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About Socialist Viewpoint

THIS March issus of Socialfst Viewpoint takes up a number
of familiar themes from different angles.

® The crisis of social democracy and the need for a clear
political alternative to Kinnock is discussed with an article
on the expulsions of Mifitant supporters and an extended
look at the current fashionable ‘left’ responses to Kinnock's
economics — Andrew Glyn's pamphlet A Milion Jobs a
Year.

® The battles in the Print industry are reflected in articles
reprinted from our Print Strike special bulletin.

® The overthrow of Philippines President Marcos, and the
political complexion of the Aquino government is examined.
Other international coverage includes the first of two ar-
ticles after a visit to Nicaragua by Bill MacKeith, and
coverage of Poland and Bollvia.

® The fight against women’s oppression is highlighted in
articles on the “‘trial”" of obstetrician Wendy Savage: the
need for a campaign on cervical cancer; and an account of
the oppression of women in what some on the left still
regard as ""revolutionary’’ lran.

#® The history of the Trotskyist movement is discussed by
Tony Richards in a review of the new book Against the
Stream.

® The continuing crisis of the Workers' Revolutionary Par-
ty — whose paper has now published the Open Letter
printed in last December's SV — is analysed in an article by
JOHN LISTER.

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

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

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

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

Final copy date for this issue February 28. 1986
Printed by DOT Press (TU). Oxiord,
Published by Socialist Viewpaint,

BCM Box 3956, London WCIN 3XX.
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Editorial "FFF7T " =

Feathering their nests

PULL the other one — it's got bells on!

Who believes Tory government ministers any
more? Even those who swallowed Thatcher's
fanciful line on the sinking of the Belgrano have
balked at her obvious lying over the Westland
saga, the sudden embarrassing revelation of
plans to flog off BL truck and bus, Land Rover
and even Austin Rover cars production, and the
latest pathetic attempt to fiddle the unemploy-
ment figures downwards by another 55,000.

Ministerial statements have begun to carry as
much credibility as a Philippines election. And That-
cher herself seems to have embarked upon a
deliberate course of antagonising as many sections
of her former supporters as possible prior to the next
election, The insults and attacks have come increas-
ingly thick and fast:

@ Norman Fowler's social security plans will leave
almost every person in the country warse off;

® Students have been hit by new DHSS
regulations;

® The elderly and claimants have been denied extra
heating allowances in the second coldest February
this century;

® Pensioners have been insulted by a miserable

40p increase that will not buy a loaf of bread; pack is the weakness of the Kinnock leadership,
® Child allowance has been raised by only 10p — which has above all set itself the task of ditching
leaving it way below its level two years ago; Labour’s policies, witch-hunting and expelling the
® 400,000 teachers have been ignored in their left, and moving closer to the SDF programme.
long-running if half-cock campaign owver pay; A combination of a split anti-Tory vote, an uncon-
500,000 nurses and another 600,000 health vincing Labour “alternative’’ based on the old,
workers have been warned that any real pay in- discredited formulae, and a vicious, swash-buckling,
crease this year would mean even more NHS cuts; red-baiting "‘law and order”’ election campaign in the
® The new planned poll tax to replace rates will fall style of Tebbit and Archer might yet offer Thatcher
heaviest on the worse off and offer a bonanza cut in the chance of a third term. Clearly some Tories quail
rates for businesses and the stinking rich; at this prospect: many fear for their own seats.
® The proposed sale of BL to ''foreign’ bidders has Hence the succession of timid *'revolts’* by handfuls
raised nationalist hackles inside as well as outside of backbanch dissidents.
the Tory Party — over and above the scandal of the But the Tory “'wets" face an acute crisis of leader-
asset-stripping exercise that would inevitably follow. ship: none has emerged with a coherent alternative

So how does Thatcher plan to fight and win to Thatcher or the backbone to mount a serious
another election? Though profits are still rising, the challenge in what remains the most undemocratic of
pound strong, and the Stock Market is running riot parties.
with takeover fever, the prospects are of little Strangely enough, a similar weakness confronts
change in the record levels of unemployment. Labour's beleaguered hard left. All agree that Kin-

Having failed to deliver the promised economic nock is leading the way to what would at best be a
goods, Thatcher, like any shady street trader seeing grotesque re-run of the failed policies of the 1964
an enraged punter returning to demand a refund, and 1974 Labour governments. All agree that his
must work on the basis of ‘"take the money and witch-hunt must be opposed. Yet none of the hard
run.** left MPs has shown a willingness to challenge Kinn-

Hence the haste to complete a range of pro,ecis in- ock/Hattersley for the leadership: and few outside
cluding hell-for-leather privatisation of even more the Parliamentary Labour Party have even suggested
lucrative assets, further steps to demolish the that they should. Kinnock has not been slow to ex-
welfare state, signing the commitment to the Chan- ploit this weakness, increasingly compounded with
nal Tunnel, and handing out more tax cuts. pre-election “unity’’ fever.

But Thatcher has not entirely lost hope. Her trump Could it be, however, that the hard left are playing
card, despite the obvious and growing unpopularity a shrewd tactical game, simply biding their time for
of her government, is the emergence of the Alliance the right moment to mount their challenge to Kin-
as a lever to split the former Labour vote and prevent nock, some time after the next election?

a clear electoral showdown. And the Joker in the Pull the other one, comrade, it's got bells on!
[l s o R e o
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horses

By HARRY SLOAN

REAGAN just got in on the
act in time.

After his outrageous public

oof in which he sug?clad that
ighe corruption of the l.ipgo
elections had been “on th
sides”, he was finally Eln
by udvuorn to uh:mdan su .
port for the ?
discredited Fudlnand

With Reagan having boen ailanc-
ed, the US fall-back option was
swung into action. Il worked like
magic:

#® The information produced by the
US-funded and Church-backed elec-
toral monitoring organisation ‘Nam-
frel’ was relentlessly pushed in the in-
ternational mass media;

®US military aid to Marcos was
publicly cut off;

® Leading pro-US figures in the
Marcos military establishment —
Defence Minister Juan Ponce Enrile
and army chief Fidel Ramos — began
their "rebellion”, calling for public
support to help force Marcos to hand

over power to Cory Aquino whose

majority in the election had been rig-
ged into a claimed Marcos victory.

® The US-backed "rebellion” was
warmly supported by Manila's Ar-
chbishop, Cardinal Jaime Sin, urg-
ing people into the streets to defend
the rebel strongheld.

® As the realities of the situation
be?an to break upon the Philippines’
military — with the recognition that
the Pentagon cash subsidies would
only be available once Aquino was
installed — more and more army
units followed Ramos in opposing the
ailing, discredited old dictator.

The whole process, using a mix-
ed language of pacifism and
bourgeois democracy. succeeded
brilliantly in achieving a political
revolution in the Philippines. with
the entire capitalist state
machinery, !.n:u the armed
forces. i.nl:lr:l &!:i position i::
the italist on
strengt d; wi&m inﬂ“p::\l of

PHILIPPINES =

Reagan
switches

Aquino
for workers

the Church increased; and with the
militant guerrilla oppesition led b

the New Peoples y. and wit
the work class and its trade
unions p d temporarily out of
the picture.

In this sense, il is possible to see a
grain of truth in the apparently
bizarre statements from Moscow and
Eastern Europe insisting that the
whole Aquino challenge to Marcos
was a CLA plot. Following thaeir
habitual stance of being the very last
to oppose totlering and hated diec-
{atorships (remember Cambodia 1975
and [Iran), the Kremlin leaders
focussed their oppeosition on Aquino
and their support on Ferdinand Mar-

cos| They rushed to congratulate the
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no answer

old anti-communist on his election
“wictory" and complained of “evident
and open political interference from
Washington.”

The Soviet response is clearly not
simply based on the evident pro-US
sentiment shown by Cory Agquinoe,
her reactionary running mate (now
Prime Minister) Salvador Laurel, and
the upwardly-mobile new General
Fidel Ramos. It is also an altempt to
toady up to Marcos' own projected
image as a Philippine “nationalist”
leader; Marcos even made a point of
using anti-American slogans in his
alection campaign.

Marcos had swaggeringly
threatenad lo force remegotiations
with the USA over the giant military



*

bases at Subic Bay and Clark Field —
while knowing all to well that his main
credential in maintaining dictatorial
contraol in the Philippines was that he
was Washingion's man driving the
military and gravy train.

Interestingly Marcos is not by any
means the first reactionary anti-
communist leader to be grovelled to
as a "pationalist” by Moscow: one
sarly infamous example was Cuban
dictator Fulgencio Batista in the late
1930s; since the war a similar stance
has been taken lo a succession of
Arab, African and Latin American
leaders.

So what is the significance of the
change of government in the Philip-
pines? Is it simply a hands-down vic-
tory for the imperialists, repolishing
the facade of "democracy” after the
battering it received from Marcos?

Clearly not: Heagan and the US
establishment would much have

referred the old dictator they

new and loved to continue to keep
the lid on Philippines tics. But if
he was to lose control they had to
have an adequate alternative
capitalist government to take his
lace: Washington hos learned
d and bitter lessons from iis
ilasco following the abrupt col-
lapse of sponsored regimes:

®in C where Batista ab-
dicated on the last night of 1958;

®in Iran. with the collapse of the
Shah;

®in Nicaragua with the deleat of
Somoza;

®#and Grenada with the abrupt
ousting of the Gairy regime in 19‘?];-

Aquino's candidacy offered the US
the chance to prepare a fall-back op-
tion with genuine mass supporl,
enlisting the enlire radicalised mid-
dle class for an anti-communist,
reformist campaign for bourgeois
democracy.

Aquine's political inexperience isa
positive advantage for the USA — as
is her family background, as owners
of one of the world's largest private
sugar planations and central figure in
the Marcos system of “crony
capitalism”.

Her cousin is a key monopoly
operator in the lucrative coconut, ce-
ment and brewing industries. Cory
Aquing, the "53-year old housewifa”
is nol so much pro-capitalist as a
capitalist herself. Her courage in the
face of Marcos' intimidation was
however reinfored by a genuine swell
of popular support for a democratic
alternative, as shown by her mass
election rallies.

But she is no radical. Backed up by
the unsavoury Salvador Laurel, who
has boasted that he would run the
ghow as Prime Minister, and by a mix-
ed bag of 50 “liberal” and not-so-
liberal advisors, Aquino from early in
the campaign hedged on her inital
pledges to remove the US bases; of-
fered an economic programme little
different from that of Marcos; and

General Romos aond Delence Minister
Enrile — gquick fo change sides.

angled for a foothold among “reform-
ing" army officers by promising ic
dilch some of Marcos' old guard of
generals. She has also suggested she
might lift Marcos' vicious anti-union
laws and even seek a ceasefire in the
guerrilla struggle

But there is little prospect of any
drastic changes. The reasons are
clear encugh:

®The economy is wrecked, $24
billion in debt to the IMF and
Western bankers and having actually
shrunk by 10% in the past two years.
Aquino will see only capitalist solu-
tions to this crisis — and they will be
impossible to achieve if trade unions
are allowed freely to defend their
members.

® The military machine — Marcos'
power base — is intact — with Ramos
and Enrile still in charge. They want
increased US aid, and are using the
civil war against the NPA as the ex-
cuse for demanding it. A ceasefire is
therefore unlikely — unless the NPA
take the lead in surrendering.

®The Communist Party, the most
militant unions and the guerrillas
were not drawn into the Aquino cam-
paign, though they did not vigorously
fight for their own line of an electoral
boycott. This political independence
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was nol entirely of their making.
Repeated advances to Aquino and of-
fers of assistance in exchange for
ministers were firmly rebuffed.

But in the absence of serious con-
cessions to the demands of Philippine
workers and peasants, thess lorces
will continue to gain ground and pose
a real threat to the new government.

One reason for US concemn at the
corruption of the Marcos regime was
its evident inability to defeat the
guerrillas. There is little reason to
believe that essentially the same army
will have any more success now, in
the aftermath of the old dictator's
widely welcomed downlall.

®Even in the unlikely event thal
Aquino and her bourgeois advisors
did decide toc make major conces-
sions to the mass movement, they
would be faced with the cbstacles of a
Parliament still sewn up with a ma-
jority of Marcos supporters installed
by the last exercise in ballot rigging.
The only ways to escape this strail-
jacket would be to resort to Marcos-
style rule by decree, or to invoke
mass support lo challenge to validity
of the Parliament, and force a new
alection. It seems more likely that the
Aquino government — which has no
interest in fundamentally challenging
the status quo of Philippines
capitalism — will simply take those
measures which can be achieved
within the existing constraints.

®#Most importantly, we must
remember that however cynically
they have since been used, the

["events in the Philippines were not

simply stage-managed from
Was on: they were the out-
come of a worsening balance of

forces which had i.nml.l.'!ﬁly
threatened Marcos since 1983, The

rising strength of the trade union
struggle in the cities. the guerrilla
offensive in the coun de, and
the growing grou ell of
democratic opposition was making
it impossible for the USA's first
choice to hold the line.

All these forces will be strengthen-
ed by Marcos’ downfall: they will
press forward with their demands,
and will now be cpposed by the op-
position of yesterday, by the Church
and by US imperialism.

The key issue {for FPhilippines
workers and peasanis is therefore the
extent to which they can build
fighting organisations pelitically in-
dependent of the bourgecisie,
capable of taking up the fight for
jobs, land reform, housing , wages,
democratic rights and for an end to
the US military bases.

Thaming the hn;xu of tlls; 1986
ebruary Revolution”, explaining
the reasons why it will not achieve
the demands of the masses., and
lightl;j to organise the fight
of the workers will be vi
to the construction of a revolu-
tionary Marxist leadership in the
Philippines.
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NPA guerrillos potralling : they are the real oppoaition.

Collapse of a strongman

Holding a bloody nose

By BOB HURST

THERE is a doctine of American
Foreign Policy called the "Hold
your Nose Doctrine”, This says
that the US will support any
“Authoritarion”, i.e. Right
Wing. regime against "Com-

munism”, especially “Interna- .

tional Communism” no matter
how noxious and bloody that
regime may be.

The problem for such a doctrine
is that people of the countries con-
cerned will lmﬁtl tolerate their
gangster reg Or 8Ver.

About a year ago the US realised
that the Godiather of the Philip-

ines, Ferdinand Marcos, was

ding the same way as their
previous clients in Iran and
Nicaragua. Marcos had been a
IGWIE; of imperialism for many
ears and the US has two vital
in the Philippines. Subic
naval base and Clark Field air
Though the US d
@ was ed to
put u:g with the Hmcﬁ.mlm-'t
vote rigging. graft and political ter-
ror in return for the use of these
bases tion to Marcos was

gtwt'un. opposition was com-

Marcos — faking the Samora rood,

pounded by the effects of the world
capitalist crisis on a third world
agrarian national like the Philip-
pines. As in many such countries
there has been no land reform.
which has meant that this crisis has
ruined many peasant and small
farmers.

Many of the sugnr estates are
also closed. with the workers
destitute. This is compounded b
the corruption of the regime whi

has given three of Marcos’ cronies a
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d.'l'h?nmnlt!n{fthln has been the
velopment of an insurgen
which the has tried ‘IE
repress with typical “Autheritar-
ion” measures. i.e. murder and ter-
ror. Union organisors in the sugar
industry have been murdered and
imprisoned.

worried the US was the
feeling that the Marcos regime can
not win this war that is developing.
Their response was to put pressure
on Marcos to clean up his act by
holding an early election.

This was more a a gesture than a
real threat. There is a Filipino
saying that "It is not the voting that
counts. it is the counting that
counts.” E one knew that the
election would be rigged by Mar-
cos, that didnt matter to the US.
The point was that Marcos would
appear to have the support of the
Filipino people. making US sup-
port against the insurgency more
r .

In addition there were no real op-
ponents to Marcos. In a system
dependent on grait. the “opposition
politicians” or “political leaders”
are frequently unsuccessful com-
petitors in the business of govern-
ment. In the Philippines they were
mutually suspicious, each putting
forward their own claim as the per-
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son who could unite the country
against the threat of “communism",
which Marcos could not do.

The complication to this system
was the emergence of Corazon
Agquino as the one politician who
had a national appeal and hence
the one politician who could
realistically challenge Marcos.
Corazon is the widow of the paoliti-
cian Benigno Aquine who was
murdered at the instigation of Mar-
cos in 1983.

Until his death Benigno was
another opposition politicioan who
had fallen out with lf:ragima after
being one of the youngest provin-
cial governors and senators. He
wenl into exile in the US and it was
on his return in 1983 that he was
murdered at Manila Airport. At this
point he ceased to be another op-
position politician and became a
political martyr. Corazon was able
to take on this mantle of martyrdom
and the status of a widow seeking
vengeance. In the months leading
up to the election Aquino became a
realistic challenger to Marcos,
even thought the election was go-
ing to be rigged and Marcos was
planned to win. It was and he did:
but not convincingly encugh to per-
suade his US sponsors could
survive.

It is important to remember that
this was a contest belween
bourgecls politiclans in a
bourgecis arena. It represents a
split within the bourgecisie as to
how best to defeat the insurgency
and how capitalism can survive in
the Philippines. It is this that has
%rgunmd such a problem to the

The election was not designed to
replace Marcos but to give him a
veneer of respectability. Aquine
was not the main opponent: the in-
surgents are. As Reagan has said,
the bases are more important than
everything else.

Recognising the situation as a
split in the ruling class Reagan at
first prum that the two settle
their ences and work
together. a prospect that was ac-
tually absurd. Aquinc’s threat of
civil disobedience was also worry-
ing 1o the US. since it seemed
unlikely her ramshackle political
movement could conirol prolonged
mass action, however limited be
their cbjectives,

All this explains the confusion in
US reactions to the situation. For
the working class it must recognise
that it has nothing in common with
bourgeois politicions like Aguino.
for all her heroism and Marcos’
repulsiveness. Any general strike
must be directed against the “op-
position” as well as the regime. It is
unfortunate that the insurgency
can nol provide the leadership
which such a strike needs. Other-
wise — at least for now — Marcos
may lose but capitalism will win.

BOLIVIA

Veteran Trotskyist arrested

Free Guillermo

Loral

ON January 29, 1986, the securi-
ty police in Bolivia arrested and
imprisoned Guillermo Lora,
leader of the Workers Revolu-
tionary Party (POR) and author
of the Bolivian Trade Union's
“"Pulacayo Thesis” (1946). Lora
was also the author of the basic
programme for the 1971 Peo-
ple’s Assembly in Bolivia.

The rightist government in Bolivia
hos returned to the political and
economic a the working
class and the trade unions which was
used during the period of military dic-
tatorship 1971-78.

The present riilg:tlﬂ governmeni of
President Paz enssoro  hos even
s on g R

lon wi W
rﬁl;‘l in pmn after the mililary coup in

The brutal economic policies con-
ducted by the rightist vernment
mean nothing but iner misery to

the majority of the Bolivian people.
Since the installation of this govemn-
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ment in July 1985, the inflation rate in
Bolivia hos reached 8.000% (as of
February 1986). while wages have stood
ot the same level as July 1985.

The trade unions onswered with a
genaeral strike. The government hit back
with a state of emergency and arrested
and deported more than 1,500 trade
union leaders.

The imprisonment of Guillermo Lora
is a direct continuation and new haight
in these onti-worker and anti-trade
union policies. The governmant is urﬂt

ths fine

that his crime is not
! .000) which. nc-:orglcn?:nqdn anti-
democratic electoral loew. the POR

should pay for receiving less than
50,000 votes in the July elections.
Bolivian workers need the support

and sclidarity of their comrades in this
hard and t situation. What they
need is:

#® Financial support for the campaign
to pay the fine and free Guillermo Lora.

®# Help In spreading information, for
example in trade union or other
publications.

® Other acts of solidarity. such as sen-
ding telegrams to President Victor Paz
Estenssoro in Bolivia demanding the
release of Guillermo Lora and other
trade union leaders still imprisoned.

Messages and donations should be
sent to:

Martin Alm,

Arbyg. 3A. Bir.

6323 45 Eskilstuna

Sweden.

/

Dynamite-toting Bolivian
miners in struggle in 1971,




“NICARAGUASs———— ..
$100m aid request for Contras

Is Reagan going for

- broke?

THE sheer scale of the US
Government's offensive a
Central America should alert
all internationalists. I Con-

agrees President
gl:q‘;u:n's $100m aid package to
the Honduran-based Nicara-
guan counterrevolutionaries,
this will the total official
US aid to the contras quthorised
in the years 1981-85.

The Nicaraguan government
estimates that in addition In 1983-5
ten times as much ($1 billlon) has
been donated through private
sources in the form of military equip-
ment, intelligence aid, logistical sup
port and military infrastructure for
the coniras. If this is the case, it
seems likely that at least some of the
total is “laundered” US government
aid.

The conira forces comprise only
some 7,000-10,000, based mainly in
the bordering Honduran departments
of El Paraise and Choliteca. They are
chiefly former National Guards of the
Somoza dictatorship overthrown in
1979. Others are based in the frontier
areas of Costa Rica.

Having failed in their attempt to
"liberate” border areas permanently,
the so-called "Nicaraguan
Democratic Force" (FDN), Miskite
MISURA, and "Democratic Ravolu-
Honary Alliance” (ARDE) now
operate in small groups in the Interior
GFﬁﬂlE-pﬂpU]ﬂlE’d central and eastern
Nicaragua. They aim to avoid en-
counters with the Sandinista People's
Army (EPS) and attack civilians,
schools, health centres, bridges,
ports, co-operative and other farms,
and warehouse and processing plants
for agricultural produce.

From 1981 to mid 1985, the
Nicaraguan government estimates
there have been B,662 victims of con-
fra aggression In roughly equal
numbers of dead, wounded and kid-
napped. (150,000 would be a propor-
tionate figure in the UK). More than

50,000 Nicaraguans, mainly in
border areas in the north have been
displaced by attacks by the lorces
armed, trained, equipped and advis-
ed by the US Government in Hon-
duras and the USA.

By BILL MACKEITH, recently returned from a
month-long trip to Nicaragua

Heogan: pressure an governments.

claims over 8,000 casualties on the
contros in the same period. Although
rﬂnvﬂrnment tigures show no let-up in
the number of military engagements
and attacks on civilian targets, the
brigades of pald workers and
volunteers who are now completing
the coffee harvest (or corfe) in the
hills of the north — teachers, schoal-
children, students and interna-
tionalists among them — are working
in areas where there has been no
picking for two years. This reflects
the contro failure to seize permanent
control. Conversely, there is increas-
ed confra activity in the southern
departments of Zelaya Sur, Chon-
tales, Boaco and Rio San Juan.

The Nicaraguans appear o be
holding the contra threat in check.
The disunity of the contra leadership,
despite US efforts to set up a unified
command, contrasts with the continu-
ing broad mebilisation in defence of
the democratic revolution and hard-
won  independence from US
domination.

As well as the EPs (2 years’ national
service), reserve batallions (some, in
the cities, of those who have done
their two years) and the militia based
on the local Sandinista Defence Com-
mittees or workplaces, all have light
weapons to da[Emd the gains made
since the 1979 revelution. Local

villages against contro attacks.

Workplaces such as state cotton
farms, co-operatives and factories
have their own militia detatchments
of workers, The Sandinista unions
have representatives responsible for
recrultment into the militia.

Another aspect of ClA/contra
strategy {o overthrow the Sandinista
government (elected by a large ma-
jority in 1984) is the attempt to open
an FDN "internal front” of sabotage,
bombing and assassinations in the
cities.

In January, a group of five people,
arrested in possession of explosives
and arms, was presented at a press
conference in Managua. Four admit-
ted involvement with such a plan: the
fifth, a CTN union leader, denied in-
volvement. (The small, divided CTN
is affiliated to the anti-communist
World Confederation of Labour)

Econcmic sabotage on a grand scale

is iFaﬁ of US government sirategy.
he price paid by the Nicaraguans

for their determined resistance of the

YOU CAN HELP MA
OR YOU CAN

Nicaraguan government | militias are instrumental in defending “ E '
—ll - =
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COSTA RICA

US aggression is very high. Owver
45% ol the budget now goes on
defence, In addition to the confras’
campaign of burning schools and
health cenires, the soaring expen-
diture on defence threatens the
mainienance of improved health and
education services. “"Survival” rather
than any further improvement is the
policy they have been forced inio.
The coniras’ campaign of destruc-
tion and terror links up with the US
government’s aggressive trade em
bargo (no spare parts for US-made
vehicles, for example; velo of loans
and other interference) to threaten a

£ ROSITA AN ORPHAN,
IURN THE PAGE.

EE CONTRAS, AND WE NEED YOUR HELP,

HELP. YoU SEE, SINCE CONGRESS CUT

'T MILITARY FUNDING WE VE BEEN

MONEY FROM PRIVATE SOURCES.

- FOR GUNS. AND GRENADES. AND MINES,
JE ALREADY KILLED MANY PEOPLE.
1 VILLAGE MILITIAS,WHO SUPPORT A
yE DON'T LIKE.PEOPLE LIKE ROSITA'S
. WOULDNT IT BEASHAME To

STOP NOwW?

e e e T TR PR T TR T T T

A M! HeLP! I WANT THE WEAPONS
- NATION PAYS FOR To CREATE A%

P vy E NI DOMAT
; IRL ORPHAN [IWRERE I7S NEFDED LEAST
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Sandrmsm militio member defends finofega border area.

maijor dislocation of Nicaragua'a flim-
sy economy. In this way Reagan
hopes to create conditions for disalf-
fection and a real “internal front” of
opposition to the Sandinistas.;
owever in a January wisit
(restricted to the more heavily
populated Pacitic zones) [ could see
no signs of serious shortage of basic
{oods and clothing. Much more pro-
minent again is the threat by the USA
of a direct military intervention by
American troops from the air, by sea
and from land bases in Honduras,

Cwer 70,000 US troops have par-
ticipated in manceuvres in Honduras
in the last five vears. There are 2,500
US troops permanently stationed
there, and the present "Terencic
Sierra” manoeuvres in Honduras will
involve at least 10,000 US troops over
the coming 4-5 months.

New bases, airstrips, army depots,
camps and major road works to link
the north coast ports with the capital
Tecucigalpa and areas bordering
Micaragua have turned Honduras in-
to a US military stronghold in Central
America and possible staging post for
an invasion of Nicaragua.

Several hundred more US troops
are carrying out preparations on a
smaller scale in Costa Hica to the
South. The de-neutralisation of what

was the “Swilzerland of Central
America” is well advanced.
When US Secretary of State

George Schultz attended the in-
auguration of the new Honduran
President Azcona in January, air
lanes to Tecucigalpa were closed to
all but US military aircraft: and US
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helicopters patrolled the capital. US
armed forces chiel Admiral Rowe
earlier in the month visited the Hon-
duran military and the conirg
leaders.

Further symptoms of the US ar-
rogance in the region came on
lanuary 8, when a US warship un-
precedentedly shelled positions of
FMLN liberation forces in El Salvador
where the querrillas were threatening
troops of President Duarte. And in
Panama, 1,500 US troops are em
barked on a month's "Kinder Liberty”
axsrcises.

With this response to the Con
tadora peace proposals of the Latin
American governments, President
Reagan clearly intends to pressurise
the newly-elected Presidents of Costa
Rica, Honduras and Guatemala to
take an even more hostile line to the
Sandinista leaders in Nicaragua and
step up the threat of direct US in-
tervention hinted at during his four-
hour wictory wisit to recolonised
Grenada,

But the government and people of
Nicaragua are in a much stronger
position both militarily and politically
than was Grenada prior to the US
invasion.

Neither does the USA have a local
alternative leadership in Nicaragua
with any credibility. The leading
political role being played on an in-
ternational level by Archbishop
Cbando of Managua in support fo the
contras merely serves to expose this
gaping hole in Reagan's strategy to
oust the Sandinistas.

To be continued next issue,



‘Health chiefs pruce
strikebreakers’ checklist

RUPERT Murdoch may have
made the headlines with his
strikebreaking plans at the Sun:
but health autherities are in-

creasingly keen on preparing to
confront trade union action.

& confidential battle plan drawn up last
autumn by general managers in the E:m‘h
Wesl region (covering Manchester and
Lancashire) sums up the new thinking
among NHS chiefs.

Entitiled “"Responses 1o the threat or ac-
tuality of industrial action”, the document
ssts out an objective of coordinated
"reglon-wide consistency” in the face of
strikes. Managers are urged to prepare for
"propaganda  battles” by establishing
reliable media contacts and the appoint-
ment of firms of public relations
consuliants,

he managers gloat over their assess-
ment of the altermath of the miners sirike
"management firmness pays off”; they re-
joice in the fact that with mass
unemployemn! “job - losses are lsared™:
and they baelieve that among health
workers there 12 "no support for grand

sirategies or widespread industrial
action”.
While it is certainly true that some

leaders in health unions have shied away
from industrial action since the miners'
strike began, last summer did see a

massive campaign of rolling strike action
involving thousands of hospital workers in
the North East score a major victory over
privatisation in Sunderland
The managers are equally plesased at
the enlarged role of management:
“Introduction of general management

-

lunction has favoured a lirm, decisive
managemant stance, bolh lowards
privatisation and industrial action.”

The new get-tough policy is summed up
under the heading “general measures

ainst stafl taking industrial action”
These include:

® Written and verbal warnings to staii
on “the consequences of in-
dustrial action”.

® Threats to sack workers who refuse
to give written assurances of normal

® Soo domages from unions

!hrnughii:h“ll courts “where losses to NHS
or goods occurs”™,

m in private contraciors “Ex-
clusively with non-NHS staff” to break
strikes where stafl are in dispute over
compaetitive tendering.

® Suspending the contracts of sup-
pliers whose drivers refuse to cross
picket lines.

Plans lo undermine indusirial action in-
clude discouraging district-wide joint
union meetings; direct management com-

X
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junior management, and discouraging
meetings with unions that cover more than
one jssue,

Meanwhile, the general objective is to
prepare a sirike breaking force (or, as the
document puls it, "alternative labour™). "It
is essential thal senior managemert are
seen to paticipate” in the scabbing.
However managers are urged notl to get
carried away with their enthusiasm ?:ur

"Managerial willingness to carry out

strikebraaking:

non-managerial tasks could possibly be
counter-productive: some staff will be
more willing fo take part in industrial ac
tion if they are secure in the knowledge
that someone else will maintain essential
services.”

No shortage of scabs is expected:

“Oither slali may almost welcome the
challenge of devising ways to keep the ser
vice going (1)"

Chillingly the document states that in
the event of strike action, use of the armed
forces (s “possibla”,

Management are advised to respond to
occcupations by seeking courl orders
rather than attempting to eject cccupiers:
this can be seen as the pattern in hospital
occupations at 5t Leonards, South Londen
Hospital for Women and most recently
Neasden Hospital.

The document also casts a useful
sideligh! on the realities of competitive
tendering and the cld technique of "divide
and rule”. It admits that:

“Unions see little reason to cooperate
in competitive tendering procedures
becouse either NHS staif will lose the
contract. or to win it they will have to
accept pay reductions and job losses.
The net result is the same (I)"

To ensure thal seciion managers hold
the line for competitive tendering rather
than opting to join with their workioree in
delending existing standards, the report
insists that management jobs be protected:

that of services
which may be the subject of a suc-
cessful outside tender have an assured
management task, including the main-
toining of stondards of servies
provision.”

So while ancillary jobs are axed by the
dozen, mansgers wiﬁ feel sure they and
their salaries ar quite safe.

The managers also supply an interesting
list in order of importance of the services
“most at risk” thorugh industrial action. Tt
is worth remembering thai they consider
telephone services, delivery of food, cater-
ing, laundry and meovement of patients to
be more important than cleaning, urgent
repairs, sterilising in central depariments
or supplies of drugs.

The hard line of the NW region report is
no exception. [t is based on an elaboration
of the guidelines sent oul to all DHAs in
1979, taking into account the current
situation.

Hospital workere should be wamed:
management are linking lorces — il
uniions do not do the same, they face
serious danger of defeat.




Soft left cracks up as

Kinnock cracks down

By KEVIN FLACK

THE Labour Party National Ex-
ecutive Committee has
declared open wariare on
socialists within its own ranks.:
Iu rocont decision to proceed with
I.I.uurL:;ﬂan against 15 Militant

comes as part
ol a mu'untln mh admittedly

unco-ord — series dﬂ'ﬁ hunts
a socialists acroas country.
muecmd are 1o be called balore
“hearing” — but anyone who
1hn the Liverpool inguiry was
x?nq buta Empruu court is l'ﬂ'ﬂlull'
nuiu o
“l]dhr pdnhd out after the
HEE mesling on the BEC's Himiyhl
programme. when the Enquiry was
up. it was to investigate uﬂ-g-d
mmpﬁ-tﬂln' unconstitutional
behaviour to corruption and even
criminal offences: with this kind of
motivation, securing the backing of the
soft left was easier. As Eric Helfer
pointed out, il the discip action
has been pro because of the minor
constitutional irregularities thot were
found, whrhl'lg'npaudiumh-thh
action a t some of the District
Party cers?

That Michael Meacher and Audrey
Wise voted for the inguiry butl oginst
th' hw!:& lhuwll:n inm:f.lhh lack of

of the way the righ
upm No one should have unym‘

sions that the “hearing” will lead 1o ex-
pulsions — including those of elected
Councillors

Militant have a sirong enough base in
ing and i of imp ta-
tion. They also have the chance to build
a broad- campaign against the
witch-hunt with other
organisations and individual socialists
within the Party.

It is likely. however. that they will
prefer to use th-eaglml.inmh—lik-

in

they
dif — to block the expulsions. Any tem-
porary success through the
{remember it failed at the time of the
expulsion of their Editorial Board) is no
victory in the labour movement. Hi
Court battles between highly
lawyers are no substitute for mob
tion within the Party and the Unions.
To call on the Tory Courts to seitle o
dispute within the movement !t‘uuk‘
g in manaogement fo seitle a
rocruiiment dispuie between two
uniumknuwkpluu We should be
the total failure of British
C-oummu ld any real ce for the
as we di

It would easy. however, to de-
nounce the use of the courts and then sit

back and watch the witch-hunt gather

pace. We must not do that. Working
through the umbrella group of the left,
Labour Left Co-ordination, and lis
Witch Hunt News. Socialist
lewpaint is helping to raise awareness
of the extent of the witch hunt (see
5V10) and the H.ghtbu:kmﬂdnm it.
The NEC under K ‘s Tli-dqm
have shut down the Liverpool District
Labour Party until alter the May Coun-
cil elections. On top of the recent Old
Sh':un Liverpool Iqr—-hcuﬂm deleat, and
t expulsion of such
shows t.lm-t innock is wor to ensure
Labour loses control of the to
the Liberal-Tory coalition that put it in
its present mess!
last thing he wants to see elected
is sither a Labour Council committed to
fighting the Tories or a Labour Council
committed to defending Militant. A
widespread purge of Militant sup-
will be much easier once
ave lost the influence that comes

Ca:; leading pesitions on Liverpool

ﬁ-t&nmwh by the left

in Liverpool

sany u-p-ll-dm:ﬂhru Council

candidate g in May should re-
candidet

paign — cular
Ih.puﬂ:lﬂithmnn—!':r“huuldht:
determined by either the District Labor
Party continuing to meet. or by a com-
mittee elected from each of the
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sthe full time crganisers that are to be
brought in to replace the District Labour
Party should not be allowed any control
over the publicity put out during the
elections;
ulsions of individual members
recognised by their branches

Attacks on Liverpool's GMBU and
TGWU union branches — merely
becouse Militant have won a majority
in most of them — should be resisted
throughout thoss unions and not be
allowed to remain just a Liverpool mat-
ter. Underlying
ture the Li Diﬂridhbuurl‘m
is the attempt 1o reduce the influence of
hw&ﬂ—hmﬁm.:]h
very people who are working to imple-
maont the Council’s policies (so much for
workers’ controll).

The same style of District Labour Par-
s b ThS Doy ey ot oo P
say in pao of the P -
is of course mtmﬂnﬂmu:goul
but is common especially in the North of
Enhn]unii.ﬂhhu-dmd same princi-

as compaosition of Constituency-
Ede-nlm'lCﬂmmlM

It is no coincidence that the attacks
on the trade union input into the District

Labour P tormed a part of the
dossier on Liverpool uced by the
Labour Committes (a

W itsali lnclng splits since the
amidst denunclations in its
pcpruboanmﬂuihutlhnLQGm

“Raving Jout the guiments within the

lirnl:tuu it is only h a
drmtlmilynliuodmmiclhhnw



that the one-time “left” of the LCC and
the forces of the right and centre can
hope to gain control of the leadership of
the Party in Liverpoal.

It is worth restating that the main
reason why Kinnock is stepping up the
witch-hunt ot this time (it is, after all, 3

were axpelled) is to silence internal op-
mh&-mwhm&wﬂ

That, they . will provide room lor
a peaceful of socialist policies
and the real of an allionce

with the SDP/Liberals after the Elec-
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PAUL Whetton, a militant
hamshire miner

function strongly despite a
:::]orlity of the scab UDM in
the pit.

The pit struck in his support
— including many members of
the UDM.

The sacking marks a
departure even for the NCB's
hard line policy. In a panic
move to p up the declining
UDM, tion was sacked for
ﬂﬂing a nn:;c: on the board

vertisin next meeting
of the Nl]'ﬂ branch. He was

NUM militant
victimised

given the choice of resigning
as branch secretary or being
sacked,

The creation of a new
right wing leadership

By BILL PETERS

THE swing to the right which
has taken place since the defeat
of the miners’ strike has af-
fected most of the labour
movement. The TUC has drop-
ped its opposition to the anti-
union laws and shrunk from
disciplining the EETPU over its
role in Wapping. Many of the
individual unions have swung
to the right and in the Labour
Party Kinnockism has grown
and strengthened and the
witch-hunt against Militant is
in full swing.

Although the willingness to fight is
still present amongst rank and file
workers, and strikes are still taking
place, this situation is having an ei-
fect at shop floor level, particulaily
amongst local leaderships where the
argument that “strike action always
fails” — a line handed down from top
levels in almost every union — has
had an effect.

This process has expressed itself in
a particularly virulent way in the
Bustin Rover Assembly Plant in
Cowley, which has for decades been
a bastion of militant trade unionism
and political struggle.

Two years ago there was an impor-
tant change in the leadership of the
TGWU in the plani. Bob Fryer, who
had been the convenor for almost 25
years, was defeated by Ivor Braggins
— a militant left wing shop steward.
Fryer had been seen by most of the
left as running out of steam. He in any
case had only three years to retire-
ment and the matter of an adequate
replacement had to be confronted.

vor Braggins had been a shop
steward on the assembly tracks for
almost 20 years, had an excellent
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Marcos-style elections
come to Cowley

record and was a part of the far left in
the plant.

Moreover il was possible for a
challenger to defeat the existing con-
venor since a iradition had been
established in the plant of
meticulously conducted democratic
ballot procedures. This was in mark-
ed contrast to the usual situation in
the unions where those who control
the balloting procedures almost
always win.

Braggins' election was seen as a
victory for the left. Not because Bob
Fryer had been right wing, far from
it, but because the result continued
the traditions of militancy which had
been established in the plant in the
late 1950s and the early 1960s.

Two years later, Ivor Braggins has




gone completely over flo the right
wing. The results have been
dramatic. Last year was hailed by
management as the first strike-free
year in the Cowley Assembly Plant
for 30 years. Braggins has gone to the
local media to tell workers that
management attitudes were improv-
ing, and that they are now "talking to
us and not at us.”

Mor has it stopped there, Assoon as
opposition emerged to his new line of
collaboration, Braggins launched a
witch-hunt on the left. Two militant
left wingers, Alan Thornett and Bob
Cullen, both victimised and sacked
by management cver the past three
years, are being driven out of the
TGWU branch for daring to call a
right winger a right winger.

The details of this evolution have

Cowley strike 1983: Broggins (insef) has
switched from “left” to “right” in 2 years.

some implications for the movement
as a whole.

After Braggins was elected there
was general agreement amongst the
left on immediate priorities. The shop
floor movement had been almost
destroyed by repeated and sustained
attacks on it from bath the TGWU of-
ficials and the management, par-
ticularly during the Michael Ed-
wardes ara. The emphasis had to be
on strengthening the trade union
structures in the plant and rebuilding
the shop stewards movement.

Agreement al that level, however,
meant very litlle since in practice it
could be interpreted as meaning
almost anything. Indeed it scon
emerged that the way Braggins saw
rebuilding the movement was to
avoid strikes or any other lorm of ac-
tion at all costs.

The first clear expression of this
was when Braggins conspired with

management o break an overlime
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ban imposad by the membership over
low bonus earnings.

Braggins had not wanted the over-
time ban anyway, but it had been im-
posed by two militant mass meetings.
Production was disrupted because of
the lack of essential overtime in the
Paint Shop. Braggins called a shop
stewards meeting and pushed
through a resclution to exclude those
pnrlicularaﬁaople from the ban and
therelore wing the plant to run.
The resolution was to be recommend-
ed to a recall mass meeting.

At the mass meeting the resclution
was defected, overwhelmingly and
the ban continued. Braggins then
went into the paint shop and persuad-
ed the group concerned to dely the
mass meeting decision!

The activists were shocked. Bul
most of them shrank from drawing the
conclusion that Braggins had chang-
ed his spots. They preferred to give
him the benefit of the doubl and
hoped that it was a one-off mistake.

What we were seeing was the col-
lapse of a militant trade unionist once
he was elevated to a ition of
pressure and responsibilty without
either adeq‘uata :fchﬂmi equipmant

himself or isciplined marxisi
movement to qwa direction or act as
a counterweight to that development.

His aititude was better over the
wage claim in February 1985. But i
was a comparatively safe issue being
dealt with by national officials and
much easier to support.

In November 1984 management
had sacked Bob Cullen, a leit wing
activist and a TGWU deputy senior
shop steward. Even by Austin Rover
standards the sacking was
outragecus. He was sacked for an
alleged picketing offence which hap-
pened when he was nol even there.
Management eventually had to ac-
capt that it was a case of mistaken
identity, although they still refused to
reinstate him.

Brraggins was determined right from
the start that there would be no fight
over it. His attitude was "keep it qui
and rely on the discipline procedure
machinery”, He refused to mest the
membership or even have contact
with them over it, In the months dur-
ing which the case proceeded, he
never made a single public statement
about the case. If Bob Cullen had not
eventually publicised it himself, no
one would ever have known about it
Right up to the present day nol one
union statement has ever been issued
defending Bob Cullen. The only
statements issued, by the Trades
Council and Bob himself, were con-
demned by Ivor Braggins.

The only public statement Braggins
made — after the procedure was
finally exhausted — was that he
thought Bob Cullen would be going
to an Industrial Tribunal. And that
was before Braggins had discussed
the issue with the membership.

When he eventually met the
membership, 3 months after Bob




¢t less

Cullen was sacked, he did not even
meet Bob's own shift, but the opposite
shift. There was a shop stewards
mesting afier the procedure was ex-
hausted. But the resclution to it,
agreed with Bob Cullen on the
telephone the night before, and call-
ing for an immediate meeting with
Bob's own section the next day, was
altered by Ivor Braggins. He made it
specific, and delayed the
meeting for a further week. In this
way it forewarned management of ex-
actly what was going to happen and
gave them a chance to organise.

Throughout Braggins' first year of
office none of the measures which
were needed to rebuild the trade
union movement were taken. There
was no information to the member-
ship and hardly any shop stewards
meelings — except when mangement
wanted something.

When the left pushed for any form
of activity they were met by increas-
ing hostility from Braggins. Militants
were browbsaten and accused of be-
ing "agents of outside groups”. All of
these bureaucratic methods of opera-
tion were copied from Reg Parsons,
the extreme right wing convenor in-
stalled by TGWU officials in the mid
1970s, with the mission to “smash the
left in the plant”. Braggins himsell
had been persecuted in those days,
as a left winger.

Meanwhile the Braggins leader-
ship refused seriously to challenge to
management on anything. Workers
were sacked in increasing numbers
for not being able to keep up with the
pace management demanded on the
tracks.

By the second half of 1985 it had
become extremely difficult to see Ivor
Braggins as anything other than a
tiﬁ]ﬂ winger who was gelting worse
all the time.

The situation came to a head at the
end of the year when the TGWU twe
year period of office came to an end.
Elections were due for all positions;
shop stewards and convenors in the

plant and delegates to the higher

bodies of the union — the Regional
and National Committees and the
General Executive Council.

At the October meeting of the
TGWU Branch Iver Braggins and
Andy Brown, the Branch Secretary,
proposed an electoral pact with the
right wing in the Body Plant next
door. They would divide up the posi-
tions and campaign jointly for them.
With a single candidate they should
defeat the Coventry candidates who
are in the same electoral division.
Ivor Braggins was chosen as the can-
didate for the national executive.

The left could not be bound by
guch an arrangement. No sooner had
all this been fixed up than the new
right wing bloc discovered that there
was a second candidate from Oxford
for the General Executive — Tony
Richardson — a left wing shop
steward from the Body Plant. The
reacton was strong from both Ivor

Braggins and Andy Brown. They
branded it as a direct challenge to
Ivor Braggins which would be
regarded as an act of “total war”, Left
wingers replied that since it was now
clear that Ivor Braggins was now a
right winger, candidate from the laft
was .

The Braggins' response cams at the
November branch meeting. Alan
Thornett and Bob Cullen were barred
at the door. Brown announced that
they were in arrears of contributions.
Both had had special arrangements
for the payment of their union dues
started on the initialive of Andy
Brown since they had been victimis-
ed. Brown had now cancelled these
arrangements retrospectively,
withou! their knowledge and used
this to declare them in arrears! They

were both S50p in arrears: Brown
refused to take the monaey

At the same time Bra and
Brown began moves to disaffiliate the

TGWU branch from the Oxdord
Trades Council and all other "outside
bodies”.

They used the involvement of the
Trades Council in Irish sclidarity
work to justify their moves. (The peo-
ple change but the issues and
manoeuvres remain the same). They
sel up an inguiry into the “activities”
of the former d:{aqata‘s.

The response of the left was to
stand a candidate, Perry Cullen,
against Braggins as convenor. He
faced a difficult task but a stand
needed to be made.

As the series of elections have
taken place for all the various posi-
tions this has led to a systematic ero-
gion of the democratic balloting pro-
cedures established in the plant.

In the first balloting for the
General Executive Council and other
constitutional Committees, the
previous practice of having
scrutineers reflecting both can-
didates in the election was abandon-
ed. The scrutineers and all those ad-
ministering the election were sup-
mou of Iver Braggins. "Roving"”

ot boxes were introduced in order
that pressure for voing could be in-
creased in areas that had most sup-
port for Braggins. Mot even the
TGWU's wholely inadequate
balloting rules were carried out,
Membership cards were not checked
or stamped, and no record was kept
of who voted. Braggins got a huge
vote and is now on the national Ex-
ecutive of the union.

Complaints about ballot rigging
were at first ignored by the union on
the basis that indivudals do not have
the right to complain — only bran-
ches! Some kind of an investigation is
now taking place — which has all the
hallmarks of a whitewash.

When it came to the balloting for
convenor it was nol so bad. People
feal more strongly about it since it af-
fects them directly and ballol rigging
would be noticed more. Some

measures, such as limited “roving”
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Bob Cullen (beard) with pickels cutside

boxes were introduced to give Brag-
gins an advantage — but those who
cast votes were recorded — which
does give some safeguard.

Braggins won the eleclion, bul the
voting figures were significant. There
were over 700 voles less cast in the
convenors elections than the tolals
claimed in the one for the constitu-
tional committees! Since people feal
sirongly about who is convenor and
have little interest in who is on the
constitutional commitiees the dif-
ference must lie in the balloting
procedure.

It was in the final round of balloting
for the & deputy convenors where the
most outragecus moves were made. A
personal letter attacking cne of the
candidates — Perry Cullen, who had
stood against Braggins for both con-
venor and first deputy — was handed
to people as they voted by those ad-
ministering the election. I was on of-
ficial TGWU Region 5 headed
notepaper, and said the following:

“On Thursday F 20, day
and night shift will have the oppor-
tunity to determine by ballot from a
list of 11 shop stewards our choice
for 6 of them to become m
deputies for the 1986/87 e

period.

As you the membership in the re-
cent elections for Senlor and First
Deputy senior shop steward. so
decisively rejected the alternative
candidate I feel it is crucially im-

the plant &=




s, short-lived, pay sirike

ed in all aspects of trade union
work.

It is therefore essential that the
deputies who are elected are com-
mitted to fulfilling their legitimate
role. The candidate in this election
who has already been rejected by
;uu in the election for Senior Shop

teward and Deputy Senior Shop
Steward is standing for Deputy
Senior Shop Steward.

This raises the following cbvious
question: is he seeking election to
undermine the recently established
unity within the WU in this
plant? Or is it to represent the
views of the non TG members
who issued the recent unrepresen-
tative and ‘g'rml'jr inaccurate
leaflets at the factory gates?”

Nothing could be more clearly cor-
rupt and againsi all democratic
norms than atiacking a candidate in
the name of the union, although on
past record it will be hard for anyone
to get a complaint upheld.

There is an obvious reason why the
right wing are prepared o go to such
excesses. Un recent experience they
are entitled to assume that they will
be protecied from above as long as
they are attacking the left. While the
right wing at Regional level are
welcoming these new “converts” info
the fold with open arms, they are go-
ing to be very reluctant lo criticise
them.

The problem in the TGWU is thal
rules covering balloting procedures
appear designed to allow this kind of

thing. Bulk consignments of unmark-
ed, unnumbered ballot papers are
sent to Branch Secretaries with a form
on which to record the result and
send it in. Ballot-rigging is endemic
in the union. To their shame the left
has never taken the problem serious-
ly, and many left wing candidates
cyncially fit in with this aspect of the
“gystem”,

This has changed to some extent in
the most recent balloting for Trade
Group representatives on the Ex-
ecutive, which is taking place at the
moment. Unfortunately this change
comes not through pressure from the
rank and file — which has always
been ignored on the matter — but
from reactionary Tory legislation!
Even then there are no signs that
there will be any signiticant ongoing
change.

The Andy Brown/lvor Braggins
syndrome of one-time militants col-
lapsing to the right when being
elevatled lo positions of influence is
unfortunately nothing new for the
Marxist movement.

The problems of constructing a
consistently revolutionary tradition in
the British labour movement with any
real influence in sections of the work-
ing class, and trying to give leader-
ship under the difficult conditions of
the capitalist crisiz are enormous.
The extent to which the still small and
isclated forces of Trotskyism can pro-
vide support and enforce discipline is
necessarily limited. It iz true that
there will always be renegades from
the Marxist tradition. There are the
adverse conditions faced by the Trol-
skyist movement. The pressures from
the employers and the labour move-

ment right wing exploit every
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weakness of the individual.

Al the same lime renegade ex-
militants are consciusly used by the
right wing. You have to lock no fur-
ther than Jock Haston who became an
"aducation” officer for the EETPU.
Or limmy Reid, one-time leader of
the Upper Clyde Shipbuilders “wark-
in"”, who left the Stalinists and who is
now used regularly by the media to
witch-hunt the laft. Or the way Heg
Parsons was used and manipulated by
T&E officials in Oxford and the
Midlands

That there have been so many
renegades, however, is connected to
the political crisis of the Trotskyist
movement in the post war period.
Outside of a prerevolutionary situa-
tion and real development in the
working class requires the consistent
application of Marxist programme
and principle over a prolonged
period of time, The movement has not
been able to provide this. Where
atempts have been made they have
been frustrated by opportunist adap-
tations to the mentality of the militants
(theorised as “rank and filism" by the
SWP, or the “follow your leader”
politics of Socialist Action) or stangl-
ad by sectarianism as with the
SLL/WRP,

The resclution of the political crisis
of Marxism has an immediate every-
day relevance. A new development
of Marxism has to take place which
can confront the betrayals of
Stalinism and Social Democracy. A
leadership is needed which can base
itself in the working class and arm
militanls with the political con-
fidence, analysis and support to
enable them to give leadership under
the most difficult conditions.




medical hierarchy

WHY WENDY
SAVAGE MUST

WIN

By a Special Correspondent
The row is really not aboul Wendy
?Bsmmm Wmdyn;'i:mﬁ: Savage; it iz aboul Community

in full view of the press
and media on the morning of
February 3rd. It was b as
an inquiry. but the chair of the
“three wise men" summed it up
when he said in reply to a com-
ment from Tower Hamlets
Health Buthority’s counsel
“Wendy Savage is the only per-
son on trial here today.”

Wendy Savage was attempiing to
make the NHS a bit more responsive
to the users, in this case women; she
was fighting for better services and
for a decrease in the use of h
technology in births where the
women did not particularly want it
(when they did, they got it) and that is
what choice is all about. She is also
the only consultant at the London
Hospital who does not have any
private practice.

She is not a radical left wing

socialist. But she is a strong and vocal

campaigner for women's rights in
health care. In his opening remarks
the DHA barrister said this case is not
about "a male establishment and a
women orientated movement.” But,
that is exactly what it is about.

Wendy Savage's case is by now
fairly well known. It revolves around
five chosen cases where the health
authority, the puppet for the powertul
Prof. Grudzinkas, charged Wendy
Savage with incompetence. Her sup-
porters, including some eminent
obstetricians, say that any dooctor
could be charged similarly with five
specifically chosen cases.

The way in which this case has
been handled highlights the gross
deficiencies in the way the medical
gide of the NHS is run and ad-
ministered. It is the result of the worst
of the web of the "old boys" network
which Consultants are so good at
waaving.

Obstetrics and giving women a
choice in birth methods. Before Wen-
dy Savage, Peter Huntingford fought
the same battle arguing for and prac-
ticing community obstetrics. He was
not suspended or sacked — he
resigned. Savage took up the fight
and is now in the ring defending both
her own pmiauinnﬁ reputation and
also a service whch Tower Hamlets
women are demanding is kept and
expanded.

Tower Hamlets is one of the most
deprived boroughs in the country,
Housing conditions are bad,
unemployment is about 16%. The
health services have suffered severe
cuts administered by the usual group
of white males who either live in the
leaty glades of Essex or in the posh
new developmenits in Docklands.
They do not bear the consequences of
the cuts they make. The infant mor-
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Wendy Savoge

tality rate is high because of the
deprivation of social conditions.

contrast, local support for Wen-
dy Savage is high. M 1z have at-
tended lobbies of the trial and the
DHA, with children carrying "I'm a
Wendy Savage baby” placards.
Local health campaigners have only
to stand outside local supermarkeis
with placards saying “"Wendy Savage
petition” for women to come and
gueue up to sign.

Wendy Savage is on trial. But the
trial is obscenely twisted. Her ac-
cusors have chosen cases that they
think they can make fit in with their
evidence. They have rifled through
women's notes and details and have
used the information against the will
of the patients and, until il became
public, without their knowledge.
Then they tried to keep the inquiry
privale for the sake of confidentiality!

Wendy is facing three while men,
all bastions of the very eslablishment

WHY have women's organisa-
tions not combined to build a
campaign ade-
quate provision of cervical
cancer screening services under
the NHS?
This arises again with
the mmtﬂm mT:ind-r pressnt
in which only a small
percentage of the women most at risk
are given cervical smear lests, NHS
m;:h have occumulated a huge

ol wark.
Some tests are now being seni to

private laboratories — where the quali-
ty of work has been sericusly ng-
ed by

oﬂmm.lm::h- 5
hospital conducted a gqual
control exercise which showed an 80
arror rate ot one private laboratory.

Such errors could easily pul women's
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which she is challenging. She has
had to tind up to £100,000 for her own
defence because even the Medical
Defence Union will not pay her costs.

The DHA — which is cutting back
on p.alinit;' iarvit:::h?rvmﬁi month —
is andi O y close lo a
qu::liaa: of aqm.ifljon pounds fo get her
out. Even if Wendy wins she will not
be able to claim back her cosis!

Wendy Savage is indeed on trial —
but with mo jury, or evem an
“independent” magistrate. The in-
quiry is more like the Inguisition
when women were tried for being wit-
ches when all they were doing was
fighting for women's rights and
treating pregnancies and birth as a
perfectly normal function.

If she loses then tha cause of com-
munity obstetrics will be set back,
and women in Tower Hamlets will
lose cne of their strongest allies.

Wendy Savage has always been a
strong campaigner in defence of
local health services, and the DHA
has forged ahead with cuiz and
closures during her "well timed"”
absence. In a District where oulpa-
tient gynasclogical appointments
could take forty weeks, the Malernity
Urit at the Mile End Hospital —
“"Wendy's" hospital — has been
“amalgamated” with that at the Lon-
don Hospital, Whitechapel, with a
number of beds lost on the way. The
future of the Day Care Abortion Ser-
vice within this move — a service
Wendy always stoutly defended — is
unclear.

Having initially taken no steps to
cover Wendy's suspension, the DHA
eventually managed to appoint a
locum — who has recently had to
resign. Local health campaigners are
asking themselves the question: will
Wendy win reinstatement in time to
still have a job to come back to?

srecampaign?

ington. serves to highlight the absence
of any organisad campaign or lobby for
screening services. The relatively small
amount of m involved would sure-
ly have been made available (even if ot
the expense of o cut elsewhere) if local
women had got together to pressurise
D%Axp. e that the I death
rig argue that the annua
toll of 2,000 women from cervical cancer
could be halved if this kind of relatively
cheap and simple system of computeris-
ed call and recall for tests were in-
troduced across the country, backed I.R:
by an expanded laboratory service. At
present only seven DHAs nationwide
operate such a scheme.

The possibilities of establishing a
campaign around this issue will be one
of the matters under discussion at the
Conference called London Health
Emergency on March 15 at Camden
Town Hall.

IN all societies where private
ownership of land, labour, and
materials exists and where a
minority owns the majority of
resources, Women are oppress-
ed as workers and as women.
They are oppressed as workers
because most of them sell their
labour very Yy, more
often than ever, care pro-
visions are minimal. they do
very long shifts and work in

very poor conditions, They are
deprived of maternity
care and from poor

medical services, if any.
Women are oppressed as women
because men are considered to be
and are dominant in society and
household. House work, cooking,
and looking after children are
women's duties at home, even when
they work outside the home. When

they are wage earners, they are often
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Association (c/o Mi
LVSC. 68. Chalton

oppression ot
women

An article from the Iranian Women's

ts Services Unit,
t, London NW1).

required to hand over their wage
packels to men who are, ultimately,
heads of households. Even in some
homes where domestic affairs are
shared and women have a say in deci-
gion nmaking, men's help in
housework is considered to be “doing
women a favour”,

In Iran, like in many backward
capitalist countries, women's oppres-
gion in both spheres takes a wvery
brutlal form. Women from birth till
death, are considered to be men's
property. As young girls they are
disciplined and heavily protected by
their parenits. They must remain a
v‘i:iqin so sex belore marriage is for-
bidden and discouraged. If there is a
situation where a girl is suspected of
not being a virgin, she could become
a public disgrace if she is of a lower
class family: among the upper classes
there are always ways of evading the
issue!

The common desire of parents is to
bring up their girls "pure” and "inno-



cent” and ready to take up their roles
as wives and mothers. Women are
taught to cbey men and to serve them
and their children. Even when they
are fortunate enough to receive
education and, particularly higher
education, the aim is to broaden their
scope in choosing their future
husbands, On the other hand, they
could marry at the age of 9, which is
';lw : al minimum age of marriage
or girls.

Social rules have always reinforced
women's inferiority in society with or
without State intervention. During
the Shah's rei when the legal
minimum age of marriage for a girl
was 16, there were a lot of girls who
married at the age of 9. The father {or
a male guardian, in his absence) has
tc agree to a woman's marriage,
regardless of her age. Selection of
spouses for women is, purely, the
decision of fathers or male
guardians.

Women who do not conform to the
dominant institutions are severaly
published by their parents, the com-
munity and now by the State. The
Islamic republic’s dominant ideclogy
is that a woman's place is at home
with her children. The State only
praises women who are childbearers.

Marriage is considered to be a
religious duty of all Muslims. The
Law of Hetribution has a brutal
punishment for those women who do
nol respect the “sanctity” of mar-
riage. “Adulterous” women and pro-
stitutes are stoned to death; leshians
are executed. The State, however, is
in favour of State-controlled prostitu-
tion in the form of tempo mar-
riage, which could last as little as a
few minutes!

Women are economically depen-
dent on men. Economic and emo-
tional dependency forces women to
accepl cruelty and hardship from
men. During the Shah's time when
women were given the right to
divorce and lo oppose polygamy, a

large number of women found it ax--

tremely difficult to do so. Nowadays,
the Law does nol permit a woman to
divorce, nor to op polygamy.

A woman can only divorce her hus-
band in very special circumstances.
Women can nof oppose polygamy al
alll Women are forced to reproduce.
The State has taken full control over
women's lives and their bodies.
Abortion is illegal and contraceptives
are restricted to those whom the State
approves.

Women are not accepted as legal
guardians of their children. l.uaﬁm
event of the death of their husbands,
the immediate male relatives will be
children's guardians. Women could
not have custody of their children
after divorce, thﬂ.::;n only lock after
them for a specitied period of time,
namely 7 years for a girl and 2 for a

boy.
;o'mm are forced to cover their
hair with scarves, the colour of which

is, even, determined by the State.
They have to wear long and loose
gowns with trousers or thick stock-
ings. The State's punishment for an
unveiled woman is lashing (75 lashes)
or imprisonment, and if it is repeated
for a specilied number of times,
execution.

The Islamic mob injures women
who are not veiled or who are show-
ing bits of hair, but cutting their faces
with knives or razor blades, throwing
acid at their faces, etc. Sex segrega-
tion in offices, universities, schools,
etc., is also used as a tool to remove
women from aclive participation in
decision making.

Women workers have been sacked
in greati numbers as the economy,
through bad management, is in deep
crisis and unemployment is biting the
hardest ever. This is the usual theme
of capitalist economies where women
are used as a reserve army of
workers. During recession they are
first to lose their jobs and during ex-
pansion of production they are
brought in to fill unskilled and poorly
paid jobs which men don't want to do.

Sacking women from their jobs has
been justitied by the Islamic republic
as an act to put women in their
“natural” place (i.e. home). Married
women are forced to do part time
jobs, while a handful of nurseries in
workplaces, which were not even sui-
ficient to meet all needs, are closed
down. {

Before the Islamic Republic
backward practices which reinforced
women's submission to men and their
position as men’s property existed
and the state did not sufficiently in-
tervene to change Wq.
Although the Shah introdu some
reforms to involve women in produc-

by Striking Miners’
Children
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tion, they did nol change women's
social position fundamentally.

The Islamic republic, however, as
its name suggests, enforces Islamic
ideclogy. Religion is no longer a
private affair but an ideclogy om
which the Stale bases its activities.
Therefore, the call for separation of
religion from the State is very
important.

Women from Iran’s natonal and
religious minorities are heavily op-
pressed by virtue of their belonging
to a specific national or religious
minority, e.g. Kurdish, Bahaii,
Jewish, Zorcastrian or Christian
women. The wholesale murder of
Bahaiis in Iran and their persecution
is a great concern.

Also the war that the regime has
imposed on Kurdistan has had a
devastating effect on women in Kur-
dish towns and villages. Women who
are active in opposition to the regime
face brutal torture in prisons. Young
girls are raped before their execution
because Islamic ideclogy places a
dead virgin in “heaven".

Mothers are tortured in fromt of
their children or vice versa. Pregnant
women are brutally raped and tor-
tured, Islamic ideclogy allows all that
to happen as it considers women
political prisoners as spoils of war
who are, ultimately, subject to their
caplors.

We feel that we have to expose

A new booklet of poems,

prose and drawiﬂ by
miners’ children ut
the Great Strike of
1984-5 is now available:
proceeds from sales go
to Women Against Pit
Cllcﬁu? The booklet is
£1. us age from
R P
London N16 5DG.
(Cheques payable to
“"More Valuable Than
Gold”).
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reign of terror! ¢

T'S NO

OR

NEVER!

PERHAPS his "Tontons
Macoutes” wear colour-coded
overalls rather than dark
sunglasses:but the  brutal
regime of "Scabby Doc” Mur-
doch in Fort Wapping reduces
trade unionism to persecuted.
clandestine status.

The chips are down for the Fleet Street
unions. I the NGA, SOGAT and the NUJ
do not fight now for an escalation of action
to desat Murdoch's union-busting, they
will not fight any of the growing queue of
newspaper bosses waiting to tear up hard-
won agreements and slash jobs by the
thousand.

The signs from the print union leaders
are very negabive.

® Leaders of SOGAT — its assets se-
questered — persisl in regarding mass
pickets and cutside supporters as a bigger
threat than Murdock, and have organised
nothing
“justice” of sequestration.

# NGA leaders hve been equally low-
kav, holding back from blacking action on
Murdech’s titles: both unions have held
back from action against members still
scabbing for Murdoch.

#® The NUJ has failed even to call oul its
News International chapels in delence of
the journalists victimised and sacked lor
carrying out the union's limp policy of
refusing to move to Wapping.

#® While rail enions have boycotted Mur-
doch’s titles, their members have been
angry that the papers have been carried
by TGWU-organised lorries!

#® The TUC has ducked out of any fight to
ostracise and expel the EETPU whose scab
workforce at Wapping is the key to Mur-
doch’s union-busting exercise. The TUC
demands on the EETPU were so weak-

to combat the brazen class

SOCIALIST
VIEWPOINT

Print strike special

imeed and ineffectual even Eric Hammond
has accepted them!

Yot the printworksrs' fight has struck a
chord wdtﬁ millions of trade unionists,
Thousands have taken up the call to de-
fend the 5,000 sacked print workers. The
displays of solidarity culside Wapping —
despite the print unions’ lu.d-nh{i:? deter-
mination against violating the TUC's timid
picketing uidelines — have
demonstrated willingness of printers,
miners, engineers, even militant electri-
cians to fight back.

All those workers realise that this is a
fight for survival. It is not only Fleet Streel
that is at stake. Every employer in the land

All-out action needed

will be rubbing their hands a! the savoury
p::rtcu Murdoch is opening up over the
d bodies of the sacked printers:

*No more closed shop;

® No more strikes;

@ No disruption;

® Union representatives to be vetted by
management and sacked at will;

® Total unfettered "right to manage";

@ And legally binding agreements, with
the right to bankrupt trade unionists and
union alike if they step out of line!

Murdoch has drawn lessons from the
deleat of the miners’ srike and the
treachercus role of the TUC. He already
Cont'd Back Fage




Build the picket:

stop the lorries!

ON THE first night of the Wapp-
ing picket about 300 people
turned up. most of them either
sacked printers or local people.
There were some arrests but the
police presence was discrete.
Three weeks later over 5.000
people turned up spontaneous-
ly — since neither SOGAT nor
the NGA will officially call for
mass picketing. The police
were this time highly visible
with horses and the Special
Patrol Group out on the sireets.
The move towards larger
numbers on Saturday night had
started on the second weekend
with the call from SOGAT for a
Women's picket. Th- unlan

leadership
days notice 3 und it

was clear tbut !]:w'jlr did not
want it to be a “"mass event”.
But the turnout was very good
without about 1,500 women on
the march and 1,500 to 2.000
men waiting at the main en-
unnuuithnplnnt

The police were not prepared
for this. But obviously the

could see the coaches carrying
the scabs home and some lor-
ries going out. But they were
going out the back entrance
about four blocks from where
we were. Women were shouting
at them but were given no
direction about where to go to

ﬂ?&mm.
t the front of the march at
xhvmtimn when scabs and

papers were out,
Anne Field a m%d

who by now had joined them in

blocking the road to disperse
and to go to the Square behind to

listen to Br-and;a Dean and Anne
o s e s O TR T

What the NUJ could do

MURDOCH'S union-busting
operation still heavily dcp-nndi
on the willingness of
journalists to write, sub and
compose on direct input
computers. A little bribe and a
tnugi word were all that was
needed to bludgeon them into
submission. But even now NUJ
journalists at News
International have the power
to stop-Murdoch in his tracks.
If only they refused to cross
those picket lines!

The Sun and the News of the Wnrh'

ﬁﬂ“‘:ﬂhHHMu
But journalists on the
Sunday Times du'rl
before voting 2-1 (Times) and 68-60
Sunday Times) to submit.
From than en the NU] h-udmhip
their hands in
L‘ldd.imhm“oi h-lplng
g grnu
but offered little

h-lﬁmﬂ,hhiuﬂuitﬁ-pﬂm

m- salvaging the pride of
n].cm At two successive moetings
nl the NU] National Executive,
resolutions out steps to
advance the to were narrowly
lost.
The demands in these resclutions

making a dent in Murdech's success:
.lt is essential ME.'EI] members
orking ot Wapping be instructed fo
wit.hdruw their labour not only in
solidarity with the printers. but in
defence n! victimised NU] members. At

Scargill speak!

Most people just ignored the
call and followed the people go-
ing down to the Wapping Lane
exit. Within filteen minutes a
crowd of over a thousand forced a
scab coach to turn back and kept
it in the plant for an extra two
hours.

Not since Jack Dromey led the
mass picket away from the gates
of Grunwick has there been such
a concerted move by bureaucrats
to diffuse a picket line.

Apparently it is not only the print bosses
and their courts which regard trade union

T

tapped. Murdoch could be starved of

news.
# Those NU] members at Wapping
who refuse to heed the call to strike,
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solidarity as a crime. The unholy alliance
of right wing and Communist Party-
influenced bureaucrats who run SOGAT
and the NGA see outside support and
class struggle politics as a greater threat
than the scabs getting through. SOGAT
instructions actually suggest that stewards
should ask police to remove left wing
paper sellers from picket lines!

On Fabruary 15 a print union official
Mike Hicks, along with Brian Nicholson of
the TGWU announced in clear hearing of
the paolice thal “anyone who supports the
print workers should now march back to
the main entrance of the . That
meant away from the oxils where the lor-
ries come oul. The angry crowd shouted
no. He replied “anyone who refused to do
this does not support us,” This gave the
police the signal to move in with their riot
gear and horses — with the blessing of
SC;;?-AT and the H'IE'-.A'

any print workers are d.l.lguﬂtd by
this ottitude from their leaders

welcome hannthnunlnu
It is wital the picket lines are
str and set about the task of
sealing off the Wapping plant.

on't let TUC

oif the

THE refusal of the TUC to imple-
ment its own policies for
defence of unions attacked
under T legislation should
surprise ?:l?bud

In Aprll 1982 a Special Conlerence of
the TUC in Wembley decided to call for
strike action to defend unions penalised by
the courts. But when this was invoked by
the NGA in December 1983 when its assets
were sequestered during the fight with Ed-
dy Shah at Warrington, the TUC opted far
betrayal. 1984 saw the deliberate isolation
ol the miners and the conscious refusal 1o
call action to challenge the sequestration
of the NUM.

Now, with SOGAT the
NGA under threat and writs flying like
confetti from Murdoch’s solicitors
against a of unions, the TUC has
once again to offer the sli
casistance — even lo the extent of call-
ing on the EETPU to stop its scab

Wmhﬁmﬁgm

hook!

line.

The attempt to make strike action a sack-
ing offence in the print and wipe out twe
major unions should be the signal for a call
for immediate general strike action. But
the wretched stance of print union leaders
combined with that of the TUC means that
the call for action must first be taken into
Flest Strest and the unions directly involv.
ed with News International

But those who claim that a TUC decision
could not produce significant action
should remember the massive nationwide
sioppage of work (including Fleet 5t)
which followed Lan Murray's short-notice
call for solidarity with union members at
ECHO early in 15984, The priniers are now
fighting a stmilar fight for basic union
rights: an official TUC eall for action in
their support would be more effective than
two dozen mass pickets.

Demands for the TUC to kick out the
EETPU and call action
should be raised in every union branch
and Labour Party.

Union buster’s
shopping list

Murdoch’s agreement. presented to

the unions on MNovember 21,

demanded:

14 No recognition of chapels ar
branches, and no negotiations
at local level.

A No strikes "or cther industrial oc-

tion for any recson whotever. ™
The union must prompt|

repudiate any ind action

Women must play

key

600 of the 5.500 sacked workers
are women. And, as the miners’
strike proved. the strength and
resolve of women is an essen-
tial component of a solid fight.

i course there are problems. The
general sexism of print workers is legen-
dary. Women are usually confined to the
clerical jobe and the "real’ jobe are kept for
the men. The attitude of print workers 1o
women ig very patronigsing. Brenda Dean
as a woman general secretary of a male
dominated union could lead the way in
changing this.

Insted, she said in an interview "1 | was
militant they'd regard me as & neurclic
temperamental woman”. This attitude is an
insult to the thousands of women militants

role

in unions throughout the country who are
fighting for their righls as workers
Brenda

road behind a banner proclaiming "my

Dean cynically used women on @
the demonstration, leading them down the s

dod made Murdoch's money” and then®
when she was finished with her “show of g
sirength” urged them all to go away a:mi.
not start any trouble.

But the extinction of print jobs and the ®
print unl.au will do nothing to liberate 4

battering down the *

mlﬂ u:hﬂn in the print®

unions is through moximum common g
struggles against the employers, show-

ing in -mth.mdmﬂ]mn-d'

— that militant women have much to®

teach the male-dominated unions. -

taken by members.

3. Immediate dismissal for anyone
taking in a strike or in-
dustrial action — with no right
of appeal.

4. Union officials have "o special
duly fo enforce this seciion” of
this agreement!

5. No closed shop — employees
who are m rs of @ union
can leave it af any time.

6. Union representatives can be
removed from office by the
management lssuing a written
warning.

1. No union recognition for super-
visors and man ent grades.
Complete ile of working
with no demarcation lines.

- No job security — complete

freedom for management to

change methods of working.

No minimum staffing levels —

either by agreement or

understanding. Management
freedom to alter starting and
finishing times at short notice.

Management’s “exclusive right fo

manage ... to select people for

jobs, ‘classify and reclassify” peo-
ple, "hire. promofe, demole and
transfer employees as requined”,

They will also "suspend.

discipline, dismiss, fay off

empioyess from work” as they
fit.

Ees .

Legally binding contracts, leav-
ing the unions and individual
members open to court action.

10.

1.

12
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“What have they ever done for
us?” Is a favourite crack against
solidarity with the print unions. But
in the sphere of trade union
:ulid:wlt the print unions have a

compares well with
i:rrhnu mfhm!-pﬂtl.dl? taken
political action:
®ln 1969 against Labour’s anti-
union laws
®In 1971-72 against Heath's anti-
union laws
®ln 1972 in defence of jalled

dockers

i%: IEBII} lntthriutBll.I 7
] support
Healthworkers

®ln 1884 in support of GCHQ
unions

®In 1984 in support of the miners.
Now the print workers need sup-
port from the labour movement!
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From front page

Murdoch (abovel,
NGA's Dubbins and Sogat's
Dean

knew thal, unlike Scargill, the print union
lsaders who had buckled before his arch-
rival Maxwell would beg lor money rather
than build solid picket lines. He had seen
the TUC at Warrington and in the miners'
strike refuse io defend unions sequestered
by the courts. He knew that the NUJ
members were too greedy or too frighten-
od to use their powers against him, while
the EETPU had helped him recruit a
hardened gang of scabs at Wapping.

Murdoch gathered a closely knit circle
of conspirators to hatch up the final plans.
They included Christopher Pole Crow,
sheriff of Nottingham, taken on last April
for his invaluable knowledge of union-
busting in his days ruaning the Not-
tingham Evening Post; and Lord Harris of
Greanwich, lately of the Labour Party, a
directar of Shah’s new company and trou-
ble shooter for the EZTFU

Against this conspiracy, print
union leaders did to prepare. Until
January 24, they pretended nothing was
happening. Finally when Murdoch threw
down the gauntlet, they made concession
after conoession — hoping to placate him
— but to no avail. Among the unions’ pro-
posals was “'a common commitment to ro-
fitability, barmonicus relations, p
tivity and flexibility, and job —cu:ilxr:"
They were further p red to agree a
procedure which include “provi-
sion in its final stage for conciliation by
ACAS, and ultimately,  binding
arbitration.”

But Murdoch did not want a deal. They
wera forced to fight. Bul from the outset
Dubbins (NGA) and Dean (SOGAT) lack-
ed any sirategy to win. Instead of galvanis-
ing their industrial strength, llld using this
as the basis for an appeal lor full-scale
support rom other unions, they concen-
trated on impotent lppﬂh for consumer

SOGAT instructions o its membess =
disrupt distribution fell on dead ssrs:
becams quickly apparent [hat
SOGAT membars have
burssucratically demobilised for loo
to be in a fighting trim. In the few
distribution has been

b i o g
ue to fight
survivaal of their union.

The print unions are indeed for
their very existence af the heart of the
British newspaper industry — a keystone
of their power in the whols printing trade.
1t is a scandal thal Dubbins and Dean kave
ensured that their Fleet Street members re-

mlmllwkuilnmhmqllhlppﬂhq
leaving sach empleyer to pick and choose
their time for fresh attacks on jobs and
conditions.

But the fight is just starting, The print
workers of Fleet Street with the backing of
thousands of workers in other indusiries
can roll back the barbed wire.

@ Firstly, the mass pickets have become a
focus for workers and strikers lo mobilise
While they are nol sufficient in themsalves
to win the strike, they will mobiliss
thousands of workers and give confidence
to the sacked printers that they are =ot
alone in this lght, Print workers shouls
demand that their ewxecutives call asd
build for mass pickets.

® Secondly, sacked prinlers should
for a general strike in Fleel Sireel.
print bosses are not defeated, and
questration of SOGAT is not
by the union as &8 whola, it will be
season on all prinl workers. Such a
should be built for in =h-pd.-wh-n=-iu
lsaders must explain what is af stake and
galvanise members intc action.
sh::fdlh. samo u& rint unlm[btu:i-

SPODSGE g of suppest

groups up and down the country — whaers

le in laison with existing miness

supporl committess — fo fake the Bght

within their own communities o break the
old craftist iraditions.

- H:ﬂl:rhﬂ;;m the
s i ng
could prove ummu.l Iu
workers must dety their
distribute Sun  bingo
workes must maintain the o6
transpart of Murdoch pa
uphm:umm%hmh
scabbing by its lorry drivers. Only when
the labour mmt is mohilised o halp
in whatever , can the prinl bosses
be defeated. vn.'II nol happen spon-
mru.ﬁz. It needs a fight by militanis at
the and file lovel
demands on leaders for & clear and serions
strategy to win.

WM M MO O NXRD

EF.

itsr

tlnmllnhh

%
:

nnhuund!h!l'ﬂ]unlowln-
across the country. The outrogesss
anti-union bias, sexism and recss=
of much of the press can oaly 5=
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Workers reduced to supporting role

The pipe-dream of
planning agreements

By HARRY SLOAN

“l participate,

ticipate, he participates:
they profit!

The old, cynical motto,
thrown up in the revolutio
struggles of students a
workers which rocked France in
1968, applies with particular
relevance to the question of pro-
duction under capitalism.

“Production” in itself as an abstrac-
tion appears a neutral term — but its
actual meaning varies according lo
the social class of the person using it.

For a capitalist, "production” is the
process whereby the fixed investmenl
of plant and raw materials is
translormed, via the exploitation of
living human labour, into a source of
profit.

For a worker, "production” iz a
source of a weekly wage packst
enabling the purchase of useful
goods and services which enable her
or him to exist from week to wesk. For
the unemployed, “production” ap-
pears to be a dwindling activity of a
minority which might offer some
escape from enforced idleness and
dire poverty.

The objective interesis of the
capitalists demand that the lowest
possible wage is paid for the max-
imum possible effort by the workforce
employed. The workers who sell their
labour power, on the other hand,
have no stake in the workplace or the
finished product: their only relation-
ship with the production process is as
a source of livelihood — and their in-
ferests lie in maximising wages in
relafion to physical effort.

Behind the bland term “produc-
tion" is therefore a daily battle of wills
on the shop floor, a conflicf of in-
terest, a class conflict which runs
right through capitalist society. It is
not sufficient to say "produce” — it is
necessary to take sides between ex-
ploiter and exploited in order fto
define the basis on which production
will take place.

But Meil Kinnock, like generations
of Labour leaders before him, rejects
this class perspective. He sees in the

you par-

capitalist erisis nol a conflict of class
interesis but merely “bad manage-
ment"” on the part of the Tory govern-
ment and sections of the capitalist
class they represent. And he sees the
solution in terms of parliamentary ac-
tion to ensure that the capitalist
system is “managed” betler under
Labour than under Thaicher.

Kinnock set these views oul very
clearly in his speech at last year's
Bournemouth Party conference,
(where mosi on the left heard only his
few witch-hunting asides against
Liverpool city council’s attempts to
defy Tory spending cuts).

The theme was set out then which
has been endlessly recycled in
Labour Party political broadcasts
ever since, and the speech has now
been published in pamphlet form:

“To rescue and rebuild this coun-
try. we must be the Parly of
production.”

“We have to

meet

naw

challenges in our determination
that our country shall produce its
way out of a slump... Through our
Jobs and Indusiry campaign. in all
our policies. w-r{n this Party to
the British people: ‘Britain has
made it, Britoin can make it. Bri-
tain will make it' — provided that
the le of Britain, the managers
of itain, the technicians. the
workers of Britain have the means
to make it."”

("It can be done, It must be done,

p. 6)
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Kinnock — stuck in Wilson mould.

Kinnock doesn’'t entirely dismiss
the potential of the British working
class even while placing his main em-
phasis on the role of managers and
technicians in the regeneration of
British capitalism. On the contrary,
he believes that still more effort can

be screwed out of the workiorce at
the point of production:
"To all those deleatists — the real
moaning minnies and ministers —
who say: ‘That's all very well, but
g}ti‘hﬁ workers won't I'Ilpd[ nd.
t ma ers can't cope.’ 1
Go to 1h:ugindustrl.u l]:. Hrl.::{u
where the Japanese and the
Americans and the Swiss and the
Swedes have established
themselves; go to those industries
in Britain which have committed
resources to modernisation; and
see how they hold their own with




unlrbod in the world.”

nd il anyone in the world can
force even more effort out of the
workiorce, the drift of the argument
goes, it must be Neil Kinnock and a
future Labour government committed
not to socialism but to modelling itself
on ‘“succesful” capilalist govern-
ments. His Bourmemouth speech
declared:

"We've got to have a government
that. like the government of Japan.
of Germany. of Sweden, of France,
of Italy, E‘u’? the real interests of its
country i

The reaction to this of Japaness,
German and other workers would be
interesting to hear.

None of Kinnock's confused line of
argument is new. It is o traditional a
line of social democratic politics it is
now being equally trolted out by bath
the twe Davids of the Alliance, by
Harold Wilson, Jim Callaghan: it
could equally be echoed by the in-
famous Ramsay MacDonald himself if
only he could be resuscitated.

Kinnock's eager attempls to em-
brace "frontier technology” and
bolster capitalist investment are a
product of the same cliché farm
which spawned Harold Wilson's 1964
reformist ulopia of a (capitalist)
eccnomy reforged in "the white heal
of the technological revolution®.

Wilson secured election in 1964
and 1966 and again in 1974. He
stayed in office for long enough each
time to axpose the hollow fraud of his
claims that capitalism can be "plann-
ed’ by establishing new-fangled
agencies of the capitalist state.

Instead Wilson presided on both
occasions over the wholesale ra-
ticnalisalion of industry which drove
unemployment sharply upwards and
brought speed-up and even attempts
at anti-union legislation in 1969
Wilson imposed wage controls which
cut living standards and even weni
through Foinﬂm charades of "price
controls” which left inflation
epiralling.

The 1974 Labour government:

® funnelled vast sums of money into
bankrupt private firms through the
National Enterprise Board:

® zapped the independence of shop
stewards through class collabora-
tionist “workers' participation”
schemes (before eventually switching
tack with the appointment in 1978 of
Michael Edwardes to carve up British
Leviand};

®used Tory legislation and then
TUC collaboration to hold down pay
sottlements;

® again faced runaway inflation and
by 1976 had completely capitulated
to the international bankers, impos-
ing the firsl wave of monetarisi
policies including heavy cuts in the
NHS and social services;

@ jis fourth phase of controls in 1978
were backed up by an undeclared
coalition with the Liberals, and final-
ly triggered a massive wave of strikes
during the "winter of disconient” of

'What= yours. Roy?”

1978-9, which paved the way for
Thatcher.

Kinnock's present-day commitment
to an expansion of capitalist produc-
tion can only set a future Labour
government on a similar course of
seeking fo maximise profitability and
maintain the cooperation of the big
employers at the expense of the
workforce. Miners, council workers
and printers have already seen which
side of the class barricades Kinnock
stands on when the chips are down
even under Thatcher: how much less
sympathetic will he be when it is hix
government's policies of rationalisa-
tion and speed-up which are being
opposed|

Kinnock's whole scheme rests on
increasing capifelis! production and
copifalist profitability. Even while
loudly insisting that a Labour govern-
ment would halt the outflow of D‘#Fﬂﬂl
and "bring the funds back home”, he
hastens to assure the bankers that

"":;o"- will mnl;u that the return
paid on those junds is equal to
what they can earn slsewhere.”

How? By raising levels of exploita-
tion in Britain to the levels experienc-
ed elsewhere! There can be no other
way! But while workers can expect a
hard time al the point of production,
Kinnock wants to reward the
managers and enirepreneurs

“for their effort and their
enterprise,”

None of this is any great surprise,
except perhaps to those who really
believed that Kinnock somehow
represanted a new “radical” face of
Labour politics. In fact Kinnock's for-
thright statements of right wing social
democratic views have left Roy Hat-
tersley in the shade and Denis Healey
all but redundant. Not for nothing did
the AUEW right wingers join with
other union bureaucrats in hmkim’i
Kinnock as part of a "dream ticket”
for the leadership.

But understanding the content of
Kinnock's cross-class approach to the
capitalist erisis is important for the

workers’ movement: we need to wam
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"F'd like the same ogain, old boy!®

and prepare workers at every level of
the dangers of trusting their fate to
the tender merciez of a Kinnock
Labour government rather than
organising themselves independently
io place demands and wage struggles
which challenge the logic of
capilalist exploitation.

niortunately the latest fad in
"left"” social democratic politics — an
alternative “alternative aconomic
stralegy” summed up in the booklel
by Andrew Glyn “A Million Jobs o
Year" — does nothing to challenge
Kinnock’s basic assumptions. Instead
— complete with a forward by Tony
Benn and tacit suppart from the Cam-
paign Group of MPs — the pamphlet
embraces some of the most
dangerous illusions paddled by Kin-
nock and is all bul devoid of the
politics of class struggle.

In its whole frame of reference, the
explicit or implicit line of the
pamphlai:

® Accepts the Kinnock/Wilson no-
tions of a “planned capitalism”, be-
ing forcibly expanded to create
new :

llm-pfu Einnock's reacti

notion of an "enab! slale” — the
capitalist state ma being
utilised somehow a the in-

gainst
terests of big capital (i the
catastrophic lessons e under
the Allende government, whose
Popular Front relorms came to o
f‘rl.l]m::y end in the Pinochet coup of

® Accepis the related wwnn-
nock concept of
agreements” somehow mmmngpcﬂinn
multinationals and major  in-
dustries to comply with -
ment plans. Tu&n o H:ml
conclusion. It would be — if suc-
cessful — little other than legally
compelling private employers to
expand their capital and accept

s olepe
[ to the traditional refor-

mist view of achieving “socialism”
not by the mass working class
revolutionary overthrow of the




Wilson's monifesio pledged price controls — but he wound up cutfing woges.

capitalist state, but by legislation
adopted by that state and imposed
through its machinery “upon
behalf of" the workers. This ap-
proach is of course not restricted to
TUC leaders. Labour's right wing
parliamentarians within the Cam-
paign Group. and the Stalinist

liticians of the Communist Party.
t has also been embraced by the
“Marxists” of the "Militant” tenden-
cy. whose annual calls at Labour
Party conference for an Enabling
Act which would open the door to
nationalisation of the top 250
monopolies reflect the same naive
faith in Parliomentary socialism,
and the same separation of
parliomentary politics from the
mobilisation of class struggle ac-
tion in the workplaces.

® Just as the traditional politics of
reformism as displayed by the big
social democratic rest on
the basis of collaboration with their

“own"” capitalist class. and lead to
grotesque cross-class nationalist
alliances against “foreign” com-
petitors, so the line of the Glyn
pamphlet leans towards subsidies
te "British” employers and protec-
tion for “British” capitalist firms
while pulling deliberately back
from calls for nationalisation or a
full-scale monopoly of foreign
trade. These concessions to na-
tionalist pressures are dangerous
for the hard left in the Labour Party
and in the unions.

There is no denying that Glyn's
pamphlet, with the radical tone of its
title and its critique of the rapid
rightward evolution of the Kinnock-
Hattersley policy on jobs and the
economy represents a  healthy
counterblast to those who argue that
unemployment like some wast
natural disaster — has to be accepted
as a fact of life for the foreseeable
future.
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It is useful too to counterpose the
interests of the working classes —
who need the jobs, improved living
standards, housing, social services,
which can only be produced by an
expanding economy — to those of the
ruling capitalist class, which has
chosen to use a large reserve army of
unemployed and the  harsh
disciplines of capitalism in slump to
drive up their rate of profit and line
their own pockets.

Glyn is right to press for a
wholescale rethink of the economy
rather than the timid tinkering pro-
mised by Hattersley if the necessary 5
million jobs are to be created. But he
leaves a vast question unasked: if a
new Labour government were.
somehow. to come to office and
carry out the “full programme”
mapped out in the pamphlet. na-
tionalising the banks and finance
houses. imposing exchange con-
trols, import controls. price con-
trols. breaking with the EEC, and
enforcing compulsory planning
agreements on major production
industries: why should it not com-
plete the job. nationalise all of the
major monopolies. and establish
workers' control of a planned.
socialist economy?

Perhaps this perspective is missing
because Glyn is drafting a text far the
Campaign Group, many of whom
really do believe that the kind of
sweeping reforms it proposes can be
implemented through Parliament:
perhaps he has an eye to those timid
left MPs who want an alternative

licy of sorts but don't want to be

randed by Kinnock as "extremists”,
"dogmatists” or makers of “impossi-
ble promises.”

Whatever the reason for soft-
peddling the full sweep of a socialist
programme, it iz clear that this

weakness undermines the whole line
of argument of the pamphlel.

It is implausible enough to imagine
Kinnock and Hattersley, having won
an election, agreeing fo attempt to
implement the far-reaching reforms
called for in "A Million Jobs a Year”,
(We should note in passing that thare
is no organised lobby within ths
Campaign Group pressing for a
challenge to the Kinnockersley
leadership at the 1986 Party Con-
ference, so the pamphlet should not
by any means be seen as a manifesto
for a new would-be Labour leader-
ship in the forsesable future.)

It is even more implausible to im-
agine bankers, the City, the boards of
directors, the USA and the EEC
chiefs sitting back and tamely wat-
ching their influence be whittled
away by legislation without resorting
to their well-established levers of
control and destabilisation.

It is almost inconceivable thal
whole sections of the Parliamentary
Labour Party and the trade union
bureaucracy would throw themsalves
wholeheartedly into campaigning for
these reforms. (They know that




s

however marginal is the role of work-
ing class involvement to the policies
mapped out in Glyn's pamphlet, a
fight even lor such icies would
almost certainly generate substantial
favourable echoes and rank and file
movements within the working class
which could well develop politically
well beyond the original demands.)

But if is absolulely impossible o

achieve socialism in Britain withouf
the revolutionory overthrow of
capitalist rule, the smashing of the
state m of the t rul-
ing class. u::l estab of
a new. waorkers® state apparatus to
defend the class interests of the
new ruling majority.
This of course does not trouble Kin-
nock — he has no intention of
challenging — let alone overfurning
— capitalism. But the fact that the
establishment of socialism is not even
discussed as an issue in A Million
Jobs a Year is a telling indication of
the limited objectives of Glyn's
economic plan.

Another question therefore must be
asked. If A Million Jobs a Yeor is not
the basis of a challenge to the Hat-
tersnock leadership; i it is mof an
outright socialist alternative to Kin-
nock's cross-class Keynesian
economics; and since it contains not
even a passing relerence to struggles
in the present period to defend ex-
isting jobs — what is the function of
this pamphlet?

Pulling short of an outright con-
frontation with Kinnock's politics, it
can only be an altempt to argue
within the Parliamentary Labour Par-
ty, the unicons, and the labour move-
ment generally for a more radical,
more intellectually satisfying schema
— knowing it will pot be im-
plemenfed! The PLP righl wing and
much of the union bureaucracy are
way pasl any point whers a convine-
ing argument could shifl them into
action thal might in any way
challenge the power of capital or
unleash the miitancy of the working
class.

Brenda Dean and Tomy Dubbins,
faced with the sequestration of
SOGAT's assels and the extinction of
the print unions' key power base in
Fleet Streel, yet still seeing the main
danger in the situation not as Mur-
doch but as mass pickets and class
struggle elements from the laft, ably
sum up the wrelched incapacity to
lead class struggle today.

Unfortunately Glyn's pamphlet
does not get to gripe with these pro-
blems: it confronts the whole ques-
tion of policies almost as an academic
debate between rival theoretical posi-
tions — while the reality is that the
conflict is between the interests of two
classes, the capitalists and the
workers (with the bureaucratic
lsaders of the labour movement
clearly on the side of capitalism).

A closer look at some of the points
and proposals in A Million Jobs o
Year will illustrate these problems.

Glyn on several occasions refers to
the two periods in which British
capitalism managed fo increase
employment by 1 million per year.

e firsl was in the war mobilisa-
tion between 1938 and 1942, in which
3.7 million were dralted into the
forces. British imperialism was
prepared to breach many of its old
rules, fo borrow, to restrict the rights
of sections of capilalists to the
general interest of fighting to defend
its own empire, markets and global
inflnence,

Yet this was the capitalist sl;: uaﬂi

extraordinary powers to an
}ﬁu—md. as Glyn later admits, us-
ing those powers with full political
endorsement from the Labour, trade
union and later Communist Party
leaders, agains! the working class:
sirikes were made illegal, and
unions, sucked into “Joint Production
Committees” were transformed into
an arm of management.

The second pericd was the im-
mediate post war phase of 1945-48
when the upsurge o working class
sentiment had ousted Churchill in
1945, and a Labour governmenl
elected by a landslide majority
undertock the task of defusing the
potential militancy of 3 million
demobilised troops and stabilising
capitalist rule. The Aftlee govern-
ment's period ol office, far from
representing any beacon for today's
socialists to follow, proved a resoun-
ding success for copifalism, disillu-
sloning millions of workers, diverting
from socialist demands and pavin
the way for the Tories who in 195
returned for the "13 years of misrule"
lflgiﬁli‘.!l Wilson's first election triumph in

It was in these highpoints of class
collaboration, far more than the
pericd of “National Government”
under Hamsay MacDonald in the
1930s that many of the emerging
union leaders, Communist Parly
members and Labour politicians
learned the politics which have prov-
ed such a burden for today's workers'
movement. For Glyn now to use these
episodes one-sidedly, o argue that
capitalism could, if it chose, creale
millions of new jobs, is irresponsible.

A re-elected Labour government
could not count on the unanimous
support of the decisive sections of
British capitalism for a job-creating
economic package in the way Chur-
chill's coalition could enlist the
bankers and industrialisis to profit
from the war effort. Nor could Kin-
nock or the union leaders intimidate
big capital inlo accepting expan-
gsicnary policies hfrucgniniing to
anything akin to the mood of a return-
ing newly-jobless demobilised army
of 3 million young men and women.

From this inglprupriatu com-
parison however Glyn goes on not
only to argue for protectionist import
SOl o know that the rapid.

e L ~
sons’ of total  employmest
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(1838-42), and civil employment
(1945-48) were technically feasible

ﬂuﬁ:h‘;z emph:uiu added)

“Tachnically feasible” for
capitalism: Glyn's frame of reference
is arguing that capitalism can reform
itself to incorporate extra workers.
This leads on to the argument for in-
creasing the “competitiveness” of
"British” industries in the interna-
tional market. As with Kinnock's line
("Brilain has made it; Britain can
make it; Britain will make it"), Glyn's
argumeni for a nationalist line is
essentially one of abandoning any
class analysis. He makes the easy
point against the “competitivenass”
of goods produced by sweated labour
"in South Korea or Scuth Africa”.
But be ignores the massive increases
of exploitation already imposed upon
British workers by
employers. He does nol discuss wha
would profil most from a new, lean
competitive Britsh industry still in
private hands: instead Glyn hides
behind the abstract declaration that

“Competitiveness in the sense of
producing attractive and effective
rwdl. at the hmmmi mlihi:ll
abour time, wi
allows li mm’:& rais-
ed. hours work to be cut and
social services to be improved.”

Could Margarst Thatcher
disagrea? The key izssues for socialists
are who owns the firm, who profifs
from the increased eHort, who
decides the products to be made, the
priorities of the economy, the
managemen! of the factories? Glyn
olfers no answeres.

The pamphlet moves on to propose
extensive exchange controls which
are (later) linked in to the generalised
call for the nationalisation of the
financial institutions. But Glyn refers
only belatedly and in passing to the
need for workers' control in the banks
and finance houses if the back-room
speculations, cash transfers, and

Werkers fough! Wilson's “social controc”

"British" ,

buf union Hile .
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other wheeling and dealing of the
capitalists were to be forestalled. He
does nol addresss the real problem of
persuading the unions most centrally
involved — BIFU, ASTMS, APEX —
to renounce their present stance and
endorse a policy of nationalisation —
a problem compounded by the fact
that the Kinnockersly leadership and
the TUC leaders also oppose the
policy.

Rather than grasp the nettle of a
political campaign spelling oul the
need and the case for nationalisation,
Glyn winds up arguing for radical
but more restricted measures to curb
currency dealings and force the
financial institutions to lend fo the
government, in isclation from any
serious mobilisation of the workers'
movement.

Such a compromise would threaten
to bring the worst of all worlds — pro-
voking a  bitter backlash by
employers and many confused
workers against policies which still
fall well shorl of the all-out na-

tionalisation of the banks which he
admits is needed.

In similar fashion, Glyn ap-
roaches the question of inflation
rom a Parliamentary rather than a

class struggle point of view. He em-
braces the discredited and previously
quite ineffective call for price con-
trols, only dilfering from the pathetic
Harold Wilson experiments and from
Hattersley's present line by arguing
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Bann's "left” imoge was used by Wilson fo
sail the new Nationa! Enferprise Board in
1975,

that wage increases should not be
limited

For the working class, experience
of runaway inflation even in previous
periods of "price control” has
underlined the need to defend real
wages by establishing cost of living
clauses in pay agreements which pro-
vide automatic increases to keep
pace with rising prices. Such a
policy can be fought for. establish-
ed and implemented by workers
through their own trade unions in
the workplaces. rather than relying
on parlioment and the state to con-
trol rogue employers.

When he moves on lo the section
on "Trade” (pp. 25-27) Glyn em-
barks on a series of suggestions
which wilfully blur the line bewteen
the protection which we should argue
for in a workems' siale fighting to
establish socialism, but which in a
capitalisi economy amount to na-
tionalist class collaboration.

Glyn's ideas range from a “left"
version of "dumping” ("It would be
economically justifiable to sell ex-
ports below the domestic cost of
production, if the foreign exchange
was thereby generated which
allowed the economy to expand”)
to full-scale restrictions on imports,
enlisting the support of workers to en-
sure compliance. While British union
members kept an eye out for
"foreign" goods which might cut the
profits of their “own" employers,
Glyn lends this nationalist policy an
even more bizarre international
dimension:

“Labour’s potential allies
overseas are the labour movemenis
and it would have to be to them
that Labour would appeal to
minimise the disruptive action of
foreign overnments and
employers. e rather tentative
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Bookshelf

“"Against the Stream”

Learn the lessons of
Trotskyist history!

THIS wvery important book should be
read by all Trol Ek}’JSL': There is no
other history of Trotskyism in Britain
covering this period other than side
reference in such books as Hobert
Black's Stolinism in Britoin and
reports on p-.\rm:::.lar periods such as
The Balham r_T.l"I':'LJp by Reg Groves.

In fact British Trotskyism which has
correctly long attacked the Com-
munist Party for hiding or distorting
or just plain lying about its history,
has published a great deal on the
history of Stalinism but little on its
own past.

Even the CP now producing its own
lying history has not prompted Trol-
skylst organisations to write their
owTl

It has been left to two unaffiliated

Trotskyists to do this. Quite natually
some of thelr analysis will be
distorted because all histories are
uhn-" vely written. But it is difficul
criticise because of the lack L]
al r----,.\||w material.

As you read through this book,
particul larly the later periods, you see
rmu-r important this h'-=t-:\'} is
of the gquestions f_‘le_[qu'
Tr-.l yism, such as I:‘c:-'r.- to T|=|.a.-5 to
the Labour Parly, have also been
confronted in the past. Because of the
lack of any study of this history, Trot
skyisis today are forced to live the ex
perience over again. Virtually none
of the lessons of the past have been
learned.

The most many Trotskyists have
done in relation to the history of their
movement has been to read Trotsky's
Writings on Britain.

These have been very helpful, but
they have only given a very limiled
view of the experience. Most of the
Writings are letters which answer
particular questions but do not show
the real conditions prevailing at the
time on the ground in Britain.

This is why every Trotskyist Ehou]u
read this new book. By the huge
amount of quoted material it is clear
that Bornstein and Richardson have
done a great deal of work. In fact this

b

Aguainst the Sftream: A histary of the
Trotskyist Movement in  Briloin
1924-38, by Sam Bornstein and Al
Richardson, reviewed by Tony
Richarde.

and a further volume dealing with the
history up to 19489 took them 10 years
tc prepare,

hey have gone over all the old
editions of the Trotskyist papers as
well as much other material, and they
have interviewed many of the pecple
invalved in this period. With the
amount they deal with, I can't halp
leeling that they shouldn't have tried
to compress it so much.

The book starts by dealing with the
first tentative supporters of Troisky,
reflecting the struggles against
Stalinist bureaucratism taking place
in Russia in the mid 20s. In fact some

1932: Trotsky arrives os an exile in France.
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of the leaders of the British Com-
munist Party were at first receptive to
Trotsky. But this soon changed, and it
was the British Communist JT Murphy
who moved Trotsky's expulsion from
the Comintern.

The authors go on to show how the
opposition developed in the CP and
moved towards the formation of a
Trotskyist group.

Their expulsion from the CP show-
ed how all bureaucrats act similarly:
the Trotskyiste were expelled just
before a conference, and the leaflets
they issued to delegates cutside the
conference were taken out of those
delegates hands at the door. (Shades
of Gerry Healy's regime 40 years
later in the WRP!)

The Communist League was form-
ed in 1932: by the end of 1933 it had
52 members.




The International Left Opposition
argued for the Communizst League to
enter the ILP. The majority would
not. So the minority split and entered
themselves.

The majority protested to the inter-
national about the breach of
democratic centralism. The interna-
tienal backed the minority. In fact its
attitude to democratic centralism and
what a group represented, dealt with
on pages 150-5] of the bock, is very
interesting.

Nevertheless the speesd with which
the split occured was a very bad sign
for the future of Trotekyism. In fact by
the end of the bock there are 3 Trot-
skyist groups In Britain. A long tradi-
tion was starled in these very sarly

da_Fa.

he main battle in and with the ILP
was over their attitude to Stalinism.
But one of the other major battles at
this time, with most of the other
groups was over the issue of League
of Nations Sanctions against ltaly for
its invasion of Abyssinia (Ethiopia),
The ILP had a generally correct posi-
tion of opposition to these imperialist
sanctions — but this relapsed into a
form of pacifiam. The book deals ex-
tensively with both these questions.

Eventually the International came
to the conclusion the period of entry
wark In the small ILP should come (o
an end and Trotskyists should be in
the Labour Party.

Troisky argued this not as a princi-
ple but as a tactic flowing from the
opportunities offered in that par-
ticular period.

A good deal of this book is spent on
detailing the different attitudes to this
entry work. Bornstein and Richard-
son themselves argue complete en
very strongly and present it as thoug
this is an overriding principle.

It is here thai copies ol the
documents and propaganda produc-
ed by Trotskyists at that time would
i g g

istory gicde this work is
badly needed

The split into three groups was over

ug’mdas to the Labour Party, One of
t ups thought |t was necessary
io 1:: completely outside and
building the inde ent revolu-
tionary party. international
argued for the fusion of all three
groups. In fact two did fuse for a
while into the RSL. But it was an un-

repared fusion which quite quickly
fa]l apart.

Not NE’:IWI? many of the Trot-
skyists of this period became worn out
with the factional struggles and just
dropped oul.

It was a very difficult period 1o
work in, The chapter of this book on
the Moscow Trials is very interesting.
ﬁsml&iuﬂhﬂuﬁ ?Iﬂmn

ary y it is very easy lor ]
to see the truth. But in this period the
Stalinists were able in alliance with
social democrats and liberals in the
Popular Front, to almost completely
i::'ij:le the Trolskyists from the rest of

the left.

Much of the work by Trotskyists in
those days was experimental. It was
the attempi to break from an essen-
tially propaganda opposition, as the
Lett Opposition in the CP, to building
their own groups and parties with
rocts and practical work in the
masses. The pressures of the period
are one reason why some of the cen-
tral characters involved can be seen
abruptly changing position, and sod-
denly switching one group o
anather.

All of this was also, to a lesser
degree, true of the International
movement some of whose leaders
misdirected the small weak British
group.

But his means we must study this
history all the more. As we lock at the
groups today we see that in their re-
cent history they have been making
the some mistakes as those made in
the earliest of days of the movement.

Some of today's leaders have pur-

ly covered over or distorted this
ﬁ?ﬁ?m. It is obvious that some of
them had & reason. That history
would show the incorrectness of thelr

£2.00. (62 pages).

SICKLE cell disease is a term lor a

roup of diseases resulting
rom the inheritance of =ickle
haemoglobin. Heamoglobin is &e
oxygen-carrying componenl in the
red blood cells. Sickle haemoglobin
can cause the red blood cells to
distort into a rigid “sickle” shape
which block up the small blood
vessals and cause slckle crisis.

The severity of the dissase varies
but the person is affected from
childhood and may have crises and
become dangerously ill with severe
pain, fever and jaundice. There are
many acute d-l'i-d’ chronic complica-
tions invelving virtually every part of
the body, e.g. strokes; loss of sight,
hip and shoulder problems.

Sickle cell disease cocurs in Black
and Asian populations and until
recently was considered lo be a rare
tropical illness of little significance in
Br:hl.uin. But sickle ;T"tma? ::im:%
with a frequency of & n
babies in the Alro-Caribbean

community.

Screening at birth is possible and
clearly needed. However, there has
been no attampt to mobilise resources
and provide a s=rvice comparable to
that for Fhanylkatunurﬂu which oc-
curg in 1 in 10,000 babies but for
which every new bormm baby is
screened

Other services, such as antenatal
counselling and diagnosis in
pregnancy (prenatal diagnosis) are
also inadequate.

resent actions. The renegade Jock
rlutnn {once a Trotekyist, now an
EETPU oificial) says that he recruited
Gerry Healy. Healy was then a
Stalinist who physically attacked him
at Hyde Park Corner! Clearly old
habits die hard, and false methods of

the past have hel shape the pre-
sent crists ol the Trotskyist
movement.

Following their recenl expulsion of
Gerry Healy, and a start of the debate
on the degeneration of the SLL/-WRP
in Britain, some of the current WEP
majority around Cliff Slaughter are
now revealing a bit about the history
of that tradition. They have gone
back to material from the 1940s. Few
WHRP members would even have
dreamed such material existed. Why
has it been deliberately hidden for so
long? -

Let us hope that one thing o come
oul of the presant crisis of Britsh Trot-
skyism will be a new aflitude to the
history of our movement. This volume
by Bornsteln and Richardson could
play a very important role in develop-
in? the necessary discussion.

eagerly awalt iz companion
volume,

Sickle Cell Anaemia — Who Cares?: A survey of screen-
ing and counselling facilities in England, Usha Prashar,
Elizabeth Anionwu, Milica Brozovic. Runnymede Trust,

In April 1984 the Runnymede Trust
carried out a postal survey in order to
Identify accurately what services are
provided for sickle cell disease within
the NHS, with particular reference to
screening  faciliies, counselling
practices and provision of in-service
training, Cuestionaires were receiv.
ed back from 98 District Health
Authorities.

Services wre generally poor, even
in those Districts with high ethnic
minorities. Of those districts with

over 10% ethnic minorities, all
sCTEEN ant women for sickle
haemolobin. A minority have soms

form of counselling for pregnant
women, educational material on
sickle cell disease and some form of
screening of new born bables.

But only a minority offer prenatal
diagnosis, have regular in-service
training, specialist clinics, trained
counsellors and keep statistics; and
there are only six sickle cell centres.

The booklet argues the case for
sickle cell centres to be set up along
the lines that haemophiliac centres
have been set up nationally. The sel-
ting up of centres resulls in more ex-

ise, education, screening and
cmum?'tling. I hauhbﬂen ;af? suc-
ceasful in treat! aemophiliacs so
surely H'beaa.ma:gpliai in the case of
sickle cell disease.

The authors point out that the black
and ethnic minority communities are

i nated against, and that this is
one symptom of racism in the NHS.
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after Hégly

Fight to break trom
sectarian method!

WORKERS' Press, the weekly
r of the purged Workers’

mvaluuanurf Party. devoted
two pages of a special issue on
February 7 to a reply to an
article in the last issue of
Socialist Viewpoint.

Now. as we are going to
gvrm. the latest issue of

orkers’ Press has published

SHll with Healy: Corin Redgrove

the Open Letter to the WRP
from members expelled in
1974, which we carried in our
December issue.

Clearly the WRP has moved
o a much more open attitude
to discussion with other
tendencies: with this in view,
JOHN LISTER looks at some of
the more recent developments
since last year's expulsion of
WRP founder and leader Gerry
Healy.

WITHIN days of our last issue
going to press, the further split
we had forecast in the ranks of
the purged WRP majority took
place.

A group of 50-60, raising the tatty
banner of “political continuity” with
Healy's International Committee, set
out to form a new “British section”,
apparently taking with them funds
from the WRP Young Socialists as a
nest-eqg.

Masterminding this ultra-sectarian
breakaway, and showing that he for
one had neither learned nor forgotten
anything during the “break” with
Healy was the leader of the IC's tiny
American section, Dave North.

In Britain, the new breakaway
grouping's main strengths were
among inexperienced youth
members and in the Yorkshire base of
Central Committee member Dave
Hyland.

If this small-scale split appears sad-
ly bizarre, the latest split in the Healy
rump takes the biscuit: having split
from the majority of the WRP because
they refused to condemn Healy's
gystematic rape of women members
and slavishly endorsed his every
political notion, the minority group-
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ing — heavily overpopulated with
corrupt elements from the full-time
apparatus — ousted Healy himself
from their leadership (apparently on
the grounds that he has completely
lost his marbles)! In the true Healyite
tradition, this change of leadership
had again to result in an organisa-
tional split — leaving a new, ultra-
Healyite group consisting of Healy
himself, Corin and Vanessa
Hedgrave and two dozen accolytes to
carry forward the continuity of the
“fight for the right to rape”.

Bui the dangers of disintegration
are far from over in the main WRP
itself, which lacks either an
authoritative leadership or a
developed perspective and orienta-
tion towards the workers' movement
in Britain.

One of the chief dangers has
emerged in the form of the profound-
ly pessimistic line argued in a lengthy - -
document from General Secretary
Mike Banda, still in self-imposed ex-
ile in his native Sri Lanka.

Apparently churned out in a fit of
extreme subjective depression, and
without obvious reference 1o
documentary sources, Banda's text
“Tweniy-seven Reasons (why the In-
ternational Committee should be
buried forthwith and the Fourth Inter-
national Built)" (Warkers' Press, Feb
T} effactively dismisses the entire
history of the Trotskyist movement —
from its foundation in 1938 to the pre-
sent day — as an utter waste of lime.

While this might appear to offer a
useful counterblast to the traditional
Healy/IC sectarian nonsense of the
triumphant all-conquering "thin red
line” of Bolshevik continuity flowing
exclusively through limited forces of
the British SLL/WRP and iis interna-
tional hangers-on, it offers no balane-
ed assessment of the factional strug-
gles waged by Trotskyists in the harsh
conditions since 1938,

Banda’'s negative line of criticism
concentrates excusively upen the evil
motivations he aftributes to the
leading figures of the Trotskyist
movement, particularly in the post-
war period. Even if all he says were
true (and there is little reason to ac-
cept it all), it would be the equivalent
of writing a history of the trade union
movemant which looked only at the




manoeuvres, intrigues and corrup-
tion of the lop bureaucrats — and ig-
nored the class struggle and the
courageous actions of rank and file
workers.

The Trotskyist movement as a
whole certainly has to come to terms
with major historical weaknesses —
most significantly its inability to
grasp and confront the counter-
revolutionary role of post-war
Stalinism, and ils tendency under
massive ideclogical and material,
class pressure to adapt politically to

existing nationalist and reformist
leaderships.

Banda, as one of the Lkey
theoretical defenders over the

decades of Healy's crude political
assertions, has until now been very
much part of this problem. His docu-
ment however points no way towards
solving it.

Instead of recognising that the key
strengths which underlay the con-
tinued existence and attractive power
to Trotskyism — despite its rotten and
sectarian leaderships — were the
revolutionary aspirations of the youth
and workers drawn into ils ranks,
their aftempis to light Stalinism,
reformism and bourgecis na-
tionalism, and their willingness to
struggle in practice, against all the
odds, for what they huﬂuu& to be a
correct line, Banda effectively
dismisses every struggle, every in-
tervention, every slogan as the out-
come of some sick, cynical
manoeuvre.

Instead of drawing a balance shest
of post-war Trotskyism with a view o
reconstructing a principled program-
matic basis on which the most deter-
mined forces could be re-organised
and united, Banda's approach is that
of a single-minded accountant, seek-
ing to prove the whole enterprise
bankrupt and bring in the liquidator.
In his demoralisation he retains
Helay's aloof sectarian dismissal of
avery other tendency as worthless —
except he now brands his own
tendency as the worst of all!

This kind of demoralisation is by no
means surprising as a backlash
following the de-throning of Healy,
whose personal prestige and authori-
ty acted as the keysione lo the WRP's
self-satisfied conception of represen-
ting the scle “continuity of Trot-
skyism" against an evil horde of
“revisionists” and imagined or real
police/FBI/GPU spies.

But by one-sidedly and subjective-
ly opening up a discussion on the
history of the movement without fix-
ing the lerms of the debate or in-
sisting upon an orientation toward to-
day's living workers’ movement,
Banda's line is exposing the WRP ma-
jority to the danger of predatory raids
by fanatical sectarians such as the
Spartacists or the home-grown
Workers Power, who feed off the
casualties of demoralisation.

Such groupings have endless
points to score on the bankruptey of
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the history of the WRP — and of
every other tendency bar their own.
But they have a line for the present-
day class struggle which tg easily as
sterile and self-isolating as Healy's
most extravagent lunacies.

Any fool with the benefit of hind
sight can int the finger at the
blunders of the pmﬂ few seclarians
have anything tre: to say or
anything useful on offer for the actual
problems facing the WHP today. And
when it comes to making criticisms of
the history of particular currents,
pecple like the Spartacists who
themselves live in glass houses
should hesitate belore throwing

slones. A quick look at the
despicable Spartacist record ad-
vocating Stali repression in

Poland and supporting immigration
controls in the imperialist couniries
{(to name but two obvious poinls) or a
look at their degeneraie intarnal
regime should be an eye-opener for
wavering WRP members.

At first sight Workers Power, with
their Healy-style open letter listing
their ready denunciations of every
other current (save for now the
WRP!) as "centrist”, and with their
apparently open-minded suggestion
of imediate fusion with the WRP,
might seem to be a more altractive
olfer.

But they are no more honest than
the Spartacists, nor is their history
one of any exem larjr puutml] work
in the British ?cl‘e Their
“potted history" Hrnr-d up
be WRP "comrades” carnfui.ly shm
around their own relatively recent
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Frenich Trotskyists and others in occupied Eurcpe risked everything fo compaign
uvnderground in Werld War 2: the movement iz much more thon the weakness of ifs

abandonment of the state capitalist
analysis on the Stalinist states, claim-
ing that “...on Stalinism and many
other questions we have maintained
consistently revolufionary posilions
in contradistinction to the waverings
of the centrists."”

Banda-like, Workers Power eliec-
tively write off the whole post war
history of the Fourth International
("...collapsed into centrism in
1951"). But in place of the smug com-
placency of the "thin red line" con-
cepl of Trotskyist continuity so long
charished by Healy and the WRP,
Workers Power (who have never led
any struggles anywhere in the
workers’ movement) substitute the
megalomaniac arrogance of the
“minute red blob” theory of a group-
Lﬂl;l ma i::-a.lhr &mcwraﬂnq the elixir
of ever Trotskyism amid a
wilderness af centrists. Springing
from nowhers and with no record of
struggle, they now proclaim
themsleves authorities on Trolskyist
orthodoxy.

Hastening to score cheap points on
the numerical decline of other group-
inga on the left, Workers Powar swag-

er, boast and inflate the picture of
their own size, with wilfully deceptive
claims for the size of their support
amongst miners, and their ludicrous
slogan of launching a new rank and
file "minority movement” in the NUM
consisting of themselves and a few
close supporters.

Behind the bravado and bluster is
the harsh {act that Workers Power is a
small, ossified, sectarian current
which has never succeeded in work-



Wil WHP break from ils secforion abstention from the funcfioning Minars' Support Commitiess and other brood campaigns?

ing constructively with any number
of unaffiliated workers or with any
other forces on the hard left in any
gignificant campaign. Despite a
flurry of activity around the miners’
strike, Workers Power's main focus
for political intervention — like that
of the Spartacists — is still the
meetings of other currents on the left.
Broad campaigns and initiatives they
see purely and simply as an occasion
for polemics and a platiorm for their
own sectarian politics of hair-
gplitting and ultimatums. Their con-
ception of a 'united fromi’ is one in
which all forces involved agree to

unite behind the Workers Power
programme!
Curiously, the Workers Power

“planks for a fusion platform" skirt
around the fundamental issus of
democratic centralism.

Could this be becasue the whole
“fusion” ploy is not so open and
fraternal after all, but a deliberate
manceuvre to lure around some un-
suspecting WRP militants, while
recognising that it i=s not a viable
possibility with the group as a whole?
Why else would Workers Power as a
minority in any fusion with the WRP
not even menfion the question of in-

ternal regime and the rights to form
minority tendencies and factions,
especially in the aftermath of the ex-
posure of the Healy regime?

Whatever the real plans of this
parasitic propaganda group, for
WRP members to embrace the
politics of Workers Power would be to
leave the seclarianism of Healy —
and Banda — intact, and duck the
central problem of relating seriously
to the actual struggles of the British
labour movement.

The priority at present for the WRP
is not to reject out of hand the whole
history of struggle — imperfect, in-
adequate, against the stream — of the
post war Trotskyist movement, but to
recognise and seek politically to
tackle the common political problems
which have remained unresolved by
any section of that movemenl.

In other words, the lesson of the
break from Helay and rejection of
Healy 's political methods, the lesson
of the break from North and the
nonsense about "IC continuity” must
be a break from the sectarian con-
ception of an "us and them" world of
“Marxists” versus "revisionists”.

Without a continuous struggle for

the Marxist programme, defended
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by internal and
guaranteed right for minority
views, any "Marxist” can become a
“revisionist”. Yet even ““wﬂ
organisations comprise tants
who — like WRP :Eﬂlt:m!: before
Healy was exposed and expelled —
see themselves and their organisa-
tions as Trotskyists and fight for
what they believe to be revolu-
tionary Maorxism. Their ex-
periences in that fight are therefore
not entirely useless or negative,
though the demands they raise and
the results of the fight fall short of
what is needed. The fight for the
reconstruction of the Fourth Inter-
national is the fight to distil the
strengths and positive political
lessons from the history of the
movement, while learning the
lessons of its many failures.

In this sense the line argued by
WRP spokesperson Cliff Slaughter —
for an open exchange between the
WRP and other political currents on
they way forward — is a real step
forward.

The fact is that the burning issue
belore the WHP is how to break from
sectarianism.

Healyism has always been more




than the personal vices or corruption
of the individual and his inner cirlce;
more than the particular political ar-
rors or cynical adaptations at any
given point of history, The essence of
Healyism over many years has been
ils secfarionism towards the mass
organisations of the labour movement
and the patieni fight for lsadership
and for respect amongst the most
militant sections of the rank and file.

Breaking with Healyism must mean
therefore rejecting the sectarian
methods of sterile propagandism, self
proclamation and swaggering denun-
ciation ol opponents, to adopl a
serious orientation fowards the actual
situation in today's workers' move-
ment, fighting for positions of real
leadership and influence.

Central to this must be an appraisal
of the immense crisis of leadership
which faces today's workers' move-
ment and the development of a pro-
gramme which equips WRP members
and supporters to offer a serius alter-
native in the struggles and cam-
paigns that emerge,

Troteky's writings — and bitter ax-
perience from decades of largely
fruitless propagandist work — con-
firm that to defeat and break up social
democracy it is not adequate simply
to denounce the reformist politicians
and wunion bureaucrats. It is
necessary to formulate and par-
ticipate in demands, slogans, cam-
paigns, strikes and struggles through
which the rank and file of the
workers’ movement can learn in prac-
tice of the treacherous role played by
their lsaders, and at the same time
recognise a way forward in the fighl.

Marxists must struggle not simply
lo convioce themselves and small
circles of sympathisers of the evils of
reformism, but find the means to con-
vince tens of thousands of workers if
socialist revolution is to be a fact
rather than just a phase.

In the current situation of the
British labour movement this musi
begin with building maximum, sup-
port for every struggle that takes
place against the employers’ offen-
sive, the Tory government and the
forces of the state.

Concretely it means that the WRP
ghould break from its aloof “go it
alone" attitude, and get involved in
the local Miners' Support Groups, in
building broad sclidarity with the
Printworkers, and in work around
Silentmight and other struggles. WRP
members will find that in many of
these campaigns they can find
readers for their press, an arena to
put forward policies and demands to
advance the struggle, and a closer in-
volvement with the mass labour mov-
ment in their own areas from which
years of Healyile activism has ofien
kept them isolated. If coupled with
increased participation in their own
unions, it can resull in a substantally
strengthened local base. Respect can
ony be won where constructive work
is done.

Tosk = building mass Maorkist crganisation,
or sfertle propogandism

Of eourse such support work is not
the end but omly the firet step in
developing a rounded perspective to
replace the blinkered sectarian
politics of the past.

The crisis of leadership in the
labour movement is daunting and all-
embracing. The wholesale rush
towards he politics of "new realism”
amongst top wuniom bureaucrais
(including one-time “lefts” such as
NUPE's leadership) is the outcome of
sevan years ruthless Tory offensive
Bul the same union leaders have
become the key driving force which
installed the "].)."rmam Ticket" Labour
leadership and now back its every
move to junk and dilute those con-

ference policies with which they
disagree.
The growing likelihood of a

possible re-elected Labour govern-
ment, or a Labowr/Alliance coali-
tion. moving imediately onlo the
attack against working class living
Btﬂ:nﬂcﬂfﬁ means that the prepara-
tions for a political lightback must
begin now not only in the unions

but also in the Labour Party.
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not simply ane-by-one recruilment

The WHP must also draw a serious
balance sheet of its experiences in
seeking to establish their party as an
organisational alternative to the
La?:uut Party, while abstaining from
a.nf serious involvement in the
political debates, struggles and in-
nner life of the labour movement as a
whole.

Is it the case on past experiences
that a miass revolutionary party will
simply be constructed through one-
by-one recruitmen! on the basis of
propaganda work from outside the
mainstream labour movementi? We
think the 20 years SLL/'WRP ex-
pariences over and above the actual
process of splits which produced the
mass Communist Parties of the Com-
intern indicates thal this is nof possi-
ble, and that far more serious atten-
tion needs to be focussed on how fo
develop a serious dialogue, joint
work, campaigns and other activities
which will draw the WRP closer to the
rank and file of the Labour Party and
trade unions.

Central to such debates must be
the development of a programme for




gles, but also with a view to the im-
proved opportunities to build and in-
tervene in mass struggles, which are
likaly to arise if the Tories lose the
next election.

Once again a programme of
worked-through transitional
demands in delence of jobs, living
standards and workers' control
mere mention of which was more or
less sufficient to gel some of us ex-
pelled from the WHP in 1974! — can
be seen as vital for the political fight
against the right wing Labour
lesaders.

In similar fashion the WRP, which
has now made the belated and
welcome step of opening disucssion
on women's liberation and gay libera-
tion, musl assess how iis campaigns
and demands on these questions must
relate to the existing mass-based and l
labour movement campaigns and |
organisations. It is not enough simply |
to “go it alone” and launch more or
less token WRP campaigns (though i
this would be a major stride forward):
it is vital to find ways to reach out to
the best forces already fighting, and |
through genuine mass campaigns to |
reach the unorganised forces.

International sclidarity, anti-racist
and anti-fascist work — all must be
carefully assessed from a new, sober
grasp of the actual forces at the
disposal of the WRP and the ways in
which the most impact can be made
on the labour movement.

It is real discussion on these issues,
the fight for a serious orientation to
the actual problems and struggles of
the Br:lti.sli working class, the
unemployed, the oppressed, thal can
pave the way lor a real break from
seclarianism, rather than a lurch
from one bankrupt line to ancther.

It is inded encouraging to see that
Workers Press has reprinted our
Open Letter and replied at length to
the article in the last issue of Socialis!
Viewpaint. We would hope that our
frank expression of the problems and
our willingness to discuss how best to
resolve them can lay the basis of fur-
ther exchanges.

Still available

Copies of The Battle for Trotskyism and other literature
on the WRP are available (£3 including post and
packing) from Socialist Viewpoint's Bookstall, BCM Box

3956. London WCIN 3XX.

Healy
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The Paris Commune 1871

When Parisian workers
took power . .o

TO this day the basic pro-
gramme of working class state
power put forward by revolu-
tionaries is largely inspired by
the experience of the Paris
Commune of 1871.

This was the first time in history that
the organised working class had seiz-
_ed state power in its own right nd us-
‘ad it to establish what Marx and
Engels later called the Dictatorship of
the Proletariat.

Cwer forty years on, the lessons of
the Commune were the fisi considera-
tione of Lenin and Trotsky when the
Bolsheviks overthrew the Provisional
Government in Russia in Oclober
1917. lf, as Lenin put it, the 1905 Hus-
sian revolulion and the Moscow In
surrection were the dress rehearsal
for 1817, then the Paris Commune
was the political inspiration for the
whole act.

The France of 1848- 1870 was ruled
by Louls Bonaparte, s=elf styled
Emperor Napoleon III, who gave his
name to the original Marxist defini
tion of a Bonaparlis! regime (see
Marx, The 18th Burmaire of Louis
Bonaparfe). The regime had stepped
into the vacuum created when the

bourgenisie had proved Usalf in

capable of maintaining its rule over
the working class, but that class was
not yet politically and organisational-
ly mature encugh to take power in fis
own right.

After putting down the herolc Paris
workers' insurrection of June 1848
with ‘great brutality, and whiltling
down to nothing the powers of the
elected National Assembly, the Se
cond Empire of Napoleon III was
established in 1851, The Second Em
pire was a regime of phenomenal cor-
ruption where bribery, embeizle
ment and speculation reigned
supreme: however, rapid industrial
development of the major towns, par
ticularly Paris, did take place. Side
by side with this expansion there was
a growth in the gize and influence of
the working class.

The Second Empire was in size and
influence a mere parody of the First
Empire of Napleon Bonaparte. The

French chauvinistz and speculators
around Louiz wanted a war, to restore
French domination of Europe, fo
enrich themselves by plunder, and to
quell discontent at home caused by
conditions of work and the ruinously
high taxes imposed to maintain the
immense bureaucracy of the state.

In particular they laid claim to the
Western provinces of Germany
which had been a part of the First Em-
pire. Alter 1866, when the Prussians
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under Bismarck had defeated the
Bustrians, and established Prussian
dominance over Germany, the cry
became “on to Berlin” to crush the

Prussians.

On July 15 1870 Napoleon [I1
declared war on Prussia and marched
to occupy the "left” bank of the
Rhine,

The First International, the Interna
tional Working Men's Association,
founded by Marx and Engels, pro



Communards on the borricodes.

tested against the war. Both the
French and the German sections held
large meetings and issued proclama-
tions. In Paris on July 12, the
members of the International lssued a
manifestc against the war, part ol
which reads:

“Once more on the pretext of
European equilibrium. of national
honour. the peace of the world is
menaced by political ambitions.
French. German, 5
workmen! Let our voices unite in
one cry of reprobation against war!
+e Brothers of Germany! Our divi-
sion would only result in the com-
plete triumph of despotism on both
sides of the Rhine...”

Numerous other manifestoes were
issued In towns across France. In
Germany, meetings in Berlin and
Brunswick came out against the war.
At Chemnitz delegates representing
50,000 Saxon workers unanimously
adopted a resolution; part of which
reads;

“In the home of the German
Democracy, and especially of the
workmen forming the Democratic
Socialist party. we declare the pre-
sent war to be exclusively
dynastic... We are happy to grasp
the fraternal hand streiched out to
us by the workmen of France...”

The war was a débécle for the
Franch. They were defeated at Sedon
an September 2 1870 after being
driven back acroas their own border.
cleon 111 and most of the French
were taken prisoners by the

On September 4, the Paris workers
rose and delivered the death blow to
the shattered Second Empire. A
republic wae proclaimed. The Prus-
gians cocupied a third of France and
encircled Paris; the selge began

Inside Paris a Government of Na
tional Defence took over. This was a
bourgecis affair, composed of the
Paris representatives of the old
Leqgislative Assembly of the Empire.

The leaders of the working class,
particularly Blangqui whose followers,
the DBlanguists®, had a majority
among the workers of Paris, were in
jail. Thus a government composed of
some of the worst swindlers. theives
and speculators in Europe, headed
by Thiers, a former Bonapartist
Minster of Police (1), was able to
usurp the power seized lor them by
the workers of Paris.

In reality this was a Government ol
Wational Defence against the working
class, openly trying to betray Paris to
the Prussians and break the power of
the Paris working class by treachery,
lamine and broken heads.

After the Commune was establish

lowers of Louis-Ausgusie
31) who befieved that
freed from woge
/ e

‘Blanquists: Fi
2] i (18

ho maforily in the

Poris Commune
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ed its fournal Officie! de lao Républi
que Franisoise published the cor
respondence of the governmen! and
army officers revealing this. The most
important result of the rising of
Seplember 4 was the arming of the
Parisian working class. The National
Guard, over 300,000 strong, was
made up of everyone in the city who
was able to carry arms, and it was
overwhelmingly working class.

The Prussians laid seige to the city,
causing widespread food shorlages
and famine. Bismarck demanded the
handover of Alsace and Lorraine,
plus the payment of the cost of the
Prussian invagion force, and an in-
demnity of 5 million Francs as terms
for an armistice, The Central Com-
mittee of the German Socialist-
Democratic Workmen's party came
out against these demands in a
manifesto issued on September 5

“We protest against the annexa-
tion of Alsace and Lorraine. And
we are conscious of speaking in
their name of the German working
class. In the common interest of
France and Germany. in the in-
terest of Western civilisation
against Eastern barbarism. the
German workmen will not patient-
ly tolerate the annexation of Alsace
and Lorraine.”

In addition, the manifesto called lor
the return of Louis Bonaparte to
France for trial as a common felon
and accused Bismarck of trying to get
Bonaparte reinstated Emperor so that
he could finish the job of ruining
France.




Tensions betwsen the bourgeois
Government of National Defence and
the working class MNational Guard
were always apparent. On Oclober
31, workers' battalions stormed the
Town Hall and captured part ol the
Governmenl. However, they were
released and the Government allow-
ed o go on as the only alternative to
civil war in the besieged city.

On January 28 1871 the Gowvern-
ment surrendered. Two conditions
went with the surrender:

#firstly the line regiments and the
Mobile Guard were to surrender
their arms and be taken prisoner. The
city walls wera stripped of thelr guns,
and the {orts surrounding the city oo-
cupied by the Prussians. So great was
the Prussian commanders’ fear of the
power of the organised Paris working
class that Ther%lalional Guard was
allowed to keep its weapons in-
cluding artillery and the conguering
army occupied only & small part of
the city consisting mainly of public
parks! Even this they lelt alter a few
daye, Despite entreaties from Thiers
and the bourgeoisie, Bismarck was
not going to put down the revolu-
tionary Paris workers: the French
bourgeoisie was going to have to do
fts own dirty work.

*Secondly a National Assembly was
o be alected eight days (1) after the

surrender to decide on whether to
sign the armistice or continue the
war,

Even before the surrender Theirs
and his bourgeois cohorls were out in
the country campaigning with the on-
ly allies they could find, the
Royalists, to return a reactionary ma-
jority in the National Asembly. Com-
munications were in chacs, many
areas only heard of the elections on
the eve of voling, o il was not-sur-
prising that out of 750 Represen-
tatives, 450 were Royalists.

This Assembly, known as the
“"Rural” Assembly because of the
number of backward landowners pre-
sent, signed the armistice when it first
r%ﬂ: at Bordeaux on February 12
1871

The bourgecisis and its allies were
tacing economic ruin. To add to the
cost of the French war effort and the
vast parasitic bureavcracy of the state
there was an army of half a million
Prussians holding tham by the throat
demanding its costs plus t.i:m huge in-
demnity, with 5% Interes{ on unpaid
instalments.

Thelrs and Co. had one answer: the
workers and peasants of France. As
Marx put it:

“Thus the immense ruin of
France spurred on these patriotic

representatives of land and

Irish solidarity

Labour Committee on lreland:

BM Box 5355,
London WC1N 3XX.
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a slaveholders rebellion.”

(ibid, p. 41} Three hundred
thousand armed Paris proletarians
stood in the way — war was
inevitable,

The government started chipping
away al Paris, appointing Royalist
ambassadars, levying a 2 centime tax
on publications; passing sentence of
death on the workers' leaders Blangui
and Flourens: the suppression of
Republican journals, laws on over
due commercial bills and house rents
which hit Paris hard: the transfer of
the National Assembly to Versallles;
and the renewal of the state of seige
lifted on Seplember 4.

The Nstional Assembly appointed
three vicious reactionaries to com
mand the three agencies of state force

in Paris: Vinoy, a Benapartist, to
command the army: Valentin,
ancther Bonapartist, to head the

olice gendarmes: and Aurelle de

aladines, a Jesuit general, to com-
mand the National Guard... They
naver took up the appointments.

Theirs started demanding that the
National Guard hand over its artillery
and Mitrailleuses (an early French
lorm of machine gun mounted on a
light qun carriage;) as property of the
gtate. This was the grossest insult. The
guns had bean pald for by public
subscription during the seige and
manufactured in the city. Many of
them had been saved from the Prus-
siana by the National Guard who
rounded them up from where the
bourgeois capitulators had left them
and secured them Inside the city.
Finally Vinoy and a group ol sergents
ade wville and some regular line
regiments were sent to seize the guns
on March 18 1871,

After the surrender ol France and
the flight of the bourgecls Govern-
ment of MNational Defence, the Na-
tional Guard reorganised itself, Most
of its units, with the exception of a
very few DBonapartists elected a
supreme Central Committes to com-
mand the Guard. When Vinoy made
his attempt to remove the gunds from
one of the depots at Montmartre he
was lolled by the women and children
of the area who called out the Na.
tional Guard. His force was dispersed
or faken prisoner, and in one In-
stance the 8lst line regiment, after
repeatedly refusing to fire on an
unarmed crowd, shot dead its own
commanding officer General
Lecomte.

The National Guard seized power
in the city that day, March 18, and
opened elections to the Paris Com-
mune. At the same time sympathetic
rebellions took place in Marseilles
and Lyons — but these were swiftly
crushed. Paris, having endured five
months of famine, stood alone against
the shareholders’ revaolt and the arm-
ed might of Prussia.
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