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The crisis of Stalinism

Millions of refugees head west

By Dave Curtis

urope faces massive

population movements,

the biggest since World
War II as a result of the collapse
of Stalinism.

The deepening economic crisis of
the USSR which threatens to break
up the state is set to trigger a
massive possible shift westwards as
people flee looming famine and
mass unemployment.

Officials in Poland, Hungary,
Czechoslovakia and Germany are
making plans to deal with masses of

search of jobs, housing and food.

One political scientist has
estimated (in an article in ‘Die Zeit’)
a possible first wave of migrants
numbering 5 or 7 million!

USSR officials have told the
Belgian government that there
could be up to 3 million a year
moving to Western Europe in
search of work.

Germany is already straining to
cope with a massive influx over the
last eighteen months.

Poland presently has one million
unemployed and the number of
unemployed may double over the
next year as the Balcerowycz Plan

NEWS

expect that Poland will bear the
brunt of migration west through its
480 mile border with the USSR.
They expect 2 or 3 million Russians,
Ukrainians and Byelorussians to
move westwards, when Soviet travel
restrictions are lifted as they will be.

The Poles assume that western
countries will refuse them entrance
and so they will congregate in
Poland.

In addition perhaps 500,000
Soviet citizens of Polish extraction
may demand citzenship and the
right to settle. There are 2 or 3
million Soviet, Polish and
Romanian citizens of German

settlement rights in Germany.

The Poles say they would not
close the eastern border unless the
consequences of migration became
catastrophic with up to 10 million
immigrants.

The Germans are already saying
that they cannot take all those who
want to move. Immigration is
already a question in the German
elections. Refugee camps are full to
overflowing and barracks and
stadiums are being used.
Intolerance is breeding fast in the
wake of the recent mass
immigration from East Germany.
Racism against Germany’s Turkish

documented, it now seems set to
victimise against Eastern European
immigrants too.

Already 40,000 of East
Germany's 85,000 Third World
migrant workers (mainly
Vietnamese and Mozambiquains)
have been force to leave in the face
of intimidation and violence.

At a time when the boss class is
crowing at the breakdown of
bureaucratic despotism and lauding
the dawn of a new age of European
unity and prosperity it will be the
bitterest irony and a most savage
tragedy if the Iron Curtain falls
only to be replaced by immigration
controls that continue to wall off

migrants
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moving westward

Poll tax protesters are winning new support. Above: in Nottingham.

in bites hard. Yet

Bus drivers launch lightning

strikes

By Dave Barter

espite management

threats, Manchester

bus drivers took the se-
cond of a series of lightning
one-day strikes on Wednes-
day 28 November.

Three and a half thousand
drivers (TGWU members) are in
dispute with Greater Manchester
Buses after rejecting a 7% pay
offer by 10-1 in a ballot, and a
_suhsequenl 4-1 ballot for lightn-
ing one-day strike.

Management's response after
the first day’s sirike action on
Saturday 24 November has been

Manchester have started

campaigning for =a

General Election.
A picket is

Labour Party activists in

planned of

Stockport Tory MP Tony Favell
on the morning of Saturday 1
December, and later that day
Rusholme branch is leafleting a

local shopping area.

Supporters of Labour Party
Socialists are producing large
numbers of leaflets for Labour
Party wards to use, calling for a
General Election.

Labour Parties are also pass-
ing resolutions demanding the
Labour NEC call a demonstra-
tion aginst the Tories, and for a
General Election.

to threaten the withdrawal of the
7% pay offer should any further
action take place. Wednesday's
strike was unaffected, as
Princess Road garage shop
steward Phil Kershner told
Socialist Organiser:

“‘We had a meeting this morn-
ing on the picket line. From the
reaction I'd say this has only
hardened our resolve.’’

The issue of the Labour Party
is important in the strike, as the
majority of non-executive
members of the Board of GM
buses is made up of local
authority representatives from
Labour local authorities!

Socialist Organiser supporters
in Manchester are arguing for
Labour Party branches to invite
drivers to speak at meetings, and
pushing resolutions in support of
the drivers. Drivers taking up the
opportunities existing in the
Labour Party will be important
in the winning of the dispute.

A third ballot will be taken on
Thursday 6 December for all-out
action in the event of any driver
being disciplined for strike action
— a big majority will be impor-
tant to the maintenance of what
strikers expect to be a longer
dispute than they have had for
many years.

As Phil Kershner put it:
““We've been used to disputes
lasting a few days — we’ll have
to learn some new tactics in this
one.”

Polish officials

origin who

could demand

and other guest-workers is well-

Behind the headlines...

Stop harassing
women students!

By Janine Booth, NUS
women's officer

ecent press reports
Rhave claimed that

an ever increasing
number of students are
taking up prostitution.
The reports began in last
Sunday’s Correspon-
dent, and then hit the
front page of Monday’s
Daily Star.

Tory policies have left
students desperately short
of money. Grants have been

frozen, loans introduced,
and entitlement to
benefits taken away.

Students have more and

more been pushed into tak-

ing jobs in order to get by.

Students’ work has mostly
cash-in-

been as casual,

hand labour, with no

employment rights. Some

have taken part in medical
experiments for cash
reward. The increase in stu-
dent prostitution is another
consequence of the cash
crisis facing students.
Many more people drop
out of their courses or never

4,500 jobs threatened:

British Aerospace
stewards campaign to

defend jobs

By Paul McGarry

s fears of recession
Agrow, British Aero-
space is planning to

axe 4,500 jobs at its plants
in Kingston, Dunsfold and

Preston.

Management is putting its
propaganda to the workforce
on Monday, and is expected
to propose a package of
redeployment and voluntary
redundancies.

The announcement follows
a reviw by BAe after the
cancellation last June of an
order from the RAF for 33
Tornado aircraft.
Management’s excuse is that
the new East-West detente in
Europe has meant the slow-
ing down of defence equip-
ment production.

Len Brindle, AEU District
Secretary, Preston, turned
the argument on its head:
‘““We should use the peace
dividend as an opportunity to
diversify into civil produc-
tion."

Bert Long, senior shop
steward, AEU Kingston,
echoed this: ““We will be urg-
ing to change to civil work.”

The way to answer
management is twofold.
Firstly, arms production
should be switched over to
the production for civil use.
Workers would rather use
their skills on socially useful
production like kidney
machines than on weapons of
destruction.

Secondly, the bosses
should pay — not the
workforce — for the slump
which is of their own making.
Cut the hours not the jobs,
with no loss of pay, and the
unions should keep up
pressure for the 35-hour
week.

The BAe stewards combine
has launched a campaign
against the job losses. As Len
Brindle put it: ‘‘The trade
union movement has got to
go out to the community and
build a broad-based cam-
paign over this issue.”” Quite
right. The combine should
also be prepared to defend
jobs with national action.

state

go to college in the first
place.

While publicity for the
financial plight of students
is welcome, there are some
very worrying aspects of the
press coverage, especially,
of course, from the scandal-
hungry tabloids.

Their sensationalism will
almost certainly encourage
increased harassment of
women students. The
English Collective of Pro-
stitutes recently held a con-
ference at a college in
Preston. The local rag
published a shock-horror
story. As a result, men

Eastern Europe and Russia.

began hanging around the
college waving credit cards
at women students.

It is crucial that the stu-
dent movement refuses to
condemn any woman (or
man) who takes up prostitu-
tion. This is an issue of
Tory education policy, not
of morality.

Student unions and NUS
should respond by placing
the blame on the Tories,
stepping up their fight for a
decent living grant for all,
and providing support and
advice to their impoverished
members.

Israeli workers plan
general strike

Adam Keller reports
from Tel Aviv

srael’s right-wing
Ifinance minister wants

to reduce the minimum
wage and tax the
Histadrut pension fund.

The minimum wage is not
very high as it is — about
1000 shekels a month, or
£250. The finance minister
wants to change it so that
workers would only get 80%
of that minimum for the first
six months.

At present the minimum
wage is indexed against infla-
tion, but he wants it increased
in future by only 75% of the
rate of inflation.

The reason for this is to get
employers to take on Soviet
Jewish immigrants as cheap
labour. In theory the
minimum wage applies to
everyone, including Arab
workers from the occupied
territories, but in practice
Arab workers are often paid
less.

The government also wants
to tax pension funds, reduc-
ing pensions by about 20%,
to increase income tax, and to
increase and extend the sales
tax. The finance minister
wanted to cut the military

budget, but in fact it is to be
increased.

The Histadrut has called a
general strike from Sunday 2
December. An employers’
association has gone to court
to get an injunction to stop
the strike on the grounds that
it is political.

The leader of the trade
union section of the
Histadrut (the Histadrut is a
big employer as well as a
union) has said that the strike
will go ahead anyway. It is
not certain it will, but some
workers are talking about
striking whatever the
Histadrut says.

Stop Violence
Against Lesbians and
Gay Men

March called by Outrage to
New Scotland Yard and
Winter Pride
Sunday 9 December
Assemble 12 noon,
Horseguards Avenue,
London SW1
{Embankment tube)
Rally 2pm outside Winter Pride,
University of London Union,
Malet St

Entrance to Gay Pride E5,
ring 071-981 3983
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Thatcher in tears. She never cried for her victims

Labour must fight!

Kick them all out!

From front page

And where does that leave
Neil Kinnock’s Labour Party?

Kinnock’s entire strategy for
dealing with the Tories has been
a strategy of waiting for the
Tories to fall quietly into the
abyss, weighed down by That-
cher, and her policies.

But they have now shed That-
cher. They intend to shed or
radically change the poll tax.

Labour was winning — so
they change the rules of the
game and try to wipe the slate
clean with a palace coup at
Westminster!

So far it has ‘worked’ for
them. Already opinion polls
show the Tories bounding
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ahead to an 11% lead over
Labour!

That cannot last long, of
course. It is the honeymoon,
new-broom effect, not a basic
change in the situation of the
Tories.

The economy is still in a
mess, and spiralling sharply into
deeper slump. Unemployment is
rising.

It is very like the slump of the
early ’80s, except that Britain’s
membership of the ERM leaves
the Tories with even less room
to manoeuvre.

The Tories are still in dire
trouble. They will probably
resume their downward fall.
But it may not be as sharp and
steep as it was under Mrs That-
cher.

If the Tories make radical
changes in the poll tax then,
probably, it won’t be.

Labour may be left high and
dry.

The entire anti-Tory strategy
— if you can call a policy of
passive waiting a strategy! — of
Kinnock and his friends — and
we have said it in SO again and
again — is wrong and misguid-
ed.

It is also deeply irresponsible.
Based on the hope that the
Tories would go on making
mistake after mistake, it com-
mitted the cardinal political sin
of underestimating the enemy.

But, no, the Tories are not
stupid! Despite their ancient
sobriquet, ‘‘the stupid party’’,
they are the very opposite of
stupid. And they are serious in
the business of winning and
holding power.

Kinnock and his friends stand

in damning comparison to the
Tories on that score!

Consider the experience of
the poll tax. Here is a deeply un-
popular measure imposed by a
government backed by only a
minority of the electorate. So
unpopular, in fact, that large
swathes of traditional Tory
voters are alienated from their
party by it.

There is a great mass move-
ment of protest against it,
together with the biggest wave
of mass civil disobedience in
modern British history. It pro-
duced a prolonged storm of in-

dignation.
Ultimately it was this storm
of mass protest — not her

posturing on Europe, important
though this was — which blew
Thatcher out of Downing
Street. The poll tax and the
resistance to it destroyed That-
cher. The Labour Party could
have organised and led that
anti-poll tax protest and
transformed and intensified the
movement by giving it a
realisable political goal.

he Tories could have been
Tforced against their will into

calling a general election.
Not the general election they
will call within 18 months at the
time which suits them best. A
general election like the one Ed-
ward Heath called in 1974, and

lost.
But the Labour Party leaders

would have none of it. They
condemned the civil disobe-
dience and sided with Mrs That-
cher’s police against anti-poll
tax demonstrators.

Kinnock and his_friends just

"RIBS
.;:LTTAXCAPPW%‘
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Labour should campaign for the poll tax to
be scrapped now

waited, passively, speculating
like irresponsible gamblers on a
continual decline in the Tories’
electoral fortunes which would
win them the general election.

The result is that Thatcher
has been removed by a Tory
coup and not by a movement of
mass protest led by the Labour
Party.

Instead of going down to
disarray, along with Thatcher,
before such a movement, the
Tory party has gained electoral
credibility by removing That-
cher!

And it will gain if the govern-
ment decides to radically
modify the poll tax.

Where the Tories could be in
deep disarray, and Labour mov-
ing triumphantly to office, the
Tories are still in power, minus
Thatcher, and Labour’s elec-
toral prospects look bleaker
than for two years!

That is the balance sheet of
Kinnockism.

Of course the Tories may not
be able to scrap and radically
modify the poll tax.

Certainly they are not going

to be able to control the slump
and the rocketing unemploy-
ment and bankruptcies that are
accompanying it.

It is still not too late for the
Labour Party leaders to stop ac-
ting like the school’s reverential
junior debating team on a visit
to Westminster and start to
fight back against the Tories.

Kinnock has made the right
noises. He has called for an
election, and denounced the
Tory coup. But the working
class need the deeds that go with
such words!

The Labour Party should
mount a big campaign of
meetings and demonstrations to
denounce the Tory palace coup
and demand a general election.
It should campaign for the poll
tax to be scrapped now, not
tinkered with and Heseltined
God knows when.

If Kinnock and his friends
won’t learn from the history of
the labour movement, then let
them learn from the example of
the Tory party!

"“The emancipation of the working
class is also the emancipation of all
human beings without distinction. of

sex or race.”

Karl Marx
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Tarig loves Tarzan and both love designer battle fatigues

Who's the left's
favourite Tory?

GRAFFITI

en Livingstona has a

broader appeal than

his rival as Britain’s
leading media leftie, Tarig
Ali. The Tory leadership
election has proved it.

Tariq Ali has cheered on
Michael Heseltine. “'I'm
very grateful to Michael, "’
the Independent on Sunday
reported him as saying.
““Without him | wouldn‘t
be where | am. " Heseltine
employed Ali on one of his
magazines in 1966-7.

Ken Livingstone picked
the winner, praising John
Major. ““Major would get
up and say that we had to
help people, "’ he said,
recalling their time
together on Lambeth coun-
cil.

““Many of us on the left
were acutely embarrassed
about the previous record
of Labour. Major was in-
finitely more hard-working
and nicer than the other
members. "’

Of course, maybe the
endorsement giving Major
a decisive edge as a man
of the people wasn't Liv-
ingstone’s, but the one
from Kinnock-loyalist MP
Kate Hoey, who praised
“John’’ for being more in-
terested in sport than any
other prime minister.

ohn Major still had to do

some work for himself.

Concerned to broaden his
support beyond the Tory hard
right, he vowed that the NHS
would be safe in his hands.

He appreciated the NHS, he

said, because it had saved his

life as a baby. The sincerity of
this assurance can be gauged
from the fact that the NHS was
not set up until Major was five
years old, well past babyhood.

however, come cheaper

than dressing your fami-
Iy for the Tory leadership.

Michael Heseltine footed
a bill for £20,000 for new
clothes for his wife and
two daughters for the
photo-opportunities of the
leadership contest.

ops, sorry. Todor

Zhivkov, Stalinist

dictator of Bulgaria from
1954 to 1989, now says that
the “socialism” he imposed on
the country was all a mistake.

“| must admit that we started
from the wrong basis,” he told
Rupert Murdoch’s Times. “The
socialist foundation was
wrong..!f | was ruling today, |
would go and decisively strike
up a deal with the United
States. | say this not just for
pragmatic reasons, but out of a
deep conviction.”

He claims he started to have
doubts as early as 1956. For
another 33 years, unfortunately,
Bulgarian workers who were so
bold as to express doubts about
Zhivkov's tyranny had their
scepticism dealt with by the
secret police.

Zhivkov is better towards his
successors, who now propose to
put him on trial for corruption.
"No other head of state in re-
cent history has been so in-
humanly treated.” He was
speaking from “the luxury villa
of his granddaughter, Evgenia,”
so probably most Bulgarian
workers would prefer the
“inhuman treatment” to
Zhivkov's “socialism”.

|nsincm assurancas,

up my party card, but

decided to keep it to
take part in the end. What
I want is a party — as in
cocktail — to say the par-
ty’'s over.”’

Bea Campbeli, leading
member of the Communist
Party of Great Britain.

In 1989 | almost gave

GRAFFITI

The scandal of

London’s housi

By Liz Millward

My idea of a good
read is the London
Property Guide. My
idea of a nice afternoon is
one spent wandering
around show-flats. I'm
pretty weird, but I could
have a lot of nice
afternoons!

All over London and the
South East property
developers are trying
desperately to get rid of
whole estates, sorry
‘developments’.

Within walking distance of
my flat the following
‘developments’ are almost
entirely empty: King and
Queen Wharf, The Lakes,
Lavender Walk, Russia
Court, Silver Walk, Hithe
Point, and several more
whose names I can’t
remember. Altogether there
are probably a couple of
thousand empty flats and
houses.

The developers are going
broke, the area is lifeless, and
local services and dreadful
London’s Docklands,
Thatcher’s showpiece, may
look good from the air, but
from the ground it’s just
desolate.

But behind the empty river
frontage is a different story.
Much of the less desirable
land was given or sold
cheaply to Housing
Associations for low-cost
homes. These flats and
houses are all full to bursting.
There are waiting lists for the
rented homes and even with
interest rates so high (and
very stringent entry
conditions) most of the
shared ownership flats are
taken.

Many Southwark Council
housing estates are appalling,
and you couldn’t pay people

S

250 black people deported every month

Here to stay — here to fizat

Three women in the West
Midlands are fighting back
against deportation. Each of
them has a different story to
tell but what they have in com-
mon is that they are all black
and victims of the racist im-
migration laws. )
Dharmowtee Surju (right) is
expecting her first child who
will be born a British citizen.
The Home Office wants to
separate her from her husband
Harry and send her back to
Mauritius. Prakesh (left) has suf-
fered the experience of domestic
violence and a broken marriage

and now too faces deportation
to Mauritius with her son Prem,
losing her livelihood and the
new life which she has tried to
rebuild. Sonia Malhi (centre],
who was at one time driven to
attempt suicide, is now
threatened with return to india
although her-only close relative
is her sister in England.

Since the 1988 Immigration
Act came into effect deporta-
tions have increased threefold to
a rate of 250 black people every
month. New immigration rules
are made every few months
with only one purpose in mind:

to tighten the screw even fur-
ther and keep black people out
of Britain. Scope for challenging
Home Office decisions through
the legal system has been con-
sistently diminished. The West
Midlands Anti-Deportation Cam-
paign (WMADC) aims to stop
deportations by alternative
means under the slogan "Here
to stay, here to fight".

For further details contact
WMADC clo 101 Vilia Road,
Handsworth, Birmingham 18.
Tel: 021 551 4518 or 021 523
0580.
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to live on them. But when the
Cherry Garden estate was
opened, no-one refused a
place.

Cherry Garden is one of
the only bits of river frontage
to be given over to ‘social
housing’ and the families
who moved in are lucky
indeed.

Southwark people are
desperate for decent homes.
There is great bitterness from
those who have lived for
years on estates like the

The press and the Tory crisis

Murdoch’s each-way bet

TheGuardian

By Jim Denham

hat exactly has been

going on at News
International over

the past couple of weeks?
Murdoch’s papers, usually
so outspoken in their
devotion to Mrs Thatcher,
were far from uniform in
rallying to her side in
those last, desperate days.
The Sun staved loyal
throughout, of course: it
could hardly do otherwise
given the way it had rott-
weil ered Heseltine and his
supporters at the outset of
the campaign. But the Times
kept its options open until the
day before the ballot (when it

finally came out for Mrs
Thatcher) and the Sunday
Times actually backed
Heseltine.

You could almost feel
some sympathy for Lord
Young when he complained:
“] find it odd the Sunday
Times, the principal
beneficiary of the govern-
ment’s trade union legisla-
tion, should discard the
prime minister.”’

Stronger still is the fact
that of all the national press,
only the Sun and Murdoch’s
other daily tabloid, Today,
accurately predicted That-
cher’s resignation on Thurs-
day. Given the importance
that Mrs T is said to attach to
the Murdoch press, and the
Sun in particular, one
wonders whether it really was
those mysterious ‘‘men in
grey suits'’ who finally per-
suaded her the game was up.
Or whether the coup de grace
came from Wapping.

n any event, Sun editor
Kelvin Mackenzie must
have been mightily relieved
when news of the resignation
reached him. If Thatcher had

crumbling Bonamy Estate
against the ‘outsiders’ who
got places in Cherry Garden.

The North Peckham Estate
is a national disgrace, the
Tustin is a health hazard, as
are the many pre-war blocks
around Tower Bridge.

As if that wasn’t enough,
Southwark has an enormous
homelessness problem.

And it could all be solved
at a stroke. Just move people
off the streets and the
decaying estates and into all

fought on into the second
round and lost, Mackenzie
would certainly have been
sacked as the Sun suddenly
switched its allegiance to that
dynamic, exciting man of the
people, Michael Heseltine.

As it is, the Sun is now
backing Major (as the semi-
official ‘‘Thatcherite’’ can-
didate) but not so en-
thusiastically that a switch to
Tarzan would be out of the
question under Mackenzie’s
editorship.

Of course, Murdoch has a
most compelling reason to
keep his options open on the
question of the Tory leader-
ship: the Sky takeover of BSB
is still potentially a very hot
potato — not least because it
is illegal.

Thatcher gave the Digger a
nod and a wink that the deal
was fine by her. But would a
new Tory leader necessarily
take such an easy-going at-
titude? The Digger cannot af-
ford to alienate any of the
three candidates.

ot surprisingly, Bernard
Ingham is leaving

Downing Street hard

those empty river-front
apartments. Docklands
would come to life.

The extra rents would pay
for improvements to the
older estates. Bitterness
would end because everyone
would have decent housing.
Services would improve
(they’d have to). Local
schools would stay open.

But will it happen? Only if
we make it happen. The next
Labour government should
be made to make it happen.

on the heels of his mistress.
Although Mr Ingham is,
strictly speaking, a civil ser-
vant and thus above politics,
it would be impossible for
him to serve a new master.

Since his appointment as
Downing Street press officer
in 1979, Ingham has become,
in effect, Mrs Thatcher’s per-
sonal propaganda and disin-
formation chief. It was In-
gham, at his unattributable
press briefings, who would
give the Tory press the “‘line’
not only against Labour but
also against any of Maggie’s
cabinet ‘‘colleagues’” who
were out of favour.

Thus the tabloid cam-
paigns over the years against
Francis Pym, John Biffen,
Nigel Lawson and, finally,
Geoffrey Howe.

It is probably too much to
hope that the departure of
both Thatcher and Ingham
will signal the end of this con-
stitutional outrage. But
perhaps a few more papers
will find the integrity to
follow the lead of the In-
dependent, theGuardian and
the Scotsman and pull out of
the ““‘lobby system™’.

i
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Mass action won in France

By Mark Sandell, NUS
‘National Committee

t is not only the ex-Prime

Minister who kids herself

that the continentals, and
particularly the French, are
made of different stuff than us
British.

The Kinnockite leadership of the
National Union of Students do it
too, in their own way. They tell us
that only a Labour government can
change things for students, and that

This week the Socialist
Organiser office is mailing out
special subscription offers and ap-
peal leaflets for our £25,000 fund
drive to hundreds of people round
the country who have expressed
interest in the paper.

To build up the circulation of the
new expanded 16-page paper, we
are offering subscriptions cheap —
at the old rates, unchanged for
eight years — for the next four
weeks, until Christmas.

Even increased subscriptions and
sales will not fully cover the costs

m

Step the Wor i
the Gulft
sigesl BemaniratEy

t can win here!

Four weeks for subs drive

mass action can’t work, even after
the victories of the French students
have proved this to be nonsense. Or
is it that the French are, after all,
different sorts of beings from us?

On my recent visit to France I
found nothing unique about French
students. I found that they face ex-
actly the same problems as British
students.

Their colleges lack books and
other basic materials. They are in
terrible disrepair. There are too few
lecturers. In short, education is
grossly underfunded and the so-

of the paper’s expansion, and
that's why we also need our
£25,000 fund drive. We're asking
for support in two forms —
straight donations and regular
monthly payments into our ‘200
Club’. The fund’s running total so
far is now £13,231.

The winner of £100 from the
December draw of the ‘200 Club’
will be announced in next week's
SO.

Donations to, and standing order
and subscription forms from, SO,
PD Box B23, London SE15 4NA.

Subscribe to Socialist
Organiser!

Special offer — cheap
rates until Christmas.

£16 for one year

£3 for 10 issues. Send cheques
payable to SO to SO, PO Box 823,
London SE15 4NA.

Address

called socialist government is cram-
ming more students into education
without a proportionate increase in
funds.

All this is very familiar. So is the
issue of safety that sparked off the
first student demonstrations this
year.

Safety is a major issue because of
the increasing number of attacks on
students — particularly on black
and women students — in or
around colleges in the poorer areas.

From local demonstrations
students spread the action until, by
mid-November, national mass
demonstrations were happening
twice a week. In many colleges ac-
tivists organised to build local struc-
tures. The mounting wave of pro-
test was, by mid-November, being
joined by Lycee (FE) students all
over France, and by lecturers and
parents.

The French President finally felt
he had to meet the students, and the
Prime Minister was forced to give
more money and to promise im-
provements in education.

Of course, much is still to be
fought for, but the Lycee move-
ment has a great deal to teach
British students. The French
students fought hard, they were not
content to be a stage army, with one
token demo staged when and where
it would cause least fuss.

They built from one demo
towards the next, often only days
away. They kept up the pressure,
and showed that students could
win.

The demonstrations were centred

on the demands of students from
the poorest areas, and those who
have most problems, like black
students.
_ It involved these students not by
lipservice to their ‘‘special oppres-
sion”” but by building a fighting
movement. They went out and
made direct links with workers.
They got many lecturers to join the
demonstrations, despite the refusal
of the Socialist Party-controlled
Lecturers’ Union to call joint strike
action.

By contrast with the student
movement of 1986, the Lycee move-

Fight the Tories
French style!

ment was almost exclusively made
up of 16-18 year olds in Further
Education Colleges — the very sec-
tion of the British student move-
ment NUS so often excludes or ig-
nores.

French students have problems
with their organisations, too. The
French student movement, unlike

““The British student
faces the same
problems as French
students... We can
and must learn from
our French
counterparts.”’

ours, does not have one big union.
A few small unions tied to political
parties exist, but most students are
not in any union.

As a result, no links existed with
HE students who, for the most
part, did not get involved.

The other direct result of the lack
of one union was that the political
party unions and other groups like
““SOS-Racisme’” were able to pre-
sent themselves as the leadership of
a movement whose activists had no
way to hold them accountable, and
which has no organised democratic
structures. A general union needs to
be built.

1 left France having found
nothing unique in French students
— except maybe their combativity!

The British student faces the
same problems as French students
and our movement has the same
potential. We can and must learn
from our French counterparts. We
must make the NUS build a fighting
union based on mass action and
democracy. NUS must get off its
knees — the position the Kin-
nockites have forced on it — and
mobilise students against the poll
tax, against fees, and against the
Tories.

We must fight, and fight to win
— like the Lycee students!

.........
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Labour Youth
in conference

No
democracy,
no
socialism

By Tony Pope

his year’s Labour
TYouth Conference was

a dull and lifeless event,
poorly attended and badly
planned.

The right-wing candidate was
elected as NEC youth rep by the
“‘hundred or so’’ votes present, and
there were no ‘‘uncomfortable’
decisions the Kinnockite leaders
there had to report back.

This conference was disappoin-
ting for one main reason — that it
wasn’t really a conference at all!
There were no motions, no votes
and no serious opportunities for
debate.

The speakers, such as re-elected
NEC rep Alun Parry, and Labour
Party General Secretary Larry
Whitty, were full of rhetoric about
‘“‘democratic socialism”. In reality
there was little democracy and less
socialism at this conference.
Socialism was the ‘‘socialism’ of
the Policy Review, and there was no
democratic input from delegates.

The weekend was really designed
to train activists to help Kinnock in-
to Number 10. But it was revealing:
the smart young economic adviser
who took a policy workshop on
Economic Priorities for Labour was
at least honest. ‘“‘Labour’s policy is
to work with capitalists,”’ she said,
and ‘‘we’ve got to convince people
we can manage capitalism better
than a bunch of capitalists.”

When I and others objected, she
told us that we weren’t here to
debate policy: our role is just to ac-
cept it, shut up and do as we are
told. Or else.

This tiny, undemocratic con-
ference accurately reflected the
state of the Labour Youth move-
ment. Such a movement is not a
force fighting for socialism — and it
can’t be much of an election-
winning force, either.

We need an open, democratic
and radical youth movement if we
are to grow and develop into a wor-
thwhile force, fighting for young
people’s interests and for the cause
of socialism.

We must make sure that next
year’s event is bigger and better. We
can’t allow the youth movement to
continue to be stifled.

We must demand and fight for a
real conference, not another *‘Kin-
nock Youth' rally.

Socialists and
the unions

A Socialist Organiser
weekend school
February 9/10 1991
Manchester Polytechnic

Sessions on: The state of the unions
today; Arguing for socialism in the
workplace; Back to basics: strike and
union organisation; What do we mean by a
rank and file movement?; New technology:
a worker's answer.

Debate on: Should strikers in the vital
services provide smergency cover?
How to defeat the anti-union laws.
Plus professional creche, social and films
£4 waged, £2 unwaged

For more details write to PO Box 823,
London SE15 4NA
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Eyewitness report

South Africa: stop
the killings!

Frank van der Horst, a
leading activist in the
Workers' Organisation for
Socialist Action (WOSA), the
largest independent socialist
grouping in South Africa,
talks ahout the recent
explosion of violence in the
black townships and what to
do about it

e violence in the townships
is a very complex matter —
though a mysterious third

force has certainly been active
— all that has happened cannot
be explained by this factor
alone.

Agents of the state do not
operate in a vacuum, they exploit
existing class and/or “‘ethnic’’ divi-
sions within the black population.
And all of this is happening in a
situation in which the state is on the
offensive.

President De Klerk has been us-
ing the process of negotiations with
the African National Congress to
extricate big business from the
economic crisis. He wants to attract
new foreign investment and get
what limited sanctions are still in
place lifted.

The fighting in the townships cer-
tainly helps the state to weaken,
divide and even, in some cases, to
r:;luh organisations of the oppress-

Let me give some examples: I was
at a trade union conference recent-
ly. Workers told me of how atten-
dance at shop stewards committees
had fallen from hundreds to tens as
workers were too frightened to go
out.

Workers are living in fear. Shop
stewards who speak Zulu do not
speak it anymore, not even in union
meetings, because the language has
become so closely linked with In-
katha [Chief Buthelezi’s movement
which is involved in a bloody war
with the ANC and the ‘“‘comrades”
in Natal].

To speak Zulu in some areas is to
risk your life.

I know at least five people — ac-
tivists in the working class move-
ment, in no sense supporters of In-
katha — who have been attacked or
had their homes burnt down simply
because they speak Zulu.

ne church minister described
Oto me the situation in a hostel

complex in the Transvaal
[scene of the recent fighting] where,
though the different hostels tended
to be predominantly Zulu, Xhosa
or whatever, there was no serious
friction. Workers would play foot-
ball together, drink together and
inter-marry.

There was no earthly reason why
they would want to massacre each
other. But, according to the
minister, a secret group of armed
masked men arrived in the complex,
identified all the residents of one
hostel, gathered them together and
told them that they were to attack
the mneighbouring hostel. Anyone
who didn’t want to do this would be
“‘eliminated’’. The majority, for
fear of their lives, joined the attack.

Once something like this happens
the workers become involved in a
cycle of violence which just goes on
and on.

This is a pattern that we have ex-
perienced many times.

Unknown agents come into an
area threatening people, starting

fights. Of course they do not
operate in a vacuum they exploit ex-
isting divisions.

art of the problem has been
Plhe behaviour of some of

the so-called ‘‘comrades’’.
Take, for example, the 1983
boycott of white shops.

Some of the unemployed youth
— who were “high”’ on drugs —
would set up so-called “‘people’s
courts’’ and fry people on the spot.

The courts became a way of settl-
ing domestic scores — you had
girlfriends condemning former
boyfriends for all kinds of crimes,
and vice versa.

The ‘“‘comrades” would often
humiliate older people — that’s
something that cuts across deeply
embedded ftraditions within the
townships. Most workers believe
that the elderly should be respected
not humiliated.

Groups of unemployed youth
would check workers’ groceries —
on the pretext that they were enfor-
cing the boycott of white shops.
They would say they were taking
things away to be confiscated but in
reality they would take these things
for themselves.

Pensioners would be found
“‘guilty’’” of some minor offence
and be forced to eat OMO soap
powder.

In this heightened turmoil
mysterious forces intervened to in-
crease divisions and raise the
temperature.

One of the most cynical opera-
tions occurred a few years ago in
the KTC squatter camp oulside

‘Comrades’ burn an ‘Inkatha suppurt'“

Cape Town.

Guns would be handed out to
back up one group or another. At
one stage the state switched sides
because it felt that the original
group of witdoeke [vigilantes] that
it had backed had become too
powerful.

There was complete devastation.
You had entire communities
dragooned to support one faction
or another.

Things got so bad that various
community groups and trade
unions united in the Western Cape
to form a ‘‘Stop the Killings’’ cam-
paign.

here are attempts to get such
Ta broad campaign going in the

Transvaal. A few weeks ago
the Azanian People’s Organisation
[2 black consciousness group that is
critical of Nelson Mandela and the
ANC] called a conference. We in
WOSA turned up but we think it is
important to have a broad ‘‘Stop
the Killings”’ campaign that is not
just the property of one particular
political group.

We believe it is important to in-
volve the ANC and all the pro-
gressive trade wunions. To get
everyone to discuss the question of
the violence and also to address the
question of megotiations with the
regime.

We want a consultative con-
ference of all the organisations of
the oppressed to discuss these issues
and the road ahead.

Frank van der Horst was talking to Tom
Rigby

““The violence has taken on a
momentum of its own”’

Stan Crooke reports from Germany

As we go to press, railworkers
across what used to be East
Germany are out on strike against
job losses. Up to half the
workforce face the sack. At last,
the fighthack has started.

nemployment in the former

German Democratic

Republic (GDR), now part
of a unified Germany since Oc-
tober, is estimated to reach
three or four million by the mid-
dle of 1991.

At the time of unification
445,000 people in the ex-GDR were
officially registered as unemployed,
and another 1,770,000 registered as
short-time workers.

Hardly a day goes by without
more reports of factory closures
and impending closures — 33 out of
the 41 sugar refineries in the ex-
GDR are to be closed; 25,000
workers in the cotton industry have
lost their jobs already, and another
36,000 jobs are scheduled to go by
the end of next year; and 68,000
railway workers in the ex-GDR are
scheduled to lose their jobs in the
next five years.

Women and foreigners have been
particularly affected by the sudden
mushrooming of unemployment.
Women are first in line for job
losses and well over 50% of the
unemployed are women. Foreigners
often do not show up in the
unemployment statistics — once
they lose their jobs they are given a
“‘golden handshake’’ and sent back
to their country of origin.

Other tricks have been used to
keep down the official unemploy-
ment statistics. Many workers are
registered as on “‘short time zero’
and are therefore not counted as
unemployed. Older workers are
registered as having taken early
retirement and therefore do not
show up in the official statistics
either.

Similar to the situation in Britaip,
the unemployed receive either
Unemployment Benefit if they have
worked, or Social Aid (SA, like
British Income Support) if they
have not worked for at least a year.
But there is no shortage of hurdles
to be overcome before the
unemployed can receive such
welfare benefits.

To receive UB the unemployed
must prove that they are ‘‘available
for work”. Parents who cannot
show that they have alternative ar-
rangements for the care of their
children are deemed not available
for work and therefore ineligible
for benefits.

The unemployed must be
prepared to accept the offer of a job
from the Unemployment Benefit
Office, even if (as is generally the
case) the job is lower paid and fur-
ther from home than their previous
job, and does not correspond to
their level of training or education.

Anyone who rejects such an offer
has their benefit cut for some two
months, as too does anyone who
voluntarily quits their job (which is
now particularly common amongst
workers on short time).

The conditions for receiving SA
are even more stringent. Anyone
with more than 1000 Marks (£330)

is disqualified from claiming it,

Kohl may laugh, workers in the east can't

and, even when SA applicants are
adults who no longer live with their
parents, the income of parents is
taken into account when deciding
whether or not to pay SA. (Parents,
and sometimes other relatives, who
refuse to provide information about
their income are subject to legal ac-
tion.)

UB is calculated as a proportion
of the wage which the unemployed
person previously received. Again,
women in particular lose out: since
women receive below average rates
of pay, they also receive below
average rates of UB. . recent
survey in Berlin showed that women
receive 34% less UB than men on
average.

UB is paid directly into the bank

Germany: the

Unemployment mushrooms

accounts of the unemployed. But
such is the state of the banking
system in the ex-GDR, given the in-
troduction of the *‘free market”,
there are long delays before UB
payments turn up in the bank ac-
counts of the unemployed, leaving
them in a state of severe hardship in
the meantime.

In addition, staff in the
Unemployment Benefit Offices are
under-trained and lack adequate
resources. Many have received
only a week’s training in the com-
plex legislation and do not have any
manuals containing the regulations
for the payment of UB. They are
therefore often unable to work out
what benefits the unemployed are
entitled to.

“Employment Training’’-style
schemes have been introduced into
the ex-GDR. Wages paid on such
schemes are often below the going
rates, training can be poor in quali-
ty, and, as with other re-training
courses, there is no guaranteed jobs
at the end of such schemes.

Two groups in particular have at-
tempted to exploit the growth of
unemployment in the ex-GDR.
Small-time businessmen have set up
dubious and expensive courses for
the unemployed (eg. in computer
training), whilst the far-right
Republikaner have sought to blame
foreigners for the rocketing
unemployment figures.

The unemployed in the ex-GDR
are therefore confronted with
limited access to a low level of
welfare benefits, and the threat of a
cut in benefits should they reject
low paid work or a fake training
scheme. It is only appropriate that
the Unemployment Benefit Office
in Leipzig should have found a
home for itself in the premises of
the Stasi — the former East Ger-
man secret police.

Together against poverty

Joint Statement of the ex-GDR
based ‘Unemployed Workers
Association' and the West German
based ‘Co-ordination Centre of
Unemployed Trade Unionists’

n contradiction to promises

which have been made, the

process of German unification is
leading to growing unemployment,
poverty, and social insecurity in all
parts of Germany.

The unemployment figures are rising
not just in the ex-GDR but also in
Western Germany. The number of
long-term unemployed in particular is
growing.

The process of unification is increas-
ingly being used to play off employed
against unemployed, and also
unemployed against unemployed. Dif-
ferences in the social situation in dif-
ferent parts of Germany are being us-
ed to speed up the dismantling of the
social services.

We recognise the necessity of a joint
challenge in the interesis of employed
and unemployed to this development.
We therefore demand:

(1) The right to work must be realis-
ed In line with the UN Declaration of
Human Rights. This is an inner-
German and inner-European question
of peace, especially in view of the
devélopments in Eastern Europe. It is
therefore necessary to secure the
realisation of demands for genuine
state-initiated employment program-
mes. It is a question of creating
humane and qualified jobs in
ecological and social spheres in par-
ticular.

(2) Until this has been achieved
there must be humane and social pro-
tection for all those who are affected
by unemployment and its conse-
quences.

This means, amongst other things,
scrapping the anti-social means test
and extending to the whole of Germany
the more favourable regulations
prevailing in the ex-GDR which were
agreed upon by the two German
governments.

We are in agreement that only joint
action brings results. We are therefore
opposed to all attempts to divide and
exclude. We regard this statement as
the expression of a new stage in our
cooperation and work.

We appeal to all unemployment in-
itiatives and groups to take action in
their own s.ea to achieve these
demands.
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dream turns sour

German workers and bosses are on a collision course

Issues in the elections

Costs and consequences of unification

Thomas Kupfer of the United
Left in Halle talked to
Socialist Organiser

The main themes in the

elections are different in

the West and East of
Germany. In the West, the issue
which has emerged as the
principal one is the burden of
reunification, the costs of
reunification for the citizens of
the old German Federal
Republic.

Lafontaine [the SPD candidate
for Chancellor] is trying to score
points on this issue, by criticising
and attacking the financial policies
of the government, but I don’t
think he will achieve anything in do-
ing so.

In the former German
Democratic Republic it is different.
What people here are thinking
about and interested in are the
social consequences of reunifica-
tion. None of the promises which
were made in March or later on on
the occasion of the monetary
unification have been implemented
by the government.

The promised economic miracle
has been postponed again and
again. The situation here is clearly
not attractive for investments.
Unemployment will therefore in-
crease, and could reach three
millions by next year, plus also
those not counted officially as
unemployed, such as those on
‘‘short-time working: zero'’ as is
already the case.

Is Paragraph 218 an issue?
[Paragraph 218 in the West German
constitution restricts women’s right
to abortion, whereas the former
GDR allowed women greater access
to abortion.]

In my opinion this is not an issue
for many people at the moment,
given the decision that different
laws will prevail for the next two
years in different parts of Germany
(Paragraph 218 in the West, the old
East German legislation in the
East).

Of course, once the two years are
up, when people are not as conscious
of the issue as at present, then the
attempt will be made to extend
Paragraph 218 to East Germany.
But it is not an issue in the elections,
partly because some of the less con-
sistent sections of the women’s
movement have accepted this
“‘solution’’.

Other issues which are not being
taken up in the elections include,
unfortunately, the Guif crisis, the
export of armaments, and German
foreign policy in general, including
proposals for constitutional
changes to allow German military
forces to take action abroad. On the
latter point the SPD [German
equivalent of the Labour Party] will
knuckle under again.

There are other causes as well
which should be taken up, such as
land reform in East Germany. But
we are too weak to make them an
issue in the elections.

Is immigration an issue in the
elections?

Yes, for example the question of
Soviet Jewry, or immigration by
gypsies and Romanians which had
already been effectively banned by
the old East German government.
Lafontaine has had a high profile in
East Germany, putting forward
conservative proposals regarding
the right of asylum.

For the left, the situation in rela-
tion to this issue is very un-
favourable. In situations of social
crisis, such as you now have in the
former GDR, there is a great temp-
tation to blame foreigners and peo-

ple who have asylum for the non-
appearance of the promised pro-
sperity.

What is the attitude of the United
Left to the elections?

We have had a lot of discussions
about the elections. There has been
a lot of controversy. A number of
people have resigned.

The problem is that we have very
few people who thoroughly studied
the issues, and those people who
have done so have not had the time
for work at rank-and-file level.
Thus, the gap between work at
parliamentary level and work at
rank-and-file level became bigger

““It’s clear that
Kohl will win”’

and bigger, the gap between Berlin

» (where the former was necessarily
concentrated) and other places
became bigger and bigger.

I would say that there are at least
three different positions in the
United Left. There are those in
favour of participation in the elec-
tions, and those who are against
participation. The latter covers
both a radical anti-parliamentarian
wing and also more moderate op-
ponents of participation.

The former covers both those
who support the PDS/Left List [see
below], not so much because they
want to work with the PDS, though
this is a factor, but rather because
they want to work with the West
German left involved in the Left
List, and those who support citizens
initiatives such as the Greens.

Apart from the PDS [the former
East German Communist Party],
what political organisations are in-
volved in the PDS/Left List elec-
toral coalition?

The Left List was originally a col-
lection of individuals, for a com-
bination of reasons, for example to
avoid introducing the arguments
between the different left wing
organisations into the project. But
as a result of judicial decisions con-
cerning the conduct of the elec-
tions, the PDS ended up putting up
candidates in both Eastern and
Western Germany.

Individuals are involved from dif-
ferent organisations, and also peo-
ple who are not in any organisation.
The spectrum stretches from left
social-democracy to long-standing
left wing organisations such as the
United Socialist Party and the
Communist League, as well as some
smaller Marxist organisations, and
also left wing trade unionists and
people from the Greens.

What about Workers Power and
the Socialist Workers Group [West
German SWP]?

As far as I'm aware, Workers
Power supports the PDS/Left List,
but, of course, critically, but it is
too small to have any real presence.
The SWG, in my opinion, has a
pretty stupid approach to this ques-
tion. They do not support the
PDS/Left List, but have called for
support for the SPD, on the basis
that the elections are not particular-
ly important, but if there is
anything worthwhile to be achieved
in the elections, then it is getting rid
of Kohl [the current right-wing
Chancellor]. :

What is the political programme
of the PDS/Left List?

The programme must be analysed
on several levels.

Firstly,there is the programme
itself, as it exists on paper. That is
not a radical left wing programme,
but rather a left social democratic
one which raises issues such as
ecology, women, and particularly
the interests of the inhabitants of

the former German Democratic
Republic, on the basis of the desire
to have a say in the nature of Ger-
man unity.

Several points in the programme
need to be criticised. But what
needs to be criticised even more is
that the PDS itself is not up to the
level of this programme. The pro-
gramme is the product of a small
elite at the top of the PDS, but the
rank and file of the party is unable
to make sense of the programme,
and cannot accept the political
culture which has been introduced
by the West German left.

Do you think that Kohl will win
the elections?

1 am sure that he will win the elec-
tions. That is already quite clear.
The question is whether the barriers
within the spectrum of the opposi-
tion, for example between the PDS
and the citizens initiatives, can be
broken down on the territory of the
former GDR.

This might occur as a result of
cooperation between the different
fractions in parliament in relation
to specific issues. If the United Left
were represented in both fractions,
then it could play a leading role
here.

But it must occur much more in
the extra-parliamentary sphere. At
the moment, however, many
grassroots initiatives have collaps-
ed, both in the former GDR and
also in West Germany. You only
need to think of the peace move-
ment.

There could even be advantages if
the PDS/Left List or the Greens/
Alliance 90 did not win any seats in
Parliament, given that the better
people in these organisations would
then be forced to be active in the
extra-parliamentary sphere. I think
that the history of the Volkskam-
mer [short-lived East German
parliament] has shown that in many
spheres more can be achieved out-
side of parliament than within it by
trying to influence decisions when
you are in a minority anyway. Yon
can try and publicise your ideas
through parliament, but you cannot
influence the decisions.

You only need to think of the
story of the Stasi [former East Ger-
man secret police] when nothing at
all happened in the Volkskammer
until some people occupied the
Stasi headquarters in Berlin and
thereby, whatever the limitations of
the eventual outcome, achieved
more than would have been achiev-
ed by however many speeches in the
Volkskammer.

That is quite a good example of
how things will carry on. One thing
is for sure. The politics of the street,
and the people who were involved
in such politics in the former GDR,
have hitherto been treated with kid
gloves. But that will change.

Engineering workers fight for jobs in
the West
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The women's movement is fragmented

Cathy Nugent talked to Lynne
Segal about her most recent

book ‘Slow Motion: Changing
Men, Changing Masculinities’,
and about her general views

on the state of feminism and
women's struggles

low Motion: Changing

Men, Changing Masculini-

ties’ is very much a
continuation of those themes I
was presenting in ‘Is the Future
Female?’.

There I was taking issue with cer-
tain popular strands of feminism,
usually known as cultural feminism,
in which it seemed to me that the
voice of feminism as it was popular-
ly seen was almost declaring some
essential difference between men
and women.

In the early days of women’s
liberation, the stress on an essential
difference was something that
feminists had their campaign
against. Not that they thought men
and women were the same, but that
they saw masculinity and femininity
as socially constructed and that
both men and women could be
changed by women’s liberation. So
there was an optimistic spirit in the
early women’s liberation writing.

By the end of the '70s, and for
reasons that are understandable —
because of growing awareness of
the reality of men’s violence,
because change is so slow and con-
tradictory, and because feminists
became demoralised about the ad-
vances of feminism and also
perhaps demoralised about the lack
of radical changes in their personal
lives — this all seemed to fit
together with a more pessimistic
outlook about there being
something that’s seemingly ineluc-
table about women’s oppression,
and moved back toward something
pre-feminist, ie. sex-war thinking
about men and women.

So it seemed essential to me — as
a socialist-feminist — to attempt to
keep alive those hopes around sex-
ual politics, that men and women
could work together, although not
easily and no doubt in conflict,
toward some better future for men
and women.

And the problem was being
defined as men. Whereas in the ear-
ly days of women’s liberation we
tended to see inequalities and op-
pression as coming from many dif-
ferent structural roots — from the
organisation of the family, from the
organisation of the workplace, and
mediated by the state and social
policy, these were looked at as well
as the problems of men themselves.
It seemed by the end of the 70s
everything was being reduced to the
problems of men themselves.

omehow the old goals towards,

say, shifting social policy and

these types of campaigns, were
losing ground partly because the
welfare state was being rolled back.
So those issues were not being so
much focused on.

There was the idea that men were
never going to change, no matter
what advances women achieved.
We come back to this inevitable
problem.

So that’s why 1 wanted to ask,
once gain, is it the case that there is




some essence, some biological
essence, of masculinity that in-
evitably oppresses women or is it
that there can be some world
historic construction of men from
the beginning of time that will
always oppress women or is it that
we are not only dealing simply with
the psychologies and nature of men
lbut with something more complex
_r.% in that very complexity hard to
ift.

After all, when you get change in
one area then you get a consolida-
tion of relations in other areas and
that is what I thought.

I tried to look at all levels of
masculinity. Interestingly, feminists
haven’t written a lot about men —
not only feminists but no-one had
written about men because it was
always women who were seen as the
problem.

In problematising men, and tak-
ng it seriously, this suggested there
was not going to be a simplistic
[ISWET .

This is the problem. How do we
fonnect out our psychologies as
en and women and the understan-
ngs we do have of what it means
p be men and women with the
ocial structures out there, be they
sconomic, political or ideological?
at just really isn’t easy.

Another problem is that these
ferent structures do work fairly
tonomously, so we can’t just
teduce one from another, so I do

‘It seemed by the
nd of the seventies
that everything was
eing reduced to the
problems of men
themselves ™’

ink that it’s important to engage
ith the psychology of men and
omen, and in doing that look at
that the psychologists have said.
Well, the psychologists have
ent a hundred years doing frantic
search trying to find some fun-
mental sex difference which at
ce value looks like a biological sex
ference.
At around the mid twentieth cen-
they thought they had found
plogical sex differences. These
ed out to be the minutest,
allest differences and they also
ed out to discriminate more
athin a sex than between a sex, so
the 1970s the massive amount of
ex difference research the
chologists had done turned out
suggest more the similarities bet-
=en the sexes than the differences,
d yvet we live in this world where
e is the systematic gendering of
hing.
We know of men and women
o have the same types of
omosomes and yet we experience
elves to be quite different.
Because of the commitment that
ost of us have or perhaps because
the conflict we have around iden-
as men and women I felt that it
necessary to look at some of the
choanalytic work and see
ether that tells us something
out the rigidities and patterns we
so clearly around gender identi-

Lynne Segal

as 1 convinced? What I

find so interesting about

some of the psychoanalytic
work — which itself is complex and
contradictory — is the idea of
masculinity and feminity forming a
part of all of us at birth.

It’s only later on that girls and
boys take on the polarised dif-
ferences of masculinity and femini-
ty — and we see a struggle going on
whereby nobody is ever wholly
masculine or feminine. Boys come
to repress their earlier femininity
and girls come to repress their
earlier active (which equals
masculine) desires for more passive
and receptive ones. I think that’s in-
teresting in suggesting some of the
tensions that surround sexual iden-
tity.

However, the whole of Freud
relies on the privileging of
masculinity and he connects that
with the possession of the penis
which has been re-interpreted more
recently as a cultural symbol. The
privilege of this organ culturally
creates boys’ great anxities about
whether they’re ever going to be
proper men, or ever be man enough
like their fathers and a girl’s
awareness that she will never be a
man at all and so she can only hope
for the man who will give her power
and engage her.

And this is something that has
caused enormous contention within
and without feminism. What we
think of this depends on what we
think about where this privileging
of masculinity comes from.

And what I think is absent from
the psychoanalytic line is an ade-
quate account of precisely why
masculinity is so privileged. I think
they could well be right, I think it is
true to say that the penis as phallus
becomes the symbol of masculinity
and that therefore is something
which is incredibly important.

It is obviously something which is
experienced centrally for both men
and women. But if you accept that
it is a cultural image, you then have
the problem of explaining what has
created this cultural image. And
that is where it seems to me we have
to move over to more sociological
and more structural and more
historical cultural understandings

_of why it is that masculinity is given

a higher priority. And-it's those
structures that we have to engage
with and subvert if we are feminists
or anti-sexist men, attempting to br-
ing about greater equality or greater
intimacy or greater happiness as
men and women.

e problems of the psyche
which the psychoanalysts talk
about are problems of the

psyche because of a reality which
has been around for as long as we
know whereby men are allocated
privilege. That takes us back to
looking at the organisations of
labour where at work those at the
top, in general, are men.

I wouldn’t see this as a primary
exactly. We have to look at the
organisations of labour, the
organisations of the family and also
working alongside that with a cer-
tain autonomy of its own, the
cultural habits of masculinity and
femininity.

Those three things have a very
long history and interact with each
other and as one gets subverted —
for instance women going into the
labour force — still in all other
ways, physically and culturally,
men are at the centre.

We can’t just say in the end it’s
about class, in the end it’s about the
organisation of labour.

Most popular or populist
feminism now is stressing that the
central problem is men. However, 1
don’t find that most women do
that. The current most commercial-
ly popular feminist project has got
separated off from women’s strug-
gles on the ground.

ne of the things I have been

most criticised about is what |

say about the supposed in-
evitable connection of men and
violence. That doesn’t
necessarily understand the problem
of violence, and it isn’t necessarily
in women’s interests to deny that
women can be violent. Especially
if you look at the high levels of
depression in women which is due
to women suppressing their own
violence. :

Also in relation to domestic
violence there are cases in the begin-
ning where women have initiated
violence as much as men. The pro-
blem is that though women may
have initiated violence they are the

ones 1n general who suffer most.
Unfortunately, men are more train-
ed into the use of physical violence.

So we can’t just have a vacuous
analysis of that; we have to look at
ways in which types of physical ag-
gressiveness becomes embodied in
men in a way in which it doesn’t
become embodied in women.

And on the other hand, there
isn’t something naturally inevitable
about rape and violence. It’s not for
instance that rape or levels of rape
— which are for now highest par-
ticularly in North America — are
universal across time and place.

And there are different explana-
tions. There is the straightforward
feminist explanation that men are
socialised into ideas of masculinity
to connect masculinities up with the
performance of authority and
power and aggressive sexuality and
that somehow both men and
women were socialised with the idea
of man as the active and woman as
the passive.

But there is the idea that violence
has become so much a part of sub-
cultures of disorganised communities
in which you see men most likely to
use violence against women but also
against other men and against
themselves.

ere is now a lack of an

organised women’s movement,

but on the other hand feminists

are there, and also diverse feminist

campaigns are still very much
around.

So I think that the effects of the
women’s movement are still alive
and well and in some ways,
although they have diversified and
some strands of feminism seem to
be very much at odds with the views
of the other strands of feminism,
the issue of gender relations is very

al optimist

much in the air.

It’s not the case that though
women are systematically disadvan-
taged and also that they are victims
of male violence these things are all

off the agenda. That for me sug- |

gests that struggles will continue to
go on. So I'm not pessimistic.
Women are strong and have

become stronger over the last few |

decades.

The changes in the economy have
actually sharpened the differences
both between men and between
women — some women are much
better off than others. That’s hap-
pened in a way that undermines the
attempt to think of fundamental
change in gender relations. i

I don’t think either the abandon-
ment of women’s committees all
over the country or the bureaucratic
enrolment of women by trade
unions will silence women’s voices
or women's struggles because
women are still nevertheless at the
bottom of the labour movement
and are organising together.

Also, I think there are other ways
in which sexuality and sexual
politics are very much on the agen-
da, because of AIDS for instance.

At first it seemed it was simply
going to strengthen the moral right
(and it did do). But the way to fight
AIDS is for men and women to talk
as much as they can about what
they see as healthy and unhealthy,
good and bad about sexuality,
which again gives women more of a
voice.

Although so far the campaigns
around AIDS have been phallocen-
tric about condoms, there is more
chance for women to say what they
think about sexuality, about
penetrative sex and what they want.

So women’s struggles are going
to continue.
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~IN PERSPECTIVE

THE POLITICAL
FRONT - /e

Viadimir Derer

12.10.90) gives two reasons —
both full of holes — for the swing

of Labour Party opinion towards PR.
Firstly he uncritically accepts that ““there is
now a widespread recognition that the “first
past the post’ system is grotesquely
undemocratic’”. He eclaims that this is
because the two major parties receive
representation in parliament dispropor-
tionate to their popular vote and that minor
parties receive derisory representation or
none at all. According to Cde Johnson the
‘‘growing awareness’’ that there are better
alternatives to the present British electoral
system ‘‘other European countries do things

Alan Johnson (Socialist Organiser

B b -
Chartist demonstration 1848. The first mass

Would the left be making a mistake to just pick

The case against PR

tion of a reforming Labour government is
only a preliminary to winning mass support
for socialist measures it should not be a “mat-
ter of principle’ whether such a government
is elected under PR or first past the post
system. The one difference is that on the
available evidence PR would make this
preliminary step almost insurmountable.

Cde Johnson runs away from politics in
the real world and takes sheiter in syndicalist
fantasies eg ‘‘...socialism...can only be
created from below by the self-activity and
creativity of millions of people...”’

It is not surprising therefore that given his
disregard of politics Cde Johnson takes
exception to Roy Hattersley's argument in
favour of ‘strong government’ nor that he
finds himself agreeing with Gavin Laird. To
justify his position he falls back on the theory
of the monolithic bourgeois state pointing
out that it ‘“is not an instrument which we
can simply wield for our own very different
purposes’’. He ignores the contradictions to
which a bourgeois-democratic state can give

rise under a two-party system when one of
the parties represent the working class.
In this situation the bourgeois state can

differently’” also contributed to PR’s  pgfitical organisation of British workers had a out the present undemocratic electoral system as
popularity. A 3 4 comprehensive democratic programme: universal something to campaign against, leaving other,
Secondly Cde Johnson attributes the swing  male suffrage, annual parliaments, secret ballots,  arguably even /ess democratic features of the

to PR to Thatcher’s ruthless exploitation of
“‘the absence of checks to her parliamentary
majogity’” even though the Conservatives got
no more than 42.2% of the popular vote.
The ‘ideological’ arguments in favour of
PR (about fairness etc) have been known to
Labour Party members for decades. The con-
stant moaning first of the Liberals, then of
the SDP and now of the Liberal Democrats
(by no means forgetting past lamentations of
the CP) ensured this. It is difficult to believe
that it was the cumulative effect of these that
has at last awakened Labour’s ‘liberal cons-
cience’. The ruthlessness argument cuts both
ways. If Thatcher was ruthless so could a
Labour government be — if it had the guts.

Isewhere — in the despair at Labour’s
seeming inability to end the continued
rule of Thatcherism.

It is this which is loosening the ties which
bind together the coalition that is the Labour
Party. Some partners in this coalition are
responding to Labour’s present adversity by
regressing to their original orientation. The
experience of 6 years of a Labour govern-
ment in the 1960s, followed by a relatively
short spell of disastrous Conservative govern-
ment, helped to unite the Party’s industrial
wing with Labour’s rank and file and a large
section of the Parliamentary Labour Party
around a Left-wing programme. The pro-
longed rule of Thatcher had the opposite ef-
fect. -

It has had a profound influence on the
most important partner in the Labour Party
coalition, namely the trade unions. Trade
unions were created to defend the economic
interests of particular sections of the working
class. The nature of their organisation and
ideology confines them to performing this
task within the capitalist framework. Because
of this when pursuing their interests in the
political arena their inclination is to support
the party whose ideology is a reformist one.
Only once the limits of reformism become
manifest can the labour movement’s political
wing effectively raise the question of a fun-
damental social transformation. The failure
of socialists within the Labour Party to in-
fluence the policies of successive Labour
governments have greatly strengthened those
who seek to restrict the unions’ role within
the limits of the status quo. Labour electoral
failures convinced many unions that they can
no longer count on Labour getting elected.
They have now concluded that PR might pro-
vide them with the opportunity to defend
their members’ interests through coalitions in
which Labour will at least participate.

Tﬂe causes for the PR lobby’s success lie
e

ome of Labour’s parliamentarians and
Sthe motley crew of potential career
politicians who inhabit the
Westminster periphery reason on similar
lines, though for very different reasons.
Nevertheless most of them are not

payr.-nt of MPs, equal electoral districts and the
abolition of the property gualifications of MPs.
ideclogically opposed to major changes in
social structure. They would have been hap-
py to go along with a radical programme had
socialists been able to maintain their in-
fluence in the Party and above all lead it to
electoral victories. The involvement in left-
wing politics and constitutional struggles of
the seventies and early eighties of many a
supporter of the present Party establishment
proves this. However, with the prospects at
the present of a Labour government uncer-
tain, and of a socialist one indefinitely
postponed, careers win out against socialist
commitment. PR-based Lib-Lab coalitions
seem to offer more promising pastures.

Another partner in the Labour Party coali-
tion — the rank and file members — have
been driven to PR by sheer despair. With the
Left’s failure to present a credible alternative
to Kinnock, PR appears to many members as
the only alternative to continued Conser-
vative rule.

Finally, and far worse for socialism, is the
reason behind the conversion to PR of some
of the ‘far Lefts’; it is not the desire to see
Thatcher off, but because in PR they see an
opportunity to set themselves up in competi-
tion with the Labour Party. Some ‘far-Left’
groups were attracted into the Labour Party
during the constitutional struggles in the late
seventies and early eighties. Then, it was ob-
vious that the struggle for socialism is con-
ducted within and not outside the Party. The
Labour Left’s defeat — to which the ‘far-
Left’s’ adventurist and populist leanings
made their contribution — prevented the
Party from becoming a convincing alter-
native to Thatcher. This helped the Conser-
vatives to electoral success, produced
demoralisation in the Labour camp and ac-
counts for PR’s sudden popularity.

One aspect of this demoralisation is the
revival on the ‘far-Left’ of the fantasy that
PR will enable it to bring the socialist torch
into the darkness of bourgeois parliament.
This fantasy provides a smokescreen for the
‘far-Left’s’ retreat into a ‘radical’ ghetto —
its old habitat — where the ruling class is only
too happy to tolerate it.

In all the above cases, however, advocacy
of PR represents an accommodation to
capitalism. The fact that here the abandon-
ment of socialism is unconscious, hidden
behind elaborate rationalisations, makes no
difference.

PR’s current vogue is only one of the many
‘popular’ currents which characterise the pre-
sent reactionary climate of opinion — just
one of the panaceas that are being peddled as
solutions to complex problems. It is part and
parcel of the same trend which presents
privatisation, freedom of choice, ‘Europe’ as
the answer to the problems facing the coun-
try, and OMOYV, ‘professional’ use of the
media, and new realism as the answer to the
problems facing the Labour Party.

British state untouched?

lan Johnson accuses Roy Hattersley

of ‘pessimism’ for arguing that under

PR “no party would ever achieve
overall parliamentary majority”’. In fact it is
the advocates of PR who are pessimistic (or
worse).

According to Cde Johnson socialists must
wait until they gain 50% support before they
can set about changing society. Anything less
would be ‘‘imposing socialism from above’’.
If this were 50, socialists would be waiting for
ever. The highest popular vote Labour ever
achieved was 48.8 per cent. This despite the
fact that Labour never campaigned on a
socialist programme and, at best, on a radical
reformist one. Some European parties which
fought elections on a socialist programme
feared far worse. This is no accident. In our
society there are a number of factors which
prevent people from responding positively to
the idea of radical social change. Their upbr-
inging, education or lack of it, the mass
media, conditions under which people have
to work, all combine to produce this result.

Lenin was overoptimistic when he wrote
that the support of hundreds of thousands
can be won for socialism by propaganda. But
he hastened to add that the support of
millions would be needed if socialist changes
are to be brought about. Such support, he
argued, can be won only through the
masses’s Own experience.

In fact rational arguments are likely to
carry weight with relatively few. Nevertheless
past experience shows that millions can be
won for a radical reform programme. The elec-
tion of a Labour government on such a pro-
gramme is only the first step on the road to
socialism. For once a radical Labour govern-
ment starts implementing its programme,
those who seek to preserve the status quo will
resort to extra-parliamentary opposition —
methods which will be unacceptable to the

vast majority of the population. This alone

would enable a legally elected government to
mobilise the masses behind it and win the ac-
tive support that, as Cde Johnson argues, is
necessary for a socialist transformation.

But Cde Johnson puts the cart before the
horse. That kind of support will never be
produced by propaganda alone. Nor will it be
produced by adopting an electoral system
which requires a party to win the support of
50 per cent of the electorate before it is ‘en-
titled’ to form a government. Since the elec-

““PR generates a
proliferation of parties.
This obscures the
fundamental antagonism
which underlines capitalist
society”’.

cease to be monolithic. Representative
institutions of the state preserve the status
quo only so long as they are dominated by
bourgeois parties. Once a party committed to
the working class gains a parliamentary
majority this ceases to be the case. The
machinery which ensures bourgeois rule is
thrown into crisis.

This is much more likely under the first past
the post system than under PR. First past the
post favours the major parties not minor
ones. It maintains a clear choice between two
alternative governments, one for the status
quo and one for social change. It brings
together broadly compatible interests within
a single party. Thus, it tends to-line up the
conflicting interests which are at the basis of
class society into two opposing blocs. It also
provides a constitutional basis for ‘strong
government’ — horror of horrors — which
the party of social change desperately needs if
it is to implement its programme. Last, but as
important, it provides the basis for
accountability both of parties to the
electorate, party leaderships to party
members and MP’s to their constituents.

PR on the other hand generates the
proliferation of parties. This obscures the
fundamental antagonism which underlines
capitalist society. Voters do not elect
governments of their choice but only
numerous parties and must leave it to their
leaders to decide the composition of
governments. Consequently governments are
not accountable to electors nor are party
leaderships to party members once they
participate in coalitions. Such governments
often depend on tenuous compromises
between parties, consequently the parties
have to dilute their programmes. For this
reason PR is the ideal system for upholding
the status quo.

Of course electoral factors are not the sole
factor determining the political complexion
of a country. Political traditions and social
structures also play an important part. An
electoral system can either facilitate or hinder
a party in advancing the interests of the class
it represents. Their merits or demerits must
not be judged be abstract criteria of ‘fairness’
but by what effects they have on the realities
of an unfair world.

In the final part of his article Alan Johnson
touches on the acountability of MPs.
Typically he only sees MPs in their non-
political role ie their social worker function.
He does not even mention the accountability
of MPs to their party, dramatically
demonstrated in the recent Conservative
leadership election. Yet when we are talking
about introducing ‘socialism from below’ it is
the local party which is the vital link between
the voters’ class interest and the party's
representatives in parliament. It is the local
party which can deselect MPs who do not
stick to the programme on which they were
elected. Under all PR systems, accountability
doesn’t exist.




Anatomy
of the

Irish left

AGAINST THE

TIDE

Sean Matgamna

election a few weeks ago I watched

and listened with very mixed feelings
as a selection of youngish and young
middle-aged Dublin intellectuals —
journalists, book writers and the like —
played talking heads to the cameras of
the BBC’s ‘Late Show’.

They were all reasonable and rational con-
temporary Europeans, all of them pro-
gressive and mildly left wing, all supporters
of Mary Robinson, the independent left
wing-backed candidate who eventually won
the Presidency. But, as they talked about the
Ireland they would like to see, they made me
feel a gut hankering for the good old “‘Fian-
na Fail Nationalism’’ I grew up into.

There is not one left in Ireland, but two
distinct and often antagonistic streams. The
one represented by the President elect might
be called the social-democratic left (in the
modern sense of that label). Its represen-
tatives want change in Northern Ireland and
many in the past have been concerned at the
ill-treatment of Catholics there, but essential-
ly they want to accept Northern Ireland and
partition as given, fixed and permanent.

That is not what distinguishes them. All
the southern parties accepted partition many
decades ago and went on to build a Catholic
state for the Catholic people of the south,
grounded in Catholic moral and social doc-
trines. Even while they did this they built upa
ferocious nationalistic ideology laying claim
to the whole of Ireland, and weaving the fact
of Northern Ireland’s exclusion into the long
story of Ireland’s oppression by England, as
the last unfinished episode. That was the of-
ficial state ideology — ‘‘Fianna Fail na-
tionalism”’

The social-democratic left want to ditch all
that ideology, but to change, not to accept
the smaller Ireland ruled from Dublin.

They want to push back the power of the
Catholic church, to prise its "paws off
pe&ple’s minds and souls. They want to in-
troduce such now-common European civil
rights as divorce and abortion.

This is a very mild and tame left (our
headline dubbing Mary Robinson a socialist
was, I suppose, a bit over-enthusiastic),
defined by the aspiration to bring the 26
Counties into line with late twentieth century
European bourgeois civilisation, and by the
desire to put what Mary Robinson in her vic-
tory speech aptly described as ‘“‘the faded
flags of the Civil War’’ in a museum where
they belong. (The two main political parties,
Fianna Fail and Fine Gael, are the descen-
dants of the two sides in the Civil War of
1922-23).

It plainly has working class support, but
this is a middle class ““liberal” left. In
working-class anti-capitalist terms, it is not a
left at all.

In the run up to the Irish Presidential

The two lefts: Top, Mary Robinson. Above: Martin
McGuinness and Gerry Adams
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Those who do not remember
the past are condemned to relive it

The question of Britain and the EC may now fade,
like Mrs Thatcher, into the background of 2
contemporary politics. Before it does, let us, with this
picture, remember the disastrous days when the left
shared anti-EC platforms with Tories. Michael Foot

was a main leader of Labour's left in the ‘50s, '60s
and '70s, and burned-out Labour leader in the '80s.

Here he is in 1975 sharing a platform with the Tory
MP Sir Derek Walker-Smith.

Yet this tepid left’s attitudes and concerns
are an irreplaceable part of the platform an
Irish working class left needs to base itself
on. They would be part of its minimum or
democratic programme.

The other strand of the left does not share
such ideas, or pushes them into the
background until Ireland is united. This left
is properly called the ““populist left’’. And it
is the revolutionary left in so far as such a
thing has existed in Ireland.

t is a bankrupt left: the way the liberal
Ileft swept up the cities and the women’s

protest vote is the proof that it is bankrupt.

This second Irish left has at its core devo-
tion to the traditional Catholic middle class
chauvinist solution to the ‘“‘national ques-
tion” — the incorporation of the Pro-
testants, against their will if necessary, and
determination to achieve it instead of just
talking about it.

Where it is not devoutly Catholic (and if
you include the Gerry Adams wing of the
Provos in it, it is heavily Catholic) it fears to
disrupt “‘national unity’”” by offending
Catholic sensibilities. While many of the
Marxist-influenced individuals in the populist
left are themselves for such basic civil rights
as divorce and abortion, they subordinate
those questions to nationalism. Thus, a few
years back, when they won a majority at the
depleted end of a Sinn Fein conference for “‘a
woman's right to choose”’ abortion, they let
themselves be persuaded the following year
to have it rescinded in the interests of na-
tional unity: the national question first!

The core of it, though, is their commit-
ment to, or moral self-abasement in response
to, the “‘armed struggle’” as the way to win
the unitary state solution to the national
question. Given the reality that one main
obstacle to Irish unity is the compact, one-
million-strong Unionist bloc of+Irish people
in North East Ulster, this commitment warps
and twists that left.

In the North, it is a communalist force: its
most ““left’” wing (the IRSP spectrum) has
even gone in for half-avowed sectarian kill-
ings of Protestants, not interested — despite
occasional bits of lip-service to non-sectarian
Wolfe Tone Republicanism — in reaching ac-
commodation with the Protestant people of
Ulster.

In the South it is a force concerned mainly
with things outside the state. It accepts a
community of nationalist identity with forces
as far to the right as Fianna Fail, the main
“‘state party”’ of the Irish bourgeoisie.

Yet this is the revolutionary left — the left
which wins over those who want to over-
throw the system, and appeals to the people
who aren’t quite so self-centred or so inclined
to be “‘reasonable’’ and accommodating to
the bourgeois world of capitalism, im-
perialism and wage slavery around them as
the talking heads I saw on the ‘Late Show’
are. It is the left which draws on and, I
believe, frequently reduces to nonsense, the

great revolutionary tradition of the Irish
common people.

To a considerable extent, the other left,
Mary Robinson’s left, is formed by way of
one-sided polemical reaction to, and criticism
of, the older populist Republican left. A
sizeable chunk of the criticism is avowedly
Marxist — from the Workers’ Party, for ex-
ample. The Provo revolt in the North has
driven the southern establishment and its
academics to subject to radical revision the
old ““Fianna Fail nationalism’’ from which
the populist left draws much of its strength
(promising to really achieve the common
goals, instead of just talking about them).
The patent bankruptcy of the populist left
has driven many leftists in this direction.
Understandably so.

It resembles the situation in the Russian
Empire back in the 1890s when the old
populist movement there was plainly
bankrupt, and at the same time many people
who had subscribed to its ideas wanted to
make their peace with developing Russian
capitalism. As Leon Trotsky put it:

“Until the nineties the greater part of the
Russian intelligentsia was stagnating in
Populist theories with their rejection of
capitalist development and idealisation of
peasant communal ownership of the land.
And capitalism in the meantime was holding
out to the intelligentsia the promise of all
sorts of material blessings and political in-
Jluence. The sharp knife of Marxism was the
instrument by which the bourgeois in-
telligentsia cut the Populist umbilical cord,

and severed iiself from a hated past. It was

this that accounted for the swift and vic-
forious spread of Marxism during the latter
years of the last century.

As soon as Marxism had accomplished
this, however, it began to irk this same in-
telligentsia. Its dialectics were convenient for
demonstrating the progress of capitalist
methods of development, but finding that it
led to a revolutionary rejection of the whole
capitalist system, they adjudged it an impedi-
ment and declared it out of date. At the turn
of the century, at the time when I was in
prison and exile, the Russian intelligenisia
was going through a phase of widespread
criticism of Marxism. They accepted its
historical justification of capitalism, but
discarded its rejection of capitalism by
revolutionary means. In this roundabout way
the old Populist intelligentsia, with its archaic
sympathies, was slowly being transformed in-
to a liberal bourgeois intelligentsia.””

A fully-formed Irish working-class left has
yet to emerge. It will fight for all that the
““Robinson” left fights for — but for a lot
more as well. It will settle accounts with the
old ‘‘populist revolutionary’’ ideas, not, like
so many in the ‘“‘Robinson’’ left, in-order to
settle into a quiet life with the Irish and
European bourgeoisie, but, like the revolu-
tionary Russian Marxist critics of their
populism — Plekhanov, Lenin, Trotsky and
their comrades — the better to settle accounts
with the Irish and international bourgeoisie.
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The same
people, the
same policies

WHETTON'S

WEEK -
A miner's diary

exercise. The Tories are still
in power. They will be carrying out the
same sort of policies.

They bumped off Thatcher as a public
relations exercise to try and win back
disgruntled voters with a bit of plastic
surgery to create a more acceptable face for
Toryism.

Myself, 1 think it’s a complete sham. I
think Labour has sadly missed the chance
to mount a convincing attack on the

Thstcher going is just a cosmetic

- government.

I find it funny that many Tories are upset
about the voting procedure which allowed a
sitting Prime Minister to be challenged and
defeated, and now they’re having a look at
the rules. I seems to me ironic that we have
very precise Tory legislation about the way
we elect a trade union leader — and look at
how they kill off and elect Prime Ministers!

Why don’t they adopt the legislation
they've used against the trade union
movement? Of course they won’t!

We hear funny noises from the Labour
Party but before Kinnock and Hattersley go
on about the rights and wrongs of the Tory
leadership battle they should clean up their
own act first.

The Labour Party should be showing the
way forward towards am accountable
democratic organisation. And remember
that the Labour Party itself says that much
of the Tory anti-union legislation will stay
on the statute books.

The very widespread anti-Thatcher feel-
ing was looked at very closely by the Tories
and they decided to pull a flanker, ditch
Thatcher and put somebody else in and
then try to con everybody that they have
changed.

Of course they haven’t changed!

The Tories are now trying to ram home
that Major is going to create a classless
society. It's a load of bulishit but a lot of
people will be pulled in by that. Labour
should go on the offensive.

Paul Whetton is a member of Manton
NUM

The mutant hero-
turtle Tommy show

EYE ON THE LEFT

By Chris Croome

he second annual Tommy Sheridan
Tshow was held in Manchester

last weekend, under the auspices of the
Al Britain Anti-Poll Tax Federation annual
general meeting.

The charismatic Tommy sat, often alone,
on the podium, orchestrating ail the events
of the day. He spoke to everything that
came up, endlessly intervened, chaired the
conference, and toid all the supporters of
Militant which way to vote.

There was one unexpectedly close vote,
when Tommy forgot to tell people the line
and most delegates abstained!

Needless to say, all supporters of Militant
who stood for positions were elected. As a
result we can look forward to another year
of the campaign being stifled from the top.

The SWP were very radical and revolu-
tionary in their shouting, heckling and
chanting, no doubt reflecting last week’s
“upturn’’ and decisive change in the
balance of class forces. Apparently, now
that things are rosy and on the up, national
demonstrations don’t need to be organised
in advance — they can be spontaneous.
With the SWP in the lead they can kick the
Tories straight out. No elections, no
nothing — OK!

As for a constructive discussion and
debate about the realities and weaknesses of
the strategy of mass non-payment aione, or
concrete ideas about how to take the cam-
paign to victory in the next year, not a lot
was said.
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~ THE CULTURAL FRONT

Tariq Ali’s ‘Redemption’

The demagogu

Books

Sean Matgamna reviews Tariq Ali's
‘Redemption’
Tariq Ali still seeks, and gets, an

audience on the left. He “‘read

from” his novel ‘Redemption’ at
the recent Socialist Movement con-
ference to a tolerant friendly audience.
That fact tells you a lot about some peo-
ple in the Socialist Movement.

For a decade he was the best known British
public representative of Ernest Mandel’s ver-
sion of Trotskyism.

Tariq Ali is the scion of a family of rich
Pakistani landlords. He is an upper-class
Englishman by education and choice. His
curriculum vitae — Oxford University,
‘President of the Union’ etc etc — is identical
to that of two of the three candidates in the
present contest for leader of the Tory Party.

That sort of background is common to a
disproportionate number of socialists.

It is stupid and repulsive when socialist
groupings like Militant, for example, attempt
to make such people into morally blackjack-
ed second class citizens because of their
background. That is the principle of
aristocracy rather than the principle of
democratic equality and common citizenship,
except that it is the geneology of the worker
which is prized. .

If such people really come into the socialist
movement they should be welcomed. One
problem with them is that most come to teach
when they should come as pupils, and they
come too as ego-tripping wild-oats-sowing
dilettantes.

Tarig Ali, though he stayed longer, is no
exception. His family were Stalinists. In the
late ’60s he came over to Trotskyism during
the great anti-Vietnam war movement. As
one of the organisers, though in no way cen-
tral to it, Tariq Ali, the posh upper class
English gentleman with the darker skin,
quickly became the focus of media coverage
of the anti-war movement. He is not known
to have found this uncongenial. The evidence
suggests that the media attention became the
bread of life to him.

He joined the Mandelite ‘Fourth Interna-
tional’, probably for the wrong reasons.
They were serious people, but woolly about
Stalinism. It was only in 1969 that they decid-
ed, after 20 years, that the Chinese working
class needed to make a revolution against
Mao Tse Tung!

Ali remained a quasi-Stalinist and
therefore, I guess, it was the group’s mistakes
he found most congenial. He was soft on
Mao and wrote articles in praise of Kim Il
Sung of North Korea. He saw the socialist
revolution as an onward march of the
Stalinist parties and the role of Trotskyism as

The Fight
against In

Intema tional
A SURVEY OF BRITISH. AND
WORLE AFFAIRS

TR U B WOMEN:
REACHES U.K. R

16 are marching

This early 1969 magazine cover, produced by the
Mandelite group Tariq Ali joined, nicely catches their
characteristic mixture of naivety, pretentiousness,
thoughtlessness and unconscious British chauvinism.
They would get worse in the early ‘70s.

The demagogue

that of mere left critic of this movement. The
files of ‘Black Dawrf’, ‘Red Mole’ and ‘Red
Weekly’, the Mandelite press of the time, are
full of such notions. Tariq Ali was one of
those people who had learned to talk — and
write — before they’d learned to think.

He hardened up in the *70s. But the disap-
pointment he displays in this novel at the col-
lapse of Stalinism proves that at root he never
ceased to view the Trotskyist movement as a
mere appendage of Stalinism. He explicitly
says as much here.

As late as the 1978 Stalinist-army coup in
Afghanistan (which prepared the USSR’s in-
vasion 20 months later and the beginning of
Russia’s own 8 year long ‘Vietnam War’) he
hailed progressive Stalinism in action. Taraki
and Amin, he wrote approvingly in Socialist
Challenge, had found in the party-army of-
ficer partnership which took power a new
vehicle for socialist revolution.

‘He baulked, however, when his comrades —
in their majority: there was a big minority —
supported the Russian forces in Afghanistan.
He left the organisation, but remained on the
Trotskisant left, and is still an Associate
Editor of New Left Review.

‘Redemption’ is, I suppose, an attempt at a
comic novel rather than a satire, though he
may have intended satire. It chronicles the
impact on the citizens of the Trotskyist ar-
chipelago of the collapse of Eastern Euro-
pean Stalinism last year. A number of
organisations and individuals are presented
in the thinnest of disguises as they respond to
‘Ezra Einstein’s’ {Ernest Mandel’s) call for a
world congress of all the factions to discuss
the future.

But there is little invention and no comic or
satirical creativity in the book. He dredges
through the long and sometimes richly eccen-
tric 60 year history of many organisations for
grotesque stories and piles them up without
artistic selection, like articles in a junk shop
window.

The Molinier brothers, leaders of one of
the French groups of the *30s, ran a debt col-
lection agency in Paris. Here Tarig Ali has
someone run a brothel. One of the clients is
Posadas, an Argentine Trotskyist who went
crazy in the '60s, advocating that the Rus-
sians start World War III. The younger
Posadas arrives from Argentina with a parrot
on his shoulder (a live one: the only dead par-
rot in ‘Redemption’ was sitting at Tariq Ali’s
word processor).

And the wit? Gerry Healy here is called
Hood and the Healyites are — wait for it —
the Hoodlums; the SWP’s Tony Cliff is Rock

and — prepare yourself for another uncon-
trollable giggle — the SWP is ‘The Rockers’.
(Chanie Rosenberg, Tony Cliff's wife,
is...guess who? Sugar Rock!)

Nearly all the leaders are Jews and the
whole 60 year affair of ‘Trotskyism’ is
presented as a squabbling of comic and main-
ly obnoxious old Jews.

Smutty, smutty peculiar and would-be
scatological sex does service in the book for
wit. It is not grown up sex. Some of the
women are presented sympathetically, but
nevertheless there is a pathetically juvenile
obsession with, and judgement by, penises,
down to Gerry Healy being given a false one
(made of iron, no less). The character who is
Jack Barnes js put down, and shut up — and,
I think, intended by the author to be
humiliated — by his randy comrade wife
lowering herself onto his face.... Weirdest of
all is having the Ernest Mandel character — a

's tale

“It is plain from the book
that Tariq Ali is no longer
even a Trotskisant
because he always saw
Trotskyism as an
appendage of Stalinism,
and Stalinism is now
collapsing. The Mandelites
should ask themselves
what it was in their own
movement which allowed
him to do that.”’

70 year old man — lactate and breastfeed.

(This is not so much a case of the phallic
mothers as of a man suffering from the mam-
maries and fatheries of gender confusion).

I was left wondering yet again at the awful
things the upper classes do when they send
their confused young sons to boarding
school; T had the feeling you get when so-

meone who doesn’t interest you tells you
about highly personal sexual obsessions and
fantasies.

As a comic novel it lacks a core, and
despite rich real-life sources he can and does
draw upon, the author runs out of steam
quickly. The nearest it gets to anything like a
satiric conception is having Ezra Einstein
propose ‘entry’ into the Christian, Jewish
and Muslim church hierarchies.

‘Redemption’ is an unrefined jumble of
half-baked internal squibs and in-jokes,
neither a true comic novel nor a satire.

It has no bite: it is a crude and clumsy, and
half-hysterical poking of fun rather than
satire, which has to be a creative reconcep-
tualisation. Instead of the manic extrapola-
tions that might produce a good comic novel
we are served up a flat collection of stale old
stories in a sauce of schoolboy ‘sex’.

Even in his finale, Tariqg Ali is not being in-
ventive, just remembering. When he went
back to Pakistan in the early *70s he made a
great show of proclaiming himself a Muslim.
Maybe that’s the problem: everything Trot-
skyist has for decades been born into the
world as twins, triplets and quadruplets. It is
like a series of shadows. Every group has its
own caricatural and satirical alter ego. For
example: SO has Workers Power.

Tarig Ali’s problem is that — despite his
devastated disappointment at the failure of
Stalinism — he still retains the viewpoint of a
sub-section of the Mandel international: the
politics have gone but the factional hatreds
and spite remain. He is particularly vicious
and stupid and unjust about the SWP (GB)

Charlie Van Gelderen, a veteran of 60
years in the Trotskyist movement, writes in
Socialist Outlook that the explanation for
Tariqg Ali’s political rubbishing of his long-
time associates is that he is now quite famous
as a TV producer and playwright. He wants
to ‘integrate’. Maybe. I don’t know. For
former comrades of Tarig Ali this sort of ex-
planation — even if it is a big part of the
truth, as it probably is — is a form of lying to
themselves.

It is plain from the book that Tarig Ali is
no longer even a Trotskisant because he
always saw Trotskyism as an appendage of
Stalinism, and Stalinism is now collapsing.
The Mandelites should ask themselves what it
was in their own movement which allowed
him to do that.

Tarig Ali has something to teach the re-
maining Mandelites. It is not what he thinks
he wants to teach them. But they’d do well to
pay attention.
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Born out

of her time _

Cinema

Belinda Weaver reviews ‘An
Angel At My Table’

atching ‘An Angel At

My Table’, 1 couldn’t

help feeling that Janet
Frame, the writer on whose life
the film is based, was born out
of her time.

In the film, Kerry Fox, who plays
Frame in her tormented twenties
and thirties, has a sensitivity, a
luminosity, that makes her sisters
and their friends, with: their 1940s
hair and make-up seem dull and
ordinary.

Frame, with her mop of unruly
red hair, is a stand-out; she’s not
like ariyone else. In small-town New
Zealand, in the conventional 1940s,
that made her a freak, an outcast.

Frame had a tragic early life. Her
twin sister died within two weeks of
her birth, and Frame was to lose
two more sisters in drowning ac-
cidents. Her only brother suffered
from recurrent epileptic fits; he was
ostracised at school, and Ilater
unable to hold down a job.

Frame’s family were poor, and
cramped conditions at home forced
intimacy on the girls; they shared a
room and a bed whether they liked
it or not. But Frame never really
connected with her family. She lov-
ed them, and they were kind to her,
but there was a huge chasm between
their daily round and her yearning,
poetic, imaginative nature.

Her family weren’t villains. They
were good, kindly people. But they
couldn’t understand her. They
couldn’t help her.

As a child, Frame had lost the on-
ly friend who counted, a girl who
shared her romantic imagination.

The world of Francis U

Television

he root idea of Andrew

Davies’ ‘Hease of Cards’

is that a Tory chief whip
might use the technigues the
House of Commons whips use
every day to keep the MPs in
line to gain power in the party
for himself.

It is based on the novel by
Michael Dobbs, a one-time aide to
Mrs Thatcher. But it also owes
quite a lot to Shakespeare. The
Chief Whip, Francis Urquhart, is a
mixture of Shakespeare’s two great
scheming villains, Macbeth and
Richard III — Richard mosily.

What technigues does he use? He
bullies, bribes, pimps, blackmails
and manipulates, and all the time he
disguises his real purposes and lies
about his real aims.

Above all, he hides his real self
behind 2 cat-like smoothness. One
of the programme’s delights is his

asides to the camera to tell us what -

he’s up to.

As she grew up, Frame became in-
creasingly shy and withdrawn,
retreating more and more into the
world of books; she felt safe there.

Bright and gifted as she was, she
made no successes after school; her
shyness soon became overwhelm-
ing. Increasingly lonely and
withdrawn, she came to be seen as
an oddity, as someone on the brink
of madness, someoné who needed
help.

Watching the film, one is struck
by Frame’s longing to connect with
people. Her shy surprise makes her
face light up when anyone notices
her or treats her kindly. But she
lacks any kind of ease or social
small talk. By the time she thinks
out what to say, the person has
moved on, leaving her more alone
than before.

Frame was diagnosed as
schizophrenic, and placed in a terri-
fying mental hospital, where she re-
mained eight years, and where she
was forced to submit to over 200
bouts of electric shock treatment,
each, she says sadly, ‘‘equivalent in
fear to an execution”.

Only her writing talent saved her.
All through her lonely life, Frame
had written — poems and stories
that were her connection with the
world she could not otherwise
reach. When her work won prizes,
she was freed, and she determined
to become a full-time writer.

She also travelled, she got away
to a wider world.

With several books to her credit
now, Frame is no longer unknown;
she has made a success at the one
truly important thing in her life.

Yet the film leaves us with no glib
rosy ending. Frame at the end is cer-
tainly happier; she has the work and
the recognition she wanted. But
connections with people remain
elusive. She is on her own at the
end, writing alone, dancing alone;
her writing is still her only connec-
tion to people.

That may have changed; the film

lan Richardson pla:vs the villainous
Urquhart

Just as in Shakespeare, where
Richard is one king’s conniving
brother and then the mew boy-
king’s murderous uncle, and we see
him conniving and cheating his way
to the throne, here we see Urquhart
picking off his enemies one by one.

Morality has no place in it; per-
sonal things apart from his ambi-
tion have little place in it either.
Like the murdering gangster’s in
Maria Puzo’s ‘The Godfather’
novel, he might well say to his vic-
tims: ““I’s not personal, it’s just

Kerry Fox plays Janet Frame

only takes us through part of
Frame’s life, the parts she wrote
about in her autobiographical
trilogy, ““To the Is-land’’, “An
angel at my table’’, and *“The envoy
from Mirror City’’. These deal
more with her sufferings and strug-
gles than with triumphs, though
after so much sadness, her very sur-
vival must rank as a triumph.

Sad as the film is, it is well worth

business.”” (Which, come to think
of it, is what a lot of the self-
protecting Tory MPs who voted to
send her to her retirement home in
Dulwich, might sincerely have said
to Margaret Thatcher as they sent
their sharp little folded voting slips
through the slit in the ballot box
like knives through her ribs...)
‘House of Cards’ is satire, and

seeing, largely for Kerry Fox’s per-
formance as Janet, but also for the
depiction of school and family life
in remote New Zealand before and
after the war. Apart from the mid-
dle section, it is not a film where
much happens. Action is not the
point; what the director, Jane Cam-
pion, is trying to get across are
memories and feelings, states of
mind and emotion.

rquhart

therefore it deals in caricature and ex-
aggeration, but, in fact, Tory — and
no doubt a lot of Labour — MPs
do live in the world of Francis Ur-
quhart. The exposés and scandals
that sometimes break into the light
of day prove it.

‘House of Cards’ is half way
through its four episodes. See the
rest of it, anyway!

Yuri Gagarin

Periscope

;gom of Cards’, BBC1, Sunday,

m.

“Killing Priests is Good News’, BBC1,
Sunday 2 December, 10.15pm. Deals
with the civil war in El Salvador.
‘Nippon’, BBC2, Sunday 2 December,
8.35pm. The Japanese “feudal
Stalinism in the company”’ industrial
system.

‘Horizon’, explains the mystery of
how it came about that the
technologically backward USSR put
the first craft into space (1957) and
tl;eﬁl: )the first human (Yuri Gagarin,

1 i
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Roald Dahl
Guerrilla
in a time
machine

By Thomas Macara

oald Dahl, who died of

cancer last week at the age

of 74, was a phenomenally
successful author of books for
children. He deserved his
success. His children’s books
are truly remarkable.

The world of this writer's im-
aginary children is a world of magic
and free-wheeling fantasy. But it is
not a never-never world, because
his child protagonists are not never-
never kids. They are real kids.

The world they inhabit is not the
real werld his readers live in, but it
contains the real sorts of people his
readers would know.

It depicts — heightened and exag-
gerated and, sometimes, idealised
as in the father-son relationship in
‘Danny, the Champion of the
World’ — the real relationship bet-
ween children and adults. The rela-
tionships his readers would live
every day of their lives.

His is a world in which children
are weak and vulnerable and, unless
they fight back — and thereby
hangs Dahl’s tales — at the mercy
of hostile, predatory and indif-
ferent adults.

Dahl’s genius as a writer for
children lay in the fact that he never
forgot the feel, or the pain, of being
a small child at the mercy of those
adults.

He never lost his sense of
grievance at his own ill-treatment as
a boy, and told about it in the
autcbiographical ‘Boy’.

The heroes of his stories ex-
perience triumphs and happy en-
dings, but you are never left with an
Enid Blyton or Richmal Crompton
feeling that the best of all possible
worlds has thereby returned to its
natural benign state at the end of
the story.

Dahl has been criticised because
there are truly nasty things in his
books. So there are. And so there
are too in a child’s world

The young Dahl kept pace with
the adult, and in his children’s
stories the adult waged a sort of
literary guerrilla war on behalf of
the child’s viewpoint against the
adult society his childhood self had
loathed.

The ageing grizzled author, one
time diplomat, war-time fighter
pilot, remained at heart a peevish,
mildly sadistic, unreconciled,
resentful child. He was a wonder-
fully inventive guerrilla sniper for
children.

Further investigation might, I
suspect, reveal that the unheated sh-
ed at the bottom of his garden,
where Dahl did all his writing, was
really a time machine in which he
cruised back over the decades to his
childhood! That’s why his feel for
childhood remained so fresh.

He was also something of a
misogynist — 1 think the criticism
some feminists levelled at ‘The Wit-
ches’ on this score was justified,
And he was in his older years an
avowed anti-semite, because, he
said, of Israel’s treatment of the
Palestinians.

But he was a brave old man. Not
long ago he stopped a gang of
policemen beating up a black
motorist in the street for disobeying
a ftraffic signal, and then gave
evidence against them in court.

He hated bullies and oppressors
of all sorts, and it was this attitude,
rooted in his own childhood, which
gave his fantasies their peculiar tany
and flavour and, no doubt, their
appeal to children.
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The health

divide

By Cindy Fooper

he ‘Black Report’

published by the

DHSS in August 1980
confirmed that the
wealthy, on average,
enjoyed both beiter health
and longer lives than
working class men and
women.

The report alse indicated
that neither Health or Social
Services were addressing
these imequalities. Ten years
on, this August an article* in
the British Medical Journal
reveals that since the Black
Report the gap between the
health standards of the rich
and poor in Britain has
widened.

The article cites evidence
from a number of studies
which demonstrate the
discrepancy between rich and
poor in mortality rates and
the incidence of illness.

The facts show that in the
early '70s the mortality rate
for manual workers was 1.8

times greater than for- those
in so-called ‘social class 1’.
By the early "80s the ratio was
2.4. In Tecent studies better
measures for comparing
mortality rates demonstrate
even more clearly that health
is closely related to socio-
economic position. For
example, not being a car
owner, not having access to a
car, having a lower
educational level and being in
a lower social class group are
all related, partly
independently, to higher
mortality.

The wealthy not only live
longer but their quality of
heaith is greater than that of
the poor. The evidence
indicates that the ‘executive
stress’ concept used to justify
the high salaries of executives
and managers is a myth. The
working class experiences
greater incidence of pain,
tiredness, sleep disturbance
and emotional distress as well
as higher rates of long-
standing illness such as
angina than their managers
do.

The importance of this

LETTERS

o

No justice: the idle rich live longer and enjoy better health

report is not only that it
confirms what many people
already believed, but that it
also emphasises the fact that
low health standards are not
only an experience of the very
poor. The report points out
that the standard of health
you can expect is directly
related to your economic
position.

The better off you are the
better your quality of health
and the longer your life

Soft on Ed McBain

WRITEBACK

Write to SO, PO Box 823,
London SET5H 4NA

J Siddon is far too
soft on Ed McBain
(SO 467). To claim
that there are few jarring

moments in the 87th
Precinct novels strikes me
as very odd.

Take McBain’s sexism.
Teddy Carella, the wife of the
precinct chief, is the grossest
example; literally a beautiful
dumb (and deaf) woman,
always sexually available to
Carella, silent and servile.

The same applies to part-

ners of the precinct cops,
those curiously available
models and secretaries,

whose abductions and-

jealousies provide problems
for the men of the 87th.

Even the sole female cop is
used in typically sex-specific
roles, as bait for the mugger
in ‘Fuzz’. And what about
the tone of the earlier novels,
such as Meyer’s running joke
about ‘instant pussy’ in ‘The
Mugger’ and the descriptions
of Byrnes in ‘Cop Hater’ as
‘a man trapped in the labial
folds of a society structure’;
just what does that mean?

It’s true that there are
blacks, hispanics, Jews and
Irish cops in the precinct but
that doesn’t necessarily get
McBain out of the woods. In
‘Jigsaw’ Brown (very big,
black, ironic) exhibits Mc-
Bain’s liberal, individual
answers to racism (and a lot
more besides) when he
frightens a confession out of
a southern white woman.
Mever Meyer’s experience of
anti-semitism becomes a run-
ning joke, repeated time and
again, to explain his silly
name.

But all this is less impor-
tant than the image of
basically good cops with the
occasional bad apple trying
— oh so hard — in a tough
world. The liberalism and the
empirical approach of the
cops is supposed to be thz key
to success, even though
crimes are often solved mere-
ly by chance.

The ideology of McBain’s
work is a response to the con-
crete jungle of capitalist

expectancy. Just as
importantly, investigation
into factors such as smoking
and poor diet indicate that
these are intricately linked
with poverty and can not be
used as an excuse for the low
health standards of the poor.

* “The Black Report on
socioeconomic inequalities in
health 10 years on’, George
Davey Smith, Mel Bartley, David
Blane. British Medical Journal,
vol 301, 18-25 August 1990 '

America, to the throwing up
of hands in despair. What we
can do, what cops actually do
is get on with the job. Mc-
Bain ends up endorsing the
‘we’re not political, we’re on-
ly doing our job’ attitude to
‘law enforcement’.
Socialists should see
through this. Mind you, I'm
still addicted to McBain's

stuff!
Jon Pike
Glasgow

Less sectarianism

please

have been impressed by

the new-look Socialist

Organiser and its aim,
much needed, to produce
a general left paper with a
broadly-based Editorial
Board.

I am much less impressed,
however, when the sec-

WHAT'S ON

Saturday 1 December. ‘The Left
Agenda for 1991°, with Tony Benn
and Ken Livingstone. Organised by
Labour Left Liaison. London School
of Economics, Houghton St, WC1.
£3/£2(£1, 10.30am-5.00pm
Saturday 1 December.
‘Conference on Debt impact on
Third World'. Organised by
Campaign for Non-Alignment.
Red Rese Club, 129 Seven
Sisters Road, London N7. £5/£2,
10.00am-5.30pm

Saturday 1 December. Anti-war
demonstration in Bridgewater {Tom
King’s constituency). Speakers
include Campaign Against War in
the Gulf and CARi

Saturday 1 December.
Demonstration marking the third
anniversary of the intifada.
Assembie 12 noon, Malet St,
London

Saturday 1 December. ‘Kurdistan:
History and Cuiture’. Conference

organised by Kurdistan Solidarity
Committee. Trade Union Centre,
Brabant Road, London N22.
£2.50/£1.50. 11.00am-7.30pm
Saturday 1 December. World
AIDS Day Act-Up Event. Tate
Library, Brixton. 10.30am-
5.30pm

Saturday 1-Sunday 2 December.
‘Fighting for Workers Liberty’,
Socialist Organiser student
weekend in Manchester. Details
071 639 7867

Sunday 2 December. Women
Against War in the Gulf
meeting. Conway Hall, Red Lion
Square, London. 12.00

Sunday 2 December. Socialist
Movement (Scotiand] Forum and
AGM. The Cowane Centre, Cowane
St, Stirling. 12.00-4.00pm
Sunday 2 December. Anti-Gulf
war blockade of Ministry of
Defence. MoD, Whitehall.
3.00pm

Sunday 2 December. ‘From Cold
War to Guif War'. Socialist Society
seminar. Speakers include John
Palmer and Dan Smith. Palytechnic

of Central London, Marylebone
Road, London NW1. £5/£2.50.
10.45am-5.00pm.

Monday 3 December. ‘The
Decline of the US'. Islington
Socialist Organiser meeting.
Speaker: Martin Thomas. The
Belinda Castle, Canonbury Rd,
N1. 8.00pm

Tuesday 4 December. ‘Tories in
crisis — fight for a general
election’. Manchester Socialist
Organiser meeting. Manchester
Town Hall. 8.00pm :
Thursday 6 December. ‘Women
and Socialism’. Socialist
Organiser meeting. Packhorse
Pub, Woodhouse, Leeds.

Friday 7 Deeember. ‘Is Socialism
Dead?’ Luton Labour Parties Forum,
3 Union St, Luton. 7.30pm. (Labour
Party members only)

Sunday 9 December. "Stop
Violence Against Leshians and
Gay Men'. Demonstration and
rally called by Dutrage.
Assemble 12 noon, Horseguards
Avenue, London SW1
{Embankment tube)

tarianism of small group
politics shows through as it
does, for example, in Paul
McGarry’s review of Alex
Callinicos’s new book on
Trotskyism (SO 466).

It is not entirely clear, to
me anyway, what McGarry is
on about in the review. But it
would seem that he feels that
some bits which are included
in the book should havs been
left out, and vice versa. 1
took a quick look at the book
in a bookshop (well, it is
£6.99 for 90 pages!), and
noted that it is in a series of
social science books whose
aim is to explain the general
principles of particular
political philosophies.

I can only assume that
McGarry in complaining
about the book’s failure to
provide an adeguate history
of Trotskyism is thinking of
an entirely different book.
Whatever book he is thinking
about I wish he would keep
his squabbles with Callinicos
to himself. I see that you state
that ‘‘views expressed in ar-
ticles are the responsibility of
the authors and not of the
Advisory Editorial Board”.
If McGarry is an example of
an author I think I would like
a bit more of the Editorial
Board.

Keith Marat
London SE11

hy different
campaigns on the

Gulf

LEFT PRESS

By Colin Foster

s many people will
have found out to
heir dismay on the
demonstration against war
in the Guif last Saturday,
24th, there are three rival
campaigns on this issue.

They have real differences of
politics and orientation. The
Campaign Against War in the
Gulf calls for US and British
troops out of the Guif, opposes
the Iragi invasion of Kuwait
and orients to the labour
movement.

The Ad Hoc Committee calls
for troops out, but also
positively supports Iraq, and
orients to left grouplets and
unorganised youth.

The Committee to Stop War
in the Gulf calis for ‘no war’
(but not for troops out), and
appeals primarily to CND,
Greens, Plaid Cymrn, and
church groups.

Such differences are
predictable, perhaps inevitable,
given the state of the left. But
why are they not expressed as
different emphases and
preferences within a united
campaign? Why is there not
even a liaison committee of the
three campaigns to organise
joint activities?

Part of the answer lies in
this: each campaign has
political groups at its core. The
pro-Iraq Ad Hoc Commitiee
has the Revolutionary
Communist Party.

And what about the
Committee?

It is the organisers of the
Committee who have been the
most determindedly divisive.
Their differences with the
‘Campaign’ are merely (actical
(nc war means inevitably troops
out. Troops out equals no war!)
Yet they have even driven
supporters of the Campaign out
of their meetings. Who exactly
runs the Committee?

The political force that you
would expect to find at the
centre of a campaign with such
politics and orientation is the
Communist Party; but these
days none of the fragments of
the CP can manage to play such
a role. No, not the CP.

Al the centre of the
implacably divisive and ‘right
wing’ Committee is, in fact, a
small self-proclaimedly
Trotskyist grouping, Socialist

Action.

Although very small, Socialist
Action has been sufficiently
well-placed to play a big part in
shaping the Committee’s stance
of stubborn non-cooperation
with the Campaign.

It has, in effect, been the
major force on the left
campaigning against ‘troops out
of the Guif’, and for economic
sanctions against Iraq.

Doubtless Socialist Action’s
arguments on their own do not
carry much weight. They have
had weight because they chime
in with the more diffuse
influence of the fragmenis of
the CP and sections of the
Labour left traditionally close
to the CP. But weight they have
had.

Well of course, that’s a
shame, you may say, but what
can you do about it? Politics is
politics: and there are serious
differences dividing the
Committee. All yon can hope to
do is get unity in action;
though, you may, on the
evidence, be inclined to add,
Socialist Action could try to be
a bit less divisive and ‘sectarian’
in their prosecution of the cause
of their own ‘softer’ position on
the Gulif.

You could say that, but
you’d be way off beam:
Socialist Action’s own position
— the position of its magazine
— are the politics of the semi-
loony Ad Hoc Committee who
couldn’t give a damn what
Saddam does to Kuwait as long
he opposes ‘imperialism’.

But the CPs, as far as I
know, never went so far as to
organise a campaign supporting
economic sanctions agianst the
USSR.

Socialist Action’s magazine
explains their two-faced politics
on this (as on almost everything
these days) as resislance to
‘altra-leftism’. ‘Fake ultra-
leftism consists in refusal to
support semi-colonial countries
in struggles with imperialism
(and) another form of ultra-
leftism... is the refusal to see
the need to fight against
imperialist wars alongside
pacifists...” .

‘What Socialist Action has
taken over most fundamentally
from the CP tradition is
manipulative politics — the idea
that instead of arguing
straightforwardly, political
activists should talk out of both
sides of their mouths, and
cynically use catchwords which
they privately condemn in the
hope that they will manoeuvre
people towards desired
conclusions. It is the same
method used by most of the left
on the issue of the European
Community over the last 20
years, only much cruder and
more blatant.

Why Polish workers
support capitalism

AS WE WERE

SAYING...

Socialist Organiser No.200,
11 October 1984

Many oppositionists in East Europe and
the USSR — and probably Walesa — do
have a friendly attitude to people like
Thatcher and Reagan because they are
strident enemies of the Kremlin. Their
attitude is: my enemy’s enemy is my
friend.

For a Walssa that is short-sighted and
based on a fundamental misunderstan-
ding.

Oppositionists in the East who favour
the West are merely a mirror image of
those workers in capitalist society who
adopt a friendly attitude to the Stalinist
dictatorships. Our Stalinists and quasi-
Stalinists see only everything negative
in the West and think nationalised pro-
perty is working class socialism in the
East. So they favour the East.

The oppositionists in the East see

that there is personal freedom in the
West, the right of the workers to
organise trade unions and political par-
ties and to publish more or less what
they like, the rule of law in contrast to
the arbitrary state tyranny in the
Stalinist states, so they idealise the
West.

| read somewhere that, back in the
Middle Ages, when landlords and priests
oppressed peasants and enslaved serfs,
lots of peasants worshipped the devil.
They reasoned that since the Christian
god was the god of their oppressors,
and the devil was his enemy, they had
better side with the devil.

Rebels and oppositionists in both East
and West today too often approach the
East-West division of the world into
capitalist and Stalinist camps in that
spirit.

Instead of such ideas we need in-
dependent working class politics East
and West. Workers, East and West,
should support each other against the
oppression of both the capitalist and
Stalinis{ systems. We need consistent
international working class sofidarity.
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the picket line

By Dave Cliff, Hem
Heath NUM

ineworkers at Hem

Heath colliery in

Staffordshire took
industrial action on Friday 23
November, a scant few days
afier the ballot to introduce a
national overtime ban had
failed.

Rumblings of discontent have
grown over the last month, with
the major cause being the
divisive bonus scheme. Men
working on the coalface and in
developments have enjoyed
relatively large bonus payments,
while outbye workers (those in-
volved in supplying those at the
point of production) have receiv-
ed amounts which can only be
described as an insult. Outbye
workers received £18 for a
week’s bonus, whilst
faceworkers received at least ten
times that amount.

At a mass meeting held several
weeks ago, the workforce
unanimously agreed to demand a
retarn to the ‘devisor system' of

DSS staffing

By Steve Battlemuch, DSS
Notts South

he combination of
TThatcher’s resignation

and the decision of
NUCPS to launch a national
staffing campaign means
there is no better time than
now for CPSA members in
DSS to fight back.

The job losses through the
Operational Strategy have been
proved by the department’s own
staff inspectors to be unjustified.
As many ‘“live” offices will
testify, they cannot cope with
their current complement, and if
the post-Operational Strategy
losses are taken away, the offices
will just collapse.

It is therefore a disgrace that
CPSA’s leadership in DSS have
failed to call any action at all,
and, worse, have told members
to ““work normally™ in the nine
offices where NUCPS are on
strike!

However, many CPSA
members in those nine offices
don’t want to ‘““work normally’”
and they are asking CPSA’s
leadership to ballot them for
official strike action alongside
NUCPS.

In llford and Bloomsbury
CPSA members are already out
~n strike on 50% strike pay:

incentive payment. This system is
far from perfect, and its -in-
troduction was opposed by the
NUM; many.of the workforce
want to see the incentive scheme
consolidated into basic pay, as it
has been for management. This
can only be achieved by national
negotiations.

The next best option, which is
achievable at local level, is a
return to the original devisor
scheme. This scheme operates on
the basis that each coalface or
development installation earns
individual bonuses and these are
divided by the number of in-
stallations to arrive at a ‘pit
average’ which is paid to all
those not involved in any in-
stallation.

This scheme reflects the
average bonus of those on con-
tracts, and would leave outbye
workers substantially better off.

The current scheme in opera-
tion, known as the ‘Doncaster
option’, pays 50p per thousand
tonnes of coal drawn up the pit.
After appearing intransigent,
management offered to increase
it temporarily to 84p per thou-
sand tonnes; though this may
sound like a large increase, in
reality it means that outbye
workers’ bonuses would rise by
just £7.50 before stoppages.

Following the first mass
meeting, which demanded a
return to the devisor scheme,
NUM branch representatives ap-
proached management, expec-
ting to be rebuffed out of hand,
but received a conciliatory
response: ‘“We agree in princi-
ple, it will take a few days to look
into it.”

The action on Friday 23 was
due to frustration at waiting for
management’s response. A
walkout on Thursday 22 was
held off. When the dayshift ar-
rived on Friday morning, outbye
workers had mounted a picket;
most refused to cross, and the pit
was effectively halted.

British Coal responded by
threatening to issue writs against
the two branch officials (despie
the fact that neither knew about
the picket before it was in place),
and to issue an injunction against
the NUM branch. They have also
said that they will stop the ‘check
off’ system of collecting union
dues, which has been in opera-
tion since nationalisation in
1947. Management have salso
made implied threats to Branch
committee members whko ap-
peared on the picket line, even if
they were stopped by the pickets
and stayed to chat to those
workers who had organised it.

— time for action

branches should immediately
collect money and send it to their
hardship funds.

Other offices could join the
fight by submitting local staffing
claims to management and
asking CPSA for official backing
for strike action if the local

PSA: keep

By John Moloney, PSA
London

he fight against the
Tory plans to convert
the Property Services

Agency into a private
company took a new twist

staffing claim is not conceded.
The next national focus will be
the NUCPS one-day strike on 7
December. It is vital that CPSA
takes action on that day as well.
It is unlikely that we will get a
lead from our Section Executive;
therefore branches need to

A second mass meeting was
organised for the Friday after-
noon. This meeting resolved that
a return to the devisor scheme
was a basic demand, and that a
ballot would be organised on the
issue. The ballot will ask that
selective industrial action be
taken unless the demand is met.
The mass meeting treated
management’s threats with the
contempt they deserved.

What seems to have amazed
British Coal is that the majority
of those on relatively large
bonuses supported the outbye
workers. The tactic of divide and
conquer was not as effective as
management had expected. Even
the top paid mineworkers can see
the iniquity of such a system, and
also recognise that they too are
being ripped off.

One amusing aspect of the
dispute was that rumours rapidly
spread on Thursday that miners
at Hem Heath were walking out
as a result of Thatcher’s resigna-
tion. 1 can assure all those who
helped spread, or half-believed
this rumour, that we see no ad-
vantage in whoever leads the
Tory party. Let’s face it, none of
them is going to reinstate the
nine men who remain victimised
since the 1984-85 strike, are
they?

organise meetings and argue for
strike action on that day.

It is vital that we don’t let this
opportunity for action slip by.
The department is in a complete
mess and we need to ensure we
take full advantage.

Stop the job cuts!

up the action

this week.

The general secretaries of the
two unions involved, NUCPS
and CPSA, were invited to have
a ‘chat’ with the head of the PSA
this week.

As can be imagined, when
activists of both unions heard
about this, we all got the familiar
sinking feeling you get when you
hear that the ‘top brass’ is taking

Tottenham DSS strike

UCPS members

(support and super-

visory grades) at Tot-
tenham DSS are now enter-
ing their fourth week on
strike against job cuts.

30 jobs are set to go by the
time the Department of Social
Security is turned into an Agen-
cy next April.

CPSA members want to come
oul in support but are being
held back by the national of-
ficials. They will definitely
strike on 7 December.

Unity in action is vital. As
Roger Andre of NUCPS put it:
*“The problem is that the
leadership of the CPSA are ask-
ing their membership to cross
their consciences, as well as our
picket lines™’.

a hand.

On the day following the
meeting of the Big Three, new
offers from management were
sent to the unions (Wednesday 21
November). This new offer,
although better than the last, is
still not good enough. The CPSA
DoE SEC, the body in charge of
PSA, unanimously voted to
continue the action and to
escalate it to all members.
Although the Section Executive
Committee voted this way, we
have also to clear the hurdle of
our National Disputes
Committee, although the
indications are favourable.

Activists must campaign to get
NUCPS back into the action and
for CPSA to continue theirs.
PSA is losing money hand over
fist, they are on the ropes. A big
push can bring us victory.

Activists elsewhere in the
CPSA should raise the issue in
their workplace.
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Stop the closures

By Tim Cooper,
Secretary, Notts NALGO

lobby of hundreds of
elderly residents, staff
and supporters is
expected on Wednesday 28 at
County Hall, Nottingham
against the proposed closure
by the ruling Labour Group
of Notts County Council of
12 elderly people’s homes to
avoid poll tax capping
If no change to plans is made
and the callons and incompetent
report is not withdrawn, then I
would urge all NALGO members
to vote for strike action at the

special general meeting of Notts
NALGO on 29 November.

Some people have plucked a
date out of thin air and are pro-
posing 7 December, but I will be
urging a joint day of strike action
on 19 December (the next Social
Services Committee and the last
chance to revoke the decision as
it cannot then be discussed for
six months).

It is by our determination that
we have pushed NUPE (who
have the vast majority of staff in
homes affected) into joint ac-
tion.

It's a campaign we must win. If
the council can ride out day after
day of pictures like this and
headlines of tearful elderly, then
it will be easily able to push
through other cuts in all depart-
ments.

Sheffield council: a mood

for action

By a Sheffield NALGO
member

housands of council
workers in Sheffield

struck for half a day on
Wednesday
A  massive
demonstrati

crisis’.
All council unions supported
the rally and demo even though

union = full timers
themselves from
) minute in

ge the ac-

an attempt

ton.
Recreation workers are first on

the firing line for compulsory

a to make
job cuts but it seems likely that
union full-timers are itching to
negotiate de rer early retire-
ment and v ary redundancy
rather than build on the excellent

i so far. The council’s

voluntary redundan 3
retirement but they have made it
clear they are after the cheapest

»f the v 0 hose
oncern is job Security

rank and file activists begin to
organise across unions
departments independently to
build and develop the fight back
that started today.

Youth occupy council

chamber
By Wendy Robson

pposition to massive
cuts in Sheffield’s
services is growing fast.
A fortnight ago recreation
workers stormed the town

A deal that

am McCluskie, executive

officer of the shipping

section of the Rail, Marine and
Transport Union, would do well to
study the outcome of a court case
held in America this summer.

A federal judge awarded 21 Filipino
seafarers $43 million damages after fin-
ding the Japanese Inui Steamship Com-
pany guilty of “‘double book-keeping’'.
The court found that Inui (a subsidiary
of Mitsui) had paid the crew less than
20% of the International Transport
Federation (ITF) minimum wage while
keeping phoney books to give the im-
pression that ITF wages were being
paid.

The crew’s lawyer, Richard Dodson,
has since filed a $100 million suit against
Inui on behalf of 2,000 other seafarers
who have suffered under this practice
over the last 10 years. He commented:
*“This scam has been going on for years
and not just on this ship. It's a
worldwide racket.”’

This case should be of concern to
Bro. McCluskie and the RMT because

INSIDE
THE UNIONS

By Sleeper

they have recently negotiated a draft
agreement with Cunard.

Under the proposed deal, the union
would receive £20,000 per quarter from
the company in exchange for what, it is
alleged by rank and file activists,
amounts to a no-strike deal and a

stinks

guarantee not to organise Third World
workers who are the vast majority of
Cunard’s crews.

The crucial section of the agreement
is paragraph 7 which reads: ‘‘The union
and the International Transport Federa-
tion have reviewed the terms and condi-
tions of service applicable in the com-
pany’s passenger fleet and have found
them to be broadly in conformity with
the ITF minimum standards for crew
ships.”

Elsewhere the text of the agreement
reads: ‘‘With specific reference to
paragraph 7 the company agrees to pay
the union.”

This poses a fairly obvious question:
why should Cunard pay the union
£80,000 per year if the terms and condi-
tions meet ITF standards?

The answer may be contained in
paragraph 8 of the agreement, which
reads: ‘“The union accepts that it no
longer has and will not seek while this
agreemeni is in force representation
rights for personnel now employed in
the company’s passenger fleet other
than the decks and the engine room."”

In other words, McCluskie is
prepared to agree that the vast majority
of Cunard’s crews — black and Asian
workers from the Third World — will
remain unorganised in exchange for a
vague commitment that their terms and
conditions are ‘‘broadly in conformity’’
with ITF standards...and £80,000 per
year from the company.

All this conjures up unpleasant
memories of the so-called *Asian Levy'.

Under this arrangement the union
(then NUS) was paid by the shipping
companies no! to organise workers from
the Indian sub-continent. Initially, the
NUS received £10 and finally £30 per
head, for each Asian worker taken on.
In exchange the union did not organise
them.

The new deal is still in draft form,
and RMT activists are now organising
to prevent it coming into operation. If
the deal became a reality, it would
represent a retarn to the very worst
racist origins of the British trade union
movement. Hopefully, the Inui judge-
ment will persuade some people to think
again.

hall.

Last week around 200
members of local youth clubs
and their club leaders stormed a
DLP meeting to protest at drastic
cuts in youth club provision.

Shelly Ibbotson (15), Lisa
Marshall (16), Paul Higgins (16)
and Lesley Sharpe (15) were
‘fuming’ when they heard about
possible closures. They climbed
on the roof to make their protest
and forced reluctant DLP
delegates to take their leaflets
and read their banner before
allowing them to get through the
door into the meeting.

What was the DLP’s response
to the invasion? Stacey
Woodhead and Clare Lulley,
both 12, said: ‘‘“They were
ignoring us really. People were
pushing us about. All we could
hear was booing and hissing.”
Lisa said the councillors in the
meeting were ‘‘talking bullshit”.

Suggestions of talks with
council leader Clive Betts and
writing letters to MPs were
rubbished. The demonstrators
are planning further protests.’

The cuts that are being
planned across the board by
Sheffield City Council will affect
services all over the city. This has
got to be the start of an ongoing
campaign (o oppose all cuts. We
need to link up the youth who
were demonstrating with the
trade unions and the left in the
Labour Party to fight the cuts.

The fight is certainly set to
continue — if the youth of
Sheffield have anything to do
with it!
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Date for war set

Tony Benn speaks at the 20,000-strong demonslrat‘iun.agaiﬁét war in the Gulf in

London last weekend (24 November).

Jordan calls off hours campaign

Engineers are winning —
no time to retreat

By an AEU shop
steward, British Timkin,
Northampton

11 ith recession threaten-
W ing, engineering
workers should not

Build a mass anti-
war movement!

Learn from America

By Neil Cobbett

ver the past months US
Oanti-war activists have

been. laying the basis for a
massive anti-war movement.
Their model is the Vietnam anti-
war movement of the ’60s and
*70s which helped stop that war.

Anti-war activists in this country
have much to learn from our
American co-thinkers.

Naturally, the memory of the

Campaign Against War
in the Gulf demand
US British troops get out of

the Gulf

Picket & Vigil
outside the US Embassy, Grosvenar Sguare,

London (tube: Bond St
6.00-7.00, Wednesday 5 December
followed by
Public CAWG Meeting
10 discuss future campaigning and the Gulf
situation
7.15, Wednesday 5 December, Mayfair
Library, 25 South Audley St — near to
Grosvenar Square

Vietnam war is still alive in the
minds of many Americans. Anti-
Gulf war activists have something
solid to build on.

They know how to use teach-ins,
demos, anti-war veterans
movements and other techniques of
protest used against the Vietnam
war.

The American shate of the
human cost of Vietnam was over-
whelmingly born by working class
America and by the ethnic
minorities. So will the cost of
Bush's Gulf war.

Activists are attempting to in-
volve in one movement those who
already oppose the war, together
with representatives of those social
groups who will have to pay the
higher price for Bush’s war.

In September, rallies and teach-
ins were held across the USA, to
spread the word and prepare for the
struggle to stop the war.

In New York 2,000 people rallied
at Cooper Union's Great Hall
under the slogan ‘“No Vietnam War

in the Middle East!’’. There were
speakers from working class, ethnic
and civil rights organisations.

The coalition was formed on the
basis of these points:

® Withdrawal of all military
forces;

® No establishment of US bases
in the Gulf region;

e Iegislation prohibiting the
President from usurping Congress’s
powers to decide on war and peace;

e Support for peaceful
diplomatic efforts to end the crisis;

®* Money for human needs, not
war.

Support has come from many
campaigns and organisations: Viet-
nam Veterans Against the War, Na-
tional Conference of Black
Lawyers, Women Strike for Peace,
National Lawyers Guild, etc.

A 25,000-strong demo-
nstration was held on 20 October.
In Berkeley, California, for exam-
ple, on 14 September, around 2,000
people attended a teach-in against

US intervention in the Middle East
organised by the Ad Hoc Commit-
tee Against A Vietnam War in the
Middle East.

Here again speakers represented
a broad range of interest, ex-
perience and opinion; student ac-
tivists, trade unionists, Vietnam
veterans, intellectuals, experts on
world economics, the Middle East,
international law, representatives of
ethnic groups. Also there were
Marines Eric Glen Larsen and Jeff
Patterson, who are among those
who have refused to ‘‘ship out”
with their units to Saudi Arabia and
fight a war for ‘‘big oil”’.

Following this wave of rallies and
teach-ins there was a series of
demonstrations in 25 major US
cities. 25,000 marched in New
York, and 8,000 on the West Coast.

The Coalition to Stop US In-
tervention in the Middle East is
planning a massive rally in New
York’s Madison Square Gardens
for February and is launching a
petition drive for a million
signatures against war.

Activists in Britain should look to
these activities and the unifying and
mobilising effect they have had,
drawing on these experiences to
build a gigantic chorus of protest
against imperialism’s war-drive.

be talking about giving up
the fight for a shorter
working week.

“No, we need to do the op-
posite. Our answer to the slump
has to be cut the hours, share
the work and create more
jobs.”

That was how Dave Gough,
Liverpool District Secretary of -
the Amalgamated Engineering
Union (AEU), responded to the
proposal from the leadership of
the Confederation of Ship-
building and Engineering
Unions (CSEU) that the
engineers should abandon the
35 hour week campaign ‘‘for
the duration’’ of the new slump
that now threatens us.

Dave, who gave Bill Jordan a
real shock in the recent AEU
Presidential election, polling
nearly 40% of the vote, speaks
for many trade unionists in the
industry.

Bill Jordan and friends have
come up with a crazy policy. If
workers had accepted the
bosses’ arguments about what
they can and cannot afford then
we would all still be working a
12-hour day, seven days a week!

It is not our responsibility as
workers to carry the can for the
bosses’ sick system. Our jobs
and living conditions have to
come above the profitability of
their system.

Right now, activists in the
engineering unions have to unite to
force the CSEU leaders to reverse
their decision and lead a fight.

* Every engineer on 37 hours.

Immediately, the 500,000 or so
workers who have yet tO win a
37-hour week must put in local
claims and prepare strike action
before the proposed end of the
hours campaign on 12 April next
year.

* Fight for a national agreement!

If we don’t conclude this first
phase of action with a decent na-
tional agreement with the Engineer-
ing Employers Federation that
guarantees a }7-hour week for all
and a massive increase in minimum
time rates then all the gains that
have been made over the last few
years will be wiped out. We will also
be ignoring the weaker sections of
engineering workers who are less
well organised and have less muscle.
If we have to then we should
organise national strike action for a
national deal.

® Press on for 35 hours.

Instead of postponing phase two
of the hours campaign ‘‘for a few"
years”’ as Bill Jordan put it, we
should press ahead now. If not all
the gains of the hours campaign in
the biggest trade wunion
breakthrough in recent years will be
lost.

Even the strongest sections who
can usually win a lot on their own
have been helped by the national
campaign. If you take away the na-
tional momentum then we all suf-
fer.

e For a recall CSEU stewards
conference.

Right at the start of this battle
Rolls Royce Hillington convenor
Darren Keown argued: ‘“It’s impor-
tant to have a national Confed
stewards conference to discuss any
possible settlement. It’s the lay
members who have put the money
in, they should have a say in what
happens.”’

He was right then and he’s right
now.




