however, Is of a diffe
rent order. Casper Welnberger and 
Klnnock's friends In the Democratic 
Party have already made It clear 
there are no takers In the USA. 
While some countries In NATO 

(e.g. Scandinavia) have no US nu
clear bases, Britain Is far more 
Important than these countries, In 
political and m1l1tary terms, to the 
USA and the NATO all1ance. The 
loss of bases In Britain would, des
pite some Isolationist tendencies 
In the US, be fought by US Impe
rialism tooth and nail. 

Finally Kinnock falls to face 
up to the fact that the chief fea
ture of the non-nuclear/US bases 
countries In Europe Is antiSovlet
Ism. Labour on the one hand wants 
to acknowledge this by boosting 
conventional forces yet at the 
same time campaign against antl-
Sovletlsm through NATO! 

The truth Is that when it comes 
to the crunch Klnnock will 'modi
fy' Labour's proposals under US 
pressure. Remember the Greek So
cialist government's pledge to kick 
the US bases out? Or Spain's So
cialist government's determination 
to leave NATO? Through a process 
of 'consultation' these policies were 
reversed when In office. Klnnock 
has already backpedalled In recent 
months. He has now changed his 
mind on allowing US nuclear armed 
ships into British ports. More policy 
trimming will Inevitably follow. 

The Labour Left's alternative 
to Klnnock Is contained In a 
pamphlet by Ben Lowe Peace 
Through Non-Alignment. Although 
It Is a good summary of the role 
and history of NATO and Labour's 
support for It, It Is soaked In 
'little Englandlsm'. It correctly 
observes the contradictory nature 
of Labour's defence policies and 
seeks to render It consistent by 
pulling Britain out of NATO alto
gether. It sees all the fundamental 
problems and reactionary features 
of British imperialism's foreign 
policy as attributable to its links 
with and domination by the USA. 

Lowe's main argument Is that 
now that 'unilateralism' has won 
such widespread support, the left 
can move on to prlorltlse 'non
alignment' as the next key step. 
For a start Lowe should recognise 
that this 'unilateralism' and the 
present willingness of the likes of 
Healey to keep their criticisms 
subdued has got nothing to. do with 
Internationalism and everything to 
do with a recognition that an 'In
dependent deterrent' Is too much 
for an ailing British Imperialism 
to sustain. 

... but how can we stop Labour's endorsement of British imperialism 

This whole approach Is mealy
mouthed and essent ially nationalist. 
Lowe stresses that Britain's with
drawal would not damage NATO 
too much milltarlly. But It would 
and that Is precisely why socialists 
demand and fight for It. We need 
to cripple as much as possible the 
unified military capab1l1ty of the 
west anLI Its ability to defend and 
extend its oppressive rule. 

Against the charge that this 
will leave us defenceless, we need 
to reply by explaining who the 

'actual, everyday enemy of the 
mass of the British people Is. Our 
jobs, our serVices, our wages and 
our working conditions are all 
under attack from British capital
Ists. Foreign capitalists Invest here 
and do the same, to be sure, but 
In conjunction and collaboraton 
with the stockbrokers and bankers 
of the City of London. And, when 
we resist our ruling class It Is not 
Russian policemen who smash up 
our picket lines, or Argentinian 
troops who drive scab lorries and 
ambulances - It Is the forces of 
the British capitalist state. Abroad, 
i.~y Is not protecting us, It 
Is protecLing British capitalism's 
Investments. All of this adds up 
to a stralghtforwarCl answer to the 
Labour left's petty nationalism and 
the right's unquestioned loyalty to 
Imperialism - the main enemy Is 
at home and our allies are those 
who suffer exploitation and oppres
sion at the hands of our rulers 
(lIke the Irish nationalists) or other 
capitalist rulers. The workers of 
the world are natural allies. They 
must become conscious a,llIes. 

OBSCURING 

The Labour left's anti-
Americanism and Its calls for 'non
alignment' only serve to obscure 
the Independent predatory and 
Imperialist charact er of Britain; 
they stress the pr ivileges of the 
USAF here but are silent about the 
role of British troops. Lowe cons
tantly stresses the divergence be
tween US and European Interests. 
For example, he argues that Star 
Wars Is not In Europe's interests, 
nor anti-Soviet Ism (due to trade 
links, proximity to the USSR etc). 

But he Ignores the fact that 
several European countries are par
ticipating In the project. Its rele
vancy to Europe Is that It can be 
used as an offensive weapon 
against the USSR. This stems from 
the fact that despite trade links 
and so forth the deepening crisis 
of Imperialism means that they 
will never renounce the idea of 
restoring capitalism to parts of the 
'Eastern bloc' or the USSR. 

'Independence' or 'non-
-alignment' are fictions for an 
Imperialist nation. In the epoch of 
world economy, of global Interests, 
Britain least of all, as a major 
centre of finance capital, can opt 
out of a foregn and military policy 
that aggressively protects what It 
has from the claims of Its rivals. 
Alliances of self-Interest, which 
reflect the relative strengths of 
the partners, are equally inevitable 
so long as imperialist capital 
exists. While revolutionaries support 
the fight for getting Britain out 
of NATO we do so In order to 
weaken both British Imperialism 
and NATO, the easier to overthrow 
both. For the same .:reason we must 
hold Labour to all aspects of its 
unilateral disarmament programme. 

But 'noll-allgnmne~' dut.!t """ 
even solve the contradiction In 
Labour's defence policy as the left 
think. 

STRATEGY 

Only an antHmperlallst, antl
-militarist strategy does that. An 
Imperialist Britain, headed by 
Labour, with the power of the City 
and multinationals Intact, wlll be 
compelled to wage more Falkland
type wars as the crisis deepens the 
crisis. Conventional weaponry will 
be sufficient to produce a holo
caust of Its own. 

Peace wlll only come through 
destroying the cause of war, name
ly Imperialist capital. In any con
flict be~ween It and a semlcolony, 
we support unconditionally the 
oppressed nation, as we did with 
Argentina In the Malvlnas war. 
Similarly we defend the right of 
the USSR to protect itself from 
the designs of Imperialism to 
restore capitalism there and In 
Eastern Europe. 

In our own country we fight to 
weaken Britain's own Imperialist 
capability, as well as breaking up 
the NATO alliance. Not a penny 
or a person for the armed forces 
whose role is the suppression of 
workers struggles at home and 
profit protection abroad. While we 
fight to deprive the bosses and 
their governments of weaponry, we 
aim to arm the working class. We 
reject 'disarmament' as a slogan 
since It teaches passivity and paci
fism to the working class, which 
needs to learn the use of arms to 
overthrow its own rulers. While we 
wlll struggle alongside all those 
prepared to weaken NATO and 
even partially disarm the govern
ment by the methods of class 
struggle, we wlll not pander to il
lusions that a non-NATO Imperial
Ist Britain can pursue a progressive 
foreign policy. Only a workers' 
government that has put an end 
to Imperialist capital rule In the 
economy and polit iCS can pursue 
a genuinely Internat ionalist foreign 
policy. • 

by Phil Sharpe 
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JUST OVER A year ago the 
Workers Revolutionary Party 
exploded. It expelled Its founder 
and long-time leader Gerry Healy. 
His coterle of actors and corrupt 
functionaries departed with him. 
The new WRP declared a commit
ment to open discussion. 

These developments were 
healthy. We welcomed them and 
publicly put forward a principled 
call for revolutIonary regroupment. 
A year on the best opportunities 
for such regroupment have come 
and gone. 

Two more splits wracked the 
WRP; that of the group around 
Hyland who were loyai to the 
International Committee and that 
of the Randa group who are now 
wallowing in the mud of Stalinism. 

It has to be said that, despite 
endless hours of discussions and 
acres of print. the remnants of 
the WRP are still far from solving 
the problems posed by the split. 

Under the sign of open discus
sion and debate In Workers Press 
there in fact resides considerable 
disorientation and outright confu
sion. 

The strength of Workers Press 
was its recognition that the old 
WRP both issued sectarian bureau
cratic dictates to the class strug
gles and engaged in shadowy 
backstairs opportunist maneouvres. 
The post-Healy WRP wanted to 
right these wrongs and immerse 
Itself in real workers struggles 
as they are not as Heaiy Imagined 
them to hp-. 

ABDICATED 

But in doing this Workers Press 
nlli: too u:"l.en QlluiC'8reu iea <1&sillp 
from within the struggle. The 
paper acts as a 'trlhune for the 
oppressed and exploited' reflecting 
the existing state of various strug
gles but falling to map out the 
Trotskyist path such struggles must 
take to be successful. In fact the 
absence of a coherent political 
Ilne seems to be something the 
WRP leadership are turning into 
a virtue. 

The WRP's general view of the 
British class struggle Is one of 
an undifferentiated willlngness on 
the part of the masses to fight 
Thatcher. Only the leadership Is 
preventing a fight from developing 
and, In the words of the WRP 
Manifesto "driving out this Tory 
government". Behind this vague 
formula very different perspectives 
are at work in the WRP. 

On the one hand Simon Plranl 
explains that It means mobilising 
for action on the scale of the 
miners' strikes once again. He ridi
cules any and every attempt to 
woo the middle class. Savaglng 
Kinnock he declares: 

"BIdding for middle class su~ 
port also means trampling 
opposition." (Workers Press 
11/10/86) 

On the other hand for the long
standing WRP 'theorist' Cyrll Smith 
the middle class are pivotal to 
ail of our hopes for a socialist 
future. In an article calling for 
an Immediate election Smith opines 
that the poor old badly done to 
middle classes were 'understandably 
bewildered' and that: 

"The middle class are not un
willing to fight. The long drawn 
out teachers' struggle proves 
that. What the middle class 
lack Is decisive leadership fight
Ing on socialist policies. " 
(Workers Press 22/11/86) 

Cyrll Smith's belief that the middle 
class holds the key to the future 
is laughable. For a start he puts 
teachers within the middie class. 
For a man who uses the phrase 
'Marxist theory' with every breath, 
his confusion of white collar work
ers In capitalism with the 
petit-bourgeoisie comes as some
thing of a surprise. A Marxist 
theorist who cannot tell one ciass 
from the other! 

This error in theory, however, 
relates to a profound error in 
practice. Smith has not broken 
with Healylsm. The WRP's previous 
slogan of 'community councils' was 
a liquidation of the marxlst slogan 
of soviets into a pale replica of 
popular frontlsm. 

This exaggerated view of the 
centrality of the petit-bourgeoisie 
reflects the pressure of that same 
class nothing less. It echoes 1<'ln
nock's sentiments about wooing. 
the middle classes that comrade 
Pi rani correctiy condemned. 

Smith's touching concern for 
the middle class contrasts sharply 
with his disdain for communist 
tactics towards the bedrock organ
isations of the working class - the 
trade unions. Smith rejects out
right, the building of rank and file 
movements. In a polemic against 
us he condemns the term 'rank 
and file' as sociological and un
Marxist. Against our crude notions 
- Ilke the classic use of the united· 
fron in the trade union field -
Smith counterposes "fighting for 
Marxist theory" (Workers Press 
9/8/86). He lumps us with the 
SWP(GR) as 'syndicallst'. Nice one 
Cyril! 

Healy: longstanding leader of the WRP 

However, perhaps he should 
apply the same label to WRP 
leading member Hughie Nlcol. Co
mrade Nicol realises that the 'fight 
for theory' is pretty meaningless, 
other than for the learned middle 
class so beloved by Smith, unless 
it expresses Itself in a Marxist 
strategy and tactics for the class 
struggle. 

Thus comrade Nicol, In addres
sing the problem of fighting un
employment, echoes our 'syndi
calism' by calling for; 

"Mass movements In the 
localities to facilitate the In
dependent action of the working 
class" (Workers Press 1/311/86) 

We fully endorse comrade Nlcol's 
call, but the positions advocated 
by comrade Smith's are a million 
miles away from Trotskylsm. Nor 
can the opplons of one of the 

leading speakers and writers for 
the WRP be dismissed as merely 
'Individual' views. 

The plain truth Is that the WRP 
has not politically reconstituted 
Itself since the expUlsion of Healy. 
It has shrunk in size dramatically. 
The comrades who are left in it 
share a common past, but not, 
as the examples cited above prove, 
a common perspective for the 
future. 

The problem with comrades 
who clearly disagree with Smith 
Is that they have only a pre-1970's 
version of Healylsm (before the 
entrance - stage right - of the 
theatrical fraternity) to offer 
against him. 

Their perspective Is based on 
an uninterrupted rising class strug
gle offering Marxists short-term 
opportunities for leadership of the 
masses. Thus In assessing the 
Durham miners' gala, Norman 
Harding wrote: 

" • • • this was the very pulse 
beat of a very determined and 
undefeated working class. " 
(Workers Press 11/7/86) 

This theme was echoed hy a front 
page article Implying that the 
recent strikes in the Durham coal
field proved that the fighting spirit 
of the miners was 'not defeated' 
(Workers Press 27/11/86). 

These perspectives are riddled 
with dangers. Of course, the fight
Ing spirit of sections of the NUM 
Is undefeated. But, the NUM Itself 
was defeated in Its struggle. The 
loss of over 40,000 jobs since the 
strike is a painful reminder of 
that. The Inability of a militant 
area like Yorkshire to mobilise 
action to prevent the closure of 
Cortonwood - the pit that deton
ated the great strike - is proof 
of the same. 

There were tremendous gains 
stemming from the strike, but the 
defeat undeniably tilted the balance 
of forces In Industry towards the 
bosses and, as Importantly towards 
the Klnnockltes In both the Labour 
Party and the unions. 

To Ignore this and to rely In
stead on some sort of objective, 
upward process Is to blind yoursel f 
to the tasks of the day. Tasks that 
centre on organising the rank and 
file of the labour movement to 
defend itself now and to prepare 
to resist any future attacks from 
a Kinnock led government. Worse, 
It leaves the WRP hopelessly at 
sixes and sevens over how to relate 
to the Labour Party at all. Witness 
the Liverpool branch's support for 
the real sectarians of the· RCP 
in Knowsley. 

It Is distressing to realise that 
after one year the WRP ' had not 
rediscovered even the basic posi
tions adopted by revolutionary 
communists In elections towards 
the bourgeois workers' party. A 
vote for the RCP was in every' 
sense a wasted vote. The RCP's 
strategy Is Imbued with Third-
Period type ultra-leftism, so easy 
for an organisation that disdains 
particIpation In struggles within 

the real organisations of the work
ing class. Its election manifesto 
was Invariably a collection of 
truisms, not a manual of revolut
Ionary action. The RCP was not 
a revolutionary alternative to 
Lapourlsm. We could not recom
mend them to the Knowsiey 
workers. 

To advocate a vote for the 
Rep as a protest vote was to cut 
with the despair and confusion of 
Knowsley's' Labour ranks not direct 
It into a challenge against Kin
nock. Only a vote for an opposition 
candidate chosen by the CLP Itself 
- such as Huckfleld - could have 
done that. 

LINKED 

In Its absence we were obliged 
to vote for Labour, not because 
we agree with their programme 
(its 'left' or ' right' colouratlori 
Is Irrelevant) but because this party 
Is linked organically to the mass 
of the working class. A common 
vote in the absence of a revolut
ionary candidate is an elementary 
united front step at the ballot box. 

It seems to us that the WRP 
leadership Is complacent about the 
existence of competing (or even 
a non-existent) perspectives within 
the WRP. This complacency has 
been given a potential 'objective' 
justification. The expUlsion of 
Healy, we are told, was not simply 
the surgical removal of someone 
who most people In the left knew 
anyway was a thoroughly despicable 
operator. No, It Is a world historic 
event. In 'What is Healylsm?' 
(Workers Press 21/6/86) Dave 
Bruce, after modestly comparing 
the struggle over philosophy in 
the WRP with the struggles of 
Franc\s Bacon and Descartes 
against medieval obscurantism, de
clared: 

"The explosion In the party has 
created the conditions worldwide 
for a complete re-evaluation 
of Trotskylsm, a negation of 
the previous period which both 
preserves and destroys what 
has preceded this stage." 

No less! 
In somewhat plainer English 

this means that on the one hand 
we can all get together for dis
cussions without hringlng them to 
any definite conclusions. On the 
other we can prepare the ground 
for a regroupment, without con
fronting the thorny problem of 
Its programmatic basis, with those 
forces who do not demand prlnci-

pled agreement prior to fusions 
- namely Socialist Viewpoint and 
International. After all, the world 
out there, the objective process, 
will solve our problems. 
The WRP leadership see themselves 
as a catalyst in a process of Inter
national Trotskylst regroupment; 
a centre of world attention which 
will lead to a re-unification of 
the Fourth International. All this 
providing sharp political character
isation of the participants in the 
open discussion is avoided. 

The problem is that Workers 
Power wants to be part of an open 
discussion but within it character
Ises the errors, as we see them, 
of others. Hence there Is a ten
dency for us to be excluded from 
the 'open discussion'. 

We were recently excluded from 
a Trade Union School jointly organ
Ised by the WRP, and the groun 
around the journals Socialist Vie 
point and International. The 
grounds for our exclusion were 
according to the latter two groups, 
because of our political character
isation of them. The WRP went 
along with this political exclusion, 
despite the fact that their mem
bers had openly publicised the 
event in the labour movement, 
giving us Invitation leaflets. 

Worse stili, in order to justl fy 
our exclusion a minor Industry In 
rumour-mongering and smears has 
been created. At the level of 
childish factlonallsm WRP members 
have been told by their Central 
Committee that we are trying to 
cuitivate relations with the 
Banda-ites. Our challenge to these 
erstwhile comrades-In-arms of Cliff 
Slaughter and Cyrll Smith, to de
bate Vietnam, Is being construed 
as a political concession to the 
Banda group. Of course had thr ' 
debate on Stalinism with Ran~\. 
been had with his followers while 
they were Inside the WRP some 
of them might have been saved. 
Rut the struggle over shares and 
apparatus took precedence. 

To the numerous WRP members 
who are alarmed at the drift of 
their organisation we say two 
things. First do not allow your 
leaders to turn the understandable 
disorientation that occurred post
Healy Into a permanent feature. 
Debate was and is a necessity. 
Ilut Its purpose for Marxists is 
to enable us to decide on questions 
and then to act. To this end we 
will participate In any International 
Conference of Trotskylst forces 
in 1987 and will resist any attempt 
to exclude us. 

Secondly, do not be fobbed off 
by the leadership's claims that 
the objective process will solve 
your problems for you. It will not. 
To think and act otherwise Is 
·nothlng other than centrism. Trot
sky, in struggling to build the FI, 
warned against such an attitude: 

"Marxists, however, are not 
fatalists. They do not unload 
upon the historical process those 
very tasks which the historical 
process has posed before them. 
The Initiative of a conscious 
minority, a scientific program, 
bold and ceaseless agitation 
In the name of clearly for
mulated alms, merciless crltl

.clsm of all ambiguity - those 
are some of the most Important 
factors for the victory of the 
proletariat." (Writings 1935-36) 

If, as we believe, you have di f
ficulty finding satisfactory answers 
from your leadership then we say, 
join Workers Power. • 

by Mark Hoskisson 



LANGUISHING INSIDE THE over
crowded prison-houses of the world 
are the victims of the class war. 
Tamll freedom fighters In Sri 
Lanka, Irish republicans, miners In 
Britain and Bolivia, Solldarnosc 
trade 'unionists In Poland and 
thousands of heroes and heroines 
of the South African revolution are 
behind bars, deemed criminals by 
those who rule us. Yet, what Is 
to be done about the class-war 
prisoners of the world? 

For the tasks of today, we 
must learn the lessons of yester
day. Revolutionary Marxists have 
a proud history of class-war prlson

'ers' aid. Nowhere Is this better 
Illustrated than In the work of the 
young Communist International and 
Its national sections in the 1920s 
- especially that of the Communist 
Party of the United States of 
America (CPUSA) in building the 
organisation which became known 
as 'International Labor Oefense'. 

In the wake of the victorious 
October Revolution In Russia there 
followed a massive upsurge of 
working class militancy the world 
Iver. In nation after nation, the 

proletarian masses assaulted the 
citadels of capitalist power. The 
capitalists reeled, regrouped and 
launched the counter-revolution -
the White Terror. Throughout 
Europe and the U.S.A. strikers 
were either killed by the state or 
incarcerated. In India, Africa and 
China fighters for national liber
ation were subjected to unsurpassed 
brutality by their 'Civilised' impe
rialist masters. 

In 1924 the Communist Inter
national launched 'International Red 
Aid'. The primary function of this 
InternatIonal united front of revo
lutionary and reformist workers, 
was the organisation of proletarian 
protest for the release of the 
victims of the White Terror. The 
Comintern also instructed the 
national Communist Parties to build 
organIsations along the same lines. 

ENTHUSIASM 

The leadership of the CPUSA 
Initially dragged Its feet. Jim 
Cannon had been in Moscow 
attendIng a plenum of the Comin
tern discussing class war prisoners' 
aid wIth the veteran IWW leader 
Big 1'3111 Haywood who was In exile 
In Moscow - he faced a 20 year 
prison sentence In the U.S.A. 
Cannon came back to the States 
wIth some real enthusiasm for the 
task of building a proletarian 
prIsoners' aid organisation. While 
most CP leaders started out 
wanting what Cannon called 'a very 
quiet Inoffensive operation' he 
eventually won them over to the 
need 'to expand the operation and 
make something out of it'. He did 
so and later described this period 
as one of the 'cleanest' memories 
of his days in the CPUSA. 

Cannon and his co-workers 
organised a national conference in 
Chicago In 1925, to launch 'Inter
national Labor Oefense'. The con
ference was a limited success. 
There were few political wrangles, 
and the delegates agreed a con
stitution which made the ILT) a 
membership organisation to which 
both individuals and working class 
organisations could join or affi
liate. In recognition of his political 
and organisational abilities, the 
conference elected Cannon 
National Secretary. 

The one problem was that 
support for the ILO idea was re
stricted to the Chicago and 
Mid-West areas. The ILD needed 
to reach out to the other bases 
of potential support. As a partial 
answer, the conference sanctioned 

a propaganda organ to spread the 
word. This became the illustrated 
monthly Labor Defender with 
Shachtman as editor. Soon Labor 
Defender had a bigger sale than 
the entire CPUSA press. 

The right-wing of the labour 
movement charged that the ILO 
was a CP front. This cheap attack 
did not cut much ice with militant 
non-CP workers who joined the ILD 
in large numbers. For a start the 
ILD was founded on a united front 
basis. 

WORKERS 
HISTORY 

in other words it was strictly 
non-partisan. Cannon pointed out: 

"TIte International Labour 
Defense • • • was specifically 
dedicated to the principle of 
non-partisan labor defense, to 
the defense of any member of 
the working class movement, 
regardless of his views, who 
suffered persecution by the 
capitalist courts because of his 
activities or his opinions." 

And referring to some 106 prison
ers being helped by the ILD Can
non pointed out that no~ one of 
them was a CP member. They 
were simply 'our own kind of 
people' - proletarians. 

Of course CPUSA members 
were In the leadership of the ILD 
but they won leadership by their 
exemplary work and political 
reasoning. Moreover, what is wrong 
with openly proving the worth of 
communism in front of workers? 
F;very other party strives for in
fluence within united campaigns. 
Why should communists not do the 
same? Building the party inside the 
united front - providing It is done 
on the basis of observing workers' 
democracy - Is entirely legItimate. 
The right wing, as Cannon ob
served, are merely playing with 
hypocritical double standards In 
charging the communists with 
wanting to get credit for united 

front work: 
"But don't people who represent 
all kinds of causes and organ
Isations do what they consider 
their good works with this 
double motivation... Catholic 
nuns who dedicate their entire 
lives to the service of sick 
people In hospitals undoubtedly 
feel they are doing the Lord's 
work. But they also hope and 
expect that the church will gain 
credit from their dedicated 
work." 
The ILD set Itself two tasks. 

F·lrstly It provided material aid to 
the prIsoners and their famllles. 
Every month the ILD sent $5 to 
each prisoner and $25 to his or her 
family. Secondly it undertook the 
propaganda and agltatlonal tasks 
of publicising the case of the 
prisoners, the nature of capItalist 
'justice' and campaigning on a 
national scale. 

l3y the tIme of the second ILD 
Conference In 1926, the organIsa
tion had expanded into most prol
etarian areas of the States. It even 
had full tIme organIsers In New 
York, Chicago, Los Angeles, San 
Francisco and Cleveland. All in all, 
there were 156 ILD local branches, 
and a total affiliated membership 
of 75,000 plus 20,000 individual 
members. 

It was the famous Sacco and 
Vanzetti case which saw the ILD 
at Its best. Sacco and Vanzettl 
were anarchist workers captured 
during the red scare 'Palmer raids' 
of the early 1920s. The two anar
chists were framed on trumped-up 
'terrorist' charges and Imprisoned. 
Initially the Sacco and Vanzettl 
defense committee was In the 
hands of a tight-knit Boston anar
chist group, and it was not making 
much noise outside Boston. As 
Cannon later remarked: 

"TIte campaign didn't get under 
way until the ILD came In on 
the propaganda side'. 

With the ILO and Labor Defender, 
the Sacco and Vanzettl campaign 
got a national voice. The ILO 
organised Sacco and Vanzetti con
ferences, demonstrations, resol
utions and poster campaigns. 
T)efense meetings were proving so 
effective that In Chicago alone 
twenty such meetIngs were broken 
up by the police using tear-gas and 
clubs. 

BESIEGED 

Through International Red Aid 
protests were organised and 
centralised In dozens of countries. 
AmerIcan embassies were besieged 
by demonstrators and flooded with 
protest letters. 

In the USA, Cannon was begin
ning to get the measure of the 

I 
ORKERS POWER December 1986/January 1987 5 

twin dangers of ultra-leftism and 
rlghtism In defense work. The 7 
year Imprisonment of Sacco and 
Vanzetti had wrung crocodile-tears 
from the liberal bourgeoisie, who 
wanted to steam-roller the defense 
campaign down a purely legal road. 
Cannon and the revolutionaries in 
the ILD fought hard against this 
rightist tendency. TheIr articles In 
Labor Defender loudly proclaimed: 

"No faith In capitalist justice 
and Institutions." 

Since the same capitalist state had 
Imprisoned these two workers, it 
was hardly likely to benevolently 
release them. Moreover, the 
master-class of Massachusetts was 
clearly using legal tricks and 
frauds to take the steam out of 
the growing mass campaign for the 
freedom of Sacco and Vanzetti. 
Faced with tricks like these the 
Labor Defender argued: 

"We have no grounds for the 
belief that there has been the 
slightest change of plan by the 
executioners • • • It Is true that 
the case Is now before the 
judges of the Supreme Court. 
But this gives us no hopes. It 
has been there before and we 
know what to expect from that 
source. I! 

Of course the ILO did not ignore 
legal defense, despite pressure to 
do so from some ultra-lefts around 
the anarchist movement. In 1925 
Cannon wrote: 

"Such slender legal resources 
as yet remain must be uttllsed. 
]'hat goes wlthaut saying." 

The capitalists In bourgeois demo
cratic countrIes have been forced 
by years of struggle to give some 
'democratic rights' to the workers. 
The ILO correctly exploIted these 
'rights' as a tactic to gain tIme 
and publicIty. But their strategy 
was class-struggle action worldwide 
to save Sac co and Vanzetti from 
the chair. The call of Labor 
Defender to the workers of the 
world was: 'Demonstrate and Strike 
for Sacco and Vanzettl'. 

VENGEFUL 

In prison, Sacco and Vanzettl 
fully supported the militant c1ass
-struggle line of the Cannonites 
In the ILD realising, in the words 
of Vanzettl, that: 

"Only the revolutionary workers, 
the people can give us life and 
freedom". 

Not once did the two anarchist 
workers consider a request for 
pardon (and thus an admission of 
gUilt for crimes they did not 
commit), although thIs might have 
saved them. 

For 7 years the power of the 
militant workers of the world kept 
Sacco and Vanzettl from the elec-

Sacco and Vanzetti 

trlc chair. But, by August 1927, 
the U.S. capitalists - having .ridden 
the post-war wave of militancy, 
felt confident enough to carry 
through their brutal, vengeful 
murder of the two anarchists. This 
'legal lynching' as Cannon called 
it was no 'miscarriage of justice' 
or 'tragic accident'. In the Sacco 
and Vanzettl case, like the too 
numerous cases of other class-war 
prisoners, it was class against 
class. Sac co and Vanzetti were 
symbols of the fighting spirit of 
the revolutionary proletariat. Their 
electrocution, by order of capital
Ism's black-gowned grand inquisi
tors, was designed to teach the 
workers of the U.S.A., particularly 
the vast number of imigrant 
workers, a painful lesson: leave 
capitalism alone or you too will 
be sent to the chair. It had the 
opposite effect. It created martyrs, 
symbols of reslstence to each 
generation of workers since. Labor 
Defender was right to declare: 

"TItey went to death calmly and 
bravely without fear or embar
rassment. It was theIr murder
ers, the governors and the 
judges who hid their faces In 
fear and shame. Yes, their 
names will live forever, for the 
electric current that killed them 
has burnt their names perman
ently Into the hearts of the 
toilers of the world. Their 
miserable executioners will be 
buried In oblivion while the 
names and struggles of Sacco 
and Vanzetti stili remaltr a
shining guide to the masses, an 
Inspiration to the oppressed 
everywhere. " 
The Sacco and Vanzetti cam

paign, was the height of the influ-
ence of the IL~ It collapsed a 
year later, due mainly to the 
faction fight In the Increasingly 
stallnlsed CPUSA. The CPUSA 
expelled its revolutionary wing, the 
followers of Trotsky. This included 
Cannon and the best party ele
mentS' In the ILD. The stalinist 
CPUSA had little taste for prin
cipled class-war prisoners' work, 
and even less political ability. The 
ILO became a casualty of the 
stallnlst counter-revolution. 

UNITED FRONT 

The small band of American 
Trotskyists continued labor defe01se 
work in the spirit of the ILO but 
were unable to do so on the same 
scale. Yet many of those workers 
who joined Cannon to found the 
Trotskyist party in the US, did so 
because of their political admira
tion for the work of the 'Cannon
Ites' In building the ILO. 

Today, a unIted front, Internat
ional and national, for the aid and 
release of the prisoners of the 
class-war must be at the top of 
the politlcal agenda for all class 
conscious workers. The various 
international tendencies that lay 
claim to Trotskylsm must be pres
sured into building such an organ
Isation. The non-sectarian, class 
struggle model of the ILO must 
be our guide. Every class-war 
prisoner is an affront to our 
proletarian honour and undermines 
our capacity to fight. Every worker 
imprisoned In the cause of labour 
must be released. l3ut only by 
proletarian revolution . will we over
throw the capitalists' prison house 
system once and for all. Then, and 
only then, will we have truly 
avenged 'Sacco and Vanzetti and 
all the other class-war prisoners 
murdered In the fight for prolet
arIan emancipation. • 

by Jon Lewis 
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FOR NEARL Y A year now Rupert 
Murdoch has successfully produced 
four national newspapers without 
employing any printers. Not only 
has he done this with scab labour 
but has done It with unionised scab 
labour in the printing plant and 
in the distribution network. Into 
the bargain newsprint prepared 
by Murdoch's company in dally 
being used by trade unionists in 
Fleet Street. 

So effective has this union 
busting operation been that other 
employers now only have to hint 
that they might follow Murdoch's 
example and the print union lea
ders immediately sign away the 
jobs of thousands of their mem
bers. There are, at present, some 
16,000 unionised printers in the 
London based national titles. Unless 
there is a major reversal In the 
unions' headlong retreat there will 
be less than a quarter of that 
number within the next two years. 
The lessons of the still continuing 
strike action by the NI printers 
need to be learnt In order to both 
win this dispute and resist the 
print bosses' onslaught in London 
which Is fast gathering force. 

After nearly a year, the News 
International strikers are still 
there. Twice they have rejected, 
by big majorities, Murdoch's 'com
pensation' offers. Every minute 
of every day there is a picket of 
the Wapplng plant. Twice a week 
there are major demonstrations 
of printers and their supporters. 
The will to win and the determi
nation to fight are there, the, 
4uestion remains, how to focus 
that determination Into methods 
that can force Murdoch to back 
down? 

NO FIGHT 

The leadership of th~ print 
unions, Dubbins of the NGA and 
Dean of SOGAT, made ·It clear 
from the very start that they 
would not do anything that would 
break the law. As we said In 
Workers Power 80 (February 1986), 
because all effective trade union 
methods of fighting are Illegal this 
simply meant that they were not 
going to fight. Dubbins, at the 
time, argued, "We are in this 
dispute to get sympathy from the 
publlc". The project of trying to 
convince the readers of the Sun 
and The Times to become more 
class conscious was the result of 
this substitute for a fighting stra
tegy. And, while a boycott is a 
gesture of solidarity it cannot be 
considered as In any way a means 
of exerting decisive pressure on 
Murdoch. Dean and Dubbins never 
expected to win the dispute. At 
best they were aiming for a 
negotiated deal with Murdoch that 
would result in some workers being 
taken on with some rights of 
bargaining for the print unions. 
As Dubbins put it: "We are pre
pared to change. We are prepared 
to negotiate. We are prepared to 
reach agreements which take on 
board new conditions and working 
practices. n 

BATTLES 

But the strikers had other 
Ideas. The token pickets at 
Wapplng soon became mass pickets. 
The Saturday demonstrations and 
pickets of printers and their 
supporters grew into pitched 
battles with the police. The refusal 
of the national leaders to take 
any part in the fight allowed a 
new, London based, leadership to 
emerge as the real coordinators 
of the action. 

The clash bet wen strikers and 
national leaders came to a head 
at the first mass meeting on May 
19th(!). Dean was shouted down. 
The immediate cause of the stri
kers' anger was the · national 
leadership' decision to call off the 
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WHAT IT HAS COST 

The refusal of the trade unions 
to mount a determined flght 
agalnst Murdochhas enouraged 
the other print boaIes to step up 
their own attacks on jobs. Since 
1981 SOGAT and NGA between 
them have lost some 14,000 jobs 
in London. Of those over 12,000 
have gone in the last year. Apart 
from 5,500 at News International 
the other major cuta have Inclu
ded: 

1,800 out of 3,300 at the Tele
graph, tbls includes 50% of the 
NGA compositors and 84% of 
the foundry workers. SOGAT 
machine shop will lose 400 out 
of its previOUS total of 550-

2,300 jobs from a total of 7,000 
at the Express were signed 
away in the Spring. 

400 out of a work force of 1,500 
have gone from the Financial 
Times, half of them NGA 
compositors. 

200, 20% of the total, have 
gone at the Guardian. 

2,000 redundancies agreed at 
the Mirror Group last December 
when it was already widely 
known that Murdoch was about 
to transfer to Wapping. / minority, it must operate on behalf 

,~::~:~:::::-:::-"'7.:-1;/ii;;;;;;;;;:~;;::;:;;~ of the majority of the strikers. No one doubts the sincerity of 
pickets of dlstrlbutlon depots In this group. 
accordance with a High Court Indeed, their actions have 
Injunction. The background, how- perhaps helped to maintain the 
ever, was the violent attacks by optimism of the strikers at times. 
the pollce against the mass picket All the same the working class 
on May 3rd. does not need Robin Hoods to fight 

At the time we argued, "Recent its battles for it. To quietly organ-
developments within the strike have ise the most militant minority to 
shown just how vital It is that attack Murdoch ultimately means 
the strikers themselves take the to abandon the not quite so 
strike directly into their own militant majority to the control 
hands. This must be done by buil- of the StaUnists. It might be easier 
dlng a strike committee directly to convince a hundred or two of 
accountable to mass meetings of the need for direct action but we 
the strikers." We also noted that, will not win until we can convince 
"The London District Ciommlttee the thousands. 
(LDC) presented itself as the The Fleet Street Support Unit 
alternative leadership to Dean and · Is, in some respects, closer to the 
Co. n the strike rather than attacking thinking of Workers Power. Its 

It was the leaders of the LDC, it head on. principal argument is that the 
in particular the Stalinists Bill So far he appears to have Wapplng dispute .Is central to the 
Freeman and Mike Hicks, who, convinced about 1600 strikers to future of the whole of Fleet Street 
the following month at the SOGAT accept his offer. This is a testi- and, therefore, the whole of Fleet 
Biennial Delegate Conference, mony to the determination of the Street ought to be Involved in the 
manipulated the votes of London strikers. It means that some 4,000 dispute. Fleet Street Out! is Its 
delegation to ensure that leadership are still determined not to accept main demand and It has also long 
of the dispute remained with Dean. defeat, even in exchange for large recognised the need for the elect-
The dispute was to be run as she amounts of cash in the short term. Ion of a rank and file strike 
wanted it - and that meant within Out of such determination a committee, responsible to mass 
the bounds. of Thatcher's anti-union victory over Murdoch could still meetings. 
laws. be achieved. But without a major 

The SOGAT conference marked change of tactics, without hitting We agree with both demands. 
a turning point in the dispute. Murdoch's profits through effective However, the FSSU has not yet 
Since then there have been no dislocation of his production and made an Impact on the dispute 
attempts to turn the Saturday distribution, this will not happen. despite its correct positions. This 
demonstrations ito effective plc- The suffocating routinism of is because It has never clarified 
kets. The demostrations have the last year has not prevented exactly what it own role should 
certainly continued, but they have the emergence of two oppositional be. It is composed of strikers, non 
become passive and routinised. The tendencies amongst the strikers. striking printers and supporters 
Stallnists use the demonstrations, Both are militantly opposed to the of the printers and as such has 
that they tightly control, as a do-nothing methods of the official never clarified whether it should 
means of keeping the strikers leaders. be a support group or a caucus 
active but without allowing that By virtue of its chosen methods of militants within the strike. 
action to seriously challenge the the first group must remain cland- We belleve that both are 
stranglehold of the bureaucracy. estine. From the outset It has en- necessary but that they should not 

sured that it must remain a be conflated. The job of a support 

group Is to argue within the Fleet 
Street chapels for direct action 
In support of Wapplng. The most 
obvious starting point Is . the boy
cotting of Murdoch-produced 
pre-prlnts. Equally there is a crying 
need for a caucus of militants 
within the strike Itself. The start
ing point here Is the demand for 
mass meetings and the election 
from a mass meeting of a strike 
committee to control the running 
of the dispute. So far the FSSU 
has not taken any steps to over
come the paralysis reSUlting from 
the confusion over Its role. Wltl, 
the strike entering Its second year, 
there is a real danger that 
Murdoch will succeed In tempting 
more strikers to leave on an 
Individual basis. While such scaD
blng needs to be condemned, it 
cannot be fought purely on a 
moral basis. A lack of a strategy 
to win will demoralise strikers. 
That needs to be tackled by mlli
tants now. 

The key will be winning effec
tive solidarity action and spreading 
the action to other papers. The 
fight for mass meetings that can 
decide the key Issues of the strike 
and for a strike committee elected 
from such meetings to democra
tically run the strike must be re
newed. More strikers must be won 
to these Ideas, through vigorous 
'interventions by militants', like 
those In the FSSU, seizing every 
opportunity, every picket and 
demo, to put the case for thesl 
ideas. And, In what remains ot 
Fleet Street, the forces need to 
be rallied for action now not 
simply to win solidarity with the 
NI stlkers but to fight the 
job-stealing plans of all the press 
bosses. • 

by Steve McSweeney 

ENCOURAGED 

The downturn In the dispute 
obviously encouraged Murdoch. 
Immediately after the end of the 
SOGAT conference talks were 
arranged In New York with Eric 
I-lammond, the arch scab herder 
of the EETPU. Another 'final 
offer' was being prepared. As It 
turned out the new offer was not 
significantly different from the 
one that had been rejected in 
June. 

THE GROUP THAT 
NEVER WAS! 

Unable to make any headway 
against Murdoch in new rounds 
of negotiations in September, the 
leaders of SOGAT and NGA allo
wed the new ballot to go ahead 
but, typically, abdicated all the 
responsibilities of leadership by 
making no recommendation on how 
strikers should vote. The strikers 
'themselves were made of sterner 
stuff and rejected it by an even 
bigg~r majority than In June. 

The ballot rejection was a 
major set back for Murdoch but, 
since he was not confronted by 
any serious opposition, he could 
afford to change tack and adopt 
a more long term tactic. He offe
red the terms of his 'final offer' 
to strikers as Individuals. Clearly 
he had learnt a thing or two from 
the miners' strike and decided to 
try chipping away the support for 

THE ST ALINIST -DOMINATED Soc
iety of CMI and Public Servants 
(SCPS) leadership has always denied 
the existence of any political 
organisation within the union. It 
attacked the creation of the SCPS 
Broad Left (BL) saying the the 
SCPS (and trades unions in general) 
was no place for the disruptive 
Influence of politically motivated 
organisations. 

However, a document has come 
Into our possession which confirms 
the existence of a secret broad 
left in SCPS beyond any doubt. 
It Is a document of the secret 
group and It must be said that 
for a group that supposedly does 
not eXist, they have some fairly 
impressive structures. They have 
(non-existent) regional groups and 
(non-existent) departmental groups. 

Furthermore the document 
exposes the Stalinist intentions 
of the secret BL. In deciding the 
criteria for membership it says: 

"1be pOlitics of the group must 
be deflned by a clear unders
tanding of what self diSCipline 
(both politically and to each 

other) Is requlrea to achieve 
the change to Socialism we 
are working for... (It must 
not be) simply a forum to 
provide Intellectual exercise 
or sectarian debate for those 
unwIlling to abide by any kind 
of collective diSCipline. By 
implication, therefore, there 
Is no place tor Ttotskyists In 
such a grouping. n 

And when discussing how to relate 
to the SCPS Broad Left, the 
document complains about the 
'serious setbacks' suffered at the 
1986 annual conference due to an 
alliance between the ultra-left 
(SCPS BL) and the right wing. The 
serious 'set-backs' included the 
election of the national Executive 
Council by the membership and 
the provision of election addresses 
by the candidates! 

And when It comes to addres
sing the open SCPS BL, the paper 
considers three options - ignore 
them, reach some sort of accom
modation with them or: 

"To actively campaign agalnst 

the Trotskytst elements running 
SCPS Broad Left and In par
ticular to concentrate our 
efforts on tackling the SWP 
and Militant and exposing them 
for what they are. 11 

Needless to say they went for this 
third option. 

All of thiS. confirms the real 
nature of Stalinlsm!n Britain. Not 
powerful enough to control the 
trade union bureaucracy so beloved 
by It, it plays the role of 
sergeant-at-arms for that bureau
cracy. In return for a little 
influence It works overtime to try 
and destroy opposition to the union 
bureaucrats, trampling on workers' 
democracy In the process. But real 
Trotskyists - who, like us, are the 
most Intransigent defenders of 
workers' democracy • will defeat 
Stalinism. Every genuine rank and 
file militant must be won to help
ing us. 

.0 Down with secrecy! 

o Down with Stalinlst Witch-hunts! 

o Long live workers' democracy! 
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STMAS 
IT IS NO good pretending - even socialists give each other 
presents at Christmas! In fact a mid-winter celebration is a 
long standing, pr~hristian tradition and one that will continue 
under socialism. To be sure, we would argue that a socialist 
mid-winter festive season be stripped of the religious, commer
cial, hypocritical and sickeningly sentimental aspects that mark 
Christmas under capitalism. 

But for now we'll confine ourselves to a survey of a few 
books that can be read or bought as presents this Christmas, 
or that we feel duty bound to warn our readers against wasting 
their money on! 

STREET WISE 
The End Of The Street by Linda 
Melvern 

Methuen £9.95 

VERY LITTLE OF this book actual
ly takes place in the Fleet Street 

.of the title. Instead the author in
fuses with false drama the minutes 
of meetings between Murdoch 
management and prostrate trade 
union bureaucrats In posh South 
Kensington hotels. With the craft 
of a pulp fiction writer, Unda 
Melvern,one-time Sunday Times 
journalist, has reconstructed some 
of the events culminating in 
Rupert Murdoch's sacking of 5,500 

• print workers. 
for the author, the tale she 

tells most deflnetely ends there 
on 24 j anuary 1986 with the start 
of the strike which marked the 
final transfer of News International 
production to Wapping. for Melvern 
it sounded the death knell for the 
whole of fleet Street. Her account 
of the first few months of the 
strike itself figures only as an 
afterthought. 

Despite her pained attempts to 
assume an objective pose, the 
author's sympathies clearly do not 
lie with the victimised printers and 
clerical staff but with the more 
or less agonised deliberations of 
the journalists at Murdoch's four 
titles. Irrespective of the eventual 
decisions taken by individual NUJ 
members, Melvern identifies with 
the apparent anguish of former 
colleagues at the Sunday Times. 
Very few of the NUJ 'refuseniks' 

. seemed too concerned with arguing 
for solidarity with fellow trade 
unionists in SOGAT and the NGA, 
hut many resented the transparent 
loss of editorial independence. 

In the way of anecdote there 
is much that is new In these pages 
but very little that is Illuminating. 
In particular, there is virtually 
nothing in the way of an analysis 
of the historical relationship 
between the fleet Street press 
"arons and the prim unions and 
this Is certainly nut the place to 
look for an explanation of the 
crisis of profituhlllty In the 
natlunal print which led Inexorably 
to the showdown over Wapping. 

Instead we are treated to 
lengthy descriptions of Individuals' 
appearances: glimpses of BrendR 

Putting the finger on Murdoch's fifth column 

Dean's wardrobe, ' the rings worn 
by a Murdoch minion. Occasionally 
there are snippets that capture 
something of shop floor life in 
Bouverie Street before the Sun's 
"flight to freedom" (that is, from 
obstacles to higher profits). The 
dirt, the dangers posed by the age
ing presses, and the literally deaf
ening noise, are all mentioned, sug
gesting that the print unions for 
all their supposed 'unbridled' power 
had traded high real wages for 
safety and tolerable working condi
tions. 

The archaic sectionalism of the 
fleet Street chapel structure be
comes painfully apparent in these 
pages. A~ one stage, the FoC of 
the SOGAT machine chapel at the 
News of the World had all but 
signed a separate deal to bring his 
lads into Wapping. At the same 
time, however, we also see NGA 
members use their industrial muscle 
to stop the Sun in the midst of 
the miners' Great Strike. It was 
a fine example of politically con
scious control over the presses, led 
by NGA FoC john Brown. 

Melvern performs one undoubted 
service to the labour movement 
in documenting the depths of the 
I::ETPU's collaboration with News 
International in securing the move 
to Wapping. Melvern provides far 
and away the most detailed 
account so far of the EETPU's 
recruitment of a scab labour force 
in the Southampton area under the 
guidance of Area Secretary Mick 
Scanlon. Peter O'Hanlon, an area 
official of the electricians north 
of the border, did the same job 
for Murdoch's Kinning Park plant 
in Glasgow. 

The evidence offered here 
makes a mockery of Eric Ham
mond's feigned ignorance of the 
whole poaching/scabbing operation 
and furthers the argument that the 
EETPU bureaucracy has indeed be
come a fifth column in our midst. 
Her chapter on the EETPU's role 
makes The End of the Street 
something more than an occasional
ly entertaining read and shows it 
to be a substantially researched 
journalistic history. At £9.95, how
ever, it is not likely to be top of 
the list of strikers' Christmas 
reading. 0 

by George Binnette 

I 

PLUTO'S SWAN SONG 
Southern Seas by Manuel Vazquez 
Montalban 

Pluto Crime Series £3.95 pbk 

SO FAREWELL THEN Pluto Press. 
Aficionados of the detective novel 
will sorely miss the late publisher's 
Crime Series which valiantly tried 
to promote the true spirit of the 
genre - radical critiques of capital
ist society in the manner pioneered 
by Hammett and Chandler in the 
20s and30s. 

The only consolation Is Southern 
Seas, the last and best of the 
Crime Series. The star of the 
novel is Pepe Carvalho, the ex
communist turned private investiga
tor. Our Pepe, now he has waved 
adios to the proletarian cause, has 
sunk into the dubious delights of 
unrestrained hedonism; namely, a 
personal crusade to find the ulti-

mate in food and wine. (Anybody 
who needs a crash course in Span
ish .cuisine would do no better than 
to read this book). 

Unfortunately for Pepe, hedon
ism is an expensive pursuit which 
occasionally entails some sleuthing 
to bring home the Salamanca ham. 
As luck would have It , Pepe is 
hired by the wealthy widow of 
Senor Pedrell, a murdered Barcel
ona building contractor. The myst
ery surrounding Pedrell which his 
widowed wife and her bourgeois 
business friends want solved, is not 
who murdered Pedrell (they don't 
care), but what he did in the year 
before his death when he disap
peared without trace. 

Pepe starts sleuthing and soon 
finds himself in the depths of post
Franco Spain. It Is not a pleasant 
place. Underneath the new but fra
gile bourgeois-democratic facade 

lurks the old fascist spectre. As 
Pepe remarks about the first post
Franco election: "Curiously, none 
of the election programmes said 
anything about tearing down what 
the Franco regime had built. This 
is the first political change that 
respects the ruins." Nor has bour
geois democracy meant much 
change for the proletariat, whose 
lives are still nasty, brute-like and 
short. All of which shakes up Pepe 
enough for him to do the right 
thing and line up with the poor and 
oppressed against the rich. 

Southern Seas will tell you more 
about Spain today and the nature 
of the crisis of capitalism and the 
Left there (Montalban Is a leading 
member of the Catalan CP) than 
many a non-fiction. It's also a rip
ping good yarn. 0 

by Jon Lewis 

REVOLUTION'S FLESH 
The Forging Of A Rebel: The Club 
by Arturo Barea 
flamingo 1984 

The D1a1nberited by Michel del 
Castlllo 
Serpents Tail 1986 

COMMEMORATION OR CELEBRA
TION? This has been a dilemma 
for many In this year, the fiftieth 
anniversary of the Spanish Civil 
War. Either way the revolution and 
war have been remembered more 
outside of Spain than within it dur
ing 1986. A timorous Socialist 
Party government, looking over its 
shoulder at the restless and reac
tionary Generals dares not antagon
ise them with a celebration of 
those glorious days when the Span
ish workers disarmed the m1l1tary 
and ruled the streets of Barcelona 
and Madrid. 

These books, banned for years 
in Franco's Spain, reveal in their 
own way just why the militarists 
and reformists do not want to 
remember. In these novels you see 
the scars, that today mark a 
divided nation, displayed as open 
wounds. 

English-speakers are probably 
more familiar with the civil war 
works of Orwell, Hemmingway or 
even the translation of Malraux's 
Days of Hope than they are with 
the offerings of Spanish authors. 
But whatever the sympathetic, even 
partisan, sketches they offer, they 
are dwarfed in every way by the 
novels of Barea and del Castillo. 

Barea's work Is the final part 
of an autobiographical trilogy. The 
first two volumes, The Forge and 
The Track deal with his childhood 
in Madrid and his time in the army 
of occupation in Morocco after the 
First _ World War. 

The Clash opens with Barea in 
his mid-thirties, stuck in a rut as 
a patents officer, bored by his 
marriage yet hardly finding an 
escape in a mistress. Barea dis
sects the hypocrisy of bourgeois 
morality in the family, In the 
church, but without a trace of 
self-justification for his own 
actions. 

With the opening of the civil 
war the central tension and moral 
dilemma emerges; how, or even 
whether, to defend this stifling, 
morally cramping Spain from fas
cism? Not being consciously politi
cal he gropes his way to an uncer
tain sense that he must help the 
Republic. By enlisting in the 
Propaganda Department as the 
radio 'Voice of Spain' in Madrid 
he finds his niche. As the narrative 
unfolds Barea's deep compassion 
for the Spanish workers, who have 
raised themselves out of their 

AND BLOOD 

In defence of the revolution 

degradation and subordination, gets 
stronger. The self-sacrifice, the 
humour and hum il ity of the Madrid 
proletariat comes through very 
strongly. 

But in the end this is a book 
about Barea himself and the most 
compelling parts of it concern the 
disintegration of his emotions and 
intellect under the enormous pres
sure of the work and of the siege 
of Madrid. His reconstruction of 
his descent into this pit of psycho
logical torture counts as the 
strongest and most affecting part 
of The Clash. 

Whereas Barea has gi ven us a 
superbly crafted narrative, rich in 
detail, del Cast illo has written a 
novel of ferocious, raw power. The 
main characters are drawn with 
incredible sympathy - as diverse 
as they are. Only, the youth of the 
Zone (shanty town outside Madrid) 
who rescues himself from lumpen
isation by findi ng 'the party', is 

the central figu~e. His naive faith 
gives way to disillusionment and 
even personal moral degradation 
in the course of the civil war. 
Castlllo has written simply and it 
often appears lI \<e a Socratic dia
logue between aontending political 
positions in the revolut ion. Never 

does it descend into caricatare, 
however. 

[)el Castillo has written of the 
most oppressed section of the 
working class, whereas Barea deals 
with its activist vanguard. For that 
reason perhaps del Castillo has 
written a much more pessimistic 
novel In which those in whose 
name the revolution is fought are 
left, at the end of It all, untouch
ed. Above all, he is preoccupied 
with the individual, forlornly striv
ing 'to make sense' of what is 
happening, torn apart by the felt 
contradictions of defending per
sonal liberty In a revolution, of 
embracing violence in the pursuit 
of justice, of human frailty faced 
with inescapable historical tasks. 
Castillo ends up endorsing a return 
to religion, but a religion which 
Is never com forting but merely an 
individual retreat from the unend
ing brutality of Stalinism within 
the revolution; a retreat itself 
beset by self-doubt. 

After you have read Trotsky 
and Morrow on the politics of the 
civil war read either (better still, 
both) of these books which are of 
the flesh and blood of the revolu
tion. 0 

by Keith Hassell 

********************************************** 
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8 

War and the International by Sam 
Bornsteln and AI Rlchardson 
Socialist Platform 1986 

THE SECOND VOLUME of Sam 
Bornstein and AI Richardson's hlat
ory of the Trotskylat movement 
in Britain la as well worth careful 
study as their flrat, Against the 
Stream. The latest volume, War 
and the International, centres on 
a number of important questions: 
the attempts to forge a united 
British section of the Fourth inter
national, the role of Trotskylats 
during the war and entryism and 
the Labour Party, the lasue which 
was eventually to lead to the dest
ruction of the only unified BrItish 
Trotskylat organisation. 

The history of British Trotsky
Ism Is littered with splits and fus
Ions. The period covered by Born
stein and Rlchardson Is no except
Ion. In the two years from 1936-38 
British followers of the Fourth 
International (FI) made their most 
sustained effort to achieve a united 
group. At the start of 1938 there 
were three main Trotskyist groups 
In Britain: The Militant Group, the 
Revolutionary Socialist League 
(RSL) and the Workers Internat
ional League (WIL), a split from 
the Militant. They were later to 
be joined by another group with 
separate origin, the Revolutionary 
Socialist Party (RSP). By the close 
of 1938 there were 2 main groups: 
the RSL and the WIL. War and the 
International traces the fortunes 
of these two organisations. 

The RSL, recognised as the off
icial section of the FI In Britain, 
was formed as a result of a unity 
conference held In August 1938. 
It was a fusion of the old RSL, 
the Militant Group and the RSP. 
The "Peace and Unity Conference", 
as It was called was organised 
largely on the Initiative of 
SWP(US) leader, James P Cannon, 
who was In Britain acting on be
half of the International Secretar
Iat. The "Peace and Unity Agree
ment" put to the conference by 
Cannon was signed by all but the 
WIL who claimed the fusion was 
unprincipled. 

The authors give much coverage 
to this Important conference but 
seem to take a one-sided pro-WIL 
view of the fusion. 

The basis for unity at the Brit
Ish conftlrtlllce was thtl basis for 
the founding conference of the 
Fourth International, the Transit
Ional Programme and the WIL 
condemned this as Inadequate: 

"'Ibe overwhelming bulk of the 
time that we spent at that 
conference (Peace and Unity) 
was devoted to an ~posltion 
of the document "The Transit
Ional Programme of the Fourth 
International". We spent practic
ally no time at all in discussing 
what were the differences bet
ween the British Trotskylats, 
what common bases could we 
actually fuse on. The argument 
of the Americans was that we 
could fuse on the Transitionai 
Programme of the Fourth inter
national, and we took the view 

OBTUARY 
We print below an obituary to Roy 
Tearstl by the authors of War and 
the International, Sam Bornstein 
and Al Richardson. Whilst we could 
not agree with Tearse's later polit
ical views we share with comrades 
Richardson and Bornstein respect 
for his memory and for the work 
he performed in building both the 
WIL and the early RCP into 
heanlty, interventionist organisat
ions. We thank the comrades for 
contributing this obituary to our 
paper. 
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THE DEATH OF RawUngs Tearse 
a week before the end of October 
brought to an end a career of 
courageous and unequal struggle 
against overwhelming odds, both 
social and physical, on the part of 
probably the most remarkable fig
ure ever to adhere to British Trot
skylsm. 

Tearse was born into a working 
class family and went into the 
navy as a youth in 1934. In 1937 
he was struck down by polio and 
dismissed from the service to fend 
for himself. Of exceptional ability, 
his experiences sharpened his mind 
and turned him to social questions, 
and he joined a group of war resis
ters in the ILP in 1939. As a 
result of their activities, national 
figures coming to Tyneside to sup
port the war were assured of a hot 
reception, which even came out 
on the BBC. 

But having witnessed the 
Communist Party's chauvinism 
before 1939, he was not attracted 
to their point of View, and in 
December 1940 along with T. Dan 
Smith he wrote a devastating crit
ique of the policy of the 'People's 
Convention', identifying it as yet 
another attempt to float a Popular 
Front. He was attracted instead 
to Trotskyism, and came down to 
London to work with the WIL. In 
little more than two years he had 
been elected shop steward in De 
Havillands and had recruited 
another three stewards to the 
group, which dominated the AEU 
Edgeware no. 3 branch. 

He had an intuitive grasp of 
how workers would react to a 
given situation, and a gift for 
communicating with them and 
drawing them into activity that led 
to his being chosen as Industrial 
Organiser of the group and organ
iser of its Scottish District. There 
he helped refound the Clyde 
Workers' Committee and its off
shoot, the Militant Workers' Feder
ation. 

His abilities were valued to the 
extent that the Barrow Strike 
Committee made him an unofficial 
member, and greatly appreciated 
the guidance he was able to give 
to bring that remarkable wartime 
strike to victory. Some months 
later he was responsible for helping 
to organise the struggle of the 
Apprentices against the Bevin 
Ballot Scheme, where he .gave 
invaluable advice on how to con
duct the struggle and frame the 
propaganda for it in terms that 
would prevent the apprentices from 
being isolated. His work on the 
strikers' behalf brought him into 
court, where he acquitted himself 
with dignity and honour and col
lected a prison sentence. 

Tearse was no mere agitator, 
and early on began to sense that 
the perspective of postwar slump 
was out of joint. His critique of 
the evasions and dishonesties of 
the International Secretariat strip
ped them of their pretentions to 
leadership of any sort, and he 
gained Healy's undying hatred. He 
was expelled from the movement 
for refusing to break his links with 
Jock Haston on his resignation. 

He was obliged to set aside his 
activity on behalf of the Trotsky
ists when his wife died, leaving 
him with two young children to 
bring up, and as he could not sup
port them by manual labour, he 
turned his not Inconsiderable tal
ents to mathematics. Ht!re he so 
excelled himself that he became 
a lecturer and was able to bring 
his new insights to bear upon the 
problems of Marx' Capital when 
he returned to politics folJowing 
the upsurge of 1968. In discussions 
with young people in the Inter
national Socialism group he was 
able to shoot great holes through 
the model on which rested the 
theory of the permanent arms 
economy, and lifted the level of 
their Marxist education according
ly. 

Tearse was in a poor state of 
health for the last years of his 
Ilfe, but his courage never falled 
him. When he heard of the threat
ened closure of the hospital unit 
treating him, he organised the 
patients and others with the result 
that nearly a quarter of a milllon 
was raised to stop it. Tearse 
expressed in his own person the 
bravery and insight of the Trotsky
Ists during the war, a permanent 
reminder for the movement today 
of the sort of dedication required 
to change the world. • 

AI Rlchardson and Sam Bornsteln 

BRITISH 
that that wouldn't work - It 
wouldn't keep the organisation 
together." (Authors' Interview 
with J Baston 1978, p2l) 

The WIL refused to participate in 
the fusion, describing the new 
organisation as being "founded on 
a compromise with sectarianism" 
in their statement to the Internat
ional Congress of the FI. 

Many of the WIL's criticisms 
of the fusion were valid. The conf
erence falled to resolve a series 
of problems in relation to prog
ramme and tactics in Britain and 
the attitude revolutionaries should 
adopt towards the Labour Party. 
This is indicated In the Peace and 
Unity agreement, It states: 

"'Ibe main emphasls In the next 
period la to be placed on work 
within the Labour Party." 

but that 
"members at present devoting 
their full actlvtty to propaganda 
work outside the Labour Party 
are not required to join it." 

Given the very different positions 
on the Labour Party held by the 
three fused organisations this form
ulation was wide open to confus
Ion. The Militant Group, as 
previously, were committed to 
entry but the RSP were totally 
against entry on principle arguing: 

"Never must the revolutionary 
banner be lowered In capitulat
ion to such a party." 
Despite these valid criticisms 

however, the WIL are not totally 
blameless. The urgency to establish 
a fused British section resulted in 
the forging of an unstable unity. 
But the fact remained that the 
fusion Initiative was timely since 
It took place against a background 
of the growing threat of war, a 
threat recognised by Trotsky and 
the International leadership. Sec
ondly, in view of this, Trotsky was 
anxious to found the FI and secure 
It sections In each country before 
world war broke out. In turn this 
demanded a greater sense of inter
national responsibility and urgency 
towards the fusion than the WIL 
showed. For example, the WIL 
failed to extend its criticisms 
beyond one single letter to the 
founding conference of the FI, a 
letter that concentrated exclusively 
on British, rather than Internat
ional matters. The fact that they 
also failed to send a delegate to 
this important conference, pleading 

: poverty, places a question mark 
over their seriousness about reach
ing agreement. 

Almost immediately after the 

In brief ... 
Use the little bit of leisure time 
that Christmas provides most of 
us with to read. There are plenty 
of good books around that could 
be got through with both pleasure 
and enlightenment over the holiday 
period. 

Peter Fryer's HungarIan Tragedy 
(New Park £2.95) has been repub
lished by the WRP. In doIng so 
they have performed an important 
service. This is a fine eye-witness 
account of the Hungarian Revo
lution of 1956. Thirty years on, 
the book is stili a moving indict
ment and reminder of Stalinism's 
counter-revolutionary role. 

Also re-Issued this year was Paul 
Frollch's Rosa Luxemburg (Pluto 
£5.95). If you've seen the film, 
now read the book! Well not qUite, 
.although there Is a picture not 
of Rosa Luxemburg but of Harbara 
Sukova on the cover. In fact this 
remains the best book for an 
account of Rosa's political Ideas 
and struggles. It was conceived 
as a rebuttal of the mounting 
slanders that the Stallnlsts heaped 
on this great revolutionary In the 
[930s. FII m goers who want more 

The banner of Trotskyism in Britain rescued from obscurity and Stalinist slander 

Peace and Unity Conference war 
was declared. Bet ween 1938-44 a 
bitter but very significant debate 
took place within British Trotsky
ism over this question. At Issue 
was how the Leninlst policy of 
revolutionary defeatism was to be 
Implemented. To write off the 
position of the RSL as paCifist, as 
the authors do, Is incorrect. 

The fallure of the declining RSL 
was their too rigid attempt to 
apply a revolutionary defeatist 
position and their refusal to face 
the question of how workers were 
to be broken from their defencist 
positions. This was where the RSL 
floundered, keeping them back -
on the whole - from the healthy 
industrial intervention which the 
WIL so successfully developed. 
However, they avoided the opposite 
pitfall of an oppor tunist adaptation 
to the consciousness of the workers 
in a way that the WIL did not. 

personal detail will have to refer 
to Nettl's two volume biography. 

Another great revolutionary Is the 
subject In Trotsky: A Photographic 
Biography by David King (Basil 
F31ackwell £19.50). The David '<ing 
collection of photographs forms 
an impressively continuous record 
of Trotsky's life. Photographers 
caught Trotsky at key moments 
of his life's work. Many show Trot
sky In action - on the speakers 
rostrum, on the armoured train 
from which. he led Red army cam
paigns, speaking at Joffe's funeral 
at his last public appearance in 
the USSR. 

In their "Thesis (on the crisis 
of capitalism and the tasks of the 
British sections of the FI") the RSL 
explained, 

"'Ibe baslc task of revolutionary 
SOCialists In such a period la 
not to seek opportunist 'short
cuts' to the mass but to explain 
patiently the reactionary nature 
of the war." 

Also in their Militant Labour 
League manifesto they wrote, 

• Class war on Imperialist war! 
• No coalltion with capitallam. 
• Not a ship, not a gun, not 
a man for imperialist war. 
• Down with the social-patriotic 
Labour and Stallnist leader~ 

The differences between the two 
organisations became most acute 
after the fall of France in June 
1940. The WIL explained this event 
by pOinting out that the French 
ruling Glass had not been commit
ted to a fight against fascism: 

The collection also shows the 
last days of Trotsky's li re and the 
bloody aftermath of the fatal visit 
by Stalin's hired assassin. A useful 
biographical commentary by J ames 
Ryan makes this a book for revo
lutionaries to read, not one for 
poseurs to exhibIt on their coffee 
tables. Unfortunately Its price puts 
It into the latter bracket though 
H you join the Bookmarks club 
you can get it for £10. 

On a lighter note the marvelous 
cartoons of Steve Bell are compiled 
In The Unrepeatable If (Methuen 
£3.95). A merciless attack on the 
hypocritical values of Thatcher 
and her gang is conveyed with 
.sharp and anarchic wit through 
the mutterings of the penguin, the 
monkey and of course Klpllng. 

Last but not least Is The Face 
on the Cutting Room Floor by 
Cameron McCabe (Penguin £3.95) 
published originally by Victor Gol
lancz, of Left Book Club fame, 
In 1937. It was republished In 
1986. Part spoof of the US 'clas
sic' detective novel, part savaglng 
of the bourgeois notion of justice, 
It Is a book that we heartily 
,recommend as an alternative to 
the twenty nInth television repeat 
of the Wizard of Oz on Hoxing 
Day. 

**********************************************~ 



"1be only way In which Paris 
could have been defended and 
France saved from Invading 
fascism was by the arming of 
the workers. Only the armed 
people, a nation In arms could 
have held up Hitler's ad~~" 
(Youth for Sociallsm Feb 1941) 

Closer to home, and Indeed shown 
by examples In the book, the WIL 
was arguing a similar case for 
British workers. In their leaflet ''B
ritain's War production In Chaos" 
(February 1942) the WIL claimed 
that Sociailst Appeal (their paper) 
had 

"consistently put forward a 

IME 
proletarian mlUtary pollcy 
whereby the workers will be 
enabled to wage a genuine 
revolutionary war against Hlt
lerlsm and every other brand 
of fascism." 

What the WIL slipped Into was not 
defenclsm, but a centrist adapt
ation to defenclst sentiments. They 
ran the danger of being seen to 
argue with the British Imperialists 
on the best way to conduct the 
War against fascism, rather than 
agitating sharply for the slogan 
"the main enemy Is at home". 

The book gives a vivid and det
ailed account of the Important and 
leading role the WIL played In the 
Industrial struggles during the war. 
In doing so It points to the real 
strengths of the WIL. From 1942 
onwards the WIL Intervened In all 
major Industrial disputes and was 
more successful than any other 
.organisation In Its attempts to fill 
the vacuum left by the CP which 
was busy sabotaging strikes as Its 
contribution to the war effort. The 
authors recount the very significant 
two day sit-In strike at the Royal 
Ordnance Factory (ROF) In Nott
ingham, April 1942. This and other 
strikes at the ROF, led by mem
bers of the WIL, produced some 
of the highest expressions of work
Ing class struggle during the war. 

VICTORY 

The authors describe how Roy 
Tearse, the WIL's Industrial org
aniser, was made an hono'rary 
member of the strike committee 
at the Barrow Vlcker's shipyard -
a strike 9000 strong which despite 
government threats was a resound
Ing victory and the only successful 
major dispute of the war. There 
are many other examples of Trot~ 
skylst Industrial agaltatlon during 
the war detailed In the book, not 
least the Tyneslde Apprentices 
strike against Industrial conscription 
In 1943-44, the plnnacle of the 
WIL's Industrial Influence. 

That these achievements of the 
Trotskylsts have remained unnoticed 
(or rather hidden) In the standard 
labour movement histories, written 
by members or sympathisers of the 

AIDS-COPING 
OR CURING? 

AIDS: A Guide To SurvIval by 
Peter Tatchell 
GMP (£3.50 pbk) 

THIS BOOK IS "Intended as a 
brief • • • guide to understanding, 
preventing and fighting back 
against AIDS. It Is particularly 
aimed at people who are HTLV-3 
positive, or who have AIDS... 

"As such Its chief defect Is 
Tatchell's over-emphasls on an In
dividual solution to the spread of 
AIDS. 

In the book he gives a guide 
to the disease and how to prevent 
it as well as his opinions on how 
to deal with It If you contract It. 
Here his thoroughly middle-class 
approach manifests Itself. He talks 
about taking on a healthy diet 
(wholegrain rice with chopped 
chicken, natural live yogurt and 
so on), lots of exercise and relaxa
tion. The dally grind of work that 
Is the norm for working class 
people, Is totally left out of 
account. 

He outlines other precautions 
such as non-penetrative 'safe-sex' 
and while some of his advice and 
proposed precautions are senSible, 
the real emphaSis should be on 
arguing that to solve the problem, 
to find a cure, Involves much more 
than urging an individual solution. 
In part, Tatchell recognises this 
himself when In the last chapter 
he exposes the government's 
criminal negligence In corn batting 
AIDS and the reactionary way the 
disease has been used to persecute 
gays and reinforce bourgeois moral
ity. 

The problem of AIDS must be 
confronted politically In the first 
place. It is a political problem. 
This was graphically. revealed by 
the launch of the Tories' campaign 
on AIDS. Whilst the government 
looks set to embark on a safe-sex 
education campaign (le stick to one 
partner) It has, at the same time 
cut the research budget for AIDS 
by £4 mllllon. 

Tatchell, to some extent,recog
nises the dangers of advocating 
safe sex as a solution as he says 
"the restrictiveness of safe-sex 
unhappily echoes the homophobia 
and puritanism of the New Right." 
However he then adds "yet In the 
absence of a medical cure for 
AIDS, It Is hard to see how either 
gay people or heterosexuals have 
any real alternatives". 

This premise Is fundamentally 
flawed. We must demand as the 
thrust of any campaign that the 
resources are put Into finding a 
cure now. We should not accept 
the predictions of the medical pro
fession that we will have to wait 
5 to 10 years. We should fight for 
massive funding for research Into 
a cure now, for the nationalisation 
of the drug companies, for Inter
national medical and research co
operation and for and end to the 
use of Imperlallsed countries, In 
particular black Africa, as guinea 
pigs at the service of the Imperial
Ist countries. Only then, can we 
expect a real answer to the threat 
from AIDS to be found 0 

by fan Hassell 
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TRIALS truly a minority, ~wlth the help of 
Pablo and the IS pushed their arg

,ument call1ng fo complete entry 
which they pre ented as "mass 
work" until they split the organis-

Communist Party, Is not surprising. 
We owe a debt to the authors of 
War and the international for re
writing this history and Indeed for 
their lllumlnatlng accounts of the 
soclal-patrlotlc role played by the 
CP during the war. They show how 
after Hitler's attack on the Soviet 
Union In June 1941, the CP bec
ame the greatest advocate of In
creased production In the factories, 
Increased exploitation, the most 
active strike-breakers and more 
often than not the Instigators of 
witch-hunts against Trotskylsts. 

One example of a CP leaflet 
quoted In the book Is particularly 
lllumlnatlng: 

"1bey (the Trotskylats) are a 
virus that must be cleared out 
of all contact with the working 
class organlaations: TREAT A 
TROTSKY~ AS YOU WOULD 
TREAT A NAZI." 
In 1943-44 the RSL's member

ship was badly In decline whereas 
the WIL had gone from strength 
to strength. The International Int
ervened once again to place the 
question of fusion on the agenda. 
After protracted discussion the two 
organisations fused In March 1944 
to form the Revolutionary Com
munist Party (no relation to the 
present usurper of the name) with 
Haston and Grant In the leader
ship. The membership stood at 335, 
a split of 260/75 In the WIL's fav
our. Many of the earlier questions, 
Particularly around Labour Party 
work, remained unresolved - though 
this time the majority was reversed 
In the WIL's favour. Bornsteln and 
Rlchardson give a detailed picture 
of the factlonallslng (particularly 
on the past of the IS sponsored 
manoeuverlst, Gerry Healy) and the 
difficulties of the unresolved quest
ions on the Labour Party facing 
the new organisation - both of 
which were to result In the down
fall of the RCP. 

An 'entrlst faction' was formed 
at once with the aim of steering 
the RCP Into the Labour Party, 
arguing that the 'open tactic' could 
only be justified by the special 
circumstances of the war. This was 
based around the Minority faction 
In the RCP led by Healy, Goffe 
and later Lawrence. This faction, 

ation. 
In November 1947 there were 

again two TrotsRYlst organisations 
In Britain. Major responsibility for 
this split lay wl~h the Secretariat 
and Pablo/Mandel. Apart from 
sanctioning the split and recognis
Ing two affiliates (against the FI's 
own statutes), the whole conduct 
of the Paris-based International 
leadership was to assume and as
sert authority In a bureaucratic 
manner rather than earn the right 
to exercise It. 

The Healy faction were totally 
wrong In their perspectives justify
Ing entrylsm - a ludicrous catast
rophlsm typical of Healy up to 
today. Moreover the manner In 
which they proposed Implementing 
the tactic was IIquldatlonlst. But, 
while Haston and Grant were rl'ght 
In 1946 as against Healy, on per
spectives, their own tactic of open 
party building was running Into a 
blind alley. 

PERSPECTIVES 

They were unable to grasp the 
Significance of their own failure 
to achieve mass growth during the 
upsurge of working class activity 
In 1945 which brought the Labour 
government to power. They persist
ed with a mass party perspective 
at a time when the actual tasks 
confronting them were the consol
Idation of a Trotskylst cadre. Far 
from being helped by the leadership 
of the FI, they were systematically 
undermined by that leadership. W
hen the Haston/Grant leadership 
finally accepted defeat and propos
ed entry Into the Labour Party In 
1949, they did so as a demorallsed 
force submitting to the bureauc
ratic rules being laid down by the 
IS's loyal servant, Healy. 

For the authors of this book 
this sorry tale can be explained 
by the failure to enter the Labour 
Party In 1945 and stay there. For 
them 'entrylsm' Is a strategic task, 
not a tactic. This leads them to 
conclude that the RCP's decline 
was largely Inevitable. We would 
reject such an outlook. While 1945 
did represent a· missed opportunity, 
a readjustment of perspectives the-

reafter could have kept the RCP 
on an even, If not spectacular, 
keel. The general crisis of the FI 
and the unprincipled factional 
attack on them prevented the Brit
ish leadership making such a re
adjustment. 

It Is clear from our review that 
there are differences we would 
raise, and Indeed have debated in 
honest and open manner, with the 
authors of War and the Internatio
nal. It Is clear that these two vol
umes are significant and valuable 
contributions to the history of the 
Trotskylst movement. It Is a great
er pity therefore, that the authors 
have chosen to blight their second 
volume with an Idiosyncratic tirade 
on modern Trotskylsm. On two 
occasions In the preface and .concl
uslon these authors, who have so 
carefully distinguished between the 
Militant Group, RSP, WIL, RSL and 
their factions and tendenCies, lump 
the whole of modern Trotskylsm 
Into one bag. 

"1bus the many Trotskylst 
groups of today construct their 
programme as a man strings 
beads ••• " 

or worse: 
"1be smaller groups (le non-
Militant, SWP or WRP - WP) 
are less stable and Imitate the 
larg~r. so there Is Uttle point 
In extending the analysis to 
them once the case Is made out 
that under the outer husk of 
'Trotskylsm' something very 
different and famlUar remains." 
The fact Is that the authors' 

present politics are a mixture of 
workerlsm and Stalinophobla, laced 
with an over-defensive attitude to 
'British' Trotskylsm with the con
sequent view that much that was 
weak In It was a foreign ImpOSit
Ion. 

Moreover, It simply wlll not do 
to rubbish the post-war history of 
Trotskylsm. It needs a critical 
evaluation such as we have attem
pted in our book The Death Agony 
of the Fourth International. The 
preface and conclusion, therefore, 
with their Intemperate overgeneral
Isatlons, stand In marked contrast 
to the bulk of the book. 

Despite thiS, do not let the 
. preface and conclusion put you off 
this excellent book, buy It and 
order It for your library. 0 

by Sue Todd 

COMPULSORY 
MORALITY 

Sex la Not Compu1lory: giving up 
leX for better health and bapplDeaa 
by Liz Hodgklnson 
Colombus Books 1986 (£4.95 pbk) 

THE POPULAR PRACTICE of 
blaming all the evils of the world 
on the permissive society now has 
another advocate. But rather than 
cloak her moralism In the dismal 
garb of the church, Llz Hodgklnson 
dresses It up In the flamboyant 
colours of feminism. 

Starting from the first half of 
the title, the book claims to put 
forward a free choice for women 
to reject the tyranny of sexual 
freedom which has left so many 
unhappy and feeling Inadequate. 
But the content of the book has 
nothing to do with choice or liber
ation. It is pure, bigoted moralism. 

Of course the 'sexual revolut
ion' of the 1960s has not resulted 
In happy, carefree lives for 
women. This has disappointed many 
feminists, leading them to question 
the role of sexual freedom In 
women's liberation. Germalne Greer 
has blamed the contraceptive pill 
for making women 'available' all 
the time, and calls for a return 
to family values to sort out the 
Ills of society. The coincidence of 
these feminist views with those of 
the increaSing moral backlash from 
the church and right wing camp
aigners points to some of the 
dangers within feminist theory. 

This book Is Ignorant, reaction
ary and very dangerous. Reasoned 
argument, the use of research and 

the quotation of figures are replac
ed by unsubstantiated statements, 
paraded as 'fact'. For example 

" ••• frequent sex and frequent 
masturbation - both of which 
deplete zinc levels - can adver
sely affect a man's eyesight, 
as well as his general health 
and Intellectual capacity." 

The old ones are the best:: wanking 
makes you blind and mad! She con
tinues her 'proof' that sex Is bad 
for your health: 

"1be main poiot about AIDS Is 
that almost all of those who 
succumb to the cllnlcal form 
of disease are living a physic- · 
ally chaotic !lfe. ..It appears 
that the pursuit of sex In Itself 
weakens the body's defenses 
against III health." 
She uses pseudo sclentlflc arg

ument about hormones to show 
that there Is no such thing as sex
ual deSire, It Is simply something 
you get addicted to once you 
start, like heroin. She argues that 
If we all stopped having sex we 
would be more healthy and less 
oppressed, In addition to completely 
eradicating AIDS. And just to show 
how firmly entrenched she Is In 
the old moral arguments of the 
ruling class she adds such 'facts' 
as 

"In the old days (unspecified -
WP), there was probably less 
sexual Intercourse, and there 
were correspood1ngly fewer 
attacks of cystitis". 

Mind you, while the good old days 
didn't have much cystitis to con
tend with, the bubonic plague did 

mar them somewhat! 
The reason this book Is more 

dangerous than similar tracts that 
emanate from the church and the 
new gang of r110ral reactionaries, 
Is that Hodgklnson Is deliberately 
appealing to women's fears about 
sex, the reality of sexual frustra
tion that many women feel, ,the 
dangers of Infections, cervical can
cer and unwanted pregnancy. But 
rather than attacking these prob
lems directly, In a way that allows 
women to develop sexually, free 
from such fears, by Improving con
traception, cervical screening, 
education on prevention of Infect
Ions, she prefers to argue for 
self-denial. There Is no element 
of choice In this argument. The 
whole book Is used as a campaign 
against sex, not for choice. 

She concludes with a chapter 
on famous people and celibacy. 
Bernard Shaw and Florence Night
Ingale both lived Into their nine
ties, 

"One cannot say, of course, 
that celibacy had anything to 
do with their longevity, but the 
two may not be entirely uncon
nected." 

And of course, everyone knows 
someone who had a granny who 
lived to be 100 and smoked 40 
Senior Service a day all her life! 
If the book did not have such a 
serious Intent It would be tempting 
to conclude that the only thing 
definitely unconnected are the two 
halves of Hodgklnson's brain. 0 

by He/en Ward 
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Soviet Workers aDd Stallniat lDduat
rlallzatlon by Donald Filtzer 
Pluto 1986 (£25.00 hdbk) 

OONALD F1L TZER HAS produced 
an Interesting and valuable book 
which examines the development 
of the Soviet working class during 
the first Five Year Plans. 

He looks at the contradictory 
processes whereby the working 
class dramatically Increased in size 
(threefold between 1928 and 1941), 
played the pivotal role In the 
USSR's rapid Industrialization and 
yet was systematically deprived of 
the last vestiges of the organ
Isations and rights bequeathed it 
by the October revolution. 

The Stallnlst bureaucracy In the 
USSR, after defeating the Left 
Opposition, made a major turn 
towards centrally planned rapid 
industrialisation In 1928. This was 
to be accompanied by the forced 
collectivisation of the Soviet 
peasantry which served to drastic
ally reduce the USSR's agricultural 
output. The Soviet bureaucracy had 
to find a means to Increase the 
size of the working class faced 
with a real labour shortage. It also 
had to find the means of forcing 
that working class to push up Its 
production at breakneck speed and 
to crush any collective resistance 
to that drive. 

The shortage of labour did give 
Soviet workers some bargaining 
strength In the early 1930s. It was 
normally expressed In the form of 
massive rates of labour turnover 
as workers moved from plant to 
plant In search of better pay and 
conditions. In coal mining in 1930 
the average Soviet miner changed 
jobs every four months. Desperately 
short of labour to meet plan tar
gets Soviet managers devised 
elaborate schemes to poach each 
others workers. 

SHOCK WORKERS 

In this situation of extreme 
fluidity the regime tried to In
crease the pace of work and the 
continuity of production. Work 
norms were pushed up and shock 
workers encouraged to blaze a 
trail of norm-busting that other 
workers could then be expected to 
follow. The book shows the prob
lems this ran Into. 

Most Importantly the regime 
faced collective resistance In many 
forms. Shock workers were often 

The Soviet Union Demystified by 
F Furedi 

Junius 1986 (£5.95 pbk) 

AS THE TITLE suggests and the 
author Frank Furedl clalms "the 
Soviet Union needs to be demysti
fied". Furedl's Intention In wrltlng 
this new book Is to clarify the 
debate on the Soviet Union which 
has, up to now, "tended to find 
speculation rather than thought". 

However, beyond the cursory 
mention of a number of writers, 
The Soviet Union Demystified fails 
to take up the central arguments, 
polemics and discussions which have 
preoccupied the communist move
ment for the last fifty or so 
years. This failing leads Furedl to 
repeat many of the methodological 
errors made by other contributors 
to the debate on the nature of the 
Soviet Union. 

Furedi correctly recognises that 
the 1917 revolution, led by the 
Bolsheviks, achieved working class 
power, the abolition of capitalism 
and the establishment of a nationa
lised economy under · workers' con
trol. He also accepts that the 
bureaucratic clique around Stalin 
set about strangling workers' demo
cracy within the Bolshevik Party 
from the mid 1920s onwards, re
placing workers' political power 
with the rule of the bureaucracy. 

Yet Furedl rejects the position 
argued by Trotsky and the Left 
Opposition at the time, that des
pite the expropriation of the 
working class from political power 
by the Stalinlst bureaucracy, the 
gains of October were not totally 
destroyed. The bureaucracy did not 
carry through a counter-revolution
ary restoration of capit,j\list pro
perty relations but based Its power 
upon the post-capitalist property 
relations achieved by the revo-
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,""b~a!~~ byl~~~d" ~.~t'd ~~.~"y. 
fellow workers. Alternately there In the plants wtth the names of As Trotsky understood In Revo-
were many Instances where sect- 'slackers'. Management's powers lutlon Betrayed, I Stakhanovlsm was 
Ions of workers · would form them- to deprive workers of rations and a means by which the regime 
selves Into collective shock brlg- housing were Increased. Against a created an extremely privileged 
ades, which collectivized their background of famine In 1.932-33 labour aristocratic stratum of 
earnings and maximised the effect such powers gave the management workers both dependent on, and 
of their organised labour. Spurred a very real means of disciplining supportive of, the regime. Stak-
on, often by real enthusiasm, these resistant sections of the work force. hanovltes could easily earn at least 
production collectives were turned All the evidence seems to 600 or 700 rubles compared to the 
on by the regime In 1931 as a suggest that by 1934 the tide of average of 225 rubles. Some earned 
threat to bureaucratic rule. From collective resistance to the Stalin- as much as 1000 rubles. 
then onwards shock workers w~e ist regime had virtually subsided. The new work norms placed 
to be separated out from the rest The regime now moved to further enormous strains on the work force 
of the work forces and all wage Increase wage differentials and the and the effectiveness of any form 
incentives were to be Indlvl- atomisation of the Soviet working of planned target for many Indus
dualized. class. In this It was assisted by the tries. In 1937 some mines were 

In the period up to 1934 there continuing Influx of ex-peasants reporting that up to half their 
was a continuing resort to strike Into the mines and factories. They work force were not reaching their 
action on the part of Soviet had little or no experience of the norms. In addition there was a 
workers. Flltzer uses reports of the collective traditions of the Soviet renewed increase In breakdowns and 
emigre Menshevlk press to show working class and were themselves In Industrial accidents throughout 
that in 1932 the strike situation often deeply fatalistic and de- Soviet Industry. The central leader-
was causing alarm to the regime moralised after their experience ship around Stalln responded by 
as workers in Leningrad, Ivanovo of collectivisation. tightening Its Bonapartlst grip over 
and Nizhnl-Novgorod struck over The regime drove hard against Industrial managers In a wave of 
shortages of food and basic egalitarianism. Managers were given sabotage trials of management and 
supplies. large houses, cooks, chauffeurs and technical personnel In 1936 and 

The Stalin 1st regime replied by stablemen on the factory pay roll. 1937. 
tightening Its repressive grip care- Shock workers were given Increas- Stakhanovlsm led to managerial 
fully and gradually. In 1933 a Ingly larger differentials. This and economic disequilibrium In the 
strike committee elected at Putilov process reached Its climax In the Soviet industry, hence Its demise 
was arrested, never to be seen Stakhanov movement, Initiated In and the reorganisation of lower 
again. Women strikers In Mlnsk August 1935 when this Donbass work norms and concessions on 
protesting a shortage of bread saw miner mined a record 102 tons of wage levels that the regime Intro-
their leaders arrested by the GPU. coal on a single shift. Over the duced In 1938 and 1939. These 

In a crack down on abstention- next year Stakhanovlsm spread concessions were however to be 

New proletarians arriving from the countryside 

accompanied by draconian new 
labour laws prohibiting job chan
ging, truancy and extending the 
category of truancy to Include 
refusing orders to work overtime 
or work on rest days. 

Flltzer understands that the 
system that developed was neither 
capitalist nor socialist. As he puts 
It 

"The result was the creation 
of an historically unlque system 
of relations of production which 
conformed neither to the pro
duction relatlons of capitalism, 
geared to the creation of sur
plus value, nor to those of 
soclallsm, where the asaoclated 
producers collectively determine 
the purposes to which they will 
put their labour and the 
methods by which they will 
carry It out.· (p257) 

So far, so good. The problem Is, 
therefore, what Is It that explains 
the USSR's uniqueness? For Filt
zer, what Is unique Is Its 'planless
ness', a concept acknowledged as 
originating with Menshevlks like 
Dan, around Sotslallstlcheskll 
Vestnik (Socialist Herald). 

It Is doubtless the case that the 
methods of bureaucratic manage
ment, the absence of proletarian 
democracy and the nature of the 
labour process Itself have all led 
to Soviet planning being full of 
gross Irrationalities and dlspropor
tlonalltles. But to leap from the 
conclusion that because planning 
Is not ail embraCing and all effec
tive to the view that the USSR 
Is therefore simply 'planless' Is to 
proceed by an Idealist method that 
obscures the real contradictions and 
nature of Soviet bureaucratic plan
ning. 

That Soviet planning Is no' 
'soclallst' and does not have th 
creation of socialism as Its ob
jective. In the hands of the 
bureaucracy the vital force that 
could bring It to life and re
structure It from top to bottom 
- the working class - Is system
atically prevented from doing so. 
In turn It therefore seeks Its own, 
often Individual, means of thwart
Ing the plans of the bureaucracy. 
Those who want to understand the 
formative experiences of the Soviet 
working class within Stalinlst 
planning will find this book In
valuable. It Is not necessary to 
agree with the theoretical con
clusions of the author to recognise 
the usefulness of this book. 0 

by John Hunt 

SOVIET UNION REMYSTIAED 
lution. Furedl thinks otherwise: 

"In the years of the NEP the 
revolution was destroyed. " 
(p33 our emphasis) 

In reality, the Stallnist bureaucracy 
blocked the transition to socialism 
rather than destroying the revolu
tion completely. Without the work
Ing class holding political power 
the transition to socialism cannot 
be completed. Only the working 
class in power has the material 
Interest and ability to develop the 
productive forces to end, as 
Trotsky put it, "the struggle for 
Individual existence". However, the 
development of the productive 
forces beyond that which capitalism 
can achieve Is equally dependent 
upon a planned economy where the 
law of value Is abolished. Furedi 
refuses to recognise the Importance 
of this: 

CRITERION 

"However, In the transition 
period between capltallsm and 
communism, nationalised Indus
try has no Inherent virtues. The 
key factor In strengthening the 
proletarian dictatorship, Is not 
natlonallSed property In Itself, 
but the establishment of work
ers' management." (p58) 

For Furedl, workers' political 
power Is the only criterion for 
characterising the Soviet Union as 
a workers' state, not Its property 
relations: 

"From a Marxist point of view 
social relations, not property 
relations are decisive.· (p58) 

This Is clearly a false counter-

position. Social or class relations 
are an expression of property 
relations and vice versa. National
isation by the first workers' state 
marked the complete expropriation 
of capitalist private property. On 
the basis of planned property 
relations the working class became 
the ruling class In the Soviet 
Union. Despite being expropriated 
from political power by the Stalin-
1st bureaucracy, this did not alter 
the fact that the working class 
remained the ruling class, because 
the post-capitalist property forms 
In existence remain a precondition 
without which it is Impossible to 
build socialism. Trotsky made this 
clear saying: 

"J ust as the trades unions under 
capltallsm are workers' organ
Isations run by class-collabora
tlonist, bureaucratic castes In 
the worklngclass, so the USSR 
remains a state where the 
working class Is the ruling class 
but where power Is In the hands 
of a reactionary bureaucratic 
caste.· (L Trotsky, Writings 
1935-36 p360) 

furedi relies on a similar 
method to that used by Tony Cliff 
of the SWP(GB), who defines the 
Soviet Union as state capitalist. 
The class character of the Soviet 
Union Is defined, according to both 
writers, by whether or not the 
working class holds political power 
rather than by the property forms 
the state Is based upon. 

However, at least Cliff can 
produce an answer as to the Soviet 
Union's class nature, albeit a com
pletely wrong one. Furedl on the 
other hand leaves the whole ques-

tion begging. In fact he has to cir
cumvent the problem by attacking 
the use of categories and defini
tions as unscientific: 

"To move away from this obses
sion with fixed concepts and 
formal definitions we need to 
reconstuct the Marxist approach 
to the study of social develop
ment." (p84) 

Maybe furedi thinks the idea of 
the class nature of the Soviet state 
Is also 'obsessive'? As a result of 
specific concrete analysis, Marxists 
attempt to draw out clear scien
ti fic definitions of states, political 
parties, social movements and 
events. Class distinctions are also 
used by Marxists as categories. 
Such clear scientific definitions and 
concepts are vital In order to 
deduce programmatic conclusions 
and work out how revolutionaries 
should proceed in action. But this 
all seems rather 'old hat' to 
Furedi. 

MENSHEVIK 

Indeed it Is on the questions 
of political programme and the way 
forward for workers In all the 
Stallnlst states that Furedl reveals 
just how far away from Marxism 
he has moved. No mention Is made 
of the other St~lInlst states such 
as Eastern Europe, China and 
Cuba, and how workers In those 
countries should act. In passing, 
Furedl mentions that a social 
revolution will be needed In the 
Soviet Union but falls to point out 
what that will mean concretely. 

Trotsky had to deal with such 
opponents in the 1930s: 

"Certain of our critics want, 
come what may to call the 
future revolution social. Let us 
grant this definition. What does 
It alter In essence? To those 
tasks of the revolution we have 
enumerated It adds nothing 
whatsoever. " 

Through his contempt for a 
scientific class analysis furedl ends 
up with crude petit-bourgeois Im
pressionism. Based on the fact that 
capitalism has a higher standard 
of living and higher quality con
sumer durables he can speculate 
that: 

"Worse stlll, there Is the danger 
that post-capltallst society Is 
left with all the disadvantages 
and none of the advantages of 
capitalism." (p I 03) 

If this is the case then wouldn't 
a capl talist restoration 1st counter
revolution be a step forward for 
the Soviet working-class? Further
more there would certainly be 
little reason for Furedi to advocate 
defence of the Soviet Union 
against Imperialism as Trotsky did 
and we now do. 
. Leon Trotsky, fifty years ago, 
in The Revolution Betrayed 'demys
tified' the USSR by a scientific 
explanation of Its degenerated 
revolution. Furedl stands In a long 
tradition of re-mystlflers linked to 
the revolution's original Menshevlk 
detractors. Save your money next 
time an RCP member offers you 
a copy. 0 

by Juliall Scholefield 
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THE SUSPENSION, RElNST A TE
MENT and now the council's In
quiry Into Maureen McGoldrlck's 
alleged racist remarks over the 
telephone, has posed a number of 
serious problems for anti-racist 
union militants. 

The suspension of McGoldrlck, 
a NUT member, by the council 
was Interpreted by many socialists 
as demanding a stand either "for" 
the council's anti-racist policy and 
a defence of their action, or "for" 
the NUT's defence of a union 
member suspended by the employ
er. 

The reality Is more complex, 
demanding that union militants 
and anti-racists develop a policy 
and strategy which both defends 
union members against arbitrary 
actions of the employer and at 
the same time enforces a clear 
anti-racist policy within the 
schools. 

No one has brought forward 
any evidence that McGoldrlck was 
an open and organised racist, In
deed black parents, teachers and 
the union have been able - to point 
to her support for the council's 
equal opportunities policies. 

Maureen McGoldrick 

, 
It appears, however, that there 

was a lobby among some white 
parents and represented among 
the governors against the antlraclst 

. policies and against the employing 
of more black teachers. If the 
alleged remark of Mc-Goldrlck that 
she did not want "any more black 
teachers" was Indeed made, then 
It was evidence not that 
McGoldrlck was a "hard" racist 
but that she was unwilling to open
ly fight the racist lobby. 

CLARIFY 

Immediately the allegation was 
made the NUT school group should 
have called a meeting to clarify 
the situation. It should have re
quested from McGoldrick a clear 
statement of support for Increasing 
the proportion of black teachers 
in the school and for actively pur
suing an anti-racist policy. 

Immediately they should have 
set up an anti-racist action com
mittee of the union members and 
parents to counter any racist org
anising around the Issue. 

The fact that the NUT leader
ship in Brent Immediately jumped 
to McGoldrlck's defence should 
not have led socialists to have 
uncrltlcally supported their actions. 
Their verbal support for anti-racist 
policies Is severely curtailed by 
their determination to retain their 
"rights" to run the schools as they 
see fit. 

It Is little wonder then that 
the NUT leadership, dominated 
by head teachers, jumped to the 
defence of McGoldrlck where the 
coucll's anti-racist policy appeared 
to be treading on the heads' pre
rogatives. Their quick defence and 
call for strike action contrasted 
dramatically with the NUT hier
archy's normal reaction to antl
racist actions such as the 
Honeyford Affair or the Daneford 
School strike. Then, reactions 
varied from indifference to out
right hostility. 

ATTACK 

The union leadership used the 
affair to attack the way the coun-
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ell's anti-racist pdllcles were being 
implemented, fuelling the Tory 
,and right-wing onslaught by claim
ing the policies had created "fear" 
amongst teachers and proceeding 
to rule out of order a motion un
dermining this campaign at a NUT 
association meeting. 

For rank and file NUT members 
support for the strike was necess
ary to, obtain McGoldrlck's rein
statement because ;the council's 
evidence was flimsy. But support 
could only have been within the 
context of receiving an undertaking 
from McGoldrlck to actively pursue 
anti-racist policies and to refuse 
to obstruct council policy on the 
recruitment of black teachers. 

It would also have meant a 
struggle within the NUT to ensure 
Its anti-racist policies were carried 
out In action and a fight to re
move from office all those who 
were trying to use the McGoldrlck 
affair to sabotage its Implementa
tion. 

Neither should anti-racists line 
up uncrltlcally behind Brent Coun
cil. Certainly the council was ab
solutely right to declare Its Inten
tion to recruit more black teach
ers. The fact that a borough which 
Is 60% black has only 200 black 
teachers out of 2,300 plainly shows 
the degree to which blacks are 
unrepresented In education, as in 
other areas. It should be an ele
mentary demand of socialists and 
anti-racists that the authority 
should aim for a minimum of 60% 
black teachers In schools. 

But such an aim demands the 
allocation of the necessary resour
ces to compensate for the discrim
ination and deprivation suffered 
by the blacks In the existing soc
Iety. 

RESOURCES 

It demands extra resources for 
courses. aimed at producing larger 
numbers ' of qualified black teach
ers; access courses for those with
out formal qualifications, con
version courses and such like, all 
fully grant aided, with necessary 

. nursery provision for black women 
with children. 

Yet Brent Council expects to 
pursue Its "anti-racist" policies 
within the constraints laid down 
for it by a resource-cutting Tory 
government. 

At the beginning of the acad-

Black Nationalist Kuba Assegai 

emlc year there were no less than 
172 unfilled teaching posts, In 
Btent. and twelve schools function
ing without heads. Leaving posts 
unfilled is a well known method 
of cutting expenditure. Ron 
Anderson, Chair of Education, is 
down on record as declaring there 
is no more money for education 
In Brent, Indeed with rate-capping 
looming, unless the council fights, 
there will be less. 

A real anti-racist policy cannot 
be just combattlng raclsm in 
schools and increasing the propor
tion of black teachers at all 
levels, Important as these measures 
are. It means tackling the chronic 
housing problems In Brent, improv
Ing the social services, above all 
providing the jobs for black and 
white kids when they leave school. 
This means leading a real fight 
against the Tory attacks which 
Brent council has shown little wil
lingness to do In the past. Instead, 
Brent chose, In the case against 
McGoldrlck to deflect the issue 
away from anti-racism and on to 
management's right to manage. 

THEIR TRADE IS SECRECY 
One reason that the majority 

of black parents and teachers at 
McGoldrlck's school supported her, 
despite the charges, was undoubt
edly her record of fighting the 
council for more teachers and their 
failure to fill vacant posts at the 
school with permanent quali fled 
staff. (A record which might well 
.explaln some council officers en
thusiasm to take action against 
her.) THATCHER IS AT the moment 

weathering yet another storm In 
the parliamentary tea-cup. Pleading 
'national security' as the reason 
she refused to answer questions 
relating to the security services 
in the House of Commons. 

Only thanks to an Australian 
court outside her powers of 
command has any light been 
thrown on the issues. 

On the other side of the At
lantic Reagan Is In similar trouble 
over the Iranian 'arms scandal. He 
faces a harder task In that the 
Congress Is In the hands of his 
political opponents and has greater 
powers of Investigation than Its 
British equivalent. Yet even Con
gress cannot summon and question 
Reagan's current advisors. 

What do both scandals reveal? 
That In the modern capitalist state 
the actions of the chief executive 
and her or his government are not 
open to scrutiny or control by the 
legislature - I.e. by "the peoples' 
representatives". 

The plea of 'national security' 
by-passes It alm9st completely and 
often by-passes the official cabinet 
of 'ministers' In favour of a 
'kltchen-cabln.et' - I.e. a private 
cabal of advisors. In practice the 

policies the ruling class requires 
are decided and carried out in 
secret. These are legalised where 
necessary by compliant legislatures. 

ILLEGALLY 

But when the ruling classes 
desired policies cannot be so legal
Ised they are carried on Illegally. 
Thus If Reagan wants arms for 
Nicaraguan Contras or wants tu 
boost the pro-capitalist wing of 
the Iranian mullahs then he 
arranges for his advisors to do 
It illegally and without his know
ledge. 

If Thatcher and her predeces
sors want to spy on the labour 
movement or destabilize a Labour 
government they have the secret 
service at ' their beck and call. 
After all, the Interests of 9rltaln's 
bosses, their chosen party and Its 
leader, simply are the national 
\nterest as far as MI5, the police 
chiefs and the civil service man
darins are concerned. 

This fact Is well known to the 
Labour leaders. It Is quite obvious 
that only the trustiest of Labour 
right-wingers Is ever allowed into 

the Home Office. They may squeal 
about covert operations to destab
ilIze Wilson's mid-1970's Labour 
Government with political scandals, 
but when in office they refused 
to expose them fully to public 
view. 

In Australia the security servi
ces were put Into action to bring 
down Gough Whltlam's government 
which the CIA regarded as a 
'security risk'. 

But normally these sort of 'cold 
coup' plans never have to be used. 

,Labour leaders are perfectly re
sponsive to the public pressures 
of the ruling class and can 
normally, via the trade union 
bureaucracy. prevent the working 
dass getting out of control. 

But the crises of the last ten 
years and the collapse of British 
Industry forced Britain's bosses 
ito take a different course to that 
of consensus and compromise with 
the Labour movement. That Is 
what Thatcherlsm is all about. 

UNDERMINES 

But this carries with It enor
mous dangers. It undermines the 

basis of social compromise. It 
obliges the Labour leaders to 
brazenly betray and surrender. It 
gives them nothing to offer their 
outraged members. It has led to 
massive erruptlons of open class 
struggle. 

So the ruling class has to pre
pare another way of ruling - for 
use in emergencies - the mailed 
fist. The miners' strike revealed 
a powerful hint of it, but one still 
tied by constitutional and legal 
restraints. 

Thatcher's government is not 
a 'Bonapartlst regime' but It has 
to prepare the procedures and the 
mechanisms for transfer to one 
when necessary. That Is why shf! 
must keep 'national security ques
tions' away from the prying eyes 
of Parliament. 

It Is all very well and fine for 
Nell Kinnock to denounce Thatcher 
over this case. Labour supporters 
must ask will he therefore throw 
open the doors of the MI5 plotters 
to a full and public labour move
ment inspection as soon as he 
takes office? One thing is for 
sure: his proclamations of patriot
Ism and loyalty give not the slight
est grounds for optimism. • 

l 
by Dave Stocking 

POLARIZATION 

Neither In this situation does 
'the Influence of various forms of 
black nationalism contribute to 
providing a correct way forward. 
The Black Teacher's Collective 
has been quoted as welcoming the 
McGoldrlck Issue because: 

"It polarises the community 
between racIsts and antiraclsts". 

Such a position would clearly end 
In the Isolation of the anti-racists 
as a tiny minority. 

The failure to distinguish be
tween a Maureen McGoldrick, on 
the one hand, and an out and out 
racist like Ray Honeyford on the 
other, would lead te;> disastrous 
errors. The latter had 'to be driven 
out of the school; to adopt sllch 
a policy In the McGoldrlck case 
would lose the support not only 
of the majority of rank and file 
teachers but also the majority of 
black parents. • 

by Stuart King 
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SINN FEIN H ADS SOUTH 

Sinn Fein vice-prr!Sident John Joe McGirl (seated) gets a standing ovation 

ON 2 NOVEMBER THE Slnn Feln abstentionist principle In favour of 
Ard Fhels (conference) resolved .taklng seats In the Dublin Parlla
what has been an ongoing and ment (Oall). 
bitter Internal row within the While this represents a break 
republican movement. A majority with one of the more sterile ideo
of delegates voted to abandon the logical traditions of republicanism, 

It cannot be said that It represents 
any qualitatively new departure. 
As far as the Provisionals are 
concerned the principal method of 
ending British rule remains the 
. armed struggle. 

ADAMANT 

Unlike the previous split In 1970 
over abstention, which gave rise 
to the Stallnlst Official Slnn Fein 
(now the "Workers Party") a 
party which has totally rejected 
the military struggle - the present 
Slnn Feln/IRA leadership is based 
on an integrated Northern structure 
and is adamant about its continued 
commitment to the military cam
paign. 

This point was made by succes
sive speakers at the rostrum de
fending the change. As If to under
line this, Martin McGuinness, 
speaking on behalf of Sinn Fein's 

FEW FRIENDS FOR IRISH COALITION 
WITH FOUR YEARS of coalition 
rule behind It the Fine Gael/Labour 
Party government In the Irish Re
public enters 1987 having to face 
the judgement of the electors be
fore the Autumn. 

Fine Gael and Flanna Fall are 
busy topping up their election 
funds, conSUlting their PR firms 
and refining their election poses. 

The Fine Gael/Labour coalition 
narrowly survived a vote of confi
dence at the beginning of the 
autumn Dall session. This came 
after a long summer recess in 
which the media, the stock ex
change and the leaders of the 
trade unions all started to draw 
up a balance sheet on a govern
ment with less than a year to run. 

From all sides the judgement 
was negative. Fine Gael is the 
party of big business, the large 
farmers and the urban profession
als. It has dominated a coalition 
government which has had the 
longest term of office since the 
Cosgrave administration of 1973 
to 1917. Its supporters had hoped 
it would use the time to revive 
the Irish economy. 

Yet the last few years have 
seen foreign Investment fall away. 
Worst of all, the coalition was 
elected to reduce public spending 
and hence the level of taxation on 
business. This they have failed to 
do. The public debt now stands at 
IR£19 billion which is 133% of 
GNP. Half of this Is owed to 
foreign creditors... Servicing this 
debt takes 13% of GNP. With fail
ing revenues and higher expendi
ture, due to rising unemployment, 
taxation and interest rates have 
risen sharply. Bank rates for busi
ness have risen 2%. 

The labour movement is hardly 
jubilant about the coalition's 
record. Over half of a worker's 
wages goes in tax. Unemployment 
is at 235,000, the highest ever, 
leading to the re-emergence of 
emigration on a large scale; 30,000 
in 1985. 

Yet. the response of the unions 
has been fatally compromised by 
Labour's role in government. Trade 
union leaders may be well pleased 
with their ability over the last 
four years to head off most of the 
calls for strike action In the public 
sector in the face of constant 
government pressure on wages. Yet 
their ability to strike left poses 
In the face of unemployment and 
massive cuts focused on health 
care, has been severely restricted 
by the presence of the Labour 
Party in coalition, a party they 
have no wish to abandon. 

In every attempt to refurbish 
its image the leadership of the 
Labour Party set up an "electoral 
commission". Despite years of 
Labour Party ministers enforcing 
severe cuts in all areas of welfare 
spending this commission did not 
rule out further coalitions with 
Fine Gael. 

Apparently strict conditions for 
any further Labour Party participa
tion in a coalition allow trade 
unions leaders and the 'left-wing' 
of the party to rally round the 
present leadership in the lead-up 
to the general election. 

Fine Gael, however, is unlikely 
to offer Labour another chance at 
coalition so soon. Despite massive 
cuts in health carried out by 
Labour Party minister Barry 
Desmond, despite the repeated use 
of the army to scab on striking 
public sector workers and despite 
signi ficant victories against teach
ers and other large groups of 
workers, Irish capi tal is not satis
fied. The coalition with Labour is 
blamed for the failure of the 
'government to be even more fero
cious in its attacks on workers. 

A more attractive coalition 
partner for Fine Gael has emerged;
in the form of the Progressive 
Democrats. Originally a split from 
Fianna Fail this new party now 
seems likely to emerge from the 
next general election with about 
the same level of support, at least 
in terms of votes If not seats, as 
the Labour party. 

But as the party of those sec
tions of the Irish bourgeoisie most 
determined to reduce the national 
debt, privatise nationalised com
panies and reduce welfare provi
sions, it is a party with which Fine 
Gael could easily coalesce, and 
ultimately hope to swallow. 

However, Fine Gael may not 
have that opportunity. Polls in
dicate Fianna Fail as being the 
party most likely to gain a slim 
-byt absolute majority. That party 
will campaign on a populist pro
gramme against 'excessive' cuts 
and for increased capital spending 
in selected areas. 

Their major problem is likely 
to be the attitude of the party to 
the Anglo-Irish agreement. Sinn 
Fein having abandoned abstention
ism threatens some marginal rural 
Flanna Fail seats. To ward off this 
challenge and to maintain his 'posi
tion with the party's rural petty 
.bourgeois backbone, the leader 
Charles Haughey has been willing 
to criticise the Anglo-Irlsh agree-

ment as Inadequate. 
This has ' not, however, proved 

popular with the floating vote 
nationwide. And it may yet cost 
Flanna Fail more votes than it 
gains them. But it is important for 
Fianna Fail to head off the Sinn 
Fein challenge. For it is in rural 
areas, not for the moment among 
the urban working class, that Sinn 
Feln may have some influence in 
the forthcoming election. 

tven if Flanna Fail do win, 
their fundamental agreement with 
Thatcherlte economic policies 
means that Haughey will, as he did 
once before, 'discover' that the 
economy is so bad that he must 
attack the workers. It is a paradox 
of the Irish Republic that despite 
high levels of trade unionisation 
the vast majority of the working 
class are not in any way politically 
organised as a class. So it Is that 
neither the. Labour party nor the 
stalinist Workers Party - which has 
in the past proved willing to sup
port a Fianna Fail government -
are providing any alternative for 
the working class. 

Those struggling for the rights 
of the unemployed have been care
fully kept outside the trade union 
movement. Those fighting for the 
rights of women are in disarray 
and retreat following a series of 
defeats in relation to abortion, 
divorce and family planning clinics 
under feminist mlsleadership. Within 
the unions despite long and bitter 
'disputes' in many sectors of public 
and private industry the workers 
still do not possess the democratic 
structures to call their leaders to 
account for their secret dealings 
with the employers. 

So it is that most workers will 
vote for Fianna Faii. But Irish 
workers face a bleak prOspect If 
their fate is left in the hands of 
the Irish bourgeoisie. Their most 
urgent need is to begin to organise 
within the ranks of the labour 
movement to provide a revolution
ary alternative, not only to both 
the major capitalist parties, but 
also to a labour movement leader
ship which has proven an unstinting 
ally of the bougeoisie. • 

by a member of the Irish Workers Group 

Ard Chomhalrle (supreme council), 
attacked the "di~astrous" ceasefire 
of 1975, for which he held respon
sible the old guard around Daithf 
o Connell and Rory 0 8radaigh 
- the principal defenders of the 
abstentlorHst position. He confi
dently warned: 

"The IRA will not split • • • If 
you allow yourself to be led out 
of this hall today, the only 
place you will be going Is 
home." 

In the event the split took only 
about one third of those voting 
against the change of line, that 
Is about ten to fI fteen percent of 
the delegates. 

Inevitably there was a debate 
about the corrupting powers of 
parliamentary politics. This debate 
revealed, on both Sides, the ab
sence of either a class analysis of 
the basis of bourgeois parliamen
tarlsm or any Idea of how social
Ists might use parliamentary 
Institutions in a principled, working , 
class, revolutionary way. 

This would involve first, a clear 
conception that bourgeois parlia
ments are part of the state ap
paratus of the enemy and, as such, 
need to be destroyed and replaced 
by democratic workers' councils. 
Any participation In bourgeois 
parliaments is aimed primarily at 
rallying mass working class actions 
to rea Iise this goal. 

But since Slnn Fein merely wish 
to realise their utopian programme 
of co-operative capitalism through 
these parliamentary institutions 
they cannot but help succumbing 
to the opportunist and corrosive 
pressure of bourgeois politicking. 

Almost sensing this one speaker 
asserted in response to the accusa
tion that the Leinster House par
liament corrupts: 

"Lelnster House does corrupt. 
It corrupts people just as any 
parliament; even a 32 county 
parliament would corrupt the 
weak and the vain. • • but It 
cannot corrupt a revolutionary." 
There Is no doubt about the 

speaker's sincerity. But, In spite 
of this sincerity, Sinn Fein under 
Adams and McGuinness view the 
southern state not in class political 
terms, as the enemy of the work
ing class, but merely a corruption 
of the ideai Irish State - a thirty 
two county republic. For them, 
precisely their stubbon subordina
tion of working class mobilisation 
to the dictates of an elitist armed 
struggle in the North, relegates the 
role of parliament to the cultiva
tion of a base of sympathy and 
support In the south, by the same 
means as the Workers Party have 
used. 

They will be Involved tn more 
community based campaigns than 
the main parties In the South. But 
these are not seen as part of a 
class struggle against the state, 
rather as so many strings to tie 
a social base to the national strug-

Jerry A dams addrr!SSing the Ard Fheis 

gle. At this year's Ard Fheis, a 
resolution ' calling on the party to 
base itself openly on the working 
class was overwhelmingly defeated. 

PREJUDICES 

Sinn Fein also dropped its one 
year old policy on abortion, de
fending the right to choose, in 
order to appease its deeply conser
vative ranks in the rural border 
areas. These are the areas where 
it is expected that Sinn Fein would 
stand a better chance than any
where else In the Southern elec" 
tions, providing It panders to 
Catholic prejudices. 

Sinn Feln is not a working class 
or socialist party in its pro· 
gramme. Its base In the working. 
class communities of the North has 
to some extent pushed it left
wards. The growth of a working 
class base In the South through 
agitational work on social Issues 
cannot be ruled out. But in essence 
it remains a petit-bourgeois revo
lutionary nationalist party subordin
ated in Its political perspectives 
to the dictates of a strictly armed 
struggle - the "long haul" of an 
elite minority aimed at the limited 
and minimum goal of national unity 
and independence. 

The change of tactics will open 
out Sinn Fein to some extent. It 
will reveal the contradictions that 
emerged in the course of the H 
Block campaign between their goals 
and the mass workers' actiol\ 
necessary to achieve them. Tt is 
up to revolutionary Marxists, train
ed in the united front tactics of 
the healthy communist tradition, 
to intervene, explain and draw the 
lessons of this experience so that 
the hopes of forging a revolutio
nary communist leadership of the 
working class out of the best 
elements of the anti-imperialists 
can be realised. • 

by a member of the Irish Workers Group 
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MRS AQUlNO HAS obviously taken NO RELIANCE ON AQUINO the advice given to her during her 
visit to the USA In September. 
The Reagan administration, though 
critical of her temerity in the 
negotiations with the guerilla New 
People's Army, had privately urged economic problems are still acute. tically from 100,000 in 1981, when 
Aqulno to strengthen her control 2.6 million are unemployed (12% it was founded, to 600,000 at pre-
over the government, and to set of the work force). Another 5.5 sent. It claims to control half the 
up her own political party. million are underemployed. The ,unions in Metro Manila, the main 

And to back her up, the US streamlining of government depart- industrial region. 
had given Aquino $150 million ments is expected to put another The KMU recruited many 
economic and military aid and an half a million on the streets. members this year due to Its 
additional $200 million supplemen- Aquino has, of course, tried successes in repudiating many of 
tary economic aid. On the same to offload the CriSIS onto the the existing Collective Bargaining 
visit, Mrs Aqulno secured a $508 workers. Conditions on the sugar Agreements. These are called 
million standby loan from the IMF, island, Negros, has reached crisis "Sweetheart" agreements, and are 
plus a $300 million credit from proportions. The island's economy in reality, no-strike deals in return 
the World Bank and a pledge of is hard hit by the collapse in the for a fixed wage increase over 
favourable repayment terms on sugar market. The sugar plantation several years. In defeating these 
Philippine debt from the commer- workers suffer poverty and privati- agreements the KMU won large 
cial banks. on so severe that even the Cath- wage increases. 

Strengthened by this support olic Church criticises the Aquino The fear In Philippine business 
from the US Congress, Aquino pre- government for not carrying out circles antl the military resulting 
pared the ground for her recent land reform. Aquino's family is from this new combativity is well 
move against the arch-reactionary a plantation owning family. illustrated In the brutal assassina-
clique around Defence Minister There has been a de facto tion of union leader Rolando 
Juan Enrile. He was the chief freeze on wages. A petition from Olalia. F3ut the massive demonstra-
focus for an armed coup from the the unions for a 25% increase in Lion at his funeral only served to 
right. mandated minimum wage rates illustrate that organised labour 

But Aquino demonstrated her in order to make up for some of is far from intimidated as yet. 
political skill and continuing bona- the 37% inflation last year was Aquino faces the next year 
partist character by also ousting turned down by the Aquino gover- more confidently because she still 
the rest of her cabinet. This meant nment. It declared that labour and enjoys popular support and she has 
that she could rid herself of the management will be left alone to forced her Chief of Staff, General 
'left' Labour Minister Augusto San- determine wage levels. Ramos, to openly side with her 
chez whose reforms had drawn against Enrile. By also stealing 
fire from the American Chamber some of Enrile's clothes and talking 
of Commerce and the influential tough to the NPA and demanding 
Makati Business Club. they agree to a new ceasefire 

Since the 'February revolution' deadline, she approaches the first 
Aquino has been perilously balanc- anniversary of Marcos' overthrow 
ing between the claims of rival more confidently. 
classes in the Philippines while The proposed new constitution 
endeavouring to strengthen her which is expected to be approved 
own position and powers. This is by plebiscite early next year will 
taking place in the context of an also strengthen her control of the 
unstable economy, a self-confident country. The Constitution Commit-
labour movement and unbroken tee (Concom) appointed by Aquino 
(1;uerilla movement agitating for Despite this , the downfall of proposed a bicameral system with 
adical land reform. Marcos has invigorated the confi- a two-house legislature with Aquino 

dence of the organised workers. as the president for the next 6 
Since February, the number of years. It will also give her emer

FOREIGN DEBT 

In spite of high expectations, 
GNP for the first half of this year 
fell by 3% from the level for the 
same period last year. Philippines 
has outstanding foreign debts of 
$26.3 billion and debt servicing 
eats up half of the country's 
revenue from commodity exports. 
There will be a shortfall of $30 
million between government reve
nue and expenditure this year 
which will have to be paid for 
by the IMF loan. 

Since the 'February revolution' 
the Inflation rate has come down 
to 2.4% from 37%. However the 

strikes have risen dramatically as gency powers to proclaim martial 
the workers make full use of what law (as Marcos had). 
the Communist Party of Philippines The constitution declares the 
(CPP) calls "democratic space". intention that the Philippine should 
Ay August, the number of strikes be nuclear-weapon free but leaves 
for this year has already exceeded the lease In the MilItary Base 
the previous record in 1985. Agreement to run until it expires 

These were not only over in 1991, and then allowing the 
economic Issues. Sixty nine per President (who will still be Mrs 
cent concerned complaints against Aquino) free to re-negotiate "sub
charges of unfair labour practices, ject to the national interest". 
a euphemism for dismissal of union There will be local and regional 
members or refusal of management elections next after the plebiscite, 
to negotiate with the unions. but no election to the legislature 

At least 60% of the recent or for the presidency. 
strikes were lead by unions affllia- During the drawing up of the 
ted to the Kilusang Mayo Uno, new constitution, Bayan, a coalition 
the May the First Movement, a of cause-orientat,ed groups, which 
national federation of trade unions. includes the Communist Party of 
Its membership has grown drama- the Philippines, presented a list 

~_BRAZIL _______________ .... 

AUSTERITY FOLLOWS 
ELECTION 

THE BRAZILIAN ELECTIONS of 
15 November resulted In a sweep
ing victory for the Brazilian Demo
cratic Movement (PMDB). The 
PMBD won the govenorshlps In 
~O out of 23 states. Its ally, the 
party of tbe Brazilian President 
Jose Sarney, won the other three. 

The ruling "Alllance Democra
tica" will now have clear major
Ities in the Chamber of Deputies 
and the Senate. From 1 February 
1987 these Chambers wllI consti
tute themselves as a "constituent 
assembly" to draw up a new const
Itution. 

Even before the final ballots 
had been counted President Sarney 
was rewartling the millions of 
workers, peasants and small 
farmers who had voted for the 
alliance, by declaring a series of 
swingeing austerity measures. Pet
rol and other fuel prices have been 
increased by 60%, cigarettes and 
drink doubled In price, telephone, 
postal and electricity prices are 
all being upped. 

To prevent this being reflected 
In higher Inflation figures, and thus 
being the basis {or a rise In wages 
triggered by legal Indexation, the 
government has Introduced a "new" 
(le fiddled) cost o( living Index, 
Including only "basic Items" con
sumed by low wage earners. 

These measures by the govern
ment reflect Its growing concern 
that the BrazIlIan "economic mir
acle" Is heading for a fall. Brazil 
recovered from a sharp slump and 
debt crisis In 1981-3 by a com
bination of attacking workers' 
wages and achieving a dramatic 
increase in exports - expeclally 
of manufactured goods. The value 
of Brazilian exports has risen by 
nearly 30% since 1980, while ex
ports from the rest of Latin 
America have actually declined. 

The economy has been growing 
at 7% - 8% a year. This has en
abled Brazil to keep up Its massive 
Interest repayments to, the foreign 
banks on Its external debt of US 
$107 billion - the largest In the 
world. Inflation has been brought 
under control - down fram over 
200% In 1985 to a claimed 10% 
in 1986. Much of the credit for 
this has been attributed to the 
"Cruzado Plan" Introduced In early 
1985 by Sarney. 

ABANDONED 
This was a series of measures 

which included a "price freeze" 
alongside partial indexation of 
wag.es. It is this policy which has 
now been abandoned si nce the 

elections. Growing shortages, a 
flourishing black market and a 
dramatic Increase in real Inflation 
rates prompted the government 
to again attempt to solve the 
economic problems at the expense 
of the workers and peasants. 

The elections, the first to be 
held free of military control, were 
heavily stacked in favour of the 
big bourgeois parties. An estimated 
US $1.2 billion was spent In the 
election campaign. Ermlrlo de 
Moraes of the PTB was estimated 
to have spent US $60 million on 
his campaign for the governorship 
of Sao Paulo. 

His opponents spent similar 
sums on their campaigns. Access 
to television, the main medium 
for electoral propaganda in Brazil, 
was limited to the proportion of 
seats gained In the 1982 elections, 
a measure which guaranteed the 
dominance on the air of the PMDP 
and PF. Under the electoral law 
the electoral judge In Brazilla pro
hibited propaganda through outdoor 
posters and banned publication of 
interviews with the candidates! 

These measures, while aimed 
at the opposing bourgeois parties, 
were especially designed to weaken 
the Partido dos Trabalhadores (PT), 
the Workers Party, led by the 
metal workers leader In Sao Paulo, 

of 36 demands to the Concom. 
The demands included land redistri
bution, restructuring of the military 
and repudiation of foreign debts, 
and an end to US military bases 
in the Philippines. Needless to say, 
these were not aken up by the 
Concom. 

Cory Aqui{lo 

There is a real risk that 
Aquino's move against Enrile will 
lead to a dangerous accommodation 
to her by the CPP. When Aquino 
was under threat from a military 
coup led by Enrile, Ocampo, the 
leader of the NPA (New Peoples 
Army, CPP's armed wing) pledged 
armed support for Aquino against 
any "fascist resurgence". 

The CPP now regards its boy
cott of the February election to 
be a mistake and that it underest
imated Aquino's popularity. In its 
underground journal Ang Bayan 
in July, the CPP said the national 
united front (le a popular front) 
was now: 

" • • • just as Indispensable as 
the armed struggle In winning 
total victory." 

It went on to stress: 
"the need to re~xamlne and 
adjust our poUtlc8l categories 

" 
The CPP believes that the Aquino 
government can be nudged 
left-wards, probably as far as 
having a coalition government with 
the CPP. This party is both fool
hardy and criminal. Foolhardy 
because It leaves the CPP itself 
open to physical destruction by 
the 'democratic' counter-revolution 
spearheaded by Aquino. Criminal 
because even if It was partially 
realised, it would Involve the 
subordination of the working class 
and peasantry to the Interests of 
tne Aquino wing of the bourgeoise. 

This will leave them open 
either to. being demobilised and 
cheated of the gains of the last 
year of struggle or, worse, de
fenceless and dissorientated if 
faced by a renewed move by the 
right-wing and the armed forces 
to assert their power and bring 
in 'stability' at the cost of 
workers' and peasants' lives. Such 
is the experience of all Stalinist 

Luis Ingaclo da Silva ('Lula). ' In 
the run up to the elections a care
fully orchestrated government 
campaign was run to prove the 
Workers Party was both violent 
and subversive. 

A group of bank robbers "gave 
themselves up" to the police claim
ing to be Workers Party members, 
while two PT deputies were ac
'cused of opening fire on police 
protecting scabs In a dispute In 
Lene, Sao Paulo. Despite these 
difficulties Lula gained 600,000 
votes in Sao Paulo while the PT 
is likely to gain 20 deputies In 
the Congress. (For a fuller analysis 
of the PT see Workers Power 79) 

The PMDB is likely to face 
growing difficulties In presenting 
itself as a reforming, progressive 
anti-militarist party. Already the 
new austerity measures are provid
Ing widespread opposition from 
the workers and poor who are most 
badly hit. In the countryside a 
growing and bitter struggle is 
developing between the landowners 
and the landless peasants. 

popular front strategies, even those 
enforced in a militant and 
guerilla-ist fashion. 

Yet Aquino has already given 
evidence that she will not be 
wooed by such support. For 
example, during the negotiation 
for a ceasefire agrement with the 
National Democratic Front (NDF 

left umbrella organisation In 
which the CPP is dominant) a 
leading CP negotiator, Salas, was 
seized by the military. A demand 
for his release as part of the 
ceasefire agreement was not 
accepted, nor were any of the 
other demands from the NDF. 

A revolutionary communist 
strategy in the Philippines starts 
,from the need to establish full 
political independence of the 
factory and plantation workers 
from Aquino's fake refOrming 
project, the limits of which are 
set in advance by her backers 
among the landlords and big busi
ness. No ceasefire should be 
agreed which leaves the peasants 
defenceless In the face of the 
armed forces. 

There is desperate land hunger 
in the Philippines and this land 
must be seized by revolutionary 
methods. Peasants' Committees 
to organise and undertake land 
seizures must be bu'llt. 'The tasks 
of the hour are preparation against 
any future coup attempts and the 
defeat of Aquino's B9napartist 
moves. The workers' strikes and 
organisations face a daily threat 
from right-wing assassins. 

The peasants face brutal in
timidation at the hands of troops. 
By building workers' and peasants' 
defence organisations, by arming 
these organisations, a real people's 
militia can begin to be built. We 
say piace no reliance on any sect
ion of the state forces - build 
independent workers' defence 
squads and peasants' defence 
squads. 

STRUGGLES 

A new coup attempt m'ust be 
met with the resistance of the 
whole working class through a 
general strike. The building of 
workers' councils now to prepare 
for such a strike and to coordinate 
existing struggles is a burning 
necessity and a means of moving 
towards the only outcome of the 
Philippines crises that will solve 
the democratic tasks and blaze 
the path towards a socialist future 

a revolutionary workers and 
peasants' government In the Philip
pines. 

The illusions In Aquino, how
ever, still need to be put to the 
test. The call for a constituent 
assembly, not convened by the 
army as a means of overthrowing 
Aquino, but by the armed workers' 
and peasants' organisations, needs 
to be fought for. In a real con
stituent Assembly Aquino's reform 
programme can be put up to the 
test of popular approval or 
rejection. The rallying cry must 
be not the power of a Bonaparte 
leaning on the armed forces, but 
the power of the workers and pea
sants resting on the armed people •• 

by Din Wong 

On coming to power the 
"Alliance Democratica" promised 
a major land reform aimed at alle
viating the massive land hunger 
in Brazil. There are an estimated 
12 m ill ion landless peasants while 
1000 million acres of land on 
private estates lie unused. 

In Its first year of operation 
none of its targets have been met 
because of landowners' opposition 
and legal obstruction. Instead of 
the 150,000 families planned to 
be resettled on empty land only 
9,000 have been! The original 
Minister for Land Reform, Nelson 
Ribeiro, has been sacked for being 
too radical, while the new minister 
has , declared that the original tar
gets were "unrealistic". 

Sarney's triumph will be short
lived if the workers of Brazil can 
,organise a united fight back against 
the austerity measures in alliance 
with the struggle against the land
lords In the countryside. Ii 

by Steve Foster 
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JOBSO 
THE LI E 

IN JULY 1986 the TGWU brought 
out the first issue of Its automo
tive group bulletin. It w~ almost 
completely dedicated to the views 
of John Smith, Labour's Shadow 
Minister for Trade and Industry. 
Smith tells car workers to look 
forward to a future Labour gov
ernment for salvation. Nothing Is 
said about the current situation 
apart from the 'grinding down of 
the shopfloor'. 

Yet the 'grinding down of the 
shop floor' Is meeting resistance 
in the car plants, particularly In 
Ford's. And this resistance Is the 
springboard from which a fight 
for a general recovery of rights, 
wages and conditions can be won. 

At the Ford's Baslldon Tractor 
Plant the shop-floor works seven 
days at a time or six nights at 
a time before having days off. 
The biggest complaint Is against 
the role allocated to 'lead opera
tors' or'S' men (yes men?). 

CLASH 

In a clash recently between 
a black worker and his 6'2" fore
man, the foreman was hit and the 
worker was off pay before he even 
had a chance to be represented. 
After a week the lads on the line 
threatened a strike which brought 
In the district official. The fore
man changed his story as did the 
's' man who had originally 'corro
borated' It. The black worker was 
reinstated with a ten-shift suspens
ion. It was the first time the 
worker had been In trouble In 
twenty years service. 

In Dagenham the'S' men back 
142 _ tile foremen. A recent case 
saw a worker 'go down the road' 
when the union failed to provide 
the backing. Nonetheless Dagenham 
has got the only track It the whole 
of Ford Europe without an'S' man 
on It - the reason Is that the 
workers 'walk' when management 
tries to Introduce them. The 
management have gone to extra
ordinary lengths to smash effective 
organisation. Including attempting 
to place a 'nark' In meetings of 
militant stewards. 

At Halewood MSB when 
management attempted to ride 
roughshod over custom and practice 
methods of allocating overtime 

Chinese 
workers 
strike 

ON 10 NOVEMBER three Chinese 
workers walked out of Wheelers, 
a seafOod restaurant in Brighton, 
in support of the Second Chef. He 
was sacked for refusing to c0-
operate with preparing new menus 
and new work practices until the 
workers receive the 5% pay rise 
that workers In the other Wheelers 
restaurants got in October. 

This strike Is the first known 
strike by unionised Chinese Immi
grant workers. Chinese Immigrant 
workers have always been open to 
savage exploitation. Many do not 
speak any English. Most of them 
work In sweat shop conditions. with 
long hours and little employment 
protection. The vast majority are 
not unionised and do not know 
their rights at work. 

Workers at Wheelers In Brighton 
joined the Transport and General 
Workers Union In 1985 when the 
then new owner of the restaurant, 
Dennls Bailey, attempted to Impose 
a period of probation on all the 
workers, Including those who had 

there was a strike. The MSB con
venor promised management he'd 
get the men back. He got them · 
back but five out of sixty of them 
were short on pay. The manage
ment has even got some of the 
workers transferring car shells from 
the press shops to the white lines 
and also across to the paint shops 
carrying on through meal breaks! 
The men have shown willing when 
It comes to a fight but the con
venor Is just keeping his head 
down. 

HEAD-COUNT 

In the Halewood PTA the man
agement are looking for any excuse 
to cut the numbers of people In 
'off the line' workers' allowance 
and reducing the 'head-count' stlll 
further. Workers who had been 
previously transferred In earlier 
reshuffles were In many cases 
'grade protected'. Some of these 
men are now In their fifties and 
have a hard time trying to hold 
the line. The pace Is merciless. 
600 cars a shift. 1200 cars every 
24 hours. More labour Is being 
taken on and jobs are continuously 
being retlmed as a way of losing 
.workers off some sections. 

At Brldgend the work force have 
been told that they wlll finish In 
five years time! The work. It Is 
said, Is to be transferred to Dag
enham, but the susplclon Is that 
It will go to Valencia In Spain and 
It won't be for just a holiday! 
During the next few months stew
ards expect offers of early retire
ment to be Issued to the work-

worked In the restaurant for over 
11 years. He also attempted to In
crease the length of the sessions 
each worker had to do and even 
refused to give the Head Chef 
overtime pay for work done. He 
would not recognise the union. 

The striking workers set up a 
picket outside the restaurant and 
were well supported by the labour 
movement In Brighton. They suc
cessfully turned away the delivery 
of milk. fresh fruits and vege
tables. Ice cream and sweets and 
the collection of refuse. However 
they have not been able to stop 
the delivery of the most Important 
goods - that of fish and seafood 
supplied by Kennedy Brooke. which 
also supplies the other Wheelers 
restuarants In the chain. Wheelers 
has now been granted an Injunction 
forbidding the TGWU to organise 
a picket with more than 6 people. 

It Is Important that the mass 
picket should be maintained, not 
only to dissuade customers from 
going In, but to stop all deliveries. 
The TGWU must Instruct all Its 
delivery drivers. In particular those 
working In Bllllngsgate, to black 
Wheelers and Kennedy Brooke. The 
strikers should also make ap
proaches to other workers In the 
Wheelers chain to join the union 
and come out on strike. 
Messages of support and donations 
to: 
Chinese Workers Support Group. 
clo Chinese Information and Advice 
Centre. 152-6 Shaftesbury Ave, 
London WC2 

by Din Wong 

force, followed by voluntary 
'retirement. What Is left over will 
be the skeleton crew. After notice 
of the closure was announced man
agement tried to get Some South 
Afrlcan-sourced parts Into the 
plant. Maybe they thought that 
the closure notice would have soft
ened them up. Well. they reckoned 
without International solidarity. 
The parts were promptly redes
patched back to the dockers who 
had handled them. accompanied 
by an unprintable note! 

Resistance has taken place 
then, but It has been sporadic. 
At the moment many Ford workers 
wlll have vague Ideas that at least 
things can't get any worse and 
may get a bit better under a 
Labour government. These Ideas. 
while they remain passive. are dan
gerous. Remember 1978! Under 
the last Labour government Ford 
workers were obliged to wage a 
lengthy strike to break Callaghan's 
vicious wage restraint poliCies. 
They must organise now to resist 
any repeat performance under KIn
nock. 

To do this means building on 
and co-ordinating. via rank and 
file groups llke the Ford Workers' 

Combine. actions like those at 
Bridgend and Basildon. The Com
bine can and must develop Inter
national solidarity as a priority 
- both with South African workers 
and with workers throughout Ford's 
multi-national empire. But It also 
means formulating demands on 
Labour to force It. If It wins an 
election. to reverse the setbacks 
Ford workers have suffered over 
the last seven years. Labour must: 

• Nationalise the entire car and 
components industry without 
compensation and under work
ers' controL 
For workers' control of hiring. 
firing and track speeds. 

• Abolish the anti-union laws that 
currently leave Ford workers 
who take action against South 
Africa, for example. open to 
prosecution. 

• Refuse to Implement any wage 
restralnt poliCies. 

• Ensure that all women working 
for Ford's, like the machinists, 
automatically get equal pay 
for equal work. Workers' con
trol will decide what constitutes 
equal work. 

TUBE FIGHT LOOMS 
BETWEEN 8 AND 22 December. 
London Underground NUR members 
will be balloted on industrial action 
against the onslaught from London 
Regional Transport's (LRT) London 
Underground Limited (LUL) 
management. 

Management are looking for 
a "35% reduction In costs" which 
will mean a huge reduction In 
staff. Many stations have already 
lost staff. leaving them 'one
-manned' with only a foreman. 
A further 1500 station grades are 
to be removed. 

The protection offered to 
'surplus staff' displaced after the 
NUR and ASLEF were defeated 
on One Person Operated trains 
is to be withdrawn. LRT ILUL 
intend to seek 'volunteers' to 
transfer to other depots. OPO 
trains, management have decided. 
will be introduced into deep tube 
sections regardless of the hazards 
involved! 

The introduction of OPO. the 
steady erosion of staff and a 
couple of miserly wage ·deals 
'negotiated' by the union has em
bittered many of the rank and file. 
A typical opinion In response to 
the campaign Is: . "Oh. they've 
(NUR) only Just realised, have 
they?" and so on. 

What we need to do Is organise 
for all-out action as the only 

action that will bring the bosses 
to their knees. History has shown 
that one-day strikes act only as 
tokens - a one-day strike will not 
sway this management. However. 
If the bureaucrats at Unity House 
Impose a one-day strike. or 
similar. we must give It our full 
support, but fight to extend It with 
full support from ASLEF and the 
bus workers - who are also under 
severe attack! 

To this end we must fight for 
a cross-union rank and file strike 
committee elected by and accoun
table to regular mass meetings. 
In order to keep the bureaucracy 
In check and make certain our 
fight Is won! 

• Vote yes: 
• For all-out action to smash 

LRT !LUL 's assault on workers! 

by a London Underground NUR member 

CORRECTION 
In the article on the NUM in WP 
Number 88 we mistakenly reported 
a five day strike at Nantgarw in 
South Wales against closure. In 
fact there were two separate days 
of action at Nantgarw and they 
concerned the issue of work 
practices. We apologise to readers 
for this error. 

I 

Above 
Criticism? 
I'm a student at Newcastle Univer
sity. and I was both Interested and 
a bit annoyed at your critique of 
Socialist Students in NOLS. Com
rades In Socialist Organiser may 
be the polltlcal leadership of SSiN. 
but they have provided a broad. 
hard. non-sectarian left In NUS. 
Now we are at the stage where 
a left group. without Illusions In 
Labour or in Parllament. may soon 
determine the direction of one of 
the largest unions In Britain. This 
strikes me as a good thing. and 
though Socialist Organlser hasn't 
been perfect at hardening up SSiN 
supporters, to criticise a united. 
successful left front In a Union In 
this way seems. well. rather silly. 

Mind you. It was well written. 
so I enclose a cheque for the next 
' 10 Issues. 

Yours comradely. 

WE REPLY 

D Chapple 
Newcastle 

SSIN is more a left-wing student 
umbrella organisation than a United 
Front. It's 'Non-Implementation' 
strategy is ambiguous enough to 
allow both 'left' and 'right' under 
Its wings. To win more recruits 
SSIN softens Its polltlcs. This 
approach leads both SSIN and 
Socialist Organlser precisely to sow 
illusions In Labour and Parllament. 
But for SocIalist Organiser that's 
what being 'a non-sectarian left' 
In NUS Is all about. 

DANGERS 
The article on unemployment In 
the last paper warned of the un
employed faIling prey to racist and 
fascist Ideas If they remalne,d up
organised and abandoned by the 
labour movement. I don't think 
there Is much danger of the many 
unemployed black people faIling 
prey to these dangers. 

Yours faternally. 

WE REPLY 

C Brlnd 
London 

Point taken and we apologise for 
failing to take cognisance of th 
different dangers facing black a 
white unemployed people. 0-

Dear Comrades. 

We are writing to inform you 
of the sad and sudden death 
this month of J an Rebane. who 
had been a worker at the Lam
beth Trade Union Resource 
Centre since its opening In 
1985. and before that. a worker 
at the Lambeth Unemployed 
Centre. 

J an had been a prominent 
ac~lvlst In Lambeth since com
ing to work In the borough. 
Although not a member of 
Lambeth Trades Council he at
tended many of Its meetings 
as an observer. and at the time 
of his death was active in the 
Trades Council's South Africa 
Sub-Committee. He took a prin
cipled stand on many questions. 
and our comrades worked with 
him on many Issues. 

Jan was a devoted activist who 
made an Invaluable contribution 
to the trade union movement 
in Lambeth. and we would like 
to extend our sympathies to his 
comrades. friends and family. 

Yours fraternally. 

S. London Workers Power 

A Memorial Fund 
has been set up. 

Donations to: Jan Rebane Mem
orial Fund, clo Lambeth Trade 
Union Resource Centre, Bon 
Marche· Building, Brlxton Road. 
London SW9 8EJ 
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UNEMPLOYED WORKERS' UNION N 
I am writing to criticise the for
mulation In the article "Unem
ployed Must Be Organised" In WP88 
that " • • • an unemplQfed 
workers' movement • • • must be 
made up of the unemployed 
branches and members of the 
existing uniOns". 

Surely this represents a depar
ture from the previous often stated 
pOSition on the need to organise 
the vast mass of the unemployed 
who are systematically kept out 
of the trade unions through re
strictive membership rules? The 
unemployed should not have to 
wait to be let Into the existing 
unions In order to organise, but 
should organise In an Independent 
unemployed workers' union now. 
The article makes no mention of 
this. 

If we say that an unemployed 
workers' movement should be com
posed of those lucky enough to be 
In the existing unions (a mlnlscule 
proportion of the unemployed) 
surely we are excluding the vast 
majority who cannot join a union 
or retain union membership? 

The article Is particularly 
dangerous given the recent rule 
change In the TGWU to allow the 
recruitment of unemployed under 

our recent branch meeting we 
scussed the London joint meeting 

to commemorate the Hungarian 
revolution of 1956. In their con
tributions comrades aSked· a number 
of questions which could not be 
answered at the time, and It was 
decided that I should put them to 
you, on behalf of the branch. They 
are as follows: 

I. Why were there so few members 
of Workers Power at the meeting? 

2. Why was the meeting not ad
vertised In Workers Power? Was 
It so that your members and 
supporters would not know about 
the meeting? Or was It an attempt 
to show the other groups Involved 
that your political differences with 
them were so deep that any joint 
work could only be a token effort? 

3. Why was there no report of the 
meeting In the next Issue of 
·v~rkers Power? We noted that 

re were articles on the Hun-
I garlan events In your October and 
November Issues, and clearly you 
believe that a study of 1956 is 
Important for Marxists at the pre
sent time. 

DISAGREEMENTS 

We felt that, for us, disagreements 
on philosophy and history are not 
Insuperable barriers to co-operation 
between groups Internationally 
claiming to belong to the Trotsky-
1st tradition within the Communist 
movement. 

Although we can only speak for 
our branch, we believe that It Is 
well known that the Workers Revo
lutionary Party Is committed to 
examining the history of splits 
within the Fourth International In 
the belief that an International 
reorganisation can lead to the con
struction of the world party of 
socialist revolution, while the pro
gramme of Workers Power Is quite 
distinct from that. 

However, we had come to think 
that the discussions that had al
ready taken place at local and 
leadership level In our organisat
Ions, the joint participation In the 
London classes, and the organ
Isational co-operation over Hungary 
and the commemoration of the 
Russian Revolution could lead 
somewhere, and that differences 
could be thrashed out In an open 
and comradely manner. 

We hope you can explain, pre
ferably In the pages of your paper, 
why we were unable to resolve our 
questions and whether they repre
sent differences which we felt had 

21. This concession must be seen 
for what It Is - designed to head 
off pressure for a more extensive 
reform of the rules. Clearly we 
must seize on the gain and seek 
to build upon It. But we must not 
allow our heads to be turned by 
the Idea that sufficient numbers 
will now be let Into the trade 
unions to form the basis for a 
genuine unemployed workers' 
movement. 

To suggest that the bureaucrats· 
will allow extensive unionisation 
of the unemployed such as could 
form the basis of an unemployed 
workers' movement Is to turn 
reality on Its head. 

Yours fraternally, 

A Wackett 
London 

WE REPLY 

The formulation referred to In no 
way contradicts our previous and 
'often-stated' position on .an unem
ployed workers' movement. It does 
not state as the comrade Implies 
that such a movement will be 
made up exclusively of the unem
ployed Inside the unions. It was 
merely emphasiSing that, as an 

manl fested themselves In an un
comradely way. 

Your fraternally, 

John Peters 
s.E. London Branch 

WRP 

WE REPLY 

We did Indeed co-operate with the 
WRP In organising a series of 
meetings on the Hungarian revo
lution. We did so In Sheffield 
where the only group that proved 
willing to co-operate with us were 
supporters of SocIalist Organlser. 
We did so In Birmingham where, 
despite a prior national undertaking 
to assist, both SocIalist Viewpoint 
and International declined to 
co-operate In the work of building 
the meeting. (Approximately lOO 
people attended this meeting.) 

In both of these cases we took 
on the brunt of the work to organ
Ise and publicise the meetings. 
Given that you have doubtless 
written to International and View
point asking them to justify their 
sectarian behaviour, we will await 
their explanations In their press 
and answer your questions concern
Ing one of four meetings we 
co-operated In (the fourth was In 
Newcastle). 

In fact we sent every available 
London comrade to the meeting 
In question. We urged contacts to 
attend. We brought no-one In from 
outside London because virtually 
every member In the country had 
attended similar meetings In the 
previous week. We had explained 
In advance that the meeting 
coincided with a pre-planned paper 
production weekend which always 
taxes our London resources. So too 
did the preparation and dispatch 
of three comrades to an advertised 
public forum on Ireland organised 
by the WRP. This effort proved 
a total waste of resources as the 
meeting was cancelled with no 
notice given to us whatsoever. 

You point out that we did not 
advertise the meeting in our press. 
Neither did we do so for the 
Sheffield or Birmingham meetings. 
When our October paper went to 
press we had no finalised details 
of venues or arrangements. This 
In no way reflected any Intention 
to downgrade work for the meet
Ings. Our branches carried out 
their own publicity for each of the 
meetings. If you remain uncon
vinced you might do will to post 
a similar questionnaire to your 
West Midlands comrades asking 
them to document our 'token' 
effort In Birmingham. Or you could 

already organised group, those In 
trade unions must play a central 
role In building an unemployed 
workers' movement. If this em
phasis - which should be seen in 
the context of the TGWU's limited 
concession on organiSing the unem
ployed - has given the Impression 
that we have changed our line then 
we can reassure readers that we 
do stand for an Independent unem
ployed workers' movement organ
ISing workers both Inside and out
side the established trade unions. 
However, It Is totally false to say 
that the article In any way sug
gested that we were sowing 
illusions In the bureaucracy and 
thereby turning reality on Its head[] 

FORUM 
I have read the art icle In the 
November paper on 'Campaign 
Forum', which discusses how to 
relate to groups within the Labour 
Party such as Campaign Forum and 
Labour Left Liaison. 

I appreciate the difference you 
point out between L.L.L. which 
seems to be an undemocratic bloc, 
and Campalgn Forum which, at 
least for the present, seems open 
to political arguments. But what 
the article did not make clear was 
that we are assessing these group
Ings with a view to arguing our 
politiCS within them, to winning 
a commitment to action on work
Ing class · needs and demands and, 
crucially, to winning people to 
revolutionary politics. 

The article says, If you are fed 
up with Kinnock trampling on 
SOCialism, sick of 'SOCialist' coun
cils collapsing In the fight against 
rate-capping etc, then join local 
Campalgn Forum groups and argue 
the political action programme 
which follows. However, surely we 
should say as well, If you are fed 

Hungary 1956: discussion of the lessons is vital for revolutionaries today 

ask those who were present about 
our 'token' effort In Sheffield 
before you jump to rash judge
ments. 

It Is perfectly true that we did 
not carry a report of the London 
meeting In our November paper. 
It would, however, have been Im
possible for us to do so given that 
the last touches were being put 
to the paper while the meeting 
was still proceeding. 

As It turned out the meeting 
did not have the advantages of 
open and lively discussion that 
were exhibited In Manchester, 
Birmingham, Sheffield and New
castle. The day was over-weighted 
toward platform speeches which, 
with certain notable exceptions, 
failed to seriously address either 
the programmatic lessons to be 
learnt from the defeat of the 
Hungarian workers or the tasks 
confronting Marxists In building 
solidarity with workers struggles 
against the Stallnlst bureaucracies. 
As a result discussion from the 
floor and the workshops themselves 
were squeezed Into an Insignificant 
and inadequate period of time. 
Attendance at the workshops 
represented only a tiny proportion 
of those who sat through the plat
form orations. 

The result was that debate 
between those .who had co-operated 
In organiSing the series of meetings 
was at a minimum. No doubt this 
did not bother some. Late In the 
day Socialist Viewpoint Insisted on 
holding a workshop on virtually the 
same topic as that which one of 
our comrades Introduced. Despite 
written and telephonic proposals 
to put the sessions together the 
Viewpoint comrades Insisted on 

going ahead rather than participate 
in a broader and, to our minds, far 
more useful debate. Doubtless you 
will ask them to explain such 
behaviour. 

We have nothing to be in the 
least embarrassed about In the 
series of meetings on Hungary. 
Most of them offered ample oppor
tunities for joint co-operation 
between those who cared to par
ticipate and for open and com
radely discussion without the need
less hiding of differences. That Is 
the method of work we are com
mitted to and attempt to operate 
In our discussions with you and 
your leadership. 

We object to your Inference 
that somehow we have allowed 
differences to manifest 'themselves 
In an uncomradely way'. It would 
seem to be yourselves who are 
resolving to find unpolitical pre
texts for putting obstacles In the 
way to further discussions with us. 
We hope our answers to your 
questions show that you have 
prematurely and unnecessarily 
drawn all the wrong conclusions. 

Finally, as to your statement 
that our programme Is opposed to 
'examining the history of the splits 
within the Fourth International' we 
refer you to our book doing pre
cisely that (The Death Agony Of 
The Fourth International And The 
Tasks Of Trotskytsts Today). We 
are still waiting - one year since 
the split in the WRP - to see the 
first fruits of your efforts. Mean
while we reassure you that we are 
fully committed to a principled 
International regroupment to con
struct a 'world party of socialist 
revolution'. Indeed, we have urged 
this on the WRP many times since 
the split. 0 

up with all these things, Isn't It 
time you realized that the Labour 
Party will always do this when It 
comes to the crunch? Discuss 
revolutionary politics with us, work 
with us to win over other decent 
fighters Who still have illusions In 
the Labour Party. One of the 
possible ways you can do this Is 
to fight for our action programme 
In Campaign Forums, but this Is 
only one possible way of whlnlng 
and educating the necessary forces 
who can lead a real fight against 
capitalism through the fight for 
revolutionary, not left reformist, 
politics. 

WE REPLY 

G Doy 
Coventry 

Of course It Is necessary to argue 
for revolutionary politiCS In bodies 
like Campaign Forum. Of course 
we will clash with left reformists. 
But the point of being involved in 
Campalgn Forum Is that It can 
potentially become a far larger 
focus for organising against Kln
nock on a range of Immediate 
Issues than Workers Power support
ers alone could. In that sense, In 
the Immediate future, efforts 
should be made to build Campaign 
Forums as a means both of resist
Ing the right, and creating a wider 
audience for revolutionary politics. 
That way we can turn people's 
'fed-upness' Into a conscious revo
luttonary outlook. 0 

HEFEER 
WRITES 

I found your review of my book 
(WP88) both Interesting and thought 
provoking, and I appreciated the 
honest views expressed. There are, 
however, one or two points In the 
review that I feel I must correct. 

You are wrong to suggest I shut 
up during the 1974/79 Labour 
government. I, together with others 
In the then Tribune group, fought 
strongly against government policy. 

I was actually sacked from 
being Minister of State In the 
Department of Industry In 1975 
because I not only opposed the 
government over the Common 
Market, I spoke In the Commons 
against It and was dismissed by 
Harold Wllson. 

As a backbencher I fought the 
economic policy of cuts and the 
policy of Incomes restraint on 
workers. With regard to the 1983 
General Election, as an NEC 
member and in the shadow cabinet, 
I was saying that the members of 
the shadow cabinet should have 
accepted the party policy on 
getting rid of nuclear weapons and 
bases etc, and if they disagreed, 
they at best should not have 
opposed the policies openly, as 
Callaghan and Healey did. That Is 
what I meant when I said 'in 
election periods one must swallow 
one's disagreements'. 

With regard to putting out the 
white flag, that I have not done 
and neither will I. I was putting 
forward In the book the generally 
agreed policy of the Campaign 
Group, that It would be 'counter
productive to challenge the leader
ship prior to the next General 
Election'. That does not mean not 
challenging In political groups, but 
In an election for leader at the 
present time. If I felt that one 
should not fight politically then 
obviously I would not have pub
lished the book. 

You can rest asured that I shall 
continue to the best of my ability 
to fight for a socialist Britain as 
part of a socialist world on the 
basis of class struggle. 

Yours fraternally, 

Eric Heffer MP 
House of Commons 



AFTER MONTHS OF negotiations 
the NUT Executive have ratified 
the rotten Nottingham deal on pay 
and conditions. They now have to 
sell it to the members. 

The rottenness of this deal 
should not . surprise us. The pay 
offer, averaging 16.4% over 18 
months, is exactly in line with 
Baka's offer. It's a slightly en
hanced version of the Coventry 
Agreement - and the entry grade 
with progression to the main grade 
dependent on appraisal Is still 
there. 

The -.}!Iorklng year has been 
Increased to 195 days, and the 
working week Is to consist of 23! 
hours Including free periods, plus 
5 hours on assemblies, registration 
and supervision and 4 more on 
average throughout the year, with 
a maximum of 5 in anyone week, 
on staff and parents' meetings. 
In addition, the employers have 
only agreed 'in principle' to provide 
cover after one day in primaries, 
and two in secondaries. We ali 
know what that means. 

CONTRACTS 

There will also be a 13 point 
list of duties In contracts - a real 
Baker's dozen - as It Is essentially 
just a renumbering of his 19 
points! The notorious point 19 (on 
the powers of headteachers) has 
gone from the list, but only to 
reappear In the preamble. Burnham 
Is to be replaced by a national 
joint council - as the NUT has 
agreed that pay and conditions 
can be discussed by one body. 

Doug McAvoy has justified the 
deal on the grounds that failure 

would have presented Baker with 
"a golden opportunity to impose 
his own settlement". This Is pr~ 
bably what Baker had In mind when 
he threatened to impose a settle
ment - a leadership scared of mo
bilising the membership and scared 
of losing the right to sell Jobs and 
conditions - could be relied upon 
to agree to almost anything. 

FIASCO 

How could this fiasco (to use 
Baker's words) come about'! Be
cause the NUT Executive failed 
to mobilise the membership, failed 
to fight for the action necessary 
to win the dispute - an all-out 
strike - and failed to organise a 
proper levy to finance the dispute. 
Instead, It relied on a voluntary 
'levy' to provide funds and sought 
to show 'the public' how reasonable 
the teachers were. 

If It looked as If action might 
make teachers unpopular (like hit
ting public exams) they scurried 
off Into the undergrowth like 
panic-stricken vermin. The mem
bers were once again wheeled out 
as a ~tage army - the object being 
not to forCe the employers to con
cede our demands but to take our 
leaders seriously. Hence the wind
Ing down of action once the 
employers agreed to negotiate 
'seriously'. 

The irony of all this is that 
Baker is still not satisfied. He Is 
insisting on a more hierarchical 
grading system to reward 'profes
sionalism' (le undermine unity and 
collective Interest). He wants five 
grades rather than the two on 
offer. 

Baker published his Education 
Bill on 28 November. This proposes 
to do away with collective bargain
ing In any meaningful sense. With 
his hand-picked 'advisors' he will 
be able to Impose pay and condit
Ions on teachers. He wants this 
in place for next October. 

Resistance must now continue 
on three fronts. First, we must 
work hard to get a massive reject
Ion of the Nottingham deal in the 
ballot. Here we must emulate the 
Scottish teachers In the EIS who 
voted 5: 1 against Rifklnd's pay 
and conditions proposals. 

Based on a rejection of the 
Nottingham deal we can coordinate 
a joint struggle of strike action 
with the EIS to tear apart the 
pay and conditions package. This 
degree of militant action will also 
be needed to resist Baker's 
attempt to Impose a jsettlement 
and his new Education Bi I. 

SPINELESS 

Finally, the mllltants must deal 
with the spinelessness of our union 
leadership which only shows true 
grit against Its own rank and file 
activists. Plans are afoot to re
strict assoclatlon-to-assoclatlon 
contact, gerrymandering electoral 
areas to keep the left off the Exe
cutive and limit funds going to 
local associations. 

We urgently need a rank and 
file movement that controls and 
replaces this bludgeoning bureau
cracy and turns the NUT Into an 
all-embracing union for militant 
class-consclous teachers. • 

by ~imon Anderson, NUT 

ERS; 
REINSTATE

THEN NEGOTIATE! 
THREE MONTHS AGO the artlfi-

11mb manufacturers JEHangers 
to Impose a masslv:e Increase 

productivity on the work force 
Ita main depqt In RoehamptoD. 
Within one hour of posting up 

new productivity plans, eleven 
the work force were disciplined 

for failing to speed up. The union 
members In T ASS and FT AT res-

by call1ng an Immediate 
meeting which decided on 

overtime ban, and a 
to win the work force to 
the ban. 

The picket resulted In four 
workers being shopped to the 
management - by a foreman In 
ASTMS - and then sacked. The 
300-strong work force Immediately 
struck and were, likewise, sacked. 

Since then the work force has 
been fighting for reinstatement 
and are refusing to negotiate on 
any other Issues until this demand 
Is won. They realise that a man
agement that is happy to tear up 
all previous agreements overnight 
cannot be trusted one Inch. 

Support for the strike has been 
encouraging. The Post Office work
ers are refusing to cross the picket 
line, as are Telecom and water 
workers. British Rail workers have 
refused to handle Red Star parcels 
from Hangers. In addition a 
women's support group has been 
set up. 

Lobby of teachers' pay talks 

Hangers Is a subsidiary 
British Tyre and Rubber 
(BTR). BTR is one of the 
British employers In South Africa, 
with a disgusting record of brutal
Ity to the black workers In the 
townships. Last year 900 workers 
were sacked by BTR In one 
ship alone. Demonstrating w(),rk,ers 
have been fired upon by 
forces called In by BTR. 

The management Is trying to 
rule In a dictatorial way here too. 
It must not be allowed - here 
In South Africa. 

The production and repair 0 

arti flclal limbs Is an essential ser
vice which must be nationalised 
under the control of the workers, 
with no compensation for the para
sitic BTR. Links must be built with 
other workers In BTR and Its sub
Sidiaries, and supportive action 
from other trade unionists must 
be won. 

Messages of support and finan
cial help - especially Important 
now that Christmas Is approaching 
- should be sent to: 

FBU-SPREAD THE ACTION! 
STRATHCLYDE FIREFIGHTERS are 
engaged In a series of one hour 
strikes In opposition to the region
al authorities plans to axe 128 jobs 
In the next year. 

The Strathclyde .reglon has the 
worst fatality rate In fires In Eu
rope both for firefighters and the 
general public. The mllltancy of 
local firefighters has meant that 
they have maintained higher man
ning levels than the rest of the 
country. 

This militancy was shown by 
the overwhelming support at two 
mass meetings for Industrial action 
against the job losses. The recent 
demonstratIon In Glasgow saw a 
large turn-out, not only from 
Strathclyde, but from every FBU 
region In the country. At the 
demonstration FBU General Sec
retary, Ken Cameron, told how the 
Labour leader of the council, 
Charles Ray, had threatened to 
drive the firefighters "back on 
their knees". Cameron's response 
was well received by the demon
stration. He said, 

"We have no Intention of going 
back on our knees. If mediation 
falls there wlll be more light
ning strikes and If the councll 
decide to ask the government 
to send troops In here they wlll 
be taking on the whole fire ser
vice." 

As soon as he arrived in Glasgow 
local officials were told there was 
no way there would be any strike 
In the fire service without a bal
lot, and this despite executive 
council's statement to conference 
this year of opposition to ballots 
before industrial action. When a 
ballot was held, the result was just 
under 2 to 1 In favour of indus
trial act ion. 

However. since this vote the 
FBU have come up with alternative 
proposals to save £1.6 million. 

These Include the cessation of all 
casual overtime payments. The FBU 
banned pre-arranged overtime over 
ten years ago! But these payments 
are part of national conditions of 
service for unaVOidable working 

over shift-time and for covering 
for sickness at other stations. 

What this dea l Is doing Is· trad
Ing service cuts for money In wage 
packets and the worsening of local 
conditions of service. In return for 
saving the 128 jobs. If that Is not 
going to the council "on our knees" 

, then what is? 
The executive council has re

ported back to their various 
regions that this Is not really a 
national Issue but concerns only 
the manning levels In Strathclyde. 
Conference policy states quite 
clearl¥ that If one firefighter Is 
made redundant there w1ll be a re
called national conference to call 
a national strike. The EC are argu
Ing In the name of "realism" that 
this Is not the Issue to call a dele
gate conference over. 

If being realistic Is cutting our 
wages and sell1ng our conditions. 
limiting our struggles to regional 
one hour strikes, then we are on 
a hiding to nothing. In 1977 we had 
to fight against General Secretary 
Parry and the EC for a national 

strike. If the present leadership 
won't fight we w1ll have to do the 
same again. 

We must step up the action In 
Strathclyde. The next strike should 
be used to converge our forces on 
a lobby of the counCil. We must 
demand: 

D No job losses. 

D No worsening of our conditions 
In exchange for jobs. 

Furthermore. we must spread 
the action. Other brigades are 
already threatened with job losses. 
88 are to go In Merseyside. A bud
get shortfall In the West Midlands 
of £1.5 million w1ll mean another 
80 to 100 jobs to go. 

Management will be looking at 
the outcome of Strathclyde as a 
test of the strength of the FBU. 
We must not let them pick us off 
brigade by brigade. 

D For a national strike against 
all job losses. 

by lan Hill, W Midlands FBU 


