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About Socialist Viewpoint

THE growing confusion and crisis of the opportunist
organisations on the British left has created further splits
since our last issue went 1o press,

One has basn among supporters of Socialist Action, a
paper whose line has epitomised a tendency to view
“Marxism’’ as the art of jumping belatedly onto the band-
wagon of struggles already underway, and retailing un-
critically the views and policias of the leaderships of those
struggles. Now a new magazine, fnfernational. has set itself
the task of from these methods.

Tha other split has been the even less likely aruption of
opposition to former General Secretary Gerry Healy from
within the ranks of the Workers Revolutionary Party —
resulting in the sensational revelations of Healy's years of
personal corruption and brutal attacks on women mambers,
together with his expulsion from the WRP. Since Hesly's
reign of seif seaking and intimidation could not have con-
tinued over two and a half decades without the knowledge
and complicity of other leading membaers, his departure has
not been followed by any automatic succession: instead the
WRP remains a potentially healthy ferment of discussion
and investigation of the policies and regime of the Healy
years. As one WRP member put it: *"The Party now has no
estalished politics™. But the task of completing the break
from Healyism to revolutionary Marxism, remains an
onérous one for those who have survived the trauma so far,

The political background to these splits is one of a moun-
ting witch-hunt against the hard laft in the aftermath of the
miners’ defeat and the Kinnock victories delivered by union
block votes at this year's Labour Party Conference. The
Tory govermnment, untroubled by fear of serious TUC op-
position, is forging ahead with its plans to line the pockets
of the rich once again before the next election. It is also us-
ing its massive Parliamentary majority to force through a
deal with the lrish government designed to reduce
dependence on the loyalists while cementing a new alliance
against the republican movemant.

We have articles on major struggles and developments in

the unions, and on the political avolution of Sinn Fein as
shown by its recent Ard Fheis. We also have coverage of
the splits in the WRP and Socialist Action, and an extended
article on the Marxist strategy of Permanent Rovolution — a
concept central to these splits as well az to the debates on
current struggles in Southern Africa and Central Amarica.
International coverage includes more analysis on the South
African struggle and the fight for working class solidarity,
and an assessment of the latest developments in
Nicaragua.

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

With all too litthe clarity on offer from the various
dogmatic left groupings in Britain, we belleve that it is
possible and necessary to combine debate with policy and
programme,

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

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

No. 9. December 1985.
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Tax cutting screws

you up

0K, SO | do tax-cutting now and again. But I'm
not hooked on it. | can stop whenever | want...”"

Like bankrupt addicts craving for a fix, rifling their
mothers’ purses, or stealing on the streets, the Tories are
chucking even capitalist caution to the winds in their
frenzied efforts for tax cuts next year.

To feed their habit, they are spending money snatched
from the unemployed and from pensioners; using money
needed for schools, houses and hospitals (which all cost
more to build and repair the longer they are left); spen-
ding all the billions of North Sea oil revenue; and now
grasping for extra billions from the knock-down sale of
nationalised industries to business friends and com-
petitors. All this to juggle the books, fix the figures, and
make it seem as if the desperate British economy can af-
ford a 5p cut in income tax next year,

Alonside this squalid binge, the Tories have few new
political proposals to put forward. Sunday shopping;
more laws giving more powers for the cops to harass
strikers, demonstrators and youth; and new face-saving
laws against drug pushers are the main items in a thin list
of projects. The Iron Lady has set herself the simple task
of driving the gravy train for the next election, fuelled on
the hot air of racism; “"law and order’’; Victorian **morali-
ty'’; and, of course, anti-union and anti-socialist rhetoric.

The frantic privatisation of everything that moves has
been described by the Earl of Stockton as flogging the
furniture to pay the rent. But it is worse than that:
someatimes you have to pay the rent: nobody has to have
tax cuts. It is more like selling your car seats to buy new
wing mirrors.,

Sociglist Viewpoint No.

The Tories have already presided over what appears to
be a terminal decline of British manufacturing industry —
tumning a £5.5 billion trade surplus on manufacturing
goods in 1980 into a £4 billion deficit by 1984. Between
1980 and 1983 the assets and capacity of manufactur-
ing industry fell by 24%. The production of consumer
goods in Britain is still /ess than it was in 1979. The im-
pact of this on the working class can be seen in the vast,
unchanging dole queues and the smouldering resentment
of our inner cities. The economic cost is over £20 billion
in benefits, lost income and lost production each year.

Mow the Tories aim to offer more of the same medicine
to the state industries — offering them at bargain base-
ment prices to the stock market profiteers, without aven
the pretence that the result might be any improvement or
expansion of the services provided. The first year of the
privatised British Telecom — with its colossal profits and
huge price increases — shows beyond doubt the
miserable prospects for consumers, while workers face a
growing threat to jobs and hard-won conditions.

As we predicted, nothing is on offer to the
unemployed: the Tories have abandoned any pretence of
interest in unemployment. Tax cuts have come and gone
before — but unemployment has climbed relentlessly up-
wards. Anything up to B0% of tax cuts are spent on con-
sumer goods — most of them imported. The Tories'
latest panaceas for unemployment are nothing new — a
£20 a week subsidy to work for Scrooge employers who
pay less than £80 per week; more grants for one-person
businesses; more cuts in wages for the lowest paid to
“price them into a job"’'; and a few million pounds to
boost tourism. A “‘fast food” economy, serving burgers
and shining the shoes of visting tourists seems the best
Thatcher can offer as a hope for the future.

The CBI offers little more: their latest plan sets itsalf
the ambitious target of reducing unemployment to 1
million — over 25 years! Needless to say, there has to be
a catch in such an attractive scheme: wages must be cut
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back. The CBI suggest a ptan: over the next 12 months
wage settlements should be reduced by 2%. The follow-
ing year, reduced by another 2%. And so on...
Presumably at a certain point, workers begin paying the
employers for the privilege of a job!

But it is to the CBI that Roy Hattersley has been turning
in his new broad, popular campaign for the *‘realistic’”’
policies adopted at Bournemouth. Speaking to West
Midlands industrialists, he got to his knees and implored
them to realise that Labour believes in ‘‘the importance
of high profits and the need to make those profits more
acceptable.”

“"Although the government will not listen to industry,
Labour will," he said.

There is no doubt that — on this if nothing else — Hat-
tersley means what he says. The last Labour government
spent far more time listening to the problems of
employers than it ever spent listening to workers: Nail
Kinnock is planning to do exactly the same again.

Small wonder, therefore, that the other prong to the
“Dream Ticket”" offensive is to step up the witch-hunt
against the left within the party. Using Militant as a con-
venient Aunt Sally for this attack, Kinnock is plainly in-
tent upon clearing the decks of all who oppose grovelling
class collaboration,

It is doubtful if he can accomplish the kind of clean
sweep he would wish: for all the retreats since the heacy
left wing resurgence of 1980-81, for all the Livingstone-
style capitulations and careerism, there remains a
substantial body of Labour members and trade unionists
wha have rejected the sordid path of the previous Wilson
governments, and stood firmly to a working class line
through the bitter test of the miners’ strike.

It is vital that the same forces now turn to develop the
necessary political answers to the "‘new realism’ and
the old witch-hunters: it is on their ability to resist
challenge and defeat Kinnock's right wing offensive that
the next ten years of the British workers' movement
depends,

Liverpool: why we
don't blame “Militant”

THERE has never been any love lost between our
magazine and supporters of Militant. We have con-
sistently criticised their role in the Labour Party
Young Socialists, in the unions and in the wider
Labour Party,

But our differences with Militanr are very different in
character from those raised by Neil Kinnock, the Labour
leadership and the trade union bureaucrats whao last
week descended upon the Liverpool councillors, attemp-
ting to bludgeon them into surrender to Tory cash limits.

While Kinnock & Co. attack Militant because they are

fighting the Tories in Liverpool, we disagree with them on
ways of fighting.
. So as the Liverpool situation lumbers towards a final
showdown, with the council due to run out of money
within days of this magazine going to press, we have no
doubts which of the two sides should be supported in
this dispute — no matter how rotten are some of M-
tant’s positions or what stupid tactical moves they may
have made during the struggle.

The fact is that while whole sections of Labour’s *'local
government laft'" has made noises of opposition to
ratecapping and other Tory cuts, made gestures of de-
fiance, and more or less timid efforts to involve the trade
unions in a fight against the government, Liverpool coun-
cil has stuck to a policy of defying cash limits, fighting to
defend jobs and services, and rejecting the universal
fallback of every other struggle — a thumping rate
increase.

In taking this stand, the Liverpoal councillors — not by
any means all of them Militant supporters — have gone
further than any other Council in winning trade union
support and industrial action to back up the fight — and
this despite a savage witch-hunt by NUPE, harassment

from the NUT through the courts, and a barrage of hastile
press propaganda.

The fact is that Liverpool has been left isolated, and
has been driven to the brink of bankruptcy is not the fault
of those who have taken a stand upholding the policies
on which they were elected. It is the outcome of years of
betrayal by ''left’’ councils and the trade union leadership
who have time and again ducked & fight, preferring rate
increases, cuts and job losses to a confrontation with the
governmant.

Liverpool’s struggle took shape during the miners’
strike and ratecapping struggle and might — given a lead
from the public sector unions — have offered a “'second
front’’ of battle against the Tories. Instead the union
leaders preferred to betray both the miners and the local
government workers,

In a complex struggle, involving all the dark mysteries
of local government finance as well as the routine
skulduggery of the Labour and trade union bureuacracy,
it is hard to predict a sequence of events to foliow the
near-certain bankruptcy of the council this week. But it is
clear which side of the barricades we should take.

Against Kinnock's gang of spineless "'New Realists'’,
who raised their ‘dented shield” symbeol of surrender
befare the ratecapping fight even began, and who now
seek to exploit the situation to further their witch-hunt,
socialists must defend those who decided to stand and
fight.

The arguments over Militant's politics, and their tactics
in any given struggle, should rightly take place within the
labour movement as part of a discussion on how to fight
the Tory attack. Those like Kinnock and the soft left who
have already declared their oppaosition to any fight at all
have no valid role in that discussion.

Socialis! Viewpoint No, 9 Decembear 1985 n2




THE single-minded lerocity with
which Social Services Secretary
Morman Fowler is hounding the
ynuné; unemployed who claim
board and I benefil defies
u:nr}r logical explanation.
owlers's aim is to turn claimants

under 26 who seek board and ledging
benefit into permanent nomads, fore-
ing them to move every two, four or
eight weeks in order fo remain
eligible.

® At the end of July these vicious
proposals were ruled unlawful in the
High Court after causing three mon-
ths of chaos and heartbreak among
claimants. But in a characteristic
reprisal against a black couple who
wen a tribunal appeal for increased
benefit following the High Court rul-
ing, Fowler personally intervened to
block the extra cash, threatening
their eviction and the loss of their
MSC training course places.

® A second attempt to smuggle the
proposals through the back deor of
the Commons and Lords statutory in-
struments Committee in October was

rebuffed because of the High Courl

The costs ot
unemployment

HOW much does
unemployment actually cost
each year? Government
figures have not been
published since 1982, so it is
left to outside bodies to make
informed estimates.

One has been produced by professor
Adrian Sinfield and Neil Fraser with
help from BBC North East.

tots up the f as lollows:

@ The direct cost of benalits paid out
is £1.76 billion in unemployment
benefit and £4.6 billion in
supplement and housing benefits,
A ted to add men over 60, Northern
Ire . and redundancy payments
the total comes to £7.4 billion.

# Working on the basis that 3.2
million registersd unemployed must
mean at least 3.6 million out of work
(some of whom do not receive benelits
or do not register). they calculate lost
Income Tax revenues as £5.7 billion.
lost National Insurance at £5.2 billion

and lost indirect taxes from the
reduced spending of the jobless at £1.1
billion.

@ The totals come to a staggering
£20.4 billion each year simply to
sustain the army of unemployed. Even
this leaves out the loss of possible
production and services. and the
increased costs lo local authorities.

Sinfield and Fraser also underline
the ways in which the Tories have
tried to recoup some of this lost money
directly from the unemployed. by:

# Scrapping in 1982 the Earnings-
Related Supplement payable for the
first six months of unemployment.

® Phasing out nddiilnnuT
unemployment benelit payable for
dependent children.

# Taxing unemployment benedil.
But the summer of 1385, therefore.
the Torles had cut £500m from benefit

expenditure. and recouped a
staggering £625m In taxes from the
unemployed — cutting 15% from
spending even while numbers on the

ole have increased by 140%!

Socialist Viewpain! No
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lFowler's stab at
unemployed youth

ruling, Fowler has not yet put the
plans to a vote in Parliament.

® After a third failure, Fowler
resolved to table the regulations for
debate in the Commons later in
Movember — after which they will
come immediately into force.

These and other brutal atiacks on
the unemployed are forging ahead
with little response from the labour
movement. The abysmally publicised
and poorly-organised October 27
TUC demonstration against the
Fowler plans to savage pensions and
the social security system symptomis-
ed the lack of interest of most union
leaders with the problems of
claimants and the jobless, and a
failure to organise more than a tiny
percentage of the millions on the
dole.

A feeble turnout — marked by an
almost complete absence of union
contingents from London itself, and a
purely token presence from the
TGWU and NUPE in pariicular —
was reliaved only by the substantial
columns mobilised by the unlikely
tric of USDAW, the Tailors and Gar-
ment Workers, and the GMEU, and
by large numbers of militant
pensioners.

1f the workers's movement does not
address itself to the problems of the

On the march on Oclober 27




unemployed, recruit and organise
unemployed youth and aduli
workers, the prospects of forging the
necessary alliance against Tory
policies is constantly undermined.
Every union branch, Labour Party
and Trades Council can begin now to
play a role in reversing this situation,
by taking up the fight for the
organisation of the unemployed.
®Damand rule changes where
necessary — or implemen| existing
rules to recruit unemployed workers

al minimal subscriptions with full
rights to speak and vole,

®Launch publicity campaigns,
lealletting, meetings, estate can-
vasses, urging the unemployed to
join appropriale unions, and sug-
gesting items — subsidised travel,
other facilities, campaigns against
harassment, etc., which can be taken
up by the labour movement. Urge the
unemployed to make their own pro-
posals. Go to the unemployed: don't
wail for them to come to the unions!

THE poorest paid workers have
suffered worst under Tory rule.
Latest figures show that since 1979
Ibi: 10% in th nl].m!ha
ttom L] ]
have fallen 5% hhl::rd the 74.6%
increase in prices. These figures
are pre-tax, and ignore the fact
that rising prices hit the low paid
proportionately far harder than
those at the top of the scale.
The top 10% on the other hand

enjoyed rises worth 101.2% over
the same period — 26% above
inflation — and also benefitted
most from the various tax cuts,

Yet it has been the lowest paid
who have suffered most from the
140% rise in unemployment since
1979 and the trebling of youth
unemployment. This gives the lie
once again to the Tory notion that
hig:b wages "price workers out of
a g

Unholy alliance
against Scargill

By ALAN THORNETT

ARTHUR Scargill has been drag-
ged back into couris and forc-
ed {0 purge the NUM's
"contempt” of court because they

refused to accept a High Court -
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ruh'.n? that the miners’ strike was
“unofficial”. It provided the op-
portunity for the Judges to
ridicule the trade union move-
ment and brag about “the rule of
law" being upheld.

But the responsibility for this situa-
tion does not lie with Scargill. He led
the first greal challenge to mass

Perhaps the first attempt
at an objective and
coherent political
analysis of the miners’
strike and its lessons for
the workers' movement.
44 pages, 80p. including
postage. from Socialist
Viewpoint, BCM Bax
3956. London WCIN 3XX,
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unemployment and in the course of it
confronted the full foree of Tory anti-
union legislation. He, like the strik-
ing miners themselves, can hold his
head high in the knowledge that he
fought an uncompromising fight until
the end. He and the miners were
betrayed by the TUC and let down by
those unions best placed to break the
isolation the NUM found itself in a
few months into the strike.

Failure to back the miners, and win
the strike has now linked into a swing
to the rght within the trade union and
labour movement. Neil Kinnock
never misses a chance to altack
Scargill in increasingly vitriolic
terms. Principles are thrown to one
side. The employers and the Govern-
ment offensive against the working
class is forgotien. Everything must be
subordinated to winning the next
election and the road to this is seen as
a wholesale shift 1o the right.

This has led to the increasing isola-
tion of Scargill and the left within the
unions and the TUC. The miners
demonsirated the fighting ability of
the working class and showed that the
Tories can be beaten if a fighting uni-
ty can be forged within the itrade
union movement. But the conclusion
drawn by the vast majority of trade
union leaders is that it was wrong to



#

have fought; that it proves that their
normal policy of compromise was
right all along.

Unfortunately this dangerous doe-
trine is being increasingly accepted
on all levels within the movement.
The Communist Party for example, is
at the centre of it. They talk openly
about the “necessity” of isclating the
“Bannite lefi” in the unions and get-
ting together with groupings like the
Tribuniles and the Labour Co-
ordinating Committee,

The far left, by and large, is not ac-
cepting the argument, but it is con-
ceding the situation. The Socialist
Workers Party has dropped the vic-
timised miners for othar pastures.
The Support Groups have declined,
although deiermined groups of ac-
tiviste keep them going in many
areas, maintaining links with the
NUM and supporting the victimised
miners. Thiz turn away from the
miners by sections of the far left has
made it easier for the right wing to
take the initiative.

Mor is this slide to the right exclud-
ed from the NUM itseli. There, the
“success” of the scab UDM is exag-
gerated by the right wing in order to
put pressure on Scargill. In reality
the UDM has not broken out of the
scab pits and has had a hard job get-
ting a majority in some of those
despile an openly biased media and
the fHull support of the NCB
manipulating the wage review to give
Lynk the advantage.

Deaspite this there is a widespread
movement amongst Area officials and
others to undermine Scargill as Presi-
dent. This was reflected in the NEC
vote to force him into the Court to
purge the "contempt” of the union.

It is important for militant miners to
detend Scargill and defend the NUM
Any move against him would make
conditions in the industry far worse,
and would prolong the vital task of
rebuilding the fighting capacity of
the NUM.

Now the TUC General Council is
preparing a wholesale collapse in
front of the AUEW and the EEPTU
over money for strike ballots withoul
even a recall of the Congress. The
proposal is that the Government send
the money direct to the TUC and they
allocale it to the individual unions
Such a collapse, whilst predictable,
would represent a further substantial
shift to the right.

To combat the retreat, the task of
the militants in the NUM is to rebuild
the fighting capacity of the union,
which means in the short term the
reorganisation of the leli and
developing a fight around the pits
faced with closure. A number of pits
have laken a decision to resist
closure: Mardy and 5t John's in South
Wales, Bold in Lancashire and Dar-
field Main and Fryston in Yorkshire

Maost of these have bequn various
campaigns against closure — appeal-
ing for public support for their cases.

NCEB policy is to offer vast in-
creases in productivity for keeping
the pit open. They have declared that

any pit unable to produce coal for
less than £42 per tonne in the short
term and £38 in the longer term will
be closed. Some pits fall into this trap
by arguing their own potental pro-
fitability and in some cases even of-
fering higher productivity.

Public campaigns are important,
and the conlidence of the miners can
be raised in that way; but no closure

of a pit or a faclory has ever been
ultimately prevented by a public
campaign but only by direct action:
either occupations or strikes.
It is self evident that pits faced with
closure cannot fight against it alone.
Support has to be generated
throughout the coalfield towards a
strike decision of an area conference
when closure decizsions go ahead.
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A new booklet of poems,
prose and drawings by
miners’ children about
the Great Strike of
1984-5 is now available:
proceeds from sales go
to Women Against Pit
Closures. The booklet is
£1.50 plus postage from
MUTG, 10, West Bank,
London N16 5DG.

(Cheques payable to
“More Valuable Than
Gold").
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Reviving struggle in

Yorkshire

By PAUL HUBERT

ALTHOUGH it is now nearly 9
months since the end of the
miners’ sirike, in Yorkshire it
continues to reverberate. The

programme of pit closures
about which Arthur Scargill

warned has advanced. if not at
the speed at which it would
have done without the strike.

Unfortunately at Corton Weod. the pit
where the strike began. the NUM lodge
became demoralised and the pit is now
shul and ot other pits miners have fali
that it was impossible to avoid con-
ceding redundancies. It's no longer
front page news — but every more
miners are gong out of the gate for the
last time,

In this gleomy picture there are one
or two bright spots. Darfleld Main, one
utﬂ;?piumlhr-u!lmd,hmihnuhn.—
tre of a strong campaign. Frysion in t
North anhiir- area have recently
voted to contest the closure of their pit.
And although the level of activity is by
no means so high. some of the Women's
Support Groups and other or
tions which came out of the are
still very active.

The Miners Campaign Group ‘85 is
one such ion. Based in the
North Yorkshire and Barnsley areas. it
has been maintaining the links bet-
ween militants in different plts which
were | during the strike. As many
of the § tlmoﬁiduhhmhmm
secretive and burecucratic since the
decline of the sirike, the flow of infor-
mation between different pits and areas
through such unolficial channels is
vital and has enabled the rank and file

meetings and demonstrations through
laaflets. The Group leailetted the TUC
Congress over the amnesty lssue.
At the time even militant
‘branches fighting the closure of their
own pit can have few [llusions that an
all-out sirike could start in the some
way it did before. This hos led some to
hope that it Is possible o win something

. with the promise that the pit hes
years of coal left.

another pit. Wheldale, whers it has
been acce that the future is shorter.
Yet Whe is not currenily threcien-

ed with closure. The determination of
the board 1o see Fryston closed means
that the review Ernc.dm will be ig-
nored il that is all that stands between
the pit and closure.

The reason for NCB hostility agoinst
Fryston is that It wos a hotbed of

coalfield

militancy during the strike. In many
other pits even “lelt” leaders wers o
reln on militancy. For example,
|h-wh|;u in the Hnﬂt.‘fmhhhn area is
Eellingley. one of the largest pits in
Europe. It hos Communist P
members in the branch leadership an
by the end of the sirike there ware 1,000
men scabbing. part of the reason lor
which was that the officials gave the
activists the runaround.

At Fryston the leadership really acted
as a leadership. The branch president,
Roy Wright, did time in jail for his pains
as the victim of o nationally publicised
frame-up.

A scab ai Fryston called Michael Flet-
cher was beaten up. Twenty-eight
m.i:m from the bronch faced s
and special measures designed to take
them out of the struggle. First came
time on remand in and then exile.
Roy Wright was lorced to live In
Southport while others were seni o

OXFORD & The MINERS
STRIKE: an account of the

work and political discussions
of the Oxford Miners' Support
Group.

publications, 35, Osler Road,
Headington, Oxford.
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£3.50 plus postage from MSG 'i-.

passes for @ normal after such a
disruption.

As in mony other “riot” tricls the
charges for lack of evidence
when belore a court —
but by then they had served the pur.
poee of ing militants out the
siruggle until the sirike was over. Even’
he two whe were found guilty of cous-

organise pickeis in suppori of the
miners ot ‘clh. At first our
“friendly. tome” est  Yorkshire

wo were students. As one of them witti-
ly put It belore driving us off to the
police station. "Police 4 - Students Nil”.

fore we were relased we were all
charged with “threatening . insulting or

a police officer in the course of his duty
whille | was charged with 3 assoulis
and criminal demage to e police
raincoat

The police story was so broudulent
that Wetherby magistrotes were unahble
to swallow it all and settled when the
d-day trial drew 1o an end for 3 convic-
tions on the breach of the peace
charges. With two ofthe others [ wos lin-
od £125 and bound over for a year.

Hopetully few peopls in the Labour
Party accept the case for pit closures.

owever, my own cose has given me an
even stranger fealing about the necessi-
ty for continuing to press the case for an
amnesty ond reimbursement of the
miners and their union,




Welsh quarry strikers
revive spirit oif 1900

FIVE months after striking coal
miners returned to work in

Clwyd, slate quarry workers in
nnﬁhﬂuﬂng Gwynedd came
out on strike and have been out
for 4 months.

The dispute, in the Blaenau Flestiniog
area, involves T&GWU  workers,
employed by three differen! companies
uan was sparked off by attempis by the
management of one of them, the Flestiniog
Slate Co., o end bonus payments, This
wounld have meant a loss of between
£26.30 a week in wages for the
guarryworkers

As a result of thess attempis workers
from all three companies decided that
from 18 August they would werk lo rule.
This action led to directors in one of the
companies, Cwi y Bagail, sending the men
home. Members from the other two com-
panies walked out in sympathy. A ballot
later volsd unanimously to continue the
atrike,

The struggle has been maintained with
the support of the Blasnau Flestiniog com-
munity and its efforts to appeal lor help
from elsewhere. This support is needed,
since it ook George Wright, the Welsh
TEWU's version of Gavin Laird, over 5
weaeks to recognise the dispule as official.
The continuation of the strike has many
advantages which the North Wales miners
did not have — [irstly most of the quar-
ryworkers live in the small area of Blainau
— they are therelore not isclated during
the strike, Secondly, workers in the
Gwynedd slate industry are both aware
and proud of thelr history of militaney (for

"'-"'il‘q':l B
‘o WREXH

By YVONNE CONWAY

example, neither strikers nor scabs have
been forgotten from the greal 3 year sirike
of Bethesda quarrymen in 1900-03). At a
recent rally for the strikers, a number of
refarences ware made to the 1900 strike.

A Blaenau Women's Support Group has
been set up — mainly consisting of wives
and pariners of the strikers but also of
women who were in the Blasnau Miners'
Support Group. They, along with the
strike committes, have appealled for and
found support from a number of sources:
South Wales miners, whom they supported
during their recent strike; from North
Wales Miners' Support Groups; the
Labour Party (though interestingly
encugh nof from the local Labour Party
branch); from Welsh republicans; from
other individual trade unionists and from
students in the Gwynedd area.

But support from TGWU officials in
Wales as a whole has been very poor. For
a:a.msh net one single TG official in
Clwyd has so much as publicised the slate
workers' case, much less given concrete
suppaort.

The most hard-nosed, fiercely anti-irade
union bess in the dispute, E, Williams,
who has so far even refused to speak to the
girikers, is an active member of Flaid
Cymru. Letters from Dafydd Ellis Thomas,
Plaid's President, to Williams have as yet
received no reply. The strikers’ determina-
tion to continue their struggle, despite dif-
ficulties, stems from a fear that if they give
in to a loss of bonus payments, it will open
the flood gates to a continued worsening of

their working conditions and an assault on
unjon rights.

Wrexhom demonstration fe support the Gwynedd strikers
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They are only too aware of how bravely
and bitterly fought w?f battle to win
union recognition and” improvements in
the guarries’ working cun&.hnm. It took
three major strikes, including the 3 year
stoppage al Bethesda, to gain the right io
be trade union members, against ruthless
bosses and despite a wery conservalive
leadership of the old North Wales Quar-
rymen's Union.

Indeed the parallels with earlier strug-
gles in the guarries are very striking.
Those struggles took place in a climate
where the fear ol unemployment loomed
large and was a powerful weapon for the
bosses.

Alter the end of the union recognition
struggles of 1874-1903, the workiorce had
dropped from 16,000 in 1898 to 8,000 by
1914. Also it was other trade unionists and
the community who sustained those sirikes
— not the union leaderships. A huge total
for those days of £3,921 was collected in
the Welsh communities at home and in
America lor the union recognition strug-
gles. Bome of this was donated to South
Wales miners then on strike.

This connection still exists today.

Whilst the wearly struggles are
ramembered, the quarry workers have no
intention of reliving the agonies of work-
ing in 19th cenulry conditions. The con-
tinued support by other warkers is vital for
the continuation of the strike, as is
pressure on TGWU officials in particular
to spread support for the strike throughout
the union,

Donations and messages of support can
be sent to:

Flestinicg Quarrymen's Dispute Fund,
TGWU District Office, 17, Segontium Ter-
race, Caemarfon, Gwynedd




Keith Joseph shuffles
the Burnham pack

RECENTLY there have been
several significant develop-
ments in the teachers pay
campaign.

Teachers pay is negotiated through
the Burnham Committes — a body
made up of representatives of local
authoritles, the DES, and the
teaching unions. The union side is
known as the teachers panel, and
representation is supposely based on
membership figures for each associa-
tion. The allocation of seats on the
panel lies with the DES and its
minister, Sir Kaith Joseph.

Joseph has used a change In
membership numbers to remove the
majority of the largest teachers
union, the NUT. The NUT has been
seen as the most "militant” in this
year's salaries campaign, Although
the NUT is still the largest teaching
union, it no longer has an overall ma-
jority of teachers in England and
Wales,

The Burnham Teachers Panel now
consists of 13 NUT representatives, 7
NAS/UWT, 4 AMMA, 2 NAHT, 1
SHA, 1 PAT. NATFHE previously
had one voting seat, but have now
bean reduced (o non voling
“obsarver status’,

The Headteachers assoclations are
over-represented on the pansl in
relation to their membership figures.
If the NUT had the same representa-
tion proportionally as the SHA, there
would be 54 NUT representatives on
the committeel

Joseph if indeed fortunate: how
many other industries or professions

. allow management to select who they
wish to negotiate with — especially
half way through a =et of
negotiations!

The re-allocation of seats has,
however, saved the NUT leadership’s
bacon. The NUT's campaign, far from
being “militant” has., by and large,
been weak, disjointed and far behind
the rising milllancy of its
membership.

Oin the positive side, the campaign
haz seen the demand of "no day, no
cover’ implemented (refusing fto
substitule, or cover, for colleagues on
the first day they are absent), and
gtrike action has taken place without
strike pay (or "sustentation”. By rule,
the Nfﬁ' has to pay full strike pay
wheén members are called out.
Serious national action — or even
protracted local action in several
areas — becomes a massive drain on
a sirike fund which has been "raided”

By JIM TURNER

Marches — no substitule for all-out aclion

time and fime again for other pur-
poses by the NUT MNational Ex-
ecutive.) Both these steps have been
in response to massive pressure from
the membership, and reflect the cam-
paign waged by the left in the NUT
over the last 15 years,

Indeed the "militancy” of the NUT
leadership is almost entirely im-
aginery, and has been bullt up by the
press. 1hey have described the NUT
as the "NUM of the teaching profes-
gion’ and even compared its General
Secretary, Fred larvis, as being the
disputa’s Arthur Scargilll

With the re-allocation of Burnham
teachers’ panel seats, and loss of
direct control, the NUT leadership
can engage In its traditional pursult
— pinning the blame on someocne
else.

In this instance the NAS/UWT (Na-
ticnal Association of

Schoolmasters/Union of Wemen

Teachers — the smaller TUC af-
filiated teaching unlon) have conve-
niently obliged by deciding to ballat

on acceptance of an "interim” settle-
ment for 1985, while dacla.rin? their
intention to fight for a 35% in-
crease, .. next year!

This will come as no surprise fo
most teachers, The NAS/TTWT
leaders have shown a willingness

throughoul the campaign to trade off
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conditions of service against a pay in-
crease, and have, il anz'lhlnq. shown
aven less of a desire lor a genuine
campaign than the NUT leadership.

Whilst the NAS/UWT leaders pay
lip service to the restoration of
Houghton pay levels astablished in
the mid 1970s (teachers’ salaries have
dropped by 34% over the last ten
years), they have never accepted that
restoration should be on present con-
ditions of service. In essence they
agres with more work for a Houghton
pay level. Their "interim" sstilement
foole no one, least of all the
employers. The NAS/UWT pesition
meraly signals to the employers that
they can conlinue to make pay offers
around the rte of inflation (or just
below!) and have them accepted.
Talk of restoring Houghton levels
becomes just that — talk.

All the signals are that the NUT and
HNAS/UWT lesaderships are prepared
tor a war of words over the settlement
— & tactic guaranteed lo set the
respective memberships al each
others throats, rather than at the
employers, or the respective uniocn
leaderships!

The NUT must reject the moves for
gettlement from other associations on
the teachers panel, and step up its
action.

NAS/UWT members should vote to
reject the position pul by their
leadership — a betyrayal of the last
nine months action and the principles
behind it. If NUT members also reject
the crude membership war which Jar-
vis seems infent on carrying out, the
basis still exists for active unity of the
rank and file of both unions.

Valuable lessons could be learned
from this. A debate has recently bean
initiated in the journal of the Socialist
Teachers' Alliance, Socialist
Teacher, around the guestion of a
single TUC-affiliated union for
teachers. Ken Jones, an STA member
who is also a member of the NUT Na-
Hional Executive, arques that changes
in the nature of the teaching force
and the loss of the NUT’s overall ma-
jority on Burnham makes this unity a
necessi

This ?Iebate can lake in a long
needed discussion on the nature of
the Burnham Commitlee itself,

It iz clearly Imporiant to maintain
the principle of national negotiations
— but now more than ever {and nol
beiore time) teachers are questioning
the Burnham struchire, and the
authority of the D.E.S. to determine
who it negoliates with.



By JACK SHARPLES

THE owner of the Silentnight
bedding firm, Mr Tom Clarke,
has a shareholding worth over
£7m and personal wealth ex-
ceeding £50m. He started up in
business on his demob pay.
making matresses in his front
room and eventually built up a
large factory in Barnoldswick.

Lancs., and has since expanded ,

by buying up other companies.
When Mrs Tﬁ::tchnr visited the
Silentnight showrooms about 15
months ago she christened
Clarke l'ig Wonderful”, ex-
pressing her admiration for the
man and holding him up as an
example to the rest of British
industry.

Just why she thinks he is so
wonderful has become clear.
About three years ago Clarke
told the local press that he had
the best workforce in the coun-
try. This was part of an article
reporting yet another record-
breaking profit by Silentnight.
That same workiforce has now
been sacked.

The turnover of workers has
been very low in that intervening
period. The only difference is that
the workforce has now become
unionised.

Historically, the annual pay
rise at the Silentnight factory in
Bamnoldwick has since 1978 been

Bed firm
workers

wake up
o union

struggle

=

17 .
iI
|!!

workers

accompanied by a change in job
values which has virtually wiped
out the cost of the pay rises. After
such a rate cutting exercise in
February 1984 the worklorce
decided as a body that for once
they were not going to accept,
and a walkou! resulted. On the
morning of the walkout there were
about 20 members of FTAT (Fur-
niture, Timber and Allied Trades
Union) at the factory. By the end
of the day there were over 600,
and Barnoldswick has been
unionised ever since.

The current dispute has arisen
because of management's desire
{or a confrontation. In December
1984, 88 employees were
declared redundant. At the
beginning of 1985 the Company
gave a guarantee that no further
jobs would be lost if the workers
accepted a postponement of their
nationally negotiated wage in-

crease for a period of three or
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four months. The workers agreed
— yet just 8 weeks later, another
52 redundancies were announc-

ed. As the management had
reneged on their side of the
bargain, the workers pressed for
the implementation of the pay
award,]':i‘ha management refused.

Tom Clarke sacked the manager who
had made the “no redundancies” deal and
offered an increase to be ofiset against
bonus earnings so that it only applied in
respect to time-rale working. As most
Silentnight workers are payment-by-result
workers, the effect was thal the majority
would get litile or no increase al all. A
secret ballot was hald on industrial action
and resulied in a 354-203 majority in
favour of a work to rule. The workers in
one department were then suspended and
en June 10 the remainder took strike action
in support of those members. On July 22,
523 workers were sacked!

The Silentnight workers are very bitter
about the way in which management tried
to dupe them. They were not a political
workiorce and they were in good faith at-
tempting to “"help the company out” by
foregoing thelr pay rise. They now know
that this was wrong. People like Tom




Clarke use the workers to push through This strike is a major political battle. The lecting funds for the strike committes. Shae

nol only more profits for themselves but
alzo the Tory dream of lower wages for all
workers,

This week CBI leader Sir Terence
Beckett made a vicious atlack an the work-
ing class and told employars not to award
annual pay rises, saying that they should
implement the old Yorkshire saying of
“nowt for nowt”. Of course at the same
time these very same employers modelled
on Tom Clarke will be speeding up line
rates and pushing for more productivity.

The American model of wages and work
is rapidly being pushed for hers in Britain.
In wages are cften negotiated on.
ly every three or lour years and now the
negotiations are about how little will be cut
rather than how much more workers will
gel. Relative to the price of capital costs
American wages were 37% lower in 1983
ithh“ they were in 1972, Pruﬁhhuw;rnd

& major companies continue to rise. 'om
Clarke is no ordinary small business per-
son. He is a lsading Tory backed by the
Tories and determined to smash the work-
ing class.

Although Silentnight have a major in-
fluence in the National Bedding Federa-
mtb- mdlli?m“! refused to use the

lished utes procedurs as specified
in Clause 24 of the National Labour
Agreement of the Bedding and Mattress
Manufacturing Trade. After two abortive
meelings with representatives of ACAS
the company have refused to accept any
form of conciliation and arbitration.
Almost six months later the sirike still
continues.

Tom Clarke has, on numerous coca-
sions, let it be known that he is anti-union,
His action even led to him being removed
by the pelice for provocative behaviour
after he made abusive gestures to pickets
at the factory gate. Mr Clarke is, inciden-
tally, Chair of the Jocal Conservative Par-
ty! Since the sirike began, profits have
ﬂn;md from £5.2 million 1o £1.5m, yet
di Is have remained the same at
£1.2m — of which the Clarke family have
claimed £644,771. This sum alone is thres
times the cost of the union pay claim!

On the “Diverse HReporis” proramme
featuring the sirike, shop steward Janet
Seymour was quoted as saying “Clarke
and MacGregor are Maggie tcher's
knife and fork! She moves her arms and

carve us up!” This analogy with the

miners’ ﬁpu te is further stengthened by
r:n:‘ v ence which has recently
suriaci B

" _In 1979, Ken Murray, then the Joint
Group Manager for Silnn!mgt Holdings
Lid, wrote to the Tary MP for Pendle, John
Les. His lofter raads:

"One thing [ would like 1o coment on

is the t lock of in
withdmlngm ents to the §
ol strikers... lack of finance

available to the fomilies of moderates
would help stitfen their resclve to get
E to work and inﬂnlnuhih;‘r
tants ... from a strategic point
mwlhhpﬂﬁ:ulwmnmidvuy
well be taken sarlier rather than later.”
lohn Lee replied:
"You're absolutely right. we must
maore controversial

ment... | take your
withdrawal of payments to the fomilies
strikars.”

of e

John Lee, lormerly parliamentary con-
sultant to the National f:ddm Foderation
and now an Under Secretary for Defence,
owns 2,000 shares in Silentnight. The
workers have asked for his help, buot, nol
surprisingly, none was fortheoming.

dispute over pay rises is no longer impor-
tant. It is now about the right to belong 1o a
trade union md&hm raflected mmthé
unanimous votes of support passed at
and Labour Party Conferences. However,
FTAT officials have tried hard to contain
the strike (o avoid any danger of confran-
li.u# the anti-trade union legislation.
evertheless, boyeofting of Silentnight
products has oocurred at Hull and other
ports especially in Ireland.The Co-op,
who are the customers for Silent-
night beds, have frozen orders. Such
darity acticn is beginning to bile hard
bui&:uﬁon needs lo be extended. F;;w
of stikers are experienced trade
unionists and it has taken time for the
l;ﬁ:lim af Ihnhiu&mﬁm dﬁu.n.[vr “I: to
me apparent. it was only when
local “Militant" su started produoc-
ing a weakly b that the umnion
respanded with information of ils ewn. No
mass meetings have been held for months
but the workers remain firm and continus
to develop links throughout the country by
extensive speaking tours.

The strike has catapulted the workers
overnight into ﬂuﬂ}:oh‘.uul arena. They
have taken many of the parallels of the
miners’ strike and used them. A Women's
Su Group has been set up in Bar-
o and Sutton lo support both the
women strikers and the partners of male
strikers. For mast of the women involved it
is %:z first industrial ml'ﬂ

support group is Very impor-
tant because the strikers are mainly men ({ ]
reflection of the make up of the worklorce)
and without the support of other women
the women strikers could easily be left to
take & back seat. One of the i
ligures in the strike, Janet Seymour, has
travelled all over the country talking at
meatings, g support fram
Labour peliticians at Conference, and rol-

....l...l‘.l..l'-.l.-i-!-'I"'-CQ

Hands off

says that she never dreamed a year ago
that she would be doing this,

Another woman who came down to Lan-
don to address somae mestings had never
been out of Lancashire before! There ars
some forms of communal childcars which
have started since the strike and which
have bagun to allow both men and womes
to fit in their domestic chores with their
picket duties.

As is always the case when women take
strike action there are also problems with

man who are not used to their partners
not being I‘]umandt]mmﬂlnulbning
cocked! The women are working these
things out together and are i
that come what may they will not abandon
the strike.

The Asian werkers are also now working
with a number of black activists in Londan
and this marks a big step forward in terms
of the paltics of the strike,

However, the silence from the trade
union and Labour Party bureavcracy re-
mains. After the deleat of the miners’
strike, the last thing that Willis, Kinnock
and their friends wan! is class confronta-
Yion against one of Maggie's boot-boys. &
victory at Silentnight would, however, be
4 massive morale booster for trade
unionisis everywhere.

Oanly if the support, both financial and
physical, is stepped up can this ha pen.
This strike has many similarities io run-
wick and even the NGA dispute at Warr-
ington. The FTAT leadership nesds io be
forced to mobilise the same sort of support
that thoss disputes received, The right to
belong 1o a trade union is what is at stake
udmummbaqmapiad for the
isolation of the Silentnight strikers.

L‘:o;aticuns of food and money should be
sent to:

Cravendale Branch 02 Strike Fund, ¢/o
Ann King, 10 Rainhall Crescent, Bar-
noldswick, Colne, Lancashire.

Guillermo Lora!

VETERAN Bolivien T

Guillermo Lora has fallen vic-
tim of the country’s si arly
anti-democratic elect laws.

For the July general elections the
Bolivian National Electoral Court
decided that any parties receiving
less than 50.000 votes would be
liable to a fine of USS7,000.

The court was controlled by
former military dictator Hugo
Banzer and the man who has since
becomea w-nt. Victor Pazx
Estenssoro e bourgeois Revelu-
tionary Nationalist Movement
(MNR): they were at the time
predicted to be the two front run-

ners in the poll.

Lora however stood as den-
tial condidate on bel of the
Workers  Revolutionary

e G e e i

revo propa

and exposure of the ﬂacturﬂw

He received less than 50.000 votes,
The Paz Estenssoro government,

Socialist Viewpaint No. 9 December 1985 pib

mil repression and the ar-
br:ﬂulmfllzuun#ufwhuurd

Lora has been si led out for legal
action. with ﬁ- t
demanding he pay the §7.000.

The lounched an inter-
national to raise this sum of
money. w is enormous in the

to: Juan Pablo Bacherer, c/o G.
Béhrt, Vaktarsatan 30-D, 754 22 Up-
psala, Sweden.



——— South Africa

Why Thatcher backs

AS WE went to press last month
Commonwealth leaders were
confidently predicted to be
press-ganging Thatcher into
sanctions — or forging ahead
regardless.

The result o course was very diflerent:
far from being dragged along by the team
of horses, Thatcher dug in her hesls and
pulled them back in her direction — ex-
ploiting the fact that without British sup
port any package of Commonwealth sanc
tiona against South Africa would be an ob-
vious farce

A swaggering 'E':“.ufc'l'w-r boasted that
“They've joined me now,” and that she had
tiny tiny bit.” The "sanc
licne” decided upon were irrelevan! and
insignificant: and she went fur
nouncing that whalever happens

o

next six hs belore the
T I will Il opposs
tions then.

Why has she taken such a

nd in

opposition 1o
sanctions? The answer
0,000

= ]

gn :'|'r""}- ments in Sc

indirect

Exports

{ Trade with

South African trade

ndustrial

COunNineEs

in deciding the attitude of a Kinnock
government if it came to the crunch,

Small wonder Thatcher now danies that
apartheid is to blame for the violent strug-
gles in South Alrica and seeks o em-
phasise the nit-picking “relorms” carried
out by the Botha regime!

Small wonder she and Sir Geoffrey
Howe have taken up the demand that while
guns down defenceless children
and workers on the streets
! 'ramns and teargas, the

Bt
oothng

snce”

commitments
several i
ambanrgoes and

ol meaningless
from Massau is quite long
terate axisting UN

ban on new
South Alrica — but
are private bank loans any
British banks will remain cent
@ Take "what action may be possible” to
stop the import of Krugerrands.
® No government ru..rhtu]_ iC
stons fo South Alrica — while missions
will 90 ahead (including one from Leeds).
® A ban on the sale of compuler equip
suitable for military or police use in
Alrica — yet much of this has alrady
supplied by British firms
® A ban on export of nucle
and technology.

in whnich

al.

B TS

Imports
{OECD)
1983}

Britain 213
16.8%

Gr-rrr'.;qn'\_w
Japan 19.4
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@ A ban on the sale and export of cil.

®An embargo on imports of arms a
military equipment from South Alrica

® An embargo on all miltary cooperation
with South Africa.

Thatcher’s "liny, tiny’
3an s were welcomed by Nedl E
bul condemned as Inadequate
Liberals and by the SDP
Within days of the announcements
South Alrican regime had thumbed
nose  to Commonwealth |eaders
signalled its preciat i Thatech
stand by r‘:'i“‘:’:thn'j’ the dictatoria
emergency restrictions o cover one t
of South Africa’s population, and |m]:»c=
ing rigid press censorship on reportage of
black struggles.

To imagine that Thatcher's unyieldi
stance in defence of the profits of Brit
bankers and multinaticnals will be altered
by petitions, protests and pressure politics
would clearly be naive in the extreme. As
da CGI'I-N:EDUHILY imperialisi government the
Tories are defending their system in the
old fashioned way

The British workers' movement,
however, has the power and the possibility
to take action that could cut the flow of
tracde and lend direct solidarity to the
struggles of their black brothers and
gisters in South Africa.

ol

COnCesslong




== South Africa

Link the struggles

against Bothal

Recession raises

struggle for jobs

and wages

A DEEP economic recession is

now pl a role in the
escalation the crisis of the
apartheid regime in South
Alrica.

Unemploymenl has more than

doubjed in twelve months; the rand is
low in value against other currencies;
inflation is eroding already pitiful pay
packets; and the prolite of retailers
and consumer goods firms are plung-
ing, while interest rates remain high.

The consequence s that the
economic demands of South Africa’s
black working class must increasing-
Iv merge with the mass demands for
sweeping democratic changes to
break down the racist apartheid state.

So far the mass struggles on the
streats against Botha's hired killers
have remained largely isolated from
large-scale industrial action. The re-
cent miners’ strike was deliberately
restricted by union leaders to a
wages-only struggle, and confined o
only a handhul of “selected” mines —
a suicidal tactic which brought
predictable selbacks to the militants
who came out on strike,

Elsewhere, with the exception of
the massive 2-day general strike by
up to | million workers in the Vaal
triangle area last winter, the unions
have in general held back irom using
their industrial strength to support
mase mobilizalions on democratic
demands and against repression

But the explosion of struggle in
Movember at the giani Baragwanath
Hespital in Soweto, in which palice
arrested 600 siriking ancillary
workers (only to provoke supporting
strike action by B0 student nurses)
has once again shown the integral
link belween Teconomic” and
“"democratic” demands in the
represaive South Alrican state.

The ancillary statf came oul on
girike lor a pay increase — they have
not had a rise since 1983. When they

ir
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were subjectad o mass arrest, and an
Bpm curfew was imposed upon nurs-
ing stalf to contain the situalion, hun-
dreds of nurse? demonsirated. When
baton-charged by cops, they
counter-attacked and drove back the
polics|

The student nurses then refused to
work or attend classes: they are also
demanding the recognition of their
union, the Health Workers Associa-
tion, and the ancillary workers’
unjon, the General and Allied
Workers Union (GAWU). Manage-
ment immediately announced the
gacking of all 1,800 strikers — but the
nurses refused to accept pay-off che-
gues. Ancillary workers were march-
ed off the premises al gunpaint by
police, while troops were brought in-
to cover the work of sirikers

In a country where a simple pay
claim can explode this easily into a
full confrontation with the armed
bodies of the state, there can be no
separation of democratic and
aconomic demands.

Certainly the Botha regime sees the
coennection between these elements of
the black struggle, It is to defend the
whale basis of profits of South African
industry as much az any ideclogical
tenets of apartheid that the brutal
powers of the stale are being so
ruthlesaly deployed.

It will take more than leebls at
templs at "diplomatic” pressure from
the imperialist countries and
bourgecis black Africa to change
Botha's course. Since the pathetlic
gesture of the Nassau Comonwealth
canference, he has substantially ex
tended the repressive measures of the
state of emergency to include Cape
Town and seven surrounding areas
the dictatorial emergency powers
now cover over 9 milllon people
one third of South Africa’s




——
S ——

South Africa

population.

To wield the whip more effectively,
the police force is to raise its strength
by anocther 11,000 — nearly 20%
Thiz is their answer to the recognition
from General Wandrag, the coun-
try's chief counter-insurgency com-
mander that the situation iz close to
sliping out of control:

"Even those people we used fo ba
able to rely on have dwindled."”

(General Wandrag, like many of the
regime's spokespersons, blames this
erosion of the authority of the state
upcn the media exposure of police
violence:

“"Rioters are seen as innocent vic-
tima of a brutal police and army,” he
complained to a security conference
in Johannesburg.

With the death toll of black youth
and workers gunned down by cops
rising steadily day by day, Botha's
answer lo this problem was to clamp
down on press — and particular]
television coverage., This
transparent attempt to turn the lights
out on the brutality was mel by a
predictably weak-hearted response
trom those who have argued that

Botha s taking steps lowards
"reform”
More courage was shown |In

challenging Botha's clampdown by
the South Alrican editor ol the Cape
Times (who risked a heavy jail
sentence by publishing an interview
with ANC leader Oliver Tambe) than
by any of the Western news agencies.

Of course the muzzling of televi-
gion coverage has not ended the

violence of Botha's cops and soldiers,
whose tally of school students and
young workers has steadily risen.

Significantly, the more blatant am-
bush and slaughter of stone-throwing
children (a few days after the Nassau
deal) followed the first major Incur-
sions of the black struggle into the
white shopping areas of Johan-
nesburg — in the wave of anger at the
axacution of pro-ANC poet Benjamin
Moloise,

Az he steps up the bloodshed and
reveals more of the as yet unused
potential repressive power of the
South African state, Botha has to act
more firmly than ever to suppress
dissident currents among hie lormer
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su%par‘terﬂ.

is regime has been more and
more stridently denocunced by
business leaders. Now even leaders of
the Dutch Relormed Church have
had to be bludgeoned out of a plann
ed trip to meet ANC leaders by theats
o withdraw their passports.

Passports of students from the
{ormer orthodox Afrikaaner hotbed of
Stellenbosch  Uriversity were con-
fiscated alter they, too, planned to
meat the ANC.

Botha's motives are clear: only by
preventing direct discussions and in-
formation about the ANC can he sus-
tain his Cold War propaganda myth
that they are a bunch of red revolu-
ticnaries, and thus reinforce the
hostility of white South Africans o

any kind ol negotiations or
compromise.
The reality — as the Cape Times

interview and many others with ANC
leader Oliver Tambo have shown —
is very dilferent. The ANC's political
perspective is restricted to achieving
a democratic reform of South African
capitalism.

Tambeo told the Cape Times that
like many reformist prgrammes, the
ANC Freedom Charter enviseages
that:

“the state would control some of the
industries, sclely with a view to en-
suring an equitable distribution of the
wealth that we have.”

He admited that even the business
leaders who met the ANC accept that
there should be some redistribution
of wealth, and then stressed that the
ANC programme would refoin
capitalizm in South Alrica:

"It would be a mixed economy. But
there would be private ownership,
there would be levels of private enter-
prise and it would all be geared to the
gituation that obtains at the time."

Hoy Hatiersley could well make
similar statements. The ANC, for all
its talk of armed struggle, seeks to
reform rather than smash the apar
theid capitalist state machine in
South Africa. Its deliberate separa-
tien of apartheid from the question of
capitalist rule & no accident: it
chimes in exactly with the white

Pds b — AR
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"liberals", whose Progressive
Federal Party is best known in the
form of MP Helen Susman. Her view
is that:

"The fact that young blacks taday
believe that apartheid and capitalism
go hand In hand I8 of course a
misconception.”

Botha knows better. And Botha e
also under pressure from the far
right, who are alarmed by even the
tokenistic relorms that have been
made so far, and who made signifi-
cant gains in the recent by-elections.
This reactionary pressure makes it
even more likely that polioe viclence
will continue at its present high
levels, and escalate further for every
black mobilisation which reaches into
“while" areas,

Instead of the fragmentation of the
struggle, and the separation of the
trade unions from the fight for
democratic rights, South Alfrican
blacks need to find ways of linking
the community organisations,
students’ unions, trade unions and all
political erganisations committed to
tight the apartheid regime in councils
o?m:ﬁr:m in each locality.

Such jeint bodies would in many
cages necessarily be
because of the emergency regula

“tions, but, a8 Solidarnose showed in
Poland, under conditions of mass
revoll they can still be built.

They would offer the best forum to
thrash out a programme of demands
linking the democratic issues in each
area with immediate economic
demandes — taking up local issues on
housing, rents, transport, unemploy-
ment, wages, redundancies and all
other questions affecting the black
communities. The recent develop
ment of student struggles — turning
from school boyeolls to school oc
cupatrons — could also be linked to

community mobilisations through
councils of action. :
Maanwhile the growing tide of

police viclence is finding only spon-
taneous flurries of retaliation from a
largely delenceless black population,
Despite ANC talk of launching armed
struggle. their record over the past
year suggests that they still see thiz as

clandestine

a few lsolated hercic acte by a small
minority of trained cadres — and not
the systemalic organisation of self
delence by the mass movement of
black workers

It 1= difficult to prescribe precisely
the lorms and methods that are possi-
ble under the varied conditions of
repression. But the move to prepare a
warkédrs' militia io delend the
townships and workplaces against the
raids of police and army is a crucial
imsue ff the power of Botha's state
machine is to be confronted and
cracked,

With more and more black families
experiencing the tragedy of young
relatives martyred to the fight against
apartheid, the appeal for collective
mass self delence will gather pace by
the day.

In the fight for the linking of the
democratic and economic demands,
and for the leading role of the work-
ing clase in the struggle lo smash the
apartheid regime, the building of a
Marxist Party capable of grasping the
politics of the ANC, UDF and other
political currents of the mass move-
ment iz increasingly urgent.

South Africa’s black workers need
a class leadership as consclous and
commitied as Botha is o white
supremacy and the capitalist system
which apartheid delends
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Solidarity action

Scandinavian unions
lead the way

By TERRY SMITH

THE November 9  Anti-
Apartheid demonstration was
the biggest ever. Tens of
thousands turned out to register
their revulsion at the Betha
regime and their solidarity with
the struggles of the black

majority.

But this increased support has still not
found adequate reflection in the British
irade union movement., which lags
shametully behind other countries in its
foilure to mobilise solidarity oction.
Austiralion dockers recently mounted a
woek of oction goinst South African
goods. Meanwhile. In Scandinavia.
trade with South Alrica has been all but
completely halted by trade union
boycotis.

# Finland’s tr workers have
mounted an indefinite boycoit on South
Airican trade.

# Norwegian transport workers have
decided to boycott imports from South
Africa.

# Swedisk transport workers joined
this action at the end of October.
halting an annual {low of trade which
totalled £245 million last year. Raw
materials for Sweden’s steel plants
hawve been hit.

@ Danish workers are ex ed to

their boycott this month.
ut when the Swedish transport
union tried to get a boycott policy
adopted by the International Transport
Workers Federation they were blocked
by West German and British unions|

N

S0

The British tion does not arise
from union attempt to carry
such policies and being : it

arises from their refusal even to iry to

a serious boycott on South
African trade. Far from producing infor-
mation to out the case for action to
British workers the trade union leaders
have allowed Thatcher to set the pace
with her arguments that sanctions or
boycott action would immediately br-

Lu%:‘:dundnndn.
exception to Mu:dm been the

refusal of Swansea Liverpool
dockers to unload ol South
Alfrican coal, this time with support
from the TGWU and (not surprisingly)
the NUM.

The British National Union of
Seamen. as well as the TGWU. have
also been invovled in the international
moves by Maritime Unions Against
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Apartheld to boycott shipping and oil
WI“ involved in supplying oil to

Africa — a campaign supported
by the United Notions.

The fact remains that determined ac-
tion by the TGWU, USDAW and a few
other unions could rapidly bring South
African trade with Britain to a grindin
halt. Despite lip service to the Sou
African Congress of Trade Unions (SAC-
TU). who have called for action to break
all links, there is little sign that British
union leaders intend to fight for any

such policy.

I.ubp:imcgurﬁm union branches and
local m&d would do well o focus
their Sou Eﬂm solidarity work on
local for action. and seeking to
force on officials at local and na-
tional level into @ real fight on the
issue.



Marx'’s legacy to liberation

struggles

Permanent
Revolution

"[The German workers] must contribute most to their final vie-
tory. by informing themselves of their own class interests, by tak-
ing uﬁ their independent political position as soon as possible, by

not a

owing themselves to be misled by the hypocritical phrases

of the democratic petty bourgeoisie into doubting for one minute
the necessity of an independently organised party of the pro-
letariat. Their battle-cry must be: The Permanent Revolution.”
[Marx and Engels: Address of the Central Committee fo the
Commuist League (Morch 1850) in 'The Revolutions of 1848’

{Panguin) p330.]

MARX's insistence upon the need for
political independence of the work-
ing class even while fighting
alongside other classes for the over-
throw of feudal, dictatorial or im-
perialist rule is the very kemal of the
"theory'" — or rather strafegy — of
Permanent Revolution, as ﬁfmdnﬁl
today only by the Trolskyisl
movement.

The very term "permanent” {mean-
ing unbroken, uninterruped) revolu-
tion” has caused cerfain confusion:
the concepl has been poorly explain-
ed, and too little employed as a quide
o action by the Trotskyist movement
in the period since the war. This arti-
cle is designed to spell out a tew of

. the issues involved, and to underline
the importance of permanent revolu-
tion lo any serious revelutionary
strategy today.

If we look at three of the central
flashpoints of the international class
struggle — El Salvador; South
Alfrica; the Philippines — we can see
that the question of democracy — na-
ttonal liberation and unification; the
destruction of the power of the dic-
tatorial ruling minority the question
of the land and the peasantry; the

establishment of rights lor the labour

By HARRY SLOAN

movement and a democratic consti-
tuent assembly — is central in each
case. The same is true of countless
other situations in the underde-
veloped countries.

In bygone days, of course, the
"democratic revolution” was carried
through by the capitalist class — or
sections of it — in alliances with the

try, the urban  pelty

urgecisie and even section of

workers, under the cross-class appeal
for "Libarty, Fraternity, Equality™

In the great bourgeois revolutions
which overturned the monarchies of
England (1640} and France (1789) the
bourgeoisie emerged on the slage as
a disruptive, revalutionary democral-
ic force.

Even today in Scuth Africa, in the
Philippines and (to a much lesser ex-
tent) in El Salvador, there are sec-
tions of capilalists who proclaim
themsalves for democratic change: is
it still possible therefore to carry
through the democratic revolution
required to oust these regimes and
satisly the demands of the struggle

Karl Marx

without the overthrow of capitalism?
Can the democratic revolution be
achieved arm in arm with the
capitalists — even with capitalists in
the leadership of the movement?

The reply to thal question divides
today's workers’ movement between
the reformists (comprising a wide
range of nationalist and liberal
forces, social democrais and
Stalinists) who answer "yes”; and the
revolutionary Marxist movement
which, learning the lessons of history
since the mid 1%h ceatury, answers
firmly "no".

The relormist position of course is
not simply that it is possible lo
achieve real democracy and to satisty
the demands of the oppressed in
alliancea with the “democralic”
bourgeaisie, but that it is desirable to
do so — and impossible o do any
mora.

The relormists’ do not wish to go
any further than a political realign-
ment within the [ramework ol
capitalist {"mixed') economy. They
are more than ready to drop or to
tailor the demands of the struggle to
fit in with the vested interests of the
"democratic” bourgecisie.

The revolutionaries point to the ex-
periences which show time and again
that the bourgecis “democrals’ are

The politics of working class
independence
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more frightened of the working class
than they are committed to achisving
even their own demands. Even where
the bourgeoisie or petty bourgecis
leaders achieve power (or find it
thrustl upon them) they are more
ready to attack the working class than
the old regime, and swiftly assemble
a new state machinery which defends
capitalism against the workers. Hav-
ing taken power as "democrats” these
leaderships refuse to carry through
the democratic programme. The ex-
amples are legion — every one of the
African and Arab states liberated
from imperialist rule has witnessed
such a development — similarly In-
dia, Pakisian, Sri Lanka: the
"democratic” bourgeoisie wants
democracy only to carry out its
unhindered exploitation of the work-
ing class — and is incapable of
delivering a completed democratic
revolution.

This first became plain long ago in
the wave of democratic revolutions
which shook Europe in 1848, and
perhaps most clearly of all in the
German revolution, where the ques-
tion of national unification, and
smashing the power of feudal land-
owners and the monarchy was raised
to centre stage.

Socner than unite with the peasan-
try in the overthrow of the old
aristocracy, the German bougeoisie
held back — feartful that if it were to
become the new ruling class it would
only have to face the rising power of
what was still a comparatively small
and divided working class. [t was this
which caused Marx and Engels to
conclude that only the victory of the
working class could bring the
democratic revolution to a conclu-
sion in Germany — and hence to put
forward the batile cry of "Permanent
Revolution”,

Since that point the size and
economic power of the working class
even in the more backward couniries
has developed out of all proportion to
the situation in Germany in 1848, The
timidity of the bourgeois "democrats”
has grown accordingly.

Nor should we underestimate the
impact of a full democratic pro-
gramme: a weak bougecisie has
every reason lo {ear the upheavals
that might follow

As part of their commitment to the
German revolution of 1848, Marx and
Engels developed a comprehensive
programme of demands for the com-
pletion of the democratic revolution
in Germany. A brief glance at the
scope of these demands helps explain
what so firightened the German
bourgeoisie. They included:
® The whole of Germany shall be
declared a single and indivisible
republic
® Every German over 21 to be able
to vote and be elected
® MPs to be paid
@The whole population to be
armed
® All feudal dues. tributes, duties,
tithes. etc., abolished

The lost “clossical™ bourgeois revolution, 1793: the French execute Louis XVT,

® Estates of princes and feudal
lords, and all mines and pits to
become state property. and collec-
tively worked

®#One state bank to replace all
private banks

® All transport to be taken over by
the state

® Complete separation of Church
and State

#® “Severely progressive” taxation
#®Job creation and care for those
unable to work

#® Universal and free education.

These demands are not a socialist
programme: there is no proposal to
nationalise industry. They are a
revolutionary democratic pro-
gramme — sufficient completely to
sever the links beiween the
bourgecisie and the old order of
aristocrats.

It iz precisely this kind of break
which the bourgecisie since 1848 has
refused to make. This in turn has
prevented the completion of the
democratic revolution or stalled it
altogsther.

Today, we would add even more
demands lo the democcratic pro-
gramme in the light of subsequent
development, particularly
democratic demands relating to the
liberation of women.

Small wonder today's bourgeocisie
in El Salvador, South Africa and the
Philippines for the most part prefers
to cling on to the existing regime —
for all its problems — rather than risk
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the ocutcome of a thoroughgoing
democratic revolution!

The fact is that while supporting
some or all of those demands and thus
finding themselves in a degree of
conflict with the old regime, the
demeocratic bourgeocisie is, like the
aristocracy, a propertied class,
whose wealth and position derives
from the exploitation of workers. It is
this common bond of property which
always proves stronger than any emo-
tional attachment or moral commit-
ment they may have to democracy.

The ﬁmntry is also a propertied
class (albeit on a much smaller scale)
and also tied to the ruling class
therefore by economic links as well as
by age-old customs and historic
political backwardness. Their small-
heldings of land give peasants a
distinct position from that of the
working class.

Though the peasants, like workers,
are exploited by the bourgecisie and
by the old aristocracy and the land-
owners — and can with the right tac-
tics be won over to a revolution led by
the workers — the need to under-
stand their distinct class position was
stressed by Marx and Engels, and re-
emphasised by Lenin mg particular-
ly by Trotsky in the context of the
Russian situation prior to 1917,

The only consistently revolutionary
class, the only propertyless class with
no interests in preserving the old
order, is the working class, the in-
dustrial proletarial. While it can and
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must make common cause in the
siruggle for democracy and fight
alongside other classes, and while it
must make alliances with the poorest
peasants and petty bourgeocis, the
central factor must remain s
political and organisational
indépendence.

Marx and Engels emphasised this
as ona of the most basic lessons of the
1848 revolutions.

"The workers' party must go into
battle with the maximum mru of
organisation, unity in-
dependence, so that it is not ex-

loited and taken in tow by the
Eau:g-um- as in 1848."
[thid, p320]

For those who have observed the
way in which the workers' movement
has been cynically used as a tool by
position-seseking  bourgecis  na-
tionalist leaders — not least in
African couniries, and perhaps most
classically in  Iran with the
emergence of Khomeini — the words
and warnings of Marx and Engels in
1850 have a strangely modemn sound
to them.

Simply against those who feel
revolutionaries should plunge un-
critically into alliances and unified
organisations with cross class forces
in Ceniral America, an analysis of
the German situation leads Marx and
Engels to draw out an apt warning:

“The petty bourgecis democratic

in Germany is very powerful.

t not only embraces the geat ma-
jority of the urban middle class, the
industrial merchants and
master craftsmen: it also includes

and rural proletariat in so far as the
latter has not yet found suppert
among the independent proletariat
of the towns.

The relationship of the revelu-
tionary workers' party to the petty
bourgeois democrats is this: |t

party which they wish to owver-
throw: it opposes them wherever
they wish to secure their own
position.”

The role of the petty bourgeois
"throughoul history has been one of

exploiting and then seeking to crush
the power of the working class. We
may look at Mugabe's sudden rise to
power and the immediate suppres-
sion of strikes in Zimbabwe: we may
lock to the consclidation of power by
petty bourgecis regimes in Angola,
Mozambique or other examples go-
ing back to the Algerian Revelution.
The general lesson for the working
class is summed up by Marx and
Engels:

"While the democratic petty
bourgecis want to bring the revelu-
tion to an end as quickly as possi-
ble {...) it is our interest and our
task to make the revolution perma-
nent until all the more or less pro-

led classes have been driven
their ruling positions. until the
proletariat has state
power and until the association of

[ibid paz2]

The German revolution of 1848

the proletarians has progressed
sufficiently far — not only in one
muﬂhmhdlﬂulmdingmm-
tries of the world - that competi-
tion between the proletarians of
these countries ceases and at least
the decisive forces of production
are concentrated in the hands of
the workers.

“Our concern cannot simply be to

mﬁm private » but to
abolish it. not to hush up class an-
tagonisms but :E- abolish classes,
not to improve @ society
but to found a real D:i:.t!ni
[ibid p3223-4]
Here — over 70 years before
Stalin's reactionary “theory” ol
building socialism in one country —
Marx and Engels link the completion
of the "permanent revolution” to the
infernational struggle for socialism.
Such was the richness of the
revolutionary experience they were
examining that they were able to go
in even greater detail into an ex-
posure of the methods of entrapment
employed by the “democratic petiy
bourgecis” — the equivalent of to-
day's reformist wing of the workers'
movement — and the need to resist. It
seems almost as if Marx and Engels
have followed the lessons of the
Popular Fronts of the 1930s or have
been reading the latest proposals to
"unity” the opposition forces in El
S‘l‘"}ﬁm: AL
¥ peity bourgeois
democrais] extend the hand of
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libid p324]

Marx and Engels call instead for an
independent organisation of a
workers' party “alongside the official

bourgeocizie seis about taking over
the government... They must check
in e way the victory euphoria
and enthusiosm for the new situa-
tion which follows every successiul
street battle, with a cool and cold-
blooded anal of the situation
and with mistrust of

L L T L
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the new government.”
|ibid p324-5]
This same spirit of working class in-
dependence became part of the driv-
ing force of Lenin and the Bolsheviks
— indeed il was precisely over the
necessity for this type for firm and
diseiplined leadership, and the rejec-
tion of any perspective of class col-
laboration with the "“democralic
bourgecisie” in Russia, that the
Bosheviks split in 1903 from the Men-
shevik wing of the Russian Social
Democratic Labour Party.
While the Mensheviks — ignoring
the lessons of 1848 — clung to the no- L
tion that the liberal bougeoisie would /

play the leading role in the
democratic revolution in Russia,

- L

"I proceeded precisely from the bourgeois-democratic character of the revolution
' and arrived at the conclusion that the profundity of the agrarian crisis could raise
the proletariat of backward Russia to power... This was precisely the idea I
defended on the eve of the 1905 Revolution. This was precisely the idea that was
expressed by the very designation of the revolution as a ‘permanent’, that is an
uninterrupted one, a revolution passing over directly from the bourgeois stage into
the socialist. To express the same idea Lenin later used the exellent expression of
the bourgeois revolution growing over into the socialist.”

[Leon Trotsky. Introduction to Permanent Revolution (New Park) pl2. emphasis added].
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dictatorship of the proletariat and
peasantry decide to carve up those
estates into small plots for landless
peasants and agricultural workers?
Or would it decide rather to retain
them as hrgﬁr units, and farm them

collectively? The proletarian pro-
gramme points to a collective,
socialised economy, the traditional
peasant demand is for individual land
ownership.

Such question, Trotsky siressed,
eould prove decisive for the very sur-
vival of a revolutionary government:
on each of them the only consistently
revolutionary line came from the pro-
letariat, not the peasantry.

The democratic programme, and
even the minimum demands of the
workers, could only be achieved by a
government under the control of the
working class, the dictatorship of the
prolefariat. For this reason, Trotsky
argued, the “democratic dictator-
ship” formula should be discarded.

The Marxist goal was o wage an in-
dependent struggle within the un-
folding democratic revolution, and to
create the conditions for the working
class to play the leading role, cemen-
ting an alliance with the poorest sec-
tors of the peasantry, so thal the
democratic revolution against
Tsarism could “grow over” in anm
uninterrupted way into the socialist
revolution and the seizure of power
by the workers.

Mor was it a question of Marxists ar-
tificially trying lo fabricate a process
of “growing over". In the emergence
of the powerful Soviets (workers’
councils) based on the key
workplaces, and reaching into the ar-
my, the Russian working class and
sections of the peasantry showed that
the struggle had by no means been

resolved in the February 1917
“democratic” revolution, while the
bougeocisie and their reformist
hangers-on gave proof that the
democratic programme could only
be carried through under the leader-
ship of the working class.

In April 1917, stridently denounc-
ing Joseph Stalin and other “old
Bolsheviks” within Russia who had
gince February given support to the
bourgecis "Provisional Government”
and even to its contribution of the im-

rialist war, Lenin reaffirmed the
ight for an independent class line,
and for interpationalism, and
decisively shifted the line of the
Bolshevik Party toward the October
Revolution.

Again the walch-words for this turn
had been established by Marx and
Engels sixty years previously:

“Alongside the new official
governments [the workers] must
simultaneously establish their own
revolutionary workers’ govern-
ments, either in the form of local
executive committees and councils
or through workers' clubs or com-
mittees... In a word, from the very
moment of victory the workers’
suspicion must be directed no
longer against the defeated reac-
tionary party but against their
former ally. against the party
which intends to exploit the com-
maon victory for itseli.

To be able forcetully and
threateningly to op this party.
whose betrayal of the workers wﬁl
begin with the very first hour of vic-
lotrg, the workers must be armed
and organised. The whole pro-
letariat must be armed at once with
muskets, rifles, cannon and am-
munition, and the revival of the
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old-style citizens' militia, directed
against the workers. must be op-
posed. Where the formation of this
militia cannot be prevented. the
workers must try to organise
themselves independently as a pro-
letarian , with elected
leaders and with their own elected
general staff: they must try to place
themselves not under the orders of
the state ocuthority but of the
revolutionary local councils set up
by the workers.”

[ibid p326]

In the fight to take forward the
uninterrupted, "permanent” revolu-
tion, and in the fight to mobilise arm-
ed bodies of workers as part of a dual
power challenge to the Provisional
Government, Lenin was therefore
building on the actual situation in
Russia and on the Marxist tradition
and the lessons of the 1B48
revolutions.

In the aftermath of the October
Russian HRevolution, Trotsky began
consciously to work through these
lessons and o spell out the program-
matic insistence upon the fight for the
dictatorship of the proletariat as the
only means to complete the
democratic revelution. But he ran in-
to immediate opposition from Joseph
Stalin and the bureaucratic caste
which had begun to emerge within
the strife-torn, isolated and backward
workers’ state.

Showing that nothing had been
learned by some “old Bolsheviks”
from the upheavals of the Reveolution
itself, and giving voice to a mood of
demoralisation, conservatism and na-
tionalism among whole sections of the
Russian peasantry, Stalin was by 1924
feeling his way towards a renuncia-
tion of international revolution in his




“theory' of socialism in ane country,
and locking for ready-made, BARY
allies internationally, ameng whom
the Chinese nationalisi leader
Chiang Kai Shek was prominent.

Echoing all of the worst formulas
from the past — the discredited no-
ion of the leading role of the
bougeoisie in national liberation —
Stalin recognised Chiang’s bourgeois
party, the EKuomintang, as the
leading party of the Chinese
revolution.

He compelled the Chinese Com-
munist Party to enter and submit to
the discipline of the Kuomintang, in-
structed Communists to help put
down peasant struggles, and forbade
the esiablishment of soviats.

In April 1927, Chiang repaid
Stalin’s trust by staging a brutal
counter-revolutionary coup in
Shanghai and executing thousands of
Communists. There jollowed a suc-
cession of further disasters.

Small wonder Stalin found Trot-
sky's insistence upon permanent
revolution and resolute defence of in-
dependent working class organisa-
tion and policy to be a major
challenge: small wonder the
bureaucratic machinery of the
Kremlin expended such energy in
slandering Trotsky's line — the line of
Lenin and Marx — and instilling in
the degenerated "Communist Inter-
national” the discredited formulae of
the Mensheviks.

Small wonder today that the Com-
munis! parties and CP.influenced
groupings which have descended
from Stalins's Comintern are as
fiercely opposed today to the concept
and strategy of permanent revelution
as they are committed to politics of
class collaboration and reform. They

Iranian mosses foppled the Shah (and his &
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adamantly insist upon the separation
of the democcratic and socialist
revolutions, because that is the cor-
nerstone of thelr search for
"progressive’ sections aof the
capitalist class and "broad popular
alliances."

When we argue today that there is
only a working class solution to the
struggles in El Salvador, South
Alrica, and the Philippines, we are
not arguing for any less emphasis on
the democratic tasks to be ac-
complished in the revolution. We are
certainly nol arguing against an
alliance between the working class
(in South Africa specifically the
block working class) and the poorest
layers of peasants and petly
bourgeais,

We are stressing that even the
minimal demands of the proletariat
and the carrying through of the
democratic revolution go beyond
anything that can be accomplished
by or under the leadership of the
"\Ionwcm!ic” capitalists,

We are insisting that the
workers, committing themselves to
the struggle. should maintain their
independent organisations, their
own demands and amme.

Fighting alongside the wvarious
"democrats” who are prepared io
use revolutionary means against
the existing regime, workers must
maintain their own revolutionary

organisations, 1 ing the
democratic demands. alongside
the specifically socialist pro-

amme of a workers’ organisation,
they musi remain committed to the
socialist struggle — and (as Marx
and Engels insisted) not stop short
“until all the more or less proper-
tied classes have been driven from

8 December JO85 n27
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their ruling positions, until the pro-
letariat has conquered staie
power.”

From thie standpoint, permanent
revolution is not so much a “theory"
as a strategic conception, an orienta-
tion within the struggle on an interna-
tional level. It is not a jargon term to
be confusingly used by academics,
but a "battle cry” for the workers, Nor
therefore is it a disposable notion
within the vocabulary of Trotskyism
and class politics: those who wilfully
discard permanent revolution em-
brace the reformist line of class col-
laboration — all too often its Stalinist
version.

“The permanent revolution, in
the sense which Marx attached to
this concept. means a revolution
which makes no compromise with
any single form of class rule, which
does not stop at the democratic
stage, which goes over to socialist
measures and to war against reac-
tion from without: that is. a revolu-
tion whose ever successive stage is
rooted in the preceding one. and
which can end only in the complete
liquidation of class society.”

Trotsky: lntroduction to The Per-
manent Revolution (New Park) pé6].

Further Reading:

Marx, The Class struggles in France
1848 to 1850.
Marx, The
{Penguin).
Lenin, The April Theses.

Trotsky, Lessons of Oclober (New
Park)

Trotsky, The Permanent Revolution
{New Park).

Baku, Congress of the Peoples of the
East (New Park).

Revolutions of 1848
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Nicaraguan lead

By HARRY SLOAN

THE ir‘:my grins, backslapping
and dshakes between Gor-
bachev and Reagan in Geneva
stand in some contrast to the in-
creasin us efforts to
destab and overthrow the
Nicaraguan government.

Washington has consistently and
without proof dencunced Nicaragua's
Sandinista leaders as "Marxists" and
“agents of Moscow" — and funnelled
tens of millions of dollars to finance
the terrorist activities of the “conira”
forces who carry oul their murders
under the cynical banner of the
Nicaraguan Democratic Front.

But while the contras have
operated from bases in neighbouring
Honduras and Costa Rica — moun-
ting bloody cross-border raids and
occasional CIA-orchestrated
sabotage missions against ports and
economic targets — the counter-
revolutionary struggle has also found
solid support in the hierarchy of
Nicaragua's Catholic Church.

In many dictatorial regimes,
Church leaders have to some degree
supported liberation struggles: but in
democratic Nicaragua there has been
running battle beiween the San-
dinistas and Cardinal Obandc ¥
Bravo.

The Church has taken a particular-
ly vicious stand against the conscrip-
tion of soldiers to fight the contras —

. though it mounted no such campaign

to prevent former dictator Somoza
recruiting for his notoriously brutal
National Guard. Indeed many of the
NDF's contra forces today are
disgruntled and defealed National
Guard thugs locking for vengeance
and a relurn to the old-style
dictatorship.

The publication in Octcber of a
church-sponsored newspaper attack-
ing the dinista governmeni and
conscription appears to have been
one of the decisive triggers to a new
clampdown on civil liberties.

President Orlega announced
measures including curbs on the
freedom of the press, and restictions
on the right of assembly and habeas

COrpus.
He blamed the crackdown firmly
on the escalating American offensive

and on "agents of imperialism in the
interior” who are “developing actions
to sabotage and destablise the
defence of our homeland."

The extent lo which the capitalist
parties in Nicaragua — more or less
open supporters of the contra gangs

— have been allowed to operate free-
ly has been the strangely exceptional
feature of the Sandinista revolution.
Of course even thenm not all were
satisfied: journalists complained that
detailed reporiage of military matters
to do with the war were being cen-
sored — as i they are reported in
other countries!

But those who imagined that the
Sandinistas could continue to allow
such freedoms even while imperialist
pressure has grown were naive in the
extreme. In a poor, blockaded coun-
try, where the forces of rection have
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vast US resources at their disposal,
the struggle to defend and extend the
revolution of 1979 could never be
reduced to some kind of large scale
debate or ideclogical exercise.

To defend the revolution means
physically and ml]iluilY to beat down
those who are arrogantly threatening
to overturn it and return Nicaragua to
the dark ages of Somoza.

But though the Sandinistas
recognise this on one level — and
have sought to mobilise the necessary
arms, equipmen! and human
resources to repel and inflict defeats
upon the contras — there is another
level on which they are opposed lo
carrying through the same fight.

Ortega and the Sandinistas fought
the election pledged to maintain a
“mized"” (capitalisf) economy, within
which the reactionary capitalist allies
of the contras continue to own and
control a majority of the means of
production.

While the new restrictions may
censor some publications and outlaw
some gatherings of counter-
revolutionaries, they will not
eradicate this wealthy and well-
placed fifth column of imperialism —
or confront the power of the Church
with a fullscale education campaign:
leading Sandinisia ministers are alsc
Jesuit priests.

The firm moves that have been
taken must be seen in this context —
not least becasue the new restrictions
on civil libarties apply at least poten-
tially to the Nicaraguan workers'
movement as well as to the
rectionaries.

A counter-offensive against the
NDF and its allies is legitimate —
even overdue. The censorship of the
press in wartime is nothing extraor-
dinary in itself — simply extracr-
dinarily late in this instance.

But in supporting measures to
crush the contras, Nicaraguan
workers should ask themselves how
long the right wing capitalists are to
be let off the hook — and in whose in-
terests? Is it not high time that thair
factories, land and other assets were
seized, and they were forced to join
their real nollmttlaa in the contra
camps across the border or luxurious
villas in Miami?

Nicaragua Solidarity
Cnmpaign:

20/21 Compton Terrace,
London N1.




“International”: a break
from opportunism ., e siom

A NEW star is twinkling among

the galaxies of left groupings in
Britain.

A recent split in the Editorial Board of
Sociolist Action has brought the publica-
tion of the magazine [nfernotional, whose
supporters are pledged to oller an alter-
pative to the opportunist line of that paper
on national and international questions,

Little has appeared in print from either
side of the split to explain the issnes in-
volved, but the decisive difforences have
without doubl cenired on the miners’ strike
in Britain and the emergence within

falist Action of a substantial current of
opinion which favours abandoming the
Marxist strategic conception of Permanent
Revolution.

During the miners’ strike Socialis Ac-
tion, like so much of the far lefl, oppor-
tunistically followed the bandwagon of the
NUM leadership, failing to ofier aither
criticism or tactical proposals to advance
the strike. Instead, those who in any way
criticised the political weaknesses of
Scargill, or exposed the cynical role being

played within the NUM by the Communisi
Party, were denounced az "sectarians”.

But these disagreemenis over the role of
Marxists in the strike — one of the most
crucial tests of the revolutionary move-
ment since the 1926 General Strike —
were compounded by other, equally fun-
damental differences over orientation
towards the leaderships of various nationa
liberation struggles. Just as they refused to
criticise Sc:n;'l.g the leading elements on
the Socialist Action editerisl board have
given uncritical support lo non-Marxisi
lederships overseas — including the reac-
tionary Khomeini regime in Iran,

With one wing of the Socialist Action
edilorial board opting clearly for the
Stalinist concept fo revolution in "stages”
in the underdeveloped countries, as ped-
dled by Fidel Castro and the Communist
Party-influenced leaders of many libara-
tion movements, the paper has failed to of-
fer a Marxist analysis or programme.

While Marx and Engels as early as 1850
wore arguing that the complstion of the
national democratic revolution could only
be achisved under the leadership of the
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working class and interlinked with the
socialis! revolution, the pro-Castro forces
have retreated from this stance.

The consequences included Socialist
Action's continued sapport for Khomeini's
regime as “progressive”, “revolutionary”
and "anti-imperialist’ even while
persecufed and slaughtered women and
gays, jailed and executed communists,
and repressed national minorities struggl-
ing for seli-determination.

%oda;p in South Africa Sociaglist Action
advocates an uncritical line towards the
CP-infloenced African National Con-
gress, with its “Freedom Charter” which
sets out to separate the democratic "stage”
from the socialist revolution.

Intesnational supporters have correctly
declared their opposition to such non-
Marxist positions; and branded them as an
adaptation to Stalinism. And in the first
issue of their magazine there is also a clear
sign of a more {pdependent, critical stance
towards the leadership of the liberation
struggle in El Salvador.

While proclaiming itself a paper of
Marxists in the Labour Party, Infernational
supporiers argue thal their orientation
towards the laft leaders and the currents of
the hard left will be substantially different
from Socialist Action.

Socialist Action has adapted itsell to the
reformist politics and takes ‘an uncritical
stance towards leaders such as Tony Benn:
International supporters have argued for a
more independent line, while still seeking
to link up with laft Labour and trade union
leaders in common campaigns. And while
Socialist Action has stood in isclation from
Labour Briefing and the Labour Left Co-
ordination, [nlernational pledges to build
such iniliatives to unite the hard leit.

Few of the issues raised as differences
by Infernotional will strike readers as new
in the politics of Socialist Action. 5o why,
after so many vears of upEorm.m.rt politics,
and the acceptance of a huge spectrum of
political differences within the Socialist
Action Editorial Board, should the split
take place now?

Internotional supporters argue that a
sories of manoeuvres within the Edilorial
Board, since January, in which the preser-
vation of political control by a small
leading caucus took precedence over the
programmatic positions put forward by the
paper, them that a splii
was the only way in which a break could
be made from non-Marxist positions.

They argue strongly that despite the ,
gplit they remain committed to democratic
discussion of political differnces, with the
line of the magazine decided by collective

wvoles

Socialist Viewpain! welcomes the break
by the comrades of Infermational.

While many political questions remain
to be resolved — and their new magazine
is only in its early stages of development
— wo hope that their break from the old

tions of Socialist Action will prove o

a thorcughgoing one, enabling the
comrades of Internctional to play a full
role in the struggle for a Marxisi pro-
gramme and a Marxist leadership in the
workers’ movement.



The developing politics
Fein

of Sinn

SINN FEIN recently held their
annual conference {Ard Fheis)
in Dublin. In order to assess
the developments in Sinn Fein
and their implications for
those in the British labour
movement campaigning for
British withdrawal from
Ireland, Mick Woods and
Kevin Flack, for Socialist
Viewpoint, interviewed Nadine
Finch. a member of Hackney
North Labour Party. who
attended the conference on
behalf of the NALGO
Campaign for a United
Ireland.

T T,

SV: What are your impressions of
the direction Sinn Fein is headed
tollowing the decisions of the Ard
Fheis?

Nadine Finch: Firstly, the Women's
Department has worked over the
years on the abortion issue. SF has
been moved, step-by-step, from fun-
damental opposition to abortion to
their new position of a woman's right
to choose. It was won by arguing that
if they call for self-determination for
the Irish people, they should call for
self-determination {or women as well.
My feelings were very much thai it
would fall on the woman's conscience
g0 men could ignore it — but it shows
a remarkable breakthrough and will
lead to many more radical women
icining SF. It should be remembered
that two years ago SF adopted a
secular constitution although links
with more radical elements In the
Catholic Church are obviously still
strong, especially in community cam-
paigns, for instance against drugs.

5V: What is the direction of their
economic poii??
Nadine Finch: 5F has become more
involved in trade union work recently
— for instance in supporting the
ITGWU campaign against unemploy-
ment, and the Dunnes workers strike
against handling South African
aoods. Their policy on nationalisa-
tion and general economic policy is
to the lett of the British Labour Party.
The economic debate was a central
issue this year. The following is a
passage from their policy document:
“Furthermore, with James Connol-
ly we believe that the present sysiem
ol society is based upon the robbery
of the working class and that

Sinn Feir Presideni Gerry Adams — iden-
tifying with infernoticnal stroggles.

capitalist properlty cannot exisl
without the plundering of labour; we
desire to see capitalism abolished
and a democratic system of common
ownership erected in its stead. This
democratic system, which is called
socialism, will, we believe, come as a
result of the continuous increase of
power to the working class. Only by
this means can we secure the aboli-
tion of destitution and all the misery,
crime and immorality which flow

from that unnecessary evil."”
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The party also oppose privatisa-
tion, adveoeate the setting up of a state
construction company to meet the
growing housing crisis-and ultimately
nationalization of the banking system
The debate on ownership of the land
is also obvicusly more important in
Ireland because of the economic
situation and their base amongst
small subsistence-level farmers in-
creases their opposition to the EEC.
Their policy is to ensure land is held
sither by small farmers or oo
operatives for the bensfit of all.

SV: How are their strategies
towards building support in the
South changing?

Madine Finch: %he leadership were
keen to adopt a policy of not con-
testing elections for the Datl at pre-
sent but kesping the freedom to do 30
in the future. Thie was narrowly
thrown out — by 20 voles and
abstenticnism was re-affirmed as a
principle rather than a tactic.

SV: And in the North?

Nadine Finch: The whole Conference
tock place with the backgorund of the
Anglo-Irish talks and the possibility
of the banning of SF. Through the
Council election campaigns they
have gained both support and active
workers. Much campaigning is based
around their Advice Centres. They
are also bullding support on Trades
Councils through work done by the
growing Trade Union Department —

h15t<:urh:-:ﬂ'j based in the manual
unions and now growing in the public
gector unions such as the teaching
unions.

SV: How important do SF see inter-
national issues?

Nadine Finch: They have been very
strong in challenging apartheid, with
the Dunnes strike as a focus. They
gupport strongly the liberation strug-
gles in Central America and
Palestine — identification with these
struggles was the starting point for
this -year'’s Presidential speech by
Gerry Adams. NATO is currently a
central issue — they are waorried
about the installation of new com-
munications systems, visits by war-
ships, and of possible deals to end the
neutrality of the south as a result of
the Anglo-lrish talks.

SV: How can we raise the issue of
Ireland more effectively in the
British trade union movement?

MNadine Finch: Much work is being
done by both the TUIUI and the
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Labour Committee on Ireland’s Trada
Union Department. The lrish Con-
gress of Trade Unions has good
policy with regard to strip searching
and other civil rights issues. So sup-
port can be raised In trade unfons in
terms of solidarity with the Irish
unions on these issues, The connec-
tion between the imposition of the
border on the 32 counties and the
present situation of mililary supres-
sion leading to civil rights abuses
needs to be emphasised. This in turn
leads into a discussion of the need for
a military and economic withdrawal
from the 6 counties.

SV: What issues should be raised in
the British Labour Party?

Nadine Finch: SF are very concerned
about the outcome of the Anglo-Irish
talks and increased suppression of
reports in the Irish media from which
they gain much publicity. They want
invitations from Labour Parties tc SF
Councillors to come and speak, and
in return for delegations, including
trade unions and Black delegations,
to vigit Ireland and work around civil
rights issues, as was done over the
banning of the TV programme "Chn
the Edge of the Union". Labour CND
has an important role lo play with
regards to stopping Ireland being
brought into NATO.

SV: How imy do you think the
defeats of the resclutions on
Ireland at Labour Party Conference
were?

Hadine Finch: | think they showed
how much work still has to be done in
the trade unions. They have fo stop
voting down all progressive resolu-
tions and using their often Insignifi-
cant Northern Ireland membership as
an excuse for not adopting policies. It
must be recognised that very few

-

Catholics gel employed in areas the

craft unions orgsnise in (and
Catholic trade unionists have to face
up 1o the fact thal many of their bran-
ches in the 6 counties are dominated
by Unionists who attitude to any
Catholic is "racist” and repressive),

5V: How strong is Sinn Fein's sup-
amongst working class?
adine Finch: The Ard Fheiz 1= a

very working class Conlerence, with
much younger delegates now. The
leaders such as Adame recognise
clearly that political power lies with
the people. Their power base has
always been on the streets. Because
of the discriminatory employment
practices, they have never had con-
trol over union bureaucracies, and
have to work at shop floor level. Their
appeal s to the working class as a
whole — membership iz not of course
restricted to Catholica and some
leadership figures are not Catholic.

8V: And how much can SF's pro-
be seen to be socialist?
Edme Finch: The Party has changed
conalderably over the past few years.
it may help to lock at a couple of &x-
fracts from their policy document. :

“Sinn Fein condemns the Free
State constitutional position which
gives unresiricted rights of private
property above the rights of a person
to decent accommodation at an affor-
dable rent.”

“The only way to create full
employment is through state spen-
ding and investment and the develop-
ment of workers co-ops under com-
munity control.”

“Public ownership or control shall
be interpreted as control by the peo-
ple at the lowest possible unit of
governmenil consislent with their
requirements.”
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Civil rights abuses orise from fmposition of
the border,

It is also worth pointing out, affer
the Labour Party Conlerence in
Bournemouth, how democratic the
SF Conference is. The plattorm was
overturned In several votez. There iz
no preference in calling speakers
gither any member, including
those on the platform, have o queue
for their turn™o speak in a debale.

Their =ocialist direction shows the
strength of their education program-
mes, and the importance attached to
cultural and political development.

SV: How do you see the role of the
armed struggle?

Madine Finch: SF argue for support
for the separate role the IRA play,
Uniconiste have the veto on their side,
their state machinery and the British
State on top. The IRA is needed tc de-
fend the republicans. It is also true
that |RA attacks are only directed al
acanomic and political targets. They
have not killed women and children
with plastic bullets.

It is alzo important that we do not
attempt to tell the lrish how to fight
for their own liberation against
British rule. It is strange that people
who will support armed liberation
struggles in South Africa and
Nicaragua will not do so in Ireland.

“_------q

'Lahnur Committee on lreland:
BM Box 5355,
jLondon WC1IN 3XX.
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for the First
nternational

FOR fifteen years after 1848
there was little mass political
agitation in Ireland. In Britain
too, Chartism declined rapidly
after 1848, leaving the working
class with no political organisa-
tion of its own.

But in neither country was there a
halt in social struggle. In Ireland,
agrarian "outrages’ by the peasani
secrel societies, the Ribbonmen, con-
tinued throughout the 1850s againsi
evictions. And in Britain the growth
of trade unionism was reflected in a
number of long and bitter strikes
such as the engineers in 1851, the
Presion spinners in 1853 and the
builders in 1859,

The Irish and British traditions of
elass conflict often united in the ex-

Mass Chartist rally in Kenningion, 1848

periences of Irish immigrants in Bri-
tain such as Michael Davitt. Davitt
exemplifies the life of many Irish men
of his generation in Britain —
although for bravery and enterprise
he stands head and shoulders above
most working class leaders of his day.

Davitt's Gaelic-speaking lather was
a former Ribbonman evicted from his
land in 1853, who moved with his
family to Haslingden in Lancashire
where young Michael was later
emploved in a cotton factory. Losing
an arm in a factory accident, Michael
then worked for a printer. His han-
dicap did not prove serious: on one
occasion he brandished a revolver to
protect Haslingden Cathelic church
from being attacked by a mob incited
by Protestant bigots. In 1865 he join-
ed the Fenian movement and became
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Ireland and the fight

This is the third and final
article of a series on the
links between the Irish
struggle and the British
workers’ movement.

By DAVID MOSS

centre of the Rossendale circle.

The Fenians had their origin in a
secret society established in Dublin
in 1858 by James Stephens, a veteran
of ‘48, to fight for a democratic lrish
republic. During his exile in Europe,
Stephens had come into contact with
the ideas of Continental revolu-
tionaries such as Blanqui — although
the system of organisation he adopted
was reminiscent of the United
Irishmen, being organised into a

yramid of cells or “circles” who

Enew cnly the leader or “centre” of
their own circle. This was the
forerunner of the Irish Republican
Brotherhood which masterminded
the 1916 Easter Rising.

Stephen's organisations merged
with the nationalist, cultural Phoanix
Saoceity established by O'Donovan
Rosesa and, anticipating a rising, the
authorities arrested several Phoenix
“conspirators” in 1859. The Fenian
movement recruited amongst workers
and peasants in Ireland and expatrict
Irish workers in Britain and the
United States, where in the early
1860 many lIrishmen had gained
military experience on one side or
the other in the civil war.

There thus existed both the popular
base and the military expertiss which
Young Ireland had lacked in '48. Un-
fortunately the Femian method of
organisation did no! guarantes its im-
munity from spies as was intended.
Indeed the leadership of the move-
ment attracted some cloak and dag-
ger romantics and military adven-
turers: who had no conception of
developing a mass revolutionary
movement. Stephens himseli
wavered and the insurrection was
postponed in 1865 and '66, while the
arrests of Fenians increased in both
Ireland and the industrial towns of
Britain.

In the same period as this rise of
Fenianism there was a revival of
organisations in Britain which aimed
to promote working class political in-
terests independently of the two
capitalist parties, the Liberals and
Conservatives. The Trades Unions
were becoming more influential, a
trades council was established in
Glasgow in 1858 and, as a result of
the builders’ strike, another was set
up in London in 1860.

By 1862 the Trades had their own
newspaper, The Beehive. Demands




for legislation to improve working
conditions in various indusiries again
raised the question of the working
class franchise and many trade
unionists adopled the demands of the
old Chartists.

There was also a revived inlerest in
international affairs. Trade unionists
campaigned against the British
government’s support for the
Southern States in the American civil
war, which was seen as a conflict bet-
ween democracy and a slave-owning
aristocracy. In 1863, meetings were
held in solidarity with the Polish
uprising against Russia and a deputa-
tion was sent to Palmerston deman-
ding British intervention on the side
of the insurgents. There were also
protest meetings against the French
occuption of Home, and when the
Italian republican Garibaldi wvisited
Britain in 1864 he was greeted with
such popular acclaim and massive
demonstrations that the government
asked him to leave!

Against this background, the need
for permanent international links
became increasingly apparent, and
in 1864 International Work-
ingmen's Association was launched
with George Odger of the
shoemakers’ union as ils presideni
and with other leading Irade
unionists on its Council. The political

rogramme it adopted was drawn up
E]r Karl Marx who became the
Association’s corresponding
secrelary with Germany.

In 1865, IWMA Council members
joined the newly formed National
Reform League and played a leading
part in the fight to extend the working
class sulfrage. The following year the
International a= a whole iated to
the Leagus. It alsc made its sympathy
with Ireland clear by condemning the
maltreaiment of Fenian prisoners.

1866 was a worrying year for the
British government. Nol only was
there continuing alarm about the
"Fenian conspiracy” but also Heform
League agitation was gaining pace
throughout the country.

demonstration and rally in Hyde Park

. were banned, leading to & clash bat-
ween marchers and police backed by
troops resulting in three days of
menacing unrest in the capital. There
was a severe trade depression, high
prices and unemployment, and the
latest in the series of "Sheffisld
Outrages”, which involved attempts
by militant trade unionisis io shoot or
bomb non-unionists in the cutlery
trade.

This was the political climale when
the Fenians defermined on a rising in
1867, publishing a proclamation
which made a direct appeal fio
English workers:

“...As for you workmen of
England it is not only your hearts
we wish, but your arms. Remember
the starvation and degradation
brought to your firesides by the op-
pression of labour. Remember the
past. lock well to the future and
avenge yourselves by giving liber-

t children in the coming
::l‘ﬂ;ﬂ“ human hudnmc,q

Herewith we Proclaim the Irish
Republic,
PROVISIONAL
GOVERNMENT.”

On February 11, hundreds of Fe-
nians fram Lancashire, Yorkshire and
Cheshire, including Michael Davitt
and others who had been brought up
in England, converged on Chester,
intending to seize the Castle, raid the
arsenal, hijack a train to Holyhead
and ship the arms to Ireland for the
Fenian rising. When it became ap-
parent that the authoritieas had been
alerted, the cperation was
abandoned.

In Ireland too, the rising did not go
as planned. The government was
ready and the ill-coordinated risings
in various parts of lhe couniry were
quickly repressed, forcing Fenian
leaders to go on the run. Two of
these, Kelley and Deasy, were ar-
rested in Manchester and a suc-
cessful attempl to release them from a
police van on September 18 resulted
in the death of a constable. It was the
arrest and Irial of several Irish
suspects on dubious evidence, and
the governemni and press baying for
blood, which produced a surge of
supporl amongst some  British
workers.

On November 8 Marx recorded:
d'::lthn I.uﬂn mlel:]ﬂu:m

are every maore o ar
the Fenions and hnnup. —Y an
unheard-of and splended thin
here — for first, a wviolent. cmg
secondly an anti-English
movement,”

Unfortunately  workin class
political activity had = eod since
the passing of the Reform Act in

August 1867, which increased the
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The foundation of the First Internotional, 1864

number of working men able io vote.
Nevertheless, members of the Inter-
national spoke at Reform League
meatings for support of the Fenians
and on November 19 the Council of
the International drew up an Address
demanding the commuiation of the
death sentences passed on the Man-
chester prisoners.

At this meeting Council members
affirmed the right of the Fenlans to
use physical force. William Morgan
condemned those working class
leaders who, “applauded insurrec-
tion abroad but denounced it in
Ireland,” and John Weston said, “The
crime of starving the Irish was far
greater than the accidental killing of
one man in trying to rescue the Fe-
nian prisoners.”

A French revolutionary on the
Council, Eugene Dupont, thought
that, "The English working men who
blame the Fenians commit more than
a faull, for the cause of bath people is
the same. They have the same enemy
to deieat, the territorial aristocracy
and the capitalists.”

Four daye later, Allan, O'Brien and
Larkin walked lo the gallows and into
history as the Manchester martyrs.
Frederick Engels, whose Irish wife

was a staunch Fenian supporter,

wrote from Manchester comparing
the hercism of the rescue of Deasy
and Kelly with John Brown's Harpers
Ferry raid which resulied in Brown's
execution and the outbreak of the
American civil war:

“The Southerners had at least the
decency to treat ].Brown as a rebel
whereas here ng is being
done to transform a political at-
tempt into @ common crime.”

Althuu?h Marx and Engels were
critical of some of the Fenian leaders
and their "stupidities” which resulted




from their conspiratorial methods —
particularly the Clerkenwell prison
bomking, which killed a dozen and
injured over 100 working class peo-
ple — they thought that:

“Fenianism is characterised by a
socialist tendency (in a negative
sense directed a the ap-
propriation of the seil) and by be-

a lower orders movement.

ven though the Fenians lacked a
clear social programme the very
nature of exploitation in Ireland
meant that the struggle againsi
England was social as well as
political. Council membess also
made clear that the siteation in
Ireland was not the same as that in
England. In reply to the trade union
leader Ben Lucraft, who criticised
the Fenians’' use of physical force and
the fact that the Irish in Britain had
participated little in the Reform agita-
tion, John Weston (a socialist)
asserted that centuries of oppression
in Ireland could not be cured by
English demands for parliamentary
reform:

“a government that had trampled
upon the rights of the pecple could
never be reached by moral suasion

. but by physical force resisiance.”

The International not only une-
quivocally supported the right of the
Irish Republicans to resist British
domination by any means, it also led
io the campaign for the amnesty of
Irish political prisoners. Fenians like
O'Donovan HRossa were confined
under such barbarous and rigorous
conditions that several died and
others went insane.

Marx's daughter Jenny was one of
the most dedicated advocates of the
Fenian prisoners. On October 24
1869 a large amnesty demonstration
marched from Trafalgar Square lo
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Mambarship cord for First International

Hyde Park under the ans "Justice

for Ireland” and “Tl:?‘}.and o the

People”. Marx continued to em-

El:;si.u the key importance of the
ish struggle:

“The attitude of the International
Association to the Ir:.h.zumion is
very clear. Its first is to en-
courage the soclal revolution in
England. To this end a blow
must be struck in Ire

The General Council's resolu-
tions on the Irish amnesty serve on-
ly as an introduction te other
resolutions which will aifirm that,
quite apart from international
justice, it is a precondition to the
emancipation of the work-
ing class to transform present
forced union (l.e. the enslavement
of Ireland) into equal and free con-
federation if possible. into com-
plete separation if need be.”

On March 17 1870 yet another
Coercion act was passed conferring
emergency powers on the authorities
in Ireland. By 1872 there were still 42
Irish litical prisoners and in
November an amnesty demonstration
was called in Hyde Park by the Inter-
national, despite a government ban
on it. About 30,000 gathered, many
of them Irish with their own banners
and bands playing Irish tunes.

Engels commented that English
and Irish workers were “now offering
one another the hand of friendship,”
adding: "The Irish, thanks to their
energetic efforts, have saved the
right of the people of Londen to hold
meetings in parks when and how they
please.”

The International also played the
lead in atiempling to establish a
labour party uniting English and Irish
workers by founding the Land and
Labour League in 1869 which
published an Address... fo the Work-
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ing Men and Women of Great Britain
dnd Ireland including demands for
land nationalisation and abolition of
the standing army. In the Interna-
tional itself, however, Engels and
Marx advocated the right of Irish
members to set up their own sections:

“There was the fact of seven cen-

turies of lish conquest and op-
pression of and so long as
that oppression existed it would be

an insult to Irish working men to
ask them to submit to a British
Federal Council.”

A demand for the release of the re-
maining Fenian prisoners was includ-
ed among the resclutions of the
British Section of the IWMA held at
Manchester in 1873. It also "asserted
the right of the working class to use
force in order to realise its demands"
and called for the nationalisation of
the land and all means of production
was well as adopting the red flag as
its banner.

The First International marked the
birth of revolutionary socialism in
Britain out of the old working class
radicalism. Throughout its existence
Marx and Engels foughl to give
Ireland prominence in its stratgey
and in the consciousness of the
British working class.

British Workers and Ireland
Today

An oft quoted passage of Marx —
dismissed by many self-proclaimed
“Marxists” of loday as irrelevant —
provides the best summary lor these
three historical articles:

“l have become more and more
convinced — and it remains a mat-
ter of dri the point home to the
English working classes — that it
can never do anything decisive
here until it makes a decisive break
with the ruling class on its policy
on Ireland. until it not only makes
common cause with the but
actually takes the Initiative in




h—

dissolving the Union... Othearwise
the English people will be kept in
tether by the ruling -classes
because they will have to establish
a common front with them against
Ireland.”

The sequel to the events described
above has been dealt with in a book
Troublesome Business by Geoli Bell
which demonstrates the continuing
impact of Irish affairs on the British
labour movemenl. Il underlines the
validity today of Marx's conclusions
of 1869,

The leadership of the British work-
ing class, as represented by the
Labour Party and the Trade Union
bureaucracies, has nof broken with
the ruling class policy on Ireland. In-
deed, il has often been instramental
in carrying it oul. The same Labour
leadership has kepit the British work-
ing class ideclogically manacled lo
the ruling class in every way — but
particularly by adherence to ils im-
perialist designs as manifested in the
Malvinas war, the submission to
NATO and the garrisoning of the six

counties of North East Ireland.

This is to be expected of the Labour
Party reformists. More treacherous is
the attitude of so-called Marxists both
inside and out of the Labour Party
who conceal their contempi and
hostility to the national liberation
struggle behind abstract phrazes
aboul “workers" unity”.

Real workers' unity, within Ireland,
or between Irish and British workers
can only be forged on the basis of the
struggle against imperialism. That
means Marxisis must either support
those forces engaged in actual sirug-
gle with imperialism, as represented
by the British State in north east
Ireland, or they must oppose those
forces — and thereby contribute to
the maintenance of imperialism,

There is no half-way house. A
refusal lo give support to the political
campaign of Sinn Fein or the armed
struggle waged by the [RA denies the
whole nature of British imperialism as
a continuing spearhead of reaction
throughout the world. It also denies
the history of the common struggle of

British and Irish workers as ouilined
above

Many of the historical parallels bat-
ween the period we have covered and
the present day are too obvious to
need re-ileration. Ii is sulficient to say
that as Sinn Fein follows in the
footsteps of the United Irishmen,
Young Ireland and the Fenians,
British revolutionaries must follow
the United Britons, the physical force
Chartists and the First International if
we are to achieve the unily necessary
to establish Socialism on both shores
of the Irizh Sea.

The criminal failures of the radical
left, and particularly of Marxists, io
put Ireland again on the agenda of
the mass labour movement is now be-
ing slowly redressed. We must con-
fess that in the final analysis, this is
not primarily due to the efioris of
Brilish revolutionaries, but to the
determination, tenacity and costly
sacrifices of Irish Republicans.
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ONE of the lighter moments at this year’s Cgﬁm of the Japanese Communist Party (Active). Among

the more entertaining articles in their Septe.

r newspaper is one headlined "Revive Nankaisu spirit

which means to choose death before surrendering and reconstruct leftist forces by ourselves”. No
wonder they don't find much to laugh about.
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NHS

Neasden occupation:
new focus for

fighting cuts

A NEW focus for the fight
against NHS cuts and closures
has come with the decision of
staff, supported by local cam-
gners. to occupy the 83-bed
g:r]m&en geriatric hospital.

The occupation, which began on
October 17, was both a warning shot
across the bows of Brenmt District
Health Authority, who were to decide
on the closure a few days later, and a
preparation to defend the hospital
and its elderly patients if the DHA
voled to axe il.

A stalf committee immediately tock
control, putting a 24-hour picket on
the hospital gate, and drawing up a
list — with a rogue’s gallery of "mug
shot” photographs — of the senior
management and administrators now
barred from the premises.

Under this new “workers’ contral”,
the care of palients is continuing as
normal; it is manogement who wish to
disrupt this, uproot the hospital's
long-stay patients, inconvenience
relatives, and cut back the District's
capacity to care lor the elderly by
shutting the hospital.

Brent management had made il
clear that they wanted to close
Neasden: but they could not agree
amongst themselves on an explana-
Hon. While some argued that the
closure was needed to cover the cost
of this year's pay awards o nurses,
others claimed that it would free exira
cash to fund a new “resource umnit”.

In the event, management cobbled
together only a primitive 3-page
“consultative document” including
plans to close 'C’ ward al Neasden by
Christmas, and the whole hospital by
next summer.

For hardliners at October's District
Health Authority meetings, this was
quite enough: but many DHA
members were dissatisfied, and after
an 8-8 split, the closure was even-
tually ratified only by the casting vote
of the governmeni-appointed chair.

The reality is that the Neasden
closure is one of the consequences of
a brutal £2m cut in Brent's health
spending this year, and a conlinuing
rundown of the District as part of the
10-year plan of the NW Thames
region.

By JOHN LISTER

Occupation Committee:
Neasden Hospital,
Brentfield Rd,

London NW10.

In other Districts, hospital occupa-
tions have been successtul in preven-
ting closures: Hayes Cotlage and
Northwood & Pinner hospitals in Lon-
don, and Rivermead in Ozxford have
been saved, while many more have
been kept open — and patients
defended — long after the planned
closure date.

The Neasden occuption, officially

backed by NUPE and COHSE, has
excellent support from the local com-
munity: it is a real chance to hit back
against cuts and closures that are hit-

health services across London.

he occcupation could well be a
long one: campaigners are urging
health workers and supporters to
volunteer for regular duties on the
picket rota.

Biggest victory
against privatisation

A MAJOR victory against the
privatisation of ancillary ser-
vices in the NHS has been not-
ched up by health workers in
Sunderland.

Determined, escalating sirike action
across the District has lorced the District
Health Authority to declare that it will put
no more services cul to competitive tender
unless they are given a legally binding in-
struction from Social Services Secrsiary
Morman Fowler. Sc lar the Tories have
been able lo impose their privatisation
policies on health authorities without get-
ting their hands dirty in this way: it is open

to doubt whether Fowler will now issue a
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formal instruction.

The demand that all DHAs make similar
demands of the government before mov-
ing ahead with further privatisation could
potentially halt the whole process of sack-
ings, wage-cutting and profiteering by
private firms, Health workers in many
areas could be mebilised on this issue as a
part of the light to combatl private firms
and job-cutting “in-house” contracts.

What has been described as an "uneasy
peace” has now been eslablished in
Sunderland, following the decision of the
DHA to suspend the tendering process.

This surrender came in the wake of an
escalation of industrial action by health
unions in the district, which had been trig-
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g?lr:d by the unilateral action of the DHA
ir in overruling an in-house tender, to
award the contract for cleaning communi-
ty clinies io the private firm ICC. The ac-
tion, spreading beyond the 30 community
:!unmh:m e up to 2,000 workers,
culminated in a wnf long strike which
forcgd the authority lo back down.

At the October DHA meeting, a resclu-
tion was passed which called for the
suspension of compelitive tendering na-
tionally, pending a full independent in-

quiry into the effects of privatisation. This
inguiry would include locking at the im-
pact on industrial relations, the truth
behind the much talked-about * ‘savings”,
and the general effect on services.

And though the contract which sparked
off the original dispute remains in the
hands of ICC, those domestic staff who do

not find employment with the company
have been promised redeployment to NHS
jobs elswhere in the District: there is even
a pmm.i.tlu to cover their extra travel
ox I

owler must now elther issue an un-
precedented legally-binding instruciion
that the DHA must privatise, or leave the
DHA to get on with the business of pro-
viding services.

The Sunderland viciory is alsa impor-
tant in that it vindicates all those who
arguad ior the spreading and escalation of
local sirikes against privatisation. Though
the NUFE bureaucracy has successhully
isolated and stamped out the coura
18-month strike at Barking Hos itlE
the 7 month strike at Scarsdale
Chesterfield, local H'U'g?
COHSE in Sundnhmi pl.u.wd & positive

role in building and spreading the
Sunderland strike.
Wn‘.h the struggle against contractors
m sirong at Addenbrookes
ridge, after 13 months,
moves Iu establish informal links between
hospital strikes and militant health workers
are continuing. A meeting of the ad-hoc
National Action Committes, launched last
July with the support of the Barking
strikers; I8 scheduled for Saturday,
ovember 30 at Whision Hospital,
Prescol, Merseysida.
Futher details from Sylvia Burtin, Chair
of the Addenbrookes Strike Cammlﬂn.
c/o 31, Thorleys Rd, Cambridge.

Labour women: join the
fight for socialism!

LABOUR women have been
hard done by in most of the
analyses and assessments writ-
ten about Labour Party annual
conference: apart from men-
tioning the defeat of the “cons-
cilence clause”, we've been
largely ignored at the expense
of coverage of other issues.

Perhaps this is not altogether sur-
prising, as, compared with some of
the octher campaigning groups at
Bournemouth, Labour women were
much less visible than we have been
before, or, at leasl, we were not in the
same space.

Cartainly, the deleat of the “cons- ,
cience clause” is a big victory. It's a
major step forward for all women,
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particularly working class women
who depend on the NHS and can't
buy themselves oul of the system, that
the Labour Party has now committed
itself to the right fo abortion being
Party policy, and being carried out,
It's also a big gain in terms of Party
democracy, part of the long battle to
push Labou

r office-holders to
understand thal they are elected to
implement Party policy, not to further
their own preferences and careers.

The victory in the Labour Party
would have been Impumhlo without
the strength of the women's move-
ment: the women's movement who
have pushed “a woman's right to
choose”, and the women's move-
ment's strength as seen in the miners’
sirike, which provided an increased
willingness on the part of some sec-
tions of the labour movement lo take
women seriously.

But how far did the viciory come
from the strength of women organis-
ed in the Labour Party?

For some years now, socialist
women in the Labour Party have

worked together in the Labour
Women's Action Commitiee 1o
discuss priorities, issues, and

organise to take on the cverwhelm-
ingly male weight of the Party and

By JENNY FISHER

trade unions. Although it's only
relativaly recently that LWAC has
bequn to develop a life "at the grass
roots”, even belore that it was impor-
tant and influential. Many women
found that LWAC-arranged gel-
togethers and meelings at Con-
ferences were the only opportunity
they had to find out what was going
on, to try out their ideas, and to gain
sirungth for the next year's battle:
and this has helped to ulranmhan
women, and support for women's
“issues”, in constituency Labour
Parties.

Yel the focus of the Labour
Women's Action Committee has been
changing.
LWAC has always pushed constitu-
tional change as not more imporfant
than policy relorm, but as the priority
of the women's organisation. The
argument is a sound one: while
women have no power in the Labour
Party decision-making process, our
interests and needs will be very hard
io fight for. We need constitutional
reform, so that the women's organisa-
tions have power (e.g. the annual
Women's Conference should elect
the five women's representatives io
the National Executive Commities),
and so that we can cul through the
overwhelming male dominance of the
real decision-making process (the
above reform, and alsc the proposal
to send five resolulions to Annual
Conference from the Women's Con-
ference, and have them discussed).

But the campaign for constitutional
relorm could be handled in two ways.
To be successtul, it had to grasp the
tundamentally revolutionary nature



of those constitutional changes. In
demanding power in decision-
making, women were mounting a
challenge not conly to the male
dominance of the Labour Party, but
also to the political stafus quo.

There is a real fight to make Labour
Party men take women seriously; but
there's also a fight to change thal
status quo. The Labour Party ers
are not just clamping down omn
women oul of pure, malicious sexism,
though there's plenty of that aboul.
They are determined to fend off any
o ge by any section of the work-
ing class which threatens lo expose
the workings of the capitalist system.

For Labour women would do just
that. As soon as we gol near any
power, the demands that are passad
with complete understanding at
Women's Conference would be put
forward on the floor of Annual Con-
ference, with more women delegates
to vole for them, represented by
women on the NEC who would con-
gtantly push for them to be
implemented.

ake that example of “a woman's
right to choose”. A commilment to
free abortion on demand is mean-
ingless unless health spending s in-
creased. But the Labour leadership
won't even give a commitment to
restore the cuts in the NHS, let alone
increase spending. The commitment
{o a woman's righ! fo choose goes fur-
ther anyway: requiring further spen-
ding on education, on contraception
provision, on clinics, on screening,
on suppori for single mothers, on
housing, changes in employment...
well, the list is endless really.

So it's important that women
understand just how much they are
demanding; exactly what's at stake;
and why the Labour leadership is pul-
ting up such a fight against us.

Either the battle is fought in that
way, taking on those issues; or, the
other option, is to scale down the
demands and their substance, and go
for winning concessions by convine-
ing those who have to make them that
ihey don'l really have that much to
ear.

And this is the road that Labour
women are in danger of going down:
a road that could win us — again — a
few paper, token viclories in the
future, but would lose us all the
substance we're fighting for.

Where were Labour women al
Bourmemouth? Some of us were on
the floor of conlerence, fighting with
women in the Black Sections cam-
paign, who are battling for demands
which are just as revelutionary, and
just as open to meaningless, empty
fudging (such as affiliation as a socie-
ty, rather than full righis for Black
Sections), and who saw their vole tre-
ble. Some of us were confined to
standing still with admiration, unable
to keep up with sisters working for
lesbian and gay rights as they zipped
around, convinced whole trade union
delegations to support “no hoper
cause number one”, made proud
speeches lo Conference, and — in

Conference terms — began and suc-
cessfully concluded the first round of
their campaign in jus! one year!

Meanwhile, the “official” Labour
Women's organisation was handing
out publicity for a revue.

Il accept allegations of undue
personal hostility towards revues,
and they may well swell the coffers;
but nonetheless, they do ally our
movement with the “official” Labour
Party. Revues are things you read
about in the olficial Conference diary
— including the WAC revue, now
that it has taken to the bizarre idea of
swallowing its previous pelitical prin-
ciples enough at the idea of a bit of
free publicity to register.

Revues have a cosy, “business as
usual” air about them: where has all
our anger gone? Cur militancy? Cur
visibility?

We must learn the lessons of the
Women Against Pil Closures move-
menl. After all that women put into
the miners' strike — which does not
need repeating here — you'd have
thought the NUM would have granted
the quite reasonable, barely radical
request for affiliation? No. And not
just because of an overdose of
sexism.

Women Against Pit Closures
represents {o the NUM the same
threat as Labour women do to the
Labour Party leadership: not just the
threat of being women, bul the threat
of the demands and the determina-
tion to succeed of working class
women, of socialist women.

Women on the Steering Committeas
of WAPC put a very "reasonable” in-
terpretation on the demand for affilia-
tion: an observer at Conference, and
the main gain of affiliation being
presented as the possibility of par-
ticipating in NUM Educational
courses.

But this reasonableness was no
more attractive to the die-hards of the
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NUM than the more radical oppor-
tunities seen by other women, who
locked to affiliation to be a conti-
nuance of women being recognised
as having a rightful place within the
concerns of the union, of being taken
seriously.

Indead, the NUM men who were
won over to supporting WAPC's right
for affiliation were t who had
been convinced of the need to take
women sericusly — convinced by the
fact that women had sustained the
strike; those who applauded women
for organising as women and saw
women as they class allies they are;
those who were Lm‘]nrﬂd to
recognise thal women in many,
many places led the strike.

We do ourselves no service by con-
ceding on the scope of our demands,
or not fighting angrily and truthfully
for our full rights to play an equal and
a leading part in the struggle for
s0C

There are many women who play a
part in the Labour Women's Action
Committes who know this, and who
are disturbed al the political accom-
modation carried out in WAC's
name. The WAC AGM, postponed
from December, and now to be held
in January, will see the debale come
out. Hopefully, it will alsc see WAC
turning back towards its natural allies
in the Labour Party: sisters fighting
for Black rights and for Leshian
rights, and not continuing to move
away from them. Hopefully it will see
as its natural allies those who
recognised women’s role in the
miners’ strike, and join with mining
community women and others in
fighting for continued defence of the
miners against Tory attacks. And
hopefully it will renounce any tem-
porary faith it may have had in the
upholders of the system that op-

resses us all; and slop taking the
ﬁqhi forward on their terms.
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Complete the break

trom Healyism!

IN any organisation which devoted any attention at all to the
struggle against women's oppression it would have been
impossible. But the sensational expulsion of the Workers
Revolutionary Party’s former General Secretary Gerry Healy
for the systematic rape and sexual abuse of dozens of women
comrades lifted the lid on a Pandora’s box of corruption,
intimidation and political bankrupicy.

Healy's expulsion — followed by 200 of his most servile
accolytes — has left the majority of the WRP in a ferment of
political disscussion and a chaos of inquiries info the party’s
organisational regime. Few, if any, of the old leadership
come out with clean hands after two decades of Healy's
dictatorial rule, buttressed by rhetoric and “theoretical™
arguments put forward by such figures as Mike Banda and

Cliff Slaughter.

Drawing the lessons of this eleven year period, and of the
current split, Socialist Viewpoint is printing an open letter,
written to WRP members by some of those comrades
bureaucratically expelled from the WRP in 1974, for raising
political differences on the very questions which must now be
confronted if that Party is to complete its break from Healyism
and move in the direction of Marxism.

We also reprint here an abridged version of the Introduction
to the second edition of the Battle for Trotskyism, the book on
the 1974 expuisions. The text offers an outline of WRP politics
over the period up to 1979, which may not be familiar to
many readers, and explains, for those currently re-examining
their politics, how the main lines of Healy’s more recent

politics took shape.

An Open

Letter

to WRP members following the
expulsion of Gerry Healy.

Dear Comrades,

« As former WRP members ex-
pelled by Gerry Healy in 1974,
we are by no means surprised
by the corruption and viclence
uncovered in the present crisis
and split within the Party. We
are only surprised that the crisis
has taken so many years to
break.

We know that In the altermath of
Healy's expulsion, with so many
political  issues  thrown inlo the
melting pot, WRP members are forc-
ed o face a bewildering array of pro-

blems. We recognise that the present
split, like our oppesition in 1973-74,
has its roots in political differences.

We could not accept Healy's cons-
tant predictions of cataciyemic
economic crisls, or dire forecasts of
imminent dictatorship: they proved
ruinously disruplive to our work in
the labour movement and we began
to say so. Before we knew where we
were, Healy had changed the con
stitulion to remgve the right to appeal
te conlerence against expulsion —
and we were being denounced as
“anti-party elements”, "Mensheviks"
and “police agents”.
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As we looked more into the politics
of the WRP leadership and the
regime of the Group we found all the
things which have emsarged now
violence, corruption and abuse of
women comrades. Central Commit
lee member Tony Richardson was
beaten personally by Healy in the
(now inlamous) fiat.

When Kate Blakeney complained
againsi this on the Central Coam
mitee, she was charged, suspendad
from membership and ejected from
the meeting within 4 minutes!

When we asked for a control com
mission into the violence, Healy
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changed the terms of reference fo an
investigation into us. In the end the
Control Commission recommenda
fion was our expulsion from the
movemert

When we saw the charge sheets it
turned out we were being expelled
for raising precisely the things for
which Healy was recently expelled
from the Group: vioclence, intimida
tion and corruption. We were said to
have been "slandering the General
Secretary”! We had in fact been very
reluctant to raise these matters but we
regarded it as a matter of principle to
do so once we knew about them. But
Healy used them againat us. He said
we could not argue politically and
were resorting to slander. Ha is say-
ing the same things now — only then
the majority backed Healy.

Then, alter we were expelled, he
arganisad a "reregistration”
throughout the WRP Western Area
(where we all were), All those refus-
ing to accept our expulsion were
themlseves expelled — including
some who hardly knew us in London
and Yorkshire. Some 200 were ex
pelied all told.

Today's events completely vin
dicate the stand we toak at that time.
The violence, corruption and abuse
of women comrades ore Healy's
politice. His opportunist antice on
politizal issues flow out of that

In 1974 we took up his palitical line
in some detail — as can be seen in
our account of the split in the book
The Batile for Trotskyism, which we
published at the time, and in WHF
leaders junk the aold Trotskyism,
published later on, as well as many
other articles and statements.
welcome

Today, we the stand
which has been belatedly taken
against Healy, although much
damage has been done to the

Trostkyist movement by his continued
activities over the past 10 yers,

We welcome Healy's expulsion and
the fact that his most mindless
disciples have gone with him. But we
have to say to WHP members that thie
is only the start. There is a terrible
mess to be cleaned up. The grotesque
practices of Healy are still doing
damage to the Trotskyist movement,
in the Fleet Street tabloids ever day.

The problem is compounded by the
fact that WRP leaders like Mike Ban
da and Cliff Slaughter clearly knew
what was going on, and condoned it
over decades. They were enthusiastic
supporters of Healy's political and
organisational moves to expel us in
1974,

There must now be a full political
accounting of the whole situation,
and a full political self-criticism by
those who have acted as Healy's
theoretical mouthpiece over the
years, The workers’s movement has a
right to know just how an organisa-

tion as small as the WRP and
thecretically committed to fight
Stalinism and reformist

bureaucracies could create political
and material conditions to zpawn
such a vicious, brutal, utrammelled
bureaucracy in ils own ranks.

WRFP members must revise almost
every assumption and position thal
has bean handed down to them, and
turn to Trotskyism. Their model must
be the Boshevik party, the Leit Op-
position and the early Fourth Interna-
fional, in which democracy was a
central factor in preserving a healthy
political leadership. As we pointed
out in 1974 this means:

®Rejecting any cult of the in
dividual, exclusive |eadership cli
ques and any privileged positions for
full-timers:

I-'---_-_---—-------ﬂ__--_-----ﬂ
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Still available

Copies of The Battle for Trotskyism and other literature
on the WRP are available (£3 including post and
packing) from Socialist Viewpoint's Bookstall, BCM Box
3956, London WCIN 3XX.
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® Az a guaraniee of the accoun
tability of the leadership and its
scrutiny by membership at all levels,
there must be full freedom of discus-
sian within the Party, with the right to

raise questions, and circulate and
argue mincrity points of view,
documents, resolutions and
information.

® A necessary corollary from the
right to argue mincrity points of view
{s the right to crganise around these
views, to form opposition tendencies
and factions to develop and fight for
these points of view — rights jealous-
ly defended in Lenin's Bolshevik Par-
ty and in the statutes of the Fourth
International.

® This means o calegoric and prin-
cipled rejection of violence and in
limidation of any kind within the
Marxist (and workers’) movement
Violence if used should be directed
at the closs enemy, nol comrodes
with differences.

®A healthy internal regime
depends also on the development of
new layers of independently-minded
educated cadre. This in ‘turn
demands that the activity of the move-
ment in the class struggle must be
geared to the human resources
available, and orientated in such a
way as to train comrades to play a
leading role in the actual struggles of
the labour movement: on this issue
the connection between a healthy
regime and healthy political line is
made clear in the need to reject
sterile activist propagandism.

On the political level, a host of
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guestions must be confronted.

® Any real change on the Middle
East calls for a serious analysis of the
nature and historical development of
the viclous regimes in Libya, Irag,
Iran, and Syria, each of which the
WHP has from time to lime defended,
and a solid reappraisal of the politics
of the Arafat wing of the PLO, The
starting point must be the interests of
the oppressed masses of the Middle
East, and the fight for a strategy of
permanent revolution, not Healy's
conveient alllances with wealth and
power,

® This reappraisal must alss include
a rejection of the pesitions of adapta-
tion to the Stalinist leadership in Viet-
nam, the scandalous justification of
the murders of the Vietnamese Trot-
ekyists, and a reaffirmation of the
need for political revolution against

each of the GStalinist leadership
internationally.
®The Healy experience has

underlined the appalling backward-
ness of the WRP on the question of
women's oppression, where not even
the lessons of Lenin, Trotsky and the
First Four Congresses of the Com-
munist International have been incor-
porated into the theory or practice af
the party: in fact meréava]npment of
the women's liberation movements in
the t-war period demand that
Trotskyists go much further in outlin-
ing a perspective for that fight.

®The Jennings letter reveals
another side of WHP backwardness
— on the question of gay rights and
gay liberation, with the party taking a
more backward position than many
reformist councils!

® The central issue of the relation-
ship of Marxists to the British Labour
Party must be faced in the light of the

rejection. of Healy's cock-eyed
analysis of the period and the actual
gituation in 1985.

®The WHP's trade union work,
which has been in a state of collapse
since the 1974 expulsions, and which
could only languish in the absance of
any programme of {ransitional
demands or perspective of serious in-
tervention, ﬁis also suffered from
gross opportunist adaptations,

® On the question of the Fourth In-
ternational, WRP comrades must
recognise that the “orthodox™, “anti-
Pabloite” International Committes
has on Vietnam and the Middle East
adopted far worse political positions
than even Pablo himself. The only
real comparison with WRP adapta-
tions to Khomeini and Arafat is the
Castroile line of the American SWP
— who have gone the whole hog, re-
jected Troteky's theory of permanent
revolution, and effectively

repudiated the call for political
revolution. Far from lecturing the
rest of the crigis-ridden Trotskyist
movement, or dencuncing them lock,
stock and barrel as “revisionists”,
WRP members (and IC sections) musi
now confront the actual situation and
palitical: degeneration of the move-
ment oz o whole, of which the WRP is
a part! The unresclved political pro-
blems of the 1953 split in the Fourth
International, the Cuban revelution,
and the whole post-war crisis of the FI
cannot be wished away or ignored:
they must be politically confronted if
a rffvciuttanarf International s to be
built.

We cannot offer ready answers to
all these questions. But we have ad-
dressed many of them to some extent
since our expulsions in 1974. We
have carried out a continuing strug-
gle in the labour movement for prin-
ciple and programme. And we offer
now to discuss all or any of these
lssues with WRP members who wish
to carry lorward the fight for Marxism
despite.the betrayals of Healy.

We are among the supporters of
the magazine Socialis! Viewpoint,
We have survived intimidation, mass
expulsions, and eleven years of
calumny, provocations and abuse
from Healy {o continue the battls for
Trotskyism. You can survive it foo,
and still make a real contribution to
the struggle for socialism, i you
make a real break from past methods
and policies

Cur views are summed up in Satile
for Trosiskyism, and cther publica-
tions. Why not find out more?
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The downhill path
- since 1974

Extract from 1979

Introduction to

Battle for Trotskyism

“The Battle for Trotsk 5
was the chronicle of the 1974
expulsions. It was published in
1976 by what was then the
Workers Socialist League. This
extract is from the second
(1979) edition. The WSL
E‘:,EM a paper. "Socialist

“, from 1975-1981. For
further details, contact
Socialist Viewpoint.

WHEN the group of comrades who formed
the Workers Socialisi League were axpell-
ed from the WRP in December 1974 we
predicted that the speed at which the WHP
was degenerating would bring about its
collapee  or disintegration relatively
quickly.

Indead it seems certain that this would
have been the case if the Healy lsader-
ship's subsequent opportunist turn to sup-
porl for peity bourgecis and bourgecis
Araba nationalist leaders had not provid-
ed an artificial and temporary stay of
execution.

The reality is that even now, five years
aller our expulsion, the political
degeneration fa still working its way
through info organisational crisis and
digintegration. The last six months alone
have seen at least two waves of expulsions
from the WHF, which is only a tiny fraction
of the size il was in 1974. The sales of its
daily paper, Newsline, are clearly negligi-
ble: bundles of copies lie uncollected at
main railway stations and the paper is
unobtainable in many lormer WRP
strongholds.

The scale of the crisis is such that even
the WRP Political Commities has had to
admit it publicly and take steps to cut back
on the Party's extensive apparatus and the
gize of the paper. But these steps cannot
stablise & movement thalt has abandoned
every shred ol past principles and that re-
tains the allegiance of its members only by
the most fantastic and monsirous slander
campaigns against its political opponents

Mike

Clurs was not an opposition that simply
reacted to this or that aspect! of Healyism
such as the total denial of democratic cen-
taligm within the WHF; the sectarian, the
absence of International perspeciive; or
the cavalier attitude towards the history of
the Trotskyist movement. We set out from
the outset to confront Healy's method and
to contrast it to that spelled out In the ap-
proach of the Transitional Programme. We
focussed on the necessity lor a progromme
capable of mobilising workers in struggle
in such a way as to lead them to grasp the
bankruptey of their reformist and Stalinist
lsaders and the need for the revolutionary
seizure of power

The Introduction to the first (February
1976) edition of Baitle for Trofskyism
points to the obvious weaknesses that were
contained in our early documents —
waaknesses that flowed from the condi-
tions in which they were written, the in-
itallly limited purposes they were intended
to serve, and the newness of the problems
they confront. Yet they represent the most
developed opposition yet to emerge from
the ranks of the SLL/WRP.
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Healy is acutely aware of this. Today the
pages of Mewsline are reqularly being fill-
ed onoe more with foul slanders against
the Workers Socialist League and our
members. We see this as a sign of
desperate weakness. Healy recognises us
a8 a threal to which he has no political
answer. 30 he sets out at all coats to wall ofi
members and ex-members of the IC from
any objective assessment of our positions
and our record in practice.

As the Third Decument — a detailed ac-
count of our expulsions — shows, it was
our ready acceptance of a challenge by
Healy to develop a second document tak-
ing up the questions he posed, that decid-
ed him to prepare our expulsions befors
the WRP conference that was supposedly
to debate our positions.

In & bid 1o prevent us winning a broader
base ol support we were framed up on
organisational charges, expelled a week
belore the conference, and villfied in our
absence by the leadership from the con-
ference platform. Even the notional
democratic rights laid down by the WRP
constitution were violated.

Today's crisis in the WRP however finds
Healy more desperate than ever — and the
slanders more vitrlalic

The most disgusting slandsrs io date
have bean aimed at Socio/ist Press editor
John Lister. A former full-timer area
organiser for tha WHP, Lister 1s now
cynically branded by Newsline as an FBI
agent|

A Newsline weekand supplement, dated
May 5 1579, and entitled "Security and the
Fourth International”, carried three ar-
ticles. The inireduction stated:

“The Newsline weekend supplement
today publishes three articles on the
FBI-CIA spy network of the late Joseph
Hansen. double ageni and long-time
leader of the United States revisionist
Socialist Workers Party...

Today we publish vital new chapters
in the investigation showing the world-
wide tentacles of Hansen's network: in
Latin America. Australia and Britain.”

The third of these articles, on Britain, is
entitted “John Lister: the FBI Oxlord
Attorney”,

Naturally the article offered not a shred
ol proof lo connect Lister In any way
whatever with the FBI: but, more abysmal-
ly still, it could not even labricate anything
to connect Lister with Haonsen either! Far
from being one of the “world-wide ten-
tacles of Hansen's network™, Lister had
never so much as mel, spoken with or
received communication frem Hansen in
any shape or form. Indeed the nearest
thing to a link betwean the two is the fact
thal as a natipnal organiser for the WSL
Lister last year sent Hansen a copy of a let
ter {gince published) pressing the case for
the circulation of the WSL document “The
Poisoned Well”. Hansen did not reply!

The WRP case therslore had to be {lim-
sy. Bul in fact it hung on an outright and
conscious lie. Mewsline claims that Lister
wrote in Socialist Press an article that sup-
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ported the SWP's proposal for a financial the reader that our oppostiion in the WRP of women's rights, Mewsline replied: !

seftlement to their five year 340 million
lawsuit against the FBl. The anonymous
WHP hack speculaies that the reason for
this ts:

“perhaps. because the FBI leaders of
the SWP have Lister himself o
cut of the proceeds if and when the
bleod money is recelved.”

But of course Lister's article did not sup-
port — bul positively denounced — the
SWP's proposal for & financial settlemet] It
wenl on to olfock the way in which the
SWP had {alled to take the lessors of ite
cout action against the FBI into the US
trade union and labour movement!

Thus one dellberats and |ludicrous
Newsline lie becomes for Healy the basis
for aceusing the editor of Sociolis! Press of
being an FBI agent| What value, then, are
we to place on the “investigation” that sup-
posedly backs the WRPs more ex-
travagan! and veluminous reams of ac-
cusations against Joseph Hansen and
George Novack? The WHP leaders have
adopted the Hme-honoured Stalinist
method of using slander to wall off their
members from discussion with palitical op-
ponents. [n case anyone shiould doubt this,
Newsline isell has admited its inlentions
by ending an article sntitled "Thornett's
Clique” {May 16) with the words:

“Workers and youth must be on guard
against this group and have nothing
whatsoever to do with it. You doa't
know who you will be talking to ar
whare he will turn up next.” (emphasis
added)

This same article significantly refers to
some extent o the 1974 expulsions. In do-
ing o it reveals that Healy has continued
to embreider on the WRP's original lying
aczount of avents

The Third Documen! goes into the
eriginal fabrication of a "quate” from Alan
Thornett which supposedly lst elip our
“real” position on the Labour Goernment,
The statement was allegedly made at a
WHP Ceniral Committee mesting on
Seplember 14, 1974, before the First
Document was produced. Clill Slaughtar
claimed that Thornett had said that the
working class would come into conflict
with capitalism “through the Labour
Governmeant™,

Az the Third Document polnts out;

“It is never mentioned. of course. that
Thornet! immediately challenged the
accuracy aof il. or that no such position
appeared in either ol the two political

- documents he submitted, or thot no
such siotement haos ever appeared In
Socialist Press or in any stotements or
literature put out by the WSL.”

But, relylng as sver on the receding
memory of remairing WRP members,
Healy has now developed the lie, [t now
reads:;

“With Wilson back In Downing Strest.
the Thornett cligue [‘l‘]:sul forward the
utterly reactionary anti — Marxist
view that ‘the strength of the maoss
movement will force the Wilson
ment to carry out anti-capitalist
measures. :

The WRP Central Committes over-
whelmingly rejected Thornett's position
as a complete capitulation fo social
democracy and the Labour and trade
union b 4

History has mmnd the WRPI

History normally doas “vindicate you™ if
you make if Up to justify your actions as
you go along. The whole account here is
based on a lie, and designed to persuade

wad based on this jabricated position, We
invite readers to see the truth for
themselves in Battle for Trotskyism,

On Social Democracy, the First Docu-
ment, for instance, produced in November
193;. states on page 3:

t is indisputable of course that this
Labour Government will and
will open the door to reaction.”

History, we think, has vindicated us.

Events since 1974

The Second Document makes the impor-
tant point that sectariantem always has “its
opposite contained within it — that of
slides inlo opportunism” (pages BE-3). It
quotes the 1974 sxamples of tha WHF's
failure to call for the building of Trotskyist
parties for political revelutisn in Morth
Vietnam or China, And it examines the
praise in Workers Press for Yassir Aralat's
appearance at the United Nations — im-
perialism's “thieves kitchen” — which was
described a8 a "serious Blow 1o US-Tsraeli
tmperialiam.” It shows the WRP's switch of
position from eritictsm of Arafat to un-
critical support for him.

The WEF has slavishly defended svery
action and manoeuvre carried out by these
anti-communis! despols: Even in-
famous [ragi Ba'athist regime’s exscution
and torture of Communist Party members
students and trade unionista has been
publicly endorsed by Newsline. Ba'athist
attacks on the cppresssed Kurdish minon-
ty are delended — by branding the Kur-
dish people as "CIA agents”. The WRP's
previous correct support for the historic
Eurdish liberation struggle has been
obliterated from the record, Instead
Ba'athist speakers are feted at WRP con-
ferences, and Newsline talks of the
“socialist transformation” of Irag.

Libyan benapartist dictator Gaddali —
whase pecple are "fres’ io do anything but
organise  independently in  unions,
political parties or gemiine workers” and
peasants’ councils — & promoted in
Newsline, his spesches reprinted um-
critically, and hie brazen anti-communism
ignored.

Newsline's bootlicking subservience has
now extended to include Avatollah Kho-
medni, whose moves to organise the
reconstitution of the Shah's shattered ar-
my, endorsement of the wholesale murder
of gays, attacks on the right= of Iranian
women, and attempt militarily to crosh
ltbaration struggles by national minorities
are all defended by the WRP. They accuse
anyone opposing Khomeinis reactionary
policies of being ClA inspired.

And posthumous WHP sea] of approval
was even given to dead Algerian dictater
Boumedienne, whose right wing positions
wers notorious.

The Workers' Socialist League's position
on Khomeinl has been the principled one
ol critically supparting him in his callsfor
the downiall of the Shah, while warning
that Khomeini offers no political solution to
the problems of the lranian masses, which
can be resolved only through social

revolution.
But when we attacked the KEhoe-

meini/Bazargan government’s repression
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“And now to d the confusion
— and complete monstrous com-
paign of slander and misrepresentation

is condemned oz a ‘religious bigot'.”
(Newsline, 10.4.79),

For the WHP, therfore, the Iranian
revolution is  completed with  the
emergence of the present bourgecis na-
tionalist government! This stand, echoing
Healy's defence ol the murder of CP
membsrs by the Iraqui Ba'athists would, if
applied in 1936-7 in China have placed
the WRP leaders 1o the right of Stalin, for-
cing them to delend the mass murder of
Chinese CP members by Chiang Kai
Shek's “anii-imperialist” bourgesis na-
tiorialist forces, Even Stalin felt abliged 1o
seek oul “left” slements within Chiang's
Kuomintang!

Indesd the WRP's abandonment of the
Trotskyist theory of Permanent Revolution
{8 so brazen that it just hae to be deliberate
and conscious. It flies in the face of a for-
mally correct article on the Iranian revolu-
tioni in the WHP's own "'thearetical” jour-
nal Labour Review published as late as
December 1978, That states:

programme,

The Tudeh Stalinists will no doubt be
relieved to hear they now have the un-
solicited assistance of the WHP in this line
of class befrayal. But the Labour Review
article suggested a very diflerent line:

“What is required in Iran, however, is
the construction of o based on the

| could be lurh;ﬁ
only through an irreconcilable strugg!
against the national-liberal

By April 1979, a mere four months allar
this formally carrect defence of permanent
revolution, Khomeini's suopport for the
PLO heralded a fresh about-face by the
WHP to complete support for the lelamic
leader and a refusal to criticise his moves
lo suppress democratic rights, Indeed
history has vindicated the formal or-
thodexy of the WHP last December and
refuted the opportunist line of the WHP in
April 1979, as Khomeinl has proved that
his Isalmic capitalist regime i= incapable
of offering democratic rights to the Iranian
MARSE],

Small wonder that the [C, for all its press

e ———————————
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WRP crisis

WRE helped fuel TGWU witch-hunt ogainst Trotskyists,

coverage of the area, has no sections in the
Middle East. The dropping of the theory of
permanen! revolution indicates that they
do not believe Trotskyist parties to be
necessary far the struggles of the masses;
and such parties would only be an em-
barassment to the WRF's cross-class,
popular frontist strategy of “alliances with
the national liberation movements”.

Such alliances mean in practice throw-
ing the columns of News/ine open lor the
demagogic “anti-imperialist” siatements of
Arab bourgeois governments and govern-
ing parties, coupled with periodic official
visits by Healy or Vanessa Redgrave fo
reactionary Shelkhdoms to collect dona-
tions to the Mewsline's libel fund or to sall
feudal rulers exclusive government rights
on the WEP lilm "The Palestinian”.

But such opportunism in relation 1o Mid-
dle East regimes is reflected also in the
WHRF's adaptation to Vietnamese Stalin-
ism. Shortly after the expulsion of the 1974
oppasition, the WRP disgraced itseli by ef-
fectivaly delending the murder of the Viet-
namese Trotskyists by Ho Chi Minh's
Stalintsl forces in the post-war period, and
awarding the Stalinists the credentials of
having carried out a consislent revolu-
tionary line. This has now extended Inio
WHP endorsement for the Vietnamese
bureaucracy’s invasion of Cambodia.

The Workers” Socialist League, in con-
trasi, has pul lorward & consistent line of
exposing the counler-revoluticnary role of
Sialtnism and advocaling demands on
which workers can move into struggle for
their independen! Interests and challenge
the bursaucracy.

The WRP in Britain

Healy'’s opportunism has not been
regtricted to the international level. It has
coloured every aspect of the WRP's prac-

tice in the British labour movement.

In the Introduction to the 1976 first edi-
tion |of Batile for Troiskyism] we referred
to the role of WRP Central Committee
member Tom White in entering a class cal-
laborationist “workers' participation” com-
mittee at British Leyland's Cowley plant.

White's hall-for-leather degeneration
has since led him to resign from his posi-
tion on the Commitiee of the TGWU 57293
Branch in the plant at the height of a right
wing -anti-Trotskyist witch-hunt! by the
TGWU bureaucracy. In his resignation
letter, handed to the bureaucracy, White
declared that the WSL members and sup-
porters — who faced recommended
punishment including expulsion from the
union — were guilfy of the trumped up
charges levelled at them by local union
olficials.

The Cowley Plant is (with the exception
af Equity!) the one section of the trade
union movement where the WHP still hold
4 leading position.

White's opportunism therelore provides
a good means of comparing the practical
record of the WEP to that of the W3L.

Leyland has been the test-bed for the
gpacific method and form of attack

adopled by  successive Labour
governments.
"Participation” commitless — joinl

union/management bodies — were formed
as part of this strategic attack. Their aim
was 1o suck convenors and stewards into
arguing that there was a joint intérest bet-
ween workers and management, and
preszing for sacrifices on the shop floor to
“save the company”.

While Tom White willingly cooperatad
in this new sal-up and went into participa-
ticn, the Workers Socialist League and its
supporters {ought tooth and nail against it
at every stage. Under our leadership the
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TGWU Branch fought all the way for the
independent class interests of the workers,
and stuggled 1o expose those that col-
laborated with management. For this, and
the {act that our members and supporiers
fought against workers being sacked, and
for wage demands that would defend liv-
ing standards, we have been continuously
under attack from the TGWU
bureaucracy.

We challenge Heaaly to glive an account
of anything White has done to fight the
TEGWU witch-huntars or o mobilize
workers against attacks by Leyland
management during the last five years.

It is easy to avold aitacks from the
bureaucracy — if you lollow White's ex-
ample and keep your head down while the
management moves into attack conditions
and union rights. But while the WRP
snipes at us from the right, the workers of
Cowley have shown thelr confidence in
the polickes we have fought for in the trade
unions.. And skilled workers and
toolmakers in British Leyland have
wilnessed the bureaucratic repreasion that
is heaped by union leaders on any section
that attempts to stand up for i Indepen-
dent interesis.

For the WRP, the class struggle has
been reduced to an occasion for super-
ficlal or uncritical comment in Mewsline
and occasional expediticns to picket lines
with exhortations to “join the revolutionary
party”. The maximum slogans of ils jour-
nalistic coverage in fact cover an aban-
donment of workers to the minimum pro-
gramme of the trade union bureaucracy
and spontaneous trade union militancy.

In other words every aspect of the
WHF's practical record in the struggle vin-
dicates the warnings and analysis
pressnted in 1974 in Alan Thornett's First
Document. The WRP for all its talk of “br-
inging down" the Labour Government has
played no role in the real struggle against

it.

The WHPF continues to ignore the
necessity for such work. Healy s blend of
sactarianism and opportunism could be
clearly sen in the General Election.
Despite the dwindling size of the WHP, the
Party made the grandiose gesture of stan-
ding six imes as many candidates as In
1974 — thus getting five minutes on televi-
sion. Few of the 60 candidates were back-
ed by any local organisation, or carried
out any real campaign in the election. The
television broadcast was Healy's attempt 1o
jump over the lack of numbers, while pos-
ing as "the” party of the left.

But what did the broadcast actually say?
It included no attacks on the union
bureaucracy. [t offered no analysiz of
Stalinism. It failed to mention Trotskyism
or the Fourth International.

And while correctly defending naticnal
libaration movements, the perspective was
totally national in character and abstact in
cortenl, In this way the maximum-
minimum election programme attacked in
Alan Thornett's First Document lives an to-
day in an even more degenerate WHP.

Alfter five years of slanders, lies and eva-
glons, we do not expect any answer {rom
Healy and the WRP leadership to the
poinis we raise.

But we do hope that members and ex-
membars of the WHRP who are appalied by
the politics and the actions of the Healy
leadership study the material put forward,
take the decision to break from Healyism,
and join us in the battle for Trofskyism.

June 1979




Working to co-ordinate
the hard left

By JENNY FISHER

IT's not all gloom and doom.
While the casual reader of the
bourgecis press might think
that all the left is doing is split-
ting apart and clogging up the
bookstalls with yet more new
magazines. one initiative aim-
ed at uniting the left — at least
in action — has quietly been
plugging away at what could
seem an impossible task for the
last few months.

After an initial meeting earlier this
year, Labour Lefi Co-ordination was
tormed to bring together the sup
porters of wvarious newspapers,
magazines, campaigns and pressure
groups on the lett of the labour move

ment. Our first "outing” was at
Labour Party Conference in
Bourmnemouth; and was the frult of
weekzs of the ocareful planning
necessary to mount such a joint
initiative,

In Bournemouth, Labour Left Co-
ordination produced a broadsheet
handed out to delegates at the begin
ning of the Conference. It contained
articles from the various campaigns
involved, and showed delegates and
vigitors the issues which the left felt it
was important to Hight for

Given that LLC brings together
such different kind of groups, it is vir-
tually impossible to preseni a com-

mon detailed programme which all -

the participants can endorse. The in-
ternationa campaigns  (Labour
Movement Campaign for Palestine,
Labour Committee on Ireland,
Labour Women for Ireland), for ex-
ample, tend not to have policy on
Economic Stralegy, or PBEritish
membership of NATO. But we were
able to include in the broadsheet,
artd in advance publicity, appeals for
resistance to the witch-hunt and any
watering down of mandatory resslec-
tion; and in favour of positive
discrimination, and the demandz put
forward by the campaigns for Black
Sections, Lesbian and Gay rights,
and Women's rights.

Labour Left Co-ordination ended
the week with a fringe meeting. Like
most others in Bournemouth, it was
not easily accessible, but over 100
visitors and delegates came. Feor
many, it was the first real chance
they'd had lo discuss the need to
organise the left, and begin to debate

Sl

Eric Heffer foined the LLC ploMform affer Kinnock's spesch

tactics. Platform speakers were
Dianne Abbott, and Eric Hefler, and
over twenty people spoke Irom the
floar, which must have been a record
at a Conlerence where [ringe
mesting platforms ssemed even fuller
than usual.

Labour Left Co-ardination was also
able to co-operate in the publication
of a joint daily bulletin at Con-
terence. This was a very successful
venture: as well as being a
breakthrough in terms of left co-
operation, and in terms of culting
down the amount of paper handed
out to bemused delegates, it manag-
ed to act as the focal point for many
campaigns to report on events during
Conference, as well as providing
guidance for delegates

After Bournemouth, Labour Left
Co-ordination faces the task of con
solidating its activities. and not fall
ing into the trap of being nothing but
a left talking shop in between Labour
Party Conlerences.

A start has been made to turn out
towards workers fighting the Tories
by supporting the National Miners'
Amnesty Campaign, and by inviting
the Soclalist Teachers' Alliance to
talk to cur next mesting with a view to
working out some pessible future co-
operation.

LLC is taking seriously the task cf
co-ordinating a serious fightback on
Labour Rarty policies. A major
discussion on economic policy is be-
ing held at the nex! mesling, in the
hope thalt we can agree on at least
some broad principles to fight for in

the Labour Party. Positive
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diserimination and the specially op-
pressed have not been forgotien, with
plans being made for a major discus-
sion, led by the campaigns concern-
ed, early in the New Year. LLC has,
in the meantime, writien to the press
about racist attacks, and also to the
London Region Labour Party (as the
Labour Party Region where some of
the most serious recent attacks have
taken place) urging action,

Cn the witch-hunt, LLC has set up
a sub-committee to co-ordinate infor
mation on all kinds of witch-hunts and
campaigns against them.

Ancther major task is getting out of
London, into the Regions, and pro-
moting discussion on organising the
left. As well as giving the chande to
debale tactics, etc., this is very im-
portant o cul down the isclation that
is still felt by the laft In some areas.
Plans are being made for meetings at
Regional Labour Party Conferences:
and left caucuses, elc., are encourag
ed to ask for speakers from LLC to at-
tend their meetings.

Az delegates left Bournemouth in
Ogctober, there was a definite moad
that in the face of the Labour Party
leadership onslaught from the plat-
form, local left caucuses must be
organised., These can be local
"Labour Lefis”, local “Campaign
Groups"”, local "Briefing Groups”, or
whatever: the main need iz to get
meeting, discussing and crganised to
face the tasks ahead.

Contact Labour Left Co-ordination
at 57, Lolting Road, London N1
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