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By Gerry Bates

ABOUR PARTY
members will soon
be balloted for the
constituency section
of Labour’s National Execu-

Develop

By Pat Murphy

RITISH politicians
talking about impos-
ing ‘Dublin rule’ on
Northern Ireland.
Protestant rioters attacking
the RUC and demanding the
removal of the police from
their areas. SDLP leader in
regular talks with Sinn Fein
producing joint statements
about a commitment to self-
determination. Has the
world turned upside down?
The political situation in
Northern Ireland 1s still very
much shaped by the political
system set up by the Hills-
borough Agreement in 1985.
Britain is still the sovereign

tive Committee. The left-
wing Campaign Group’s slate
is Tony Benn, Doreen
Cameron, Jeremy Corbyn,
Ken Livingstone, Alice
Mahon, Dawn Primarolo and
Dennis Skinner. Doreen

ments In

power in Northern Ireland
and directly rules the stale-
mate through a Secretary of
State and a Northern Ireland
Office. She rules, however,
through a system of institu-
tionalised and regular con-
sultation with the Irish
Republic. This system is sup-
posed to reassure northern
nationalists that their inter-
ests are taken seriously and
bolster ‘moderate’ national-
ism (SDLP) at the expense of
republicanism (Sinn Fein). It
is also supposed to force the
unionists, who hate the 1985
Agreement, to compromise.
This set-up withstood
immense and violent loyalist
resistance. It began to erode
Sinn Fein support and it led

NEWS
|_eft slate for Labour

Cameron, the new name on
the slate, is a member of
Labour’s Black Socialist
Society.

Last year the right wing
managed to push Dennis
Skinner off the National

Executive, leaving Tony Benn
as the sole left-wing voice
there. A strong effort for the
Campaign Group slate is
vital in order te restore an
effective left-wing minority in
the Executive.

Northern Ireland :

to some new talks including
visits by leading unionists to
Dublin.

But the constitutional talks
have broken down repeated-
ly — foundering finally on
the unionists’ insistence that
the Republic drop its claim
to the North embodied 1n
Articles 2 and 3 of the Irish
constitution.

And Sinn Fein’s vote is
now increasing again. The
party won more first prefer-
ence votes in Belfast than
any other party in the recent
local government elections.

Protestant working-class
alienation from the Northern
Ireland state 1s visibly deep-
ening. Working-class Protes-
tants have become convinced

Student Unions under attack

Fight voluntary membership!

By Elaine Jones, NUS NEC
(personal capacity)

HERE HAVE been two

I responses to Tory Minis-

ter John Patten’s, decla-
ration that he is about to break
up student unions.

On one hand the leadership of
the National Union of Stu-
dents, headed up by Lorna
Fitzsimmons, have flailed
around looking for an excuse
for their strategy of accepting
half the Tories” agenda and
begging for mercy, Now Lorna
is trying to brave out the defeat
by dressing it as a “sort of victo-
ry over certain items’,

Student activists are fed-up to
the hind teeth with this
approach and are preparing
their counter-attack. Cumbria
and Lancaster Area NUS are
organising a picket of Tory

Party conference in Blackpool
in early October,

Manchester Are® NUS are
organising a national demon-
stration in Manchester on 3
October,

On 24 November, NUS has
called a ‘lobby meeting’ for a
hand-picked few to talk to a PR
company about how to lobby

- activists will be using that
day to build a mass lobby of
Parliament.

What you can do:

Over the summer, get your
students’ union to contact as
many students as possible and
build links with local trade
unions, trades councils and
campus trade unions.

Organise some action locally,
a picket of the local Tory HQ). a
lobby of your local MP’s
surgery.

Get your union to start

forms offering to talk to their

organising a campaign as soon
as term starts.

Make sure your union books
coaches for the MANUS demo
and has plans for getting the
maximum number of students
involved in the campaign.

Set up a Save Our Union club
or society and ensure i1t has a
prominent place at union
events and societies fairs.

Contact local trade unions,
student unions and school sixth

members about the attack on
student unions.

The Tories have extended the
‘consultation period’ on their
proposals for student unions
until the end of November, but
NUS’s failed policy has shown
the Tories will not listen to
grovelling. So let’s start fighting
back instead!

Stephen Smit

ANY READERS of
M this paper will be sad-
dened to hear of the

death of Stephen Smith.
Stephen, who was 36, died in

the early hours of Thursday 5

July, suffering a severe heart

attack after a.blood clot on his.-

lung became dislodged and
blocked an artery.

He will be sadly missed by his
family, friends and by his com-
rades in the Labour Party and at
Guy’s Hospital, where he worked
as senior pharmacist and held the
position of MSF Branch Secre-
tary.

We send our condolences to all
his family and friends.

His death leaves a big gap that
will be impossible to fill. Stephen
will be best remembered for his

stubbornness and bloody-minded-
ness. He refused to put up with

hypocrisy or cant and, as a result,

often found himself in conflict
with the right-wing careerists
dominant in the Labour Party
and with mindless ultra-left sec-
tarians.

Bloodymindedness is an incredi-

-bly valuable characteristic. It is

perhaps the most important
human quality required of people
who want to fight against the cap-
italist system we live under. In

. this world, it is extremely easy to

get by as a conciliatory, compro-
mising “fudger”. It is a bit more
difficult to fight to the end for
what you believe in.

Stephen knew this and he also
knew that friendship and respect
which were won on the basis of

sticking up for what you believe
meant something.

If you made a friend of Stephen
Smith, you had a friend for life.

My last memory of Stephen is
that of hearing him virtually
squeal with joy down the ’phone
as he told me of the left’s success-
ful defence of the Labour
Party/trade union link at MSF’s
annual conference. Stephen was
particularly proud that it was fis
region — the London region —
that had led the fight on the issue.

Politics mattered to Stephen.
He knew that human actions have
consequences and that battles like
that to defend the union link were
not just issues to pick up or aban-
don at the drop of a hat, or as the
whim caught you, but were part
of a relentless war to defend and

that the path is cleared for
their incorporation into
some form of Irish unity.

The political initiatives
proposed recently by Dick
Spring and Kevin McNama-
ra are products of impa-
tience with the Anglo-Irish
Agreement.

Labour spokesperson
McNamara proposed a strict
time limit for talks to suc-
ceed and then the imposition
of joint sovereignty over
Northern Ireland by the
British and Irish govern-
ments, to be approved in ref-
erenda North and South.

The fundamental problem
here is that the whole Anglo-
Irish process attempts to
solve the problem without
the people. It is an attempt
to appeal to reason over the
heads of “dogmatic, extrem-
ist” local politicians. The
model for this process i1s the
attempt by the European rul-
ing classes to create a Euro-
pean union after World War
2. Then the economy
boomed and prosperity
offered some way of under-
cutting historic rivalries. In
Northern Ireland the econo-
my is in collapse and those at
the sharp end see no offer of
prosperity, no democratic
involvement and no guaran-
tees that they will have any
role in determining their own
futures.

Whatever the ruling parties
of Britain and Ireland do,
the job of socialists is to
build a united working class
which can combine the fight
against Tory economic poli-
cies with the struggle for a
democratic political settle-
ment to the national ques-
tion.

advance the interests of working
class people.

Stephen did not consider him-
self a Trotskyist or a supporter of
classical Marxism.

I have personally lost count of
the hours spent in pubs after
meetings arguing with him over
Kant, Hegel, Marx and more or
less everything else under the sun.
But everyone who knew Stephen
and who fought alongside him
considered him a comrade.

Tom Righy

Stephen’s funeral will be held at
the Lewisham Crematorium,
Verdant Lane, SE6 on 29 July at
3pm. The funeral procession will
leave Stephen’s home, 89 Silver-
more Road, SE6 at 2.30 sharp.
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Labour goes W|th
the child-beaters

POLITICAL FRONT

By Martin Thomas

ITOUT AT THE
H Tories? Too bold, too
controversial, too dan-

gerous, say Labour’s front-bench
leaders. Hit out at small children?
That’s another matter. In the
Guardian of 10 July, Labour
front-bencher Jack Straw
declares:

“I have smacked my children. I
don’t know any parents who
don’t”.

Child-care experts of every
political colour were unanimous in
condemning the decision by Sut-
ton magistrates on 8 July that
child-minder Anne Davis can hit
children in her care. The Daily
Express, of all papers, ran a big
article arguing that smacking is
wrong. Jack Straw not only dis-
agrees, but seems to think that to
admit even that other Labour
Party leaders might share enlight-
ened opinion on this question _
would be too risky, too likely to
brand the Labour Party as left-
wing! Straw’s is the classic mid-
dle-class attitude — wheedling
and cringing towards the power-
ful, arrogant and brutal towards
the weak.

He explains: “You can smack
children to stop outrageous
behaviour or when something is a
danger to them. ’m talking about
young children before you can
reason with them. When they’re
older you can use reason... A
gentle and judicious smack saves
a lot of trouble. A child wants to
be shown limits. I wouldn’t allow
a casual baby-sitter to smack
them but I would trust a long-
term child carer... much more...

Children have the same human
right not to be assaulted as adults
have. And hitting small children is
much worse than hitting adults
because the children are defence-
less, physically and emotionally.
If a smack does no great physical
harm, that does not undo the emo-
tional harm: and routine, casual
smacking as the answer to minor
conflicts is the basis on which
greater violence against children

L1

orows in bigger conflicts.

Smacking teaches children noth-
ing good. If they are unable to
reason, they will not be able to
work out what they have done
wrong, and why it is wrong. All
they can learn is that they are
somehow bad (for why else would
adults on whom they are totally
dependent be hitting them), and
that conflicts between people
should be resolved by the strong
hitting the weak.

Unless the violence against chil-
dren is so relentless and compre-
hensive as to terrorise them,
smacking does not even save the
adult “a lot of trouble” (as Straw
puts it, ignoring what “trouble”
the smack may cause to the
child). Smacks and threats breed
hurt defiance, not self-respect,
responsibility, and self-discipline.

The Sutton magistrates’ deci-
sion is important because it under-
mines the laws which ban
teachers, nursery workers, and (so
everyone thought until 8 July)
childminders from hitting chil-
dren. The magistrates said that
since the parents have a legal
right to hit their child — and
under present law they do — they
could pass on that right to the
minder.

Since some 60 per cent of par-
ents start hitting their children
before they have even reached the
age of one, this ruling could reach
far. The loophole should be
closed. As in Sweden, parents hit-
ting their children should be as
illegal as any other form of
assault.

Indeed, parents hitting their
children is worse than minders,
nursery workers, or teachers hit-
ting them. It is worse for children
to be hit by the people whom they
love most, and on whom they are
most dependent. Such a law will
not stop parents hitting their chil-
dren overnight, any more than the
ordinary law of assault stops
domestic violence between adults.
But it will put down a necessary
marker.

That is what Labour should
campaign for. Straw’s response
shows that the Labour leaders’
current “realism” excludes not
only socialism, but the most ele-
mentary human decencies.
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OZENS of
50 m-adi
civilians have
now been
killed by the
US attacks on
Somali warlord Aideed. Even
if Aideed 1s no better than the
old warlord, Siad Barre, who
ruled Somalia for many years
with US support — and
probably he is no better at all
this 1s an atrocity.

The US went into Somalia
last year saying that it would
provide military protection
for the distribution of food
aid. In fact — as we said at
the time in Socialist Organiser
— George Bush was
launching an operation which
looked good but was almost
certain to turn bad by the time

Continued from front page

However, whatever happens
on the day, the Labour Party
should not lessen the pres-
sure on the Tories.

John Smith should declare
that the Tory government
have no right to rule. He
should place himself at the
head of a mass campaign of
opposition to the govern-
ment, which could combine

SO

out!

Bill Clinton took office as
president.

The inbred arrogance of US
military chiefs, descending on
Somalia for a publicity stunt,
impatient with any gripes,
complaints, quarrels or
concerns of the local people,
was bound to bring clashes.
Clinton has ggade it worse by
adopting that military
arrogance as his own, to the
point when he has horrified
even the Italian military
commander on the spot.

Probably the US military
action still serves no
imperialist purpose in the
strict sense of the word.
Somalia’s coastline is
strategically important, but
the US can probably have any
facilities i1t wants there

Tories must go!?

Labour can force
election!

demonstrations with support
for workers in struggle, like
those at Timex, and parlia-
mentary disruption.

The alternative to the Kind
of offensive action designed
to force the Tories to call a
new election is for the
Labour Party and trade
unions to sit back and allow
the Tories to push through
their anti-working class
agenda. This week the Com-

anyway. But the US army has
imperialism built into its
psychology, its structure, and
its philosophy.

The Somali people need food
aid, and the organisations

mission for Social Justice
has reported in detail on
what that agenda means.
The division between rich
and poor in this country is
now greater than at any
other time Iin the last hun-
dred years.

Defeating the Tories has to
be the number one priority
facing the Labour Party.

The reactionary campaign
to exclude the trade unions

distributing food aid need to
make sensible arrangements
— based on local knowledge,
and sensitive to local concerns

to protect themselves and
their distribution. They do not

from the Party, started by
crown princes Brown and
Blair and taken up as his
own by John Smith, is noth-
ing but a pointless and dan-
gerous diversion.

John Smith should put the
same amount of effort into
defeating the Tories that he
is currently wasting on
attacking the unions.

Labour must fight!

Force a general election!

need a superpower blasting in
with arbitrary and brutal
interventions in a messy and
atrocious civil war which only
the Somali people can sort out
for themselves.

“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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T WOULD SEEM that it’s

only a matter of time now

before a major dispute breaks
out in Royal Mall. The manage-
ment are becoming increasingly
aggressive. The introduction of
new machinery is being used as a
vehicle for massive job cuts right
across the board. In London 5,000
jobs are to go under the office clo-
sure programme. In other parts of
the country delivery jobs are
threatened by the removal of night
and early morning sorting. Second
deliveries, and therefore full-time jobs, are threatened by manage-
ment plans to flood offices with part time workers. Attempts to
functionalise, that is split workers into separate categories, go hand
in hand with proposals to cut staffing levels.

Management have also announced that they intend to impose a
new discipline code in October by executive action. A draft proposal
went to this year’s Annual Conference, where several amendment to
it were carried. Such is management’s arrogance at the moment that
they have refused to go back into negotiations and instead are treat-
ing the Union like naughty children.

Postal workers are getting increasingly fed up and angry at the
way they re being treated. Huge increases in productivity have led to
record profits yet management still come back for more. Unofficial
strikes are starting to break out again. West Derby office in Liver-
pool walked out recently over discipline and there have been strikes
at Sheffield and several other offices. The membership in London
have voted for strike action over the closure programme although it
seems likely that a revised offer will now be a'a:epted.

The two issues most likely to lead to industrial action are the
09.30am last letter and the claim for the shorter working week. The
09.30 last letter Agreement is crucial for delivery staff, Manage-
ment have stated that they intend using the new automated sorting
machines, the NP 4000s, to get all mail to delivery offices in time
for the first delivery. If they succeed in forcing staff to deliver it all
then obviously there would be nothing left for the second delivery.
This would allow them to decimate the number of full time jobs in
delivery.

At the moment there are at least three National Agreements which
protect the second delivery. These cover the time allowed for last
deliveries, the maximum weight to be carried and the sort of mail
that can be held back to allow deliveries to be completed on time. It
seems clear that management are intent on ripping these up. Annul
Conference this year passed motion which called for industrial
action if the 09.30 last letter and second delivery were threatened. If
management refuse to back down then there’s a real possibility that
the terms of this motion will be acted on.

The first shots of the campaign for a 35-hour week have been fired
in the shape of a letter from the Union to the various businesses out-
lining the claim. The problem is going to be forcing the Executive
Council to do anything more than just go through the motions. The
only real answer postal workers have in the face of new technology
is the shorter working week. Where management say “cut the jobs”
we have to reply with “cut the hours”.

The main task at the moment has to be to convince the membership
of the need to have a campaign to cut the hours now and to prepare
them for the fight ahead. The EC have promised to produce leaflets.
Branches need to put the pressure on to make sure these appear and
if they don’t, then produce their own. This should be our attitude to
the whole campaign — force the EC to act, but if they don’t then
move without them.

This needs proper organisation. UCW activists must make sure
that the subject is discussed at every branch committee meeting and
that branches liaise with each other on their activity. The recently
formed UCW Fightback must prove that it’s more than just a sec-
tarian debating society and call a meeting to map out a plan of
action that can be taken back to the branches. The shorter working
week is to the advantage of every postal worker. The campaign for
it should unite us all and if successful will not onl y save thousands of
jobs but also put a large spoke in the wheel of Post Office privatisa-
f1on.

INSIDE THE
UNIONS

worker

NEWS

Atthe Socialist Workers’ Party “Marxism '93”. advertised
as "a week of debate and discussion”, two Socialist
Organiser supporters were beaten and kicked for daring to
disagree (see page 2) . Sean Matgamna writes an open

letter to SWP leader Tony Cliff

Comrade Cliff,

IRST, LET ME bring to
your attention the following
incidents of intimidation,
violence, and outright thug-
gery by members of the SWP against
members of the Alliance for Work-
ers’ Liberty. They are the immediate
occasion for this letter.

Later I will return to their roots
and implications. The first incident I
want to bring to your attention took
place on Tuesday night, 13 July.
AWL member Jason Bonning was
attacked by a group of SWPers led
by Rahul Patel, a prominent member
of the SWP and national organiser of
your auxiliary organisation, the
Anti-Nazi League.

In the bar a heated discussion had
developed between Patel and a
young black woman member of the
AWL, Tunde Osho. Jason Bonning
joined in. Patel told him to leave.
The atmosphere was one of incipient
violence. Outnumbered rather heavi-
ly, Jason Bonning left, and so, soon
afterwards, did Tunde Osho.

As Jason Bonning went through
the door, Rahul Patel attacked him.
Jason Bonning states: “As [ got out-
side the door, my arm was thrust up
my back by Patel. He grabbed my
shirt, tearing my shirt and my chain.
He carried me in this arm-lock to the
nearest wall and bashed me into the
wall four times.”

Patel, who i1s somewhat larger and
heavier than Jason Bonning, was not
enough. Now another SWPer joined
in. “Another of the group then
punched me twice”., This was
Gaynor Gardner.

The rough stuff was now over. But
Rahul Patel still had an offensive
weapon: he had the authority of
“Marxism 937, as a leading SWP
organiser. His final blow at Jason
Bonning was to tell him that he was
now “banned from Marxism 93!

Later he would shout that Jason

not “fuck off” then Rahul Patel and
his friends would finish the job and
“kick his head in”.

The Alliance for Workers’ Liberty,
shouted Rahul Patel, “supports
David Irving”, the semi-Nazi histori-
an and Holocaust revisionist. In the
second incident we were subjected to
the altogether more plausible charge
of being ‘Zionists’!

Our two outnumbered comrades
left at this point.

OW, COMRADE CIiff,

do you not find this scan-

dalous? Isn’t it altogether

reminiscent of the way the

Stalinist parties taught their mem-

bers to behave in the days when

those organisations were drunk with
triumphalism?

Isn’t 1t exactly like the Healy

organisation

SWP uses thugger

Violence

but of the same sort have been too
frequent, and the arbitrary use of
power by the SWP’s ideological
patrols at the annual “Marxism”
affair too commonplace.

Our comrades produced and dis-
tributed a leaflet recounting the facts
outlined above, and organised a peti-
tion which participants in “Marxism
93" were asked to sign. This demand-
ed that the Central Committee of the
SWP and the leaders of the ANL
investigate what had happened.

That led directly to another, the
second, incident which is, if any-
thing, more grotesque than the first.
On Friday 16 June Rosie Woods,
Tracy McGuire and Mark Sandell
were standing outside the final rally
of Marxism 93, selling Socialist
Organiser and inviting people to sign
thepetition.

ET TRACY, a student of 20,
describe what she saw and
experienced.“When they
recognised that we were
beginning to attract attention four
male members of the SWP
approached us, surrounded us and
started behaving

(SLL/WRP) in the
late 1960s, when
they were in their
last stage of transi-
tion from being a
very sick political
organisation to

“One of them
grabbed his T-shirt
and hit him. Mark and ,....q o of calling
one of his attackers

hostilely to us. They
called us racists,
repeatedly told us to
“fuck off” and

them anti-semitic,
even though we had

becoming a crazy fell to the ground. not”.
destructive sect? Four additional
One of two things. Then about another male members of
Either this episode the SWP joined the
— the first of the fOUr SWP membEfs others and the situa-
two I have to rUShEd afﬂund them tion grew much
recount — was an ¢ : worse and much
aberration, the acci-  (OJne tried to p[Ck the more hostile. Tracy

dental result of
drink mixed with
factional animosity,
or of an organiser
(Rahul Patel) going

SWPer off Mark,
whilst the others
kicked Mark.”

McGuire continues:

“At one point,
about five men from
the SWP surround-
ed me, shouting and
accusing me of call-

round the twist and
carrying a group of
young SWPers with him. Or it is an
extreme example of a commonplace
sort of behaviour, and it grows natu-
rally and organically — and
inevitably — out of the attitude,
ethos, education and emotion-
charged conditioning into which the
SWP “socialises™ its

was expelled from
the ANL. This thug
is obviously a man
of great and mani-
fold authority in
and around the
SWP! Wasn’t it
altogether too like
the routine police
operation in which
the victim 1s first
beaten and then
charged? Except

“He grabbed my shirt,
tearing my shirt and ers.
my chain. He carried
me in this arm-lock to
the nearest wall and
bashed me into the
wall four times.”

Oorganisers, mem-
bers and sympathis-

I think it is the lat-
ter, but let us leave
that open for the
moment. Events
had yet to provide
the rest of that
week’s crop of evi-
dence.

If the incident out-

that here the
licensed thug and the judge were the
same person!

Meanwhile Tunde Osho had come
outside, and since she had not been
“convinced” by Rahul Patel’s
haranguing in the bar, she now
found herself surrounded by perhaps
15 SWPers, who, following Rahul
Patel's lead, were hurling abuse at
her. Jason Bonning went over to sup-
port her and was told that if he did

lined above were a
mere drunken brawl, then our com-
rades could either shrug and forget
it, or complain to the organisers of
“Marxism 937 against Rahul Patel’s
thuggery, and ask them to repudiate
his pretensions to be able to declare
the victim of his violence “banned”
from Marxism 93.

But they knew that talking to the
“Marxism 93" organisers was a
waste of time. Incidents less extreme

ing them anti-
semites. When I tried to debate with
them on a political level, they
ignored what I had to say and con-
tinued shouting. One of their com-
rades approached me and shouted in
my face that I was a racist. His
breath smelt of alcohol. I tried to
walk away from him and the others.
“When I turned around I saw one
of them snatch the petition which
Mark Sandell was holding. Because
Mark held onto the petition, he was
pushed, and one of them grabbed his
T-shirt and hit him. Mark and one of
his attackers fell to the ground. Then
about another four SWP members
rushed around Yhem. One tried to
pick the SWPer off Mark, whilst the
others kicked Mark. They then
backed off and Mark was able to get
up. His T-shirt was ripped and he
had scratches and blood on his neck.
“The harassment did not stop there.
Mark, Rosie and 1 stood our ground
and remained with the petition
despite continued threats and attacks
from SWPers. Again they tried to
provoke Mark into a fight by pushing
him, saying that he deserved to have
his head kicked in if he — a “Zionist”
— called someone anti-semitic”.
But relief was at hand: the organis-




NEWS

‘against socialists

at ‘Marxism 93’

er called the thugs away to other
party duties. Tracy McGuire:

“They continued to harass us until
an SWP member came out to tell
them to enter for the final rally of
Marxism”,

Those SWPers we can name are lan
Taylor and Newcastle organiser
Yunis.

Now, AWL does say that, whatev-
er the good intentions of SWP mem-
bers, SWP policy is anti-semitic. You
advocate the destruction of Israel,
and commit yourself to this policy,
even to the degree of backing Sad-
dam Hussein's missile attacks on
Israe. You are comprehensively hos-
tile to Jews who reject the idea that
[srael must be destroyed, denouncing
them as “racists”.You supported
banning student Jewish societies. If it
were a matter of name-calling by our
comrades then violence might follow.
In fact, we do not name-call. We
argue our 1deas and reasons. Those
incidents did not come from natural
if unfortunate heat and the clash of
young people with strongly different
ideas, outraged by the arguments
they were hearing. They came
because your comrades on average
are not taught much by the SWP
about the Middle East or about any-
thing else. They are taught crude slo-
gans and inoculated against
discussing politics by demonology
and misrepresentation of opponents
which fill the place of Marxist educa-
tion in your “revolutionary party”.

[ put it to you again, Cliff: is not
this a scandalous business?

HAVE ALREADY referred to

the two streams of this sort of

poisonous violence in the history

of the labour movement. The
Stalinist party used thuggery to sup-
press Trotskyist critics in the 1930s
and “40s, and occasionally later,
because the contradictions between
the truth the Trotskyists proclaimed
and the lies the Stalinists were com-
pelled by their allegiance to Moscow
to purvey were sharp and unbridge-
able.

So also with the violence of the
Healy organisation (SLL/WRP).
There too the gap between what the
Healy organisation said, its preten-
sions for itself, and its often crazy
picture of the world came into too
sharp a conflict with reality for them
to be able to brook free discussion
either in their own ranks or directed
at their ranks from outside. (On the
other hand, they did not, so far as [
recall, organise pretend “open”,
“broad”, public events like “Marx-

Rahul Patel

dents
above signify, That

you — if you are
still capable of pay-

ing attention.

those I have out-

ism 937).
They too built up in their organisa-
tion the culture of primitive religious

certainties combined with hate and
demonisation of other socialists and
of all critics, heretics, and “anti-party
elements”. They too inculcated an
indifference to politics — “anything
goes if it serves the party”, “never
mind the politics, think of the mem-
bership figures”. They too operated a
culture of revealed truth (all of it
known to the Leader), hate and hys-
teria against dissenters, and general

unreason in and around their organi-

sation.

In and around that organisation —

like yours now — there was an atmo-
sphere of incipient violence towards
doubters, critics, sceptics and oppo-
nents that inevitably burst out in vio-

lent incidents and episodes. Members

of the SWP’s predecessor IS were
occasionally its targets and victims.

These days people who remember

the Healyites remember them when

they were more or less completely

crazy. They did not begin completely
crazy, Chiff. That took a long time.

I submit to you, comrade CIliff, that

the SWP is already far gone down

that road. That is

15, does, and says, and who
offer alternatives?

[f your young people are
wound up to see a complex
issue like that of Israel and
the Arabs in the ridiculously
false terms of a conflict of
racists and their victims, or of
a good people and a bad peo-
ple — how can healthy,
vibrant, militant, sincere
young people fail to behave as
your young people behave in
the cases above? If you have an
organisation that teaches them
to think in terms of popes —
yourself, God help us! —
revealed truth and political dev-
ils— how can they not behave as
ignorant, psychologically muti-
lated religious zealots always
have behaved and always will
behave?

Rosa Luxemburg used to insist
that “Freedom is always and
everywhere the freedom of the one
who thinks differently”. The rou-
tine intolerance of disagreement
not only within the “party” but at
“Marxism 93” and other such affairs
is the clearest portrayal of how
things stand with

what the two inci-
outlined

1s what they will tell
[Incidents" like

lined grow out of

“Democracy at
“broad” SWP events
like Marxism 93
cannot rise higher

than democracy  ‘h¢
within “the Party”.”

democracy in the
SWP now and of
where it is going.

| repeat: hysterical
political violence is
a function of the
general politics of
organisation
you have built,
comrade Chff. It is

the entirety of the

culture and the everyday reality, and
out of the normal internal life of the

SWP.,

HE TRUTH is that democ-
racy at “broad” SWP
events like Marxism 93
cannot rise higher than

democracy within “The Party”. If
you demonise your socialist critics,

teach your youth to sloganise and

rant before they have learned to
think or even to read the basic texts
of Marxism and factual accounts of
modern history: if you expel any
SWPer who seriously criticises what
the organisation’s leaders do — as
you expelled Phil Taylor and Mau-
reen Watson for criticising your mad
call for a General Strike last year —

how can you tolerate, even at a sup-

posedly “open™ event, the activities
of independent socialists like our-
selves who are comprehensively and
implacably critical of what the SWP

<<<<<<
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Mark Sandell

only one of the
symptoms of political decay.

HE EPISODES and symp-
toms of gross degeneration
in the SWP are legion, and
of -1ts present similarity
with the Healy Group as it was in the
late 60s. Take the recent bizarre
episode of your sudden call for a
General Strike. In this letter 1 will let
this episode stand in for many politi-
cal episodes in your recent history.

Last October the brutal Tory deci-
sion to close 31 pits created waves of
outrage — waves far wider even than
the miners and the labour movement.
100,000 labour movement activists
marched in London on the Wednes-
day and more in heavy rain on the
official TUC demo the following Sun-
day. It was all very inspiring, in won-
derful contrast to the mood of
depression that had prevailed for so
long before it. It showed great poten-
tial. But it was only a beginning. In
fact, it subsided quickly. Things are
not as bleak as before the upsurge.
The will to struggle in the labour
movement 1s very much greater. But
things have not gone as we would
have liked, either.

The SWP’s response to these events
was one of the most bizarre and illus-
trative things in recent British politics.

OUR FIRST response in
Socialist Worker, as
things moved towards the
first national demonstra-
tion was rather like ours — joyful
but cautious, and focused on practi-
cal ways of spreading and develop-

s
*

ing the movement. No talk
of general strike. Then on the
Wednesday demo your people
turned up with masses of expensive
placards and began to hand them
out. They called for all-out general
strike! How you arrived at this wild
flight of fantasy — it was as crazily
remote from reality as anvthing
political Gerry Healy ever dreamed
up, even in his political dotage —
was never explained.

How had the SWP measured the
mood in advance of its first — limit-
ed — manifestation on the Wednes-
day? That is the great mystery!

If one asks who had the weight and
authority, once the crazy idea had
occurred to him, to carry the party
with him, then for anyone who
knows the SWP there is only one
answer to that question: you, com-
rade Cliff!

The cultism at the heart of the
SWP has never been more clearly
displayed in public.

Everyone sometimes gets crazy
ideas — what characterises the SWP
now is that overnight your crazy
idea was imposed on the organisa-
tion. Naturally, loud dissenters were
expelled.

After a while reality impinged on
your fantasies and the all-out gener-
al strike call faded, but there has
never been any public accounting for
this episode.

Cliff, the organisation that could
be moved to raise and then drop this
slogan as the SWP raised it and
dropped it is a sick organisation — a
cult inside a Stalinist-type authori-
tarian party regime. Think about it.

Suppose you were right about the
need for the SWP to make this
startling and sudden switch — after
over a decade of preaching gloom
and doom and of exaggerating, even
during the miners’ strike, the
allegedly hopeless state of the labour
movement., Would a serious organi-
sation have confined itself to issuing
marching orders to the ranks?
Would it have stifled discussion and
expelled dissenters?

If the call for a General Strike had
really been the outcome of rational
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“General
Strike Now™"
— the slogan
would have
been mad
ultra-leftism
iIf it were not
a cynical
advertising-
agency-type
gimmick to
give the
SWP a rev-
olutionary
“image”
and recruit
people

Marxist rea-
sonings about
reality rather
than the outcome of a brainstorm in
the head of the leader of a cult, then
discussion would have been seen as
the necessary means of really con-
vincing the organisation.

Those who were slow to “turn”
and see what the far-seeing leader-
ship had seen would not be treated
as enemies to be bullied or expelled,
but as precious people playing an
irreplaceable role in the necessary
process of creating real clarity and
conviction in the party.

An organisation of politically alive
and thinking people could not have
behaved like the SWP did, Chiff],

This business was all the more
startling and weird coming from
people who had fought us and oth-
ers when we called for a General
Strike to back the miners during
their 1984-5 strike. Almost as many
miners were on strike then — and
for over a year! — as demonstrated
on the bigger of last October’s two
big marches.

“ HE PARTY” you
have built, CIliff, is

an extremely
undemocratic

organisation, conceived as a
machine for achieving certain
mechanical tasks — flyposting,
paper sales, raising money, recruit-
ing and at its centre a cult around
yourself. It is conceived as a
machine for... building a machine, a
machine of the Zinovievist type, or
even of the Stalinist type.

The weird business with the gener-
al strike reminds me @f something
James P Cannon once wrote about
another cult:

“I will admit that I lived sixty
years in. this world before I stum-
bled over the fact that there are such
things as political cults. I began rub-
bing my eyes when I saw the John-
sonites operating in our party. I saw
a cult bound to a single person, a
sort of Messiah.

“A cult requires unthinking fools
for the rank and file. But that is not
all. In order for a cult to exist, it is
not enough for a leader to have per-

Continued on page 11
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T, ot
ing matter? "We

have no plans to introduce
VAT on books and newspa-
pers”, said John Major on
BBC's On the record. That
will reassure those who
forgot that the Tories
promised not to extend VAT
12 months before they
announced the tax on fuel.

Major added that it would
be "unwise to rule any-
thing absolutely definitely
in or absolutely definitely
out”. Reassured?

Now that you are in no
doubt at all about the
Tories’ intentions, take out
a bank loan and buy
enough books to last you
until the next election.

noticed yet, front page

adverts have been
appearing in the Guardian
for an outfit called “Cam-
paign against Militarism
and War”.

Is this some bunch of left-
over peaceniks from CND?
Or a splinter group of paci-
fist anarchists? Who could
be so much into publicity
stunts that they set up alter-
native road blocks in the
City at midnight to protest
against the police ones?
Who can afford Guardian
front-page ads?

Yes, you've guessed it —
the RCP, the strange, afflu-
ent “communists” who
made their name in the
labour movement during
the 1984-5 miners’ strike —
by supporting the UDM
scabs in Nottingham
against the NUM!

With the sole exception of
Slobodan Milosevic, they
are the unlikeliest of peace
campaigners.

The RCP have a fascist-
minded history of adoring
violence and paramili-
tarism. In the early eighties
the RCP tried to build a cult
of violence around their
front organisation Workers
Against Racism (WAR),
although their main activity
was shaking collecting tins
to collect money that went
straight to the RCP.

And then there was the
worship of the Irish Nation-
al Liberation Army, an Irish
republican group that made
the Provisional IRA look
left-wing and restrained.

In April of this year a
group of RCP supporters
attempted to smash up a
demonstration organised by
the London Irish community
against the Warrington
bombing and for peace. The
grounds? It was anti-IRA.
They marched in military
formation.

I N CASE you haven't

A tax on
learning

The strange RCP leader
and Peter Lorre lookalike
Frank Ferudi was recently
overhead saying that he is
now working out in the gym
every day because “l want
to get in touch with my
body”. How about doing
some renovation work on
your brain, Frank?

OW democratic is the
H ruling class? A major

victory for democracy
was won in the board room
of Great Universal Stores
last week. Up until now the
company has been run by
just 2.2% of their share-
holders; half these shares
are held by the Wolfson
family and the other half by
connected charitable foun-
dations. In a major advance
for the democratic repre-
sentation of money the
other 97.8% of shareholders
in the company were grant-
ed voting rights in the com-
pany.

The chair of the board,
Lord Wolfson of Maryle-
bone, has even expanded
the board to make it more
representative. One of the
new non-executive direc-
tors is Lord Wolfson of Sun-
ningdale, his second
cousin.

C OCA-COLAgs of
course concerned to
capture new markets
to replace any it may lose.
So they now target primary
schools to persuade them
to install fizzy drink vending
machines. This, they say, is
“the free and easy way to
generate extra income for
your school”.

The company promises
payments which “could
easily add up to as much as
£400. Very often much
more”.

Schools once supplied
children with free milk to
help strengthen their teeth
and bones, until a Tory min-
ister of education called
Margaret Thatcher took it
away. Now it seems that
the underfunding of educa-
tion is to lead the introduc-
tion of machines that sells
drinks to rot children’s

teeth. Progress, isn't it won-
derful?

POT the difference
Sc:nmpelitiun. Before:*

it was illegal to be
leshian or gay in the US
armed forces — if you
were found out you would
be dishonourably dis-
charged.

After: Bill Clinton is
proposing that the sexuali-
ty of lesbians and gay men
in the armed forces will no
longer be an offence so
long as they stay deeply in
the closet. Being lesbian or
gay is no longer a crime —
getting caught still is.

GRAFFITI

Cheap and nasty

By Jim Denham

ELVIN MacKen-
zie, the ebullient
editor of the Sun,
is generally reluc-
tant to appear on
television. When,
as does happen from time to
time, the Sun’s behaviour
causes a row, 1t 1S never
Kelvin who comes on the
box to take the flak, but one
of his minions — or even his
immediate boss, Mr Andrew
Knight.

So it was quite a surprise
to see Kelv appearing on the
Sun’s TV commercials last
weekend. And the script was
nothing short of bizarre:
“I’ve put a great idea to the
boss” says MacKenzie. The
great idea is to cut the price
of the Sun to 20p as a
“recession beater”. He then
asks “Is that OK boss?” and
a chair behind him swivels

round to reveal a figure,
bound and gagged, emitting
a pathetic muffled cry of
anguish. “I think I'll take
that as a ‘yes’” says a grin-
ning MacKenzie.

This extraordinary com-
mercial contained a number
of powerful messages —
some verging on the sublim-
inal. One was that the Sun
bears no responsibility for
the present recession or for
the government that pre-
sides over it. As the Daily
Mirror pointed out, this is a
bit rich coming from the
paper that immediately after
the last general election ran
the headline “IT'S THE
SUN WOT WON IT.”

Then there is the sugges-
tion that the Sun is some-
how repaying the loyalty of
its happy family of readers
who have stood by it
through the recent hard
times. The “happy family”
myth is a recurring Sun leit-
motif, conjoining a deliber-
ately positive image of
cheeky lager-swilling Essex
lads with XR3i’s and hearts
of gold. Of course the real
purpose of the price cuts has
nothing to do with the exist-
ing Sun readers: 1t’s to lure
readers away from the com-
petition. Specifically it 1s to
damage the Mirror group In
the run-up to the “placing”
of the 55% of MGN shares

presently held by the banks.
An agreeable side-effect
may be to hasten the demise
of United Newspaper’s ail-
ing Daily Star.

Finally, there is the impl-
cation that the Sun is an
independently minded pub-
lication with a cheeky, pub-
lic-spirited editor who’ll
brook no interference from
“the boss”. Given that “the
boss” is, of course, Rupert
Murdoch, I find this a
somewhat unlikely scenario.
Kelvin MacKenzie 1s not
averse to abusing and
humiliating his subordi-
nates. But strapping Mur-
doch to a chair and forcing
him to give away money?
Clearly, Kelvin has a well-
developed — not to say sur-
real — sense of humour.

As it turns out the joke
could be on Murdoch and

News International. The -

Mirror, the main target of
the Sun price cut, responded
by cutting its price to 10p
for one day only on Mon-
day, and ended the week
more or less holding its own
in terms of circulation. The
Daily Star was certainly
hurt, but the main victim
seems to have been the Sun’s
stable mate Today.

Richard Stott, who took
over Today after being
sacked from the Mirror by
David Montgomery, has

A slip of the

been working hard to build
up his paper’s circulation
and sales were up 10.3% in
the first half of this year.
Now, thanks to the price
war initiated by the Sun,
Today has lost all of its sales
gains at a stroke. Stott 1s
said to be incandescent with
rage.

“A final
unforeseen
result of the
price war iIs the

increased
likelihood of
VAT on

newspapers.”

A final, unforeseen, result
of the price war that will
hurt Murdoch as much as
anyone else, is the increased
likelihood that VAT will be
imposed on newspapers in
the November budget. Ken-
neth Clarke will surely
argue that if newspapers can
afford to cut their cover
price they can at least
absorb part of the 17.5%
VAT increase. Well done
Kelvin. Well done Rupert.

scalpel - or pen

WOMEN'S EYE

By Jean Lane

ENETICS and
genes are coming
in for a bit of a
bashing just
lately, what with the
discovery of a gene which
can depict the tendency of
men towards homosexuality,
and with the assertion in the
Independent’s Tuesday
cricket coverage that “by
consent, the game’s

foremost batsman “ (my
emphasis) is Australia’s
Denise Annetts. Your
genetic make up, it seems,
can be changed as much
with a slip of the pen as with
that of the scalpel.

If there are any people out
there (as is widely feared)
who would consider aborting
a foetus which carries the
“gay gene”, they could take
a few valuable lessons from
the cricketing fraternity —
including those who cover
the game in the press — who
are past masters at cutting
undesirable elements out of
the game; i.e. women.

Today (20 July) sees the
start of the 5th Women’s
Cricket World Cup. It has
caught the press on the hop.
Quite understandably — it
has only been going for 20
vears. Rachael Heyhoe-
Flint’s England X1 beat
Australia by 92 runs in
1973. Since then, Australia
has exacted a heavy price,
beating England three times
in 1978, ’82 and ’88, and

look set to do the same
again this year with the help
of the aforementioned
batsman.

The England team,
however, have Jo

" Chamberlain, a left-handed

pace bowler (who is “a bit
quicker than Graham
Gooch” according fo Kevin
Sharp, the Yorkshire
batsman and assistant to the
women’s coach, Ruth
Prideaux) on their side.
New Zealand, too, are
serious contenders,
particularly with Debbie
Hockley who has
aggregated 668 runs in two
World Cups.

The five other countries
participating are India,
Ireland, Denmark, the
Netherlands and the West
Indies. These last have
encountered difficulties
funding their team’s effort,
as, no doubt, have all of the
others. According to the
their manager, Dorothy
Hobson, “Men throughout
the world think women

shouldn’t play cricket so
they pay us lip service.
Unfortunately a lot of
sponsors are run by men”.
The Cup Final is on 1
August and is being played
at Lords — where women
may not enter the much-
sanctified Long Room, nor

~ the members’ enclosure in

the Pavilion. A spokesman,
replete with handlebar
moustache, plummy voice
and a good supply of
pomposity (no mistaking his
genetic make-up) for the
male-only club remarked
that the exclusion of women
was an old tradition, which
added to the mystery of the
club.

Someone ought to tell him
that in the days of genetic
research and scientific
scrutiny there are no
mysteries, except those at
work in prejudiced minds.
Pity they can’t find a gene
which shows a tendency
towards becoming an upper
class old fool. The abortion
clinics would be inundated.




Fight Tory
Job Plan!

HOOPEE! THE Tories

have come up with a

spanking new way to
solve the unemployment problem.
No, not creating more jobs, but
setting up the Job Plan Work-
shop.

Like most of the Tories’ crap
1deas for claimants, they’'ve had to
make 1t compulsory.

If you’ve been on Income Sup-
port for over a year, you now
have to go on a Job Plan Work-
shop or you will get your benefit
cut by 40%.

The good news is that people are
fighting back against Job Plan.

In Brixton, unemployed people
in a Job Plan Workshop refused
to cooperate with the trainers in
protest at conditions and against
the patronising rubbish they were
being fed.

On the second day of the five-
day course, it was closed down by
the training firm. The message
was clear: we may have to go but
we're not taking part!

As Ray Barker, one of the ‘strik-
ers’ said:

“The whole exercise seemed
designed to make us feel like it is

our fault that we’re unemployed. 1
have never been so humiliated and
patronised in all my life.

“The fact that all of us on the
workshop acted together shows
how we all felt the same. With 3
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million people on the dole, I don’t
see how they can blame us, I want
a real job with decent pay”.

Unemployed groups have joined
with other groups in a campaign
to stop Job Plan. Job Plan Work-
shop venues are being leafleted on
how to fight back.

It 1s vital that a national cam-
paign against Job Plans be built.
If you get called up on a Job Plan
Workshop, use these ideas to fight
back and build your local unem-
ployed campaign:

® Attend so that you don’t lose
benefit.

® Inform the trainers that you are
there under protest and won’t
be participating.

® Bring newspapers, books, mag-
azines or a Walkman. You
could be in for a long and very
boring week.

® Along with other claimants on
the Workshop, draw up a list of
grievances and demands (such
as inadequate heating, lighting,
ventilation, refreshments,
resources, etc.).

® Make sure your list of com-
plaints is given to the Job Cen-
tre manager and the trade
union rep.

® Don’t let the trainers intimidate

you into cooperating. Ignore
any threats from them that your
benefit will be cut. Your benefit

YOUTH FIGHTBACK ARE FIGHTING FOR:

e Full benefit rights for all, including 16-17 year olds, and stu-

dents.

e Anend to compulsory Youth Training, Job Plan Workshops and
Employment Training. We demand real training with trade union
rates of pay and full trade union rights. We want a guaranteed

job at the end of training.

e We want jobs for all — a cut in the working week to 35 hours
without a drop in pay would create nearly 3 million jobs.

e We want a massive programme of public works to create jobs.
For example: the 120,000 unemployed building workers could
construct houses for the 3 million people without a decent home.

Everyone would benefit.

There is a great deal that needs doing: the money is lying idle
in the hands of the rich and the super rich — tax them and put

their cash to use!

e [he labour and trade union movement must unite workers and
the unemployed and fight for these demands.

r--fhe’“' 1“"“ ,tﬂ ﬂ!ﬁ humm .
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Rebellion

. the voice of
revolutionary
socialist youth. This
page is separately

Editor: Mark Sandell

Phone: 071-639 7967
for details of our
activity.

Letters and articles
to Youth Fightback
c/o PO Box 823,
London SE15 4NA.

Youth Fightback is...

can’t be cut if you attend.

® Remember, during the action
don’t vent your frustration on
the workers at the Job Centre:
they are generally on our side
and struggling with not enough
staff and the slow privatisation
of the Employment Service.
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INCE THE SIGNING of the Hills-
borough Accord, Unionists have
been confused, resentful and fearful.
Despite all the claims from British
ministers that the union is now guar-
anteed in perpetuity, the unionist people in
the Six Counties have a sneaking horror that
fine though these words may be, that there is
a secret scenario, that in reality Britain has
subtly and deceitfully initiated a withdrawal
timetable.

There are those within the Protestant com-
munity who accept that they have been sold
short as a people by their historic dependence
on Britain. As a people who for fifty years
did not have to justify their actions to anyone
they now find themselves wracked with fear
and self-doubt, feverishly seeking solace n
the old certainties of the past while wildly
looking all round them for any or some
means of asserting their validity as a natione
Witness their latest searches among Irish pre-
history for sagas and stories to prove their
own separateness as a people; they are the
‘Cruithin’, the original inhabitants of Ire-
land. They, and not the native Irish, are now
the “Dispossessed’.

Contemporary
ambiguity

THE HISTORICAL ambivalence points up
a contemporary ambiguity between unionism
and loyalism. Are they one and the same or is
one an unacceptable version of the other? It
is too simplistic, indeed it 1s simply wrong to
define militant grassroots loyalism as a lower
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Protestants, Loyalis

class populist Protestantism. Over recent
years we have seen the involvement of
‘respectable’ sections of the Protestant popu-
lation in the procurement of arms and the
organisation of armed groups. Vanguard,
Tara, the Third Force, Ulster Resistance are
all examples of the Protestant people of
‘property’ in action.

Why then do substantial proportions of any
community seek solutions in arms? Tradi-
tionally, Irish nationalists and republicans
have sought to assert their Irishness, their
independence, and their separateness in
armed struggle with the British. Ironically, in
this century, it was the unionists who first
defied the might of the British empire with
the formation of the UVF, and Carson was
the first to show that the British government
were amenable to force while intransigent to
dialogue. After the creation of the Six-Coun-
ty statelet, unionists did not have any great
necessity to resort to arms in a thoroughgo-
ing extra-legal fashion. All the coercion that
was needed to keep the nationalists cowed
was supplied by the regime in Stormont.

The rise of the Civil Rights Movement, and
the re-emergence of militant republicanism,
shattered the myth of the unionist monolith
and after the fall of Stormont in 1972 the
whole edifice flew apart in all its contradicto-
ry fragments. Paradoxically, Britain’s more
public, sustained and open involvement in
Irish politics, the introduction of Direct
Rule, sent the unionist people into a parox-
ysm of panic. A people who had, for fifty
years, employed every repressive discrimina-
tory and dehumanising method to ensure
their total domination of the state, became
with the flourish of a British politician’s pen,
a beleaguered community, surrounded by a
sea of Rebellion, militant Catholicism, and
even Marxism. The nationalist population,
for decades the wretched of the North, were
portrayed as an awful threat to the stability
and prosperity of British ‘Ulster’. Unionism’s
inability to come to terms with what was
happening led inexorably to the onslaught of
a loyalist sectarian slaughter that has been an
unchanging feature of life here for the past
twenty years.

L oyalism has
a life of its own

ITIS A MYTH, and a myth much bandied
about by people who should and do know
better, that loyalist violence is a direct result
of republican violence. Loyalism may on
occasion respond to outside pressure but to
deny loyalism a life and a virulent life of its
own as that, is to deeply misunderstand the
nature of the beast. From the foundation of
the northern statelet, loyalist gangs have
asserted themselves in the only way they
know. From the massacre of families in the
'20s to the massacres of families in the "90s
there is little difference to be seen. The
Shankill Butchers were not inspired by any
supposed IRA operations, and neither were
they the mindless psychopaths that many lib-

ation of the Six

Today, Northern Ireland Protestants are clashing with “their own” police force, the RUC

erals in Ireland would so describe them. The
mutilation of corpses strikes as one of the
most primitive beliefs in humankind and the
terror that such actions would induce was
very much understood by the gang and its
leaders. As Farrell has

mistakenly described as ‘Tit for tat’ but that
is seldom the case. It may be a convenient
label for lazy politicians and commentators
but it contributes to the general lack of
understanding of loyalism and posits a spuri-

ous raison d’étre for the

pointed out, referring to
the emergence of sectar-
1an strife after the cre-

Counties:

“Unionist leaders were
finding that, having
used discrimination and
loyalist supremacism to
establish their state,
they could not dispense
with them over night.
Orangeism and Loyal-
ism had developed a
dynamic of their own

“The republican quarrel is
with the British state in
Ireland ... we cannot and
should not ever try to
coerce the Protestant
people into a united
Ireland.”

death squads. History
teaches us that loyalist
military action is never
solely a direct response
to IRA actions. On
occasion there may be
an overlap but in gener-
al it is fair to say that
loyalism has its own
agenda and that the
main items on that
agenda are the terroris-
ing of the Catholic com-
munity and the sending
of violent signals to the

and Craig wasn’t pre-

pared to challenge them. It would not be the
last time an Orange backlash would wreck
attempts to stabilise the northern statelet by
concessions to the northern minority, or to
the South.™

Convenient label

SINCE PARTITION, loyalist sectarian cam-
paigns have been a recurrent feature of life in
the North. These campaigns have often been

British government not
to tamper with the union. There is little
doubt that present-day loyalist gangs have
become much more professional, more politi-
cised and more durable. They do have better
access to official intelligence files and have
obviously spent a number of years deliberate-
ly modelling their military organisations on
the IRA.

This should not be seen as either a startling
or a radical advance. To ascribe this profes-
sionalism solely to the shadowy influence of
British intelligence is however incorrect. Loy-
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alist gangs have, on occasion, been infiltrated
and directed by agents of the British state.
And there is little doubt that they have been
aided periodically by supporters in the South
African intelligence services. As far back as
the early 1970s we have evidence of that col-
lusion — from Ginger [] and the Military
Reaction Force episodes to the Brian Nelson
case and the later instances involving the
supply of sophisticated missile technology to
South Africa. The recent admission by the
loyalist camp that they are receiving a steady
flow of secret information from the British
Army, UDR and the RUC should come as
no great surprise to anyone who examines
the methodologies of these gangs. The RUC
and the UDR are overwhelmingly recruited
from the Protestant community and see
themselves not so much as preserving peace
and order as preserving the community with
which they equate stability. British Intelli-
gence can provide information, can facilitate
operations, and can create conditions on
which British government strategies can be
introduced, be they further oppressive mea-
sures or ‘political initiatives’, without any
great examination of their wider implica-
tions. .

While the control of the loyalist gangs may
be of assistance to the British and has been a
constant in British policy here, there is ample
evidence that the British cannot fully control
the monster that they have created. They can
oversee selected operations against identified

_Above: similar clashes in 1985. Photo: John Arthur, Reflex.

republicans and nationalists, as has been
exposed time and time again, but they have
no ability to dampen down the sectarian
rampages when loyalists fuelled with reli-
gious hatred stalk the streets and lanes of the
Six Counties.

There have been occasional forays into the
26-County state, but these have tended to be
sporadic, either British-inspired and directed,
with very specific purposes, e.g. the
Dublin/Monaghan bombings in the early
1970s, or very discriminative, such as the
assassination of Eddie Fullerton, an act
designed to show their military prowess.
There is every indication that loyalist groups
may attempt to resurrect that cross-border
campaign but there are politicians within loy-
alist ranks who are aware that such attacks
may in fact be counter-productive, alienating
the support they are now enjoying in consti-
tutional nationalist establishment circles.

The rationale of
unionist thinking

IN A DOCUMENT presented to a Sinn Fein
conference by a Derry Protestant who sought
to explain the rationale of unionist thinking,
it is stated, “These fears (of the Protestant
community) were compounded by the Anglo-
Irish Agreement which seemed further to
erode Protestant influence and increase the
influence of the Dublin government. The loss

of Protestant privileges and status may seem
minimal to unemployed members of the
Catholic community, but to Protestants they
seem very substantial shifts in influence.
Many government spokespersons and other
commentators and politicians tried to reas-
sure Protestants that they had been offered
guarantees, and that their material position
had not been affected. But these comments
miss the reason for

out that "to outsiders the inability of union-
ists and nationalist” in Ireland to engage in
constructive political dialogue is mystifying.
One of the explanations most frequently
advanced is the existence of political vio-
lence. Yet the rejection of dialogue preceded
the ‘troubles’. Over 40 years were to elapse
before the prime ministers of both parts of
Ireland met. And it is now a comical foot-

note to Irish history

Protestant concerns,

that in all the 50 years

which are more to do ”Unpa!atab!e it may be but -of one-party rule at

with losing control of
their situation — the
loss of power has been
reinforced by the inabil-
ity of Protestants to be
able to change the situa-
tion. Because they relied
on maintaining control,
they have little experi-
ence of methods of co-
operation and
persuasion in dealing
with opponents™.

Some would argue
that such considered
arguments are merely a
coded response to those
who would claim that
the wunionists have
brought all their woes
on themselves, that their
violence, their discrimi-
nation, their racism and
their intransigence have

there has always been an
element within the
Republican Movement and
on the island of Ireland
itself who secretly believe
that the Protestant
population could be
coerced into accepting
Irish unity and
independence. That is not
acceptable. Neither is it
possible.”

Stormont the only act
proposed by the nation-
alist opposition and
agreed upon by union-
ists was the Wild Bird
Act”.

To facilitate the devel-
opment of even the
most cursory under-
standing of the history
and present reality of
the Protestant/Unionist
community it 1s our
duty as republicans to
help dispel many of the
myths that cling most
cosily to the
Catholic/Nationalist
tradition and recognise
that we are as much vic-
tims of a distorted
image of those same
myths as our Protestant
neighbours. Empathy

created the situation in

the North and that as instigators they not
only are responsible but in many ways
deserve what is now happening to them —
the ‘rub it up them’ approach to politics that
is evident not only in republican circles but in
the wider nationalist community on this
island. But that attitude does nothing to
resolve the problem and in effect helps to
prolong it.

We republicans must ask (and answer) the
question, “What are unionists afraid of?”

The unionists for their part have provided
clear indications that they would say Catholi-
cism, republicanism and nationalism, 1n that
order. There is also the understandable if sel-
dom expressed fear that they will be treated
in any new arrangement in just as cavalier
fashion as the unionists have treated the
nationalist minority. In this they do not dif-
ferentiate between Sinn Fein, the SDLP and
the various southern parties. The unionists
quite correctly demanded civil and religious
liberty, yet have done their best to extinguish
it in political and social life in the North, just
as their reactionary counterparts in the South
have done.

The unionists now talk as if they have been
a persecuted, misunderstood people whose
only desire was to live in peace with its neigh-
bours. They have distorted history and made
their sectarian little statelet the butt of
ridicule and shame. And yet, tragically, given
the role created for them by Westminster
there was very little else that they could have
done or believed. Prisoners of a history made
behind their backs in committee rooms in
Westminster and in the great drawing rooms
of Empire, they behaved exactly as an artifi-
cially created imperial bulwark would
behave. So it is that present day unionists of
every shade of opinion blame the IRA for all
their ills, and have little difficulty in seeing
the defeat of the IRA, and, by implication,
that of the Catholic population, as a far more
important consideration than any attempt al
peaceful reconciliation within the island of
Ireland.

In a perceptive and illuminating essay Intel-
lectuals and Political Culture: a Unionist-
Nationalist comparison, Liam O’Dowd points

and understanding are
not the antithesis of rigorous political and
self-analysis. There is nothing weak or con-
tradictory in Republicans facing up to that
fact.

When people say that if we are all to live on
this tiny island it must be in harmony with
our Protestant brothers and sisters, some
militant republicans are only too eager to dis-
miss such statements as facile, mindless,
heart-tugging liberal nonsense. And so they
are when presented in a context where British
involvement in our affairs is ignored or
glossed over. However, we all will have a
future after British withdrawal and 1f we are
to live together in a ‘Britless’ Ireland then
republicans and nationalists have got to
reach an equitable arrangement with the
Protestant community, and that arrangement
must guarantee equal rights for all. No privi-
leges, no perks, no special relationship and
no religious or economic favouritism for any-
one or any organisation.

Continued on page 10
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Protestants,

Loyalists and

Republicans

Continued from centre pages

In the document presented by a Protestant
academic to a Sinn Fein conference, referred
to earlier, the author presents us with three
interpretations of Republican armed strug-
gle that most Protestants hold:

* Republicans are evil terrorists who do not
believe in law and order, but seek to
undermine the stability of society.

* Republicans are actively hostile to
Protestants. In this regard the killings of
policemen increase the resistance of the
Protestant community.

* Republicans do not care about
Protestants. Accidental killings are seen
as avoidable. Apologies cause anger
because the possibility of an accident
should have been foreseen.

In conclusion the author writes, “What
Protestants need is for their views to be
taken seriously, incorporated in any solu-
tion. Is the Republican Movement willing to
do this?”

The need for a

rapprochement

IF WE ARE EVER to resolve the situation
in Ireland, if we are ever to have real and
lasting peace on this i1sland, there must be a
rapprochement with the Protestant commu-
nity in the North. And before there can be a
rapprochement we, as republicans, must
seek to understand and empathise with the
Protestant community. Of course a prerequi-
site of peace 1s a British withdrawal but we
must be realistic to accept that even after a
British withdrawal part of this island will
still be inhabited by more than 900,000 peo-

| Available from the
Alliance for Workers’ Liberty

ey

Eumm————

Provos,
Protestants,
and
working
class
politics |

The debate on reland g

(photocopied)
Price £3.60 + 32p postage

From: WL Publications,
PO Box 823, London SE15 4NA

ple whose whole history, aspirations, culture
and sense of stability have been formed, nur-
tured and reinforced within a British politi-
cal, intellectual and emotional environment.
Despite the accumulated angers and resent-
ments of the centuries, we must open our
minds to the ideology, the fears and the
beliefs of a community that has been part of
our oppression. Of course, a reciprocal
desire for peace and understanding 1is
required from the Protestants in the North
but we have repeatedly stated that in a post-
British Ireland any of the negotiations that
would precede such an arrangement, repub-
licans would be generous. That generosity
would certainly be needed because someone,
somewhere, will have to take that first step
towards breaking the cycle of hatred and
misunderstanding that has poisoned Irish
society.

[rish republicanism prides itself on its his-
torical uniting of Protestant, Catholic and
Dissenter. The founders of republicanism
espoused the rights and essential unity of all
Irish men and women freed from British

slomination. It dates its very existence to

that philosophy and its universality to the
United Irish movement of the 1790s. Every
rebellion, rising and social movement since
1798 has had, we are told, its fair share of
Protestant involvement and leadership.
From Emmet to the Young Irelanders, from
the Fenians to the Land League, from the
Irish Renaissance to the Easter Rising.
Catholic, Protestant and Atheist Irish men
and women have played a formative role.
Partition ended that all-embracing radical-
ism. It i1s no exaggeration to say that since
the ending of the Civil War in Ireland the
Protestant population has had only a mini-
mal part to play in the ongoing debates and
struggles for the creation of a united, demo-
cratic country.

Republicans
partly to blame

WHAT HAPPENED? How did a vibrant,
radical nonconformism
virtually disappear?

Northern Ireland Protestants denounce British Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher as
“the traitor”, 1985. Photo: Derek Speirs, Report.

North. They were proving that they were as
good Catholics as their appointed leaders in
Maynooth and Leinster House. Until we
face up to those truths we are still living in a
dream of history. Our objective reality which
must be faced by republicans even if it 1s
unpalatable is that many IRA activities from
the northern Protestant perspective are per-
ceived to be sectarian. It is therefore
undoubtedly true that the differences
between the two communities which have
historically existed have become even wider
as a result. This is the truth which must be
recognised by republicans and accommodat-
ed in any analysis of militant loyalism. 1 can
think of occasions when some IRA opera-
tions displayed insensibility to the feelings of
ordinary Protestants and although the IRA
campaign is clearly not sectarian (even when
RUC and UDR personnel are the targets)
nonetheless, there remains an unconscious

insensitivity in some

areas of the movement

Republicans have been
partly to blame. When
you look at the post-
partition development
of the "Republican
Movement it is clear
that time and time again
we have rejected that
dissenting voice because
of our fears of the
Catholic hierarchy.
When the Protestant

“Republicans have
been partly to blame ...
many IRA activities
from the northern
Protestant perspective

which  must be
removed. Republicans
still pay lip-service to
the dictat of Wolfe
Tone, without in any
way attempting to
examine honestly,
without the past’s bag-
gage, the fact that the
Irish 1ndependence
struggle 1s now virtual-
ly the sole preserve of

workers from the . Catholics. By claiming
Shankill were are perCE!Ved to be that it is the republi-
belaboured by good, " B can objective to realise
‘sound’ republicans in sectarian the aspirations of

Wolfe Tone without

1934 for attempting to
march at Bodenstown,
who were they trying to impress? — certainly
not the people of no property in Ireland and
certainly not the Protestant workers in the

considering the
absence of any appeal in any relevant fash-
ion to the Protestant community, republi-
cans are refusing to accept reality and while

our aims and statements may be admirable
in themselves they do not help advance the
argument, nor do they offer hope to Protes-
tants.

Unpalatable it may be, but there has
always been an element within the Republi-
can Movement and on the island of Ireland
itself who secretly believe that the Protestant
population could be coerced into accepting
Irish unity and independence. That is not
acceptable. Neither is it possible, as Republi-
cans should know, because all the might of
Britain could not and cannot, suppress the
Irish resistance.

Actively
seek to connect

THE REPUBLICAN quarrel is with the
British state in Ireland and the truth is that
we cannot and should not ever try to coerce
the Protestant people into a united Ireland.
We must convince them of the rightness of
our cause and of the benefits accruing to
them from advocacy of our cause. We, as
republicans, have choiees to make, we can
continue paying lip-service to anti-sectarian-
ism while denying the reality of sectarian ele-
ments in our movement, or we can actively
seek to connect with Protestantism at every
level. There is great animosity and misunder-
standing on both sides and our joint histo-
ries are littered with atrocity and shame.
While we offer the hand of friendship to our
Protestant neighbours we cannot expect
them to read our palms to discover our
intentions, We, as they, must be ready to
talk and apologise and unite, and the only
way that can be achieved is through under-
standing. Are we ready for that painful expe-
rience? If we are not then we consign the
people of this island to endless war.
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John O’Mahony replies to Mitchell McLaughlin

Yes, but draw the conclusions!

ITCHELL McLaughlin’s
article is important for
what it says about rela-
tions between Catholics
and Protestants in Ireland, and
because it may be symptomatic of new
trends of thought in the ranks of the
Provisional Republican movement

It seems to me that the author is at
only an early stage of a reconsidera-
tion of his movement’s ideas about the
‘Loyalists’; his support for the mili-
tary campaign of the Provisional IRA
shows that he has scarcely begun to
re-evaluate its behaviour towards
them. Despite what he says to the con-
trary, the logic of everything new (new
in Provo terms) that he says points to
a condemnation of the Provisional
IRA. McLaughlin deserves the cour-
tesy of a serious reply. It will not be a
full reply. I hope I am opening a dis-
cussion.

For 20 years now it has been mur-
derous stalemate in Northern Ireland.
The Provisional IRA’s targets are
mainly Protestant Irish people who
play some role in the state, be it that
of a carpenter fixing the woodwork in
an RUC barracks. The basic thing in
Northern Ireland is that the block on
Irish unity is not now Britain — which
was probably moving towards a Unit-
ed Ireland policy in the 60s — but the
one million Irish minority.

The Provisional IRA campaign —
which has gone on for about a quarter
of a century! — has not made them
more amenable to the call for Irish
unity.

Plainly the Protestants are a distinct
population — mostly they define

themselves as British.

They may be the only Brits in these
islands, Brits as distinct from Scots,
English, Welsh or Irish!

If, as Mitchell McLaughlin says
they are a nation (I would not put it
like that), then why do they not have
the same rights to self-determination
from the Irish majority that the Irish
majority did from the majority in the
old United Kingdom of Britain and
Ireland?

By what moral right has the Provi-
sional IRA made war on them (and it
does make war on them, and mainly

‘on them)?

If, as Mitchell McLaughlin says,
they had good reason to resist the
blandishments of the Catholic republi-
can movement and to suspect it, and if
further, as McLaughlin seems to
imply, a United Ireland depends on
the agreement of the Protestants, then
almost everything the Provisional
IRA — and its political wing, Sinn
Fein — have done and do is simply
counter-productive. How can someone
who believes what McLaughlin
believes do other than strongly con-
demn the Provisional IRA’s military
campaign and demand its immediate
cessation? How can he fail to con-
demn the Provisional IRA for shoot-
ing down Protestant workers because
they may have found work in an RUC
station?

I don’t want to engage in a detailed
criticism of his historical account. But
it seems to me that studded in it are a
number of familiar half-truths used
for self-deception. Thus the truth that
Orange violence has always been

Protestant paramil

itaries enforc

there — though for decades it was
muted — is used to avoid facing the
enormous part played over two
decades by the savage Provisional
IRA bombing and assassination cam-
paign, directed mainly against Irish
unionists. The Catholic revolt was jus-
tified and necessary: the Provisional
IRA campaign grafted on to it has
probably set back the prospects of
Irish unity for many decades.

There are other such things but I
will not pursue them here.

McLaughlin’s idea of Protestant-
Catholic discussion on a common Ire-
land after British withdrawal is sheer
fantasy. If Britain were to pull out

e a roadblock
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without a previous political settlement
then the Protestants would seek their

own self-determination, arms in hand

against the rest of the Irish. Civil war
on the Yugoslav model would certain-
Iy follow.

If there is to be real Protestant-
Catholic dialogue it will be before
British withdrawal, or not at all this
side of a bloodily repartitioned Ire-
land, where two states will then have
to negotiate a modus vivendi. They
will not be negotiating a United Ire-
land!

Mitchell McLaughlin’s implicit crit-
icism of the Provisional IRA’s activi-
ties are an immense step forward. 1

cannot assess what it means in terms

of the movement of which he is part.
When a Sinn Eein councillor talks of
the Protestants as a nation that is
progress. That idea, that the Union-
ists are a distinct nation, has, as [’ve
argued in Socialist Organiser before,
hovered around the pseudo-republican
organisation, manifest in everything
they did against the Protestants .
Their campaign implied that the
Protestants were a bad nation.

With Mitchell McLaughlin this idea
seems to have come down to earth
within the Republican movement and
in a far more benign form than we
might have expected. Progress!

Violence at

Continued from page 5

sonal followers — every leader has a
personal influence more or less —
but a cult leader has to be a cultist
himself. He has to be a megalomani-
ca who gets revelations outside the
realm of reality. A megalomaniacal
cult leader is liable to jump in any
direction at any time, and all the
cultists automatically follow, as
sheep follow the bellwether, even
into the slaughter house.™

Yet, there is more. It is not just a
matter of the party’s “internal
regime” or of its character as a cult:
it is a matter of the SWP’s relation-
ship with the labour movement.

You have good relations with
some of the reformists, engaging
with them in an agreed bit of role-
playing — they are your idea of the
reformist labour movement, you are
theirs of “revolutionaries”.

In elections you call for a Labour
vote — for catchpenny reasons —
contradicting your attitude to
Labour for the previous five years.

But within the labour movement
itself you play the classic role of
ultra-left sectarians. Smart-ass,
opportunist, middle-class ultra-lefts
who cut corners and play dodgy
roles in the unions in a way honest
ultra-lefts do not, but ultra-left sec-
tarians nonetheless. Take the ques-
tion of the Labour Party.

ODAY, the Labour Party
is 4 small model of a polit-
ical police state, with not
much scope for rank and
file activity. But, as the current

resistance even by the trade union
bureaucrats to cutting Labour-
union links shows, it remains the
mass party of the trade unions —
the furthest the mass of the British
working class has got in politics so
far. What role must Marxists play in
relation to such a movement?

According to every one of the
great teachers of Marxist politics 1n
the past — from the Communist
Manifesto of 1848 to Frederick
Engels in the 1890s, through the
Second Congress of the Communist
[nternational in 1920, to Leon Trot-
sky in the 1930s — the role Marxists
must play in this situation is fo help
the class develop its politics. We
organise Leninist groups — ours,
the Alliance for Workers’ Liberty,
for example — to do this work. We
integrate, despite the bureaucratic
witch-hunters and policemen, into
the existing labour movement, fight-
ing the bureaucrats and the right
wing, helping the class forwarg.

By contrast you counterpose your-
selves to the existing movement —
implicitly your “build the revolu-
tionary party” project is a project to
build a new labour movement
around yourselves, side by side with
the existing labour movement. This
movement cannot be bypassed.
Marxists build an organisation to
intervene in, reshape, renovate that
movement.

Such little crazy splurges as the
demand on the TUC to call an all-
out semi-revolutionary General
Strike last October are possibly only
because you are not seriously con-
cerned with the existing labour

‘Marxism 93’

movement — except as a source of
recruits to the other, ‘better’ move-
ment you think you are building.

OR ALL THE “left” bluster
and the quasi-anarchist atti-
tudes and practices you
train your youth in, the
SWP is utterly defeatist for the work-
ing class and its labour movement.

The SWP now is a product, an
epiphenomenon, of the defeats the
British labour movement suffered in
the 70s and 80s. With the decline of
the old left of that movement, the
SWP can look at the empty land-
scape and call itself ‘Mr Universe’ if
it likes, CIliff — but it is an illusion.
The labour movement will revive.
The SWP as it is now — and 1t is not
frozen as it is now, but degenerating
fast: that is one of the lessons of
Marxism 93 — can only play a
harmful role in that movement when
it Tevives. |

Such sectarian conceptions as
these which govern the SWP contra-
dict what is perhaps the single irre-
ducible idea which distinguishes
Marxist socialism from all other
socialism, the idea that the emanci-
pation of the working class must be
the work of the class itself.

The real “revolutionary party”
functions always to help the working
class realise and move toward realis-
ing its self-liberation: that goal deter-
mines and qualifies what the
revolutionary party does and does
not do, and how it relates to the exis-
ing labour movements. All that 1s
now either forgotten or in the
peripheral vision of the SWP.

Because “building the party” 1s
everything, and the polities not much
or — too often now — nothing at all,
the political line of the organisation,
beyond a few basics of socialism,
does not necessarily have to deal
with the objective world and your
real place in it, or with the real con-
ditions of the working-class move-
ment. You are a long way yet from
the general lunacy which over-

the working class and to socialism,
even where [ am convinced your
activities have been harmful or coun-
terproductive or, on the question of
Israel and Palestine, poisonous —
you yourself having been poisoned in
the savagely anti-Jewish Stalinist
party of Palestine in the mid 30s.
You should ask yourself what, after
a lifetime of work, you.want to
bequeath to the labour movement of
the future.

whelmed the
Healyites, but the
general strike

episode indicates
the way you are
going.

Comrade CIuLff,
what are you going
to do about the
thuggery which has
led me to write this
account of its roots
in the whole nature
of the SWP?

What the Alliance
for Workers™ Liber-
ty will do about it 1s
to start a campaign

“With the decline of
the old left of the
movement, the SWP
can look at the empty
landscape and call
itself ‘Mr Universe’ if
it likes — but it 1s an
illusion. The labour
movement will revive.

The SWP can only

I quoted James P
Cannon above on
political cults. Let
me finish by quot-
ing another wise
man, Groucho
Marx, who joked
that he would not
want to belong to
any club that would
have him as a mem-
ber. That has
always struck me as
good advice for
anyonestempted to
build himself a cult
or a personal fan

for a labour move- ; h f l ! . club.

ment inquiry into p ay da narmiui rore in The “unthinking

e cvns s v that movement when (o017 v !
: : ed you last ye:
There are enough }t rEVfVES. = on the general

people in the labour
movement with experience of Stalin-
ism and of the later Healyiles to
know that if the SWP is not tackled
now it will become a much bigger
problem later on.

You are nearly eighty years old,
Tony CLff. I do not for a moment
question your sincere commitment to

strike, and the mise-
ducated little thugs whose antics I
have had to ehronicle above — these,
Cliff, are not the people who will
build a real revolutionary working
class party, or make the socialist rev-
olution you have spent a long life
trying to prepare for. Groucho knew
better. So did Karl!
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ELEMENTS OF MARXISM

Leon Trotsky explains the
role played by the
Bolshevik Party in the
Russian revolution

ITHOUT THE armed
insurrection of 7th
November 1917 the
Soviet state would not
be in existence. But the insurrec-
tion itself did not drop from Heav-
en. A 'senies . of  ‘historical
prerequisites was necessary for the
October Revolution.

1) The rotting away of the old rul-
ing classes — the nobility, the
monarchy, the bureaucracy.

2) The political weakness of the
bourgeoisie, which had no roots
in the masses of the people.

3) The revolutionary character of
the agrarian question.

4) The revolutionary character of
the problem of the oppressed
nationalities.

5) The significant social burdens
weighing on the proletariat.

To these organic preconditions
must be added certain highly
important connected conditions.

6) The Revolution of 1905 was the
oreat school, or in Lenin’s
phrase “the dress rehearsal” of
the Revolution of 1917. The
Soviets, as the irreplaceable
organisational form of the pro-
letarian united front in the Rev-
olution were created for the first
time in the year 1905.

7) The imperialist war sharpened
all the contradictions, tore the
backward masses out of their
immobility, and thus prepared
the grandiose scale of the catas-
trophe.

But all these conditions, which
fully sufficed for the outbreak of
the revolution, were insufficient to
assure the victory of the proletariat
i the revolution. For this victory
one condition more was necessary.

8) The Bolshevik Party.

When I enumerate this condition
last in the series, I do it only
because 1t follows the logical
sequence, and not because I assign
the last place in the order of
importance to the Party.

No, I am far from such a
thought. The liberal bourgeoisie
can seize power and has seized it
more than once as the result of
struggles in which it took no part;
it possesses organs of seizure
which are admirably adapted to
the purpose. But the working
masses are in a different position;
they have long been accustomed to
give, and not to take. They work,
are patient as long as they can be,

“The proletariat
needs a party which
far surpasses other
parties in the clarity
of its thought and In
its revolutionary
determination.”

hope, lose patience, rise and strug-
gle, die, bring victory to others, are
betrayed, fall into despondency,
bow their necks and work again.
Such 1s the history of the masses of
the people under all regimes. To be
able to take the power firmly and

Contemporary photomontage of the Bolshevik readers_'_'of the revnlutioh. It will be neticed that.Joseph Stalin
was not considered prominent enough to feature

1917

surely into its hands the proletariat
needs a Party, which far surpasses
other parties in the clarity of its
thought and in its revolutionary
determination.

The Bolshevik Party, which has
been described more than once
and with complete justification as
the most revolutionary party in the
history of mankind was the living
condensation of the modern histo-
ry of Russia, of all that was
dynamic in it. The overthrow of
Tsarism had long been recognised
as the necessary condition for the
development of the economy and
culture. But for the solution of this
task the forces were insufficient.
The bourgeoisie feared the Revolu-
tion. The intelligentsia tried to
bring the peasant to his feet. The

The key

moujik, incapable of generalising
his own miseries and his aims, left
this appeal unanswered. The intel-
ligentsia armed itself with dyna-
mite. A whole generation has
wasted in this struggle.

On March 1st 1887, Alexander
Ulanov carried out the last of the
great terrorist plots. The attempted
assassination of Alexander 111
failed. Ulianov and the other par-
ticipants were executed. The
attempt to make chemical prepara-
tion take the place of a revolution-
ary class came to grief. Even the
most heroic intelligentsia 1s noth-
ing without the masses. Ulianov’s
younger brother Vliadimir the
future Lenin, the greatest figure of
Russian history, grew up under the
immediate impression of these

factor

facts and conclusions. Even in his
early youth he placed himself on
the foundations of Marxism, and
turned his face toward the prole-
tariat. Without losing sight of the
village for a moment he sought the
way to the peasantry through the
workers. Inheriting from his revo-
lutionary predecessors their capac-
ity for self-sacrifice, and their
willingness to go to the limit,
Lenin at an early age became the

teacher of the new generation of

the intelligentsia and of the
advanced workers. In strikes and
street fights, in prisons and in
exile, the workers received the nec-
essary tempering. They needed the
searchlight of Marxism to light up
their historical road in the dark-
ness of absolutism.

Among the emigrés the first
Marxist group arose in 1883. In
1898 at a secret meeting the foun-
dation of the Russian Social-
Democratic Workers™ Party was
proclaimed (we all called ourselves
Social-Democrats in those days).
In 1903 occurred the split between
Bolsheviks and Mensheviks, and in
1912 the Bolshevik fraction finally
became an independent Party.

It learned to recognise the class
mechanics of society in its strug-
gles during the events of twelve
years (1905-1917). It educated
groups equally capable of imitiative
and of subordination. The disci-
pline of i1ts revolutionary action
was based on the unity of its doc-
trine, on the tradition of common
struggles and on confidence in its
tested leadership.

Such was the Party in 1917.
Despised by the official “public
opinion” and the paper thunder of
the intelligentsia Press, it adapted
itself to the movement of the mass-
es. It kept firmly in hand the lever
of control in the factories and regi-
ments. More and more the peasant
masses turned toward it. If we
understand by “nation” not the
privileged heads but the majority
of the people, that is, the workers
and peasants, then the Bolsheviks
became during the course of 1917
a truly national Russian Party.

“[lts] discipline was
based on the unity of
its doctrine, the
tradition of common
struggles, and
confidence in its
tested leadership.”

In September. 1917, Lenin, who
was compelled to keep in hiding,
gave the signal, “The crisis is ripe,
the hour of the insurrection has
approached.” He was right. The
ruling classes faced with the prob-
lems of the war, the land and liber-
ation, had got into i1nextricable
difficulties. The bourgeoisie posi-
tively lost its head. The democratic
parties, the Mensheviks and social-
revolutionaries, dissipated the last
remaining bit of confidence of the
masses in them by their support of
the imperialist war, by their policy
of compromise and concessions to
the bourgeois and feudal property-
owners. The awakened army no
longer wanted to fight for the alien
aims of imperialism. Disregarding
democratic advice, the peasantry
smoked the landowners out of
their estates. The oppressed
nationalities of the far boundaries
rose up against the bureaucracy of
Petrograd. In the most important
workers’ and soldiers’ Soviets the
Bolsheviks were dominant. The
ulcer was ripe. It needed a cut of
the lancet.

Only under these social and polit-
ical conditions was the insurrec-
tion possible. And thus it also
became inevitable. But there i1s no
playing around with insurrection.
Woe to the surgeon who is careless
in the use of the lancet! Insurrec-
tion is an art. It has 1ts laws and 1ts
rules.

The Party faced the realities of
the October insurrection with cold
calculation and with ardent resolu-
tion. Thanks to this, it conquered
almost without victims. Through
the victorious Soviets the Bolshe-
viks placed themselves at the head
of a country which occupies one-
sixth of the surface of the globe.

From: The Russian Revolution, the text
of a lecture given by Leon Trotsky in
Copenhagen, November 1932.
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Film

Matt Cooper
reviews Jurassic Park

HEY ONCE Ileft a trail
of death and destruc-
tion in their wake. You
thought they were
extinct? They were, until one man
with more money than sense
pumped millions into a project to
make them live again.

Yes, the disaster movie 1s back,
cloned from fragments of plot DNA
left over from seventies movies like
Jaws.

From this old formula with a new
twist Steven Spielberg has concocted
an adventure romp which looks set
to be the most commercially lucra-
tive film ever.

The story i1s a simple one. Naive
billionaire John Hammond
(Richard Attenborough) creates the
ultimate theme park on a Costa
Rican island (played by a Hawanan
1sland) populated by dinosaurs
recreated from genetic material
from dinosaur blood in mosquitoes
fossilised in amber. Hammond
invites a couple of palacontologists
(Sam Neill and Laura Dern), a

THE CULTURAL FRONT
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mathematician (Jeff Goldblum) and
his own two grandchildren to
endorse the project. But evil dis-
rupts the project.

Spielberg had obvious difficulty
casting an evil type. All the classic
evil types — Germans, gay men,
people with physical disabilities —
who used to populate James Bond
movies are now ruled out by politi-
cal considerations (and rightly so).
S0 Spielberg settles for the last
Great Acceptable Target of Preju-
dice, an obese computer program-
mer (or is that two prejudices?).
Dennis upsets Hammond’s plans,
and the dinosaurs are let lose to eat
the cast.

The main subtext of the film is a
fear of technology that is positively
reactionary — people cannot domi-
nate nature! Such logic, taken to its
extreme, would repudiate the wheel
and the harnessing of fire!

The plot is light-weight, the dia-
logue mostly banal, the thrown-in
eco-politics kitsch and asinine, the
pseudo-scientific gloss downright
stupid. Its real stars are the
dinosaurs.,

The computer graphics are stag-
gering. That is what separates this
film from a well-made, routine
adventure film.

Jurassic Park cost $60 million to

Tim (Joseph Mazzello) hides from the ferocious Velociraptors

make: but $68 million has gone to
promoting it. This 1s the most hyped
film of all time.

The film 1s itself just a staging post
in the advertising process.

Although it took $150 million in
its first week in the US, and £1 mil-

lion 1in advance bookings before
opening in Britain, the box office is
not where this film’s main money is
to be made. The capitalist backers
of the film expect to take three times
more on the spin-off merchandising
than through the box office!
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In effect the film i1s a huge advert
for J-park products.

Call me old-tashioned, but I pine
for the days when films were films
and not mere vehicles for shameless-
ly extracting the maximum amount
of money from a too tolerant public.

The |
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Book

Paddy Dollard rereads The
Iron Heel by Jack London,
Journeyman Press, £4.99

UBLISHED IN 1907, Jack

London’s novel The iron heel

is one of the greatest and most
powerful pieces of socialist literature
ever written. It is also astonishing.

It is in the form of an uncompleted
manuscript purportedly seven cen-
turies old when it is published, in ‘the
year of socialism 419°, with a short
preface for readers in the 27th centu-
ry. Its author, Avis Everhard, is the
comrade and wife of Ernest Everhard,
a working class leader in early 20th
century America. The story it tells is
of the eruption of bitter class warfare,
of civil wars, the division of the work-
ing class along sectional lines, and the
development and victory of an oli-
garchic dictatorship, the ‘Iron Heel’.
The ‘Iron Heel’ was London’s name
for what history would know as fas-
cism.

Ernest Everhard, the novel’s rather
Nietzschean hero, is captured and
killed. A **first proletarian revolt”,
“the Chicago Commune”, is drowned
in blood. The manuscript breaks off
shortly before a planned ‘second
revolt’ is due to break out.

The author of the “preface’ tells us
that Avis Everhard too was almost
certainly captured and Killed. (The
‘mercenaries’ of the Iron Heel did not

NOot N

keep records of their victims...) The
second revolt too is doomed to defeat.
So are many others which break out
again and again before the final victo-
ry of the working class 300 years
later.

It is a whole historic epoch of oli-
garchic slavery that succeeds capital-
ism, not socialism. The writer of the
preface lets the mask slip and the
thinking behind the book is clear in
the following passage:

“(The 300-year reign of the oli-
garchy was) ...a step backward, to the
social tyrannies that made the early
world a hell, but that were as neces-
sary as the Iron Heel was unneces-
sary. ... What else than feudalism
could have followed upon the break-
down of that great centralised govern-
ment machine known as the Roman
Empire? Not so, however, with the
Iron Heel. In the orderly procedure of
social evolution there was no place for
it. It was not necessary and it was not
inevitable. It must always remain the
great curiosity of history — a whim, a
fantasy, an apparition, a thing unex-
pected and undreamed; and it should
serve as a warning to those rash politi-
cal theorists of today who speak with
certitude of social processes”.

“Today”, of course, was 1907, not a
day in the socialist world of the 27th
century.

London’s harsh, social-Darwinian
views, emphasising struggle and con-
flict and acknowledging the possibility
of defeat for human or animal individ-
uals or classes, combined with certain
ideas — those of Daniel De Leon —
he found then in the American social-
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ist movement and generated in him the
imaginative energy for a pre-vision of
fascism and of the totalitarian state.
Ironically, the same social-Darwinian-
ism made this strange mixture of a
man see a natural racial superiority in
“Aryan” man — ‘the blond beast’.
Thus, this socialist subscribed to the
racist mythology which would be the
ideology of the real Iron Heel in Ger-
many.

But London’s pre-vision is not fatal-
istic. It is a warning, a cry of alarm
within an as-yet-undecided struggle. It
has nothing in common with the whin-
ing pessimism with which many writ-
ers have since responded to fascism
and Stalinism.

The “Iron Heel” differs too from
other anti-utopias in that it is rooted
firmly in reality. In Orwell’s 1984, by
contrast, though much of the life the
book describes is taken raw from con-
temporary — 1940s — capitalist soci-
ety — in the end the explanation for it
all is a mystical gibberish about a nat-
ural drive for power for its own sake,
leading to a stable totalitarian system
in which the future can be nothing but
“a jackboot stamping on a human face
— forever”,

In London’s view the struggle goes
on, and on, as it must, for three cen-
turies, until the workers triumph.

Contemporary class struggles find
their direct reflection in London’s
book. It is the clarity with which the
roles and possible logical conse-
quences are worked out that is
remarkable. Here London was indebt-
ed to Daniel De Leon of the Socialist
Labour Party, and to the pre-World

S

War 1 left-wing socialist upsurge in
the USA then. Led by Debs, De Leon
and Haywood, the Industrial Workers
of the World had been founded in
Chicago two years before The Iron
heel was written.

Just as Orwell dramatised the vapid
reactionary stupidities of James Burn-
ham (against whose books, The Man-
agerial Revolution, The
Machiavellians, etc., he had written
some very powerful critical essays),
London dramatised De Leon’s ideas.

It is not to diminish the imaginative
creativity of London to point to the
intellectual structure on which it rests.

Within the Marxist current, De
Leon had, by the beginning of the 20th
century, the clearest and most brutally
accurate picture of the weakness of
the world labour movement and of its
leaders. He addressed himself to the
radically unfavourable position of the
working class — the slave class of
capitalism, without big property or
independent culture — as an aspirant
revolutionary class, and to the impli-
cations this had for the practice of
socialists.

He saw things in advance that Lenin
would not see fully until 1914. He was
concerned with working-class craft
divisions, with the growth of a labour
aristocracy, with the traitorous role of
the labour trade union bureaucracy —
the ‘labour lieutenants of capitalism’
— with the inherent weakness of
socialist parliamentarism.

At a time when fatalistic bland opti-
mism made most revolutionaries for-
get the Communist Manifesto’s
warning that class struggles end in

either the victory of the revolutionary
class or the mutual ruination of the
contending classes, De Leon saw the
proletarian movement in the great
sweeping perspectives of history, and
seeing also its weaknesses and flaws,
contemplated defeat as a real possibil-
ity.

He cast his mind back to the class
struggle in Rome 200 years BC, and,
in a pamphlet, Two pages from
Roman history, drew a comparison
with the defeat of the ancient plebeian
masses, led by the Gracchi, linking
this defeat to their miserable subse-
quent fate as a parasitic proletariat
within the plundering Roman
Republics and Empires.

The point is not the accuracy or oth-
erwise of his comparisons — which are
debatable, to say the least — but their
power to conjure up a black but realis-
tic vision of, and pose questions about,
what might be in store for the working
class. His purpose was to warn and
arm the socialist movement against
the horrors he foresaw.

Mostly De Leon came to schematic,
sectarian-utopian ‘solutions’ — but
then he was dead three years before
the Russian Revolution answered in
creative life the questions he had seen
and tried to answer through reasoning.

London’s free-ranging imagination
transmuted De Leon’s ideas into The
Iron heel. Today, it is difffcult to
imagine what a leap was required to
fuse the elements of the terrible vision
together.

The labour movement had known
repressions; intense, sustained, sterilis-
ing totalitarianism had not vet
appeared in history.

In 1907 socialism seemed an
immense power, progressing ever
onwards. But London’s was the vision
of the future. The tragedy is that it
was not a wild phantasmagoria that
the labour movement had the right to
ignore, but had solid analytical under-
pinnings in De Leon’s work, which the
labour movement did largely ignore.
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BEHIND THE NEWS

Burnsall: the aftermath

By Jim Denham

AVID BROWN IS ANGRY. For

one year and two weeks he was on

strike at the Burnsall metal-coating
factory in Smethwick; he and his 18 strik-
ing colleagues were demanding improved
health and safety, union recognition and
equal pay for women workers. Then, on 30
June, the strike was called off by officials of
the GMB.

But David Brown’s anger is not directed
at the GMB. He says: “Yes, it was right to
fimsh when we did. We’d fought for over a
year and the union had tried everything

possible to win. Everyone at the (30 June) '

meeting agreed that there was no point in
continuing the strike”.

David’s anger 1s directed at some of the
strike’s “supporters” who he believes have
manipulated certain strikers since the end
of the dispute in order to attack the GMB
and its individual officers: “I'm really dis-
gusted,” says David, “to be truthful, some
of the strikers have been two-faced. They
agreed with Jo and Danny [Jo Quigley and
Danny Parry, the GMB officials in charge
of the dispute] at the meeting. Now they’re
running about, talking to the press and say-
ing that they’ve been betrayed by the union
and that they wanted to carry on. There are
a lot of lies going round and I don’t appre-
ciate it”.

David, i1t should be noted, is virtually the
only Burnsall striker willing to be guoted
by name 1n the aftermath of the strike.
Most of the quotes attacking the union that
have appeared in the press come from
anonymous “strikers” and therefore cannot
be verified. There is one other exception:
Balvir Singh gave his name to the Birming-
ham Post, saying: “When the (30 June)
meeting was called, they [Jo Quigley and
Danny Parry] were saying that if we didn’t
agree to stop the strike they would not fight
our tribunal cases. We had no choice. No
vote was taken. We have been black-
mailed”,

David Brown emphatically denies Balvir’s
accusation, saying: “Balvir agreed that it
was a waste of time”. It should be noted
that during the strike Balvir had to be
called to order after it was discovered that
he had been forging the signature of a
friend of his who had found another job, so
that the friend could fraudulently claim
strike pay from the union. This incident
hardly inspires confidence in Balvir’s hon-
esty.

Nevertheless, let us examine Balvir’s
charges — charges that have also cropped
up 1n reports in Socialist Outlook, Eastern
Eye and in press releases from the Birming-
ham and London support groups:

* The threat to drop the tribunal cases:
This threat was not made at the 30 June
meeting, or at any other time. What did
happen at the 30 June meeting was that a
solicitor, Tony Lawton, explained the legal
implications of calling off the strike. He
stated (correctly) that if unofficial action
continued, the GMB might be required to
repudiate it, up to and including repudia-
tion of the strikers” membership. It was
also explamed that the union’s rule-book
contained a clause against “bringing the
union into disrepute”. According to GMB
official Jo Quigley this was done in the con-
text of urging the strikers to maintain their
union membership. But, adds Quigley, “in
view of the past behaviour of some of the
strikers and the manipulative role of some
of the ‘supporters’, it would have been
totally irresponsible of us not to have
explained these facts to the strikers. None
of 1t was said in the spirit of a threat”.
David Brown agrees.

* No vote was taken: This 1s true. David
Brown says: “No vote was needed because

David Brown (left) with the other Burnsall strikers

everyone was in agreement. Everyone at
the meeting agreed there was no point con-
tinuing any longer. The only disagreement
was that some of the women said they
wanted a couple of weeks to discuss it with
their families. But you can’t make a deci-
sion that way. You have to do what you
know to be the right thing, no matter what
your family or anyone else might say. No-
one disagreed about finishing”.

David 1s undoubtedly correct about this.
However, Jo Quigley had a further point
that 1s very important: “A lot of the women
were under considerable pressure from
their husbands to carry on the dispute
come what may. The reason for this was
the strike pay and money from donations,
which was obviously very important to
these relatively poor families. 1 feared that
if the strikers went home without a clear
decision to call off the strike — a decision
coming from the union — the women would
be put under intolerable pressure to carry
on regardless. One woman in particular has
a violent husband and there were realistic
grounds for fearing that if she said that she
had voted to end the dispute, she would
have been beaten™.

Factors like this are completely beyond
the comprehension of the left critics. It was
wrong not to take a vote — there is a prin-
ciple here which cannot be dismissed — but
the i1ssue cannot be blown up into a broad-
side condemnation of the GMB.

* The strikers were blackmailed: Many of
the comments about the alleged ‘threat’ to
drop the tribunal cases apply to this charge.
One additional point should be made:
immediately after the 30 June meeting, the
strikers were filmed and interviewed by
BBC Midlands Today outside the GMB’s
Halesowen office. They all appeared in
good spirits and not one made any com-
plaint about the conduct of the meeting.
The ‘blackmail’ accusation only emerged
some days later, mnitially in a press release
from the London support group.

It is important to go into some detail In
refuting the charges against the GMB that
are now flying about. Most of us on the left
are all too familiar with cases of union
bureaucrats selling out winnable struggles
and treating the rank and file membership
with contempt. We are also well aware of
the British trade union movement’'s shame-
ful record of indifference, neglect and
downright racism towards black workers.
The knee-jerk reaction 1s to believe the
worst when the GMB is accused of betray-
ing the mainly Asian (and majority female)
strikers at Burnsall’s. One Bob Smith, writ-
ing in Socialist Outlook, went so far as to
state: “This is a shameful episode, only pos-
sibly equalled by APEX, now part of the

GMB, and their withdrawal from Grun-
wick”. Mr Smith, it should be noted, also
accused Jo Quigley and Danny Parry of
stealing from the Burnsall's strike fund,
though that charge was never put into
print.

The uncomfortable fact is, however, that
in this instance the GMB conducted an
honest, determined and surprisingly princi-
pled struggle. If the left’s usual accusations
of ‘selling out’ and ‘betrayal’ against
bureaucrats are to carry any credibility, we
have to give credit where i1t’s due and avoid
spreading lies and slander. The accusations
of Socialist Outlook are particularly dis-
tasteful and hypocritical, given that publi-
cation’s record of lying and covering up for
the role of one of their own supporters in
wrecking the struggle on the London
Underground.

Socialist Worker, while less hysterical
than Outlook, has also accused the GMB of
imposing its bureaucratic will upon “strik-
ers [who] wanted to continue the dispute”
and of failing to mobilise support “for fear
of breaking the law™. Again, such accusa-
tions come ill from people who argue that
NALGO members should only be expected
to strike when full pay is on offer!

The truth is that the GMB’s campaign at
Burnsall’s was avowedly ‘legal’ from the
start, but the union sailed close to the wind.
Contrary to reports in Outlook and else-
where, vigorous efforts were made to
obtain blacking of Burnsall’s and some suc-
cess was achieved on this front at Jaguar in
Coventry. The union’s ‘last throw’ was to
issue a powerful leaflet to the shop stew-
ards’ committees at all Burnsall’s other
unionised customers (Rover, Land Rover,
PPG, all Ford plants) calling, in unmistak-
able terms, for blacking. The officials fol-
lowed the leaflet up with personal contact,
but got no response. Only after this had
failed did they decide to call the dispute off.
We have to ask Outlook et al, what more
should the GMB have done? Or should the
Burnsall strike have been turned into one
of those never-ending disputes that
becomes, in time, an exercise in alternative
life-style?

But Outlook and Socialist Worker are not
the primary instigators of the poisonous,
dishonest campaign of lies and slanders
surrounding the Burnsall’s dispute. That
honour goes to the Indian Workers™ Asso-
ciation and the London Support Commit-
tee — for whom Outlook and others on the
left were willing tools. The IWA’s Stalinist
leadership resented the fact that the GMB
(and not their union, the TGWU) was lead-
ing the dispute, and set about denigrating
and undermining the GMB from day one,
The shameful role of the IWA General Sec-

" “retary Avhtar Jouhl and the IWA leader-

ship, motivated by bureaucratic rivalry and
petty spite, should not be allowed to
detract from the genuine support given by
many honest rank and file IWA members.

The case of the London Support Commit-
tee 1s somewhat different. These people, led
by the Asian writer and ‘intellectual’ Amrit
Wilson, are avowed black separatists who
found themselves in the paradoxical posi-
tion of having to support a struggle of
mainly Asian workers for the recognition
of a ‘white’ union. The London Support
Committee spread such lies as the charge
that the GMB was paying the Burnsall’s
strikers a special, low rate of strike pay
because they were black and that the rea-
son the union wanted to call off the strike
was because strike pay would have to go up
to £63 per week after one year (!). Ms Wil-
son’s press release contains the following
weasly words:

“Strikers such as Burnsall’s can only be
successful through mobilising wide commu-
nity support and developing new strategies.
But clearly the union officials were less
interested in winning the strike than in
keeping it within their control and prevent-
ing any wider involvement which might
force them to listen to the strikers them-
selves™.

In other words, the GMB should have
handed control of the strike to “wider com-
munity support” — perhaps even Ms Wil-
son herself?

The hidden agenda behind much of the
criticism of the GMB is the idea that only
the self-appointed “leaders™ of the black
community can lead black workers. Non-
racial trade unions that unite afl workers
are thought inappropriate at best and
downright reactionary at worst.

This sort of thing would be laughable,
were it not for the poisonous effect 1t had
on many of the strikers and the gullible
willingness of much of the left to take it
seriously.

Previous articles in Socialist Organiser
have outlined our considered criticism of
GMB’s handling of this strike: the union’s
failure to assign an official to deal with
Burnsall’s on an exclusive basis, and its
failure to use the dispute as the springboard
for a unionisation drive throughout the
metal-coating industry. But these criticisms
are of a different order from the lies, slan-
der and hysteria peddled by Mr Avhtar
Jouhl, Ms Amrit Wilson and their gullible
bag-carriers at Outlook.

The inevitable effect of all their attacks
will be to help boost non-unionism and
even anti-unionism amongst sections of
Asian workers.

The last word goes to a striker: “As long
as my name is David Brown, I'll deny that
the strikers were threatened or blackmailed
by the union. The support groups just
wanted to attack Jo and Danny and horri-
ble lies are being told now. I'm proud of
our fight but these people are determined
to make it look dirty now. What encour-
agement is that to other workers? I'm dis-
gusted”.

Editor’s note

It is an unfortunate fact that newspaper reports on affairs
like this often consist of special pleadings: papers and
organisations tend to protect, excuse and stand by “their
own”, Thus Outlook, so implacable in its demand for mir-
acles from Jo Quigley and Danny Parry, the GMB full-
timers, had no scruples about justifying a blatant sell-out
by one of its people on the London Underground.

Lest the reader be suspicious, it is therefore worth stat-
ing here that no Secialist Organiser supporters have had
any role in deciding what was done or left undone in this
strike: no supporter of ours, nor any prospective or hoped-
for supporter, was involved at all. Our interest is, as
always, to tell the truth to the best of our awareness of
what it is.
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ACKED TIMEX workers
S in Dundee, now in the 25th

week of their fight for rein-
statement, are stepping up their
campaign for a boycott of Timex
products both in Britain and
abroad.

In the past week a delegation
of 30 workers has been picketing
the Timex factory in Besangon
in France. Mail deliveries have
been stopped, and a number of
lorry drivers have refused to
cross the picket lines.

A delegation of Timex workers
in the United States has visited
Timex's American factories in
Connecticut and Little Rock,
and made contact with the AFL-
C10 trade union federation.

They attended a 16,000 strong
miners’ demonstration in Wash-
ington.

A third delegation has recently
returned from Denmark, where
two Timex support groups have
been set up, and will be return-
ing after the Danish summer
holiday break.

In this country a national con-
sumers’ and workers’ boycott of
Timex goods was launched last

‘week by Tony Benn at a meeting

in the House of Commons.

A demonstration at the Timex
factory in Dundee is being called
for 9 August, the day on which
the sacked workers would nor-
mally have returned to work
from their annual holidays.

INDUSTRIAL

Since Timex announced its

intention last month of closing
the factory in December there
has been no lessening of cam-

paigning by the sacked workers,
nor any dilution of their
demands.

As rumours circulate of a pos-
sible buyout of the Dundee fac-
tory, the Timex workers have
made it clear that they will sup-
port a buyout only if they are all
re-instated at their previous rates
of pay and working conditions.

Supporters of the Timex work-
ers should campaign for an
extension of the consumer boy-
cott into a workers’ boycott, and
for the biggest possible turnout
on 9 August.

ld the Timex campaign!

In addition, the Scottish TUC
should organise a proper day of
action in support of the Timex
workers and other workers fight-
ing over pay and conditions.

The “Day of Action” on 1 July
was called at short notice, and

" then called off at even shorter

notice. It was a complete non-
event.

A properly prepared and
organised day of action could
bring together Timex workers,
FBU members, civil servants
and local government workers.
It would be a major boost not
just for Timex workers but for
all workers in Scotland fighting
the Tories’ and the bosses’ offen-
sive.

Home Office workers strike
against Market Testing

N 16 JULY, CPSA and
NUCPS members in
the Home Office took

one day’s strike action against
Tory Market Testing plans.
The strike was extremely well

Mixed bag at
T&G conference

HE TRANSPORT and
TGeneral Workers® Union

[TGWU)] conference, held
in Bournemouth at the beginning
of July, produced a mixed bag of
results.

The conference voted unani-
mously in favour of the repeal of
all anti-union legislation and the
introduction of a Charter of
Workers’ Rights. But a resolu-
tion advocating defiance of the
anti-union laws was heavily
defeated.

Another resolution, advocating
a 24-hour general strike in
defence of jobs and services went
down to an overwhelming defeat.

A composite opposing the
Tories” 1.5% pay limit for public
sector workers was passed unani-
mously, but the composite con-
tained no more than a vague call
for “co-ordinated action for more
substantial and realistic settle-
ments” in order to beat the pay
limit.

With only twoe votes against,
the conference adopted resolu-
tions calling for the return of a
Labour government and for the
maintenance of Labour-union
links. A resolution supporting
measures to increase the number
of women Labour MPs was
passed with only a handful of
votes against.

But when John Smith
addressed the conference in the
middle of the week he was given
an easy ride. Groans greeted his
proposal for “One Member One
Vote” in the selection of MPs.
But the conclusion of his speech
was followed by a standing ova-
tion.

In the debate on electoral
reform, the conference rejected
proposals for proportional repre-
sentation and backed the current
First Past the Post system,
although — in true T&G fashion
— a number of delegates seemed
to vote for both.

Support for PR was portrayed
by its opponents as the hobby-
horse of the “modernisers” and
the opponents of Labour-union
links, whilst support for “First
Past the Post” was equated with
support for the return of a
Labour government.

supported in what is not one of
the most militant sections of the
unions.

Home Office trade unionists
are keen to quickly follow 16
July with further strike action in
their section, and were angered
at being told by CPSA and
NUCPS General Secretaries,
Barry Reamsbottom and John

Sheldon, that they must wait
until 5 November, the date for
which members of the four main
Civil Service unions — CPSA,
NUCPS, IRSF and NIPSA
will be balloted for a one-day
strike.

5 November will be too little
too late. Civil servants’ jobs in
the Home Office and elsewhere

are threatened now. All sections
of the union currently involved
in strike action need to link
together in order to increase the
effectiveness of the action and to
pressurise the national leaders to
build for national all-out strike
action to bury the Tories’ Mar-
ket Testing plans across the
whole of the Civil Service.

Passport Office strike

at the Passport Office in

Glasgow last Friday (16 July)
as CPSA and NUCPS members
struck in opposition to Market
Testing.

CPSA branch chairperson,
Anne-Marie Winthrop, outliged
the issues at stake in the strike:

“Market Testing means our
jobs being put out to tender. The
result will be cutbacks in the
number of staff employed, worse
pay and conditions for people
who still have a job and a worse
service for the public.

“A one-day strike against Mar-
ket Testing in the Passport
Office was held at the end of
May. That strike involved CPSA
members only. but today’s strike
involves both CPSA and
NUCPS members”.

Support for the strike in Glas-
gow was solid among the 206
permanent staff — fewer than

| T WAS skeleton service only

FBU’s warning
shot to the
government
fo Jahn Love

; ﬁNNERS from Yf}rk-f:
: - , shire and Humber&:da.
- were out on Sdturday"
10 July in protest against the
latest dtlﬂLk on p:uhhc Sf:cmr i
 wages. i '
" The Fire Brlgades Unmn
(FBU) marched in dcfence of
pay agreements which ensure
 their pay is in line with tha tmp"
25% of manual workers.
f  Unless the Tories recansider
their pay offer, the FBU will
_-'_:_reconvene cﬂnfﬂrencﬂ to dis-
‘cuss action. A Fire Brlﬂadef
worker cnmmemed “We are
;ﬁallfﬂ g on the: gﬂvemm@nt tﬁ?_:.

_' '_ Flreﬁghtaﬁ. don’t "J.ant tD tdl-.e"
_action but if our cmplﬂyﬁrs

and the gﬂvemmant carrj.f on
with 1 the policies in place now,
_they’ll put ys in a pc:lﬁfti{}n'
- where we have no option”.

half a dozen went into work.

Among the 65 seasonal staff —
on temporary contracts and
therefore open to victimisation

support was not as strong,
with about 30 going in to work.
But this allowed management to
provide no more than a skeleton
service to deal with emergency
enquiries.

Senior management at the
Passport Office seem to have
had mixed feelings towards the
strike. Whilst certainly not
encouraging it, management also
recognised that their own jobs
and career prospects are on the
line if Market Testing goes
ahead.

The next stage in the campaign
against Market Testing should
be a Civil Service-wide strike.
Anne-Marie explained:

“Benefits Agency staff were
out on strike last Friday against
Market Testing. Separate

strikes, involving the Benefits
Agency one week and the Pass-
port Office another week, allow
individual sections of the CPSA
to maintain their own identity
and generate publicity about the
services which they provide.

“But the feeling of people here
is that the next stage in the cam-
paign should not be another
individual one-day strike by one
section of the Civil Service.
Instead, it should be a one-day
strike throughout the Civil Ser-
vice, involving all unions in the
Civil Service”.

Without co-ordinated strike
action, the Tories will have a free
hand to pick off one section at a
time, handing over public ser-
vices to their friends and finan-
cial backers in the private sector.

Civil Service trade union
activists need to campaign for
such strike action if Market
Testing is to be defeated.
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f By Les Hearn

T HERE CAN be few who
have not heard of the
“gay gene” recently
announced. Let us agree at the
outset that, even if homosexuali-
ty is to any extent genetically
determined, this does not alter
our commitment to the rights of
all, whatever their sexual orien-
tation. Let us also agree,
though, that if homosexual
behaviour is partly genetically
determined, we should not be
frightened to recognise the fact.
Indeed, we should be able to
cope with the knowledge that all
sorts of behaviours may be part-
Iv genetically determined.

Marx felt that Darwin’s theo-
ry of evolution was so important
that he wanted to dedicate Das
Kapital to Darwin. The latter
politely declined. Later on, Dar-
win’s theory was misused to jus-
tify the status quo, both in terms
of class and “race”. In the guise
of “eugenics”, it was also used
as a fig leaf to justify the
oppression of the poor and the
disabled in the USA and the
extermination first of the dis-
abled and later of “inferior
races” in Nazi Germany.

The response of those who saw
themselves as socialists was
variable. Some, in the early part
of our century, supported the
idea of eugenics. In Stalin’s
USSR, Darwinian genetics was
rejected in favour of a more
“proletarian” genetics, with dis-
astrous consequences to agricul-
ture.

Many modern socialists have
reacted against the idea that our
genes can influence our
behaviour and, particularly, our
intelligence. And yet, it is our
genetic make-up which makes us
human. Our closest non-human
relatives, the chimpanzees, have
some 98.4% of their DNA in
common with us and yet a baby
chimpanzee, brought up in
human society, will grow up into
an adult chimpanzee, if some-
what confused.

So what has been clalmed
about the inheritance of homo-
sexuality? Firstly, a statistical
study of the families of 76 gay
men was carried out by Dr.
Dean Hamer and colleagues at
the US National Cancer Insti-
tute, Bethesda, Maryland. They
found that about 13.5% of these
men’s brothers were also gay,
significantly higher than the pro-
portion in the general popula-

INn our genes”?

tion. They also found far more
gay uncles and cousins on the
mother’s side than the father’s.

The implication was that male
homosexuality had an inherited

component, a gene or group of
genes, and that this component
was inherited through the moth-
er. This led Hamer’s group to
look at the X chromosome, a bit
of DNA that men inherit only
from their mothers. They exam-
ined the X chromosomes from
40 pairs of gay brothers and
found that over 80% shared a
length of DNA from one end of
the chromosome, :

Statistically, they say it is
95.5% certain that this sharing
of DNA is linked to the homo-
sexuality of those men. Dr.
Hamer is careful to spell out
what this means and does not
mean. On BBC Radio 4, he stat-
ed, “What we have found is a
linkage between a small region
of one chromosome and sexual
orientation tn men, and what
that suggests is that part of
whether a person is gay or het-
erosexual is influenced by the
genes they inherit. However, we
have not found the gene, which
we don’t think exists, for sexual
orientation. We know there are
some eay men that don’t carry
this regign, and there may be
heterosexual men who do carry
it. So we have found something
that influences sexual orienta-
tion without necessarily deter-
mining it.”

The situation at present is that
there seems to be a genetic link
but that this is not a direct one
(it is also claimed that there is a
genetic link with lesbianism,
which should be passed on in
both the father’s and the moth-
er’s side). We know the answer
is more complex since some peo-
ple have homosexual and hetero-
sexual phases in their lives,
while others are bisexual. The
existence of identical twins with
one gay and one not shows that
some other factors play a part.

There are many questions to
be raised about this research,
not least about the definition of
“homosexual”. Also, the sample
size is very small and the find-
ings have yet to be confirmed.
Whether further research should
be supported is a matter for
debate. The NCI team were
looking at genetic factors in the
types of cancers frequently
found in gay men with HIV,
which seems a legitimate goal.
In any event, we should be able
to accept the truth about the
causes of sexual orientation,
whatever that truth turns out to
be.

e

DsHSS Market Testing: escalate the
dispute through section-wide action

From back page

" a bold and sustained programme

of sttike action will be necessary
to do this,

Yet the leadership of the CPSA
DsHSS SEC, the Militant, who
have everything going for them
on this issue are failing to turn
this dispute into the fight-back
which could pull in other areas of
the union, defeat the Tories and
oust the right-wing “moderate”
leadership of the CPSA from
power.

The “moderates™ are now under
pressure. The DsHSS and Home
Office strikes showed that CPSA
members do not support their
policy of winning in-house bids or
relying on the European law as a

way to circumvent Market Test-
ing.

But the Militant on the DsHSS
SEC refuse to ballot members on
the demand for complete with-
drawal of Market Testing plans
in the DsHSS. They want full
consultation and negotiation with
management on Market Testing;
TUPE (EC law) to apply to all
projects; no worsening of condi-
tions or service to the public;
guaranteed full pension rights; no
compulsory transfers or redun-
dancies. They want Market Test-
ing without attacks on workers
— a contradiction in terms.

They are refusing to push for
all-out action in the DsHSS stat-
ing dogmatically “we can’t win in
the DsHSS alone™.

This argument is a way of

washing their hands of the whole
affair if, at the end of the day, we
don’t win. They will blame the
‘moderates’ for failing to organ-
ise national strike action. Yet this
so-called “Marxist” leadership of
the largest and most active sec-
tion in the CPSA could start the
fight over Market Testing
throughout the union. It is no
coincidence that strike ballots in
the Home Office and the Depart-
ment of Environment followed
soon after the DsHSS ballot.
When Socialist Caucus and
AWL supporters on the SEC put
forward a strategy “for a 3-day
section-wide strike as the next
step to building for all-out strike
action” around the demand for
the withdrawal of Market Test-
ing plans, we were voted down.

The Militant and their friends
voted through a strike whereby
the 3 regions will be balloted for
three separate 2-day strikes over
the August Bank Holiday week
around the same demfinds as 2
July. To ballot regionally rather
than nationally is not an escala-
tion and Militant gave no indica-
tion of where they intend to go
after the August strike.

CPSA members have the
opportunity to-protest at the SEC
strategy and argue for a 3-day
national DsHSS strike at the
Area meetings to be organised
shortly. At these meetings,
CPSA members can give the
DsHSS SEC a clear message —
stop making excuses and get on
with leading a serious fight to
win!




L abour and the unions

Defend
the lINnk!

Support Timex boycott! ...

The Timex strikers in Dundee are still fighting, and still need your support.

CIVIL SERVANTS SA
We can beat

Market Testing!

By Trudy Saunders, CPSA DsHSS SEC

N 2 JULY, 32,000 CPSA and

NUCPS members 1n the DsHSS

(Departments of Health and Social
Security) took strike action against Tory
Market Testing plans for those sections.

The turnout at ballot meetings, the num-
bers voting ‘yes’ and those taking strike
action on the day were unprecedented in the
two unions’ recent histories. 211 DSS Dis-
tricts closed completely on the day. Of the
151 remaining partially or fully open, many
were open for 5 minutes only or were includ-
ed in the figures if the switchboard opened!
Senior management used every trick in the
book to attempt to force workers not to
strike, from threats of sacking to, in one
office, threats of physical violence, . 2,000
DsHSS workers have joined CPSA since the
strike began.

The strike had massive support, which is
unsurprising in view of what Market Testing
means: mass job losses, wage cuts, worse
conditions, loss of pension and redundancy
rights, the smashing up of our unions and
worse service to the public. Yet campaigning
and literature from either the CPSA DsHSS
Section Executive Committee (SEC) which is

dominated by Militant supporters, or the
Militant-controlled CPSA Broad Left was
scanty . The massive ‘yes vote in the CPSA is
clearly partly due to the work Socialist Cau-
cus (the Left grouping in the CPSA) have put
into ringing the alarm bells about Market
Testing through Mark Serwotka’s presiden-
tial campaign which focused on the need for
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national, all-out strike action to defeai mar-
ket testing.

During balloting meetings for the strike it
was clear that DsHSS workers recognise two
crucial points: firstly, the need to defeat
Market Testing outright and, secondly, that

Turn to page 15

e Unite lo beal
sell sackinas,
& 4 sell-offs, cuts

This Monday 19 July the Labour Party National
Executive gave its backing to John Smith's
ridiculously misnamed “compromise”™ on the
trade union-Labour Party link

By Jeremy Corbyn MP

£ £ | DON'T THINK THAT the trade union
connection has ever been the slightest
impediment to people voting Labour.

Let me give the example of Islington North
— our majority has gone up from 5,000 to
13,000 in the last two elections and every single
household has been told several times that the
Labour candidate is not just an active member
of UNISON, formerly NUPE, but sponsored
by them.

Of all the weird and wonderful reasons people
have ever given me for not voting Labour 1 cam
count on the fingers of two hands the number of
times the trade union connection has been
named.

The anti-union “modernisers” are determined
to break the link because they want to pursue a
very right-wing political agenda similar to that
pursued by the French and Spanish Socialist
Parties. -

The right wing are campaigning on the basis
of “One Member One Vote” but that isn’t
what they want. :

If the trade union link is broken, then what
does the Party represent?

It will be a structure in which enormous
power is given to a parliamentary party which
is increasingly setting the agenda. State fund-
ing will have to follow — because there will be
a collapse of membership as the Party ceases
to exist on the ground.

- Meanwhile, those people who are active and

have joined trade unions and believe in a politi-
cal extension of trade unionism will be disen-
franchised.

It will lead to the demise of the Labour Party
as we know it and the break-up of the political
left as an electoral force.

It is an extremely dangerous road to go
down.”

Registered supporters:
a bureaucratic nightmare

The Keep The Link Campaign explains what’s
wrong with it.

(4 R EGISTERED supporters” would

create a second level of Party

membership in which individual
trade unionists got the occasional chance to
take part in a narrowly restricted area of Party
affairs through the medium of postal ballots.

This system cannot work. It will be a tire-
some bureaucratic nightmare and an additional
financial burden which will divert energy away
from the important issues facing trade union-
ists.

There will be a huge problem associated with
constructing an effective and accurate data
base. Post codes, for instance, do not neatly
coincide with constituency boundaries.

It has already been admitted that this system
cannot be in place before the next round of
Parliamentary selections.

What’s more, judged by the low turnouts in
existing Tory-imposed postal ballots the “reg-
istered sympathisers” scheme is unlikely to
increase the participation of trade unionists in
Party affairs.

Collective debate and discussion is definitely
preferable to any otherdorm of decision mak-
ing. Branch meetings provide a sounding board
and allow different views to be aired in a con-
text in which it is possible to create a collective
agreement which can be acted upon. If this role
is taken away it will further undermine the life
of many trade union branches and make much
political discussion purposeless because the
branch will have no way to make its collective
voice heard.

For this reason, we would ask you to vote to
maintain collective trade union decision-mak-
ing in the Labour Party including in the selec-
tion of candidates and the election of the
leadership.

If you want to know more about Keep The
Link or would like a speaker on the issue, write
to: 120 Northcote Road, London E17 TEB.




