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Tory Oth

Conference

Manchester and Tyne Tees Areas of the National Union of Students are call-
ing on all youth to demonstrate on October 10. No college cuts, no closures!
Real jobs, real training! No conscription onto YTS! Full grants for all!
Assemble 12.30pm Blackpool Coach Park. Coaches from many areas. Details:
Simon Pottinger 01-609 7459 or Rachel Kennedy, MANUS, 061-273 5111.
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Support Liverpool, support ners_

TWO KEY issues confront delegates to the 1985 Labour
Party conference — Liverpool and the miners.

Thousands of Liverpool council workers may already be on
strike as the conference meets. The Tory government
is reported by the Mail to have plans to use irocps
in Liverpool, and on the present course it cannot be
long before the Tories try to take the council out of the hands
of the elected Labour majority — by disqualifying them and
having the Liberal councillors rule instead, by the permanent
council officials taking over, or possibly by special legis-
lation to send in a commissioner. |

The 49 Labour councillors face a surcharge of £106,000 for
their delay in setting a rate: this could mean bank-
ruptcy and disqualification from office.

Conference must declare itself fully in support of Liverpool
and commit the next Labour govermiment to undo any
penalties imposed by the government or the law courts. Dele-
gates should commit the Party right now to help Liverpo@

Continued on p.3




South Africa

Organising
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Back in the city I was talk-
ing to a woman who is an org-
aniser in the domestic work-
ers’ union. She told me of the
street committees of domes-
tic workers who would elect
their own street stewards.
When a domestic worker had
a problem with her employer

she would report to the street

committee who would send
the steward and other repres-
entatives to assess the situa-
tion for themselves and put
pressure on the employer to
change.

Since domestic workers
have no legal rights, this 1s no
easy business.

There is also a problem,
she said, of where to meet.
On one street they met in the
garage of a friendly liberal
employer but were reluctant
to take decisions there for
fear of being overheard.

Sometimes, she said, it was
a case of low wages. One
woman who received 20 rand
a month got her wages upped
to 120 rand a month — not a
bad percentage increase.

Sometimes it was a ques-
tion of time off. The union
fought for a norm of one
afternoon a week and two
free days a month, a massive
leap for most.

This is particularly import-
ant since domestic workers
live alone at the back of their
employers’ houses, leaving
their families behind in the
townships or homelands.

In some cases it 1s a ques-
tion of living conditions. One
woman was put in an unheat-
ed caravan in the yard. The
only toilet was in the house,
and she was permitted to use
it only when the ‘master’ was
out. Otherwise she had to go
into the bushes. |

There are all kinds of
other issues too. Since the
recent troubles started, for
instance, there has been a
spate of incidents in which
the domestic workers have
been beaten up with sjam-
boks by their masters, in one
case for being a few minutes
late.

The union fights for con-
tracts to be set up between

employers and employees so
that workers’ rights can have
some legal standing.

Overall my informant was
quite confident on the trade
union front. Gains were being
made, women being organis-
ed, a democratic union struc-
ture established 1n a notor-
iously difficult area.

This was one side of her

life. But there is another

Become a supporter of the Socialist
Organiser Alliance — groups are estab-
lished in most large towns. We ask £5
a month minimum (£1 unwaged)
contribution from supporters.

which is proving less success-
ful.

My informant is not a

member of AZAPO, but she
has associations with it. There
are often AZAPO people
staying in her house. In Port
Elizabeth, where she lives,
there is no love lost between
AZAPO, a black conscious-
ness grouping, and the UDF.

One night a large group of
UDF people came to her
house carrying sticks. Most of
them were teenagers. They
started to ransack the house,
saying that they were looking
for AZAPO leaders suspected
to be hiding there.

She described the teenag-

ers as her ‘black children’,
She told her ‘children’ that
they were behaving exactly
like the security policemen
who had ransacked her house

three times. She said that her
words made an impression on
them, but they did not leave
before finishing their unsuc-
cessful search.

Next day she ‘went to the .
UDF office to cool things

down. She met with the local
executive to complain about
her treatment. They apologis-
ed but also declared that they
could not tolerate people
harbouring AZAPO leaders.

A few days later, she said,
a hand grenade (Russian
made) was thrown through
her bedroom window. She
was not there at the time.
Another grenade was thrown
at the window of her car. It
bounced off and exploded in
the street. No-one was hurt
either time.

She was  adamant in her
hostility to the UDF.

Why have [ mentioned
this? It is not meant to be a
point for AZAPO at the
UDF’s expense. There  1is
ample evidence of violence on
both sides. In some areas it
has become a feud.

It is far worse in the east-
ern Cape (the area which
includes Port Elizabeth) than
anywhere else.

Nor should we attribute
to either the UDF or AZAPO
more substance than they
really have. Their structures
are very loose and a lot of
activity goes on in their
names over which they have
no control.

But the point is to raise
the question of the relation-
ship between trade union org-
anisation in the economic
sphere and community organ-
isation in the political sphere.
There is a sharp contrast in
style.

| want to become a Socialist
Organiser supporter/l want more
information.

-------------------

------------------
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* There was no

room in the prison. So it

proved.

Everywhere in  South
Africa there is double talk.
‘Apartheid is over’ said the
headlines in the Capetown
newspapers, as Botha toured
the homelands, praying for
rain, and announcing this or
that reform, in fact any re-
form but giving blacks the
vote as equals.

In Durban the proto-tasc-
ist ‘chief’ of the Zulus was
elevated as the great hope of
the English-speaking liberal
establishment. Buthelezi de-
nounced violence, even as his

impis imposed ‘their own
version.
The meeting in Zambia

between the English and Afri-
kaner bosses of South African
capital and the ANC was
heralded in most of the Eng-
lish papers. The ANC leaders
are quite intelligent, we read,
up to date with the news
inside the country, men:we
can talk the same language
with.

The comment by Gavin
Relly, the boss of the Anglo
American Corporation, that
he would rather do business
with Oliver Tambo, head of
the ANC, than with Edward
Kennedy, was given promi-
nence. Tambo’s comments
were of course censored.

[ went to Mafeking, capital
of the ‘independent’ home-
land of Bophuthatswana.
There the ultra-modern stad-
ium, government house, and
university lie in a middle-class
oasis surrounded by reloca-
tion camps.

“We’re South Africans™,
one of the university students
said. ‘“When abroad, when
you do not recognise Man-
gope, the Bop chief, remem-
ber those who live under
him™. |

Important work and edu-
cation are being conducted
in the university but it’s very
uneven. There are a number
of progressives. Mafeking is a
bit of a haven for draft evad-
ers.

Mangope, unlike the Ciskel
chief Lennox Sebe, plays his
cards shrewdly and has some
money to throw around.
When Botha visited Mafeking
students demonstrated. Man-
gope met them in person and
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ter’, ‘Long live

*'Mangopeihjngled together.

ers,
however, who live in Bophu-
thatswana and work over the
border in South Africa, have
no such loyalty to their
‘chief”.

At my meetings with trade
unionists I was struck by the
very high level of organisation
and discipline. Workers are
hungry for educational pro-
grammes provided by the un-
ion. They were fervent In
their commitment to trade
union” democracy. Can it be
true, I was asked many times,
that Arthur Scargill is presid-
ent for life? Say the workers
don’t want him in the future.
Should not the president be
a worker rather than a full
time official? Is he paid a
worker’s wages?

[ visited the South African
NUM offices shortly after
their strike. Inside there were
150 dismissed and evicted
miners living there.

The union had negotiated
a deal with 80% of the Cham-
ber of Mines, including the
giant Anglo American group.
The deal was for 23% wage
increase and an end to job
reservation.

However, two mining com-
panies refused to negotiate:
Gencor and Anglo-Vaal. The
NUM called a strike against
these two hard-line compan-
ies for their full 23% increase.
The falling rand had pushed
profits in the gold-mining
industry sky-high.

The 150 men in the Johan-
nesburg NUM - office had
been evicted from their com-
pound and dismissed from
work for joining the strike.
The NUM was attempting to
keep them together to fight
for reinstatement.

[ talked at length with one
young miner from Mafeken in
Bophuthatswana, mainly
through an interpreter.

He told me that union
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men came to the mine with
the union flag and leaflets
announcing the strike. The
men were arrested but the
word got through. He was
due to be on the night shift
when the strike broke out.

With the others, he stayed
in bed in the compound in-
stead of going to work.

The mine police took the
strikers to the manager’s
office. They were seen one
by one. The manager told
them that the union had
called off the strike and they
would be dismissed if they
continued. Most held out.

My informant said he slip-
ped out of the compound tc
walk eight miles or so- to the
union office  to tell them
what was happening. The
NUM officials, however, were

surrounded by Defence Force
soldiers and could not leave.

He slipped back into the
compound  in time to be
rounded up by the mine
police, many of whom were
South African Defence Force
soldiers in mine police uni-
forms, he thought, together
with the day shift in the early
dawn.

After threats and heavy
beatings with  sjamboks,
about three quarters of the
miners went back to work.
The remaining strikers were
herded into the quarantine
camp which had been used
cases among
miners from Malawi.

My informant is nothing if
not resourceful and again
slipped out before the other
strikers were herded into the
camp. He made his way to
the NUM office.

Some of the strikers were
kept in the enclosure from
morning to midnight without
food or drink. At midnight
trucks arrived to transport
the strikers to a small town
on the edge of Bophutha-
tswana.

They were given small
sums up to 75 rand, a frac-
tion of what they were owed.
Their possessions were left

behind in the compound.]
They were ordered to make
their own way home. Most
are now dispersed beyond the
union’s reach.

My informant was very
worried about the future but
101 per cent committed to
the union. He said that he
had one rand in his pocket.
His wife and child are 1n
Mafeken, and he fears that
he and his family will lose
their home.

The union called off the
strike after a day in order
to pursue a number of legal
actions which are still in
train. Through the Supreme
Court . and the Industrial
Court they have been taking
action over evictions from the -
compounds, over dismissals in
a legal strike, and over theft
of miners’ possessions.

They are also suing man-
agement for contempt of
court for failing to obey
interim orders, and have per-
haps a wild long-shot hope of
putting management in jail.

The NUM has shot up to
the status of a giant union in
just a few years. It now has
around 100,000 members and
is ably led by Cyril Rama-
phosa, a lawyer.

Most people I talked to
thought that he had led nego-
tiations with the Chamber of
Mines very well until the last
moment.

The union had won 23%
increase in 80% of the mines
and also the scrapping of job
reservation. They had played
on splits within Chamber of
the Mines. However, the splits
were then turned in the
Chamber’s favour.

The union could not call
a general strike throughout
the mines. It had threatened
to do so if miners were vic-
timised.

The two mining compan-
ies which refused to agree
were those in which the NUM
was least well organised. Per-
haps it would have been
better to hold off the strike
until they were better organ-
ised, showing to the workers
the example of what organisa-
tion could achieve elsewhere.

But it was a difficult deci-
sion, and the outcome is still
in question. |

The union is faced with
the task of consolidating org-
anisation among a rapidly
growing militant membership.
Most trade unionists I talked
to had a very high regard for
Ramaphosa and the NUM.
‘A potentially great working
class leader’, was one
FOSATU official’s comment.
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Liverpool

In the
balance

As this 1ssue of SO is put to-
gether, Liverpool is in the
balance. It 1s not clear whether
the council shop stewards will be
able to pull off a strike in face

of sabotage by local and national
full-time union officials.

A major factor, of course, will
be the degree to which Liver-
pool workers feel confident of
support from outside Liverpool.
And they should reap advantage
here from the fact that the major

-organised.group in the council
unions, the council Labour
group, and the District Labour
Party — Militant — also has a
national network of supporters.

On September 17, for examp-
le, the day after the shop
stewards announced their plans
for a strike, Liverpool council
deputy leader Derek Hatton
spoke at a Militant rally in
Glasgow.

But Hatton made no specific
call for supporting action. He
did not discuss the possibility of
workers striking in Liverpool
apart from council workers, or
employees of other councils
striking in solidarity.

He did not suggest that other
Labour-controlled councils could
help Liverpool by suspending
their debt payments. He did not
even appeal for financial support
for the Liverpool council work-
ers’ strike. -

Apart from urging Neil Kin-
nock and union leaders to back
the strilze, Hatton said nothing
more specific than that **We
need support. People must
understand what is happening
in Liverpool. This is not just
a Liverpool struggle. Other local
authority workers must under-
stand that our fight is their fight.
If we go along that path, then
we can’t lose’’.

It seemed strange, too, that
the chair of the meeting —a
local district councillor and
Militant supporter — should
state that when the meeting was
being planned a fortnight ago,
none of its organisers had fore-
seen what would happen.

If no-one else knew the exact
state of Liverpool City Council’s
finances, surely Militant must
have known. So what else did
they think could happen apart
from the current confrontation?

|GMBU votes

IT IS still not clear as we go to press on Tuesday afternoon,
September 24, whether or not there is to be a major strike in

Liverpool in defiance of the government.

The GMBU, the biggest of the council’s manual unions, has voted tc
strike from Wednesday September 25. lan Lowes, GMBU convenor and
chair of the joint shop stewards committee, rightly described the vote —
4345 to 2934 for a strike — as ‘magnificent’.

The result of the NALGO ballot is due out later today. A big ques-
tion now is: if the NALGO vote goes against a strike, will the G&M go
it alone? The G&M representatives told the conference in Liverpool last
Saturday, 21st, that they would go out on their own if necessary. But
the regional council of the G&M has now instructed its members not
to strike.

Some smaller unions in the council workforce — the TGWU and
UCATT — are solid behind the call for a strike, though the EETPU vote

Alan Johnson reports on the
labour movement conference
in Liverpool on September 21

OVER 600 delegates from all

over the country attended the
‘Defend Local Councils’ con-
ference in Liverpool on Satur-
day.

The concern of every dele-
gate was how to build for the
all-out indefinite strike of
city council workers called £’
for by the joint shop stewards s
committee, to start from p
Wednesday 25th. .

Liverpool City Councillor L
Tony Mulhearn set the tone °’
of the conference in his open-
ing speech. He pointed out '
that Liverpool’s fight had
national significance, that it W
was the most important fight .
since those of the Poplar &
councillors in the 1920s and
Clay Cross in 19724.

“We are fighting because
we have no choice. Anything
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for a strike

was narrowly against striking.

In any event, before long the council will have no money to pay its
workers, strike or no strike.

The council is under pressure to solve its financial crisis by eapitalis-
ation, that is, by spending money planned for such projects as building
council houses. The District Labour Party and the council itself have
stood firm against this pressure. The widest possible support is the best
guarantee that they continue to hold firm.

There are problems. The Labour leaders nationally are hostile to the
battle in Liverpool and they have weakened attempts to build support
for it. It is unfortunately true that Militant’s ‘bureaucratic centralist’
style of operation has alienated many potential supporters.

But this struggle is a test for the whole labour movement. The whole
labour movement must rally to Liverpool. Other local government
workers should strike in solidarity with Liverpool; other Labour auth-
orities should suspend debt payments in solidarity.

Return the 25 million!

-------
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else would be betrayal’’.

Shield

To much applause, Mul-
hearn pointed out what Kin-
nock’s call for moderation
and a dented shield would
mean. ‘“A dented shield
means 6000 redundancies,
drastic cuts in services, and an
end to the housing pro-
gramme. These are alternativ-
es that Liverpool City Coun-
cil is not prepared to contem-
plate for a moment”.

The ‘alternative’ of capital-
ising £27 million of next
year’s housing repairs money

Back Liverpool!

Continued from p.1
local government workers convince other lacal government

workers
if they strike.

in every part of the country to back them
Delegates should commit the national

party to build Liverpool support committees everywhere and
themselves go back home and build such committees.

A labour government that does not pay back the crippling
fines confiscated from the NUM during the miners’ epic
strike will thereby brand itself as a neutered and tamed
government from which the bosses have nothing to fear.

A Labour government that leaves victimised miners to rot
in jail or on the dole, thereby underwriting and backing up
the savage class ‘justice’ of Thatcher and McGregor — such a
‘Labour’ government will cover itself and the labour move-
ment that puts it into power with shame and infamy.

Neil Kinnock and the party leaders in Parliament have
made it perfectly plan where they stand on the miners. Kin-
nock has allowed it to be reported in the press without contra-
diction that he will veto any Labour Party conference decision

to pay back miners’ money.

No-one should misunderstand the Labour leaders. They
will not release miners still in jail when Labour comes
to power. They will not pay back money confiscated from

the miners.

There is some vague talk of reimbursing victimised Labour
councillors. But who can trust Kinnock and his like? The
famous Clay Cross councillors got no help from the 1974-9
Labour government, nor did the jailed building workers (the
Shrewsbury Two) who were forced to serve their full senten-
ces imposed under the conspiracy laws for picket duty during

the 1972 builders’ strike.

Delegates should commit the Labour Party unequivocally
to the miners and the front-line councillors — and then go
home and organise the fight to make sure that it conference

which decides, not Kinnock.

was similarly dismissed as un-
acceptable.

The action of the joint
shop stewards committee in
stopping the issue of redun-
dancy notices last week has
changed the tone of the
whole campaign. It is clear
that the fight is on, and it is
on Now.

United

Mulhearn announced that
since the joint shop stewards
committee action the council
would not try to gain legal
advantages by issuing notices,
and has given a written guar-
antee to that effect.

“This council and this
workforce are united in fight-
ing the Tory government”.

Many of the speakers voic-
ed the anger of the conferen-
ce at the Labour Party leader-
ship’s scarcely veiled hostility
to Liverpool’s fight. Keva
Coombes, leader of Mersey-
side County Council, said ‘I
want to ask Kinnock to state
clearly to the labour move-
ment: which side is he on?”’

The conference was united
in demanding of a future
Labour government that it
should annull any legal action
taken against councillors.
Lambeth council leader Ted
Knight pointed out that “If
the Labour leadership cannot
support the miners and the
Liverpool and Lambeth coun-
cillors, how can it stand up to
the IME?”’ _

[an Lowes, convenor of
the largest city council union,
the GMBU, explained why
the joint shop stewards’ com-
mittee had taken its decision
to block the council issuing
redundancies and to call for
an all-out indefinite action
from the 25th.

He argued that only two
options were available: to
fight now or to wait two
weeks until the money ran
out. As he put 1t “we can’t
ask for solidarity action from
other workers unless we take

action ourselves. That is why
the decision on the 16th |[ie
to call for the strike] was

fully informed and involved.
A united campaign is vital
and it needs to be on the

right””, scale of the miners’ strike,
He pointed out that the  Trallying concrete support
ballots of the G&M and from the private sector and

NALGO were being run on
the basis of mass meetings to
thrash out the arguments be-
fore the vote. He argued that
the key to success in the
ballots would be active cam-
paigning and, explanation of
the issues to the worktorce.
The statement passed by
conference demanded the
return of £25 million out of
the £350 million stolen from
Merseyside since 1979 and
the withdrawal of surcharges
against 49 councillors. It
resolved to call for solidarity
action from local authority
workers nationally and to set
up support groups similar to

the miners’ support groups
not just in Liverpool but
nationally.

National

The potential for a mass
national fight was drawn out
by the deputy leader of
Southwark council. Labour
councillors in Southwark re-
ceived warnings of surcharge
from the district auditor last
week for setting their rate
late, and so did Lewisham.
They clearly have an interest
in linking their fight to that
of Liverpool and Lambeth.

The experience of ‘the
local government left has
been a depressing one of left
rhetoric followed by climb-
aowns. In Liverpool the fight
has reached the crunch.
Workers have been called on
to take direct action. Initia-
tives must be taken at grass
roots level.

Coordination and feed-
back from councillors must
be maximised. A democratic
and open organising commit-
tee should be established to
organise and lead the cam-
paign, ensuring that the work-
ers and the community are

other local authority workers.

The task now is to con-
vince the council workforce,
many of whom are confused
after the last two weeks of
uncertainty, about the need
for all-out indefinite strike
action to defend jobs and
services.

The NUM example of
picketing out sections that
were initially hesitant was
held up by many delegates as
an example to follow.
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Left
bulletins

unite

ONE THING will be missing at
this year’s Labour Party confer-
ence — Socialist Organiser’s
highly successful daily Confer-
ence Briefing, given to delega-
tes and visitors each morning.

For the last five conferences it
has been established as one of
the best daily guides to what is
going on. The positive com-
ments and financial contribu-
tions of both delegates and visit-
ors testify to how much
it has been valued.

The Briefing won’t be there in
Bournemouth. But our com-
ments and analysis will still go
out daily to delegates.

This year SQ is collaborating
with other left-wingers in the
production of a new Rank and
File delegates’ Briefing. The
new bulletin will incorporate
the daily Briefings produced by
Socialist Organiser and Labour
Briefing, which have appeared
side by side over the last two

~years.

One advantage of the joint
bulletin will be to cut down the
bewildering proliferation of
papers at the Party conference.
But.the basic reason for the joint
bulletin is not ecological but
political: the need for the serious
left to unite when it can and pre-
sent an united front against the
rightward drift of the Party.
Campaigning left unity is the
best possible answer to
Kinnock’s threats to defy a Party
conference decision to back Liv-
erpool and the miners.

Since the joint Socialist Org-
aniser/Labour Briefing confer-
ence briefing produced on the
last day of the conference two s
years ago, SO has argued for 22
regular joint bulletin. Now -, ~
we 've got it. The new Briefing
will be produced jointly by
Socialist Organiser, Labour
Briefing, and the groups and
campaigns involved in ‘Labour
Left Coordination’.

It will increase the impact
of the serious fighting left on the
conference.
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NOT ALL the rioters in Hands-
worth were black, but a lot of
them were. Add the reaction of -
some on the left to Handsworth
to the bitter conflict in Liverpool
between the Militant-led Labour
council and the Black Caucus,
and you have a dispiriting three-
dimensional picture of how the
left relates to black people in
Britain.

By now it seems impossible
for outsiders to know the detail-
ed rights and wrongs of the
conflict between Militant and
the Black Caucus, or of the ‘Sam
Bond affair’. On both sides it
has taken on the character of a
vendetta with a terrible momen-
tum of its own.

There are reports that the
Black Caucus is not backing the
Liverpool Labour Party’s call on
workers to strike in defence of
the council. If so, thenitis an
indictment of them — and of
everybody responsible for let-
ting the conflict get this far.

On the ‘Sam Bond affair’ the
Black Caucus say he was appoin-
ted race relations officer without
proper qualifications because he
supports Militant. Militant says
the Black Caucus just want jobs
for their people.

Militant alleges that violence
has been done to its supporters
by Black Caucus activists. Yet
what was the council’s calling in
of the police to remove demon-
strating blacks if not violence?

Militant’s threat to ‘take the
political struggle’ into the heavi-
ly black Liverpool 8 is in this sit-
uation to risk provoking a race
riot. That’s the measure of how
serious things have got.

Yet for all the convoluted
nature of the dispute it is per-
fectly clear where the main polit-

e e,

4 ftermath in Hands worth

ical responsibility — and there-
fore blame —lies. It lies with
Militant and the Labour council
leadership.

What on earth sense is there
in imposing a race relations
officer against the bitter opposi-
tion of the most vocal and active
people in the black community?
Not to allow the community the
main voice in such a matter is to
make nonsense of the whole
idea of having a race relations
officer.

The labour movement, and
the leading political tendency in
it, had the responsibility to unite
the black and white communi-
ties, and they have failed miser-
ably. The Black Cautus don’t
call themselves Marxists or rev-
olutionaries — Militant does.

Of course the Bond affair is
not the whole of the matter.
Though the Labour council has
created many jobs in Liverpool,
no effort has been made to take
account of the special unemploy-
ment problems of blacks. Many
Labour councils elsewhere have
operated positive discrimina-
tion, but Liverpool has been a
bastion of entrenched white
male bureaucratic power.

Instead of sensitivity to the
blacks there has been brutal dis-
regard and steamroller tactics.
Militant has always opposed
positive discrimination. The con-
sequences so far include the
bitter alienation of the vocal
black community, and division
of the forces that should be
united against Thatcher.

Amidst mass unemployment,
for a Labour council, by refusing
positive discrimination, to put
sections of the black community
in a position of publicly agita-
ting for a fairer share-out, is to
risk a massive worsening of rela-

e
e w6 e e
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tions between black and white
workers; it is to risk major
racial conflict in Liverpool.

The situation has some fright-
ening parallels with Northern
Ireland in the late *60s, when the
Catholic demand for fairer shar-
es helped push the Protestant
workers back into bitter Orange
bigotry.

Whatever the faults of the
Black Caucus, those in the
leadership of the labour move-
ment in Liverpool who have let
this dangerous situation develop
deserve to be condemned.

The caricature opposite of
Militant in Liverpool is Socialist
Action on the Handsworth riot.
Yes, the outbreak expressed the
anger and despair of youth. But
to glorify it as an ‘insurrec-
tion’, presenting it as partof a
serious ‘fight back’ against
Thatcherism, as Socialist Action
did over five (of 12) pages last
week, is to indulge in preposter-
ous romanticism and fanta-
sising. |

The black organisations in
Handsworth itself, grouped in
the Handsworth Defence Cam-
paign, strike a very different
note in their statement on the
events, printed elsewhere in

Socialist Organiser this week.

On the one side, stone-age
bureaucratic, traditional, white
labour movement indifference to

the blacks, and implacably sec-
tarian hostility to politically
active blacks when they protest
and show their resentment — all
of it buttressed and reinforced
by the sect-ish ‘Marxist’ arrog-
ance and self-righteousness of
Militant. On the other hand,
vapid romanticism and an ideo-
logical nullity that glorifies and
paints up an outbreak of dead-
end despair.

Integrated

The black workers and unem-
ployed need to be integrated in-
to the labour movement —into a

- movement that lets them be

equals, by taking account of
their special concerns and prob-
lems, and respecting their right
to their own distinct identity as
long as they want it. They need
patronising romanticism as little
as they ‘need’ the foul beha-
viour of Liverpool council.

Despite their conflict with
Militant and backward sections
of the Labour Party in Liverpool,
blacks in Liverpool should
support the council’s call for
strike action. Settling accounts
with those, including the ‘Marx-
ists’, who reflect the traditional
backwardness of the labour
movement, is an urgent task,
but right now Thatcher is the
main enemy!

The blue

Mrs Thatcher’s recent appoint-
ment of novelist Jeffrey Archer
to act as her PR supremo seem-
ed like an inspired move.

Who better than a top-selling
fiction writer to brush up the
Tory image, especially in these
difficult times when the
triumphs of Thatcherism seem
to be losing their appeal to the
punters, and moaning minnies
stalk the land?

Young Jeffrey has the added
advantage of not falling into
either of the usual Tory
categories: he’s not your crude
bovver-boy type like Norman
Tebbit, nor is he a geriatric
crusted port quaffer a la White-
law. No, our Jeff is very much
one of your actual whizz-kids
and a bit of a smoothie.

In the ’'70s he won Louth
for the Tories to become the
youngest MP in the House. He
looked all set for a bright future
on the front benches until Aqua-
blast, a Canadian industrial
cleaning firm in which he had
invested heavily, was found to
be a fraud, and his career in pol-
itics took a nose-dive.

But even the Aquablast un-

swimsuits

pleasantness proved to be a
blessing in disguise for our boy:
with Mrs Deborah Owen (wife of
fellow smoothie David) as his
agent he wrote a fictionalised
account of the debacle (‘Not a
Penny More, not a Penny Less’)
and soon he was a multi-million-
aire again.

How strange, then, than Jet-
frey should drop such a clanger
as agreeing to be a judge In
this year Miss World contest.
Sexism, of course, is quite OK
in Tory circles. But there are
limits.

YCs getting a little over-
excited at their cattle-market
discos is one thing. The Miss
World contest is quite another.
It’s so gauche and common.
And Jeffrey’s crude remarks like
‘““blue swimsuits will be an ob-
vious advantage’’ didn't help
either.

The last thing the Tory party
needs at the moment is to be
publicly associated with an
event specifically designed for
the delectation of dirty old men
and sweaty voyeurs. At least
Cecil Parkinson made an effort
to draw a discreet veil over his
extra-mural activities.

Labou

AT LABOUR Party conferen-
ce I’'m looking for a clear
statement of an economic
strategy that will move the
party in a socialist direction
and not lead us into the trap
of wage controls and attacks
on working class living stand-
ards like the last two Labour
governments.

I’m also hoping that the
party will give an overwhelm-
ing majority to the NUM
composite motion. I hope
and trust that all other parties
that have submitted motions
or amendments will withdraw
them in favour of the NUM
composite motion, so that we
have one motion and one
clear debate.

There’s clearly going to be
a long debate on the demand
for black sections. My own
party has voted to support
the right of Constituency
Labour Parties to establish
black sections if they wish to,
and I think it’s essential that
the Labour Party recognise
the right of self-organisation
for the black community.

The National Executive
working party actually came
out in favour of black sec-
tions, but that’s been rejected

by the National Executive it-.

self. Particularly if we’re
establishing the Labour Party
anew at present, black sec-
tions have to be an integral
part of it.

The position in Liverpool
highlights the fact that local
councillors are expected to
bear the financial responsib-
ility for any decision they
take, whereas Members of
Parliament are not.

For example if the MPs
who voted to loan so much
money to John De Lorean
now had to pay for it, then
there’d be an awful lot of
bankrupt MPs around.

The clear demand must be
that local councillors must
not be put in a position of
financial danger for decisions
they have genuinely made to
help their local community.

And it’s essential that the
Labour Party recognise what
the law on local government
is intended to do. It’s intend-
ed to criminalise councils,
and they’re trying to do just
that in Lambeth and Liver-
pool. We’ve got to support
Liverpool council.

Labour Party conference
must declare its support for
the council, and 1t must pass
a motion promising reinstate-
ment and reimbursement of
councillors who are dismissed
or surcharged. If any council-
lor is removed from office by
the Tory government that is
an attack on the democracy
of the labour movement itself
and the rest of the movement
has got to organise in the

sues at
ournemouth

councillors’ support.

I think sympathetic strike
action is important and
should be worked for. The
experience of the last period
over rate-capping is that it
will not necessarily happen.
It’s a question of the leader-
ship the Party conference can
give, and in some ways the
decisions of Labour Party
conference are now more im-
portant than ever on this kind
of issue.

The Lambeth councillors
have gained and kept over-
whelming support in their
community because of their
stance on rate-capping, and
they’re getting the support of
the rest of the movement.
That is clearly a lesson to the
rest of the movement. If you
stand up and fight, people are
prepared to recognise what
you’re doing.

Accountability will be a
huge issue in the conference.
The attitude on the miners
from the party leadership and
the Shadow Cabinet is quite
disgraceful. .

The miners in prison are
there because they stood up
for their jobs and their com-
munities and their trade un-
ion. It’s essential that the
Labour Party doesn’t vote to
keep them in prison, which is
what it will do if it rejects the
NUM motion.

I’'ve a hunch that there
may also be a serious debate
on international policies and

strategies. I hope that the
issue of membership of
NATO will be debated. 1

don’t think we can go on say-
ing we support unilateral nuc-
lear disarmament — which I
emphatically and totally do —
and at the same time tie our-
selves to a North Atlantic
Treaty which is essentially an
aggressive nuclear alliance.

My party has put forward
a motion on gay rights which
we very much hope will go
through. In the past we've
regularly put forward mot-
ions calling for the withdraw-
al of British troops from
Northern Ireland and the
reunification of Ireland, and
I’m pleased to see that
increasingly more and more
organisations are taking up
these i1ssues.

It’s very important and a
very welcome development
that sections of the hard left
have got together on a joint
daily bulletin. I will certainly
be supporting and contribu-
ting to that daily broadsheet,
and I think it could become
a major feature of conferen-
ce. It’s essentially that all the
groups on the left do stick
together, through the Labour
Left Co-ordination, and we
recognise the danger of frag-
mentation of the serious left.
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port is possible.

Eric Heffer MP told Socialist
Organiser:

“As far as Labour Party con-

ference is concerned, | want
to see a very clear reiteration
of the basic policy of the
party which has been deve-
loped over the past two

~years, and | want to see very

clear support for the mirers.

| want to see clear support
for the Liverpool councillors
and the workers who are in-
volved in that struggle.

And | want to see the
party really exposing the
Liberals and the SDP as the
other side of the Tory coin,
and demonstrating to the
country that we are prepar-
ed to go out as a united force
on our basic socialist policies.

On Liverpool, | want to
see the Party executive reiter-
ate the resolution it passed in
June, and | want to see the
conference go on record in
support. | want see financial
aid developed, and trade un-
ionists giving whatever sup-

E

Tony Benn:

| HOPE that the 1985 Labour
Party conference is clear on
its support for the miners’
resolution; endorses the wom-
en’s demands; agrees to black

- sections. . |
Those are three immediate

questions.

| hope also that it reaf-
firms its basic policies on nuc-
lear weapons; takes them a
step further on foreign policy
— and | think we should have
a good debate on that —;
carries the debate on Ireland
a stage further forward: and
above all gives a high focus
to how to create full employ-
ment, because the task of
dealing with four and a half
million unemployed will re-
quire very-radical measures
indeed. This conference
would be a suitable occasion
for trying to get those poli-
cies subject to a great deal of
detailed scrutiny.

There’s plenty of help that
can be given to the Liverpool
and Lambeth councillors.
Theirs is a story that will be
repeated in local authorities
all over the country. It so
happens that Liverpool and
Lambeth are in the front of
the queue, but just as the
miners fought for all trade
unions so Lambeth and Liver-
pool are fighting for all the
Labour local authorities.

All types of practical sup-
port that can be given should
be given,

HANDOUTS to the bosses —
that’s the new socialism, Neil
Kinnock style.

The central economic policy
statement to be presented to this
year’'s Labour Party conference
is entitled ‘Investing in Britain’.
It proposes a National Invest-
ment Bank.

Pension funds and other fin-
ancial institutions would be com-
pelled to limit their overseas
holdings, and to put some of
their money into the NIB, on
pain of losing tax concessions.

The money thus gathered to- -

gether would then be doled out
to industrial capitalists.

The statement also proposes
increased public investment —
building houses, sewers, roads,
hospitals, etc. It says that the
double boost to investment, both
private and public, will create
new, useful jobs (though it
avolds any promises about redu-
cing unemployment by definite
amounts in any definite time-
scale).

Nationalisation is no part of
this strategy. The whole state-
ment 1s hinged round a policy of
pushing and nudging - British
capitalism into expansion by
judicious (and, as the document
repeatedly insists, ‘‘prudent’’)
use of state money.

As a socialist policy this is

nonsense. Its theoretical assum-

ption is that British capitalist
investment in Britain is socialist:
foreign capitalist investment in
Britain is dubious (the state-
ment makes no reference to it
its general attitude to invest-
ment being a Good Thing appar-
ently breaks down when the
investment is foreign); and Brit-
ish capitalist investment abroad
1s positively evil!

"“The Conservatives are the
anti-investment party’’, it says.
But investmient, under the pre-
sent system, is another name for
increasing capital. What Lab-
our’s NEC is trying to tell us
is that the Tories are the anti-
capitalist party, and that Labour
can expand capitalism better!

How does the statement stand
up as a capitalist policy? Not
very well.

In principle National Invest-
ment Banks and the like can
work. Indeed, the NEC’s pro-
posals are only a very tame
version of policies which have
been advocated by many
capitalist economists for 50
years now, and put into practice
in many countries.

But, from a capitalist point of
view, there are good reasons
why the Tories- are pursuing a
different policy.

Capitalism is an international
system, and Britain’s economy
is very highly integrated into
that international system. Pro-
duction will be sited in Britain if
it 1s profitable to site it here, and
not otherwise. A National
Investment Bank is of little force
against that fundamental con-
straint.

The massive funds which have
flowed overseas since 1979 are
not ‘‘wasted’’. They yield excel-
lent profits.

Schemes like the NIB — in
much more radical forms —
have been used by some Third
World capitalisms to build up
local basic industries (steel, for
example) and thus reduce their
dependence on imports. But Bri-

tain 1s not a Third World coun-

try initiating basic industries. It
i1s the world’s first industrial
power, now in decline.

The capitalist state as nurse-
maid for infant industry is a dif-

RHandouts to
the bosses ?

By Martin Thomas

terent proposition from the capi-
talist state as attendant to senile
enterprise.

The NIB will help some enter-
prises. That does not mean that
will increase the overall num-
ber of useful jobs. If profit re-
mains the regulator of the eco-
nomy, and if profit levels in
Britain remain low, then the
only effect of the NIB will be
to shift investment from one
area to another.

It could well end up like the
last Labour government’s Nat-
ional Enterprise Board, as an
agency which does little more
than help declining enterprises

“to chop_ and purge their work-

force’ in a more . gradual,

etficient manner.

The capitalist economists who
advocate state-organised invest-
ment schemes are clear that an
essential condition for their suc-
cess 1s control over wages to
allow a rise in profits. The NIB
scheme is either hot air, or part
of a package with incomes pol-
Icy. And even together with
incomes policy, and even in cap-
italist terms, it may not work.

A socialist policy would have
to start from the principle of
breaking the rule of profit, rath-
er than manipulating it; from
common ownership, rather than
coaxing the bosses with hand-
outs: and from internationalism,
rather than the statement’s nar-
row nationalism.

The NEC’s main complaint
against Britain's capitalists is
that '‘Because of their over-
seas interests, they often fail
to put Britain’s needs first’’. As
if workers have, or should have,
no ‘‘overseas interests''! As if
the issue is ‘“‘overseas’’ versus
“Britain’’, not bosses versus
workers. ' |

The NEC is also presenting to

conference a statement on the

Third World — much shorter

DID YOU know it was official
Labour Party policy not to recog-
nise Roy Lynk’s breakaway
"Union of Democratic Mine-
workers’?

It is: general secretary Larry
Whitty has made it clearin a

letter to Newark Constituency

Labour Party, at the north end of
the Notts coalfield (reproduc-
ed here).

Majority

But the majority of miners,
who depend for their impres-
sions of Labour Party policy on
what they hear Neil Kinnock
and other leaders sayingon TV,
won’t know about it.

The closest that Neil Kinnock
has come to making a statement
was at the Durham miners’ gala
In about five minutes’ worth of
circumlocution, he said that a
breakaway would be a mistake,
but certainly did not rule out
recognition.

Just before that he had been
lavishly praising Mansfield MP
Don Concannon, a faithful sup-
porter of the scab leaders. And
during the crisis over possible
expulsion from the TUC of the
AUEW and EETPU, Labour
leaders indicated that unions
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and more perfunctory than the
one on investment.

The statement condemns the
Tories roundly, but its own pro-
posals are utterly inade-
quate. |

In this context the NEC is able
to see something wrong with the
notion that if resources go out-
side Britain they are therefore
“wasted’’. It does propose
Increased aid to the poorest
countries and use of the resour-
ces of British industry to help
those countries develop suitable
technologies.

It is all on a miserable
scale, though. The statement
promises that the next Labour
government will increase aid

from 0.33% of Britain’s nationa]

income to 0.7% over five years.
Cutting military spending by
halt and putting those resources

_into saving lives rathef than

accumulating the means to *Kil]
people would put four or. five
times as much into aid — nearly
3% of national income. Putting
the tour million unemploved to
work and dedicating half the
extra production to aid would
put in maybe twice as much
again — six per cent or so.

So far Labour has done
practically nothing to campaign
about the terrible famine in
Africa — a result of internat-
ional capitalism which makes
Britain's decay and dole queues
seem like flea-bites in compar-
ison. The statement promises
no change.

The best it does is ‘‘call on the
government to promote joint
International action to resched-
ule and where possible write off
the debts of the poorest coun-

tries. No commitment to cancel

the debt burden which cripples
many tamine-stricken countries.

The economic policy proposed
by Neil Kinnock and Roy Hat-
tersley is nationalist, capitalist-
oriented, andsat besta recipe for
a re-run of the 1964-70 and
1974-9 governments. It should
be rejected.

Lynk and Labour

150 WALWORTH ROAD. LONDCN SE 1 14T
01-703 0B33
Gerp M. 510 §213

LW AL

23 August, 1985

Mr. C. Tavlor,
Secretary,
Newark CLP,

Dear Mr. Taylor,

NUM NTILIATION TO THE LABOUR PARTY

Thank you for your letter of 8 August. Thers has bBeen nc formal
request to the ML to accept affiliation Trom arw Sresa amav

union of the Mational Union of Mineworkers. !f such 3 reguest
came, lhefs =Suld 5= no guestion of *he Party acrcent g affiliation
of an organisation mot recognised by the Mational Union or the

Tuc.

I hope this makes the position clear to vour constituency.

Yours sincerely,

s cas

P{: J. L. Whitty,
dictated by Mr. Whitty

and signed i1n his absence

expelled from the TUC could
very well retain their Labour
Party links.

Weaseling

Such weaseling helps Lynk to
confuse and corral doubtful
miners. .

The Party nationally should
stop helping the scab-herders.
Neil Kinnock should come out
publicly with the policy stated in
Larry Whitty's letter.

Nez'/ Kinn

T'HIS YEAR'’S Labour Party con-
terence agenda contains some
30 motions falling loosely into
the environmental, ecological,
or health categories.

' ‘The largest group are the nine
on Fuel Policy (394-400, 402-
3). All are opposed to the fur-
ther expansion of nuclear power
but tend to be more cautious ab-
out existing plants, some calling
tor a rundown and for alterna-
tive work to be provided. They
are generally pro-coal, calling
tor more research into coal gasif-
ication and liquefaction and into
ways of reducing acid pollution
from coal-burning. They also

call for renewable energy
research.

Acid rain crops up again in the
section  on  Environmental

Pollution (489-493), as do toxic
and nuclear waste pollution.

In" a separate section entitled
T'he Environment motions 501-2
call for an Environmental Prot-
ection Agency and a Minister
for Conservation. A detailed
amendment to the EPA motion
brings in a reversal of the run-
down of the Health and Safety
Executive, full implementation
of the Control of Pollution Act
1974, implementation of EEC
standards on pollution, and the
involvement of trade unions and
the community in local Environ-
mental Health Departments.

In the field of health come
seven motions on improving
cervical smear test facilities
(428-434 in Women's Health):
three in Health and Safety (503-
S) demanding an improvement
in the effect of the Factory In-
spectorate, research into the
health effects of New Techno-
logy and for a comprehensive
campaign against asbestos: two
on pollution in Water Sup-
plies (476-7); one on Public
Health (522) calling for more
spending to reverse the deterior-
ation in hospitals, water sup-
plies and sewers; and one on
Medical Research (527) calling
for more. |

Lastly, in Rural Policy, motion
393 calls for less intensive, more
natural, ecological and humane
methods of farming.

The Autumn number of the Soc-
ialist Environment and Resourc-

Albert Bowns, Kiveton Park
NUM (South Yorkshire) told
SO:

| think the NUM composite
will be passed. But I'm
wondering whether Kinnock
will abide by it. | think he
could ignore it. He's that type

B

Red and green

es Association quartely New
Ground has just come out and
IS a special issue on ‘Greening
the Labour Movement’ — get-
ting environmental policies into
the trade unions and the Labour
Party.

Timed to be on sale at the
Labour Party conference, it
highlights motions with an eco-
logical slant. With its Charter
for the Environment just

published, the Labour Party

seems to be giving Green poli-
cies an unprecedented promi-
nence. It may actually pass a
motion against nuclear power
for the first time ever. Unfort-
unately, many environmental
motions are split up on the order
paper and may therefore not be
discussed.

Several articles look at envir-
onmentalism and the trade
unions. The mover of the suc-
cessful anti-nuclear
motion at the TGWU conference
reports on the debate that went
with it.

An article on public health
looks at how public sector unions
are linking the fight against
privatisation with the fight for
improved standards in hospitals,
sanitary services and water
supplies.

SERA’s intervention in the
unions is described in a third
article, recent examples includ-
ing the argument for a ‘Clean
Coal’ policy during the miners’
strike, pressure for a socialist
energy policy, the deve
of workers’ plans for alternative
production, etc.

There are discussions and
critiques of Labour Party policy
in other areas as well as a tanta-
lisingly brief piece on the strug-
gle of former employees of the -
Union Carbide, plant in Bhopal
to implement an alternative
workers’ plan. Their fight needs
international support and there
is to be a conference in London
on November 2 and a national
demonstration in Sheffield on
November 30. ;

With this issue New Ground
continues to increase its appeal
to activists in the labour move-
ment and is well worth its price

of 60p.

Back the NUM!

of bloke. -
| think itll cheer up the
sacked and jailed miners no
end if the resolution is pass-
ed. At the moment they're
getting nothing except from
individuals and papers,like
yours. :
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' DEMOCRATIC

‘WE MUST win the ideo-
logical battle against the
Marxists’, said Neil Kin-
nock to Tribune’s newly-

group of Tribune supporters in the Parliamentary Labour Party and outside,
was circulated last month to generate political support for the relaunched

~ Tribune. .
had expressed their support for the statement.

-

By the time of going to press, the following

Tribune was out on the
battlefield ahead of him.
The crowing glory of the
‘relaunch’ was a manifesto

democracy than the USSR or
Chile’. That’s
irrelevant.

We have the right to elect the

true, but

er, will smash the old bureau-
cratic apparatus, shatter it to its
very foundations, and raze it to
the ground; they will replace it

S OCIAI ISM S softened soft-left editor
_, ' Nigel Williamson, who
s A TRIBUNE RELAUNCH STATEMENT 1nter\:Iew?d him 11’1 la§t “tutions, we have yet to win the  Lenin summed up how to get it cate all forms of social inequality
- . . S week’s ‘relaunched’ Tri-  pattle for democracy in Britain.  in a single sentence: ‘‘The work- so that every individual has
The following statement, which was s | bune. It’s no use saying ‘we have more  ers, after winning political pow- the opportunity to develop his or

her talents to the full’’.
Individual opportunity is not

quite all there is to socialisia,

and it's about developing capac-

leader GLC)
Bob Wareing MP
David Winnick MP

the economy more efficient but to
restructure it so that vower and wealth ure
used for the public good rather than for the
benefit of a few individuals.
Political power: Democratic socialism must
also involve a redistribution of political
power. This is why open government, the
reformJof parliament and the civil service
and tife westoration and extension of powers
to local government must form part of any
socialist project. |
It is also in this context that we believe’
Britaip must retain the option of withdrawall
from the EEC,

International power: The search for peace,
a determination to disengage immediately
from the nuclear arms racaand the pursuit
of policies to provide self uetermination
and basic human and paterial rights for
those in the Third World must form the
basis of our international approach.

We believe a Britain not aligned to any
major power is best placed to advance these
policies. '

We wish to see a Labour Party which:
@ clearly puts socialism on the political
agenda
@ is open and outward-looking in the

»xpression of its values

@ campaigns in a way which clearly links
our policies with the yanderlying socialist
policies which must shape them

@ encourages the presentation of ideas and
debate in a spirit which recognises the
legitimacy of minority views. |

To achieve power 3nd to use power
effectively, Labour needs to campaign on
broad socialist themes. We do not simply

want to replace Thatcherism; we must win
people’s hearts and minds for a better
alternative.

the public has grown increasing-
ly confused about what a social-
ist Britain would be like to live
ln!‘l. ;

So: ‘‘It is high time that Com-

munists should openly, in the

~ face of the whole world, publish

their views, their aims, their
tendencies, and meet this nurs-
ery tale of the Spectre of Com-
munism with a Manifest of the
party itself’’.

That was the Communist
Manifesto! Tribune is a lot less
clear: ““There is a real need to
restate, develop and argue for
socialist values in a way that
can build popular support and
convince the electorate that
socialism is relevant to the prob-
lems of modern Britain’’. Not
only this limp sentence, but also
the whole manifesto, makes the
reader wonder whether the

statement’s authors are them-

selves “‘convinced’’.
There are, says Tribune, ‘‘two

- underlying themes which char-
" acterise the democratic social-

ism we seek to promote’’. These
are ‘‘Democracy’’ and “‘Oppor-
tunity’’. | |

““Socialism is fundamentally
concerned with the extension of
democracy’’.

True: but, as we shall see,
Tribune does not have much to
say about how to do it.

On the level of political insti-

have been likely to meet defeat
at the polls at most times since
1979.

If we had a proper democracy
they would not have been able
to hang on in office, to man-
oeuvre, to secure their base by
beating down and demoralising
the working class, and then to
choose the best time for the five-
yearly poll as Thatcher did in
1983. |

On the level of the economic
affairs which in the final analysis
govern society we have no
democracy at all. The Tories
waged a sustained propaganda
war on the miners during their
heroic strike, demanding that
they have a ballot. None of the
Tories or the Fleet Street
editors, and not even any of the
Labour Party leaders, suggested
that there was anything wrong
in fact that miners were not
balloted on pit closures.

There is no economic demo-
cracy in Britain. On the most
basic things in their workaday
— or dole-a-day — lives, fifty
million people in Britain have no
say. We are at the mercy of an
industrial and financial olig-
archy, an oligarchy that doesn’t
even accept that workers have
the right to live except on condi-
tion that they can be exploited
for profit.

Yes, we need democracy.

cracy from now to working-class
democracy as described by Len-
in without a revolution; but we
would support any, even limit-
ed, fight to extend democracy.

Resist

Tribune wants democracy.
Good for Tribune! What does it
propose we do about it? No-
thing! Nothing at all!

Well, Nigel Williamson might
say, we do want to do some-
thing: we want to elect a Labour
government. That’s the stand-
ard response to everything these
days.

So do we want to elect a
Labour, government — even the
one we are likely to get under a
Neil Kinnock premiership.

But that is not going to change
the system: it will slot into it.
Socialists and democrats will
have to pressure, resist, and
fight against that government in
defence of working class inter-
ests. We will have to do battle
against the operation of the
present state machine, which
will not change its character by
having Neil Kinnock and Roy
Hattersley perched on top of it.

What about the second
‘theme’, ‘opportunity’? ‘‘Class-
based inequality is widespread
... aggravated by sexual and rac-
ial discrimination’’. On the other
hand ‘‘Socialism aims to eradi-

Kevin Barron MP  For too long the Left has allowed its _ ; : ‘central corrupittee of the ruling by a new one, consisting of the ities for enjoyment as well as
fargaret Beckett MP  political opponents to caricature and distort grandlloqqently ~_entitled  class’ who will govern us, once  very same workers and employ-  ‘talents’. But leave that aside.
& (NupE) socialism. While we have debated our own Democratic Socialism — a every five years. Real power is  ees, against whose transforma- What does Tribune propose we
mﬁggmﬁmﬁ - particular notions of W'msP;l“ti'::ﬂ’;’e 4 Tribune Relaunch State- in the hands of a permanent  tion into bureaucrats the meas- do to achieve equal opportun-
Sheffield City Council) th;ﬂ:':‘;:’:ssﬁx;&c;:;fmﬁd b ke ment’, and signed by 54  non -elected civil service. ures will at once be taken which  ity? What is is about our society
Richand Caborn MP : live in dignitaries, 33 of them When a reforming Labour  were specified in detail by Marx =~ — which politically 1s not a
" Ann Clywd MP OT‘: s a real need to restate, develo f government is elected, it must  and Engels: . tyranny, and economically rests
- MEP ere is a real need to restate, P MPs or Members of the L f | with thi : i : s .
Christine Crawley d for socialist values in a way that : vie for control with this perman (1) not only election, but also  on equal exchange — that pro-
b Ren Contes znli;:‘ilt:lepopular support and convince the European Parliament. ent bureaucracy, which is linked  recall at any time; duces, reproduces, and perpe-
K‘“ﬁfm‘“ﬁf&‘;ﬁ“ electorate that socialism is relevant to the _ _ Signatories include black sec-  with the ruling class and the (2) pay not to exceed that of a  tuates inequality? ;
B Catmatt problems of modern Britain. ‘ tlm}s'advocate Keith Vaz; Peter  Tory party by a thousand strings  worker; Socialists say it is the private
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Michacl Meacher MB ) ws itself in education, housing, health . than of the politician’s — the  democracy, that’s for sure. The  also political involvement at all
" Lewis Minkin  care and at work. Inequality is further ~ ‘cynical soft-sell’, as Ken Liv-  programme of democracy inscri-  levels in our communities and
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~ SanOrme MP  discrimination. - talking about his publicity cam-  mass working-class movement, End of programme for .demo-
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mental way: either the bosses

Party constitution commits the
party to do something about
it — to take industry out of the
hands of the capitalists. Trib-
une? Tribune has nothing to
suggest except empty phrases.
It merely talks about ‘‘themes’’
which should be ‘’central to the
Labour Party’s campaigning’’
and ‘‘underpin the development
of our policy’’.

‘““Economic power must be

made publicly accountable
through an extension of public
ownership, planning and indus-
trial democracy... so that power
and wealth are used for the

public good rather than for the
benefit of a few individuals’’.

Talk

What does this mean? What is
‘“an extension’’ of public owner-
'ship? Why less than what
Clause 4 talks of? Why less than
the replacement of the capital-
ists? Without re-
placing the capitalists all talk ot
serious planning is nothing but
talk of a Labour government co-
ordinating a capitalist economy.

Without nationalisation of the

commanding heights of the eco-

e . B

o n ———

—

of Tribune, sits second from a left at a meeting with witch-hunt

nomy (to use an expression
appropriated by Nye Bevan from
Lenin) there is no way that the
economy will not be used ‘‘for
the benefit of a few indivi-
duals’’. ‘

Either live with the capitalists
and serve them, comrades, or
oppose them and overthrow
them. That’s been the choice for
every Labour government and
will
next one. Each time the
Labour government has served
capitalism. Manifestos such
as Tribune's are part of the pre-
paration that will ensure that
a Kinnock government will
do likewise.

‘““Power must be made public-
ly accountable’’? Socialism and
equality, comrades, are about
breaking capitalist power, not

about trying to make it account-

able.

Those are Tribune’s proposals
about ‘‘economic power’’. It also
proposes ‘‘a redistribution of
political power... the reform of
parliament and the civil service
and the restoration and extens-

ion of powers to local govern-.

ment’’. But we can’t just ‘‘redis-
tribute’’ power in any funda-

nder Nigel Williamson, Tribune counsels Kinnock to have a de-
t rather than a centralised one... Photo: John Harris. -

be the choice for the -

hold the power, as on all essen-
tials they do now, through the
state machine and their control
of the economy; or we do. To
talk of mere ‘‘redistribution’’ is
to talk of leaving the decisive
power where it is now — with
the class that Mrs Thatcher
serves. -

The manifesto talks not of uni-
lateral disarmament but more
vaguely of ‘‘a determination to
disengage immediately from the
nuclear arms race’’ (an arms

freeze?).
On the EEC they say ‘'Britain

must retain the option of with-
drawal from the EEC’’. That’s
better than the little-England
chauvinism that Tribune has
peddled for the last quarter of
a century — except that it i1s not

‘a re-think, but only a diluted

version of the old line. They
propose no international pers-
pective, and probably still think
that an island siege economy is
the best road to socialism —
only they dilute the policy in
self-prostration before the new
Labour Party establishment,
which has no intention of upset-
ting the EEC arrangements.

Alert

The manifesto sums itself up
with four inspiring paragraphs
that could have been drafted by
the SDP PR expert whom Ken
Livingstone commissioned at a
lavish fee to work on his
GLC campaign.

“We wish to see a Labour
Party which:

e clearly puts socialism on the
political agenda |

® is open and outward-looking
in the expression of its values

® campaigns in a way which
clearly links our policies with the
underlying socialist policies
which must shape them

® encourages the presenta-
tion of ideas and debate in a
spirit which recognises the legi-
timacy of minority views’’.

And that’s all? Well no. Here
is a last paragraph.

““To achieve power and to use
power effectively, Labour needs
to campaign on broad socialist
themes. We do not simply want
to replace Thatcherism; we must
win people’s hearts and minds
for a better alternative’’.

The statement begins by mim-

icking the Communist Mani-

festo, but instead of going on to
define itself boldly and clearly,
in socialist and class terms,
it bandies about vacuous phras-

es. On questions of real policy
it rats on nuclear disarmament,

nationalisation, and even on the
shibboleth of the broad Ileft
(though not of SO) over the last
25 years, hostility to the EEC ex-
pressed in the demand to get
Britain out.

The nasty truth about Trib-
une’s Democratic Socialist mani-
festo is that it is a piece of ad-
man'’s patter, devoid of serious
politics, and its political signi-
ficance lies in its function:
to ease the slide of a section of

the Labour left away from any
concern other than getting back

into office. |
Government office and
‘power’ for its own sake; a gen-

éral amnesty for the Labour

establishment from the party;
self-induced amnesia about the
bitter experience when Labour
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was last in government; eyes
tightly shut, ears blocked, and
minds rigidly locked against any
consideration of what exactly a
Kinnock government will do in
office to achieve either ‘demo-
cracy’ or ‘socialism’ — and all
wrapped up in soothing words
about ‘‘our style of politics’® —

-that’s what characterises the

‘democratic socialism’ of

Tribune.
Empty

In truth it is neither demo-
cratic nor socialist: a sad and
empty example of the politics of
the increasingly de-politicised
careerist new left, who are forc-
ed to rely on the vague catch-
phrases and vapid ‘themes’ of
the advertising agency because
they have dropped all clear
commitments in their scramble
for office.

They will ‘win the ideological
battle against the Marxists’
armed with a manifesto like this
only if they use it as kindling for
the witch-burners’ fires in the
auto-da-fé that Neil Kinnock
talks of to Nigel Williamson in
the same issue of Tribune.

H b&fh {.lf the [..-;:pl-r Lis prod gl

a’trmcha:r Activist and
George  Gale's cartoon
Page five will house our
parliamentary
pondent, Hugh MacPher.
son, and our own edito-

well,  anything  that
doesn’'t huve a slot 1n the
conventional polities of
the rest of the paper. I'ri-

along with

week

COFrris-

columnists who will write
in rotation over the com-
Ing months are Ann Pet.
tifor, who starts off ths

are about the new-lpok
that we have given

Labour's independent

followed by Keith weekly

TRIBUNE RELAUNCH CONFERENCE - SEPTEMBER 21
.County Hall, London SE7

will be as excited as we | O The National Graphical |
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the miners’ strike, black

Socialist Organiser Labour Party

conference fringe meeting

'SOUTH AFRICA: BLACK

WORKERS BREAK THE CHAINS
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EASTERN EUROPE SOLIDARITY CAMPAIGN

London NW11 7SH

Speakers: Bob Fine (author of ‘A

Question of Solidarity: Indepen-
3, dent Trade Unions in South
# Africa’; recently returned from

South Africa) and a sacked miner.

Monday September 30, 5.30pm,

Purbeck Suite, Wessex Hotel, West

Cliff Road.

CAMPAIGN FOR LABOUR PARTY DEMOCRACY

o lUBLCMEETING | | “ Poononcefiay
- EASTERN EUROPE AND USSR } pr®
MONDAY 30THSEPTEMBER  8.00PM SUNDAY 29th September 1.15pm
The Pavilion Winter Gardens Theatre
Hampshire and Spanish Lounges Speakers: DIANEABBOTT - :
Speakers: BobClayMP MARGARET BECKETT
subject to confirmation) (other duties permitting)
ﬁ%?“ﬁ%"; ian Socialist) PAT OLLEY
r ussian Soci :
et (lkiarnat) e St it
are i (Sokdarno
Phillip Whi GAVIN STRANG MP
Chair: Ron Keating (Nupe) Chair: ANDREW FENYO
Discussion Admission: 75p CLPD Conference Briefing
V. Derer, 10 Park Drive, Discussion Admission 50p
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~ Leon Trotsky

Pacifism and war
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PACIFISM springs from _ R | B R
the same historical roots as Can disarmament talks, summits and arms limitation treaties
democracy. The bourgeois- keep the Peace? Is the balance of terror between nuclear _
e made a gigantic effort to a:rsenals a guarantee against war? In t_hls_ art_lcle written early in
rationalise human rela- 917, Leon Trotsky discussed very similar issues debated in
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ok that is...to. supplent the run-up to World War 1. He argued that not ‘official pacif-
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a blind and stupid tradition
by a system~ of critical
reason.

The guild restrictions on
industry, class privileges,
monarchic autocracy —
these were the traditional
heritage of the middle
ages. Bourgeois democracy
demanded legal equality,
free competition and parl-
iamentary methods in the
conduct of public affairs.

Naturally, its rationalistic crit-
eria were applied also in the
field of international relations.
Here 1t hit upon war, which
appeared to it as a method of

solving questions that was a
complete denial of all ‘reason’.

So bourgeois democracy beg-

an to point out to the nations —
with the tongues of poesy, moral
philosophy and certified ac-
counting — that they would pro-
fit more by the establishment of
a condition of eternal peace.

Such were the logical roots ot
bourgeois pacifism.

Economic

From the time of its birth paci-
fism was aftlicted, however,
with a fundamental detect, one
which is characteristic of bourg-
eois democracy; its pointed criti-
cisms addressed themselves to
the surface of political pheno-
mena, not daring to penetrate to
their economic causes.

At the hands of capitalist real-

ity the idea of eternal peace, on

the basis of a ‘reasonable’
agreement, has fared even more
badly than the idea of liberty,
equality and fraternity. For Cap-
italism, when it rationalised
industrial conditions, did not
rationalise the social organisa-
tion of ownership, and thus pre-
pared Instruments of destruc-
tion such as even the ‘barbar-
ous’ Middle Ages never dream-
ed of.

The constant embitterment of
international relations and the
ceaseless growth of militarism
completely undermined the bas-
is of reality under the feet of
pacifism. Yet it was from these
very things that pacifism took a
new lease of life, a life which dif-
fered from its earlier phase as
the blood and purple sunset dif-
fers from the rosy-fingered
dawn.

The decades preceding the
present war have been well des-
ignated as a period of armed
peace. During this whole period
campaigns were in uninterrupt-
ed progress and battles were be-
ing fought, but they were in the
colonies alone.

Proceeding, as they did, in the
territories of backward and pow-
erless peoples, these wars led to
a division of Africa, Polynesia
and Asia, and prepared the way
for the present world war. As,
however, there were no wars in
Europe after 1871 —in spite of a
long series of sharp contlicts —
the general opinion in
petty bourgeois circles began
gradually to behold in the
growth of armies a guarantee of
peace, which was destined ulti-
mately to be established by int-
ernational law with every insti-
tutional sanction.

Capitalist governments and
munition kings naturally had no
objections to this ‘pacifist’ inter-
pretation of militarism. But the

causes of world conflicts were.

ism’ but only socialist class struggle could stop war.

William Jennings Bryan, mentioned in the article, was a
politician connected with the more radical wing of the US
Democratic Party. Woodrow Wilson, also a Democrat, won the
US presidential election in 1916 on the slogan ‘He Kept Us
Out Of War’, and in 1917 took the US into World War 1.

accumulating and the present
cataclysm was getting under
way.

Theoretically and politically,
pacifism stands on the same
toundation as does the theory of
the harmony of social interests.
The antagonisms between capi-
talist nations have the same eco-
nomic roots as the antagonisms
between the classes. And if we
admit the possibility of a pro-
gressive blunting of the edge of
the class struggle, it requires
but a single step further to
accept a gradual softening and
regulating of international
relations.

The source of the ideology of
democracy, with all its traditions
and illusions, 1s the petty bour-
geoisie. In the second half of the
19th century, it suttered a com-
plete internal transtormation,
but was by no means eliminated
from political life. At the very
moment that the development ot
capitalist technology was inexor-
ably undermining its economic
function, the general
suffrage-right and universal mil-
itary service were still giving to
the petty bourgeoisie, thanks to
its numerical strength, an
appearance of political import-
ance. Big capital, in so far as
it did not wipe out this class,
subordinated it to its own ends
by means of the applications of
the credit system. All that re-
mained for the political repre-
sentatives of big capital to do
was to subjugate the petty bour-
geoisie, in ‘the political arena,
for their purposes, by opening
fictitious credit to the declar-
ed theories and prejudices of
this class.

It is for this reason that, in the
decade preceding the war, we
witnessed, side by side with the
gigantic efforts of a reaction-
ary-imperialist policy, a decep-
tive flowing of bourgeois demo-
cracy with its accompanying re-
formism and pacifism. |

Chloroform

Capital was making use of
the petty bourgeoisie for the
prosecution of capital’s imperia-
list purposes by exploiting the
ideologic prejudices of the petty
bourgeoisie.

Probably there is no other
country in which this double
process was so unmistakably
accomplishing itself as - in
France. France is the classic
land of finance capital,
which leans for its support on
the petty bourgeoisie of the
cities and the towns, the most
conservative class of the kind in
the world, and numerically very
strong. Thanks to foreign
loans, to the colonies, to the
alliance of France with Rus-
sia and England, the financial
upper crust of the Third Re-
public found itself involved in all
the interests and conflicts of
world politics.

And yet, the French petty
bourgeois is an out-and-out pro-
vincial. He has always shown an
instinctive aversion to geo-
graphy and all his life has feared
war as the very devil — if only
for the reason that he has, iIn
most cases ,~but one son, who 1s
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to inherit his business, together
with his chattels.

This petty bourgeois sends to
Parliament a radical who has
promised him to preserve peace
— on the one hand, by means of
a league of nations and compul-
sory international arbitration,
and on the other, with the coop-
eration = of the Russian
Cossacks, who are to hold the
German Kaiser in check.

Thist!#adical depiity, drawn
fromi Afhe ‘proviitdral> lawyer
clasuBoet to PafBlaot -omy
with the B&%t intentions but also
without the slightest conception
of the location of the Pers-
tan Gulf, and of the use, and
to whom, of the Baghdad rail-
way. This radical-'pacifist’ bloc
of deputies gives birth to a radi-
cal ministry, which at once finds
itself bound hand and foot by all
the diplomatic and military obli-
gations and financial interests of
the French bourse in Russia,
Africa and Asia.

Never ceasing to  pro-
nounce the proper pacifist:
sentences, the ministry and the
parliament automatically contin-
ue to carry on a world pol-
icy which involves France in
wadr.

Differences

English and American paci-
fism, in spite of the differences
in social and ideological forms
(or in the absence of such, as in
America), is carrying on, at bot-
tom, the same task: it offers to
the petty and the muddle
bourgeoisie an expression for
their fears of world cataclysms
in which they may lose their last
remnants of independence; their
pacifism chloroforms their con-
sciences — by means of impot-
ent ideas of disarmament, inter-
national law and world courts
— only to deliver them up body
and soul, at the decisive mom-
ent, to imperialism, which now
mobilises everything for its own
purposes: industry, the church,
art, bourgeois pacifism and pat-
riotic ‘socialism’.

““We have always been oppos-
ed to war: our representatives,
our ministry have been opposed
to war’, says the French
citoyen, ‘‘therefore the war
must have been forced upon
us, and in the name of our
pacifist ideals we must fight it to
the finish’’. And the leader of
the French pacifists, Baron
d’Estournelles de Constant, en-
dorses this pacifist philosophy of
an imperialist war with a pomp-
ous jusqu’au bout.

The English Stock Exchange,
in its prosecution of the war, has
need first of all of pacifists of the
the Asquith (Liberal) and Lloyd
George (radical demagogue)
type. ‘‘If these people go in for
war’’, say the English masses,
““right must be on our side’’.
Thus a responsible function is
allocated to pacifism in the econ-
omy of warfare, by the side of
suffocating gases and inflated
government loans.

More evident still is the sub-
ordinate role played by petty
bourgeois pacifism with regard
to Imperialism in the United
States. The actual policy is there
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Leon Trotsky

more prominently dictated by

banks and - trusts than any-

where else. Even before the
war the United States, owing'
to the gigantic development of
its industry and its foreign com-
merce, was being systematically
driven in the direction of world
interests and world policies.

The European war imparted
to this imperialistic develop-
ment a speed that was positively
feverish. At a time when many
well-meaning persons were hop-
ing that the horrors of the Euro-
pean slaughter might inspire the
American bourgeoisie with a
hatred of militarism, the actual
influence of European events
was bearing on American policy
not in psychological channels
but in material ones, and was
having precisely the opposite
eftect.

United States

The exports of the United
States, which in 1913 amounted
to $2,466 million, rose in 1916
to 5,481 million! Of course, the
lion’s share of this export fell to
the lot of the war industries.

The sudden breaking off of
exports to the Allied nations aft-
er the declaration of unrestricted
submarine warfare meant not
only the stoppage of a flow of
monstrous profits, but threaten-
ed with an unprecedented crisis
the whole of American indus-
try, which had been organised
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on a war tooting.

It was impossible for this
thing. to go on without some
resistance from the masses of
the people. To overcome their
unorganised dissatisfaction and
to turn it into channels of
patriotic cooperation with the
government was therefore the
first great task of the intern-
al diplomacy of the United Stat-
es during the first quarter of
the war. And it is the irony of
history that official ‘pacifism’,
as well as ‘oppositional pacit-
ism’, should be the chief instru-
ment for the accomplishment of
this task: the education of the
masses to military ideals.

Bryan rashly and noisily ex-
pressed the natural aversion of
the farmers and of the ‘small
man’ generally to all such things
as world-policy, military service
and higher taxes. Yet, at the
same time that he was sending
wagon-loads of petitions, as well
as deputations, to his pacifist
colleagues at the head of the
government, Bryan did every-
thing in his power to break
the revolutionary edge of the
whole movement.

"It war should come’’, Bryan
telegraphed on the occasion of
an anti-war meeting in Chicago
last February, ‘‘we will all
support the government of
course; yet at this moment it s
our sacred duty to do all in our
power to preserve the nation
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from the horrors of war’’.

These few words contain the
entire programme of petty bour-
geois pacifism: ‘‘to do every-
thing in our power against the
war’’ means to afford the voice
of popular indignation an outlet
in the form of harmless demon-
stration, after having previously
given the government a guaran-
tee that it will meet with no
serious opposition, in the case
of war, from the pacifist faction.

Roll over

Ofttficial pacifism could have
desired nothing better. It could
now give satisfactory assurance
of imperialist ‘preparedness’.
After Bryan's own declaration,
only one thing was necessary to
dispose of his noisy opposition
to war, and that was, simply, to
declare war. And Bryan rolled
right over into the government
camp. -

And not only the petty bour-
geoisie, but also the broad mass-
es of workers, said to themselv-
es: “If our government, with
such an outspoken pacifist as
Wilson at the head, declares
war, and if even Bryan supports
the government in the war, it
must be an unavoidable and
righteous war...”’ It is now evi-
dent why the sanctimonious,
Quaker-like pacifism of the
bourgeois demagogues 1s in
such higher favour in financial
and war industry circles.



) FIFTY years ago this month, as

a front page article in a recent
issue of ‘‘Soviet Culture’’ (paper
of the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of the Soviet
Union) forcefully reminded its
readers, saw the emergence of
‘‘Stakhanovism’ in the Soviet
Union.

Alexei Stakhanov was a miner
in the “‘Irmino-Central’’ pit in
the district of Voroshilovgrad.
On International Youth Day in
September 1935 he achieved a
coal output on his shift 14 times
[sic] higher than the norm, and
thus gave his name to a Soviet
Union-wide movement commit-
ted to raising productivity.

At the time, Stakhanov was
portrayed like an early Soviet
version of Rambo. While Rambo

expresses the sick ideals of

American capitalism by running
round shooting Vietnamese and
Russians, Stakhanov expressed
the ideals of a recently consoli-
dated Stalinist bureaucracy who
needed to win the war for
increased productivity against
the passive or covertly active
resistance of the Soviet workers
who by then had been deprived
of all rights. ‘‘Stakhanovism’
was the name given to the
merciless speeding up imposed
on the defeated Soviet workers
by their Stalinist oppressors.
Naturally, they called it ‘‘social-
ism’’.

‘‘Stakhanovism,”  declared
Stalin, was the ‘‘preparation of
the conditions for the transition
from socialism to communism’’.
It was not an expression of the
Soviet masses striving to build
socialism, but a reflection of
their struggle for existence in an
economically backward Stalinist
police-state.

Piecework

In the years preceding
Stakhanovism, the  ruling
bureaucracy employed a variety
of measures to try to boost
productivity and efficiency in the
economy, but with little or no
success: the first Five Year Plan,
the encouragement of ‘‘shock
brigadism’’ and ‘‘socialist com-
petltlon” and the introduction of
a form of piecework payment.

But, as Trotsky explained, the
attempts at piecework payments
‘““came to grief against the
spectral character of the valuta
and the heterogeneity of prices

..only the abolition of the card
system the beginning of stabil-
isation and the unification of

prices created the conditions for
the application of piecework
payment.’’

By 1935, after years of falling
living standards and rising
prices, piecework payment had
become a viable possibility.
Workers were encouraged to
achieve more technical pro-
gress, cut costs and increase
productivity. Success in such
goals, given the use of piece-
work payment, would allow
workers to claw back some of
their living standards which had
slumped so disastrously in the
early 'thirties.

Whip

anything but the spontaneous
expression of the workers’ self-

sacrificing love for their ‘‘social-

ist fatherland’’. It was rooted in
the efforts of the bureaucracy to
overcome economic backward-
ness and the under-use of con-
temporary technology, while
workers were ‘‘motivated’’ by
the whip of the struggle for sur-
vival.

Stakhanov’s own record-
breaking feat was far from spon-
taneous. In fact it was more of a
stunt than a real event. Funda-
mentally, it was achieved by
better use of existing resources,
both human and physical, to
support the star performer,
Stakhanov.

As Konstantin Petrov, Com-
munist Party organiser in Stak-
hanov’s pit in 1935, explains in
an interview in ‘‘Soviet Culture’

‘““Several months before the
record we passed around ques-
tionnaires in the pit: what
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50 years ago Alexei Stakhanov, a
coal-miner in the USSR, achieved
output 14 times higher than his

norm and put his name into history.

Stan Crooke tells the story.

#

should be done to raise produc-
tivity of labour of face-workers?
One of the suggestions was to

Stakhanovism, therefore, was™ introduce different methods for

extraction of the coal, which
would leave the face-workers
free from auxiliary operations.
Moreover, many miners lacked
trust in the new, at that time,
techniques of coal-extraction”’

The scene was thus set for
Stakhanov's feat: ‘‘In that night
Alexei worked as never betfore
— masterfully, with great
inspiration. The noise of his
tools, it seemed, never ceased...
Stakhanov hewed the coal joy-
fully, enthusiastically’’

Publicised

His example was followed by
others -at the pit: ‘‘At the first
meeting of the workers (after
Stakhanov’s  record-breaking
shift) 40 volunteers enrolled,
wanting to work according to the
new, Stakhanovite, method’’ .
Publicised by the regime

- throughout the Soviet Union,

Stakhanovism also spread rapid-
ly to other branches of the

USSR

economy.

Productivity certainly rose

~with the spread of Stakhanov-

ism, though not as much as
individual enterprises or the
regime as a whole claimed. In
any case, existing norms were
often low, given that they were
based on the inefficiencies of the
early 'thirties.

Blockages

But Stakhanovism could also
lead to a fall in the overall out-
put of an enterprise, as Stak-
hanovite workers raised their
own level of producivity out of
line with the rest of the work-
force and thus created blockages
in the production process. Some
times the non-Stakhanovite
workers would also deliberately
work even slower than usual to
frustrate the Stakhanovites’
exertions, thereby further lower-
ing the rate of output.

Nor did Stakhanovism have
anything in common with the
transition from socialism to com-
munism. Stakhanovism was
inseparable from piecework pay-
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Commemorative
envelope cover for
Stakhanov issued in the

Stakhanov- the
Stalinist Rambo

Whar rhe USSR m rhe 19305 was really sze a famme victim

ment, mcurately described by
Marx as that form of payment

‘‘most swuitable to capitalistic
methods of production’’. Apol-
ogists for the Stalinist reglme
invented the fiction of a ‘‘social-
ist’’ piecework payment.

But even wunder capitalism,
piecework payment  drives
people to work in violation of
their natural instincts and abil-
ities, whipped on by the “‘stick™
of the norm and attracted by the
‘““carrot’” of the bonus for
exceeding the norm. In the
Soviet Union of 1935, with its
rigid labour discipline — admin-
istrative fines for absentee-
ism, expulsion from the union
and thereby partial loss of social
benefits, dismissal and eviction
from factory housing — the use
of piecework payment was a
savage violation of socialist
values and principles.

Crude

As Trotsky wrote: “‘In the
struggle to achieve European
and American standards, the
classic method of exploitation,
such as piecework payment, are
applied in such naked and crude
forms as would not be per-
mitted even by reformist trade
unions in bourgeois countries...
As to the preparation of a *‘tran-
sition from socialism to com-
munism’’ that will begin at
exactly the opposite end — not
with the introduction of piece-
work payment, but with its
abolition as a relic of barbar-
ism.’”’

The use of piecework pay-
ments and the development of
Stakhanovism in the Soviet
Union also led to even larger
differentials than under capital-

ism — Stakhanowms =T
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“Soviet society.

‘““ordinary’’ workers, whilst
Stakhanovite specialists could
be paid even 100 times the
wages of an unskilled labourer.
On top of this, Stakhanovites
received all manner of perks and §
privileges as well.

But this, of course, was of
benefit to the Stalinist bureau-
cracy: the artificial creation of an
upper stratum of the working
class, enjoying many of the
privileges of sections of the
bureaucracy, strengthened the
position of the bureaucracy in
The ordinary
Soviet workers had good reason
for hating the norm-busting
Stakhanovite star performers.

Rebirth

Stakhanovism was the wrong
answer to the wrong question. It
was not a socialist, working class
solution to the economic back-
wardness of the Soviet Union.
And it did not address itself to
the real obstacle to rational
planning and growth of the
nationalised Soviet economy on
the basis of democratic workers
control of the economy: the rule
of the Stalinist bureaucracy.

Today, as the Soviet Union
celebrates, by order, the fiftieth
anniversary of the beginnings of
the Stakhanovite movement,
and a new cult around Stakhan-
ov seems to be reemerging, that
fundamental obstacle of the
Stalinist regime con-
tinues to exist. What is needed
is not the rebirth of Stak-
hanovism to help the regmme

overcome chronic stagnation
and crisis of the economy wiach
it m15manages We need the
rebirth of socialist democracy m
the Soviet Umon and tims wali
- be acaewed D BB
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‘Review

Desper

SO ng of r 9
liberty and”
rebellion

YEVGENY Yevtushenko, who wrote this denunciation of
Russian anti-semitism, was the USSR's licensed-rebel

poet in the period of the liberalising ‘thaw’

during the late '50s and early '60s, under Nikita Khruschev.

In his autobiography Yevtushenko says that he had been a
vehement anti-semite, typical of his group of young
‘communists’ in the late '40s and early '50s. Those were the
years when Stalin publicly rehabilitated Russian anti-semit-
ism — which had been so central a part of the Christian idec-
logy of Tsarist Russia — and made it official again, thinly
disguised as ‘anti-Zionism’. Amongst ordinary Russians
Stalin’s ‘anti-Zionism’ translated into a recognisable variant
of the old idea: the Jews were still the enemies of Russia even
though the Christian God and the Tsar had both officially
gone out of fashion, to make way for the man-god Joseph
Stalin.

Written in 1961, Yevtushenko’s poem Babiy Yar seems to
me to have jarring false notes. Even a ‘rebel’ Russian poet
had to pay homage to Official Truth. Thus lines like: ‘O my
Russian people, | know you/ Your nature is international’
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etc. But the core of it is real and sincerely felt, and Babiy Yar
was a courageous challenge to the official and semi-
official racism rampant in the Stalinist states.

It was as one who knew something about Russian anti-
semitism that Yevtushenko wrote: ‘When the last anti-semite
on earth/ is buried forever/let the International ring out’.

Babiy Yar is the name of a ravine near Kiev where
thousands of Jews massacred by the Nazis during the Second

World War were buried. _
Dreyfus was an officer in the French army convicted

of espionage because of anti-Jewish prejudice and jailed.
Anne Frank was a young Jewish girl who lived in hiding for

three and a half years in Nazi-occupied Europe.

After 1881 anti-Jewish pogroms were regular occurrences
in Russia, organised by the Christian-monarchist Society of
the Russian Race, the notorious ‘Black Hundreds'. One of
their slogans was ‘Thrash the kikes (Jews) and save Russia’.
The Black Hundreds ran in tandem with the Tsarist police,
whose political section, the Okhrana, forged the notorious

‘Protocols of the Elders of Zion’, which purported to outline
the Jewish plan for world domination. This document has

been well described as a ‘warrant for genocide’.
P.Dollard

Over Babiy Yar

there are no memorials.

The steep hillside like a rough inscription.

I am frightened.

Today I am as old as the Jewish race.

I seem to myseif a Jew at this moment.

I, wandering in Egypt.

I, crucified, perishing.

Even today the mark of the nails.

I think also of Dreyfus. I am he.

The Philistine my judge and my accuser.
Cut off by bars and cornered,

ringed round, spat at, lied about;

the screaming ladies with the Brussels lace
poke me in the face with parasols.

I am also a boy in Belostok,

the dropping blood spreads across the floor,
the public-bar heroes are rioting

in an equal stench of garlic and of drink.

I have no strength, go spinning from a boot,
shriek useless prayers that they don’t listen to;

seekin

- Martin Thomas reviews
Susan Seidelman’s film

- ‘Desperately Seeking
Susan’

ROBERTA wants to be
someone else. She is a
housewife in suburban New
Jersey, married for four
years to a dull and prosper-
ous bath salesman.

She longs for a world of
glitter and real feelings —
the world in which she
imagines the mysterious
Susan to live.

Roberta 1s fascinated when
she reads a series of personal
ads in the newspaper by which a
lover 1s evidently keeping in

@uwtouch with Susan. Each ad is
headed, ‘Desperately Seeking
Susan’.

Roberta herself becomes
desperately eager to find out ab-
out this romance. She travels to
run-down, sleazy New York to
observe a rendezvous announ-
ced in' the personal ads. Then,
through a bizarre series of
events, Roberta loses her
memory; she is mistaken by
others for Susan herself; she
half-believes she is Susan; and
both she and the real Susan are
pursued by a murderous jewel
thief.

This story forms the frame-
work for a brilliantly-crafted
and extremely funny farce.

The sharp edge of the humour
slices up Roberta’s husband
Gary and his know-all sister
Lesley. Roberta ends up — a
bit cornily, but the film is slick
enough to carry it off — leaving

S

Gary tor Des, a bewildered nice
guy from Susan’s gimcrack
world.

Is this the escape that Roberta
has been desperately seeking, or
not? It seems it is. Excellently
made though the film is, its
satirical dissection of suburban
petty bourgeois life (a sitting
target anyway) does not cut very
deep. _

Susan is played by Madonna,
who since the making of the film
has become a pop superstar, and
the character 1s in the mould of
the singer’s stage image —
tough, brash, adventurous, a
drifter, but safe and accessible.

Madonna’s keenest fans,
apparently, are very young girls,
and the storyline of the film
effectively casts Roberta as a
child.

The comedy depends on the
cross-cutting of the two worlds,
Gary’s and Susan’s, and on Rob-
erta’s naive distance from both.
In Gary’'s world Roberta is
stronger and more clear-seeing
than Gary or Lesley gives her
credit for. But in Susan’s world
Roberta 1s an innocent and no
more.

Despite crooks, police and
jails, this is the world of the
drifter with all the glitter and
very little of the grime and
strain. And Roberta ends up, not
becoming street-wise herself,
but being co-opted into the
world by picking up the right
man.

She doesn’t become someone
else, she gets someone else. The
storyline i1s not so far removed
from the dreadful - Lesley’s
admonitions to Gary that he
should have paid more attention
to Roberta.

I greatly enjoyed this film, but
it’s a pity that there’s not a dash
more acid in the comedy.

with a cackle of ‘Thrash the kikes and save Russia!’
the corn-chandler is beating up my mother.

I seem to myself like Anna Frank

to be transparent as an April twig

and am in love, I have no need for words,

I need for us to look at one another.

How little we have to see or to smell

separated from foliage and the sky,

how much, how much in the dark room

gently embracing each other.

They’re coming. Don’t be afraid.
The booming and banging of the spring.
It’s coming this way. Come to me.

Quickly, give me your lips.

They're battering in the door. Roar of the ice.

Over Babiy Yar
rustle of the wild grass.

The trees look threatening, look like judges.
And everything is one silent cry.

Taking my hat off

I feel myself slowly going grey.

And I am one silent cry

over the many thousands of the buried;

am every old man killed here,

every child killed here.

O my Russian people, I know you.

Your nature is international.

Foul hands rattle your clean name.

I know the goodness of my country.
How horrible it is that pompous title
the anti-semites calmly call themselves,

Society of the Russian Race.

No part of me can ever forget it.

When the last anti-semite on the earth

is buried for ever

let the International ring out.

No Jewish blood runs among my blood,
but I am as bitterly and hardly hated

by every anti-semite
as if | were a Jew. By this
I am a Russian.
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THERE ARE two weeks left
until thousands of youth march

on.the Tory party conference in

Blackpool.

Activists in student unions,
Labour Clubs and Labour Party
Young Socialists branches are
gearing their organisations up to
get as many young people as
possible onto the Blackpool
streets on October 10.

30,000 leaflets have been dis-
tributed, and 2000 posters.
Some colleges are reprinting the
leaflets, having run out already.

Manchester Area National
Union of Students expects to
send at least 20 coaches to the
demonstration. Colleges, dole
offices and areas with high
student populations are being
flyposted every night, and local
colleges are being leafleted
every day.

Comrades in Nottingham fol-
lowed up their success at the
Basford Hall and Clarendon Fur-

ther Education colleges by tak-
ing a stall at the Polytechnic
pre-term student societies fair.
All the new Labour Club mem-
bers will be seen next week
and invited to Blackpool.

In London many of the
colleges are now arranging
transport and comrades are leaf-

leting as many students begin

their first term this week.

School students in North
Yorkshire are booking minibus-
es to take them to the march.
They are contacting the local
teachers’ union to make sure
they are not victimised for tak-

ing the day off.
The speakers at the rally will
include ‘Karen’ from TV's

Brookside, miners from Bold
NUM and Labour MPs. The

appearance of Billy Bragg has

yet to be confirmed.

There 1s still time to get more
people on the march.

Things to do:

1. Order leaflets from 214 Sic-

chket of Wandsworth przmn in mpport of]azled miner Terry French. Photo: Andrew Moore

" NUR retreats|Pit V||Iage

By Rob Dawber

JIMMY Knapp has denied reports
in the press that the NUR has
done a deal with BR over future
productivity talks.

But it is difficult to believe
how all guards have been reinstat-
ed unless the union — from a pos-
itionof weakness — has met BR’s
demand that not only should
driver only operation (DOQ) be
accepted, but thet union should
be prepared to discuss all other
productivity items in any other
spheres of BR operations.

BR had demanded ‘an under-
taking that NUR are prepared
to discuss and negotiate freely
on future productivity proposals
made by the Board’. Knapp
made no reference to this at the
Special General Meeting, saying
that he only wanted a mandate
to negotiate DOO.

Scab picket

Since those negotiations a
form of words has been drawn
up between the NUR and the
Board: ‘the Board welcomes the
decision of the NUR to negotiate
an agreement for DOO of trains,
and it is accepted that changes
in working practices and other
proposals will be considered with-
in the Machinery of Negotiation’.

This effectively means that
the Board won’t impose such
changes — as with DOO — but will
use normal channels; and a nod
and a wink has been given by the
NUR that BR will more or less
get what they want.

The badly organised ballot of
the signals and telecoms staff —
called at short notice, with no
little or no campaign — resulting
in a vote against action, will be
used by leaders who didn’t want
to fight anyway to show that the
rank and file won’t do anything.

ing week.

SCABS recently picketed strik-
ers in the Morris furniture fac-

tory dispute in Glasgow.
The strike there began at the

| close of May, when a number

of workers at the factory clocked
out after completing 39 hours,
in line with the national agree-
ment between furniture employ-
ers and FTAT (the Furniture,
Timber and Allied Trades

union).

Robert Morris, the owner of
this family firm, sacked them
along with everyone who refus-
ed to cross their picket lines.
3S workers thus ended up on
strike for reinstatement, union

_recognition, and a shorter work-

‘The scabs’ plcket took place

on Tuesday September 10 when
the Labour District Counclil
held a civic reception for the
strikers and their families.
- The strike has cut production
both in quantity and quality, and
the hectic atmosphere in the fac-
tory has led a number of
scabs to resign. But the dispute
is far from won.

More support is needed finan-
cially, on the picket lines, and in
particular from TGWU
members at Morris’s other fac-
tory at Campsie, near Lennox-
town, just outside Glasgow.

Contact: FTAT, 46 Carlton
Place, Glasgow (041-429 5507).

strike

ON THURSDAY S ptember 15
most of the 300 workers at Suth-
erland Food factory, Kiveton
Park, South Yorkshire, struck
for union recognition.

It was the first strike in the
history of the factory. Previous
attempts at unionisation had re-
sulted in rapid victimisation.

The strike has had solid sup-
port from the casual workers,
a large number of whom are em-
ployed at the factory. On the
Friday morning, over 100 picket-
ed the factory, supported by
some Kiveton Park NUM
members.

A number of the women invol-
ved in the strike live 1in the su-
rrounding mining communities
and were very active in the wom-
en’s support group during the
strike.

Initially management respon-
ded to the strike by trying to run
the factory with scab labour.
Managers’ wives, security staff
and even the works nurse went
on the production line. But with-
in 36 hours they had backed
down.

They withdrew the threat of
mass sackings, agreed to pay
wages for the days on strike, and
promised to ‘reconsider’ the
issue of union recognition by
next January. The strikers
accepted this and returned last
week.

But there is a catch. Man-
agement’s agreed deadline for

kert Court London N1 2SY (01-

609 7459 or 01-354 3854). £1 per
100 leaflets. A2 posters 10p

each. Cheques to MANUS,

Waterloo Place, Oxtord Rd,

Manchester 13.

2. Approach your local NUS,
asking them to arrange a
coach. If that fails ask your
Labour Club or your LPYS to
book transport. Try to get spon-
sorship from Labour Parties and
local union branches.

3. Take leaflets to YIS schem-
es, schools, sixth form colleg-
es. Iry to see a rep from the
YTS supervisors’ union first.

4. If local colleges are return-
ing this week take leaflets along
to their SocietiesyFair or intro-
ductory week. Sign people up for
coaches!

For more information phone
Simon Pottinger on 01-609 7459

or Rachel Kennedy (MANUS) on

061-2735111.

‘reconsideration’ conveniently
falls after the Christmas rush, at
a time when many of the part-
time workers are usually laid off.

The bosses have already started

their campaign against a union
in the factory.

Last Saturday all the workers
received a two page letter from
the Managing Director, Nichol-
as Sutherland, telling them how
hard he works for them — **Al-
though I do not spend much time
in the factories now, I am contin-
ually working for the Com-
pany’s benefit and I would like
to give you a few examples
of this’’.

After the hard luck story, he
gets to the point on page 2. It
seems to me that over many
years, I, my managers and many
of you have worked together in

this business successfully when
many others have failed. I think
it is unreasonable to demand
that this Company should recog-
nise a trade union when it has
such a good employment re-
cord...”” Then he finishes with a
threat to close the factory if
there are more strikes for
recognition.

Most workers laughed when
they received the letter. There is
a feelmg of confidence that they
are strong enough to win union
recognition this time round.
The aim, however, must be to
get recognition before next
January, when the workers are

likely to be at their weakest.

TEACHERS in England and
Wales are set for more indus-
trial action this term, after the
latest breakdown in pay talks.
NUT members who were bal-
loted before the breakdown had
voted overwhelmingly for a

much tighter werk-to-rule and
for half-day strikes to attend

irallies. Deputy general secretary

' Doug McAvoy said ‘We’re not

gwmg them a list of don’ts,
we're giving a list of do,
and it’s singular — teach your
class’.

This means absolutely no
cover for absence, no lunch sup-
ervision, and a total ban on
evening meetings, exam deve-
lopment work and all the things
that teachers used to do with-
out pay in their own time.

Keith Joseph’s attempts to
drive a wedge between the NUT
and other teachers’ unions have
failed. The moderate non-TUC
AMMA are also working-to-rule
after balloting their members.
The head teachers (NAHT) have
told Keith Joseph that the Octo-
ber 11 deadline for accepting his
‘offer’ of extra cash in return
for changing work conditions
and pay structure is not on.

They also told him that the

new GCSE exam, due to replace
O levels and CSEs, should be
postponed.

The NUT leaders have consist-
ently refused to trade off work
conditions for more pay, and
they have so far kept the
other unions in line, espec-

Teachers set
work-to-rule

of members

1ally the NAS/UWT leaders who
make militant noises but often
grab extra cash regardless of
whatever strings are attached.
The NUT half-day strikes and
rallies in September are due to
be followed by ballots for similar

_action 1n the next three months.

The more organised regions and
associations are impatient and
pressing for extended strikes.

The ‘teach your class’ ballot
indicated that members are pre-
pared to go beyond the scale of
action decided at the union’s
April conference, and there is
every indication that they would
support levies, and maybe even
striking on reduced strike
pay. (At present the NUT grants
strike pay at a rate which makes
any long strike by any number
financially
impossible). The NUT execu-
tive itself only narrowly (17 to
15) voted down boycotting aut-
umn O level re-sits, despite the
April conference’s decision not
to disrupt exams.

Union activists should keep
up the pressure on the NUT
executive for more action. On
the strength of recent ballots
and the size of the rallies, a
recall conference now would
probably mandate the exec to
take the struggle much further.

The relatively large pay offer
to council manual workers can
only spur teachers to fight botl
for their own claim and for joint
work with ather unions in the
public sector.

ork health

workers strike

By Richard Bayley

OVER 300 domestics in York
hospitals came out on a one
day strike last Wednesday ag-
ainst the District Health
Authority’s attempt to cut
their wages by as much as
45 per cent.

The pay cut, which invol-
ved a 20 per cent loss in

bonus and a slashing of hours

by up to 25 per cent, is part
of the DHA'’s in-house tender
for the cleaning services in
York hospitals. The govern-
ment has ordered all health
authorities to put hospital
cleaning and some other servi-
ces out to competitive tender.

The strike was time to co-
incide with the DHA meeting
which was due to consider
the tender. About 100 of the
health workers broke up the
meeting, at one stage threat-
ening . to barricade in the
authority members until they
withdrew their proposals.

The meeting was hastily
adjourned, and the domestics,

door by ngst.
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overwhelmingly women,
immediately went outside the
District Hospital (the largest
in the area) and mounted
pickets. -

The strike was extremely
solid in the three hospitals
involved, Bootham, Naburn,
and the District. In one hosp-
ital not one domestlc worked
all day.

An action committee has
been set up, and another
strike, this time for three
days, has been planned for
September  25-27. Picket
rotas have already been work-
ed out, and on the 27th there
will be a big demonstration at
the reconvened Health Auth-
ority meeting.

A demonstration in sum
port of the health workers is
planned for Saturday October
5 in York, and a strike fund is
being set up.

Messages of support and
donations to NUPE area
office, 413 Beverley Road,
Hull (tel. 442233).

-------

L ML Al T ' T # e " &A A Lo obhd Jp A O AR il sl —




. ey

ENOCH Powell, specialist in all
forms of bigotry and Official Un-
ionist MP for South Down, last
week added his distinctive bark
to the reactionary chorus that
followed events in Handsworth.

He called for the repatriation
of black people. ‘‘A sufficient (?)
proportion of the African and
Asian population must be enabl-
ed (!)... to quit a scene where...
catastrophes await them...”’

Back in 1968 Powell made his
notorious speech predicting
‘rivers of blood’ unless blacks
were removed from Britain.
Powell has not changed. But the
Tory party has.

In 1968 Edward Heath dis-
missed Powell from the Tory
shadow cabinet. In his speech
last week Powell confi-

dently demanded to know if

Thatcher disagreed with him,
commenting ‘I am not sure that
she does’. Later Mrs Thatcher
said she always listens ‘with
interest’ to Enoch Powell.

What about the Labour Party?
Labour leaders rightly condem-
ned Powell, but Labour too has
an utterly dishonourable record.
Powell won notoriety for his
rivers of blood speech, but it
was Home Secretary James Cal-
laghan who did the foul racist
deed by withdrawing British
passports earlier given to the
Kenya Asians then Dbeing
expelled.

The record of Labour in office
and the failure of both the Lab-
our Party and the trade unions
to fight for the rights of black
people has contributed to the
outbursts of despair, as in
Handsworth, that Powell and his
like pick up on to, spread
their racist filth.

To put a stop to Powell, and
to make unity possible between
black working-class youth and
the white majority of the work-
ing class, the labour movement
needs to actively champion the
struggle against racism.

Workers'
Liberty
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Workers’ Liberty on Soutn
Africa. 75p plus p&p from:
214 Sickert Court, London
N1 2SY.

Handsworth

calls for a

Inside Apartheld

THE FIRST thing that struck
me about my month’s stay in
South Africa was the warmth
of the welcome from all sec-
tions of the left.

I met trade unionists from
an array of different organisa-

tions, political activists in the

UDF, AZAPO and the new
Unity Movement.

At no time did anyone
raise any objection to my
coming over. On the cont-
rary: there was in my limited
experience strong support for
the development of links be-
tween the left in South Africa
and in Britain.

[t is not often that indivi-
duals from the British left go
over to South Africa to feel
for themselves the texture of
the struggle there. My person-
al view that solidarity is en-
riched by immed#ate contact
— even though a visitor’s ex-
perience is very restricted
was, | think, shared by those

I met.

I should also add that I
personally encountered no
Slgmf‘?cant instances of racism

against wiiite people, though
of course there was no short-
age of racism against biacks.

As for the violence: apart-
heid is quite successful in iso-
lating black areas from white
and insulating the white areas
from the worst manifest-
ations of violence.

Police assaults on white
university students  have

Eye-witness report by Bob Fine

dented this wall of insulation.
So too do the rumbling of
military vehicles on the high-
ways, and the daily newspap-
er reports of killings by the
police and army.

While 1 was in Capetown
32 -black people were shot
dead.

The first time, SO one
well-informed Afrikaner intel-
lectual told me, that the
National Party government
became conscious of a crisis
as opposed to a policing
difficulty, was after Botha’s
Durban speech when the rand
collapsed and so did South
Africa’s capacity to repay
foreign debts.

When you go into the
black townships, you may see
a different story. | went to a
Soweto police station, the
garrison filled with military,
with a lawyer friend, to see if
we could help secure the re-
lease of over 600 school stud-
ents arrested that day.

Inside, the soldiers were
tense, silent and hostile — In
their own vision, men at war.
We were grudgingly told that
the students had been detain-
ed under emergency provi-
sions for not attending
school. We asked where they
had been arrested. ‘In school’.

True Alice in Wonderland.
The students were being
marched under heavy guard
into prison vans for transport-
ation to prison. No visits, no
legal aid, no clothing, no
medicine, no doctors, "no
nothing. Emergency laws at
work. .
Outside parents and
friends congregated. We
collected names and address-
es of detained children. With-
out this information no legal
case could be entertained.

It’s a Catch-22 situation,
danger out of school and
danger in school.

The atmosphere was angry
but controlled. They were
worried about their children.

On the way back the
lawyer pondered his options.
There was not much he could
do. An application to court
for abuse of discretionary
powers? We both thought
however that the students

Continued on p.2

Socialist Organiser Labour Party
conference fringe meeting

SOUTH AFRICA: BLACK

WORKERS BREAK THE CHAINS

Speakers:

Bob Fine (author of ‘A

Question of Solidarity: Indepen-
2. dent Trade Unions in South
= Africa’; recently returned from
South Africa) and a sacked miner.

Monday September 30, 5.30pm,
Purbeck Suite, Wessex Hotel, West
» ¥ Cliff Road.

- public | Inquiry

The Handsworth Defence
Campaign, a group uniting
radical Afro-Caribbean and
Asian groups in the area, has
responded to the police
inquiry into the riots there
with a call for a public
inquiry. Its statement says:

1. To counter the misinform-
ation projected by the media
coverage of the events of
Monday afternoon and even-
ing, we would like to bring to,
the attention of the general

public that the causes trigger-
ing off the disturbances were
as follows.

(a) A white vigilante group
at a recent residents’ associa-
tion meeting declared its
intention to burn down the
old Villa Cross bingo hall te
stop it becoming ‘a drugs den
in response to moves that it
be turned into an amusement
arcade;

(b) Around 5pm on Mon-
day 9th September the pol-
ice, in pursuing a minor traff-
ic offence, proceeded to man-
handle a motorist in such a
way that a black woman felt
compelled to intervene.

She was punched in the
face by one or more of the
officers. At this point black
youth intervened on her
behalf.

(c) The police presence
was increased by a series of
hoax calls claiming there was
a fire at the disused bingo
hall;

(d) The fire was myster-

iously started after these
calls.
- 2. The rebellion itself was
not racially motivated in any
way as suggested by the pol-
ice. White, Asian and Afro-
Caribbean were involved.

3. We extend our condol-
ences and sympathy to the
relatives of those who have
died.

4. We condemn the white
establishment who through
the BBC have prejudged the
issue by labelling the deaths
as murder before any inquiry
has taken place while at the
same time failing to disclose
the fact that several youths:
have been beaten by the
police, and some of these are
reported to have been ser-
iously injured.

5. We condemn the police
on their clear lack of sensi-
tivity.

6. It is our belief that the.
fire -was started by the vigil-
ante group and the hoax
phone calls were made to
draw the police and fire brig-
ade into the area and create
confrontation between our
community and the police in.
order to cover their tracks.

7. We call upon the Prime
Minister and the Home Secre-
tary to call a public judicial
inquiry into the causes of the
rebellion, -

Join the Labour Party.

Write to: The Labour
Party, 150 Walworth

Road, London SE17
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