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“AS SOON as we sat down | realised something was
strange with Paviov's condition. He was drunk. He
leaned forward on one elbow and looked around the
table and said: ‘Well, chaps, what should we do now?’.”

Thatis how the chairman of
the Soviet central bank de-
scribed the Soviet prime min-
ister during the cabinet meet-
ing. which launched the 19
August coup. i

Nothing could better dem-
onstrate the utter bankruptcy
of the Stalinist bureaucrats
who have run the USSR since
the 1920s.

Dictatorship

But we are not witnessing
the death of communism. The
events in the Soviet Union
mark the death of a Stalinist
dictatorship which was
erected over the copses of
millions of real communists
and working class fighters.

The Stalinist systemis dy-
ing, and the majority of its
former rulers are leaping like
rats from its rotting hulk. The
rule of the bureaucrats, es-
tablished in the 1920s, long

ago strangled the only force.

that could have made the
Soviet economy work to meet
the needs of millions. Only
workers’ démocracy could
make the centrally planned
and collectively owned
economy work. Without that
democracy the Stalinist sys-
tem was doomed to stagna-
tion, doomed to collapse back

into capitalism.
Inthe aftermath of the failed

coup power has fallen into the ~

hands ofthe section of former
bureaucrats who openly want
to put the USSR on the fast
track to capitalism. Yeltsinand
his followers idolise Major,
Bush and Helmut Kohl. They
are hailed in the west as the
“democratic” opposition to
Stalinist tyranny.

They are no more “demo-
cratic” than the coup-makers
were “socialist”. Yeltsin in
Russia and the pro-capitalist
bureaucrats of the rest of the
USSR's republics are solidify-
ing their control overthe state
machine, which once re-
pressed the workers in the
name of socialism, in order to
use it fortheir own project of a
sharp and painful introduction
of the capitalist market.

Brink

And they will need it. The
Soviet economy stands on the
brink of collapse, threatening
mass starvation and unem-
ployment. No matter how dis-
organised the Soviet workers
are at the moment, they will
not starve in silence.

Yeltsin's seizure of power,
depicted as a second “revolu-

tion" in the western media, is
nothing more than a pro-capi-
talist counter-coup. With the
Stalinist system in its death
throes and the working class
disorganised, Yeltsin has
“found the crown lying in the
gutter”.

This opens up an enormous
opportunity for capitalism. If
imperialism should prove to
have developed a sufficient
unity of purpose and economic
strength to assemble an aid
package on the scale of the
Marshall Plan after 1945 it
has the chance of defeating
anyworkers’ resistance to the
re-introduction of the market.

The most developed parts

of the Stalinist system will be
incorporated into the Euro-
pean and Japanese econo-
mies, while the rest, the vast
majority, will be relegated to

‘third world status, facing pov-

erty, backwardess and hun-
ger.

Obstacles

There are major obstacles
in the way of imperialism pur-
suing this course. The crisis
ridden and divided nature of
the capitalist world economy
itself is first among them.

But no-one should be com-
placent. Unless the Soviet
working class can be mobi
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lised around its own independ-
ent interests in the struggles
ahead, the failure of the capi-
talists’ plans will only plunge
the USSR and Eastern Eu-
rope into a nightmare of na-
tional civil wars, strutting na-
tionalist dictators and further
economic ruin.

Inglorious

No one should moum Sta-
linism's inglorious death. It
was a system doomed in the
historic short term. Not even
a successful and bloody coup

could have saveditin the long :

run.

But no one should be jump-
ing for joy at the rise to power
of a Thatcherite, Russian chau-
vinist who is even now con-
solidating the apparatus of
his rule, issuing decrees, or-
dering political bans. and
grooming the secret police for
the task of smoothing the path
to capitalism in Russia.

The crisis which has gripped
the USSR, which exploded into
the tragi-<comic coup attempt
in August, has not gone away.
It will present further opportu-
nities for the workers and
youth to settle accounts with
both the Stalinist bureaucrats
and the collection of spivs
and Thatcher-lovers who are
the leading force in Yeltsin's
movement.

But, as our eyewitness ac-
count (page 9) shows, the

Build a Trotskyist party!

Price 40p/10p strikers  Solidarity price £1

anti-Stalinist socialist opposi-
tion remains weak and disor-
ganised.

The vital task for anybody
still prepared to call them-
selves a Marxist, socialist, or
communist in the face of the
ideological onslaught of the
bosses’ press, is to camy on
the real socialist fight against
both capitalism and Stalinism.

This means defending what
is left of the social gains ush-
eredin by the October Revolu-
tion 1917 and standing by
the legacy of Lenin and
Trotsky's revolution. At the
same time it means being the
most resolute fighters for the
real democratic rights of the
masses, even where the
masses have illusions in the
form ofthe parliamentary “de-
mocracy” used to con us in
the west into endorsing the
rule of the profiteers.

Tradition

Above all it means rebuild-
ing the socialist tradition, east
and west, the tradition that is
not ashamed to call itself revo-
lutionary communist, because
it has opposed the Stalinist
travesty of communism for
over sixty years. It means build-
ing a revolutionary working
class party in the USSR.

That is what the Trotskyists
of Workers Power are fighting
for, along with our comrades
in the LRCI. Join us.
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ter is a blatant piece of elec-

tioneering designed to win back
the Tories’middle class supporters.
Taxpayers are footing an £8 mil-
lion bill for the launch of this elec-
tion propaganda!

Behind the razzmatazz thereisa
serious threat to public servicesand
to workers’ organisations. The
Charter is a cynical attempt to pit
working class and middle class con-
sumers against the workers who
provide public services. It is part of
the Tories’ strategy of cutting pub-
lic services, undermining the re-
sistance of the public sector unions
and boosting the private sector.

The Citizens’ Charter White Pa-
percovers the public sector and the
privatised utilities. Under the ban-
ner of “individual rights”, it will
encourage consumers to blame the

J OHN MAJOR’S Citizens’Char-

workers within services for the de-

ficiencies of those services. The-de-
cision-making top managers and
the government which keeps the
services starved of funds will be
taken out of the firing line.

Scapegoat

Forinstance, the compulsoryuse
of name-tags will encourage the
consumer to identify the grossly
inadequate service provided by
British Rail with the individual
ticket inspector. The inspector will
become the scapegoat for the years
of Tory (and Labour) cuts which
have left British Rail the most un-
derfunded railway in Europe.

The Tories want to win over “pub-
lic opinion” to supporting cost cut-
ting measures and privatisation.
They aim to do thisby making serv-
ices “accountable”—publishing
exam results, hospital waiting lists
and other such “performance” de-
tails.

The only solutions available will
be those approved by the Tories—
cutting workers’ wages, conditions
and jobs and speeding up the proc-
ess of privatisation, as in the case
of British Rail, or the further intro-
duction of “market forces” in areas

¥
3

such as health and education.

When hospitals have to publish
waiting times for operations and
appointments the pressure will be
on them, if they are not to lose
income, to “buy in” services from
different hospitals. Because other
NHS hospitals will be squeezed the
services boughtin will inereasingly
come from the private sector or
from Trust hospitals.

The NHS will be undermined

through this creeping growth of the |

private and Trust sector. Every cor-
ner will be cut in ancillary care.

Compulsory competitive tendering

BY JEREMY DEWAR

is to be introduced into more areas
of the health service such as distri-
bution.

Education authorities will be
obliged to publish the exam and
test results and absentee levels of
all schools. Naturally these will
show that middle class schools with
plenty of resources produce the best
results! Under the Tory maxim of
“to him who hath”, this will mean
more pupils and resources go to
those schools, particularly the cen-
trally funded “grant maintained”

Maijor's Charter

schools. Less well provided for
schools will be under even greater
pressure to make cuts in staff and
resources. A spiral of decline will
be set in motion.

Similar league tables for local
government services are designed
to force councils to turn to the cow-
boy refuse collection and cleaning
firms who cut corners and under-
cut union wage rates. The Charter
will further undermine local de-
mocracy.

Those who find themselves at
the bottom of the league table will
be legally denied the right to pro-

Free Sara Thornton

ARA THORNTON ended her

twenty day hunger strike at

the request of her daughter.
Now she remains in jail, serving a
mandatory life sentence for murder.
She killed her violent and alcoholic
husband.

Her courageous stand in prison
has highlighted the unjust and inhu-
man way that the British state metes
out punishment to women who are
drivento violence against those men,
often husbands, sometimes fathers,
who systematically and cruelly abuse
them.

Sara was protesting against the
refusal by the state to have her
murder conviction changed to man-
slaughter while only two days after
her appeal was rejected Joseph
McGrail was charged with man-
siaughter, and then freed for kicking
tc death his “nagging”, alcoholic
commmonHaw wife.

Victim

Liearly Sara herself is the victim
of “wo crimes: the continued abuse
ag-inst her by her husband, and the
iif= sentence given to her for refus-
inz to submit to and tolerate his
cru=ity. She should be freed immedi-
atety, p

Another case, cunrently under ap-
nezl, is that of Kirinjit Ahluwalia,
whe set fire to her home with the
nus=hand who battered and abused
her, emotionally and sexually, still in
i, i

These cases illustrates how the
taw treats men and women differ-
entiv—dismissing the experiences
=% wwomen who have been subjected

BY LYNNE BUCHANAN

to abuse. Nor are these cases iso-
lated incidents—according to the
Criminal Prosecution Service around
fifteen women a yvear kill their male
partners, and five times that many
men kill their female partners.

Whilst almost half of these women
get convicted of murders, only 25%
of men do so. Men frequently get off
with light sentences pleading “provo-
cation”. They plead that they killed
in a blind rage. Women usually get
the worst of such confrontations and
it is not surprising that the majority
of women who are driven to kill their
husbands do so in a “premeditated”
fashion. To do otherwise would mean
that they would risk being killed or
battered themselves.

Sara Thomton is not arguing that
her's was the right way of dealing
with domestic violence and oppres-
sion. Nor Is our demand to free her
anadvocacy of murder as the means
to end domestic violence. But given
the lack of defence for women and
their grossly subordinate position in
the home we must defend women
like her.

Her case is a graphic example of
many less sensational cases of (quite
literally) “everyday” domestic vio-
lence against women.

It is estimated that 20% of fami-
lies suffer some degree of violence
and 25% of all violent incidents re-
ported to the police are domestic.
Many more cases go unreported ei-
ther through fear or because of wom-
en's previous unsatisfactory deal
ings with police. Approximately 60%
of female murder victims were killed

by their husbands or male lovers and
70% of wives who petition for di-
vorce have suffered “serious brutal
ity”. In some semi-colonial countries
battery accounts for 70-80% of all
reported cases.

What then is the cause of this

appalling level of violence against -

women?

Oppression

It is not due to the inherent nature
of men as many radical feminists
like to argue. It is rooted in the
material conditions of the family in
class society and the integral part
the family plays in women's oppres-
sion

Capitalism makes the family the
centre of women'’s lives so that la-
bour power can be reproduced and
nurtured at minimum cost. Women
are unpaid domestic labourers. If
the bosses had to provide the serv-
ices that women currently provide
for free—cooking, shopping, clean-
ing, the raising of children etc—
then this would clearly mean a large
chunk out of their profits. This is why
capitalism requires women's oppres-
sion and their entrapment in the
home.

The family is also the means by
which capitalism transmits its reac-
tionary ideology to the working
class—teaching youth to be obedi
ent to adults, women to be subordi-
nate to, and the property of, men.

The miserable reality of family life
for millions is in complete contradic-
tion to the idealistic myths ex-
pounded by the ruling class. The
frustrations of everyday life are fre-

quently taken out on those most
vulnerable—young people and
women.

Tory policies are making itincreas-
ingly difficult for women and their
children suffering from violence to
escape. The depletion of council
housing stocks makes it virtually
impossible to get rehoused and
women are often told to go home as
they have made themselves “inten-
tionally homeless”. Women's refuges
provide a temporary respite for a
minority of women but they have
been cut back from 400 in 1979 to
under 200 now.

The other major factor forcing
women to stay Is economic depend-
ency—a woman looking after
dependAnts and a home may have
little or no money of her own.
Changes in social security law have
replaced emergency grants with
“Community Care Grants” to which
there is no automatic entitlement
and which are governed by each
local office deciding its own prior-
ties on the basis of a now fixed
budget. In practice this means that
women are lucky to get a loan—
making them already heavily in debt
before they even start to set up a
new home.

Punished

Sara Thomton has been punished
because, in her own words, “I'm not
a pathetic figure of a woman . . .
because | take responsibility for my
life, because | dare to fight".

Sara’s case highlights not only a
need for changes in the law but how
much we need a movement to fight
back—a fighting, working class wom-
en's movement that can link up
women in the workplaces and the
communities, fight for women's
rights in the labour movement, build
support forwomen's self-defence and
ultimately to bring women into the
struggie for socialism.l

vide certain services, even if they
were elected on a no-cuts mani-
festo. Central government will take
on those services against the vot-
ers’ wishes.

Council tenants will be able to
apply directly to central govern-
ment to get their estate taken out
of council control and into a Hous-
ing Action Trust. Given the rise in
racist attacks on some estates, this
“right” could well be used to cir-
cumventanti-racist policies in hous-
ing. In any event it will strike a
further blow to council house pro-
vision and means the threat of
homelessness will loom large for
yet more working class families.

Profits

The privatised utilities (gas, wa-
ter, telecommunications and elec-
tricity) are left virtually untouched.
Having handed over these services
to their big business friends the
Tories are determined to ensure
that they do not face the same re-
strictions planned for what's left of
the public sector. The right to make
obscene profits and pay their top
executives six figure wages is to be
protected. The right of a Labour
council to offer some meagre ele-
ment of equal opportunity to the
oppressed sections of society is to
be hounded out of existence. That
is Citizen Major’s list of priorities.

We are not against opening up to
workers’ inspection all the hidden
operations of public services. Of
course it is in the interests of work-
ers to know when a hip replace-
ment operation can take place and
how much it really costs. We need
to know all details of expenditure
so that adequate resources can be
provided and so that services can
be rationally planned to meet soci-
ety’s needs.

This can never be achieved by
some arbitrary consumers” “right
to know”. Under capitalism this
right will always be subordinated
to the bosses’ right to extract maxi-
mum profit. Working class consum-
ers must fight for the right not just
to know what resources are avail-
able, but also to redistribute all of
society’s resources in a democratic
plan designed to fulfil their needs.

This can only be achieved in an
alliance with the workers who pro-
vide those services because they
are the ones with first hand knowl-
edge of how years of underfunding
have undermined the public sector
and where resources are needed.
The Tories intend to prevent such
an alliance being formed. Part of
the Charter allows consumers to
take the unions to court for taking
illegal industrial action which af-
fects the provision of services!

Performance

The Charter also explicitly calls
for the breaking up of public sector
national pay bargaining and the
linking of pay to performance via
increased bonuses at the expense
of basic pay rates and jobs. The
Charter will not only set workers
against each other as consumers
versus providers of services but also,
through the bonus system, against
each other within the services.

Labour and their TUC backers
have only minor quibbles with the
Tories. Labour’s record in opposi-
tion and in local government shows
they will continue the attack on
services. Our alternative must be
built through action and by work-
ers in the services explaining the
real situation and appealing to fel-
low workers to join them. All serv-
ices and jobs, conditions and wage
levels must be defended and ex-
tended. All privatisations on the
rail, London buses and in local gov-
ernment must be fought through
strike action. We must resist the
Tory vandals and the Charter which
legitimises their vandalism.®
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INNOCK’S RULE in the Labour
KParty is taking a heavy toll on

the party's individual member-
ship. Despite setting a recruitment
target of one million, despite an ex-
pensive advertising campaign and de-
spite making credit card entry into the
party possible, there are now reported
to be only 330,000 members.

This decline, in a pre-election pe-
riod, has severely depleted the old
campaigning base of the LabourParty.
Up and down the country, members
who have played an active role in the
constituency left of the 1970s and
1980s are discontented and disori-
ented by Kinnock’s right wing politics
and by his hostility to any activities
that smack of “socialism”.

Many members are dropping out
altogether and a significant minority
tearing up their party cards in dis-
gust. Hundreds of socialists are sus-
pended from the party following the
Walton by-election and are facing ex-
pulsion once Kinnock’'s kangaroo-
court, the NCC, clears the backlog of

cases awaiting hearing. In Liverpool

alone six wards are suspended.

The most dramatic example of rank
and file disaffection has been the
establishment of the Liverpool Inde-
pendent Labour Party, which claims
13 courcillors and 500 members. It
is even aiming to challenge Labour at
the general election. It is made up of
former party members and Broad Left
supporters appalled at the record of
the right wing Labour council in Liver-
pool.

Kinnock's right wing policies onthe
Poll Tax, the war and the Tory union
laws—and the brazen crawling of the
front bench to the City institutions—
may meet with the approval of the
bosses and even with sections of the
electorate. But they have hardly proved
attractive to new layers -of youth and
rank and file activists. This suits
Kinnock down to the ground.

The leadership’s opposition to any
form of mass campaigning has pre-
vented the party’s active base from
being replenished, and with individual
membership being organised through
Walworth Road, the link has been
weakened between individual mem-
bers and the Constituency parties,
the traditional base of the left. Many
ward meetings are inquorate. The
patent bureaucratism of the Kinnock
clique has understandably led many
longstanding members to despair of
any possibility of either changing the
party or getting the party to change
society.

Exodus

The exodus of left wingers from the
Labour Party is large enough to force
Militant to acknowledge it. Their be-
lief that workers would flood into the
party is being contradicted by events.
The Socialist Workers Party (SWP)
has scented the possibility of winning
large numbers of former Labour activ-
ists and has issued an open letter
encouraging them to leave and con-
struct a “socialist alternative”.

After correctly refusing to back down
in the face of the leadership and
putting forward Lesley Mahmood in
the Walton by-election, Militant (30
August) now feels that it has bumt its
fingers. It is opposing the formation
of the Liverpool Independent Labour
Party. Tony Mulhearn, Chair of the
Liverpool Broad Left, has denounced
the project as “a recipe for division”.
The reason for Militant opposing what
many would have justifiably regarded
as the logical consequence of their
position in Walton is, the paper says,
that the party, “will still be trans-
formed in the years to come as work-
ers move to reclaim it from the grip of
the right who temporarily have the
party in their grasp”.

So, although membership is in de-

THIS MONTH at the Socialists
for Labour conference in Shef-
field on 7 September and the forth-
coming National Meeting of the
Campaign against the Witch-
Hunt in Manchester on 21 Sep-_
tember, the Labour left has the
chance to rally resistance to
Kinnock. If the right programme
and tactics are adopted at these
meetings then a force could be
organised to openly take on
Kinnock at the Party Conference
which begins on 29 September.
The extreme sensitivity of the
leadership to the needs of British
capital is matched only by the
savagery of its assault on social-
ists within the party. Terry Fields,
the MP for Liverpool Broadgreen
has faced a vile campaign from
Walworth Road even as the courts

made an example of him by locking
him up for Poll Tax-non-payment.
In Coventry, Dave Nellist is also
under attack. The local Labour
movement rallied to his support
and will make an attack on him
very difficult for Kinnock to win.

Move this resolution and support it at the coming

conferences:

1. This conference opposes:

a) the current wave of investigations, suspensions and
expulsions by the party leadership of hundreds of
socialists, mainly charged with supporting or cam-
paigning for Lesley Mahmood in the Walton by-elec-

tion.

b) the refusal of the party leadership to recognise
candidates democratically selected by local parties
and the imposition by Walworth Road of so-called

“offlcial” candidates.
2. This conference resolves:

a) To fight for wards and CLPs to defy any instruction to
withdraw selected candidates, and to campaign for

Fight Kinnock’s witch hunt!

At every turn the Kinnock clique
is posing the question to the left
point blank: accept our violations
of inner party democracy or face
expulsion. The former course means
abandoning effective socialist poli-
tics. and looking on helplessly as

. i
ever more individuals resign in |
despair. Far better to organise
defiance in the face of the expul-
sions the leaders will order. Far
better an intransigent fight for
theinterests of the working class,
outside the party if necessary.ll

the election of the democratically elected candi |
date against “official” candidates where neces- |
1

sary.
b) To fight for wards and CLPs to continue to treat

expelled comrades as members and afford them |
full rights of membership even in the face of |
threats of disaffiliation or expulsion. i

c) To call for and build a democratic delegate-based
conference open to all those party members and
organisations prepared to fight Kinnock to the
end, all those socialists who have been expelled
from the party and all those cumently prevented
through suspensions from participating in the life
of the party, including the Liverpool Independent
Labour Party, with the aim of organising the left to
fight Kinnock inside and outside the party.

cline now one day the masses will
flood in and enable the “Marxists” to
take over. This, according to Militant,
is because, “the Labour Party is not
the party of its right wing leaders, itis
the traditional party of working peo-
ple”.

Of course an influx of members at
some point in the future cannot be
ruled out. But nor is it an inevitable
perspective. To justify it in the terms
that Militant do is only to state half
the truth about the Labour Party.
Workers do identify with the Labour
Party. Many class conscious militants
regard it as “their” party. It is based
on their unions. But this does not
mean that the party is, or has ever
been, a real sacialist party. On the
contrary it has always been control-
led, politically and organisationally,
by the right wing bosses’' men and
women. Kinnock is.merely the latest
incarnation of MacDonald, Attlee,
Gaitskell, Wilson and Callaghan.

Split

Whenever the left show signs of
being able even to approach a major-
ity in_ the party the right threatens to
split rather than allow it to happen.
The real lesson of Walton is that we
need a new party that really repre-
sents the interests of the working
class.

Militant's schematic notion that
Labour can be taken over lock, stock
and barrel has been discredited by
events, but the Tendency has been
unable to admit it. In denouncing the
Liverpool Independent Labour Party,
Militant are violating the logic of their
own actions in Walton.

The SWP have advanced a dia-
metrically opposed but equally wrong
argument. Far from opposing a split,
they positively advocate not just an

_organised break, but also individual

resignations from the party. For the
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Build a revolutionary tendency!

SWP, being outside the Labour Party
became a point of principle in the
1970s and 1980s. Marxists do not
reject any tactic that takes the class
struggle forward, and clearly, inter-
vening in a party based on the mass
organisations of the working class
can take the struggle forward in cer-
tain circumstances.

The real point of principle for revo-

"lutionaries is that when you do work

in the Labour Party you do so on a
revolutionary basis. The SWP do not
know how to do this and end up
fearful that the contamination of their
members, unprotected by a real revo-
Iutionary programme, with reformist
ideas would lead them into becoming
reformists. And this explains their
current mistakes.

Tactic

The SWP have at no stage ad-
vanced a strategy for the left to fight
Kinnock—apart from leaving his party.
Whilst Workers Powerhas long fought
for the Labour left to adopt the tactic
eventually used at Walton, and unlike
‘Militant has not flinched from the
conseguences, the SWP were silent
until presented with the accomplished
fact.

Now they have circulated an Open

Letter calling on all those disgusted
with Kinnock to build an unspecified
“socialist alternative—outside the
Labour Party”. The only defining fea-
ture of this “altemative” is.that it
would be organisationally independ-

ent of Labour. The “genuine demo-

cratic socialism" to which the letter
refers could mean anything from a
Bennite reformist utopia to a Leninist
proletarian dictatorship.

Vague

Whilst Militant’s opportunism to-
wards Labour (“stay in at all costs
and avoid building a separate party”)
has led them to sectarian conclu-
sions (denouncing Liverpool Independ-
*ent Labour Party as splitters), the
SWP's sectarianism (“leave at all
costs”) has led them to opportunist
conclusions (advocating an altema-
tive on a deliberately vague political
basis).

Left wing party activists need nei-
ther to cling to Labour forever nor to
abandon it one by one. They should
fight to try and inflict as much dam-
age on the right wing leaders as is
possible. Many workers will say to us
that if we do wage such a fight we will
damage Labour's chances of winning
the next election. Our answer to this

is that if the price of “unity” is sitting
back and allowing Kinnock to prepare
an anti-working class govemment that
is pledged to attacking our wages,
our union rights, our services and out
jobs then it is not worth paying.

We need to struggle collectively
against Kinnock, defying the disci
pline of the party when, as is increas
ingly the case, the bureaucrats give
us no altemative other than to re
nounce our principles.

In recognising the necessity of ar
organisational break with Labour, we
should at the same time reject the
notion of founding yet another reform
ist party.

Workers Power calls on all those
individuals and local party organisa
tions revolted by the betrayals of the
leadership to join with us in the fight
for a conference of all members pre
pared to camy the struggle agains!
Kinnock through to the end—a demo
cratic conference able to decide on ¢
programme and tactics for a nev
tendency, truly representative of th«
working class.

This will mean committing such ¢
tendency to consistently revolutior
ary politics, and to the construction o
a fighting party that can put thost
politics into practice, independent!
of Labour.
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0OBODY CAN accuse us of being
{armist about the rise of fascism
fter the events in South London on
4 August when the fascist British
ational Party (BNP) staged a suc-
essful counter mobilisation to an
ntiracist march.

The march against racist attacks
i the borough of Southwark was
alled by the Southwark Black Com-
wnities Consortium (SBCC). But
‘e march was badly built for.

The black nationalist leadership
f the SBCC, which is linked to the
‘ational Black Caucus (NBC), sim-
iy called a-march and organised a
sute through the Bermondsey area.
his Is a predominantly white part of
e borough where the fascists have
sen active on the estates.

Challenging the racists on their
ome turf is vital. But it demands a
it of work. It means trying to win
ver workers in the communities
there the fascists are active. It
wans trying to weaken the fas-
ists’ base through systematic cam-
algning, up to and including, con-
onting their activities with the nec-
ssary force.

None of this preparation was done.
forse, the SBCC and NBC act as

- elif-appointed leaders of the black

smmunity, believing that when they
isue a call the communities will
sspond. The bitter truth is that the
ulk of Southwark's black commu-
ity refused to respond to the call.
he march was small, about 300 to
00 strong at its peak.

idvantage

The BNP in contrast was able to
ike advantage of its preparatory
iork. The hard core of about 150 to
00 fascists on the counterdemon-
tration were able to rally hundreds
f whites, including many local youth.

'/ith superior numbers they were

ble to harass and attack the anti-
acist demonstration, forcing the
nti-racists to retreat.

No wonder deputy fiithrer John
‘dmonds hailed the BNP's action as

3 big success”. It was. After years

i suffering reverses and splits this
as an important victory for the
scists. It comes after their elec-

‘on campaign in the borough and it

gnals an increase in their involve-
ent in the South London area.

Many of the local white youth will
wallow the fascists’ filthy racist
sapegoating message and be im-
sessed by their willingness to force-
dly take the streets for the simple
sason that neither the labour coun-
il, nor the labour movement, have
one anything to offset the unem-
ioyment, bad housing and the lack
f facilities in the area. The Labour
ouncil and labour movement are
Hlowing the area to become a breed-
i ground for the fascists amongst
e white youth.

The threat posed by the fascists
ras clear for anyone with eyes to
se. Yet the Militant chose to ignore
1e whole episode. The SWP, who
ad a handful of their local members
resent, admit it was “a minor vic-
sry” for the fascists. It was minor,
sey tell us, because most of the
sople in Bermondsey aren’t really
1wcist. If we go in and simply fink the
ssue of racism “into a whole host of
ther attacks on working class fami-
es, like the poll tax for example”
1en all will be well because “black
nd white will unite and fight”.

ilternative

The altemative the SWP offer is
an Open Letter that deplores the
olitics and activities of the BNP".
¢ell and good, but waving an open
stter at the well organised fascist
quad that attacked the antivacist
sarch Is not going to achieve a
veat deal. -

The fascists have to be systemati-
:ally organised against, they have
o be physically confronted, their
jeas have to be challenged, they
ave to be isolated and driven off the
:states. It is an urgent priority that
#e campaign in the labour move-
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A warning to the left

BNP victory

ment to win it to such a perspective.

Yet this is precisely what the SWP
will not do. Because they are fixed
to the ludicrous perspective that
fascism is not a threat and racismis
on the wane, they actually oppose
the building of a workers’ united
front to smash fascism.

How else are we to interpret their
refusal to participate in the Anti-
Fascist Action (AFA) campaign in
Southwark against the BNP? How
else are we to interpret their refusal
at Thamesmead in May to directly
confront the BNP march? The SWP's
daft perspective is leading it either
into abstentionism or into
downplaying the problem and not
allocating any forces to anti-fascist
activity.

Passivity

And this passivity by the left, and
the labour movement at large, is
encouraging the fascists—who are
attacking paper sellers, canying out
firebombings and breaking up meet-
ings with increasing regularity.

But the answer coming fromSBCC
and the NBC is no altemative to the
SWP. In the face of increased racist
attacks—there were 42 reported at-
tacks in Southwark in the first six
months of this year, compared to 58
in the whole of 1990 (though of
course the reported attacks are only
the tip of the iceberg)—the SBCC/
NBC are offering a mixture of
patemalist reformism and black sepa-
ratism. ;

Lee Jasper, a spokesperson for
both the SBCC and NBC, said the
BNP's rampage had given “a true
indication of the scale of the prob-
lemin Bermondsey”. His responseis
to collaborate with the job and serv-
ice cutting council and the perpetra-

tors of racist harassment, the po-

lice: .

“l am now willing to work ex-
tremely hard with the police and the
local authority to make sure black
families are not living in fear.”

This is a disastrous response to
the growth of the fascists. The po-
lice and sections of the local council
have suggested a ban on future anti
racist marches in the area. The South-
wark police have a well deserved
racist reputation. Council leader Sally
Keeble drew up an anti-fascist char-
teras an altemative to direct action.
To turn to these elements is to tum
away from the only actior that can
defeat the fascists.

Collaboration

Jasper combines this perspective
of collaboration with a black separa-
tist solution to housing and employ-
ment problems. He attacks what he
calls “a great experiment of
integrationism” and argues:

“The only way to combat [racism]
is to have support provision run by
and organised by the black pedple,
like the Jewish people have.”

Not only is such separate eco-
nomic development a utopia under
capitalism, it is reactionary. We need
revolutionary integrationism, not
separatism. We must not make the
mistake of turning our backs on the
white working class areas of the
deprived inner cities, leaving them
prey to the fascists. We must force
the labour movement to take the
fight against racism and fascism
into those areas.

The failure to do this before the
march in Bermondsey handed the
fascists a victory. The belief that it
is now too late, that we have to
abandon the white working class
because they are all iredeemably
racist would be a criminal betrayal
which would immeasurably
strengthen the fascists.

Despite their victory on 24 August
the fascists should be wary of cel
ebrating too much. Anti-Fascist Ac-
tion is committed to the perspective

of forcing the labour movement to
take the fight to the fascists. It is
committed to mobilising the work-
ing class, black and white, to direct
action against the fascists. It has a
good record of inflicting damage to
the fascists’ morale whenever they
march or meet. In Southwark AFA
will step up its fight against fas-
cism. It is high time that the other
organisations of the left and labour
movement joined it in this struggle .l

IN THE month before the BNP's
success in attacking the 24 August
march they stood a candidate inthe
Brunswick ward by-election in South-
wark. This was part of their planned
expansion into the South East Lon-
don area.

The BNP had already built a base
towork from in Thamesmead where
the racist murder of two black youth
prompted them to move in and ped-
dle their “Rights for Whites” poison.
In the by-election the BNP got 132
votes compared with 775 for Labour
and 135 for the Tories. In other
words, the BNP, starting from
scratch, came within four votes of
beating the Tories into fourth place.

Workers Power and AFA, to which
we are affiliated, recognisedthe dan-
ger of the BNP's campaign and ar-
gued for a broad labour movement
campaign to counter it. At the begin-
ning of July AFA set in motion a
leafletting campaign on the estates
in the ward. We met with & good
response, especially from black
youth, who were keen to help us
confront the fascists and to keep us
informed about their movements in
the area.

We recognised early on that it
was important to draw in forces
beyond AFAto help counterthe BNP.
On 2 July a letter was circulated to
the left and the labour movement
‘convening a meeting to “set up an
organising committee to co-ordinate
activities against the BNP in the
coming weeks”. This action was
correct. Not only did it demonstrate
AFA's non-sectarian commitment to
carrying out anti-fascist work, it was
also an important means of mobilis-
' ing the local labour movement.

Fascism is a serious threat in parts of the country.
Yet, the major organisations of the British left—the
Socialist Workers Party (SWP) and Militant—refuse
to face up to this fact. Mark Harrison explains the
significance of the British National Party’s attack on
an antiracist march and looks at the wrong re-
sponses to it that are prevalent on the left.

It will take more than an “Open Letter” to drive these scum off our streets!

At the meeting itself there were
representatives of Workers Power,
Red Action, the Direct Action Move-
ment (all AFA affiliates), Socialist
Organiser, the Socialist Workers
Party (SWP), the Communist Party of
Great Britain (CPGB) and of a number
of local trade unions and Labour
Parties. Plans were set in motion for
a number of workplace meetings,
further leaf-letting and a labour
movement rally on the main estate
in the ward.

Supporters of Socialist Organiser,
to their credit, honoured the agree-
ments made at this meeting and
helped to build the rally which was
called under the title “Say no to
Fascism”.

But the SWP, CPGB and the rest
of the left in Southwark opted out of
the united front. The SWP in particu-
lar displayed a thoroughly sectarian
attitude, calling their own march on
the estate on the day of the elec-
tion. Their infantile behaviour was
rewarded when only twenty people—
all their own members—responded
to their call.

AFA, on the other hand, together
with Southwark Nalgo, organised a
100-strong rally on the estate. This
was followed up by an AFA public
meeting on the Monday preceding
the election which over 150 people
attended. Out of this meeting a mo-
bilisation for the election night was
organised and around 200 people
demonstrated outside the Town Hall
as the count was made and the
result announced. Only a massive
police presence; including riot po-
lice and plainclothes detectives, pro-
tected the fascists from the anger of
the demonstrators.

BACK

How to fight the fascists

As a result of this campaign AFA
grew from a small group of individu-
als into a local campaign with affilia-
tions from two local trades councils
and a number of individual trade
union branches. Its activist base
was swelled, and on the ill-fated 24
August march AFA had one of the
largest contingents.

The lessons of all this are clear.
AFA remains the most determined
and militant anti-fascist organisa-
tion around. It is doing excellent
work in confronting the fascists physi-
cally and politically and in combat-
ing the passivity and complacency
of the left, especially the SWP. But it
has also adopted a non-sectarian
approach which will be vital in future
struggles. It strives to build not only
itself, but a fighting alliance of
broader labour movement forces
around specific action goals. As the
original letter to build the campaign
explained:

“It is impossible for AFA to mount
acampaign against the BNP in South-
wark single-handed. For the BNP to
be stopped requires the mobilisa-
tion of the widest possible forces of
the working class both in the trade
unions and on the estates.”

In the weeks and months ahead
AFA is organising a camival, a rally
on the anniversary of the Battle of
Cable Street and a national demon-
stration through the East End. Work-
ers Power will use each of these
events both to build AFA as a cam-
paign and to appeal to the broader
forces of the left and the labour
movement to join with it in a work-
ers' united front against fascism so
that the rising threat of the BNP and
the NF can be stamped out.l

e e sa—— -
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EXE Police racism
behind shooting

DURING AUGUST two cases in-
volving the police made headline
news. In one case Sussex police
arrested five armed white men af-
ter they blasted a sub-pestmaster
and his baby son, wounding them
both. In the siege that ensued po-
lice negotiators were able to per-
suade the gunmen to surrender—
standard police procedure.

In the other case a suspected
black gunman, 24 year-old lan
Gordon, was shot dead by police
marksmen in Telford, Shropshire.
He was later found to be carrying
an unloaded air pistol without a
firing mechanism. But no standard
police negotiating procedure was
used.

The police made no attempt to
try to talk Ian into giving himself
up, and worse, they did not allow
anyone else to try, despite repeated
and frantic requests from onlook-
ers. Yet it was later revealed that
the police knew of Ian’s mental con-
dition, and had concluded them-
selves that he was harmless. His
mother recalled the station duty
officer’s words the last time they
were at the local station: “Ian should
not be here, can’t you find a doctor
for him, he’s a nice guy”.

You don’t need a philosophy de-
gree to understand the difference
between these two cases. Ian was
black. He was considered fair game
by the racist police.

Outraged

The black community in Telford
has been justifiably outraged at the
brutal gunning down of Ian. Their
anger has been intensified by the
police’s response to their attempts
to protest against Ian’s murder.
Large numbers of police with riot
vans moved into the black commu-
nity and placed it under siege.

Police harassment of black com-
munities is nothing new. Racism is
rampant in the force. And when a
black community fights back, as
happened in Telford, then the vie-
tims of systematic harassment are
denounced in the press as violent
and rampaging hooligans.

~ The police in Telford, like other
areas, work with certain assump-
tions and attitudes about race. As
the recent tribunal case brought by
PC Surinder Singh against the
Nottingham force revealed, offic-
ers routinely refer to black col-
leagues as “nigger”, “coon” and
“spook”. This contempt is magni-
fied when it is extended to the wider
black community. It is translated
into action in the form of routine
brutality and harassment.

Speaking at an International
Police Exhibition and Conference
last year, Alan Eastwood, chair of

« #

lan Gordon, a 24 year old black man, was shot dead
by the police. This was no accident. It was the
product of police racism, as Laura Wilkins explains.

the Police Federation, admitted:

“Perhaps some of our members
do go about things in the wrong
way. Some are arrogant and
overbearing. Canteen culture may
be contributing to a macho image.
We have to pay attention to casual
racism and sexism inside the
service.”

Bragging

There’s no perhaps about it! And
it isn’t simply the result of canteen
bragging. These racistassumptions
inform policing tactics. The police
are an instrument for the oppres-
sion of black people. And black peo-
ple are at the sharp end of the
police force’s general repressiverole
in society.

Within every major city police
force the propaganda machines
have for years been relentlessly
spewing out misleading statistics
aimed at convincing the publie that
blacks are disproportionately in-
volved in crime. This propaganda

is used to justify the saturation
policing of black areas, it is deliber-
ately designed to legitimise the po-
licing methods that led tothe shoot-
ings of Ian Gordon, Cherry Groce
and Cynthia Jarrett, and to the
battering of countless black people
arrested and incarcerated by the
police.

Only weeks before the Telford
shooting a protest against police
harassment was being organised
amongst Telford’s black community.
The Home Office’s own studies show
that Afro-Caribbeans are “the most
frequently and repeatedly stopped,
they are most oftén searched and
they were the most dissatisfied with
how they were treated”.

In the widely believed police
stereotype of the black person as
criminal, being black becomes syn-
onymous with being an illegal im-
migrant; walking in the street tan-
tamount to being a suspicious per-
son; gathering in large groups be-
comes a threat to public order. It
was completely consistent, there-

Anti-Fascist Action march

ANTI-FASCIST ACTION (AFA) is plan-
ning to hold a national march against
racist attacks in the East End of
London in November. The march is
seen as an important part of our
campaign against the rising level of
fascist activity and racist attacks in
the area.

London Anti-Fascist Action is a
non-sectarian campaign against fas-
cism, organised on democratic
grounds. Ourclass-based approach
sees fascism as a danger to all
workers, and we believe that the
fascists should be confronted ideo-
logically and physically. Clearly this
requires a wide variety of activities.

It is for this reason that we have
called the march, to be held on 10
November. We hope to attract sup-
port from as many organisations
and individuals as possible in order
to tum this into a peaceful show of

strength which will help drive the
fascists out of the East End.

We invite national organisations
to attend the organising committee
for the march on a delegate basis
(two delegates per affiliated organi-
sation). Other organisations (local
trade union branches, community
groups, women's groups etc) are
invited to affiliate and send one
delegate.

The AFA affiliation fee is £25 for
national organisations; £10 for lo-
cal organisations. Individuals are
also invited to sponsor the march
(minimum donation £5).

For details of the organising com-
mittee of the march write to AFA,
BM 1734, London WC1N 3XX. Send
donations/affiliation fees etc, to
same address and make cheques
payable to Anti-Fascist Action.

Telford's black community on the march against police racism

fore, that the police and the media
tried to portray lan as a dangerous
drug-crazed tearaway, a mad gun-
man terrorising Telford, before he
was gunned down by police marks-
men.

The predictable call from the gov-
ernment, the police and the media
is for more police resources and the
mounting of a useless one-man en-
quiry. Clive Atkinson from the Mer-
seyside force was hastily drafted in
to smooth things over. He has al-
ready made it clear that he does
not expect tobe recommending any
action against the officersinvolved.

Nottingham

This declaration of business as
usual has angered the black com-
munity in Telford. Frustrated by
the attempted cover-up, Ian’s
mother announced after the initial
inquest hearing thatshe “won’t hold
a funeral until someone is charged
with his death”.

The reality is that any form of
state investigation will be a com-
plete sham. There can be no reli-
ance on the state either to investi-
gateits own crimes or defend black
and working class communities.
Calls to democratise the police, or
giving them racial awareness train-
ing miss the point. Their job is to
protect capitalist society. And that
job includes subjecting the black
community to racist oppression.

In response to Ian’s murder by
the police we must fight for a demo-
cratically elected labour movement
and black community inquiry to
discover the murderer. In response
to police harassment, racistattacks
and the violent actions of organ-
ised fascists we fight for black self-
defence, supported by the labour
movement, and for workers’ self-
defence squads.H

Race attacks
on the rise

.~ IN RECENT meonths the Forest Fields

and Hyson Green districts of Not-
tingham have seen a dramatic rise
in racist attacks and fascist activ-

y.

The local mosque has been van-
dalised and daubed with racist graf-
fiti and the scum have even ex-
creted inside the building! In the
surrounding streets, gangs of bottle-
throwing youths have terrorised peo-
ple in their homes, in one instance
kicking a door in and smashing win-
dows. >

Even a fouryear old child was
shown no mercy and was viciously
punched to the ground. Later the
child's dad had his car vandalised
and covered with racist graffiti.

Requests for police protection
have been ignored. When the racist
boys and girls in blue have responded
it has frequently been the victim
that has been arrested!

This blatant police racism and in-
creasing forays by organised fas-
cists into the area (NF stickers and
leaflets now abound) led to a com-
munity public meeting where 200
local residents declared “Enough is
enough!” A demonstration was or
ganised to make it clear to the rac-
ists and fascists that they would not
be tolerated in Forest Fields.

The march on the 18 August, or-

John Harris/IFL

ganised by the Forest Fields Anti-
Racist Action Group (FFARAG), was
supported by between 400 and 500
people with Nottingham Trades Coun-
cil, Guy's Hospital unions, NALGO
and CPSA all represented. Other
banners included local muslim or-
ganisations, the black people’s ac-
tion group and a local lesbian and
gay group.

The march was militant and noisy
with the slogans “Police solution,
no solution” and “Kick the racists
out” taking prominence.

FFARAG see the demonstration
as the beginning of building effec-

" tive united front action of the com-

munity and labour movement against
the racist and fascist threat.

With the British National Party
(BNP) targeting the East Midlands
and the National Front (NF) Flag
group singling out Nottingham to
peddle their racist filth, it is vital
that FFARAG builds to ensure they
never return to the streets of Not-
tingham.

The NF recently mobilised 15 pa-
per sellers with ten goons in support
in the city centre. Whilst that sale
was thwarted by Socialist Worker
sellers and other anti-racists who
were able to rally a crowd to outnum-
berthe fascists, they were neverthe-
less allowed to leave and have sub-
sequently vowed to retum.

It is relevant to note that the
SWP, despite being urged by FFARAG
not to, decided to hold their own
march in Forest Fields prior to the
main march. Needless to say, this
sectarian and divisive (not to say
foolhardy) stunt attracted no-one
from the community or labour move-
ment. This sort of posturing weak-
ened efforts to build the main march.
It is of a piece with the SWP's stupid
refusal to engage in united front
activity against fascism.

FFARAG have called a meeting in
direct response to the NF threat on
5 September 7.30 pm in the Friends’
Meeting House. At that meeting
plans to mobilise the local labour
movement to meet the fascists'
threat with direct action and to build
black self-defence against the rac-
ist attacks must be top of the
agenda.

FFARAG meets every Monday at
7.30 pm at the Forest Fields
Community Centre, Sturion
Street, Nottingham
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celebrating “the death of com-

munism”. Their servants in-
side the workers’ movement, the
bureaucratic labour and trade un-
ion leaders, are hammering home
the message that the market rules
and we should forget about plan-
ning the economy.

The majority of the worlds so-
called communist parties are hast-
ilyjoining in this chorus. They aban-
doning not only what remain of the
gains of the October 1917 Revolu-
tion, but any defence of that his-
toric event at all.

Itis hardly surprising that many
workers, socialist militants andide-
alistic young people are taken in by
all of these arguments. They are
told that Leninism “inevitably” led
to Stalinism, that the dictatorship
of the proletariat led directly to the
dictatorship of the party and that
Marxism is an evil creed that has
now got its just deserts.

“The bosses want to drive alesson
home to the workers of the world—
don’t try it! Don’t think that there
is an alternative to us. Sitback and
learn to live with capitalism.

 This ideological onslaught is

based on a big lie: that Stalinist
rule was “communism”. No,
Stalinist Tule was a monstrous dis-
tortion of communism. It blocked
the path to real communism and it
dragged the banner of real commu-
nism through the mud. It was the
rule of a privileged and parasitic
bureaucracy over the working class.
The Stalinist bureaucracy was the
gravedigger of the October Revolu-
tion, not its legitimate heir. It has
collapsed. Good. It deserved to be
destroyed a thousand times over.

Itis not socialism or real commu-
nism that is dead, it is Stalinism—
the political programme and bu-
reaucratic dictatorship constructed
by Joseph Stalin and. his hench-
men in the 1920s. They usurped
the political power of the working
class, a power based on democratic
workers’ councils, which was inau-
gurated by October 1917. They be-
trayed the cause of the interna-

THE BOSSES world-wide are

tional working class and strangled.

the transition to socialism.

Yet since the very moment of Sta-
lin’s bureaucratic triumph a work-
ing class socialist alternative has
existed—the revolutionary Marx-
ist ideas and programme of Leon
Trotsky.

Trotsky, Stalin’s main opponent,
was a true Bolshevik, a fighter for
workers’ democracy and real com-
munism. His books were banned in
Stalin’s USSR. He was a leader of
the 1917 Revolution, yet every pho-
tograph of that revolution in which
he appeared was doctored to Te-
move his face. He was written out
of history. No statues of him ex-
isted to be pulled down.

Tradition

" Trotskyism is the only political
tradition which stands for revolu-
tion against Stalinism whilst de-
fending the legacy of October 1917.
As the Stalinists and the Labour
left retreat in ideological disarray,
Trotskyism is the only political cur-
rent which maintains that workers
can run their own lives and plan
society to meet their needs.

The October Revolution of 1917
took place in a country and a world
ravaged byimperialist war. By 1917
disillusion with the war was grow-
ing, especially in Russia. Alongside
modern industry the countryside
laboured under the burden of feu-
dal relations and the corrupt Tsar-
ist autocracy denied the people any
shred of democracy. By February
1917 the burdens of war became
intolerable for the workers, soldiers
and peasants. They toppled the Tsar
andinstalled a provisional govern-
ment led, eventually, by Kerensky.

Today you can hear followers of
Yeltsin and other democratic

The October 1917 Revolution in Russia opened the window on a free and just future for
~ humanity. It was betrayed by Stalin and his bureaucracy in the 1920s.
Lesley Day explains the significance of these events and the struggle of Leon Trotsky

against the betrayal of October.

P

We stand for

Trotsky and
October!

oppositionists arguing that they
want a return to the sort of govern-
ment established after the Febru-
ary Revolution. What these fans of
Kerensky forget is that his govern-
ment continued to send Russian
workers and peasants to the slaugh-
ter in the trenches, machine-
gunned the workers and repressed
their organisations. Kerensky was
afledgling dictator who proved pow-
erless in the face of the mass of the
working class.

The Bolshevik Party continued
its campaign against the war and
for the establishment of real work-
ers’ power and democracy. They
based themselves on the workers’
own organisations—the workers’
and soldiers’ committees and the
soviets—real democratic councils,
not the bureaucratic shells that they
became under Stalin. By October,
the party was able to mobilise the
‘working classandits armed militia
in the cities as well as the majority
of the peasants, to oust the decrepit
provisional government and estab-
lish the power of the workers’ coun-
cils.

The power and privileges of the
old ruling class were swept away.
Housing was shared out. Equality
for women was enshrined in law.
The army was democratised. Land
was given to the peasants. Workers
took action against their corrupt
and brutal managers. By 1919, in
the face of armed intervention by

- the imperialists and civil war, the

majority of capitalists had been
expropriated.

But the very backwardness of
Russia that had contributed to the
revolutionary movement was now
ahuge problem facing the working
class and its party. The Bolsheviks
always saw the fate of their revolu-
tion as tied indissolubly to that of
the world revolution. In the ABC of

Communism they wrote:

“The communist movement can
be successful only as a world revo-
lution. If the state of affairs arose
in which one country was ruled by
the working class, while in others
. . .the working classremained sub-
missive to capital, in the end the
great robber states would crush the
workers’ state of the first country.”

This is precisely what the impe-
rialists tried to do. They sent four-
teen armiesinto the workers’ state,
but the heroism of the workers and

peasantsorganisedin the Red Army

defeated them. In the end the revo-
lution was overthrown from within,
not from outside.

After Lenin’s death the bureauc-
racy, which had grown up in the
backward and isolated Russian
economy, grew stronger. A group
arose around party secretary,
Joseph Stalin, which based its rise
to power on the interests of the
bureaucracy.

Terror

The Stalin clique succeeded,
through manceuvre and terror, in
destroying Trotsky’s Left Opposi-
tion. Stalin replaced the pro-
gramme of spreading the revolu-
tion abroad with that of “socialism
in one country”. The buredticracy
would “defend” the USSR not
through. revolution but through
making peace with the capitalist
world. Soin Stalin’s hands the Com-
munist International became a tool
for preventing revolutions rather
than leading them.

Stalin implemented a hideous
caricature of the socialist economic
programme, collectivising agricul-
ture at gunpoint, instituting the
Five Year Plans which ruthlessly
subordinated workers'living stand-
ards to the building up of heavy

industry.

Trotsky organised the main op-
position to the growth of Stalin’s
dictatorship and to his anti-work-
ing class programme; first within
the Soviet Union and then from
exile. He kept alive the Bolshevik
fight against Stalinism right up to
the moment that one of Stalin’s
agents murdered him in 1940.

Trotsky called for a return to in-
ternationalism, and an abandon-
ment of “Socialism in one Coun-
try”. Where Stalin’s advice to Com-
munist parties was based on the
needs of the Soviet bureaucracy,
Trotsky argued for the interests of
the international proletariat.

He outlined ways for the belea-
guered workers’ state to survive
until help came from elsewhere. A
programme of industrialisation
should go hanad in hand with the
revival and rebuilding of workers’
democracy in the class and in the
party, he argued.

Stalin had replaced democratic
centralism with bureaucratic
centralism, he instituted a regime
of terror, notonly against the work-
ing class but also against the ranks
of the bureaucracy itself.

Many Old Bolsheviks who op-
posed Stalin met their deaths in
the prison camps even while the
leaders of capitalist “democracy”
like Churchill and Roosevelt were
heaping praise on their Soviet ally,
Unele Joe, during the Second World
War.

In exile Trotsky devoted his time
to rescuing the revolutionary heart
of Marxism, to renewing a pro-
gramme for the world working class

to ‘overthrow capitalism and to

building a new party to achieve
this—the Fourth International: A
central part of his work was ana-
lysing the nature of the Soviet Un-
ion and developing a programme

for ousting the bureaucracy.

Trotsky argued thatbureaucratic
rule was not the inevitable out-
come of Bolshevism. He analysed
itsmaterial roots, showing how the
backwardness, poverty and isola-
tion of the workers state had en-
couraged its growth:

“IThe bureaucracy] in its very
essence is the planter and protec-
tor of inequality. It arose in the
beginning as the bourgeois organ
of a workers’ state. In establishing
and defending the advantages of a
minority, it of course draws off the
cream forits own use ... thus outof
a social necessity there has devel-
oped an organ which has far out-
grown its socially necessary func-
tion and become an independent
factor and the source of great dan-
ger for the whole social organism.”

Trotsky predicted that this “great
danger to the whole social organ-
ism” would, if not removed, lead to
the-collapse of the workers’ state
itself. Unlike a ruling class, which
is an integral part of a system of
economic relations, “the bureauec-
racy is not the bearer of a new
system of economy peculiar to it-
self, but is'a parasitic growth on a
workers’ state”.

This parasite, with all its corrup-
tion, with its inability to Tun the
planned economy in arational way,
had to be overthrown. Trotsky de-
seribed this as political revolution.
The property forms—nationalised
industry, the absence of a capitalist
owning class, a planned economy—
would remain. But Stalinist rule
would be replaced by working class
power:

“It is not a question of substitut-
ing one ruling clique for another,
but of changing the very methods
of administering the economy and
guiding the culture of the country.
Bureaucratic autocracy must give
place to Soviet democracy”.

Today we can see the truth of
Trotsky’s analysis of the bureauc-
racy. This vast parasite has weighed
down the whole society and con-
demned the planned economy to
stagnation. After years of rule by
terror, it is crumbling before our
eyes. Trotsky predicted this. His
timing was wrong, but his essen-
tial analysis of the illegitimate bu-
reaucracy was 100% right.

Expression

As he wrote a year before his
death, the bureaucracy was an ex-
pression of the degeneration of the
workers’ state and, “degeneration
must inescapably end at a certain
stage in downfall”. But if the USSR
and its workers are to escape the
catastrophe of becoming a vast
semi-colony for world imperialism
then not only Trotsky’s analysisbut
his programme are needed.

The cretinous and bloodstained
Stalinist dictatorship had nothing
to do with the politics of Karl Marx,
whose gravein Highgate Cemetery
has become the focus for a thou-
sand gloating articles and news
items. Marxism guided the work-
ers’revolution which made the fore-
runners of Bush and Major trem-
ble in their boots. It guided the
heroic tens of thousands who died
in the freezing camps of Stalin’s
Russia for resisting bureaucratic
power,

In the hands of Trotskyists Marx-

ism remains the only guide to the
emancipation of humanity from
hunger and misery. Unlike the
Stalinists and their sympathisers
in the labour movement we will not
slink away from the stage of his-
tory.
Armed with the Trotskyist pro-
gramme and record of struggle our
movement plunges headlong into
the tumultuous struggles ahead in
the USSR and Eastern Europe—
proud of the fact that not once,
ever, did it make its peace with the
Stalinist butchers!m
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S TANKS rolled onto the
Astreets of Moscow the re-
sponse of the “tankies” within
the British labour movement was pre-
dictable. Eric Trevett, leader of the
New Communist Party (NCP), wel-
comed the coup. In a letter to the
Morning Star he declared:
“Inthe Soviet Union the emergence
of a leadership dedicated to commu-
nist values deserves our full solidar:

There wasn't enough time for the
NCP to waver. But its response dem-
onstrated that this outfit once again
lived up to its reputation for uncritically
supporting every act of barbarism Sta-
linism commits against the working
class. East Germany 1953, Hungary
1956, Czechoslovakia 1968 and
Moscow 1991, for sixty hours at least,
were all actions taken against the
workers in the interests of “social-
ism”.

Sadly for Trevett his loyalty oath to
Yanayev and Pugo was published on
the very day that these great “Bolshe-
viks” were either busy committing
suicide or getting drunk while await-
ing arrest. Meanwhile Trevett fate-
fully pronounced that, with Gorb-
achev's overthrow, “the morale of
genuine communists and
progressives throughout the world has
risen.”

What Trevett and the NCP's morale
must be like in the aftermath of the
coup is anybody's guess!

It is easy to poke fun at the pa
thetic remnants of hard line Stalin-
ism in Britain. But the position of the
NCP is an illustration of the futility of
relying on Stalinism to save the post-
capitalist property relations in the
USSR. And, in a less bloodthirsty
form, this is a position shared by
forces on the left far more diverse
than the.dinosaurs of the NCP.

The Moming Star, paper of the
Communist Party of Britain (CPB),
greeted the coup more in sorrow than
in anger. It spelled out the dangers of
national fragmentation and the grow-
ing economic crisis in the USSR and
spelled out its answer—democrati-
sation plus market socialist reforms.
Blandly, and without a word of con-
demnation, the Morning Stareditorial
of 20 August commented:

“The takeover by Vice President
Yanayev and the other members of
the State Emergency Committee, and
the repressive measures they have
announced, are incompatible with this
process of democratisation.”

Problem

The Morning Star's opposition to
the coup revolved around the argu-
ment: “The end does not justify the
means”.

The problem is, having accepted
the ends as just they were at alossto
identify any other means to achieve
them. If you accept the Stalinist argu-
ment that the Soviet Union has to be
held together at all costs, and that,
as the Morning Starargued, the “drift
to anarchy that has become so evi-
dent” has to be stopped, then there
is little point in relying on a programme
of democratisation and controlled
perestroika. For the simple reason
that it was the Soviet bureaucracy's
own attempt to reform its system—
through democratisation and market
reforms—which produced the “anar-
chy” and fragmentation that so an-
gers the Morning Star.

At the root of the present situation
are the very contradictions of the
Stalinist system which the Morning
Star slavishly supported for so long.
The Stalinist bureaucracy cannot save
the bureaucratically planned economy

by military might, and they cannot
turn it into a healthily functioning or-
ganism through perestroika. This in-
disputable fact explains the political -
impasse which produced the coup.
Sensing this, but unable to under-
stand it, the CPB reverts to a fantasy
world. Their answeris forthe CPSUto

THE COUP’S LEFT SUPPORTERS

While the Soviet masses gave the coup-makers no support sections of the left in Britain rushed into print to voice their
heartfelt thanks to Pugo and his gang. The supporters of the coup were not just the old style Stalinists either. Paul Morris
shows why the arguments in support of the coup are a criminal betrayal of the working class.
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“unite”, and to “involve the working
class and the mass of the population
inthe reform process”. The Soviet CP
should have been prepared to “con-
test openly views which were in fact
hostile to socialism” says the Morn-
ing Star.

The objective character of Stalin-
ism makes it impossible for any one
of these desires to be fulfilled. The
CPSU could not unite because the
bureaucracy it represented had no
perspective to unite around,' no co-
herent answer to the crisis beyond
failed reforms and failed coups.

It could not involve the masses in
the “controlled market reform” sce-
nario because the masses have their
own ideas and interests. Much as
Yanayev and Pugo appealed to the
masses for support with populist
measures, and much as the masses
loathed Gorbachev, sixty years of
Stalinist repression and corruption
has left the mass of workers utterly
cynical about the CPSU.

As for the Gorbachev leadership's
“unwillingness” to put the case for
socialism against the outright
restorationists, what other altema-
tive did they have? It was the most far
seeing elements of the central re-
pressive apparatus and planning
mechanisms who initiated peres-
troika, those who could see with their
own eyes the failure of bureaucratic
planning.

Those like Yeltsin and Shevard-
nadze, who today stand in the fore-
front of the restorationist movement,
have been convinced by bitter experi-
ence as powerful bureaucrats that
their system has no future.

The gutlessness and inefficiency
of the coup-mongers was the central
theme of the Leninist's coverage of
events. Billed as (deep breath) the
Central Organ of the Provisional Cen-
tral Committee of the Communist

Party of Great Britain, the Leninist
claims to be an anti-Stalinist paper.

TUC 1o
spare

Labour
blushes

The Leninist calls for political revolu-
tion in the USSR and even cited the
coup as an “opportunity to make
political revolution”.

Closerexamination reveals that the
Leninist's anti-Stalinism amounts to
criticising the coup-bunglers for their
inefficiency in smashing Yeltsin. The
“revolutionary opportunity” the
Leninist refers to was apparently the
opportunity to mobilise the masses
... against their own democratic
rights.

“Democracy is either revolutionary
or reactionary” the Leninist informs
us. Since Yeltsin is a restorationist
and he has utilised the democratic
reforms granted by gfasnost to build
his power base, those reforms must
be reactionary democracy.

Sothe Leninistcastigates the Emer-
gency Committee for its inadequate
suppression of that democracy:

“Disobeying the first law of the
military art, the putschists were half-
hearted, acted with complete lack of
decisiveness and thus fatally gave
away the initiative.” (24.8.91)

Doomed

Unlike the NCP and the CPB the
Leninist recognises the fact that the
bureaucracy has no answers, indeed
that it is a doomed caste:

“As a section of society that faces
social extinction it was fitting that its
coup was as desperate as it was
pathetic.”

It is all the more stupid and ironic

therefore that the Leninist threw its
lot in with the coup makers. For de-
spite their criticisms after the event
of the bungling and half-hearted na-
ture of the crack-down, the Leninist’s
statement of 19 August gives clear
critical support to the coup.

“For communists, for all genuine
partisans of the working class any-
thing that, even momentarily, stays
the hand of counter-revolution is good!

“It gives us room for manoeuvre,
room for independent action. That is
why the Provisional Central Commit-
tee of the CPGB refuses to join the
‘official communist' rumps, Kinnock-
ites and Trotskyites in the bourgeois
orchestrated chorus attacking the
State Emergency Committee.”
(19.8.91)

And in their paper they have the
nerve to describe this course of ac-
tion as an “independent” working
class strategy for the Soviet crisis.

There is aclear contradiction in the
Leninist's position. The coup proved
“momentary” in the extreme, and by
demonstrating the weakness of the
bureaucratic hardliners precipitated
Yeltsin's rise, the outlawing of the CP
and the secession of the republics.
Even by the Leninist’s warped stand-
ards this could hardly be considered
“good”. !

However the whole argument is
based on a monumental refusal to
face up to the truth about the coup. It
was not designedto “stay the hand of
counter-revolution” in the sense of
stopping the restoration of capital-
ism. The declaration of Emergency
assured the imperialists:

“Developing the mixed character
of the national economy we will sup-
port private enterprise, granting it the
necessary opportunities for develop-
ing production and the sphere of serv-
ices.”

Nor could the success of the coup
provide a breathing space for revolu-
tionary communists, “room for ma-
noeuvre, room for independent ac-
tion".

A coup, in case our “Leninists”
haven’t checked the manual of mili-
tary arts that they recommended to
Pugo and Yanayev, involves the armed
suppression of elementary democratic
rights. In the USSR it involved the
banning of strikes, demonstrations
and political parties, a state of emer-
gency and a curfew.

What room for independent action
is there in such a situation? None,

.except forthose prepared to defy the

coup-makers on the streets.

The Leninist castigate the coup
because “the State Emergency Com-
mittee relied on the army and the
KGB, not the masses”. How could it
rely on the masses when its objective
was to curtail their democratic rights
and deny their desire for national
independence? The coup-makers

» went out of their way to stir up mass

support, doling out wage nises and
price freezes. Yanayev himself told

joumnalists:

“1 very much count on the fact that
we won't be commanders without an
ammy because the people demand
that elementary order in the country
be established.”

Yet popular mass support failed to
materialise.

Predictably the misnamed Intema-
tional Communist League (Spart-
acists) has added its voice to those
moaning that if only the coup had
mobilised the masses, evenything
would have been alright.

The Spartacists, claiming allegiance
to Trotsky's analysis of Stalinism,
should know even better than the
Leninist that the bureaucracy cannot
defend the gains of October. Yet the
hallmark of their politics is the strate-
gic call on the bureaucrats to do just
that. Having lost faith in the capacity
of the working class to act for itself a

long time ago, the Spartacists have
no perspective for human progress
other than reliance on the actions of
the Stalinist bureaucracy.

That is why predictably they call at
one and the same time forworkersto
be - “critical of the coup—which
wouldn’t stop Yeltsin and was there-
fore doomed to failure” and for work-
ers' participation in the coup itself.
They advised Yanayev after the event:

“As the crowd of yuppies, students
and assorted Russian nationalists,
including fascists and priests, gath-
ered at the start of the coup outside
the Russian parliament, Yeltsin's
‘White House'’, a call on Moscow
workers to clean out this counter-
revolutionary rabble was in order. Yet
the coup plotters not only did not
organise the workers, they called on
them to stay at work and at home.”
(Workers Vanguard 30.8.91)

So, given that situation what should
revolutionaries have done? Astonish-
ingly in their pages of coverage the
Spartacists evade this question.

There would be little point in argu-
ing with the confused proclamations
of these self-deluding rumps of Sta-
linism and Stalinophile “Trotskyists”,
were it not for the fact that a soft and
sentimental form of Stalinism has
widespread influence in the British
labour movement.

There are scores of former activ-
ists, even ex-Trotskyists, retiring from
political life embittered and cursing
the workers of the Stalinist states for
their failure to wake upto the dangers
of restoration.

Progressive

There are those with no sympathy
for Pugo and company who neverthe-
less saw the USSR as a vital point of
support for progressive movements
like the PLO and the ANC, or for
countries like Cuba and Vietnam which
defeated US imperialism in Stalinist
led civil wars. 2

Likewise there are many whose gut
reaction on seeing the coup wipe $15
billion from the world’'s stock mar-
kets must have been “good!”

To all of them the fact must be
hammered home: Stalinism was the
agent of capitalism within the work>"
ers’ states, the agent of the bosses
withinthe workers’ movement. It could
never guarantee the postcapitalist
property reiations of the USSR be-
cause it was inherently dysfunctional
to them. No matter what the socially
counter-revolutionary nature of
Yeltsin's programme, no matter how
many spivs and racketeers joined the
bamicades to defend the Russian par-
liament, it would be revolutionary sui-
cide to back the coup-mongers and
support the crushing of democratic
rights. It would be a betrayal of the
working class.

Because the only force capable of
defending state property, the only
consistent ally of anti-imperialist strug-
gles, the only. real and permanent
threatto the world's stock exchanges,
isthe working class. And it cannot act

when its strikes and demonstrations
are banned, when it is subject to
curfews, censorship and political
bans. It is far better that the fledgling
workers' organisations of the USSR
learn to swim against the stream of
bureaucratic restorationism than be
huddled in the “breathing space” of
the prison cell.l
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in giving this in the face of some
social unrest.”
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Revolution a

mittee for the State of Emer-

gency (SCSE) to camy out its
coup of 19-20 August marks a tuming
point similarin magnitude to the 1989-
90 events in Eastern Europe.
Launched by the conservative core of
the nomenklatura to halt the “mali-
cious mockery of all the institutions
ofthe state” the SCSE's ignominious
collapse has only served to propel
their arch enemies into a dominant
situation within the fragments of the
state.

The coup itself tumed an eighteen
month pre-revolutionary crisis into a
revolutionary situation in which the
ruling Stalinists lost control over their
armed forces and could no longer
deploy them to defend their power.

The working class failed to seize
the initiative and overthrow the dicta-
torship with its own organisation and
armmed power and rescue the post-
capitalist property relations from their
deathly grip. Within the present dual
power the working class can still open
iip the road to the political revolution
on condition that it finds a political
leadership willing and able to do this.

In the early weeks after the failed
coup the working class of the USSR
faces a dual task. On the one hand, it
must complete the destruction of the
dictatorship of the Stalinist caste by

T HE FAILURE of the State Com-

-~ {ts own hand; on the other, it must

tum its fire on the Yeltsinite regime
that will conserve as much of the old
dictatorship and political apparatus

THE CPSU was the chief mecha-
nism for preserving the Stalinist
political dictatorship. Through its
5,000 regional offices, its factory
cells, its political offlcers in the
KGB and army and through its regu-
latory intervention into the econ-
omy the CPSU was the focal point
of bureaucratic rule. But faced with
the state of emergency the CPSU
crumbled. The reasons lie in the
previous two years of internal dis-
integration of the homogeneity of
the party.

At a CPSU conference in July
1989 Gorbacheyv signalled that dis-
sent and proto-factions would not
be outlawed. The foundation of the
Democratic Platform in January
1990 openly contravened the ban
on factions and attracted 100,000
party members; the main planks of
programme were to destroy the
bureaucratic centralism of the
CPSU and replace them with horl-
zontal links and to displace Marx-
ismLeninism as the ideology of
the party. The emergence of the
Democratic Platform served to en-
courage a multiplicity of tenden
cies within the CPSU.

The July 1990 28th Congress of
the CPSU witnessed bitter debate
between the factions, the resigna-
tion of Yeltsin and the open rebel
lion of many in the CPSU. The party
was being paralysed and subject
to defection of entire republican
parties, as when the Baitic CPs

splt.Dn&gtlnopumthe:lSS:l.

as will be needed to suppress the
workers in the months and years

- ahead as they push towards capital-

ism.

Ever since the 1990 elections to
municipal and city soviets and the
presidential elections in the repub-
lics there has been a situation of
growing dual power: on the one side,
the conservative faction of the old
nomenklatura, and on the other, a
coalition of the forces of bourgeois
restoration, republican independence
and the workers and petit bourgeoi-
sie. The former hoped by their ac-
tions on 19 August to defend their
privileges on the basis of post capi-
talist property relations and sought
political legitimacy in”the Supreme
Soviet.

Control

Yet their real power base lay in the
central economic control agencies
(banking, planning industrial minis-
tries etc), the central agencies of
repression (KGB, MVD and the SAF)
and the central administrative and
social co-ordination apparatus (the
all-Union federal administration, the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union
(CPSU), the remains of the old trade
unions).

Those for whom the SCSE spoke
were all pragmatically opposed to
Gorbachev's “market ‘socialist” re-
forms whenever they threatened
them. On the other hand, they had no

the paralysis increased as the
CPSU retreated more and more
from the running of the economy
and splits and defections mounted
right up to the eve of the coup, as
with Shevardnadze and Yakoviev.
On the eve of the coup the CPSU
was an increasingly demoralised
entity.

If the military and secret police
bases of the conservative faction
of the bureaucracy crumbled with-
out a serious fight the role, or
rather the lack of a role,”of the
CPSU was truly miserable. The
conspirators could make no use of
it. Its Central Committee meekly
succumbed after the event, but
even parts of its press were banned
by the decree of the State of Emer-
gency. It tried to gather itself to-
gether on Gorbachev's retum to
Moscow.

For this reason the party has
become, with the KGB, the princi-
ple target of the Yeltsinite offen-
sive.Gorbachev tried for two days
to shield it. He tried to stick to his
perspective of a congress at the
end of the year to reform the party,
giving it a social democratic pro-
gramme and purging it of hard lin-
ers,

But all this was too little and too
late. In Moscow and other cities
its buildings were seized and
sealed, lts newspapers suspended
and the activities of its celis in the
ammy, and even the KGB banned.
Gorbachev was humiliatingly

Revolutionary Marxists should have stood in the front ranks of those fighting to smash the
19 August coup. At the same time there could be no political support for Yeltsin. With
Yeltsin's seizure of power workers face the dual task of ensuring the most radical smashing
of bureaucratic power, alongside an immediate struggle against Yeltsin and his plan for
capitalist restoration. Below, and on page 10, we print the LRC! International Secretariat’'s
statement on the tasks of Soviet workers during and after the Soviet coup

altemative programme of reform to
his. Thus their only real proposals
were to dilute and slow down
Gorbachey's various plans, so as to
preserve their own institutions and to
carry out what reforms this left in an
authoritarian or dictatorial fashion.

By contrast, the coalition of the
forces opposed to this conservative
faction were heterogeneous: proto-
exploiters keen to enlarge the scope
of their wealth, workers determined
to defend the democratic freedoms
gained during the preceding years.

This coalition, gathered around the
Moscow parliament, hoisted Yeltsin
to power. Its origins lie in two differ-
ent camps. First, in the democratic
and nationalist oppositions, rootedin
the intelligentsia that pre-existed
Gorbachev inthe underground “dissi-
dent"” movement. Secondly, a whole
segment of the Gorbachevite faction
of the bureaucracy, itseif.

The former layer of oppositionists,
in the period between the Prague
Spring and Jaruselski coup in Poland,
lost almost all belief in reforming

The CPSU and
the working class

obliged to resign from the party
altogether and call for it to dis-
solve itself. Finally the Supreme
Soviet, with a huge “conservative”
majority has been obliged to sus-
pend all the operations of the party.
The party was the glue that bound
the different elements of the bu-
reaucracy together. With its disso-
lution the bureaucracy will have to
face its flnal end with no coherent
centralised leadership.
Revolutionaries share the work-
ers' hatred for all the real and
symbolic representatives of their
oppression. We support the clos-
ing down of the palatial CPSU of-
fices, private shops and sanatoria,
the rooting out of the KGB officers.
But we put no trust in Yeltsin or
the leadership of the main soviets
in the chief towns and cities to
cafry out the destruction of the
Stalinist dictatorship. -

We seek at every point to in-
volve the masses independently in
the process of the destruction of
the CPSU dictatorship. We do so
because the masses alone have
every interest in the most thor
oughgoing eradication of their privi-
leges and power. It is the forces of
restoration, the forces of “law and
order” and “stability” who will seek
to keep the destruction of the ap-
paratus of repression within limits.

Yeltsin and Bakhtin will seek to
keep the loyal elements of the
KGB and seek to tum it into the
secret service that can police the

ties of the party.l

“really existing socialism” and were
oriented to westem democracy and a
market economy as ideais. The lat-
ter—the ex-Gorbachevites—became
disillusioned with Gorbachev's uto-
pian project of “market socialism”,
outraged by their leader’s vacillations
and compromises with the conserva-
tives and attracted into the service of
imperialism as the restorers of capi-
talism in the USSR.

Abandoned

What does the Yelisin-headed coa

lition of forces politically represent?-

Yeltsin, Shevardnadze, and indeed
the whole military and political entou-
rage of the Russian President, repre-
sent a faction of the bureaucracy that
“has abandoned the defence of its
caste privileges and their source—a
degenerate workers' state—in favour
of becoming key members of a new
bourgeois ruling class.
When the SCSE made its faltering
grab for powerthey were not opposed
by the elemental and inchoate forces

working class in the coming years;
it will not seek to open up the
secrets of the Lubjianka jail to
workers’ inspection, and thereby
show how far into the Yeltsin camp
go the crimes of the Stalinist dicta-
tors before they converted to the
dogma of the market. The workers
must control the process of de-
struction of the Stalinists through
to the end and not let Yeltsin pre-
serve what is useful to him. In
parts of the state aparatus (and
even in whole republics) the tasks
of the political revolution against
the bureaucracy still exist and the
working class must come to the
head of this struggle with its own
class organisations. {

But the working class gives no
support to the bureaucratic ban-
ning of the CPSU. All that we ask s
that the privileges of the CPSU are
brought to an end, that all their
members in the factories lose their
offices and are put back on the
shop or office floor.

Their press, their money, their
offices must be put at the disposal
of the working class organisations
that have been bled dry over the
years, so that a democratic and
Tively political culture springs up to
replace the monolithism of Stalin-
ism. The forces of restoration must
not be allowed to expropriate the
property and wealth of the CPSU
for its own bourgeois design while
bureaucratically banning all activi-

of the masses, undifferentiated by
class, formless in their opposition.
On the contrary, they were confronted
with real apparatuses and adminis-
trations, bolstered by “democratic
mandates™ and even possessing ru-
dimentary armed forces. Moreover,
utilising glasnost to the full these
administrators had eroded the homo-
geneity of the allUnion administra-
tive and military apparatus and ef-
fected cold splits at a number of
levels.

The result is now clear to see.

What in Eastern and Central Europe
took weeks of mass protest and
months of wrestling with the nomen-
kiaturato achieve, has been realised
in days in the aftermath of the failed
coup. The tempo of purgation of the
nomenklatura is extremely rapid.
Some 80% of the army high com-
mand at the level of general or above
is being displaced.
.~ The KGB has effectively been
purged ‘of its leadership and ruling
collegium, robbed of its 230,000
amed forces and subordinated to
the regular army. The Soviet Union
cabinet of ministers has been sacked
and replacements largely chosen by
the Yeltsinite camp. The consenva-
tives headed by Kryuchkov, Pugo and
Yazov have been displaced from all
leading positions and their followers
marginalised as a faction within the
shattered and reeling bureaucracy.

Fierce

The “conservative faction” is un-
der fierce attack from the Yeltsinites
and even from Gorbachev. But it still
has redoubts and pockets of resist-
ance. It still has large numbers of
deputies in the Supreme and republi-
can soviets. In Azerbaijan and some
Central Asian republics it still holds
power. There the duality of power has
a territorial aspect. Unless they are
removed in the next months they
could launch a limited counter-attack
as the restorationists themselves hit
a crisis provoked by resistance to
their programme.

In terms of the balance of forces
withinthe USSR at present the situa-
tion is analogous to the first
Solidamosc government headed by
Masowiecki but co-habiting with Presi-
dent Jaruselski. In short, there is now
a restorationist government in office,
in a very strong position because of
the coup but still without undivided
power over the state apparatus.

The regime is headed by an unsta-
ble partnership of Yeltsin and
Gorbachev. The latter has now only a
shadow of his former power. He has
finally abandoned his attempts to

. cling to the remnants of “market so-

cialism”. He is a firm supporter of a
restorationist programme. But his
bottom line is a defence of the cen-
tralised federal state. This obliges
him to rely on the rump of the. bu-
reaucracy of the central state appara-
tus against the confederalists of the
republics and the, as yet, undecided
Yeltsin. Its inertia gives him what
shrinking room he has for Bonapartist
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Gorbachev has only a shadow of his former power

independence and manoeuvre .

The measures to deprive the
Stalinists of all the levers of eco-
nomic and political power are an es-
sential stage, a prerequisite to turn
to the next stage—the task of rapidly
dismantling the instruments of cen-
tral planning. We can expect the plan-
ning ministries, the central bank, the
state farm sector to all be purged in
the coming months. This process will
decide whether Gorbachev retains any
use for the restorationists.

Yeltsin rose to power by spear
heading the drive of all the republics
to free themselves of the control of
the central bureaucratic stranglehold
of the Kremlin, the Lubijanka and
Gosplan. When these powers are
safely shattered then it is likely that
Yeltsin and Co will tum back towards
a federal project, incorporating those
other republics which are valuable
and manageable.

Given the exceptionally high level
of economic interdependence and
division between all the republics of
the USSR then the erection of na
tional bamiers will send the already
slumping economy into a complete
tail-spin. This would minimise the
possibility of stability in the process
of capitalist restoration. Already there
are clear signs of this change of line
in his threat to raise border questions
with seceding republics.

Can and will Gorbachev continue to
play a role in the process of restora-

tion? Imperalism at least for the

moment thinks it is cost effective to
- keep himthere ina team with Yeltsin.
He is a guarantee against “conserva-
tive” revival and his support will speed

the self-dissolution of the party and
the purge of the KGB and the army.

In military strategic terms he can
help safeguard the nuclear arsenal
from falling into the wrong hands. In
the intemational arena he can super-
vise the surrenders to imperialism in
the Middle East, South Africa, in Indo-
China and in the Caribbean.

The foreign ministry and the task of
relations” with imperialism remain
within Gorbachev's grasp for the
moment.Intemally the role he has set
himself is to preserve a federal union
with a central government which has
some measure of authority in mat-
ters of defence, monetary, fiscal and
banking policy and which can relate
as a unitary power on the world stage.

Restraint

Some, if not all, these objectives
are pleasing to imperialism which
does not want to see a Yugoslav
catastrophe on a grand scale, with
borders being forcibly redrawn. In
addition there are some signs that
after the first flush of Yeltsinmania
Washington, London and Bonn would
prefera Yeltsin under some restraint.

Yeltsin himself may have contin-
ued use for his old rival or at least for
his policies. Gorbachev, deprived of
his social base within the CPSU, and
restored to only a shadow of his
former Bonapartist power, represents
for the rump of the bureaucracy their
best hope to preserve what ever they

can of their privileges and power but -

now brutally made aware that the
best it can hope foris to share power,

even as a_junior partner with the ‘

Yeltsin led forces.

Major questions are posed by these
events. Was the perspective of politi-
cal revolution an unreal, a utopian
perspective? Was the resistance 1o
the conservative coup in itself coun-
terrevolutionary? Would a success-
ful bureaucratic clamp-down have
given the working class a breathing
space? The answer to all of these
qguestions is no!

In what sense could be it be said
that SCSE “defended the planned
property relations™? Only in this: that
it resisted their abolition to the ex-
tent that they were the “host” off
which it was parasitic. However, this
massive social parasite was the prin-

“ ciple cause of the sickness unto

death of the bureaucratic centrally
planned economy, ofthe consequent
disillusion of the masses in it.
Through their totalitarian dictator
ship the Stalinists were also an ab-
solute bloc on the selfactivity and
selfconsciousness of the proletariat
and its ability to crystalise a new
vanguard, which alone could have
not merely preserved but renewed
the “gains of October”. The full scale
of this parasitism is only now likely to
be revealed, but reports that after
the coup the party’s business marn-
ager was trying to send £500 billion
worth of assets out of the USSR
indicates that we are not dealing with
minor perks, but with a vast collec-
tive and individual plunder of the
social product of the workers’ state.
No wonder these people never
could and never did put themselves
at the head of the working class
resistance to restoration.l

er-revolution

“Soviet left
IS Isolated”

Many aspects of the coup and its aftermath are still shrouded
in mystery and rumour. The following is an extract from LRCI
supporter Lawrence Hart’s eyewitness account of events in

Moscow

MOSCOW, 30 AUGUST: Having seen
the tanks in action in the streets of
Moscow, having talked to many par
ticipants during and after last week's
events, it is hard to call this coup a
coup or the so-called revolution a
revolution.

The coup consisted mainly in dec-
larations and resolutions broadcast
on the TV and radio. Most of the
tanks had no ammunition and the
troops themselves had no orders to
attack any demonstration or to open
fire at all. The only definite anti
constitutional act was the so-called
amrest of Gorbachevy and even that
has a rather strange and uncertain
character.

Journalists who visited Gorb-
achev's dacha could find nobody
outside his immediate entourage who
had ever seen any of the troops,
tanks or ships said to have impris-
oned the President. There are many
other contradictions and inconsist-
encies in the story of the forcible
imprisonment of Gorbachey in the
Crimea. It would be no surprise if it
in fact transpired that he collabo-
rated with the putchists, at least on
the first day of the coup.

At the same time the “heroic strug-
gle of the masses of Moscow"” to
defend the Russian parliament is
largely a myth. Firstly, the few thou-
sand people who manned the barri-
cades outside the parliament itself
were not, for the most part, the most
audacious workers and students of
Moscow.

Rather they were in the majority
small businessmen, speculators and
owners of co-operatives, the tradi
tional base of the “Democratic Rus-
sia” demonstrations, plus a few hun-
dred young enthusiasts. While there
have been reports of strike action
and mass mobilisations in other parts
of the USSR, in Moscow at least the
working class played little part in
the resistance to the coup.

Paralysis

A small section of the barricade
fighters were anarchists and activ
ists from the small left wing groups.
But the barricades themselves in no
way stopped or broke the coup. In
fact the coup failed because it para-
lysed itself. The Emergency Com-
mittee’s inner paralysis, and maybe
the hidden role of Gorbachev, al
lowed Yeltsin to seize control over
more and more KGB units.

# Only after the arrest of the Emer-
gency Committee was the myth of
the mass resistance of the heroic
Muscovites and Russians manufac-
tured by the media.

Yanayev obviously wanted to wait
until the Supreme Soviet could make
the State of Emergency constitu-
tional. Pugo on the otherhand seems
to have favoured immediate military
action and was desperately trying to
launch it.

Many people in Moscow feel that
the changes are not as cataclysmic
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as the media presents them. Even
the ban on the CPSU only brings to
an end a development that started a
year ago. The party had already
ceased to be the heart and head of
the bureaucracy. Large sections of
the nomenidatura shifted their alle-
giance, during this period, to the
Yeltsin camp.

The bureaucracy still retains its
power but now it is the Yeltsinites
who dominate the nomenidatura. The
most fundamental change is the
Russification of the bureaucracy, the
replacement of Soviet and Stalinist
symbols by Russian nationalist ones
and the break up of the Soviet Un-
ion. Russian and especially Great
Russian chauvinism is not strong at
the moment, but actions in the newly
independent republics against the
Russian minorities could quickly in-
flame it.

Isolated

The Soviet left is extremely iso-
lated at the moment. The biggest
organisation remains the Confedera-
tion of Anarcho-Syndicalists (CAF)
but it has suffered several splits over
the last year and comprises some
200 activists in the whole of the
USSR. Twenty of them were at the
“White House"” barricades.

On 19 August the CAF, Boris
Kagarlitsky’s Socialist Party and the
Green Party signed a common reso-
lution against the coup which also
criticised Yeltsin. Their leafiets,
pasted on the walls, were immedi-
ately ripped down by the Yeltsinites.
This indicates the tensions within
the anticoup camp and the anti
democratic character of many of
Yeltsin's supporters.

The Socialist Party had some forty
members in Moscow and was also
represented at the bamicades. Their
main aim at the present is to partici-
pate in mass activities and to par
ticipate in the building of a new
Labour Party in the USSR, a project
supported by some trade unions.

The “Trotskyist” forces in Mos-
cow exist in the form of some
Morenoite (LIT) supporters within
the Socialist Party, the Committee
for Workers Democracy, (a group
linked to the Militant Tendency) and
the Socialist Workers Union of Mos-
cow (SWUM). The latter has an-
nounced its intention to join the
“Workers Intemational” organised
by the British WRP (Workers Press).
During the coup the SWUM issued
two leaflets, one at the “White
House" barricade and one outside
some factories after the coup. Whilst
they were generally principled, on
one important issue they were not.
Both the leaflets and in later discus-
sion these comrades themselves,
under the influence of the WRP,
refused to carry any slogans or any
positions in defence of planning
against Yeltsin, and against the pre-
vailing consciousness of the work-

.ing class.l
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prolonged pre-revolutionary
Asituation has gripped the

USSR at least since 1988.
Despite the accumulated discredit
that Stalinism’s brutal repression
of the proletariat, and its parasit-
ism and mismanagement of the
planned economy, brought to the
veryideaofa workers’state it would
have been possible to struggle
within the new strike committees
and the trade unions for classinde-
pendence and for a workers’ gov-
ernment with a programme of a
democratically drawn up emer-
gency plan as a solution to the eco-
nomic erisis.

As long as the bureaucracy sur-
vives with any remaining hold on
power and as long as there exist
the decisive elements of the “gains
of October” our programme must
remain that of political revolution.
We cannot abandon it because of
the low level of class consciousness
of the masses.

The loss of the gains of October
would be a historic defeat for the
world working class. It would
strengthen imperialism against all
itsenemies politically, economically
and militarily. The Soviet bureauc-
racy for its own counter-revolution-
ary reasons gave material aid to
the other workers’ states, to semi-
colonial countries and to Stalinist
or petit bourgeois nationalist move-
ments against imperialism.

These workers’ states and semi-
colonies will now be prostrate be-
fore imperialism. Already reaction-
ary pro-imperialist regional peace
treaties are in discussion in South
Africa, the Middle East and South
East Asia. If the Soviet Union col-
lapses then the crises of the Cuban,
Vietnamese, Cambodian and North
Korean regimes will be brought for-
ward.

Collapse

Though it may take longer the
fate of the Chinese workers' stateis
also called into question. The col-
lapse of the Stalinist parties world-
wide is politically no loss but in the
context of a rightward moving so-
cial democracy and the acute crisis
of revolutionary leadership, it will
further undermine the elementary
class identification of the worlds’

. labour movements.

In the short term the bourgeoisie

and its agents will use the collapse. -

to proclaim the utopianism of the
socialist project and Marxdsm it-
self. Thus the struggle for political
revolution was not an optional ex-
tra, to be posed only if the masses
were already sympathetic to it. It
was an objective necessity to avoid
astrategic defeat for the Sovietand
the world working class.

The seeming disinterest of the
Soviet masses in the social gains
they have inherited from 1917 is
primarily and principally the re-
sult of the Stalinist dictatorship.
No continuation of the dictatorship
could conceivably aid revolutionar-
ies in their central task of clearing
the consciousness of the proletar-
ian vanguard through democratic
debate and active involvement in
struggle so that they discover who
their real allies and their real en-
emies are.

No bloe with the Stalinist clamp-
down could have done anything but

putariver of blood between revolu-
tionaries and the working masses
and oppressed nationalities. Thus
we had to stand with, and indeed
take the front ranks in, the fight to
stop the coup. But at the same time
revolutionaries have to oppose
Yeltsin’s seizure and consolidation
of power.

The fact that the first fruit of this
present crisis is the installation of
a counter-revolutionary govern-
ment with mass support and con-
siderable democratic illusions
means that bringing the masses to
oppose Yeltsin will not be swift or
easy. Yeltsin is intent on resolving
the instability of the post-couprevo-
lutionary situation intoa definitive
victory for counter-revolution.

Draconian

He wishes toresolve the remain-
ing duality of power with the re-
maining bureaucracy and create a
regime with “democratic creden-
tials”, possibly by plebiscitary,
means, possibly by means of par-
liamentary elections. Such aregime
would have a mandate to use the
harshest police and military means
to enforce its draconian economic
measures toclear outall the bodies
still stuffed with CPSU members.

The Soviet workers must seek to
open a real duality of power be-
tween its own class organisations
and both Yeltsin and Gorbacheyv, or
for that matter the likes of Lands-
bergis and Gamsakhurdia. None of
these people seek to bring democ-
racy tothe workers, collective farm-
ers or the urban intelligentsia.

Onceinstalledin power and seek-
ing to crystalise a new class of ex-
ploiters even full and consistent
bourgeois democraticrights for the
masses will become intolerable.
Yeltsin’s eagerness to ban parties
and newspapers, Gamsakhurdia’s
repression of all nationalist opposi-
tion to himself indicates just what
these democrats are made of.

The working class must launch
an immediate struggle to defend
itsown democraticrights. But these
democratic rights must not stop
short—as they do in all capitalist
countries—at the gate of the fac-
tory, the office, the school or the
hospital. These institutions were
not built by capital but by the intel-
ligence and the sweat of three gen-
erations of Soviet workers. They
must not be handed over to as-
sorted foreign banks and multina-
tionals, Soviet “mafiosi” and specu-
lators let alone to Yeltsinite ex-
reaucrats.

Independent

The struggle for workers’ democ-
racy must mean the organisations
of the proletariat fighting for their
independent class economic inter-
ests in the face of the economic
crisis and against Yeltsin’s project
of the rapid restoration of capital-
ism. Secondly, the working class
must, in the course of such strug-
gles, reforge its own organisations,
politically and organisationally in-
dependent of the state structures
of the USSR, the republican gov-
ernments and the corrupting
clutches of the AFL-CIO the TUC
or the DGB, and countless assorted
imperialist labour agencies.

volution

The USSR is threatened with a descent into national conflict and semi-
colonial servitude. Only the workers can stop it!

The tasks of the Soviet workers are:

@ to complete for themselves the
most radical and thorough smashing
of bureaucratic power while resisting
the consolidation.of ‘power by the
restorationists.

@ For workers’ action to drive out
the party and KGB spies in the
workplace, to abolish all party privi-
leges, putting party property under
the control of the factorycommittees.

@ For workers' inspection of all
CPSU property and files and the na-
tionalisation of all assets accumu-
lated by it at the expense of the
workers’ state. The handing over of
all private sanatoria, party dachas, to
independent workers’ organisations
and factory committees.

® Public trials by workers' juries
alone of the plotters and organisers
of the attempted clamp-down. At the
same time we must oppose any witch-
hunt of the CPSU rank and file mem-
bers bythe new authorities. No mass
sackings of party members against
whom no-charges of antiworking class
actions can be proved. Abolish the
death penalty. No bans on political
parties including the CPSU except for
fascist parties like Pamyat

@ Animmediate endto Gorbachev's
restrictions on strikes. Demand that
Yeltsin and the so-called democrats
who dominate the republican and city
soviets repeal all restrictions on the
right to strike to demonstrate to as-
semble.

@ Forworkers’ control of the mass
media and against all state censor-
ship whether by the Stalinist bureau-
crats or the Yeltsinites.

@ The workers of the USSR need
no new Tsars,-Stalins or capitalist
dictators either. Down with Bona
partism in all its forms! Build and arm
independent workers’ organisations,
fight for workers'/soldiers’ control of
the factories/ammy. Abolish all the
special powers of the Soviet and re-
publican presidencies. Abolish all
special armed forces in every repub-
lic.

® End Gorbachev and Yeltsin's

capitulations and concessions to
world imperialism. Continue and in-
crease aid without strings toall states
and movements in conflict with impe-
rialism and its agents. Military and
economic support for Cuba and Viet-
nam and the other bureaucratically
degenerate workers' states. Support
for any struggles by their workers to
oust their bureaucrats including aid
for a political revolution in China.

@ Defend the remains of the gains
of the October Revolution; defend
state ownership of all large scale
enterprises by putting them under
workers' management; smaller eco-
nomic units and those in the produc-
tion and distribution of consumer
goods that wish to should be trans-
formed into worker co-operatives. All
collective farms should be trans-
formed into genuine democratic co-
operatives. Drive the parasitic party
bureaucrats out of the collective farm
system. Transform the fake co-opera-
tives formed in the Gorbachev period
into genuine democratic bodies of
producers and consumers. Expropri-
ate the racketeers. Resist privatisa-
tion.

@ Defend free and universal provi-
sion of housing, education, creches
and care for the elderly and disabled
under the control of the users and
local workers’ representatives; mas-
sively improve the quality of these
services out of the expropriated wealth
of the party and bureaucratic appara-
tus.

@® Defend free abortion on demand;
massively expand the availability of
contraception; defend women's jobs;
no forced return to the home as a
result of the market.

® An emergency plan to stop the
impending economic catastrophe. Im-
mediate election of committees in
every factory, office, shop, and collec-
tive farm and on the railways-and in
the haulage enterprises to draw up
inventories of produce in all state,
private and party storage. For town,
cityand regional councils of delegates
from these committees to issue bind-

oration!

ing orders. The drawing up of an
emergency plan for the winter at every
level and its co-ordination by a union
wide council of workers” and collec-
tive farmers’ delegates. Only the work-
ers and farmers can ensure that a
speedyand equal distribution of food,
fuel and clothing takes place.

@® For an armed workers’ and col
lective farmers' militia to enforce the
emergency plan against the bureau-
crats, the mafia, and all horders and
speculators. Only such a militia can
defend national minorities against
pogromists, fascists and those who
wish to make facts by changing bor-
ders against the will of their
populations.

® Forthe immediate right to seces-
sion of all republics wishing to do so.
Force the central govemment to rec-
ognise all “seceded” states and with-
draw all SAF troops at once. Disband
the special forces throughout the Un-
ion. Forthe right of self-determination
of all oppressed nationalities within
each of the republics, including au-
tonomy or separation. For independ-
ent workers' council states in all the
seceding republics.

@ At the same time workers and
their organisations throughout the
USSR should render fratemal aid to
workers in any state resisung
privatisations and the attacks of the
nationalist and restorationist govem-
ments. Forworkers’ council states in
every republic. For a voluntary federa-
tion of such states.

® Downwith the undemocratic com-
mand planning of the bureaucrats in
Gosplan, in the ministries, in the
foreign trade bodies and in the state
bank, including a thoroughgoing purge
of the corrupt authoritarian and ineffi-
cient bureaucrats.

@ No to the dissolution of the.
central planning bodies in favour of
the economic institutions of the mar-
ket and the capitalist state. Close the
stock exchanges. Forworkers’ inspec-
tion and control, and the transforma-
tion and restructuring of Gosplan into
organs of democratic workers’ plan-
ning.

@ The creation in every town and
city of councils of delegates elected
inthe workplaces and instantly recall-
able to co-ordinate both emergency
economic planning and to organise
the struggle against the attacks onall
economic and social gains of the
workers and collective famers.

@ As long as these gains survive
the strategic task facing the working
class remains the proletarian politi-
cal revolution. For the creation of a
democratic workers' state as an in-
strument of sogialist construction and
the intemational revolution against
capitalism and imperialism.

With the restorationists now in
pawer in many republics and in the
central institutions a fierce revolu-
tionary struggle will be needed to
carry this out.

Essential as workers' councils and
truly independent and democratic
trade unions are to this struggle they
cannot win without a centralised or-
ganisation of the best worker cadres
from every struggle, of the most self-
sacrificing intellectuals who reject
capitalist exploitation and world im-
perialism. "

This can be nothing else than a
revolutionary workers’ party, an anti-
bureaucratic and anticapitalist com-
bat force based on the principles of
Lenin and Trotsky.l
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HERE IS nothing progressive
about the nationalism fuelling
the virtual civil war in East-
ern Croatia. Villages where Croats
and Serbs have lived together for
decades are now forcibly divided.
Some are in the control of Ser-
bian “terrorists” backed by the Fed-
eral Army, others occupied by the
Croatian militias. Communities
and even families are pitched into
a war from which they have little to
gain. Tens of thousands of people
have been forced to flee the area.
The actions of the Serbian
fighters are part of a concerted at-
tempt by the Serbian dominated
Yugoslav Federation to deny
Croatia the right to secede. In the
recent phase of fighting these mili-
tias have gone well beyond any le-
gitimate struggle to defend major-

ity Serb areas and have begun to

attack and to occupy Croatian
towns such as Osijek.

The Serbian militias are backed
not only by the Serbian army but
now also by Federal Army troops.
Their intervention, including the
bombardment of towns and villages
from the air and from ships on the
Danube, confirms the worst fears
of the Croatians. They see Serbia
trying to use the conflict to expand
its borders, with the support of the
armed forces of the Federation. It
is this Serbian domination of the
Federation which led towidespread
support in Croatia for last year’s
declaration of independence.

Butitis notjust the Serbian side
which is motivated by reactionary
nationalism. The bourgeois demo-
cratic government of Croatia, led
by President Tudjman, has pro-
moted Croatian chauvinist senti-
ment.

The Croatian republic, having
expressed its desire for independ-
ence, has every right to defend it-
self against Greater Serbian ag-
gression. But the government has
mobilised militias not simply for
‘the legitimate defence of Croatian
independence. They are fighting to
deny rights of separation, or even
autonomy, to the Serbs who form
the majority of the population in
twelve out of Croatia’s 102 local
districts.

The resultis a bloody mess, which
neither Stalinism nor European
imperialism has the solution to.

The economic crisis of Yugosla-

YUGOSLAVIA

Nationalist bloodbath
looms

The threat of full scale civil war in Yugoslavia
increases by the day. Clare Heath analyses the
causes of a conflict that grows bloodier with every

EC brokered “ceasefire”

via, itself the result of decades of
Stalinist bureaucratic misrule, saw
stagnation and growing inequali-
ties. The bureaucracy offered no
way forward other than increasing
market forces with suberdination
and growing debt to the imperi-
alists. Such economic instability
necessarily produced insecurities
which nationalists on both sides
could then exploit.

In Serbia the rise of Milosevic
was based initially on the oppres-
sion of the ethnic Albanians in
Kosovo. More recently, Serbian na-
tionalism has deepened amongst
Serbs living in otherrepublics, such
as Croatia. These groups of Serbs
were rightly fearful for their rights
in an independent Croatian state.
The bloody history of the Croatian
fascist Ustase government’s pogrom
of Serbs in the Second World War
has been used to increase these
fears amongst people who have in
reality been living side by side with
Croats since the end of the war.

Milosevic is desperately trying
to maintain the Yugoslav Federa-
tion and is utilising the Serbs liv-
ing inside the borders of Croatia to
try and obstruct the declaration of
Croatian independence. Initially
last year these majority Serbian
regions declared that they did not
want to be part of an independent
Croatia but would remain in the
Yugoslav Federation.

The Serbian government backed
this claim whilst the Croatians re-’

Sarblan fighters under fire from Croatians

e .\ o

jected it. The latter saw it as a
manoeuvre by the Serbs tore-draw
the boundaries of the republics and
deny them territory, a view sup-
ported by the recent intervention
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of the Federal army on the side of
the Serbians.

The Serbian minority in Croatia
have a legitimate grievance, and
must be guaranteed the right to

autonomy or separation. But
Milosevic has used their legitimate
struggle to launch a military as-
sault against Croatia.

The imperialists of the European
Community (EC) and the Confer-
ence on Security and Co-operation
in Europe (CSCE) have looked on
in horror at the developing civil
war, and have come forward with a
number of peace plans. But they
are notintervening to put right the
legitimate grievances which
underlie the conflict. Thatisclearly
revealed by their reluctance to rec-
ognise the two seceding republics
{Croatia and Slovenia) despite the
overwhelming democratic mandate
which they had for independence.

The EC intervention has two
purposes. They want political sta-
bility and they want to see the com-
pletion of the process of capitalist
restoration throughout the whole
of Yugoslavia, not just Croatia and
Slovenia. :

The imperialists would prefer not
to face the results of the break up of
Yugoslavia into a mess of tiny
fighting states, which would neces-
sarily promote national struggles
of related minority peoples in Aus-
tria, Greece, Hungary and Bulgaria.
But theirattempted peace missions
have sofar failed. Temporary cease-
fires have not held and Milosevicis
so far refusing to accept the condi-
tions which the EC is trying to
place on a ceasefire, which include
the maintenance of existing bor-
ders.

But, having failed to persuade
the Croatians and Slovenians to
maintain the Federation, the ECis
threatening to side with Croatia
against the danger of Greater Ser-
bian expansion. The EC has warned
it will use economic sanctions

.....

against the Federation and Serbia
if they fail torecognise the EC peace
plan. Butitis now unclear whether
any ceasefire agreed between
Croatia and the Federation, even
one agreed by Serbia, could hold.

The descent into chauvinist sav-
agery, the result of the abject fail-
ure of Stalinism in Yugoslavia, has
its own logic. The troops backing
the Serbs, including those conduct-
ing air assaults on Croatian towns,
are not necessarily going to accept
any agreement.

The leader of the Federal presi-
dency, Stipe Mesic, has said that
the army is out of control and “is
acting autonomously”. Whilst the
Federal leaders are bound to deny
responsibility for the unconstitu-
tional aggressive acts of the army,
it does appear likely that the wave
of Serbian nationalism is now so
strong that Federal army unitshave
become uncontrolled.

There have been demonstrations
across Yugoslavia by women op-
posed to the conflict in which their
sons are being used as cannon fod-
der in a stupid and divisive war.
The aspirations of these women for
peace are progressive, and show
the possibility of building unity be-
tween the people of all the nation-
alities to resist the use of Federal
or Republican troops in offensive
attacks to expand territory.

But the question of defending

national rights means that not all
combat should be condemned. The
Croatian Republic has every right
to defend itself militarily against
Serbian or Federal aggression.
Equally the Serbs in Croatia who
have been denied the right to sepa-
ration have the right to defend
themselves from the Croatian at-
tacks which have occurred in re-
cent months.

The prospects for a just settle-
ment in Yugoslavia are very small.
The present political leaders of the
republics are worsening the situa-
tion with their chauvinist cam-
paigns and their moves towards
restoration of capitalism. The EC
intervention, including the use of
sanctions against Serbia, will only
hasten the restoration of capital-
ism and the subordination of the
entire area to imperialist exploita-
tion.

The legitimate rights of the na-
tionalities and the defence of the
working class from the ravages of
capitalism can only be achieved if
chauvinism and restorationism are
both rejected by the workers and
farmers of Yugoslavia.

In the immediate period the
working class internationalist po-
sition can only be maintained by
fighting for workers’ militias which
are multi-national and which de-
fend communities from pogroms,
and forced movement. They must
be based on the recognition of the
rights of all nationalities to self-
determination, opposed to the op-
pression of any nationality by an-
other, and linked to workers’ or-
ganisations committed to resisting
the restoration of capitalism.

Such workers’ militias and coun-
cils are the only progressive way
out of the current conflict. They
must be built on an utter hostility
to national chauvinism whilst rec-
ognising the rights of nationalities

to self-determination.®
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MIDDLE EAST TALKS

Peace in our time?

intransigence over negotiations

is legendary. A popular joke in
Israel has Shamir meeting James
Baker off the plane, “How do you
do” says Baker. “I do not do” replies
Shamir. Nevertheless it has taken
Baker only five official visits since
March to secure Israeli agreement
to a fully fledged Middle East peace
conference.

Set for October, the peace confer-
ence has been Washington’s princi-
pal foreign policy goal in the post-
Gulf War period. The three main
factors which led to Baker’s diplo-
matic triumph have been Palestin-
jan nationalism’s crisis of direction,
the spinelessness of the Arab bour-
geoisie and, crucially, Israel’s de-
pendence on US funds.

With the conference timed to pre-
cede the 1992 Israeli and US elec-
tion campaigns USimperialism has
rarely had a better opportunity to
negotiate a reactionary settlement
in its own interests.

Baker’s initial moves foundered
when Israel’s obdurate Prime Min-
ister rejected US proposals that the
conference should take place with
United Nations (UN) invelvement.
This was despite assurances that
the UN would play a “non-speak-
ing role” and that Israel had the
right to veto Palestinian repre-
sentatives.

I sraeli President Yitzak Shamir’s

U-turn

But concessions from neighbour-
ing Arab states and economic pres-
sure from the USA combined to
provoke a sudden U-turn in Israeli
policy. On 4 August the Israeli cabi-
net voted by 16 to 3 to accept the
US proposals, subject to further
limitations.

Many observers were surprised
at President Assad of Syria’s re-
nunciation of his “rejectionist” past,
when he accepted Washington’s pro-
posals. But his cynical about turn
was no surprise to the genuine al-
lies of Palestinian liberation.

Under Assad, Syria has attained
real hegemony over Lebanon, much
to the relief of imperialism,
marginalising the Palestiniansand
Shia militias. With his former So-
viet allies facing a little local diffi-
culty of their own, Assad is shrewd
enough torealise to whom he should
be offering his services.

His arch regional rival, Saddam
Hussein, is not exactly flavour of
the month in Washington. He
clearly hopes that support for the
USA in peace as well as war will
win him the currently vacant posi-
tion of US-sponsored Arab gen-
darme in the region.

Pressure

But the compliance of the Arab’
ruling class alone would never have
been enough to bring the Zionist
state to the negotiating table. Be-
hind the scenes real economic pres-
sure is being brought to bear by the
USA.

Israel is planning a formal re-
quest to the USA in September for
a $10 hillion loan guarantee, to
ensure access to world capital mar-
kets, and to a potential $20-30 bil-
lioninloans over the nextfive years.
It needs these, in addition to their
annual $3 billion routine aid from
the USA, to finance the private and
state investment in infrastructure
needed to provide homes and jobs
for the vast numbers of Jewish im-
migrants arriving in Israel from
the USSR.

Yitzak Shamir embraces peace

Three hundred thousand arrived
in the 18 months up to the end of
June this year, and numbers are
expected to rise to one million by
the end of 1994. This, together with
the 14,500 Ethiopian Jews who ar-
rived over a three day period ear-
lier this year, would represent a
20% growth in Israel’s population.

Bush made it clear in June that
the USA was expecting a little
something in return: a freeze on
the Zionists’ current building pro-
gramme on the West Bank and
Gaza, the biggest in the history of
their colonisation of the occupied
territories and one of the key obsta-
cles to a negotiated settlement.

In late June, Finance Minister
Yitzak Modai attempted a blatant
negotiating ploy, claiming that he
had drawn up “contingency plans”
in the event that US assistance
was not forthcoming. But the Zion-
ist state’s inability to cope without
this boost is clear:

Even with the anticipated loans,
the cost of education and social pro-
vision for the new immigrants has
required an increase in VAT, a sur-

BY RICHARD BRENNER

sisters, and bind them to their Zi-
onist masters.

That explains Shamir’s about
turn. He agreed to the main thrust
of the US proposal, adding further
restrictions on Palestinian repre-
sentation. They cannot be PLO
members, citizens of Jerusalem or
from communities beyond Israel
and the occupied territories. They
will have to remain a subordinate
component of the Jordanian del-
egation.

As if to emphasise that this
should not be interpreted as a sign
of weakness, the cabinet author-
ised a further West Bank settle-
mentonly days after accepting Bak-
er’s plan

~ Isaregional settlement now pos-
sible?

Despite Shamir’s legendary in-
transigence, other leading politi-
ciansin hisarch-conservative Likud
party are better disposed towards
the imperialist peace process. For-
eign Minister David Levy has stated
his willingness to talk to any Pales-

actions at every turn. From the
fanatics of Moledet to the “Zionist
Left” of Mapam, Shinui and the
Citizens’ Rights Movement, they
are all unable consistently to op-
pose discrimination in entry and
citizenship rights because all refuse
to accept an end to the constitu-
tionally established Jewish char-
acter of the state.

The most “left” Zionist forma-
tions can only go so far as to recog-

nise Palestinian rights to a state

alongside Israel, thus preserving
Jewish privilege in land allocation,
employment and housing.

Only expropriation of private
property, a democratic plan of in-
dustrial and agricultural produc-
tion and a state that is genuinely
secular in character can guarantee
real democracy .and self-determi-
nation for the Palestinian people.

If the Israeli Jewish left is to
takeits placein the fight forlasting
peace this must by definition in-
volve a radical rupture with Zion-
ism in all its forms and a turn to a
revolutionary proletarian and in-
ternationalist strategy.

#
The Palestinians’ right to self-determination is incompatible with the very

existence of a specifically Jewish state in Palestine. The Zionists confirm
this through their actions at every tumn.

charge on income tax and addi-
tional funds from the diaspora. The
Israeli cabinet is divided as the
finance ministry fights it out with
themilitary over funds allocated in
this year’s budget.

Already there have been reported
clashes between Russian and Ethio-
pian Jews over existing housing.
Soviet immigrants recently dem-
onstrated in indignation at their
lack of jobs and inadequate accom-
modation. The “land of milk and
honey” currently boasts 10% un-
employment (160,000), which in-
cludes 40% of the Sovietinflux since
January 1990. The Bank of Israel,
not previously noted for its anti-
Zionist propaganda, estimates
225,000 unemployed by the end of
the year rising eventually to
400,000.

In short, Israel could not hold
itself together without the aid, and
the USA knows it. It would mean
severe austerity, social and politi-

cal instability and strife between
Jews of different national origin. It
would mean the progressive disso-
lution of the marginal but very real
privileges that divide Jewish work-
ers from their Arab brothers and

tinian, “even if he danced on the
roof when the Scuds fell”. The may-
ors of Herzliah and Tel Aviv have
called for talks with the PLO and
have not excluded a separate Pal-
estinian state.

The virulently racist parties of
the Zionist far right have been
muted in their response so far.
Three of these parties, Tzomet,
Tehiya and Moledet, have a place
inthe cabinet, and their seven depu-
ties are crucial to the survival of
the governmental coalition. Both
the Tehiya and Moledet ministers
refused to resign from the cabinet
in protest at Shamir’s U-turn, and
Tzomet actually voted for accept-
ance.

Meanwhile, Labour have been
thoroughly embarrassed by
Shamir’s unexpected theft of their
political clothes. Both of the tradi-
tional rivals for party leadership,
Peres and Rabin, support some form

of compromise on the land question
and participation in peace talks.

The Palestinians’ right to self-
determination isincompatible with
the very existence of a specifically
Jewish state in Palestine. The Zi-
onists confirm this through their

. The Zionist bourgeoisie can ac-
cept no form of real Palestinian
self-determination. But theirinter-
ests would not ultimately run coun-
ter to a limited, reactionary settle-
ment of the Palestinian national
question.

A reactionary settlement would
assure the regional superiority of
the Zionists’ vast and well primed
army. It would preserve the racist
principle of the Zionist state whilst
developing alimited and essentially
powerless system of self-govern-
ment: an Arab bantustan in the
West Bank.

Imperialism would sponsor such
a project with the aim of regional
stability. It would undermine both
Arab bourgeois hostility to Zion-
ism, and the Palestinian national
revolt. It would encourage the de-
velopment of a pliant administra-
tive apparatus staffed by the Pal-
estinian bourgeoisie and munici-

pal bureaucracy, possibly even in-
corporating a section of PLO offi-
cialdom.

This is imperialism’s vision of
the Middle East under the new
world order. There is a growing
possibility of its realisation if the

Palestinian masses allow them-
selves to be duped by their present
misleaders..

The Palestinian movement is in
disarray. The PLO, self-proclaimed
“sole legitimate representative of
the Palestinian people”, is reeling
fromits military defeat at the hands
of the Lebanese army and has lost
its precious respectability in US
and European liberal circles. Now
it is deeply divided over participa-
tion in the Baker talks.

Remaining obstacles have been
played down by the PLO’s Bassam
Abu Sharif, whilst the mayor of
Bethlehem, closely linked to the
movement, has supported the call.
Meanwhile the Unified Command
of the Palestinian Intifada, whose
youthful leaders co-ordinate the
revolt in the occupied territories
and meet out basic class justice to
collaborators, have firmly opposed
the talks. So has the Popular Front
for the Liberation of Palestine
(PFLP) of George Habash.

The Palestine National Council,
sovereign body of the PLO, is due to
meet in September for the first time
since 1988, when it distinguished
itself in imperialism’s eyes with a
monumental act of treachery inrec-
ognising the right of the Zionist
state to exist.

There are two possibilities fac-
ing the PLO. It could call for a
boycott of the conference. But this
would mean recognising that its
entire policy of concessions to im-
perialism has failed. The alterna-
tive would be to support the initia-
tive. But this could have serious
consequences for the unity of the
PLO, and forits ability to retain its
mass base in the face of competi-
tion from Islamic militants.

Affront

The Islamic radicals oppose any
recognition of Israel and any nego-
tiations. Unlike all strands of Pal-
estinian nationalism, theirreligious
ideology sees Zionist colonisation
not principally as an affront to na-
tional self-determination,butasan
act of usurpation of Islamic land
which the mere elapse of time can
never cure. Islam provides an ide-
alist framework within which im-
mediate political and economic ex-
pediency must be subordinated to
loftier goals.

In the context of Fatah’s paraly-
sis, and the diserediting of Stalin-
ism, Islamic militancy can extend
its roots among the petit bourgeoi-
sie, youth and lumpen-proletariat
of the oceupied territories and the
camps. The Islamic movement
Hamas has issued a joint state-
ment with the PFLP condemning
the talks and stating that Palestin-
ian negotiator Faisal Husseini has
no right to speak for the Palestin-
ians. The petit bourgeois terrorists
of Islamic Jihad have threatened
to kill him.

Whether or not imperialism per-
suades the Zionists to endorse the
reactionary settlement, the writ-
ing is on the wall for Palestinian
nationalism as a political strategy.
History is proving, unfortunately
the hard way, that the Palestinian
bourgeoisie is too weak to fight for
self-determination through a
territorially united, capitalist na-
tion state.

To avert an imperialist settle-
ment that will set back still further
the liberation of Palestine, and to
prevent the loss of a whole genera-
tion of heroic and determined Pal-
estinian fighters to the Islamic re-
actionaries, an internationalist
workers’ party must be built.

This party must have a perspec-
tive of permanent revolution: bring-

ing the working class to the head of
the struggle against Zionism and
imperialism, fighting for a work-
ers’ republic in Palestine and for a
federation of workers’ republics in
the Middle East.®
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The Irish Workers Group, after three years of publishing Class Struggle as a
propaganda paper, have decided to go back, for the next period, to
producing a series of Class Struggle journals/pamphlets. The purpose is to
-undertake new propaganda tasks in Ireland which cannot be carried through
with the available resources while continuing to publish their paper. During
this period Workers Power will expand our coverage of current lrish events
and carry political statements from the IWG.
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Reformists woo

the centre

MARY ROBINSON'S election as President of
Ireland, nominated by Labour and the Workers
Party last autumn, was touted as the greatest
gain in a decade for the Irish left. But she
remains, as we argued during her campaign,
powerless even to express support for the kind
of social reforms which she had previously
defended as a constitutional lawyer.

As titular head of state she does as sne is
told by Haughey's govemment. When he re-
fused her permission to accept a BBC invitation

Economic crisis hits
jobs and wages

THE DUBLIN Government of Charles
Haughey is threatened with the worst eco-
nomic crisis in thirty years. The optimism on
which the bosses and union bureaucrats built
their joint “Programme for Economic
Progress” in March has now given way to
deep gloom over the highest ever recorded
level of unemployment.

At 22% of the workforce, unemployment
has grown to 271,000—20% more than last
year, and double the level of ten years ago.
These figures coincide with the five year
census which revealed the highest rate of
emigration since the Great Famine, reduc-
ing a 3% net growth in population to a 3%
drop in the state’s population. Britain was

“the primary destination for these mostly
young migrants, until the recession bit deep
and this year started adding them instead
to Haughey’s domestic dole queues.

At the same time government borrowing
has gone 20% over target and GNP growth
estimates have come down from 2.25% to
0.5% for the year. National debt stands at
110% of GNP in a country where most in-
dustrial exports are generated by foreign
capital largely exempt from taxes on its
profits. The revenue to repay borrowing in-

" creasingly eats into wage packets, which

have grown by only 18% over four years,
barely equivalent to inflation.

And to cap it all, the EC in the coming
year will slash the agricultural price sup-
ports which have shaped the whole of Irish
agriculture for almost twenty years. There
was little sympathy among workers for the

farmers” plight when, at the beginning of
June, large cargo ships were anchored in
Cork harbour as a permanent overflow store
for butter bought by the EC. But the Irish
bourgeoisie shivers at the prospects for its
strongest indigenous sector as the USA
forces the EC towards dismantling its Com-
mon Agricultural Policy.

The Irish Congress of Trade Unions is
prostrate. It foisted on the workers its new
three-year national wage-restraint package,
and new legal shackles on strikes, with ly-
ing promises of job creation and economic

| development. Now it is faced with its “social

partner” threatening to cancel wage rises
payable to public sector workers next year,
and in several sectors already refusing to

-pay the minimum increases due this year. A

new round of cuts in public spending is be-
ing prepared, at the expense of already crum-
bling health and local services, allied to the
privatisation of as many state companies as
possible.

Under the present social contract the un-
ion leaders openly ditched their traditional
defence of the nationalised sector and sold
out rank and file resistance to privatisation.
The giant Irish Life Assurance Company
has been sold off. Bus services and the
Telecom are being prepared for sale. Even
state control of the Electricity Supply Board
is under review. Recently the Irish Sugar
Company was privatised, with the loss of
many jobs, while William Attley, the £60,000
a year head of the largest union, SIPTU,
stayed on as a member of its privatised

Board!

In contrast to Britain such a wholesale
liquidation of state assets, in a small de-
pendent open economy with a continuing
revenue crisis, will mean even deeper disas-
ter for the Irish bourgeoisie in the medium

term unless there is a major general upturn -

in capitalism.

The spectacle of widespread and growing
poverty throughout the South has gener-
ated convulsions of hand-wringing and con-
cern among the clergy and the media, and
desperate rhetoric from the union leaders. A
broad alliance of opposition parties and un-

ion leaders is calling for a “national forum”

on unemployment which would supposedly
lay out all the facts, enlist the support of all
sections, and come up with “solutions”. But
no amount of “sacrifices” screwed out of those
with jobs could make any real difference to
the desperate plight of the unemployed, the
poor and the class as a whole.

Only a militant movement of the rank
and file, determined to break the class col-
laboration of Attley and his parasitic caste,
could even begin to champion the needs of
the mass of unemployed.

Their fight must be to force the state to
create useful schemes of employment at full
wage rates for all. A starting point for such
militant resistance may present itself shortly
as new cuts are announced and Haughey
attempts to take back the wage “increases”
promised under the very deal which had
been designed to tie the hands of the work-
ing class.l a

Reaction targets sexual rights

to give the annual Dimbleby Lecture, she could
say and do nothing in protest! And on a whole
series of crucial developments in the area of
sexuality and women’s rights she has had to
shut up and put up!

Robinson's “victory™ has even been used by
the reformist leaders to justify a scramble to
abandon all explicit references to socialism in
their programmes in the name of appealing to
the “broader” constituency of “all the people”.
At its conference at Easter, leader Dick Spring
presented the Labour Party with a new constitu-
tion which abandons all reference to Connolly's
Workers' Republic as an aim of the party. It
previously removed the same reference at the
urging of the Cathalic hierarchy in 1930, only to
see it reinstated by the left in 1969!

Gone too is its traditional emblem of Irish
labour, the Stamy Plough. Spring had no diffi-
culty in selling his new constitution to the party
majority despite refusing them any right what-
everto put down amendments! He knew he had
nothing to fear from the “Labour left” who had
previously allowed him to see off the Militant
Tendency without a fight.

De Rossa, leader ofthe Workers Party, openly
competing with Labour's attempt to “move to
the centre”, was not quite so successful in
putting over his new._constitution at a party
conference on 5 May. He made the mistake of
allowing democratic debate and amendments,
trying to dispel the legacy ofthe party's Stalinist
internal regime, which had been publicly blasted
in a revolt by party ideologues after the collapse
of the East German state last year.

Recalcitrant Belfast delegates who had noth-
ing but their left rhetoric to offer to the Belfast
masses, would not allow De Rossa to remove
references to the centrality of the class struggle
or the need for a “revolutionary democratic
socialist party”! The party did agree, however,
to abandon the aim of nationalising the big
banks! They even assented to the idea of ajoint
“defence” apparatus within the EC!

De Rossa personally attempted, though in
vain, to remove the adjective “secular” fromthe
“democratic socialist republic”, which remains
the aim of the party. The entire rationale forthis
new opportunism by thé leadership was not
that they are not secular or against the class
struggle, but that such terms would only alien-
ate the broad constituency to whom they must
now appeal!

On 27 June Labour got 10.6% of the vote in
the local elections (14.5% in Dublin) and the
Workers Party 3.7% (8.7% in Dublin). Though
claimed as the dawning of class politics by
these parties, the sum total of “left” votes
including independents is still 5% less than the
total vote won by Labour alone in 1968 on a left
reformist programme. The local elections saw
the Militant Tendency gain one council seat in
Dublin for Joe Higgins who had been expelled
from Labour's ruling council and the party. His
campaign did not stress the fight for labour
movement democracy against Spring but fo-
cused almost entirely on his role in local com-
munity politics. Militant has been forced almost
entirely out of the party and halved in size as a
result.l

AS MUCH as unemployment,
the availability of condoms
has dominated the Irish
media for months. Mary
Robinson's victory was cited
in both govemment and
opposition parties as proof
of the need to move to more
liberal attitudes towards
women. The Fine Gael
Opposition put on the
pressure by calling for a re-
examination of the ban on
divorce and restrictions on
contraception.

At the same time a
successful prosecution was
taken against the sale of
condoms in an unlicensed
shop. In response, the tiny
Progressive Democrat party
on which the government
coalition depends, forced
Haughey to announce that
condoms would be made

widely available to anyone
over sixteen.

Observers of Fianna Fail
rubbed their eyes in
amazement, but the leopard
had not changed its spots,
and by July the conservative
majority in Fianna Fail and
the mobilised Catholic
hierarchy, helped Haughey
off the hook, silencing even
their “liberal” coalition
partners. The net result is
that the availability of
condoms is now at the
discretion of the _
conservative-<dominated
local health boards and will
vary across the eight
regions—but condoms for
under17s or in vending
machines remain illegal
throughout the country!
Meanwhile AIDS spreads
unabated.

A parallel reactionary
débacle is under way in
Belfast where there has
been a huge increase in
pregnancies among young
single women. Attempts to
set up a Brooks sexual
counselling service for
young people is being
opposed by a joint
mobilisation of Paisleyites,
the SDLP, Catholic and
Presbyterian clergy!

The mobilisation of
working class youth and
women is a crucial task for
socialists confronting the
continuing reactionary
obstacles of a society which
bans divorce, still
criminalises male
homosexuality despite the
European Court ruling of two
years ago, and restricts
access to life-protecting

condoms.

One issue which has been
taken up by women and
students has been the right
to information and
counselling about abortion.
Non-directive counselling is
outlawed. Both of the
campaigns which took up
this issue in 1984 and 1989
ended up being demobilised
by centrists, feminists and
labour lefts and diverted into
European legal bodies. On
16 May the European Court
of Human Rights gave a
preliminary opinion, after
three years, that Irish
women should have the right
to counselling on the option
of abortion. E

The dice rolled the other
way for the case of the
students who led the
struggle to defy the ban on

abortion information in
1989. On 11 June the
European Court of Justice
gave a preliminary opinion
against their claim that Irish
women had the right to
services across national
boundaries under the Single
European Act, including
access to information about
abortion. But the Advocate
General argued that national
interpretations of "moral and
philosophical interests” had
to be allowed. The issue
could not be reduced to
availability of commercial
services across borders! He
obviously had not heard that
an Irish court had just
convicted a woman in
Ireland for not paying fees
demanded for an abortion by
a UK clinic earlier this year!
After the latest ruling

SPUC declared its intention
to hound the student leaders
of the 1989 campaign for
£30,000 in costs awarded.
Sadly, the collapse of that
fighting campaign has :
meant little or no ability to
mobilise against these
outrageous demands, or
even to raise the money.

The tide must be turned
by urgently bringing
together, on an open
democratic basis, all forces
committed to defence of
democratic rights for women
and youth, to hammer out an
action programme and goals
of struggle .l

Donations to
STUDENT DEFENCE FUND
Bank of Ireland

Account no 15967150
Branch no 90-00-68

Abortion Information Helpline: (Dublin) 01 - 679 4700

Irish Workers Group: J Larkin, ¢/0 12 Langrishe Place, Dublin 1, Ireland
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The League for a Revolutionary Commu-
nist International has lost one of its finest
fighters. The working class movement has

lost one of its most dedicated and energetic _

members. Dave Hughes, a founder mem-
ber of Workers Power and the LRCI, died
on 13 August 1991, aged 43.

Dave was a revolutionary for almost a
quarter of a century. He joined the Interna-
tional Socialists (IS—now the SWP)in 1968
while studying at Keele University. Many
of the radicals of that period quickly made
their peace with capitalism. Dave became
convinced that everything that was evil,
oppressive and mean could only be over-
come through working class revolution.

In the early 1970s he moved to Birming-
ham where the IS put his energy and re-
markable agitational talents to good use.
He became a key organiser, helping to re-
cruit and train an influx of car and engi-
neering workers whose militancy had led
to them breaking from the bureaucratic
policies and practices of both the Labour
and Communist parties.

But Dave’s keen understanding of Marx-
ism, his gradual rediscovery of the authen-
tic ideas of Leon Trotsky and his fervent
desire to take the working class forward
from militant trade union struggle to con-
scious socialist action all brought him into
political conflict with the leadership of the
IS.

After the bombing of Aldershot barracks
in 1972, IS dropped their unconditional
support for the IRA. This spurred Dave and
a number of other comrades to form the
Left Faction within IS. Had they not shown
both insight and courage, there would be
no LRCI today. The Left Faction, which
Dave led, was the direct forerunner of our
organisation.

The Left Faction challenged IS’s errors
on Ireland, women and work in the unions,
but they also grasped the methodological
roots of these mistakes and the gulf which
separated IS from Trotsky’s tradition. The
IS leadership would not put up with this
kind of criticism and the Left Faction was
expelledin 1975. Following a brief period of
fusion in the short-lived International Com-
munist League, Dave pulled together a
group of supporters to refound Workers
Power as an independent organisation in
1976.

The subsequent history of Workers Power,
and later the development of the LRCI, are
Dave’s history. Our very existence, our
growth and our firm commitment to the
revolutionary class struggle are monuments
to his work.

Dave’s contributions to Workers Power
and the LRCI would fill a book. In the late
1970s Dave wrote the key documents and
articles that guided Workers Power towards
consistent revolutionary thought and ac-
tion. Together with his closest friend and
co-thinker, Dave Stocking, Dave wrote a
series of articles which laid the foundation
stones for our re-elaboration of the revolu-

Dave Hughes
19481991

T

Dave speaking at a meeting to mark the centennial of Marx’s death, 13 March 1983

tionary programme that culminated in The
Trotskyist Manifesto (1989).

A lecturer in History at Leicester Poly-
technic, Dave could both speak and read
Russian. Using his intimate knowledge of
the USSR he re-examined the history of
the Bolshevik Party to equip us with an
understanding of the relationship of pro-
gramme and party.

Dave was the founding editor of Workers -

Power newspaper (1978), writing under the
name John Hunt. He wrote much of our
major work on the USSR, The Degenerated
Revolution (1983). In the second half of the
1980s, his concentration on the USSR in-
creased. Month in, month out, he charted

the rise and significance of Gorbachev and
his policies. Even while he was ill he read
Russian language papers, maintained con-
tacts with the USSR and passed on his
information and his insights into the death
agony of Stalinism.

Like all great revolutionaries, Dave was
a man of action. He knew that Marxist
theory was barren unless it was rooted in
the living experience of the class struggle.
Strikes, from the smallest to the largest,
were always an inspiration to him. Every
leaflet and bulletin he wrote embodied the
experience of the workers he talked to,
fused with a Marxist understanding of the
key steps on the road to victory.

He was Workers Power’s industrial or-
ganiser whilst the group: built bases in
London Transport, in the rail industry, in
Ford, in the Health Service and in local
government and education. Trade union
activist comrades always knew that when
they faced a problem—be it mundane and
routine, or be it a major question of strike
strategy—Dave could be guaranteed to of-
fer sound advice on how to go forward.

The British miners’ strike of 1984-85
brought out his best qualities. He flung
himself into the strike, enabling Workers
Power to produce a fortnightly newspaper
for much of the period and to win a large
audience in the ranks of the NUM. Dave’s
whole being was infused with an unshake-
able commitment to the strike. His work
won him the love and admiration of miners
in Keresley, Leicester, South Wales, Kent
and Yorkshire.

Working intensively with these militants,
Dave helped us draw them together in
regular meetings to discuss both the strike
and the politics of Workers Power. He played
aleading role in organising the miners who
came together in 1985 at a 150 strong
conference to form the National Rank and
File Miners’ Movement. Workers Power
had entered the miners’ strike without a
single contact in the pits, but entered the
rank and file conference with a team of
miners from several coalfields committed
to our politics and organisation.

Dave’s work in the miners’strike typified
his revolutionary vitality. Everybody who
ever met Dave knows that he was an excep-
tional man. His energy, enthusiasm and
love of comrades were outstanding. He al-
ways had time to listen and talk, to laugh

- and joke, to discuss and console. His hu-

man qualities will be sorely missed by all
who knew him.

That 2 man who had so much to give has
died so youngis a tragedy. In paying tribute
to Dave Hughes—arevolutionary, an inter-
nationalist, a working class fighter and a
great man—we seek consolation for the
terrible sense of loss that we all feel by
remembering the contribution he made to
all of our lives, the work he undertook to
build Workers Power and the LRCI, the
dedication he felt towards the working class
and its struggles.

Dave’s hatred of exploitation and oppres-
sion never wavered. His will to build a
revolutionary party carried him through
months of illness. He would never give up.

" Only death could rob the working class of

this fighter and rid the bosses of this relent-
less enemy. But death cannot erase the
memory of what Dave stood for. We will see
to that. Like him, we will never give up.
That is our tribute to a comrade we loved
and respected.

We send our most sincere condolences to
Kate—Dave’s comrade and companion, to
Dave’s family and to all his friends and
comrades around the world. He will be
sorely missed.

COMRADES FROM all over the
world have been in touch with
Workers Power and with Kate,
to convey their grief and sad-
ness at the death of our com-
rade Dave Hughes.
Ourcomrades inPeru sent a
message recalling Dave’s role
as a teacher and leader in the
early days of the LRCI. Within

. the Peruvian trade union move-

ment the comrades are pub-
lishing details of Dave’s life as
a revolutionary fighter. A com-
memoration meeting is to be
held in Lima.

Comrades . from the Irish
Workers Group were present
at Dave's funeral and will at-
tend the scheduled memorial
meeting in London. They re-
member well Dave's role in
helping their group establish

itself, first as an opposition
within the Cliffite Socialist

Workers' Movement and later .

as an independent organisa-
tion.

The comrades from the USA,
the Revolutionary Trotskyist
Tendency, a group with which
the LRCI has fratemal relations,
conveyedtheircommiserations
to us. The comrades recalled
how important their discus-
sions with Dave were about

the events in Poland—a key

issue onwhich they broke from
the Bolshevik Tendency and
towards the LRCI.

All of the sections of the
LRCI have sent their condo-
lences to Kate and to Workers
Power, some of which are
printed here, and all will be
redoubling their efforts to build

the League in the stormy
months and years ahead. This
is the sort of commemoration
that is the best tribute to
Dave's life work as a revolu-
tionary. :

Apart from the LRCl we have
been contacted by others on
the left and one of the letters
we received, from the RKL, we
print on this page, and we thank
the comrades deeply for their
warm and comradely message.

We thank the friends and
contacts of Dave's, like those
who faxed us from Moscow on
the day of his funeral and
amidst the momentous strug-
gle going on around them, who
did -not share Dave’'s views,
but who respected him and
were prepared to risk a great
deal to help us in our struggle.

MEMORIAL
MEETING

3.00-5.00pm
Sunday 15th September
Large Lecture Theatre
Polytechnic of Central London
155 New Cavendish Street
Admission £1
Nearest tubes: Goodge St,

Warmren St, Oxford Circus

DAVE HUGHES MEMORIAL FUND

Dave's death creates a big gap In the LRCI: Russian and East
European work. Through this fund we hope to finance one or more
comrades to learn to read and speak Russlan and send comrades
to the USSR. At this Important turing point in the history of the
Soviet Unlon It Is also vital that we acelerate the translation of the
LRCI's materlal Into Russlan and extend the search for committed
soclallsts prepared to organise around It. To all our readers who
have galned Insight from Workers Power's coverage of the termi-
nal crisis of Stalinilsm and are keen to see Trotskyism take root In
the USSR we urge you glve generously.

From Poder Obrero (Bolivia)
To the friends and comrades
of Dave Hughes,

We would like to extend our
deepest sympathies for the

— tragic death of Dave Hughes,

an exemplary friend and com-
rade.

Dave has left a vacuum very
difficult to fill. Nevertheless,
we commit ourselves to fol
lowing his lead in the task of
building better days for hu-
manity

From the Revolutionar
Kommunistische Liga
Dear LRCI comrades,

We were deeply shocked by
the news of the death of Cam-
rade Dave Hughes. We remem-
ber Dave very well—his seri-
ous attitude to politics and to
political discussion, never hid-
ing differences but always
maintaining solidarity. In par
ticular our older comrades like
to remember fine evenings
when we walked through Lon-
don, when Dave showed us
where Marx lived, worked and
drank his beer. Many hard days
of political discussions would
endwith interesting and amus-

ing discussions with Dave,
These were good times.

When differences with Work-
ers Power sharpened and the
Austrian IKL split we lost direct
contact with Dave. But our ex-
perience of Dave and our esti-
mation of Workers Power mean
we say in mouming: Revolu-
tionary Trotskyism has lost one
of its most important com-
rades!

With sympathy,

RKL, Vienna 18 August 1991

Dear comrade Kate,
Dear comrades of Workers
Power,

News of the death of our es-
teemed comrade Dave struck
us heavily and without wam-
ing. Although we had known
of his serious, protracted ill
ness, each of us had counted
on his recovery and his retum
to political work.

All the more deeply then
have we, and above all those
comrades who knew him per-
sonally, been shaken by the
news of his passing. In Dave
we have lost not only an out-
standing fighter, but also a
good friend; a revolutionary
who inspired us and served as
a model for us all, not only

through his devotion to the
cause of the proletariat, but
also through his human
wamnth, his heart-felt sincer-
ity and his wit.

We wish to convey to you,
comrade Kate, to our British
comrades, and to all his rela-
tives and friends, our deepest
sympathy at Dave's tragic
death.

"~ In deep sadness,
With communist greetings,
Gruppe Arbeitermacht

Dear Kate,
Dear Workers Power,

We received the sad news of
Dave's death. He was a good
teacher and a friend to all of
us. In this moment of sadness
and tragedy we want you to
know that in this other corner
of the planet there are people
who are with you. The seeds
that Dave sowed in our con-
sciousness will yield good fruit.
At the moment we are com-
memorating the 51st anniver-
sary of the death of Leon
Trotsky and now we will also
commemorate one of his great

-disciples. All our comrades

share in your sadness.
Your comrades in Peru
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Dear Comrades,

Thank you for publishing my letter,
in the last issue (WP145). However,
before going on to the present situa-
tion in UCATT | must correct a couple
of points you make in your introduc-
tion to my aforementioned letter.

Nowhere in my letter do | imply as
you write: “The pre-1972 CPGB pur-
sued a healthy industrial strategy or
that USCATT was ever really control-
led by the rank and file".

You will note that | wrote: “Since
1972 the CPGB have religiously im-
plemented their real industrial strat-
egy" (my emphasis). Their real indus-
trial strategy always was, is and will
be, Broad Left popular frontism. This
going back to their foundation and
most clearly illustrated in their.infa-
mous call in the 1926 general strike
of “All power to the General Council”.

But in the building industry and
unions prior to 1972 they pursued a
pseudo (if you like) rank and file strat-
egy with the Builders’ Charter, which
they quite coldbloodedly used to pro-
pel CP militants into prominence in
the Charter movement and the 1972
national strike. Then, when they had
gained their reputations and the con-
fidence of thousands of building work-
ers, they dropped all pretence at a
rank and file organisation and the
CPGB used these reputations, this
confidence, to get these militants
elected into fulHime positions in the
unions, particularly UCATT.

Another point worth mentioning is
that the political degeneration of the
CPGB gathered momentum after the
mass upheavals of the early 1970s.
This had a particularly disastrous and
corrupting effect in UCATT, where they
were very influential and “well dug-in”
in ful-time positions.

Next, when | used the phrase that
the bosses had also a strategy of
destroying “UCATT as a democratic,
independent union for construction
workers”. Democratic in this context
does not mean controlled by the rank

UCATT enquiry

and file. No union inthe UK was, oris,
controlled by the rank and file. This is
a revolutionary democratic concept.

Democratic in the context in which
1 use it in this phrase means that the
union rules and structures are for-
mally and recognisably democratic.
Which in tum means the rank and file
at least has a chance of changing
and influencing circumstances intheir
favour by using these rules, these
structures. But | add they will never
do so, decisively, unless in struggle.

When these rules and structures
are so abused and corrupted by em-
ployers and union officials, as they
are in UCATT, then that union ceases
to be democratic and the rank and file
cease to have any democratic chance
of changing things via these corrupt
rules and structures.

It is my considered opinion that
when. this happens no struggle can
be won, if one side (the employers
and corrupt union officials) make up
and break the rules to suit them-
selves and the other side (the rank
and file) are expected to, and do,
abide by these corrupt rules, struc-
tures and practices.

This naturally brings me onto the
present situation in UCATT and leads
me to state that it would appearthere
is, apart from your paper, aconspiracy
of silence inthe left press conceming
“The UCATT Enquiry”.

All left papers, with varying degrees
ofaccuracy and enthusiasm, reported
on the exposés and revelations of
ballot rigging and corruption in UCATT.
The bourgeois press and media did a
real hatchet job on the situation. Un-
doubtedly this is the most extensive
and horrendous example of corrup-
tion in the history of the UK trade
union and labour movement.

Because of this and the pressure
from the UCATT membership the
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UCATT Executive Council set up what
they called, an independent enquiry
into the ballot rigging and cormruption.
It is called “The UCATT Enquiry” and
is being conducted by John Hand QC
and Jennifer Eady, both lawyers in the
John Hendy Chambers in London,

In fact by any serious independent
democratic criteriathe independence
of this enquiry is an absolute sham.
This enquiry is being paid a lot of
(UCATT members) money by the
UCATT EC to conduct it. As the saying
goes "who pays the piper, calls the
tune”,

Worse still. All evidence, findings
and recommendations of the “UCATT
Enguiry” are to be, and probably have
been, handed over to the UCATT EC,
who alone have reserved sole control
over how much of this is revealed to
the UCATT membership and what
punishment, if any, should be given
to the guilty. How's that forindepend-
ence!

Also John Hendy is the lawyer who
represented Dominic Hehir and P
Lenahan against UCATT when they
both took UCATT to the High Court.
Lenahan is now chair of the UCATT
EC. How's that for independence.

As the “old” Executive Council are,
and have been, accused of much of
the ballot rigging and corruption and
are, or should be, under investigation
by the UCATT enquiry. Then Brumwell
and Kelly, who were on the “old” EC
and who now sit on the “new” EC,
who set up and control the UCATT
Enquiry” have a very definite and dis-
tinct advantage over all others under
investigation. How's that for inde-
pendence! G Brumwell could well be
the next General Secretary of UCATT.

The only people the UCATT Enquiry
is independent from in UCATT is the
rank and file membership of the un-
ion! In fact it is the classic bureau-

cratically set up arnd controlled en-
quiry to cover up, to white-wash and
bury all evidence against the bureauc-
racy. Many of whom are still in their
official positions in UCATT. Many of
whom were, are of the Broad Left. We
now have a Broad Left EC. The corrup-
tion of democracy in UCATT clearly
continues.

It will continue unless a serious
campaign for the total democratic
reform of UCATT is mounted, a cam-
paign which calls for the rooting out
and expulsion of all the comrupters.

But it will need to begin with a
campaign which demands “No cover
up” of the UCATT Enguiry. All evi-
dence, findings and recommendations
from this enquiry to be made public
and freely available to the UCATT
membership via UCATT branches,
shop stewards, regional councils and
all levels in the union's organisation.

An elected UCATT lay committee of
enquiry should take on board the
evidence and findings of the UCATT
enquiry and conduct a further investi-
gation. A UCATT lay committee's
findings and disciplinary recommen-
dations should then be referred to
the UCATT National Delegate Confer-
ence in June of next year for final and
binding decisions.

If the official cover up is success-
ful, then some of the most obnoxious
and corrupt bastards ever to have
disgraced the name of trade union
democracy will get away with it, with
the heaviest price continuing to be
paid on site with the murder of three
building workers every week, on aver-
age, in so called “site accidents”. It
has to be written, that the corruption
and denial of democracy in the con-
struction industry and unions can be
measured in the blood of dead and
seriously injured building workers.
Over to the UCATT EC now!

Yours fraternally
Brian Higgins (UCATT)
Building Worker Group

Toppling statues

Dear Comrades,

The sight of the Soviet masses
tearing down the statues of the old
Stalinist regime will have drawn a
mixed response from socialists. On
the one hand, the destruction ofthese
gross monuments to the dictatorship
of the party will have caused satisfac-
tion. On the other hand, some will be
saddened at the toppling of statues
of great revolutionaries who were in-
nocent ofthe crimes of the Stalinists,
such as Lenin and Sverdlov.

But these monuments had nothing
in common with the Bolsheviks of
1917 and everything in common with
their Stalinist executioners. Although

Lenin himself was opposed to such
methods, after his deaththe Stalinists
introduced a cult of the personality,
at first around Stalin himself, then
after 1956 around crude likenesses
of Lenin. In reality, this was no more
than a cult of the CPSU, and its “art”
mere assertions in iron and marble of
the party's infallibility and omnipo-
tence. The masses of the USSR can-
not be blamed for identifying the bu-
reaucracy with “communism”, or Sta-
linism with Bolshevism.

Tearthem all down! It's what Lenin
and Sverdlov would have wanted.

(Real) communist greetings,

Kevin Jones

TWO NUPE members In Manches-
ter, Andy Muir and Bob Watson,
have been victimised by their coun-
cil employers. Both are union actiw
ists. Bob is NUPE's senior shop stew-
ard. Both are gay men.
Their suspension, for alleged irregu-
larities on their council tenancy and
“behaviour likely to bring the coun-
cil into disrepute”, is an attack on
every trade unionist and housing
worker in Manchester. Their “behav-
iour” is simply that they are council
tenants and work for the Housing
Department.

The charges against them are:
that they did not give the council a
forwarding address, something that

NUPE members victimised

isn't a condition of tenancy; of hav . in conjunction with NALGO officials,

ing rent arrears, which they had an
agreement with the former tenants’
group to pay off; and of not giving
adequate notice of their intention to
terminate their tenancy. At worst all
of this should have meant that they
had three weeks rent to pay. Yet
both men now face the sack.

The real reason for the manage-
ment's hard line is that they want to
seize the opportunity to sack two
activists. Last March management,

workers power
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2327 September

Information from y&ur local
unemployed workers' centre

won an agreement under which any
NALGO member taking unofficial
strike action could be disciplined.

Now the bosses want to impose
the same agreement on NUPE. Al
ready six NUPE members have been
suspended for striking last month in
protest at Andy Muir's suspension.
In June a NUPE steward was disci-
plined for taking official strike ac-
tion.

Throughout this year the bosses
have been waging war on the Hous-
ing Department's trade unions. The
council is preparing to restructure
the department and needs a defeated
and compliant. workforce if it is to
push through the cuts it wants to
make. The latest sackings are part
of management'’s attempt to tame
its workers. That is why the fight to
save Andy and Bob's jobs is about
all housing workers’ union rights.

If Andy or Bob are disciplined an
all-department strike must be
launched’ which takes up the de-
mands for no sackings or disciplin-
aries for workers who take strike

action, official or unofficial. Shop

stewards’ meetings, which have
been suspended by the bosses, must
have the right to meet in work time,
and the department elected repre-
sentatives must be allocated ad-
equate facility time—decided by the
union members—to enable them to
fulfll their union tasks.

In preparation for such a battle
steps must be taken to build a cross-

, union strike committee in the de-
partment and pressure must be
mounted on the bureaucrats to give
an undertaking that any action
launch be deemed official.

If we take this fight seriously not
only will we save Bob and Andy’s
jobs, we will take a big step towards
thwarting management’'s job and
service cutting plans.l

NALGO NATIONAL
ANTI-CUTS DEMONSTRATION
Saturday 28 September
Assemble 12 noon,
Victorial Embankment
March to rally at
Geraldine Mary Harmsworth
Park, Southwark

- inits politics and its practice, but based on
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WORKERS POWER is a revolutionary com-
munist organisation. We base our pro-
gramme and policies on the works of Marx,
Engels, Lenin and Trotsky, on the docu
ments of the first four congresses of the
Third (Communist) International and on the
Transitional Programme of the Fourth inter-
national.

Capitalism is an anarchic and crisis-
ridden economic system based on produc-
tion for profit. We are for the expropriation
of the capitalist class and the abolition of
capitalism, We are for its replacement by
socialist production planned to satisfy hu-
man need.

‘Only the socialist revolution and the
smashing of the capitalist statecan achieve
this goal. Only the working class, led by a
revolutionary vanguard party and organ-
ised into workers’ .councils and workers'
militia can lead such a revolution to victory
and establish the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat. There is no peaceful, parliamentary
road to socialism.

The Labour Party is not a socialist party.
Itis a bourgeois workers' party—bourgeois

the working class via the trade unions and
supported by the mass of workers at the
polls. We are for the building of a revolu
tionary tendency in the Labour Party and
the LPYS, in order to win workers within
those organisations away from reformism
and to the revolutionary party.

The misnamed Communist Parties are
really Stalinist parties—reformist, like the
Labour Party, but tied to the bureaucracy
that rules in the USSR. Their strategy of
alliances with the bourgeoisie (popular
fronts) inflicts terrible defeats on the work-
ing class world-wide,

In the USSR and the other degenerate
workers® states, Stalinist bureaucracies
rule over the working class. Capitalism has
ceased to exist but the workers do not hold
political power. To open the road to social
ism, a political revolution to smash bureau
cratic tyranny is needed. Nevertheless we
unconditionally defend these states against
the attacks of imperialism and against
internal capitalist restoration in order to
defend the post-capitalist property rela
tions.

In the trade unions we fight for a rank and
file movement to oust the reformist bureau-
crats, to democratise the unions and win
them to a revolutionary action programme
based on a system of transitional demands
which serve as a bridge between today's
struggles and the socialist revolution.
Central to this is the fight for workers’
control of production.

We are for the building of fighting organi-
sations of the working class—factory
committees, industrial unions and coun-
cils of action.

We fight against the oppression that
capitalist society inflicts on people be
cause of their race, age, sex, or sexual
orientation, We are for the liberation of
women and for the building of a working
class women'smovement, notan "allclass”™
autonomous movement. We are for the
liberation of all of the oppressed. We fight
racism and fascism. We oppose all immi-
gration controls. We are for no platform for
fascists and for driving them out of the
unions.

We support the struggles of oppressed
nationalities or countries against imperial-
ism. We unconditionally support the Irish
Republicans fighting to drive British troops
out of Ireland. We politically oppose the
nationalists (bourgeois and petit bourgeois)
who lead the struggles of the oppressed
nations. To their strategy we counterpose
the strategy of permanent revolution, that
is the leadership of the anti-imperialist
struggle by the working class with a pro-
gramme of socialist revolution and interna-
tionalism.

In conflicts between imperialist coun-
tries and semi-colonial countries, we are
for the defeat of “our own” army and the
victory of the country oppressed and ex-
ploited by imperialism. We are for the
immediate and unconditional withdrawal of
British troops from Ireland. We fight impe-
rialist war not with pacifist pleas but with
militant class struggle methods including
the forcible disarmament of "our own”
bosses.

Workers Power is the British Section of
the League for a Revolutionary Communist
International. The last revolutionary Inter-
national (Fourth) collapsed in the years
1948-51.

The LRCI is pledged to fight the centrism
of the degenerate fragments of the Fourth
International and to refound a Leninist
Trotskyist International and build a new
world party of socialist revolution. We
combine the struggle for a re-elaborated
transitional programme with active involve-
ment in the struggles of the working class—
fighting for revolutionary lead
ership,

If you are a class conscious
fighter againstcapitalism; ifyou
are an internationalist—join us!
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British section of the League for a Revolutionary Communist International

Lahour's
phoney

war

THE NEW model Labour Party has
still not captured the imagination of
the responsible middle classes de-
spite its leaders best efforts. La-
bour's policy statements emerge,
vapid and bland, from the London
headquarters on Walworth Road.
They do little to inspire potential
voters.

Well prepared press conferences
and carefully vettedtelevision appear-
ances by Labour's new batch of pub-
licity conscious spokespeople simply
make the party look indistinguishable
from the Tories. As the Guardian put
it “the Opposition’s economic mes-
sage may not yet be distinctive enough
for floating voters”.

Above all else its leaders aim to
prove its solid respectability to Brit-
ain’s bosses. By its fiscal conserva-
tism, and guarantees that spending
increases will only match what the
economy will allow, Labour wish to
show they are at last fit for govem-
ment.

Gordon Brown, the Trade and In-
dustry spokesman, -John Smith, the
Shadow Chancellor, and Neil Kinnock
are to tour the country to drive home
Labour's message to the chambers
of commerce, alarmed by the length-
ening recession. A Labour Party
spokesman said: “The Government's
record is a mixture of complacency,
incompetence, and downright imre-
sponsibility towards the econcmy”.

The Labour Partywishes to make it
clear, socialism now consists ofa 1%
cut in interest rates, the redeploy-
ment of council house sale receipts
to building programmes, and the real-
location of education and training re-
sources.

Labour Strategists are, however
warried that this package fails to dis-
tinguish them adequately from the
Majorites. So, they have orchestrated
a “summer offensive” on the Tories.
It hasn’'t done much to damage the

Tories. But it has shown how right
wing Labour's campaigning, as well
as its programme, has become.

All of the targets were chosen to
demonstrate Labour's fidelity to the
institutions of British capitalism. They,
not the Tories, will be able to avoid

scandals like the collapse of BCCI, -

Jim Callaghan’s favourite bank. La-
bour policies would ensure that there
will never again be an IRA escape
from Brixton Prison. State secunty
will be tighter under Labour. Their
fear of being associated with any
“radical” reforms means they are the
party that would not dream of taxing
the Queen!

The criticism levelled at the Tories
is not that their policies are rotten
anti-working class cnes, merely that
they have become a bunch of incom-
petent bunglers. Labour will be the
government of administrative compe-
tence.

The only departure from this type of
attack on the Tories is their exposure
of the govemment's “Big Lies”. The
rapid rise of unemployment towards
three million and the impending pfiva-
tisation of the NHS are two examples

“where Labour is prepared to blame

Tory policy and expose Tory lies.

But they expose these lies whilst
accepting the central planks of the
Conservatives’ approach: the shack-
ling of the unions and the reduction of
public spending to what “sound
finance” will allow, and no re-nation-
alisation of the industries and serv-
ices privatised. Workers will not flock
to the cry “Stop the cuts—as re-
sources allow!”

Socialists must have an altogetner
different strategy—one. of all-out war
on any concessions to the bosses:
Now is not the time to abandon the
Labour Party to Kinnock and his
fiends. Socialists must fight every
inch of the way to mobilise party
members and workers in general to

Labour left in crisis — tum to page 3

organise now to force Labour to com-
mit itself to the repeal of the anti-
union laws, to a named cash sum to
meet underfunding in the public serv-
ices, to a programme of re-nationali-
sation, to amnesty for Poll-Tax non-
payers.

Fighting to force Labour to meet
working class needs is part and par-
cel of the fight against Kinnock's
witch-hunt, and part of the necessary
preparation of the working class to
resist the attacks that will be made
on it by any future Labour govern-
ment.

This struggle must be waged in-
side the Labour Party so as to weaken
Kinnock's rule. It must be conducted
outside the party as well, so that in
every struggle that pits workers
against the bosses, workers who are
looking to a Labour government are
mobilised to pressure it into meeting
their real and immediate needs.ll
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STUDENTS STARTING courses
this autumn will face crowded
lectures, less tutorial help from
lecturers, poor accommodation—
and all on ever diminishing grants.

Grants for students in higher
education are frozen for the sec-
ond year running. Only students
from the most wealthy back-
grounds can now avoid running
into severe debt. Last year, the
majority of students steered clear
of the government's loan scheme,
running up overdrafts instead. But
the financial squeeze will be more
intense this year.

On top of the frozen grants
come the cuts in social security
entitlement. In particular, no
housing benefit in the vacations
means yet more dependence on
parents for younger students. For
many older ones, particularly
working class students, the ben-
efit cuts are the last straw in
forcing them to drop out.

Despite these problems more
students than ever have applied
to polytechnics and universities,
feeling the pressure of competl-
tion for decent jobs when’ mass
unemployment blights every re-
gion,

The govemment is failing to
meet the demand and failing to
properly finance the increases in
numbers that have been made.
In particular, the polytechnic sec-
tor, desperate for expansion and
extra cash, has increased its in-
take. But the extra cash thereby
gained doesn't match the real
needs of the expanded courses.

The inevitable result is a fall in
the standard of teaching and of
resources. Meanwhile staff are
under pressure to allow sub-stand-
ard courses to run. The scandal
at Swansea, where after a long
campaign the university has
agreed that one money spinning
MA was inadequate, is just the
tip of the iceberg.

Students

attack

If students in higher educa—
tion are in for a difficult time
things are likely to get even
worse in the further education
sector, always the poor relation.

Government plans, due to be
made law in the next parliamen-
tary session, will mean that col
leges go out of local education
authority control. The result for
many colleges and courses—par
ticularly in the area of adult edu-
cation—will be cuts and clo-
sures.

School leavers seeking train-
ing places are no better off. An
estimated 50,000 will be with-
out the “guaranteed” training
place promised by the Tories.

The Tories must not get away -
with this massive attack on edu-
cation and youth. Students and
staff must organise now against
the cuts. It is no use waiting for
Labour, who have refused to com-
mit themselves to providing a
living grant and who support
many of the Tories’ proposals for
further education.

The leadership of the NUS and
of the lecturers’ unions, NATFHE
and the AUT, want more of the
same public relations cam-
paigns. The Tories can ride these
out. What we need is direct ac-
tion for a living grant and quality
education. FE teachers and stu-
dents should join the Save Adult
and Further Education Campaign
to fight the Tories’ proposals.

In higher education students
must organise at course and de-
partmental level to demand
proper provisions and adequate
teaching. You cannot study prop-
ery if you are living -out of a
suitcase and on the breadline.
We need action committees at
college and national level to lead
the fightback. If the union lead-
ership will not fight, rank and file
students must seize the
initiative .l
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