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Unite the left!

Hundreds of thousands of
Italian workers have
taken to the streets in
protest of the cuts pro-
gramme at ‘socialist’
Prime Minister Giuliano
Amato. The biggest union
federation now says a
general strike is
inevitable. As the worst
economic crisis deepens
the Italian workers have
set an example that

British workers should
follow

More on ltaly page 7
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NEWS

The lie
machine

Tories in
panic

According to the
“Daily Mail”, John
Major was ordering:
“Don’t panic!”

If the captain is giv-
ing orders not to
panic, then you
know the team is in
trouble!

The pound has lost
20 per cent of value

| from its ERM level,

shares have crashed,
prospects in indus-
try are grim, and the
Tory Party is deeply
split.

The “Sun” last
Friday (2nd) carried
as its front page lead
a call for Thatcher to
come back, in the
jokey form of a sup-
posed prediction by
Nostradamus.

The evil backdrop
to all this was
reported by the
“Mail” as “Norman’s
hit-list”. In a desper-
ate attempt to get a
grip on the econo-
my, Major and
Lamont will put a
scythe through pub-
lic services.

“Health, housing,
and defence pro-
grammes - as well
as public sector pay
- are under mount-
ing pressure”.

But not even that
will save Major and
Lamont from the
wrath of the newly
confident
Thatcherites. The
“Mail” also reports
Lord Tebbit calling
for “an actual reduc-
tion of planned |
public spending” - a
cut in cash alloca-
tions, that is,
regardless of the
price rises now on
the way following
the pound’s devalua-
tion.

Labour at a loss

Gail Cameron, who
was the delegate from
Wallasey Constituency
Labour Party, sums up
the mood at the
Labour Party confer-
ence in Blackpool last
week.

here was real confu-

sion and uncertainty

among the delegates
from the constituencies and
the trade unions. Arguments
from the left were given a
hearing this year, unlike in
1991, when dissenting
speeches were considered to
be divisive.

Composites on “Labour’s
values” and on a Workers’
Charter of trade union
rights struck a chord. In the
GMB and T&G delegation
meetings, support for

theWorkers’ Charter was
lost by only a couple of
votes. Delegates appeared to
accept our arguments, but
were reluctant to stand
against the leadership.

In the debate on Europe,
the call for a referendum
was overwhelmingly defeat-
ed - not because delegates
were 1n  favour of
Maastricht, but because
they did not want to be seen
as anti-European, and the
arguments of the Right (and
the majority of the Left) for
a referendum were tainted
with nationalism.

In a way, the conference
seemed to want real
answers, but to be reluctant
to look too far. On
Thursday morning confer-
ence was genuinely moved
to give Dennis Skinner a
standing ovation, when only
two days earlier it had voted
him off the National
Executive.

With Skinner off the NEC will Smith go for Benn next? Photo: Paul Herrmann

.}.

A small minority of
Kuwait’s 600,000 citizens
voted in parliamentary elec-
tions held on Monday 5
October. It is the first poll
since 1985.

Only 81,400 Kuwaitis are
entitled to vote. Those eligi-

ble must be male, aged
over 21 and be able to trace
family roots in Kuwait back
to before 1920.

None of the large number
of migrant workers were

Kuwait

Is still

able to vote. Women
demonstrated outside
polling booths for the rights
to vote and stand as candi-
dates.

This is the “democracy”
which the US-led armies
killed over 100,000 Iraqi
civilians to defend. Major
and Bush justified the
slaughter, saying freedom
must be protected from
Saddam.

unfree

True, Saddam Hussein is a
mass murderer and despot,
but Western intervention
solved nothing. Bush did
not even manage to kill
Saddam and overthrow the
Iraqgi Ba'athist regime. The
West wanted freedom for
the Kuwaiti oil exporters
but not for the Kurds or the
Shi‘ites in Southern Iragq.
Nor for many of the people
of Kuwait.

Students fight the Tories

By Kevin Sexton

ohn Patten, the Secretary

of State for Education, is

expected to announce a
major attack on student union-
ism at Tory Party conference
this week.

Patten is thought to have
made detailed plans which will
make membership of college
student unions voluntary.

Local unions fund the
National Union, so voluntary
membership will destroy NUS.

The right-wing Labour -
Liberal alliance at the top of
NUS have taken a formal deci-
sion not to call or back any
demonstrations. They feel
demonstrations “annoy” the
government.

It has been left to the social-
ists in the National Union,
Left Unity, and centrally,
Socialist Organiser, to organise
resistance to the Tories.

Socialist Organiser supporter
Garry Meyer has organised a
demonstration outside the ,
Tory Conference on
Wednesday 7 October, in his
capacity as Sussex Area NUS
Convenor.

On Wednesday 4 November
students in Manchester will
demonstrate against student
poverty. The Manchester
demonstration has been called
by Manchester Area NUS.
MANUS Convenor and
Alliance for Workers Liberty
member Paul Williams told
Socialist Organiser: “Students
are skint. They want to demon-
strate. They want action.
National NUS has not given a
lead, so we have taken the ini-
tiative.”

The NUS leadership, under

President Lorna Fitzsimmons,
have argued, quite successfully
amongst a layer of right wing
student union sabbatical offi-
cers, against demonstrations,
occupations and demands for
bringing the government down.
Instead, Fitzsimmons says, we
must highlight “our communi-
ty work™!

The Tory plans look likely to
give responsibility for welfare
and other services to the col-
leges themselves. Paying a
properly qualified and experi-
enced welfare officer will prove
to be a lot more expensive than
the SU running these services.
Many services will be put out
to tender.

Inevitably this will mean job
losses and a third class service.
Student activists should con-
tact trade unions on campus.
We need joint trade union-stu-
dent action against these
attacks.

he NUS leadership’s pro-

ject this year is not to

fight student debt or vol-
untary membership but to
smash the left in the student
movement. That specifically

means supporters of the AWL
and Left Unity, This project —
along with Fitzsimons’s person-
al crusade to change the
stereotypical image of student
women by wearing £300 design-
er suits — 1s particularly foul
given the dire situation facing
students.

With 1.5 million members,
NUS has the potential to
organise a serious campaign
against the government attacks.
A wave of occupations, called
for and supported by the lead-
ership, would guarantee the
participation of thousands of
students.

The NUS leadership could lay
a vital role in organising the
campaign for benefits and a liv-
ing grant for all students.

But as the Sussex Area
Convenor, Garry Meyer, told
Socialist Organiser “The NUS
leadership have not only
refused to back our demonstra-
tion they have actively opposed
efforts to build it.

Nevertheless, we are organis-
ing the fightback. The NUS left
needs unity in action against
the Tories and against the NUS
right — this is the way to win!”

Government falls in Brazil

“The burden must be
lessened for the workers”

Tilden Santiago, a member of
the Brazilian federal parlia-
ment, spoke to Socialist
Organiser about the impeach-
ment of Brazil's President
Collor. Tilden Santiago is a
member of the Workers’
Party, a socialist party which
grew out of the big trade
union struggles of the late
1970s but has become more
parliamentary-oriented in
recent years.

ur party thinks that
recent months have been a
great political education.

There have been three main
elements: the economic crisis
itself, the impeachment of
President Collor, and the munici-
pal elections.

The economic crisis is very
deep. The minimum wage is
about 40 dollars a month, while a
family needs about 500 to 600
dollars to live decently.

In Sao Paulo alone there are
over a million unemployed.

This economic crisis has led to
a big political crisis, around the
corruption of the Collor govern-
ment.

There has been the start of a
solution to this political crisis
with the removal of Collor. The
impeachment was approved in
the Chamber of Deputies by 441
votes out of 503. The vice-presi-
dent, Itamar Franco, has taken
Collor’s place. It will be very dif-
ficult for Collor to return to
office.

It is very important that central
government power has changed
hands without the military inter-
vening.

Previously, when democracy
began to function, the generals,
the bourgeoisie, and the ruling
classes would intervene with

force and violence. But now we
have a democratic advance with-
out the ruling classes intervening
through the army.

Before the Workers’ Party, the
traditional, orthodox left had
never worked in democratic insti-
tutions. They always thought of
winning power by armed struggle
and introducing democracy only
afterwards. Now the left is begin-
ning to use democratic means for
the liberation of the workers.

We have not joined the new
government. But we chose to sup-
port the new government in
Congress. We have 36 deputies
and one senator.

We have presented o the new
president a demand that the cen-
tral axis of the new government’s
policy should be measures to
reduce the burden of the reces-
sion for ‘our people, for the
workers. Development should be
boosted, because we have too
many people unemployed, and
workers’ purchasing power
should be increased. The struggle
against inflation should be con-
tinued, but not at the expense of
the people.

Privatisations should be carried
through only under the control of
Congress, not decided by the
president alone.

The impeachment of Collor
is the focus for a bigger
political crisis




THIS WEEK

Socialist Organiser No. 537 page 3

Their credibility in tatters, the Tories would be vulnerable to a Labour assault

Major and Lamont flounder: the Left should start a fightback!

hat do the capitalists think
WDf the Tories? They think

that the Tory Government
is a gang of bunglers and incompe-
tents!

Listen to the comments of the
Financial Times, the daily paper of
big business and the City of
London.

“The UK is still without any
semblance of an economic policy...
a catastrophic failure of govern-
ment”. “Norman Lamont’s
singing in the bath is likely to
change to sobbing in the sink™.
“Mr Lamont must go. What he is
saying... is ‘trust me’. But why
should the country trust him?”

“The prime minister has lost
much of his authority. His credi-
bility is near to zero”. “For the
time being we can forget about
new directions for Britain. We will
be lucky if we get any direction at

Advisory Editorial
Board

Graham Bash

Viadimir Derer

Terry Eagleton

Jatin Haria (Labour Party
Black Sections)

Dorothy Macedo

Joe Marino

John Mecliroy
John Nicholson

Peter Tatchell

Members of the Advisory
Committee are drawn from a broad
cross section of the left who are
opposed to the Labour Party's
witch-hunt against Socialist
Organiser. \liews expressed in
articles are the responsibility of the
authors and not of the Advisory
Editorial Board.

all. The obje%ive of both the
organ-grinder and the marmoset
who goes round with the tin cup is
clear. They want to keep their
jobs. If they manage to achieve
that they will try to rebuild their
reputations... Five months after
Mr Major’s election triumph his
government is rudderless, driver-
less, lost™.

“A depressing feature of the eco-
nomic prospects before the UK is
that both the people and the insti-
tutions responsible for the ERM
débacle are apparently to remain
in charge... Who now believes that
this government will either choose
or stick to the right policy?”

The economic fiasco has given
the Thatcherite “Euro-sceptic”
faction new vigour, authority, and
support, and thus triggered a war
in the Tories’ ranks which will be
serious and long-lived: the “pro-
European” faction is solidly based,
too, and will fight tooth and nail
against British capitalism being
put into the outer circle of a “two-
speed Europe”.

The Tories are now split and
floundering. Their authority as
competent managers of their own
capitalist system has been
destroyed. Their economic difficul-
ties will probably get worse.

Lamont’s small cut in interest
rates will not end the slump. Ford,
British Aerospace, Vickers-Rolls
Royce, and British Coal continue
to sack workers by the hundreds
and thousands. Yet Lamont’s
interest-rate cut has already sent
the pound shiding further, which
means more inflation and worse
balance-of-payments problems.

Vicious attacks on public services
— including the closure of some of
Britain’s biggest and best hospitals
— are on the agenda, as the
Government struggles to get a grip
on the economy.

Capitalism is in its worst crisis

for two generations — and what
are Labour’s leaders doing?
Nothing! They have not even put
down a motion of no confidence in
Parliament! Organise demonstra-
tions and mass protests? Don’t be
irresponsible, comrade! Gordon
Brown did not get round to calling
for Norman Lamont to resign
until it was the common coin of
the Tory press!

“The Tories are now
split and floundering.
Their authority as
competent managers
of their own
capitalist system has
been destroyed. Their
economic difficulties
will probably get
worse.”

This performance by Labour’s
leaders would brand them as hope-
lessly feeble even as ordinary
bourgeois opposition politicians
— people concerned for nothing
but winning Parliamentary games.
Judged as leaders of the labour
movement, it brands them as
grotesquely irresponsible.

Smith 1is continuing Neil
Kinnock’s strategy: sit tight, act
respectable and moderate, do as
little as possible to force the Tornes
to close ranks, and hope that the
Tories will discredit themselves.

The April General Election has
already given us a damning verdict
on that do-nothing approach. But
in Kinnock’s time capitalism was
not being shaken by earthquakes
as it is now. To continue the do-
nothing policy now is to go a long

way beyond Kinnock. You could
say it was a case of fiddling while
Rome burned, except that fiddling
is a lot more energetic an activity
than anything the Labour leaders
are doing now!

“Do nothing and wait” does not,
and it can not, mobilise and
inspire people to fight back.
Unless working-class people are
mobilised and inspired, the Tories,
being the chosen party of the rul-
ing class and capitalism’s “natural
party of government”, will always
have the advantage. Right now,
they have the advantage Neil
Kinnock’s do-nothing policy gave
them: they are in power, and can
sit tight — unless we drive them
out — for five years.

The do-nothing approach can
lead to worse than Tory victories.
It leaves the racist and fascist
Right as the loudest voice of radi-
cal — or radical-sounding —
opposition. As unemployment
rises and economic ruin spreads, if
Labour has no alternatives to
offer, groups like the British
National Party and the National
Front will win the wide support
that the French National Front
and the German neo-Nazis have
already gained. They will do 1t all
the more easily when wide sections
of the mainstream Right, and of
the Left too, are blaming foreign-
ers — in “Europe” or “Brussels”
— for the economic crisis.

Labour and the TUC should now
launch a vigorous campaign to get
the Tories out — a campaign of
demonstrations, rallies, mass
protests, non-cooperation, and par-
liamentary obstruction, to force the
Tory Government to resign and call
a new general election.

Yes, the labour movement is
depressed right now. The need tu
respond to the unfolding crisis will
shake it out of that depression.

Yes, the Tories gained a big par-

Get the Tories out!

liamentary majority only six
months ago, and look safe for
another four and a half years. In
1974 Edward Heath had a majority,
and a year and a half left to his gov-
ernment. it did not do him any good
when workers took to the street to
challenge his right to continue in

" office.

Yes, the Labour and TUC confer-
ences showed clearly that the
Labour and trade union leaders
have no intention at all of fighting
the Tories. Yes, the Labour Party
conference also showed that the
Labour Left was in no state to push
the Labour leaders into a fight. But
the left can be revived

Governments with safe parlia-
mentary majorities can be beaten.
The Tories were forced to back
down on the poll tax, despite a
parliamentary majority. But for
Kinnock’s do-nothing policy, they
could have been routed then. We
can win more victories like we did
on the poll tax. If we notch up a
string of victories -— against hospi-
tal closures, for example, against

Continued on page 4
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Press smear signals
renewed Labour purge

Thet!ndependent on Sunday (4 October)
published a smear article suggesting —

Bad news,
but it could
be WIRS

ake votes in

he publication of * . 5
the latest INSIDE THE without evidence — that Socialist
el ol T l Organiser supporters and other leftists
Survey (WIRS) —a e al )Our tried to rig the ballot for Labour’s
semi-official statistical : . .
National Executive. Meanwhile,

dossier on trade union

20l EXTREMIST groups are bein =, “ .
organisation — has blamed for unsuccessful attempts expulsions are underway in Sheffield and
been greeted with wild (O rig two constituency ballots for "
enthusiasm in the the Labour Party’s National Exec- Brighton, and 127 people have been
S utive CDHEI!'IHIEE. f_’hj)iﬂcopie:d ing the acrimonious il .
bosses” p voting papers were discovered in o o8 suspended from the Labour Party in

Militant Tende it
the Kibwickyeary T

Mr Blunkett said last
am saddened that

By Sleeper

Sheffield Brightside, represented
by David Blunkett, the party’s
health spokesman, and Bassetlaw,
whose MP is Joe Ashton. The bal-

For instance, the
Financial Times
announced: ‘The shop

Coventry.

steward could soon be consigned, like the strike, to
the museum of industrial relations history’.

Now, as oiten proves to be the case with these sta-
tistically-based ‘studies’ into industrial relations,
the actual picture is a great deal more complex and
contradictory than the press headlines would have
you believe.

Of course, the survey does paint a picture of sub-
stantial loss of union power. The number of

“obvious fakes”,
“arty workers in

lots were counted by Labour offi-
cials in London who disqualified
Papers which were described as

groups in the Labour Party sho

LlSEfthESE dEgI'&GCfHJ, undem
Cratic and unconstitutional me
ods. They do not seem to ac
}hal thC}‘ ha\fﬂ lost ‘hﬂ hak

The reply printed below has heen sent
to the /ndependent on Sunday as a

_letter.

Frame-ups in place of arqguments

workplaces with stewards has declined from 54% to Bv John 0'Mah ony cratic methods”. Apart from that, the story, as discovered, the question arises,
38%. This is merely an amplification of the decline y No evidence is cited, except Castle tells it, simply does not  and serious reporters ask lt.
in overall union density — the percentage of the ast week’s piece by ey cpiion “f:;l“'fme]‘il !:::'lu- . “‘:awazdm:ke socialist pro- whl;: he"“ﬁfthhe.a";::f}m
workforce in trade unions — in the period between Stephen Castle, “Fake BEIE TCHIIE e POswn g s cip fo organise . this case is: thooe in Shefficld

] T aho > enemies. Since charges like the left in the trade unions and  who are attempting to expel
1984 (the time of the last survey) and 1990. In d‘;“‘f;: e 3" _;," "“E " this tend to stick, all ideas the Labour Party. Ballot-rig- ten alleged Socialist Organiser

The survey also reports that shop stewards posts Oc to{b:r 1992), defied :Ii the about “innocent until proven ging to oust Bhunkett and supporters there. Did Castle
are more likely to remain unfilled, but this, again, riles of j aalistic Tabe doal. guilty” are thus stood on their  others — aside from the demo-  see the fake ballots?
is no more than a statement of the obvious: these ing. gﬂd And Oil;r this is done — crafic rights and wrongs :{sit _ Finally, David Blunkett’s
davs. a stewards’ card is widelv recarded as some- 3 § ocialist Organiser is charged, — could not serve our goals. idea that Socialist Organiser

i s yIes Citing the unsubstantiated convicted, and subjected to We would have to be naive to rigs ballots because we can’t
thing akin to a one-way ticket to the dole queue, opinion of unnamed “Labour  gyypkett’s pseudo-magisterial  think it would speed up the win the argument with ex-
whereas in the *70s it could be a highly-prized entré |  Party workers in Sheffield”,  pontification in the pagesof revival of the left, idiots not to  socialists like himself is as daft
to a world of time off the job, company freebies etc. that David Blunkett has been the Independent on Sunday —  know it might lead to scandal as the rest of the concoction.

What is much more interesting is that the report “targetted” by Socialist without us having been invited  and hinder that revival, and Overawed by Thatcher,
also points out the limits of the Tories’ anti-union 0'3""'33:' ({’1“13”““ for even to offer a straight fools to think enough ballots Labour’s leaders have, in pur-
offensive: }Wnr!:ers leert_y),. Castle “guilty” or “not guilty” plea to  could be faked to unseat suit of office, spent a decade

o The PRI oht i 4 ; implies that Socialist the charges! Neither Castle nor Blunkett, who came secondin  purging and cudgelling the

T G S & slig SRR T e—— Organiser is responsible for the  gpyone else connected with the  the poll. Labour Party into the chilled
density over the ?Hﬂ_}' ,8_053 :suggestmg tha!: the _d""e “faked b"ﬂf’t papffrs” Labour  1udopendent on Sunday con- Even more absurd is the blue understudy of 1980s
to ensure non-unionisation in ‘greenfield sites’ is tl_’zl'nt‘!; ﬂgzt:ﬂls claim ﬁ!‘ t tacted Socialist Organiser to motive attributed to us. We Toryism we saw at Blackpool.
losing its effect; found when counting the votes  fing out what we had to say backed the Campaign Group And what has happened? All

« One part of the survey says that only 3 per cent in this year’s Labour Party about it. NEC slate, but in terms of the  the old capitalist hmacies —

' R National Executive Committee Weh jooed bal- id : Id slum :
of workplaces de-recognised unions in the late *80s it e have not rigged any ideas we exist to promote we world slump, economic catas-
3 A ciections. lots. We have not “targetted”  are scarcely less at odds with trophe in Britain, nightmare
So much for the unstoppable tide of de-recognition; David Blunkett is then quot-  David Blunkett: to us he is just  the Campaign Group than with growth of European fascism,

" _Desplte a considerable drop in the number of ed sounding off about one — and not the most Blunkett, on Europe for the re-emergence of sharp
strikes between 1984 and 1990, the number of “particular groups” — though  obnoxious — of the ex-social-  instance. Yet we rig ballots to  national antagonisms within
“active disputes” — i.e. industrial action short of only one group is mentioned — ists on Labour’s NEC. help the Campaign Group Europe — start to erupt again!
striking — actually increased; who use “these disgraceful, We are completely opposed NEC slate? Three lost elections, and now

» The public sector is now the main bastion of unconstitutional and undemo- to ballot-rigging on principle. When “obvious fakes” are a hﬁ-&lﬂﬂd p:tl_rty Eftteﬂﬂl:y

its ers to face the condi-
trade unionism. Such workplaces are more likely to a ]-

tions of the 1990s! Arguments?
be l‘::‘"“'f"l‘*’da *’“"e::]i by national bargaining, and Ge 4 th e TO ries ou t.’ Witch-hunts, expulsions and
to be involved in strike action. frame-ups are the arguments

Perhaps the most significant development is the on the Labour leaders are non- and its policies. these disappointed political
growth in influence of fulltime officials: workplaces From pdage 3 sense. To demand “a Labour That means the Left will have to insolvents must rely on against
where the union is represented directly through a contracting-out, and against the ~ VErnment with a socialist pro- start the campaign against the g::ﬂ:?:ﬁ: &f;smm
fulltime official have increased from 8 to 14 per freeze they are likely to put on RENNG RRIB0G O N6 Wt 20Ie% IR LI IS Mot in 4G ey g

= 8 does, is like demanding that a condition right now. But even at example of the “arguments” of
cent. The authors say: “In 1990 three-quarters of public-sector pay — then we can TS R David Blunkett and his friends!
senior manual representatives reported meeting a SaCtibme 1He gaveca i wmﬂing_;ass 5E|?_?ih'm“u“. the ;2: E:La:ljf'::; SL::;: P;:Ei EIE: '10 Watching Kinnock, Beckett,
paid official in the 12 months prior to interview and either it loses its parliamentary ok ition o W ieslavary nol Sobanae o e Blunkett and others under the

2 " majority through splits or its rul- inflict important defeats on the :
for non-manuals these kind of meetings had ! Icl : g e stirs fE" Gk state tyranny — cannot be intro-  astorm — on keeping Labour's TV lights at Blackpool — ex-
o S ""d | = i - - Il ]
increased from 57 to 69 per cent between 1984 and shgﬂuld call an election to restore ~ duced by parliamentary reform, trade union link, on c‘utting mili- Sm:lallsts.wl.w betraj{'efl
1990. : : not even by a Labour Party much : “W“_c“““l'-tlms P“l_lncﬂl}'
credible authority. SSSh L tary spending, and on other gutting themselves, in pursuit

Agamst, this hﬁ!rl-lly comes as a great surprise: y That all seems a long way off ::{1:;;" {’Ef E::T E':L:EBE:W?:;];“ Issues. The Leeds Conference this of office, yet failed to win it —
rank and file activity independent of the officials now. Itis a long way off. Butthe iund:mental et ool s WliRe, and the newly-farmad I was remirided of an old Irish
(or “do-it-yourself reformism” as Tony CLff used battles on hospital closures, con- carloxis 16k 4 Y Socialist Network linked to the proverb: “Woe to him who
to call it) depends upon a high level of self-confi- tracting-out, and public-sector Howeuat ;WEH & Haht g Campaign Group of MPs, signal does evil, and is poor after it”.

dence and militancy — commodities that are in
rather short supply just at the moment.

Overall, the picture painted by the WIRS is grim.
But it is not as grim as a lot of people — on both
right and left — paint it.

Trade unions may be down but they are still far
from out. They remain a barrier to rampant
exploitation. Even the FT has to admit that
“employees in unionised workplaces are two and a
half times less likely (than non-unionised) to be dis-
missed. They are also less likely to be low-paid”.
Yet another statement of the obvious, I suppose.

pay are immediate! The only alter-

native to fighting back is abject
surrender. The labour movement
has to fight those battles, and we
should fight to win. To think that
victory is certain would be idiotic;
to fear even to envisage and aim
for victory is to admit defeat in
advance.

The whele Tory gang should go!
The labour movement should
demand of the Labour and trade
union leaders that they raise that
cry now, and campaign for it.

Sometimes “radical” demands

social-democratic Labour Party
can campaign against the Tories,
just as right-wing union leaders
can call strikes.

Britain's right-wing Labour
leaders are an exceptionally fee-
ble and crawling example of the
species. John Smith chooses not
to campaign; but even he could
bhe farced into different choices.
And, probabhly, rousing the Labour
Party for active campaigning
even on its miserable current
policies will be the first step
towards reviving its membership

some revival of the Labour Left.

Every big campaign starts with
an “unrealistic” minority boldly
spelling out what needs to he
done and launching the idea. By
launching the idea, the minority
gathers round it the people who
want to fight and transforms them
from scattered, frustrated individ-
uals into a force for change. It
becomes a bigger minority, and
makes the idea more than just an
idea. Now is the time to start.

Labour must fight! Get the
Tories out!




Sheffield NALGO workers lobby 1984 Labour Party conference. The AWL has consistently sided with the workers
against “their” council. Photo: John Smith

Sheffield

Councillors’ hacklash
central to witch-hunt

Wendy Robson, a
Sheffield activist
expelied from the
Labour Party for
association with
Socialist Organiser,
spoke at the Campaign
Against the Witch-hunt
meeting at Labour
Party conference.

1s setting important

precedents. I am the first
person in the country to be
expelled from the Labour
Party for association with
Socialist Organiser.

Militant were dismissed as
a special case, but the witch-
hunt is no longer simply
about Militant. Many social-
ists are being vilified and
smeared.

Two years ago the Labour
Party National Executive
banned Socialist Organiser
after a phoney investigation
during which the editorial
team were never informed of
the charges against the news-
paper or given a chance to
defend themselves.

The first signs of a witch-
hunt in Sheffield came early
last year, in Brightside con-

The Sheffield witch-hunt

stituency. Nof Ttofias was
prevented from transferring
into  Brightside from
Sheffield Central because of
his alleged association with
Socialist Organiser. The ini-
tiative came from Sheffield
council leader Clive Betts:
Nof was prevented from
attending ward meetings,
although he was not formally
suspended and had no
chance to speak in his own
defence.

“A backlash from
Sheffield Labour
councillors against
opposition from
the left has been
central to the
witch-hunt.”

A few months later, in June
1991, a meeting of Sheffield
Central constituency voted
to launch an investigation
into “the activities of
Socialist Organiser”. A back-
lash from Sheffield Labour
councillors against opposi-
tion from the left — over the
poll tax, the World Student
Games and cuts — has been
central to the witch-hunt.

The witch-hunt does not
have the support of Labour
Party activists in Central

constituency, or in other
Sheffield constituencies,
nearly all of which have
passed motions against if.

All the members of Central
constituency were invited to
give evidence against
Socialist Organiser. Just four
did. The vast bulk of the evi-
dence was provided by one
person, Richard Baker, from
student politics. Richard
Baker began his political
carcer by being elected as an
official of Sheffield
University Student Union on
an “independent” slate. On
the Labour slate against
which he ran was Ruth
Cockroft, one of the people
whom he is now trying to
expel!

15 people were named as
associated with Socialist
Organiser. The main charges
were writing for and selling
Socialist Organiser, but other
“crimes” included:

* Being a delegate to the
GC from a particular ward;

« Sitting next to certain
people in ward meetings, or
voting for the same resolu-
tions, or living in the same
house;

» Standing in student union
elections as Labour candi-
dates four years ago!

* Being seen with a known
Socialist Organiser supporter
canvassing for the official

Labour candidate in the
Walton by-election!

Five cases were withdrawn
before getting to the NCC.
Five cases have been heard
to date. One person has been
acquitted, and two more
cases have been withdrawn,
but Chris Croome and I have
been expelled from the Party,
solely on the basis that we
have sold Socialist Organiser.
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“Those expelled
aim to convince
others who are
appalled by what's
going on to stay in
the Labour Party,
and fight.”

We are continuing the cam-
paign for the five people
whose cases have yet to be
heard, and against the witch-
hunt more generally. It is
difficult to fight the witch-
hunt in the current climate in
the Labour Party, but we
have to resist demoralisation
and defeatism. Those of us
who have been expelled will
be arguing to convince oth-
ers who are appalled by
what’s going on to stay in, or
to join the Labour Party, and
fight.

Organising

the left

CONFERENCE OF

THE LEFT

By Tony Benn

he Socialist
Conference that
meets again in
Chesterfield on 17
October will be the most
important that has ever
been held.

For that day socialists
— from inside and out-
side the Labour Party —
will be able to discuss the
actual situation that con-
fronts us here 1n Britain,
in Europe and world-
wide. And we shall be
doing so at a time when
the political debate in
this country has gone
completely dead.

The two front-benches
— and the Liberals —
are now virtually united
in their support for
NATO; for nuclear
weapons and a huge
arms budget; for a feder-
al Europe; for market
forces; for the war in
Ireland; for further mili-
tary action against Iraq;
and for legal restraints
on trade unionism.

Anyone who disagrees
with any of this hard
centre-right analysis has
been denounced,
marginalised and 1solat-
ed by the media over the
last decade in the hope
that all opposition can
be silenced, and many
good socialists have been
expelled from the party.

The coliapse of the
Soviet Union and the
communist regimes in

Europe, the end of the
cold war and the emer-
gence of a ‘New World
Order’ run from
Washington, have been
used to justify the burial
of all forms of socialism
and of a politically active
trade-union movement.

But at the moment
when capitalism has
apparently achieved its
greatest victory, the
prospects for working
people are far worse
than they have been
since the slump in the
"thirties. There is mass
unemployment, home-
lessness and poverty,
civil liberties and demo-
cratic rights have been
trampled on, right-wing
nationalism, racism and
fascism are on the
increase and the future
of the planet itself is in
question.

It 1s against this back-
ground that socialists of
all kinds must gather to
decide how best to work
together, free of all sec-
tarianism and in a
positive spirit.

The audience for what
we have to say is proba-
bly greater than at any
time since 1945 just
when the ‘official instru-
ments’ of the labour and
socialist movement seem
— at least temporarily
— to have given up the
struggle. This is why we
must meet now to share
our experiences and plan
our campaigns over the
next months and years.

Conference

of the Left

Winding Wheel,
Chesterfield, Derbyshire
Saturday 17 October”

10am - 5.30pm

Registration fee £2 unwaged; £6
low/average waged; £12 high waged;
£20 organisations/delegates

For further details/to register contact:
Conference of the Left, c/o Coventry
Trades Council, Unit 15, The Arches,

Spon End, Coventry CV1 3J0Q.
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It's okay Peter, it's not a left campaign

Tales from this year’s national
convention for grey suits and
power dressing, formerly
known as Labour Party confer-
ence.

ollowing Tuesday’s
F debate on the Party's

financial crisis, a clos-
er reading of the accounts
yields some interesting
information. The Sheffield
pre-poll victory rally cost
£100,000. That is trifling
compared to the cost of
implementing the national
membership scheme
between 1988 and 1991:
remember, the one that
was going to open the
floodgates of new mem-
bers and contributed to
the Party losing a third of
its members. That cost
£1,338,000. Never mind,
surely Labour’s fund rais-
ing efforts must have cov-
ered this - all those adverts
in the Guardian with Neil
Kinnock threatening to go
on TV unless you give 25
quid, and £500 a head din-
ners for rich and socially
responsible celebs. Well,
fundraising did make
£2,401,000 between 1986
and 1991. The only prob-
lem is it cost £1,533,000. If
it weren't for the Tories
these people might look
incompetent.

f you wanted to know that

the ghost of socialism still

stalks in even the murkiest
comers of conference, you
could have to gone to the LCC
fringe meeting, where golden
boy Tony Blair was speaking
about his vision for the nineties
- greed is good as long as you
are part of the community, self
interest is the true path. This
was a little to much even for
the hardened careerists of the
LCC, who bhooed Blair down.

eeing as Europe was

the issue of the week,

it was all off to the
“No to Maastricht” meet-
ing. In the chair was Red-
mond O’Neill, of Socialist
Action. At the back were
some Campaign Group
people putting up their
banner. Sorry, says Red-
mond, you can’t put that
up in here, this isn’t a left
wing meeting. The Cam-
paign Groupies duly
obliged and took their ban-
ner down, leaving Red-
mond free to call Peter
Shore to speak, an old
hard line right-winger and
the only Labour Party
member to be in the
Bruges Group. Redmond
was seen clapping enthu-
siastically at the end of
Shore’s speech.

last volume of Toay Benn's

Elsewharu in the world the
dairies were published this

Grey suits with
holes in the pockets

week, and contain this interest-
ing little interchange between
Benn and Joe Slovo, the long
time leader of the South African
Communist Party, renowned for
its slavish adherence to the
Stalin line. Stalin and Mao have
done a disservice to socialism
said one, but the other found
this a rather harsh judgement.
Who was defending Stalin, the
leader of the SACP or Benn?
Answers on a postcard to the
“Tony Benn has a big problem
with Stalinism” competition -
first prize a signed copy of
Benn's 1986 letter to Gor-
bachev asking him to bring
world peace. Second prize, two
copies...

anic has hit the offices
Pof Sacialist Outlook,

where a computer
virus has infected their
desk top publishing sys-
tem. “It's terrible” said a
spokesperson, “the way
the paper looks has com-
pletely changed. We've
tried to change it back but
we just can’t find the
source of the problem. The
effect of the virus is to
introduce really bad jokes
and terrible journalistic
cliches into the paper.
Look at the front page It's
got a picture of Lamont
with a bubble coming out
of his mouth saying ‘thank
God there’s no
opposition’. It's like Pri-
vate Eye on a bad day.
Weird articles are cropping
up all through the paper: |
know we’ve always had
this problem but it's get-
ting worse. And the cap-
tions under the,
photographs - it's like pub-
lic school boy humour, like
under Rodney Bickerstaffe
it says ‘Buddy Holly look
alike’. We've spent years
getting the paper really
non-descript. Now this
happens. It's tragic. |think
| might well quit politics
and set up a vegetarian
catering co-operative.” The
virus, which has been
christened “Osler”, is
believed to have originate
on a discarded floppy disc
found in the socialist
office. Our environmental
health advisers say not to
worry if you see a copy of
Outlook, it's almost cer-
tainly harmless.

ou'll wish that you'd given
Ythat 25 quid to Labour

Party and canvassed that
little bit harder - now that he
has more free time on his
hands Neil Kinnock has taken
to jobbing around. He is to pre-
sent the Jimmy Young show for
a week in November, but if
John Smith receives enough
money in donations to ease
Labour’s finacial crisis he'll call
Kinnock off. Meanwhile Jimmy
Young will see how many
socialst principles he can sell
out in a week.

GRAFFITI

How strange
the change...

_PRESS GANG_

By Jim Denham

ow strange the change...
HSurely, the world 1s

turned upside down.
The Financial Times, the
Sunday Times and the Daily
Telegraph are calling for
Norman Lamont’s resigna-
tion and even hinting that
John Major ought to follow
him. The Daily Mail and the
Sun are now more or less
anti-government publica-
tions.

The Sun’s anti-government
tirades are mitigated only by
the egregious Ken Living-
stone, who steadfastly refus-
es to use his column to attack
the Tories, preferring instead
to target John Smith and the
Labour leadership.

The Sun’s opportunism has
always made it, a somewhat
fickle friend of the Tories,
ready to jump on any pop-
ulist bandwagon (even the
SNP’s north of the border).
The Daily Telegraph’s hostil-

ity must be more worrying
for Messrs Major and Lam-
ont. Last week, this semi-
official organ of Home
Counties Conservatisn thun-
dered: “The antics of the
Chancellor of the Exchequer
in his efforts to cling to office
have provided one of the
most distasteful spectacles of
the past fortnight”, adding
that Lamont was plausible
only “as a Vicar of Bray”.
Telegraph Deputy Editor
Charles Moore suggested
that Mr Major is “what
American psychologists call
‘in denial’. He has not admit-
ted to himself the extent of
the disaster that has taken
place and so he blames for-
eigners and shoots messen-
gers’ .

So now we know: we’re
ruled by a bunch of incompe-
tents who would probably
fail GCSE Economics and
wouldn’t know how to run a
whelk stall. What a pity that
the Telegraph, Mail, Sun etc
didn’t tell us all back in

April.
It seems to be generally
accepted the “quality”

broadsheets are now out to
“get” poor old Lamont in a
sort of up-market re-run of
the tabloids’ campaign
against David Mellor. As
Simon Hoggart noted in he
Observer, this may, paradox-
ically, save Lamont for the
time being: “He (Major) has
no wish to see Lamont

become the broadsheet ver-
sion of Mellor, a victim of
Max Hastings instead of
Kelvin McKenzie, and may
well wish to cling onto him if
only to prove that the Cabi-
net is chosen in Downing
Street, not at Brook’s Club
or the Beefsteak”. To be
honest, I'm not entirely sure
what Brook’s Club or the

“So now we know:
we're ruled by a
bunch of
incompetents. What
a pity that the
Telegraph, Mail,
Sun etc didn’t tell
us all back in
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Beefsteak actually are, but I
take the general point.

ave you noticed the
Hremarkable physical

resemblance between
Norman Lamont and TV’s
Grandpa Munster? I'm sure I
saw a postcard featureing the
two side by side, pointing out
that both “suck your blood”.
This was some time ago and
the comparison doesn’t seem
to have caught the popular
imagination. Yet. I offer it to

Kelvin MacKenzie, free of
charge.

On the subject of Mr
MacKenzie and his esteemed
publication, you may have
missed the astonishing pre-
diction featured on the front
page of last Friday’s edition:
apparently, the “uncannily
accurate 16th century
astrologer Nostradamus”™
predicted the return to power
of Margaret Thatcher.

Tad Mann, 48, found the
forecast as he studied the
work of the great seer, who
also predicted the Second
World War, the rise of Sad-
dam Hussein and AIDS

Nostradamus said: “More
than ever her will to reign
will be triumphant. The
Lady, furious in an adulter-
ous rage, will conspire

- against her prince but not
speak to him.”

Well, that is pretty clear,
isn’t it? Major may as well
pack his bags now by the
looks of it. Mind you, I've
been doing by own research
into Nostradamus and I can
now reveal another little-
known passage that might
suggest a somewhat different
turn of events: “man in a suit
of grey, wearing eye-pieces,
will become greatly unpopu-
lar and the people shall turn
upon him. In a trial of
strength, he will be defeated
by another man in grey, from
the North. But the people
will not notice any great
change”. What can it possi-
bly mean?

Sex, lies ana

ticker-tape

WOMEN'S

EYE

By Rebecca Van
Homen

his month’s Vanity Fair
I has some preview pic-

tures of Madonna’s
new book, “Sex”. They show
Madonna in baby doll night-
ies, cuddling teddy bears, and
shots of her with pigtails,
frolicking in a playground.

The latest image of her as a
child makes me feel uncom-
fortable. She is pandering to
the worst male fantasy and
the fact that she is in control
of producing the images
makes no difference. She has
also come out with some
stupid one-liners such as, “I
love my pussy. I think it’s a
complete summation of my
life.”

However, Madonna deals
with self-promotion not poli-
tics, she has to change her
image to keep in the public
eye.

I like Madonna. I think she

is a powerful image of a
woman in control of her sexu-
ality - well the image is at
least. But feminist she isn’t.

The latest statements in her
book about her, being “out to
open the (peoples’) minds and
get them to see sexuality in
another way, their own and
others...” is drivel.

The hype surrounding
“Sex” is enormous. The book
cover is to be made of alu-
minum and covered in a
Myler bag because, “We
wanted there to be an act of
entering” according to her
hype manager.

Madonna has to keep main-
taining her image to keep
coining in the dollars.

She is not driven by the
desire to liberate people but
to make money.

I think she could have an
enormous impact on issues
such as lesbian and gay rights
if she had come out with some
political statements about
lesbian and gay oppression;
instead she toys with the
bisexual image to develop her
image as being a bit risque.

The motive behind the book
is clear; “Sex” will be the
biggest international launch

of a book ever. On 21 Octo-
ber, 750,000 copies will go on
sale simultaneously in Japan,
Great Britian, France, Ger-
many and the US.

The book retails for $50 a
copy, so the profit from the
first printing alone could run
up to $20 million.

2 million copies of her
album “Erotica” will be
released at the same time
(which you’re supposed to lis-

E

Just apload of hype

ten to while looking at the
book).

When the book was being
printed, instead of the stan-
dard 5000 an hour a new
press was built to print
25,000 an hour. As a result,
instead of 6 months the book
took just 15 days to produce.
Madonna is super rich and is
set to become even richer.
Need I say more?
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Strikers and demonstrators against cuts programme

Italian workers fight back

By Katrina Faccenda

fter 10 years, mass strikes
are back in the industrial
factories in the north of
ltaly!

After 10 years of virtual
silence the FIAT workers of
Turin have taken to the
streets. The workers of the
hundreds of factories of the
industrial area of Mirafiori
have joined the national
protest against Socialist Prime
Minister Giuliano Amato’s cuts
programme.

FIAT is the heart of Italian
industry and its workers have
enormous power. Their soli-
darity has huge significance for
the hundreds of thousands of
striking workers throughout
the rest of ltaly.

Tens of thousands of workers
are demonstrating every day in
Italy’s cities. 200,000 pension-
ers marched in Rome to
protest against the cuts in
state pensions, one of Amato’s
target areas.

Last Friday, 2 October, there
were general strikes in eight
regions, including Lazio. The
strike in Lazio centred on a
demonstration of 400,000 in
Rome which ended in workers

confronting the riot pollce.

Another week of action has
been planned, involving work-
ers from all sectors, but con-
centrating particularly on
workers in the transport sec-
tor. Bruno Trentin, leader of
the union federation CGIL,
admitted last week that a gen-
eral strike was inevitable. CGIL
is now calling for a general
strike. Trentin is feeling the
heat. He was pelted with eggs,
tomatoes and coins when he
addressed 100,000 demonstra-
tors in Florence two weeks
ago.

The backdrop to the Amato-
led attacks is the crisis of Ital-
ian capitalism. Interest rates
rose to 15% early in Septem-
ber. Later in the month the lira
was devalued in the first major
realignment inside the ERM
since 1987.

Amato called for special pow-
ers to deal with the crisis. But
the markets were not
impressed. On 17 September
the lira was suspended from
the ERM. That day Amato
announced the cuts package.

ltaly’s three main union fed-
erations responded with a
series of regional general
strikes. The workers’ action is
putting Amato’s coalition gov-

Strikers confront scabs in Rome

ernment under pressure.
Amato only has a slender
majority.

However, not only the union
militants and the left are
mobilising. The reactionary
Northern Leagues, led by Sen-
ator Umberto Bossi, are also
opposing the government.

Defend the Piccadilly Four!

Sacked guards speak out

In August four rail guards at Manchester Piccadilly were sacked for
standing up against a management that continuously broke
agreements. Immediately the guards staged a 24 hour stoppage. A
ballot in favour of strike action was held but a judge ruled that it
would now be illegal for the guards union, the RMT, to take any action,
in defence of the four, or even ballot for it.

Paul Walker and Tony Crowther, two of the sacked four, spoke to

Socialist Organiser.

e are trying for a Special Gen-
eral Meeting of the union to
discuss the sackings and the
new machinery of negotiation that has
just been signed by the union. All four
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of us are travelling around to meetings
arguing for it.

We want the machinery changed,
and we also want to look at the ques-
tion of breaking the law. We believe

Last time, 1989, the strike to defend the machinery of negotiation
which the union leadership has just given up
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the union should be prepared to defy
the law because the courts have made
it clear that we can’t be re-instated
within the law. After taking such a
decision the union would have to have
a campaign, leading up to a ballot. In
the present climate with the anti-trade
union laws, resistance is the only way
forward. |
We are going to hold a rally in
Manchester, as part of the campaign.
There are lots of things that other
branches don’t know about. For
example in Nottingham, Train Inspec-
tors boarding trains to check up on the
guards. In Network South East, a
computer set up to issue rosters rather
than letting the LDC (stewards’ com-
mittee) deal with them as usual. In

Ashford, Kent, the guards told that if

they didn’t agree they would follow
the Manchester four. In Sheffield, part
time cleaners’ jobs have replaced four
full time jobs.

We see the rally as railworkers at
ground floor level being able to meet,
get to know each other and start a sys-
tem of regular contact, so that nobody

ever feels isolated as we did at Pic- -

cadilly during our three week strike m
1990,

And the leadership? Where is it?
They are tied up by the laws. For
example, the Executive Committee
decided not to circulate branches
about our situation.

This was based on an argument that
to do so could leave the union open to
legal action. This 1s 1992 not 1892, but
still the union can’t tell branches what
is going on! If we comply with the law
we don’t have a chance. If we don’t
break the law we have no future as a
union, as an Insurance Club with ben-
efits. The law has now taken away the

Their appeal rests on anti-
Southern sentiment in the
more industrialised north.
Bossi has promised a tax strike
against the government’s eco-

“nomic policy.

The workers have shown
their willingness to take action
to stop Amato from pushing

right to strike.

In our case we called the action off
and went through the process of com-
plying with the law to hold a ballot
which we won two to one only for the
law courts to step in again to rule the
strike illegal.

Legally the union cannot take action
to defend representatives. And if you
can’t defend the reps then what is the
‘point of having a union? Strike action
is fundamental to a trade union, with-
out it you’re just a knitting club.

We were sacked because of a long

“Privatisation is the major
problem. The Tories want
fo make BR an attractive
buy, and it won't be until
the unions are made
ineffective. The unions have
accepted privatisation to all
intents and purposes.”

history of being a well organised

workplace. We had come out for

GCHQ and the miners. We had ballot-
ed and struck on local and national
agreements and for re-instatements on
unfair dismissals. In the 1990 strike
management had imposed new rosters.
We refused them for two days until
they sent a guard home and so we all
walked out.

After another two days the union
balloted us, while we were still out.

Management eventually made a one-
off payment to each individual to help
alleviate hardship suffered while on
strike as part of the settlement.

To us the sacking is clearly an
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through his cuts and the lead- |

ers are having to move with

them:. Italian workers are set-
ting an example for workers
throughout the rest of Europe

of how to deal with a govern-
ment when it tries to make the
workers pay for its own mis-
takes.

attempt to weaken the union in the
run up to privatisation. Already in a
number of places stewards have been
told that if they don’t comply they will
get the same treatment as Manchester
Piccadilly. Management are trying to
create an atmosphere of fear where
workers are too frightened to take any
form of action to defend agreements.

This can’t be seen in isolation and
has to be linked with the imposition of
the new Machinery of Negotiation.
Yes, -ve know the union agreed and
signed it. But BR gave a final date for
acceptance and the union rolled over.
You could call it imposition by agree-
ment if you want.

We have found that all grades of the
union, and members of other unions
are horrified at what has happened to
the Manchester Four, and feel that the
unions should be encouraging action
on a national basis to protect reps in
the future.

Privatisation is the major problem.
The Tories want to make _BR an
attractive buy, and it won’t be until
the unions are made ineffective. The
unions have accepted privatisation to
all intents and purposes. There 1s no
campaign. They are diverting atien-
tion into a Better Rail Campaign to
win public opinion, but that won’t
stop privatisation.

The union is concerned with protect-
ing the funds from sequestrates rather
than protecting the members who give
the funds.

The union should use us as the focal
point of a campaign to:

1. get our jobs back;

2 defend all conditions of service
under threat from the imposition of
the new Machinery;

3. go on to fight privatisation.



By Colin Waugh, Secretary
NATFHE General Education
Section

he Tory government elected in

1979 took over an education

system whose progressive
aspects had already been under
attack for three years by their
Labour predecessors. Both by mea-
sures aimed directly at that system,
and through their general assault on
public services, they have kept up
and sharpened that attack. At the
same time they have tried, more or
less consistently, to build up a new
sort of system within the ruins of the
old. Their particular methods of
attack, and the shape of that new
system, reflect the relation of the
leading group of Tories to different
sections of their class and to others
whose support they want.

The Tory party has been led for
the whole period by a group which
normally acts on behalf of large-
scale finance capital — the City, if
you like — and which therefore acts
sometimes against the immediate
interests of other sections of their
class, for example industrial
employers. To win elections and
more generally to mobilise ‘public
opinion’ behind it, this group has
also built a mass base, In particular
amongst small capitalists in the ser-

“Their strategy is to use
the full powers of the
state bureaucracy fto dis-
rupt and then forcibly
deregulate the state sys-
tem — all, of course, in the
cause of initiative, free’
competition and choice —
while also giving still
more handouts to the pri-
vate sector”

vice sector, people who’ve recently
become self-employed, and some
better-off skilled workers — that is,
again, amongst groups who don’t
always want the same thing as big
capital.

To use education policy as a
weapon on behalf of finance capital,
then, the leading group of Tories
have had to manoeuvre between
these different constituencies. They
have done this by weaving their pol-
icy from three distinct strands —
modernisation, back to basics, and
consumer choice — each of which
they can push to the front when it’s
needed. These are sets of ideas,
worked out by think-tanks, tested
by Public Relations Consultants and
pushed by the media; but they are
also real changes imposed on the
education system by Act of Parlia-
ment and/or by control of the purse

The Tories want to build a new education system on the ruins of the old

strings. (We shall see that, in terms
of such real changes, one strand is
stronger than the others.)

irst, ‘modernisation’. Through-

out the period, people speaking

for UK-based industrial capital
have urged the Government to make
the education system turn out keen-
er, more technically qualified work-
ers. Sometimes it has responded, for
example by setting up the Technical
and Vocational Education Initiative
in secondary schools and FE col-
leges, by launching City Technology
Colleges, or by saying that informa-
tion technology must be part of a
common core of learning for 16-19
year olds.

But actually the Tories haven’t
done much about this. It’s true that
since 1979 teaching methods derived
from industrial training (the so
called ‘skills ethos’) have spread
through the education system, and
that the National Council for Voca-
tional Qualifications (set up in 1986)
may eventually be used to align the
whole qualifications system (ie in
schools and universities as well as
Further Education with what

‘industry’ wants. But these develop-
ments are not direct results of gov-
ernment policy; and in some ways
that policy has gone in the opposite
direction, for example, the scrap-
ping of the Industrial Training
Boards or the recent reorganisation
of the Department for Education so
that different ministers deal with A
levels and ‘vocational’ qualifica-
tions.

In fact, although the Tories’
rhetoric about linking education to
‘the world of work’ is a partly
tokenistic concession to ‘industry’, it
has also been aimed at other targets
altogether. First, it helped soften up
‘public opinion’ for attacks on pro-
gressivist aspects of school curricula,
by suggesting that children were
being turned against going into
industrial jobs. Secondly, it formed
part of a broader strategy for man-
aging the mass unemployment the
Tories themselves had brought into
being.

They needed to (a) camouflage the
causes of unemployment; (b) help to
hide the real numbers out of work;
(c) reassure their supporters, espe-
cially after the 1981 riots, that

unemployed people’s anger was
being diverted into safe channels;
and (d) intimidate the unemployed
themselves. The strategy they chose
was to blame unemployment on a
lack of skills in the workforce, due
partly to the wrong sort of educa-
tion, and then to build the MSC into
a huge agency, accountable only to
then, for forcing unemployed people
into ‘training’ schemes such as TS
and ET. It’s true that in the process
the MSC was empowered to inter-
vene in education, for example when
it was given control of 25% of the
funding for Work Related Non
Advanced Further Education. But
the fact that they could wind it
down when unemployment tem-
porarily dipped In the mid-’80s, and
then replace it by the cash-starved
system of Training and Enterprise
Councils, shows that it was never
part of any systematic drive to mod-
ernise ‘vocational’ education and
training.

econdly, ‘back to basics’ or
‘standards’. Here too there is a
big discrepancy between what
the Tories’claim to be doing and

what they’ve actually done.
time the gutter press announces
progressivist teaching methods
politically motivated teachers
Labour councils’ anti-discrim
tion policies, are depriving child
of the “Three Rs”, the Torie
government promise to restore
ditional ‘standards’; and in
much of the 1986 Education
was about outlawing ‘political in
ence in the classroom’, while S
dard Assessment Tests for se
year olds, especially if linked to
fornfance-related pay, may v
‘encourage’ schools to drill child
in basic skills.

However, it’s obvious from t
spending cuts that the Tories |
never had the slightest intentios
improving basic education for
mass of children, in its traditic
form or any other. In fact the ur
lying aim of the whole moral ps
about ‘basics’ is to latch o
authoritarian elements in work
class consciousness and build th
up to a point where they eat i
support for teachers and Lah
councils, thus weakening any st
gle they might try to lead ag:
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cuts before it starts. And the related
panic about falling ‘standards’, as
well as diverting attention from cuts,
also helps to divide the working
class by whipping up racism against
the black children whose presence is
lyingly claimed to hold whites back.

In other words, ‘back to basics’ is
less an educational doctrine, more a
weapon in the general assault on
public services, which in turn is part
of the broader strategy of driving
down working class living standards
and wages towards ‘Third World’
levels.

has been the biggest single ele-

ment in the Tories’ legislative
assault on education (for example,
most of the 1980 and 1988 Acts and
major aspects of the 1991 Further
Education Act). Their strategy is to
use the full powers of the state
bureaucracy to disrupt and then
forcibly deregulate the state system
— all, of course, in the cause of ini-
tiative, ‘free’ competition and choice
— while also giving still more hand-
outs to the private sector (as for
example in the Assisted Places

Thirdly, ‘consumer choice’. This

working class self-education

The left’s alternative to the
Tories must deal with their
themes of “modernisation”,
“basics” and “choice”.

irst, on ‘modernisation’: we must
Frecngnise that technological edu-

cation is something which many
working class people want and need
as individuals under capitalism, and
also something which the class as a
whole must acquire if it’s to take and
hold power. Therefore we should
demand valid technological educa-
tion, linked to employment, for all
who require it (including women,
denied it at present); but also, an end
to the creeping compulsion by which,
for example, adults are currently
forced into ‘training’ schemes and
unemployed school leavers into ‘voca-
tional’ education; and an end also to
the public school/Oxbridge strangle-
hold over humanistic learning exer-
cised via A levels, which is the real
factor that stops it being combined
with technical education.

econdly, on ‘back to basics’, we
should recognise that the pro-
oressivist metfiods used during
the ’60s and *70s, though valid in
some ways, were also both utopian
and authoritarian; utopian because
they were often just lifted out of
experimental schools in the private
sector (for example Summerhill), and
authoritarian in that they were often
imposed on working class pupils in
state schools without parents being
asked what they thought. We should
then recognise also that there are cer-
tain ‘basic skills’ — for example, not
only literacy and numeracy but also

of logical reasoning, of using your
memory and of the ability to organise
democratically for group decision-
making and action — which are
either not taught, or are taught in a
distorted form in isolation from one
another and/or from cultural, eco-
nomic, political and social issues.
Working people need these ‘skills’,
not just as individuals but also as a

“We should demandan
end to the public
school/Oxbridge
stranglehold over
humanistic learning
exercised via A levels,
which is the real factor
that stops it being
combined with technical
education.”

class. We should therefore demand
that these ‘skills’ be made available
to all, and should build amongst rank
and file teachers an organisation
which works within the system, for
example via the ‘curriculum develop-
ment’ sessions which teachers have to
go to now, and via the quality circles
which will certainly be set up, to
impose these elements across curricu-
Ia in all the main fields of education.

choice’, we need to recognise

Thirdly, in relation to ‘consumer
that many working people’s

experience of state education is of an
alienating, authoritarian system
which has humiliated them, classed
them as failures, punished them and
so on, and that the Tories’ rhetoric of
consumer choice and parent power
can seem to offer something better.
And it’s no good telling them that this
offer is bogus unless we can come for-
ward with a positive alternative of
our own which looks achievable
enough to be worth fighting for.
Clearly this alternative needs to be
centred round democratic, collective
control, counterposed to alienating
bureaucracy on the one hand and
individual consumerism on the other.

Given the narrowing of any space
for radical experiments within the
system itself, is there any way,
beyond the normal processes of pro-
paganda, patient persuasion etc, for
us to get this alternative across?

The only way appears to be to
develop on the Left some form of col-
lective working class self education
which is systematic and outward-
looking enough to become a model
for changes in the state system once
we can recover the strength to impose
them. Obviously there are countless
problems with such a project, but at
least our history provides lots of
examples which we could learn from.
A step in the right direction could be
to work towards establishing an
organisation which is concerned with
ideological struggle (including, there-
fore, all aspects of education) in
roughly the same way Labour Party
Socialists and the Socialist Move-
ment Trade Union Committee are
concerned with political and econom-

ic struggle respectively.

Scheme). Thus the 1988 Act
imposed the complicated, bureau-
cratic, time-consuming and expen-
sive National Curriculum on every
state school, ostensibly to ensure
that every child gets an equally
broad and balanced education. But
the actual effect must be to demor-
alise teachers still further and soften
them up to accept some of its other
provisions, such as ‘open enrolment’
(ie increasing the concentration of
better-off children in ‘successful’
schools), Local Management of
Schools, and the right of both sec-
ondary and primary schools to ‘opt
out’ of LEA control and become
‘grant maintained’ — all measures
guaranteed to maximise inequality.
Similarly, the FE Act deregulates
FE, tertiary and 6th form colleges
by taking them out of Local Educa-
tion Authority control. At the same
time, polytechnics, already turned
into ‘corporations’, can now call
themselves universities and award
their own degrees. These two mea-
sures create a free market right
across the whole field of education
beyond the legal school leaving age,
leading inevitably to takeovers, asset
stripping, loss of opportunity for

working class students, deteriorating
conditions of service and compulso-
ry redundancies for lecturers, plus
an ¢lite of vice chancellors, manage-
ment consultants and advertising
agents laughing all the way to the
bank.

This strand of Tory policy has pro-
duced far more real change than the
other two, because it relates more
directly to the leadership’s two main
constituencies. It strengthens their
mass base by offering those who are
still doing alright the chance to buy
‘quality’ education for themselves or
their children. And it meets the
requirements of finance capital
because an enlarged market in edu-
cation, especially once there is free
competition across the EC, will
open up new areas both for financial
services and for direct investment
(for example by media conglomer-
ates in textbook publishing and
video production).

Ithough the Tories’ approach
Ato education has been aggres-
sive and quite consistent, they
have often had to play off one set of
interests against another and have

sometimes come close to alienating

crucial areas of their support. So
there must have been many points
when we could have beaten them if
our so-called leaders had, for exam-
ple, supported teachers’ action on
pay, the HE student occupations
last year, or young people’s infor-
mal resistance to YTS. However, it’s
not good enough to blame the likes
of Straw, McAvoy etc for acting like
the class traitors we know them to
be, when the Left has not worked
out a conception of what's at stake
in education which 1s coherent
enough to be a guide to even its own
actions.

Such a conception must at the very
least engage with each of the three
strands of Tory policy. More specifi-
cally, because each strand starts
from something which broad sec-
tions of people really want and
need, we have to disentangle these
real needs from the distorted form in
which the Tories have given them
voice, and make those wants the
basis for a set of demands. This
would allow us to start holding the
Tories to their own rhetoric, thereby
exposing both their failure to deliver
and their real motives, and building
support for a valid alternative.

Pamplets
from AWL
and
Socialist
Organiser

Why Labour
lost
75p plus 18p

postage

collapsed
75p plus 18p
postage

. G
; : rganias!

o Soialist 018

e polities =

We Stand for
Workers' Liberty
£1.50 plus 34p
postage

All from
PO Box 823,
London SE15 4NA




- e

-

TR TR R e —— e o

o o  aneiaes o

Socialist Organiser No. 537 page 10

OUR HISTORY

“The whole force of organised labour should

In the years before the First World War, the working class of Dublin,
long degraded by savage exploitation, rose in revolt. Led by Jim
Larkin, they built the Irish Transport and General Workers’ Union,
taking the solidarity strike as their weapon.

Ne group of workers was left to fight in isolation. The full strength of

the organised working class backed every single section. Wages were

pushed up, conditions improved: working-class self-respect and
assertiveness rose so high that the whole ruling class decided on all-

out war against “Larkinism”.

They locked out the workers, relying on the weapon of starvation to
break the ITGWU and gangs of police thugs to break working-class
heads. The workers, T&G members and members of other unions
alike, stood by “Larkin”. The war dragged on for months.

Where Dublin asked for industrial action in solidarity, the British
labour movement sent money and good. Though rail workers in the
North West took action, they were sold out by the leaders of their
union, the NUR (now RMT). Rank and file militants in Britain called for
a general strike to back Dublin. In December 1913 a special TUC
conference rejected the call for solidarity action. Dublin was isolated.

The isolation of Dublin

he dramatic suddenness with
which the Dublin fight was thrust

upon public attention, the tragic
occurrences of the first few days —
working class martyrdom, the happy
coincidence of a Trade Union
Congress, the intervention of British
trade unionists to assert the right of
public meeting for Irish workers —
filling the gap in the ranks caused by
the jailing of Irish Trade Union lead-
ers — the brilliant inspiration of a
food ship, and last but not least the
splendid heroism of the Dublin men
and women showing out against the
background of the squalor and mis-
ery of their houses.

There are times in history when we
realise that it is easier to convert a
multitude than it ordinarily is to con-
vert an individual; when indeed ideas
seem to seize upon the masses as con-
tra-distinguished by ordinary times
when individuals slowly seize ideas.
The propagandist toils on for decades
in seeming failure and ignominy,

when suddenly some great event takes

The Dublin fighters received
their defeat, met their
Waterloo, at the London

t Conference of 9 December.

At that Conference the rep-
resentatives of organised
labour declared that they
would not counsel the use
of any kind of economic
force or industrial action in
support of the Dublin work-
ers, and immediately this
was known, the fight was
virtually lost. At the next
Peace Conference in Dublin
the employers would not
even look at the joint pro-
posals unanimously agreed
to by the representatives of
the British and Irish Trade
Unions. They knew that
they had nothing to fear, as
their opponents in the
labour camp had solemnly
promised not to hurt them.

place in accord with the principles he
has been advocating, and immediate-
ly he finds that the seed he has been
sowing is springing up in plants that
are covering the earth. To the idea of
working class unity, to the seed of
industri® solidarity, Dublin was the
great event that enabled it to seize the
minds of the masses, the germinating
force that gave power to the seed to
fructify and cover these islands.

[ say in all solemnity and serious-

-ness that 1n its attitude towards

Dublin the working class movement
of Great Britain reached its highest
point of moral grandeur — attained

. for a moment to a realisation of that

sublime unity towards which the best
in us must continually aspire, Could
that feeling but have been crystallised
into organic expression, could we but
have had real statesmen amongst us
who, recognising the wonderful leap
forward of our class, would have has-
tened to burn behind us the boats
that might make easy a retreat to the
old ground of isolation and division,

-could we have found labour leaders

capable enough to declare that now
that the working class had found its
collective soul it should hasten to
express itself as befitted that soul and
not be fettered by the rules, regula-
tions and codes of organisations con-

ceived in the olden outworn spirit of

sectional jealousies; could these
things have but been vouchsafed to
us, what a new world could now be
opening delightfully, upon the vision
of labour? Consider what Dublin
meant to you all! It meant that the
whole force of organised labour
should stand behind each unit of
organisation in each and all of its bat-
tles, that no company, battalion or
brigade should henceforth be allowed
to face the enemy alone, and that the
capitalist would be taught that when
he fought a union anywhere he must
be prepared to fight all unions every-
where.

For the first days and weeks of the
struggle, the working classes of Great
Britain attained to the height of
moral grandeur expressed in that
idea, all labour stood behind Dublin,
and Dublin rejoiced. Dublin suffered

Glass against

The Dublin strikers were parrt of a movement of working class revolt all over Europe including Britain:
in 1911 there was a national strike of transport workers. Here in Liverpool the army and police march

to their strike breaking duties

and agonised, but rejoiced that even
in its suffering it was the medium for
the apostolate of a rejuvenating idea.
How often have I heard the respon-
sive cheers to the question whether
they would be prepared to stand by

“The whole force of
organised labour
should stand behind
each unit alone, and
that the capitalist
would be taught that
when he fought a union
anywhere he must be
prepared to fight all
umions everywhere.”

others as these others had stood by
them!

And now? Dublin is isolated. We
asked our friends of the transport
trade unions to isolate the capitalist
class of Dublin, and we asked the
other unions to back them up. But
no, they said we would rather help
you by giving you funds. We argued
that a strike is an attempt to stop the
capitalist from carrying on his busi-
ness, that the success or failure of the
strike depends entirely upon the suc-
cess or non-success of the capitalist to

do without the strikers. If the capital-
ist is able to carry on his business
without the strikers, then the strike is
lost, even if the strikers receive more
in strike pay than they formerly did in
wages. We said that if scabs are work-
ing a ship and union men discharge in
another port the boat so loaded, then
those union men are strike breakers,
since they help the capitalist in ques-
tion to carry on his business. That if
union seamen man a boat discharged
by scabs, these union seamen or fire-
men are by the same reason strike-

breakers, as also are the railwaymen

or carters who assist in transporting
the goods handled by the scabs for
,the capitalist who is fighting his men
or women. In other words, we
appealed to the collective soul of the
workers against the collective hatred
of the capitalist,

We asked for no more than the logi-
cal development of that idea of work-
ing class unity, that the working class
of Britain should help us to prevent
the Dublin capitalists carrying on
their business without us. We asked
for the isolation of the capitalists of
Dublin, and for answer the leaders of
the British labour movement proceed-
ed calmly to isolate the working class
of Dublin. As an answer to those who
supported our request for the isola-
tion of Dublin we were told that a
much better plan would be to increase
the subsidies to enable us.to increase
strike pay. As soon as this argument
had served its purpose, the subsidies
fell off, and the “Dublin Fund” grew
smaller and smaller as if by a prear-

ranged plan. We had rejected the last
terms offered by the employers on the
strength of this talk of increased sup-
plies, and as soon as that last attempt
at settlement thus fell through, the
supplies gradually froze up instead of

“The propagandist toils
on for decades in
seeming failure and
ignominy, when
suddenly some great
event takes place and
he finds that the seed
he has been sowing is
springing up in plants
that are covering the
earth”

being increased as we had been
promised.,

In addition to this the National
Union of Railwaymen, whilst in
attendance at the Special Conference
in London on 9th December, had
actually in their. pockets the arrange-
ments for the re-starting of work on
the London and North-Western boat
at the North Wall of Dublin, and in
the train returning to Dublin the day
after the Conference, we read of the
line being reopened. No vote was
taken of the men on strike; they were
simply ordered back to work by their




officials and told that if they did not
return, their strike pay would be
stopped. The Seamen’s and Fire-
men’s Union men in Dublin were
next ordered to man the boats of the
Head Line of steamers, then being
discharged by free labourers supplied
by the Shipping Federation. In both
Dublin and Belfast the members
refused, and they were then informed
that union men would be brought
from Great Britain to take their
places. Union men to be brought
from Britain to take the place of
members of the same union who
refused to desert their brothers of the
Irish Transport and General Work-
ers’ Union. We were attempting to
hold up Guinness’s porter. A con-
signment was sent to Sligo for ship-
ment there. The local Irish Transport
and General Workers” Union official
wired me for instructions. I wired to
hold it up; his men obeyed, and it
was removed from Sligo, railed to
Derry, and there put on board by
members of Mr. James Sexton’s
National Union of Dockers on ships
manned by members of Mr. Have-
lock Wilson’s National Union of
Seamen and discharged in Liverpool
by members of Mr. James Sexton’s
Union. Whilst the City of Dublin
Steam Packet Company was still
insisting upon carrying the goods of
our worst enemy, Jacob’s (who is still
enforcing the agreement denounced
by Sir Geo. Askwith) the members of
the Seamen and Firemen’s Union
were ordered to sign on in their
boats, although our men were still on
strike. We were informed by Mr. Joe
Houghton of the Scottish Dockers
that his union would not hold up any
boat for us unless joint action was
taken by the National Transport
Workers’ Federation. As on a previ-
ous occasion, his members at Ayr
had worked coal boats belonging to a
Belfast firm that was making war
upon the Irish Transport and Gener-
al Workers’ Union, we do not blame
Joe very much. He had been dis-
obeyed at Ayr — perhaps he was
coerced in Glasgow.

But why go on? Sufficient to say
that the working class unity of the
first days of the Dublin fight was sac-
rificed in the interests of sectional
officialism. The officials failed to
grasp the opportunity offered to
them to make a permanent reality of
the union of working class forces
brought into being by the spectacle
of rebellion, martyrdom and misery
exhibited by the workers of Dublin.
All England and Scotland rose to it;
working class officialdom and work-
ing class rank and file alike respond-
ed to the call of inspiration; it would
have raised us all upward and
onward towards our common eman-
cipation. But sectionalism, intrigues
and old time jealousies damned us in
the hour of victory; and officialdom
was the first to fall to the tempter.

And so we Irish workers must go
down into Hell, bow our backs to the
lash of the slave driver, let our hearts
be seared by the iron of his hatred,
and instead of the sacramental wafer
of brotherhood and common sacri-
fice, eat the dust of defeat and
betrayal.

Dublin is isolated.

OUR HISTORY

tand behind each unit”

For the sympathetic strike

ward an extract from an article |

had contributed to the Irish
Review defending and expounding the
idea of the sympathetic strike. That
was at the beginning of the Dublin
struggle. Now, the members of the
Irish Transport and General Workers’
Union who have returned to work in
Dublin have done so after signing an
agreement to handle all classes of
goods, that is to say, to renounce for
the time the idea and practice of the
sympathetic strike.

This, by the way, is the only agree-
ment yet signed by members of that
union. In those firms which still insist
upon the former Employers’ Agree-
ment banning the Irish Transport and
General Workers’ Union the strike or
lock-out is still in active operation.

But the question arises: what reason
is to be derived from our experience of
the sympathetic strike in Dublin?
What lesson can be learned from a
cool and reasoned study of our strug-
gle?

Let me repeat the essence of the
article alluded to as an explanation of
the nature of the sympathetic strike.
It pointed out that we imDublin had
realised that the capitalist cannot be
successfully fought upon the industrial
field unless we recognise that all class-
es of workers should recognise their
common interests, that such recogni-
tion implied that any employer
engaged in a struggle with his
workpeople should be made taboo or
tainted, that no other workers should
co-operate in helping to keep his busi-
ness growing, that no goods coming
from his works should be handled by
organised workers, and no goods
going to his works should be conveyed
by organised workers. That he should,
in effect, be put outside the pale of
civilisation, and communication with
him should be regarded as being as
deadly a crime as correspondence with
an enemy in war time. I tried to illus-
trate this by citing examples of social
warfare conducted on similar lines in
the past by various societies and class-
es.
It may then be asked: how far has
the Dublin experience justified or
failed to justify those who, like
myself, contended for the practicabili-
ty of this policy? We have been forced
in Dublin to abandon the policy tem-
porarily because other unions whose
co-operation was necessary had not
adopted a similar policy. It was not
practicable to enforce the policy of
tainted goods in Dublin whilst the
goods so held up could be transported
from other ports and handled across
channel by other unions. The execu-
tives of other unions failing to sanc-
tion the co-operation of their
members, the enforcement of this poli-
cy became an impossibility. Hence I
submit that the main difficulty in the
way of the success of this policy is in
the multiplicity of unions and execu-
tives. Every union not immediately
engaged in the conflict is a union
whose material interests — looked at
from a narrowly selfish point of view
— are opposed to being drawn into
the struggle. Therefore, every execu-

St}me time ago I reprinted in For-

tive naturally aligns itself in opposi-
tion to the policy of a sympathetic
strike, except when it is its own union
that is immediately concerned. When
it is one of the principals in the fight
then each union becomes as enthusias-
tically in favour of the sympathetic
strike as it formerly was against it.
We have seen this exemplified recent-
ly in London in the cases of the Coal-
men’s strike and the London Builders’
lock-out. In fact every union that
nowadays becomes involved in a strike
appeals to sympathetic action immedi-
ately, even after condemning its theo-
ry when at peace. It is no use pointing
out the inconsistency of such action; it
is merely a case of following the
immediate material interests of their
union, instead of the broader material
and moral welfare of their class. But
when we recognise this ugly fact, what
lesson ought we to derive from it?

We ought, I think, to learn that the
first duty of the militant worker to-
day is to work for industrial unionism
in some form. To work for the aboli-
tion or merging of all these unions
that now divide our energies instead of
concentrating them — and for the
abolition of all those executives whose
measure of success is the balance
sheet of their union, instead of the
power of their class. The doctrine of
“tainted goods” is vitally necessary
for the salvation of labour upon the
industrial field, but its enforcement is
not possible as long as labour is split
up by unions whose executives look
upon fellow workers in conflict with
dread as possible sources of depletion
of their treasuries. Be it remembered
that it is scarcely humanly possible
that these executives should act other-
wise if the consciousness of class soli-
darity has not entered into the minds
and hearts of their membership; but if
and when it has so entered, then a big-
oted conservatism based upon old tra-
ditional methods of action becomes a
crime against the progress of the
species.

This is to my mind the lesson of
Dublin. Industrial unionism, the amal-
gamation of all forces of labour into
one union, capable of concentrating
all forces upon any one issue or in any
one fight, can alone fight industrially
ds the present development and organ-
isation of capital requires that labour
should fight. This will not be accom-
plished in a day, nor in a year, but
should be definitely aimed at, no mat-
ter how long may be the period of its
accomplishment.

The organisation of all workers in
any one industry into a union covering
that entire industry, and the linking
up of all such unions under one head is
a different thing from the mere amal-
gamation of certain unions. But whilst
not necessarily antagonistic, it is cer-
tainly more in the line of industrial
development, and more effective in the
day of conflict. The same alse helps to
retrieve the workers’ movement from
the unnatural alliance with mere anti-
politicalism so unfortunately and
unnecessarily introduced as a fresh
dividing issue at this juncture when all
our minds ought to be set upon Unity.

Forward, February 2, 1914.
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The bigot
and the
moduerate

The following paragraphs, leading up to a joke
and a verse, are from James Connolly's editorial
column in the Workers Republic, March 1903.
They are typical of Connolly’s journalism,
mixing humour and great earnestness.

he socialist party which does not believe in itself,
which does not cherish as its dearest belief the
doctrine that it and it alone is destined to carry the
banner of socialism to a triumphant issue, is bound sooner or
later to die of dry rot, or become a prey to the mathinations of
intriguers or the doubts of weaklings. |

What holds good of the individual in this case holds good of
the party.

The individual only succeeds to the degree in which he
believes in himself: the party likewise which believes in itself
and whose members have the moral fibre to act up to that
belief will win, and adverse stars but serve to strengthen its
determination and stiffen its resolve.

Hence my admiration for the bigot, the man of no
compromise, the good hater, the relentless fighter whoever or
wherever he may be - the man who wars to the knife, and the
knife to the hilt.

a5

Stand back, will yez, till I strike the liar; no, I mean the lyre. I
dedicate this doggerel without permission to the moderate(?)
men.

Be Moderate!

Some men, faint-hearted, ever seek

Our programme to retouch,

And will insist whene'er they speak, That we demand too
much.

"Tis passing strange, yet I declare

Such statements cause me mirth,

For our demands most moderate are,
We only want THE EARTH

Our masters all a godly crew,

Whose hearts bleed for the poor

Their sympathies assure us, too,

If our demands were fewer.

Most generous souls! But please observe,
What they enjoy from birth

Is all we ever had the nerve

To ask, that is, THE EARTH

The Labour Fakir, full of guile,

Such doctrine ever preaches,

And whilst he bleeds the rank and file, -
Tame moderation teaches.

Yet, in his despite, we’ll see the day

When, with sword in its girth,

Labour shall march in war array

To seize its own, THE EARTH

For Labour long with groans and tears
To its opponents knelt,

But never yet to aught save fears

Did heart of tyrant melt.

We need not kneel, our cause is high,
Of true men there’s no dearth,

And our victorious rallying cry-
Shall be, WE WANT THE EARTH!
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Belinda Weaver takes up a
debate

disagree with Sigrid Fisher (Women’s
Eye, SO 536) that women only smack
their children because of intolerable

pressure, or out of desperation.

Far from it. Many women smack their
children regularly. A smack on the bot-
tom for this, a slap for that, a clip
round the ear for something else —it’s
all part of the daily routine in many
families, often the first resort, not the
last.

Sigrid feels compassion for the moth-
ers, but expresses very little for the
children who’ve been hit. Yes, some
mothers have a very rough time, but
they are not powerless creatures with
their children; on the contrary, they’re
all-powerful, and many women regular-
ly vent their rage and frustration on
their children.

Anyone who claims otherwise must
have averted their eyes in supermarkets
and playgrounds and doctors’ waiting
rooms. They must have closed their
ears to the sounds of blows and cries.

Violence against children is every-
where. People may tut-tut about it when
they see some frazzled mother lashing
out, or if they see battered children on
the news, but for the most part mild,
continuing violence against children 1s
condoned, not condemned. Society is
more likely to tut-tut if you don’t smack
your kids.

“Violence against
children is everywhere.
People may tut-tut about
it when they see some
frazzled mother lashing
out, or if they see
battered children on the
news, but for the most
part mild, continuing
violence against children
is condoned, not
condemned.”

Sigrid says tut-tutting is not what
these mothers need, but we need to
teach women (and men) that it’s wrong
to slap kids, whatever the circum-
stances. Children are small, defenceless,
and totally dependent on their parents.
To punish them physically simply for
being children (that is, curious and
determined) is terrible.

“Circumstances” are no excuse. The
man who beats his wife, the racist who
beats up a black person, the scab who
breaks a strike, can all claim they were
desperate, that circumstances drove
them to it. It doesn’t make their actions
right. :

And hitting children is worse than any
of those — because the person hit is s0
small and defenceless and dependent,
and they have no-one to go to for com-
fort or support. The person who should

Small children do not understand why they are being hit

comfort them — the parent — is the
attacker. Children can’t reason as well
as adults. If you’ve been the victim of a
racist attack, you blame your attacker.
Small children blame themselves.

Of course, parents get angry. I don’t
deny that. But getting angry doesn’t
mean you have to hit out. You can sep-
arate the feeling (anger) from the act
(slapping). When I feel angry with my
child, I either leave the room for a
moment to yell, or I thump the bed, or I
try to make a joke of it. It is hard not to
lash out, but I never want to do it.

Many people say a slap here and there
doesn’t hurt, or that children easily for-
get. That isn’t true. Small children
don’t understand why they’ve been hit.
Their minds and memories aren’t devel-
oped enough to link what they did with
the punishment they get. And why
should children be less horrified than
adults by a sudden slap? How would
you feel if a loving partner suddenly
thumped you without warning?

Children may suppress memories, but
they don’t forget. Many children grow
up feeling bad or shamed by beatings.
Why? Because if someone you love hits
you, you feel fury, surprise, disappoint-
ment, resentment, outrage. At first you
can’t believe it. But because children
love their parents and are so dependent
on them, they believe (unless they are

very strong, or are given other support)
that they must have deserved it, that
their parents must have been right to
hit them.

IS Wrong

“‘Circumstances’ are no
excuse. The man who
beats his wife, the racist
who beats up a black
person can all claim they
were desperate, that
circumstances drove
them to it. It doesn’t
make their actions right.
And hitting children is
worse than any of
those.”

If children are often hit, they soon
learn to find excuses for their tormen-
tors by blaming themselves. They grow
up fearful, lacking confidence and self-
esteem. They either continue to behave
like victims, and get tangled up with
people who abuse them, or they become

abusers themselves. Many go on to beat
their own children.

Parents who don’t hit their children
were either not hit themselves or have
faced up to how much the beatings hurt
them, and have resolved not to do it to
their own kids. The ones who feel angry
are the lucky ones; they can break the
cycle.

If, as Sigrid says, it’s wrong for teach-
ers and nursery workers to hit kids,
how can it ever be “right” for mothers?
Isn’t it worse if they do it? A child can
get away from a teacher, but not from a
parent. Parents who slap their kids usu-
ally feel they own them, that children
are theirs to do with as they will. This is
wrong. Children are human beings, and
belong only to themselves.

Because the family is seen as private,
people are reluctant to intervene when
kids get slapped, just as they avoid get-
ting between husband and wife in
violent rows. Yet the attitude “They’re
my children, and I can do what I like
with them” is terribly wrong, and can
be a cover for all sorts of abuse.
Children should not always be forced to
do what the parent wants.

As a child, I was regularly hit because
I was a poor eater. I hated cauliflower,
but was forced to eat it. The beatings
didn’t make me like cauliflower, so
what were they for? To ensure my par-
ents’ will prevailed — nothing else.
They showed me who was boss. But 1
never doubted that. And if I had, what
good would it have done? There were
no other parents for me, no other home
to go to. They already had absolute
power over me, so why go on proving
it?

Yet parents do it time after time.
Power corrupts.

Too often, parents make it hard for a
child to be “good”. They leave expen-
sive videos or stereos near little fingers,
which then get slapped for exploring. Is
a curious child “naughty” for trying to
find out about things, or is the parent
wrong for leaving precious things in the
child’s reach? I think the parent is
wrong.

Many parents refuse their children
any autonomy. The parent is always
there correcting, interfering, control-
ling. When the child does something the
parent disagrees with or finds inconve-
nient, a row or a slap follows.

If children are not doing something
life-threatening or dangerous, but are
merely playing safely (though not as the
parent might wish), why not let them
get on with it without interference?
That way parents.and children would
have less stress in their lives.

Removing the stress mothers face
would help a lot in reducing violence
against children. But it is also impor-
tant to teach people that it’s wrong.

If it does happen, the parent should
apologise, not for getting angry (which
often can’t be prevented) but for taking
out the anger on the child. The myth of
mother love hides the violence that
often forms part of the mother/child
relationship. Until we face it, and
defend the rights of children to live free
from violence and fear, we are failing
the weak and defenceless.
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THE CULTURAL FRONT

Harrison Ford deploys massive fire power to make the world safe for middle-class paranoiacs

Zapping the have-nots

Cinema

Belinda Weaver reviews
Patriot Games

ere it not for the subtext,
Patriot Games would be a
fairly ordinary thriller. It
has the usual ingredients — a
clean-cut hero, shootings and chas-
es, death-dealing, seemingly
invulnerable baddies, a cute kid in
peril, and technological thrills. It’s
well done; the film doesn’t feel
overblown, or too familiar,
Harrison Ford plays ex-CIA ana-
lyst Jack Ryan, who foils an
assassination attempt by an Irish
gang on an imaginary Northern
Ireland minister, Lord Holmes,
who just happens to be the Queen’s
cousi.
The Irish gang are not amused,

Periscope

“The Kennedys”,
ITV, Tuesday 13 October.

he modern US republic is a politi-

cal democracy. Citizens remain

equal under the law in their formal
rights, even when one owns and enjoys
hundreds of millions of dollars and the
ather is slowly starving to death.

Most citizens spend their whale work-
ing lives under the direct control of a few
of their millionaire fellow-citizens. This
social inequality — the rule of economic
kings, and occasionally queens, within
the narrowly political democracy — nulli-
fies farmal, political and legal equality,
turning it on its head. The economic roy-
alty uses its wealth to make itself a sort
of “republican” political royalty.

No political privileges can be inherited
even by the richest, only a common citi-
zenship; but the rich inherit the wealth

particularly as Jack has shot the
young brother of one of them.
Sean, the surviving brother, swears
he’ll get even.

So it’s personal, not political. The
politics are there to start things off;
from then on, it’s all stalking and
vengeance.

The gang aren’t IRA. They're
renegades, hoping to push the IRA
and the British into an all-out war,
so that they can reap the benefits.
Just what these benefits might be is
never spelled out, and there’s no
telling where the group get its
money from.

They’re formidably armed, and
they globe-trot a lot. They also kill
lots of people. In short, they’re
tabloid terrorists, the creation of
paranoia and vivid imaginations.
They’re meant to make us quake in
our shoes (and cheer Jack on when
he goes after them).

So much for the plot. When Jack

which buys political privileges. Families
transmit their privileges over genera-
tions, using their wealth to steal or
cancel out the political rights of millions
of their fellow citizens. The majority of
Americans, knowing this, do not vote:

The Kennedy clan exemplifies all this.
They have held the presidency only once
(1960-63). But one-time bootlegger
Joseph Kennedy d/id succeed in his
desire to create an American political
aristocracy. His son John, for whom he
virtually bought the presidency in 1968,
was assassinated; so was son Robert,
trying to be president; scandal destroyed
the prospects of his younger son Edward,
who is nonetheless one of the most pow-
erful senators in Washington — but there
is a very large and immensely rich new
generation of his grandchildren now
moving to pblitical centre stage.

This four-part documentary tells the
story of this clan of democratic aristo-
crats and would-be republican kings.

and his storybook wife and daugh-
ter get back home to their
incredibly sumptuous American
home, the film marks time till the
bad guys show up.

“With the collapse of
the Soviet Union,
and the end of the
Cold War, middle
class America should
feel safe, but it
doesnt. It feels
anxious and insecure
and threatened by
the huge mass of
American have-
nots.”

And that’s what the film is about
— the terror of the middle classes
in their comfortable homes, the ter-
ror caused by the people out there,
the have-nots, who might one day
invade their cosy sanctuaries, and
send them out into the cold.

With the collapse of the Soviet
Union, and the ending of the Cold
War, middle class America should
feel safe, but it doesn’t. It still feels
anxious and insecure and threat-
ened. Not by Ireland — that’s
ridiculous — but by tough, ruthless
men with guns, which is what Sean
Miller and his gang are.

Obviously they don’t represent
what middle class America sees as
its real “enemy” — the huge mass
of American have-nots, the work-
ers and unemployed, among whom
are the doubly oppressed and
downtrodden black and Hispanic
Americans.

But they’ll do as a stand-in. At

the start, Sean Miller, who has seen
his brother shot before his eyes,
and whose father was killed by the
RUC, has real grievances, but he
goes too far in revenge and loses
whatever audience sympathy he’s
earned. His righteous anger turns
into something sour and crazy.
We're meant to hate him, so that
Jack can be right. For Jack to tri-
umph, we must want Sean dead.

But killing him isn’t easy. Like
vampires who need a stake through
the heart, true baddies can only be
killed by the hero. Even when their
corpses have been positively identi-
fied, we know they’re not dead.
The hero needs that final show-
down.

In his search for Miller, Jack
unleashes the immeasurable
resources of the CIA, and shows to
what lengths of time and expense
the Agency will go to “neutralise”
troublemakers.

It’s quite a show. Thousands,
possibly millions, are spent “taking
out” a handful of people — all so
one guy can sleep well at night.
The technology on display is a
warning of the power the US has
to survey and harass the people it
fears, and to strike too, when the
time is right.

As a thriller, Patriot Games is
adequate. As an unconscious dis-
play of American middle class
paranoia, it’s fascinating. The film
is not for anyone who knows or
cares about Irish politics. They’re
just an excuse for mayhem in the
old battle between good and evil.
Jack Ryan never questions whether
Lord Holmes is worth saving, or
whether the Irish Troubles justify
violence against the British ruling
class. He just wants to live safely
and securely in his big cosy house,
and if he has to kill people to do it,
he will.
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ILow morals
in high
places

Book

Stan Crooke reviews
Defeat From the Jaws of

Victory by Mike Marqusee
and Richard Heffernan
(Verso, forthcoming)

efeat From the Jaws of Victory is
a tale of people of no principles,
no scruples and no integrity. Its
characters inspire neither pity nor
sympathy in the reader. They are
schemers, plotters and shysters who
baulk at nothing in their crazed pur-
suit of the trappings of power.

As a work of fiction, the book is less
than convincing. Its leading characters
are simply too loathsome, too con-
temptible and too devoid of any
individuality to be accepted by the
reader as real people.

Far too contrived, for example, is the
episode in which a politician has thou-
sands of mugs ‘manufactured —
ornamented with his face against a
background of the mational flag — in
preparation for his election as the
country’s leader.

Equally unconvincing is the book’s
sub-plot about a bunch of gormless
students who worm and wheedle their
way into the nerve centre of a political
party, promptly plunging the party
into wrack and ruin.

Just as far-fetched is the character
who poses as a media ‘expert’ and lives
in a fantasy world of make-believe
political campaigns, squandering hun-
dreds of thousands of pounds on
launching these fictitious campaigns in
an attempt to con the media into
believing that they actually exist.

And then there is the ‘liberal’ jour-
nalist — the kind of journalist you
might expect to find employed by the
Guardian — who writes contrived, not
to say untruthful, articles for his paper
in order to maliciously denigrate crit-
ics of a prominent national politician.

Sadly, however, Defeat From the
Jaws of Victory is not a work of fic-
tion. Written by Richard Heffernan
and Mike Margqusee, it is the history
of the Labour Party in recent years.

The book begins at the Labour Party
conference in 1980, when Patricia
Hewitt still advocated confrontation
with the Tories, and Neil Kinnock
preached class struggle. It concludes
with the 1992 General Election, fought
by a party whose membership figures
had colapsed, whose internal democ-
racy had been crushed, and whose
politics had become virtually indistin-
guishable from those of the Tories.

The central figure is Kinnock himself
— cowardly, bullying, devious, verbose
and arrogant. Around Kinnock there
are his clones and acolytes in the
Labour Co-ordinating Committee and
its youth wing in the National
Organisation of Labour Students.

Along with exposing the (lack of)
calibre and moral fibre of those who
staffed the Kinnock machine in these
years, the book also covers in detail
specific incidents: the ditching of uni-
lateralism, the Gulf War, the Party
purge, the farce of the national mem-
bership scheme and the débacle of the
1992 General Election.

Despite the authors’ associations
with the magazine Labour Briefing
(recently described by the Guardian as
“the hardest of all hard-left journals”
— one thing you learn from this book
is never to trust the Guardian!), the
book has much to commend it.

It shows the left the high cost of sub-
ordinating political clarity to attempts
to curry favour with MPs. It’s a lesson
that Labour Briefing — Ken
Livingstone’s one-time fan-club —
learned (if it fas learned it) —very late
in the game. Let’s hope no-one on the
left makes such a mistake in their
dealings with the Socialist Campaign
Group of MPs and its recently estab-
lished Supporters’ Network.
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e live in a capitalist
Wworld. Production is
social; ownership of the

social means of production is
private.

Ownership by a state which
serves those who own most of the
means of production is also
essentially “private”.

Those who own the means of
production buy the labour power
of those who own nothing but
their labour-power and set them
to work. At work they produce
more than the equivalent of their
wages. The difference (today in
Britain it may be more than
£20,000 a year per worker) is
taken by the capitalist. This is
exploitation of wage-labour by
capital, and it is the basic cell of
capitalist society, its very heart-
beat.

Everything else flows from that.
The relentless drive for profit and
accumulation decrees the
judgment of all things in existence
by their relationship of
productivity and profitability.

From that come such things as
the savage exploitation of
Brazilian goldminers, whose life
expectancy is now less than 40
years; the working to death — it
1s officially admitted by the
government! — of its employees
by advanced Japanese capitalism;
and also the economic neglect
and virtual abandonment to ruin
and starvation of “unprofitable”
areas like Bangladesh and parts
of Africa.

F rom that comes the cultural

blight and barbarism of a
society  force-fed on
profitable pap.

From it come products with
“built-in obsolescence” and a
society orientated to the grossly
wasteful production and
reproduction of shoddy goods,
not to the development of leisure
and culture.

From it come mass
unemployment, the development
of a vast and growing underclass,
living in ghettos and the
recreation in some American
cities of the worst Third World
conditions.

From it comes the unfolding
ecological disaster of a world
crying out for planning and the
rational use of resources, but
which is, tragically, organised by
the ruling classes around the
principles of anarchy and the
barbarous worship of blind and
humanly irrational market
forces.

From it come wars and
genocides; twice this century
capitalist gangs possessing
worldwide power have fallen on
each other in quarrels over the
division of the spoils, and
wrecked the world economy,
killing many tens of millions.
From it come racism,
imperialism, and fascism.

The capitalist cult of icy egotism
and the “cash nexus” as the
decisive social tie produces
societies like Britain now where
vast numbers of young people are
condemned to live in the streets,
| and societies like that of Brazil,
where homeless children are
hunted and killed on the streets
like rodents.

From the exploitation of wage-
labour comes our society in
which the rich, who with their
servants and agents hold state
power, fight a relentless class
struggle to maintain the people in
a condition to accept their own

Where we stand

exploitation and abuse, and to
prevent real democratic self-
control developing with the forms
of what they call democracy.
They use tabloid propaganda or
— as in the 1984-85 miners strike
— savage and illegal police
violence, as they need to. They
have used fascist gangs when they
need to, and will use them again,
if necessary.

gainst this system we seek
A to convince the working

class — the wage slaves of
the capitalist system — to fight
for socialism.

Socialism means the abolition
of wage slavery, the taking of the
social economy out of private
ownership into common
cooperative ownership. It means
the realisation of the old demands
for liberty, equality, and
fraternity.

Under socialism the economy
will be run and planned
deliberately and democratically:
market mechanisms will cease to
be our master, and will be cut
down and re-shaped to serve
broadly sketched-out and
planned, rational social goals.

We want public ownership of
the major enterprises and a
planned economy under workers’
control.

The working class can win
reforms within capitalism, but we
can only win socialism by
overthrowing capitalism and by
breaking the state power — that
1s, the monopoly of violence and
reserve violence — now held by
the capitalist class. We want a
democracy much fuller than the
present Westminster system — a
workers’ democracy, with elected
representatives recallable at any
time, and an end to bureaucrats’
and managers’ privileges.

Socialism can never be built in
one country alone. The workers
In every country have more in
common with workers in other
countries than with their own
capitalist or Stalinist rulers. We
support national liberation
struggles and workers’ struggles
worldwide, including the
struggles of workers and
oppressed nationalities in the ex-
Stalinist states of Eastern Europe
and in still-Stalinist China.

What are the alternatives now?
We may face new wars as
European and Japanese
capitalism confronts the US.
Fascism is rising. Poverty,
inequality and misery are
growing.

Face the bitter truth: either we
build a new, decent, sane,
democratic world or, finally, the
capitalists will ruin us all — we
will be dragged down by the
fascist barbarians or new massive
wars. Civilisation will be eclipsed
by a new dark age. The choice is
socialism or bagbarism.

Socialists work in the trade
unions and the Labour Party to
win the existing labour movement
to socialism. We work with
presently unorganised workers
and youth.

To do that work the Marxists
organise themselves in a

democratic association, the
Alliance for Workers’ Liberty.

To join the Alliance for
Workers' Liberty, write
to PO Box 823, London
SE15 4NA.

ORGANISING

PLATFORM

By David Ball

ary Cooper’s article defend-
Ming free speech for

anti-abortionists (SO 535)
was absolutely right. To treat anti-
abortionists as if they are fascists,
as the SWP and Socialist Outlook
do, is dangerous and counter-pro-
ductive.

It is also to have a very poor
understanding of what motivates
“pro-life” campaigners, and how
they can be won away from anti-
abortionism. It indicates the warped
thinking of some on the left when it
comes to campaigning for abortion
rights.

Socialists give unequivocal support
to a woman’s right to choose an
abortion. We are in favour of a
woman’s right to control her body.
The right to abortion follows from
this. Much of the left expresses its
support for abortion rights — and
opposition to groups such as SPUC
and Life — far more negatively.

The issue is sometimes presented
as being far more about a complete
disregard and contempt for the foe-
tus than about positive support for
women’s autonomy.

This anti-foetus approach is per-
haps best exemplified by the
Revolutionary Communist Party.

At Workers’ Liberty *92, last July,

an RCP member, contributing to a
session ‘political correctness’,
argued that campaigns for ‘repro-
ductive rights’ were causing
unnecessary confusion, since ‘repro-
ductive rights’ is just a more
complicated way of saying ‘abortion
rights’.

The RCPer was reminded by a
Socialist Organiser supporter,
Janine Booth, that reproductive
rights were about more than abor-
tion, that a woman’s right to control
her body goes beyond the right to
choose an abortion.

Some on the left talk as though the
struggle for women’s rights is a
vendetta against the foetus! This
does nothing for women and only
serves to outrage anti-abortionists
and make it impossible to reason
with them.

Serious socialists reject such big-
otry. We should also reject the idea
that the only way to relate to anti-
abortionists is to ‘no platform’
them. Many ‘pro-life’ activists have
good left-wing instincts. Some are in
the peace movement, or the labour
movement. They are motivated by
concern for human life and a belief
in equality which they seek to apply
to the unborn. They are, however,
politically misguided into believing
that what they see as the abortion
problem can be solved effectively
through legal restrictions and bans.

A socialist response to this should
not be simply to shout “bigot!” We
should welcome their concern for
human life. We share it! One of the
reasons we oppose the capitalist sys-

Pro-choice, not
anti-foetus

tem is that it treats human lives as
dispensable commodities.

We should welcome their belief in
equality, but seek to persuade them
that there is no equality between
women and men when women are
forced to continue with pregnancies
they do not want, something which
men will never have to endure.

Above all, we should not say that
we are “in favour of abortion”. We
do not rub our hands with glee when
government statistics show an
increase in the total number of abor-
tions. It is not abortion per se that
we support but the freest possible
choice.

The way to win over anti-abortion-
ists to a pro-choice position is to
convince them that restrictions and
bans lead mainly to dangerous ille-
‘gal abortions rather than fewer
abortions. The way to achieve fewer
abortions is through social policies
which help to eliminate the causes of
unwanted pregnancies.

This means that the left should
campaign for: higher levels of child
benefit, especially for single moth-
ers; wider availability of free
contraception; publicly provided free
childcare; policies to end the stigma-
tisation of single-parenthood and
‘illegitimacy’.

It is with policies such as these, not
with ‘no platform’ tactics that the
left can win people away from the
dangerous dead-end of ‘anti-abor-
tionism’ and towards the struggle
for socialism.

AWL public forums

Thursday 8 October

“Drugs — is legalisation the
answer?” Brighton AWL
meeting. 7.30, Unemployed
Centre.

“How to fight the power”
Lewisham College AWL
meeting. 12.30, Student Union.

Monday 12 October

“The legacy of Malcolm X"
Sheffield AWL meeting. 7.30
Mount Pleasant Community
Centre.

Tuesday 13 October

“The legacy of Malcolm X"
Sheffield Poly AWL meeting.
12.00, Collegiate Crescent Site.

“Why is half the world
starving?” Liverpool University

Fighting the right,
selling the paper!

80 copies of Socialist
Organiser were sold at
Labour Party Conference.

College sales of Socialist
Organiser increased last
week.

55 papers were sold at
Sheffield University, 24 at
Northumbria University, 15
at Liverpool University, 12 at
Westminster University, 55
in Manchester and 33 in
Brighton colleges.

If you want to sell the
paper ‘phone Jill on 071-639
7965.

AWL meeting. 1.00, Meeting
Room 6, Student Union.

Wednesday 14 October

“How to Save the World”
Sheffield AWL debate the
Green Party. 1.00, Octagon
Centre.

“Lessons from America — the
Teamsters” Hamilton AWL
meeting. 7.30, Town Hall.
“The legacy of Malcolm X"
East London AWL meeting.
7.30, Davenant Centre,
Whitechapel Road.

“Is Socialism possible?”
Westminster University AWL
meeting. 1.00, Room 2.6,
Student Union.

Thursday 15 October

“Why is the slump
happening?” Nottingham AWL
meeting. 7.30, Unemployed
Centre.

“Ireland — what solution”
Nottingham AWL debate
Troops Out Movement. 8.00,
ICC, Mansfield Road.

“Sack the Queen!” Glasgow
AWL meeting. 7.30, Partick
Burgh Halls.

Marxist schools

Saturday 24 October.
Nottingham AWL dayschool.
10.30, ICC, Mansfield Road.

Saturday 7 - Sunday 8
November. “Socialism or
barbarism” AWL student
weekend school. Manchester
Town Hall.

Alliance for Workers’
Liberty Conference

Saturday 28 - Sunday 29
November. Conference details
from: The National Secretary,
AWL, PO Box 823, London
SE15 4NA.

Also coming up...
Fighting racism

March and rally against
fascism. Assemble 12.30, King
Georges Park, Bloxwich. March

to Walsall Town Hall. More
details: 0922-22586.

Inside the unions

The Trade Union News
conference will be held at the
Mechanics Institute in
Manchester on Saturday 10
October, 1‘].00 - 5.00.

Conference of the Left

Saturday 17 October, Winding
Wheel, Chesterfield. Organised
by Chesterfield Labour Party
and the Socialist Movement.

Leshian and gay

The Lesbian and Gay Rights
Coalition is demonstrating for
equality. Saturday 31 October,
assemble 12.00, Hyde Park,
London.

Students

Fight student debt!

March in Manchester on
Wednesday 4 November.
Details from Manchester Area
NUS, 061-275 2973.
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How to fight privatisation
‘In the Post Office

By a UCW member

¢ all know what pri-
antisation means. For
| our members it

means fewer jobs, lower

wages and worse conditions.
It means breaking the
national agreements. It
means an attack on our
Union. For the public it
means higher prices and a
worse service. The only ones
to gain are the gangsters in
the boardrooms, and the
gamblers in the City into
whose pockets the profits
will go. That’s why today’s
demonstration is a welcome
first step in the campaign to
prevent the privatisation of
Parcelforce.

That’s only a first step.
Demonstrations, protests,
leaflets are all well and good.
On their own, though, they
won’t stop privatisation. BT,
Girobank etc. It wasn’t for
lack of leaflets and protest
that we failed to stop them
going private.

Many of our members
wonder if it’s possible to stop

privatisation at all. They

have a point. At the same
time as protesting against it,
the UCW has gone along
with all the measures that
made privatisation possible.
We didn’t oppose the split-
ting away of BT, and then
the splitting up of the Post
Office. Recently, we’ve
accepted the splitting up of
the letters business. In the
name of increasing profits,
we’'ve accepted .deals that
have worsened our condi-
tions and weakened our
position as a Union. We've
watched as the bosses have
fattened up the contenders
for privatisation, like
turkeys, and then com-
plained when they’ve been
eaten for Christmas.

The way to fight privatisa-
tion is to make the task as
unattractive as possible.
Anyone thinking of trying
will think again faced with a
strong union determined to
defend its members. Arthur
McGuiness has already met
with Parcelforce to discuss
the possible effects of privati-

INDUSTRIAL

sation. He should now
declare that any attempt to
worsen existing conditions
will be met with industrial
action — with full support
from UCW members in the
other businesses. In fact, we
should go further and say
that any incoming owner will
be faced with a long list of
demands, including wages
and working conditions and
a UCW technology agree-
ment.

“The way to
fight
privatisation
is to make the
task as |
unattractive
as possible.”

We must also fight to get a
commitment from the
Labour Party that in a return

Sweat shop conditions in Tory Britain

“They treat us

F ¥ | hey treat us like
T machines no« like
people”

That's how Marie a young
worker described conditions in
a non-union, sweat shop in the
North West where she was
employed packing chocolate
bars.

Marie's story is typical of
hundreds of thousands of
rightless, low-paid young
workers in Tory Britain:

“Pay and hours were dread-
ful: we got £2.30 per hour
while the employment agency
received £4 per hour for pro-
viding the labour i.e. us!

“The working day started at

8am and ended at 5.50pm. We

got just two breaks of 5 min-
utes each and just 45 minutes
for lunch. If that wasn't bad

enough | had to travel over 30
miles from home to work so |
had to get up at 5.00 and
didn’t get home until 7.30pm
in the evening.”

The managers and supervi-
sors do everything they can to
squeeze every last drop of
profits out of the workers.
According to Marie: “We were
stuck on the conveyor belt all
day, it goes at a tremendous
speed, the work appears
never-ending, the only time
we get a break is when the
machine breaks down. By the
end of the day | used to have
terrible shoulder ache”.

The supervisors are also
determined to teach the young
workers their place in the
order of things,

“We have to put up our
hands if we want to go to the
toilet and wait for the supervi-
sor to say it's okay. The
production managers shout
and scream at people all the
time. They don’t like to see
people talking and they sack
people who refuse to do their
bidding. For instance, one
pregnant women was sacked
who refused to do 'tipping’
(picking up boxes of choco-
lates to empty the contents).

"I got my final warning -
you don’t get the first —
because | sat down, even
though the job is easier to do
sitting down. Then they
sacked me for talking”.

The Labour Party and the
TUC should be listening to

to office, they will return any
part of the present Post
Office that has been priva-
tised, back to public
ownership with the minimum
of compensation. It’s a scan-
dal that at the moment the
asset-strippers and the
greedy can still hope to hold
onto their-ill-gotten gains.

Does this mean a return to
old-style nationalisation?
Rule by bureaucrats with the
workforce and the public
treated equally badly? No, it
doesn’t. Instead of this we
need a Post Office owned
and democratically con-
trolled by the workforce and
the public which it serves.
How could a campaign for
this fail to win support com-
pared to the disgraceful
money-grubbing antics of
privatised BT, water, gas,
electricity etc.?

We don’t have to accept
defeat. Privatisation can be
stopped. Stop 1t at
Parcelforce and we stop in
the rest of the Post Office.
Fail and who will be next?

like machines™

people like Marie and fighting
for their rights. But instead,
last week's Labour conference
voted down a proposal to give
workers a statutory legal right
to join a union and take strike
action without fear of dis-
missal.

If that wasn't bad enough
the full time regional organiser
of one of Britain’s biggest
unions for the area in which
Marie worked didn’t even
know of the existence on his
own doorstep of a non-union
workplace employing hun-
dreds of people.

With well over half the
workforce not in a union it's
time to make “organise the
unorganised” one of the cen-
tral slogans of the labour
movement.

British Telecom: fewer jobs equals more work!

By a BT engineer, National
Communications Union,
Westminster

0,000 jobs will go at BT over
5the next four years. The cuts

have been planned for years
and so far have taken place volun-
tarily under various schemes
negotiated with the NCU.

With the current publicity over
redundancies the NCU has issued
statements saying cuts will leave
BT unable to do its job. They are
making public the fact that the
voluntary redpndancy terms deal
for the estimfited 15,000 leaving
in 1993 will be less favourable
than the terms of Release in 92,

It is rather hypocritical of the
Union to complain about the con-
sequences of deals they
themselves have agreed. It was

the leadership and the right-wing
factions who pushed for a volun-
tary redundancy deal in 1991. To
complain now shows the flaws in
their argument for accepting
“reality”: BT was determined to
reduce staff; the union had no
choice but to go along with staff
reductions. They have followed
the logic of capitalism — only to
discover it makes no sense!
It is crazy — at a time of rising
unemployment workers are being
forced to work harder because of
staff shortages in one of the most
profitable companies in Europe!

The increased productivity that
results from staff cuts is not being
translated into increased wages
and the national union has no
strategy to deal with this.

Instead we got a miserly pay
rise (4.3%) overwhelmingly
accepted by the majority of BT

workers. People were more con-
cerped about their job security
than asserting their rights. This is
an unfortunate result of the pre-

sent political climate and lack of

socialist leadership in the union.

It is a sad tale: thousands of
permanent jobs, with fixed terms
and conditions, and full-time
rights, have been squandered for
uneasy job security. The union, by
colluding with management’s staff
reduction, seems powerless and
irrelevant to most workers. It
should be demanding more
recruitment and retention and a
shorter working week.

What is the NCU doing?
Negotiating agreements for con-
tract labour! The leadership’s
priority seems to be internal union
finance and politics rather than
defending the interests of all
members.

Manpower — the contractors
BT plan to use to make up the
staff shortfall — have special
deals with ex-staff who left under
Release 92 for a few months.
Their pay and conditions are pro-
tected, then there is no guarantee.
Rest assured, pay won’t go up!

The NCU has negotiated an
agreement with Manpower on
representation. Manpower mem-
bers are being placed in
“selected” branches (thereby
boosting their voting figures in
elections and their influence).

Casualisation of labour is a ret-
rograde step. There is nothing
wrong with the union organisation
of casual staff, but it’s better to
fight first to retain decent jobs. At
a time of staff shortages and
unemployment we must demand
more recruitment and retentions
and a shorter working week.
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Sheffield
Council:

vote

no to pay cuts!

By a Sheffield Council
worker

11 the main, Sheffield
ACmmcil, manual and craft

and APT&C unions are
balloting their members this
week with the question:

“Do you agree to take three
days unpaid leave to:

1. avoid 800 council workers
being made redundant,

2. help provide an enhanced
voluntary early retirement
scheme.”

The idea is that in accepting
the pay cut there will be no
redundancies before 31st March
1993. However, there is nothing
in writing to this effect and the
majority of shop stewards in
NALGO do not believe that it
will postpone redundancies for
that long.

The idea for a pay cut origi-
nated from officials in NALGO,
who then convinced the officials
of the other unions that it was
the only way forward. Some of
the unions have held members
meetings before the ballot, oth-
ers have not.

At NALGO’s SGM there was
an acrimonious debate, but the
vote was overwhelming in
favour. The true colours of the
officials began to show up, more
than before, clearly in the
debate. A motion was moved

calling for the reinstatement of
cuts in services. The reply from
Paul Hudson, was along the
lines of: “These are the people
(the ones moving the motion)
who want all-out strike. All-out
strike damages the services more
than unpaid leave. Both have the
same result of saving the Council
money”. This view of the
Council’s budget “problems” as
all of our problems and of strike
action as a way of saving the
council money owes nothing to
trade unionism and everything to
the bosses.

Another even more unbeliev-
able statement was made last
week by Paul Hudson, when
speaking to two left-wing shop
stewards from one department
faced with very large numbers of
threatened redundancies: “I
hope the ballot goes down,
because you will be some of the
first to go down the road.” With
leaders like this who needs ene-
mies!

A campaign has been set up for
a “No” vote in the pay cut bal-
lot, by a broad spectrum of
NALGO activists, the slogan
being “Vote No — prepare to
fight”. Whatever the outcome of
the ballot there will be redun-
dancies in the next few months
and it is clear that a lot of work
needs to be done on the ground
to build for action to defend jobs
and services.

Bury NALGO
strike ballot

By Maxine Jordan,
Manchester NALGO

ury NALGO have voted to
B ballot on a programme of

industrial action including
one day branch wide strikes and
selective action by key workers.
The rolling programme of strike
is in response to the sacking of
Branch Secretary Rob
McLaughlin,

About 300 members attended
the Special NALGO meeting
last Tuesday and voted unani-
mously to back the campaign
of action. Rob McLaughlin was
sacked following a four month
suspension over leading an

anti-cuts campaign.

At the time of meeting, Bury
Council had just announced a
further round of £10 million cuts
with no guarantees jobs would
not disappear. In addition basic
terms and conditions of employ-
ment are threatened.

As Rob McLaughlin said at
the meeting, there will be no sec-
ond chance to fight these cuts.
NALGO members in Bury must
fight for reinstatement of their
Branch Secretary and lead a
campaign against the cuts. This
would give an effective lead to
the growing number of council
workers facing cuts and the
threat of job losses up and down
the country.

“All out November 4!”
says NALGO Broad Left

ALGO Broad Left, meet-
N ing in Sheffield on 3

October, agreed to make
the 4 November a national day
of action over cuts and redun-
dancies.

The SWP, dominant group in
the BL, proposed that the BL
“call on the National Executive
to make the 4th of November
into a nationwide day of
protest”.

This is fine as far as it goes,
but it lacks any independent
strategy if the NEC refuse.
Socialist Organiser supporters
won amendments which called
for:

* other NALGO districts to
join the Met District in the day
of action;

* the day of action to be a day
of strike action;

* a recall NALGO conference
to hammer out an anti-cuts
strategy based on a rolling pro-
gramme of national strikes and

demonstrations.

The SWP’s weak and inade-
quate proposals were outdone by
the Militant who felt it prema-
ture to turn the 4 November into
a national day of actien.

The turnout was poor —
about 100 NALGO members
attended of whom the vast
majority were SWP members.

The Broad Left, yet again, has
failed to attract the many
activists who see themselves as
left-wing but who are left cold by
the SWP’s rigid control.

Newham wants recall
conference

Newham NALGO are still
re-balloting for strike action to
win a return-to-work agreement
guaranteeing no compulsory
redundancies, no victimisations.
They want a special conference to
censor the NEC over its handling
of the dispute.




Help our
fund drivel
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The Blackpool conference voted to keep the collective trade union input into Labour Party decision-making. Photo: John Harris.

Labour Conference votes to keep union input

ocialist Organiser and the
Alliance for Workers’
Liberty are raising extra
funds to help our expansion
plans.

We want to build a stronger
organisation, fighting for
socialism, in the working-class
movement.

We aim to raise £5,000 by the
end of January 1993. So far we
have received £1,006 in dona-
tions and fundraising from our
supporters.

Thanks this week for £230
from Sheffield AWL.

Please send donations
(cheques payable to “Socialist
Organiser”) to AWL, PO Box
823, London SE15 4NA.

200 Club

Our 200 Club is a monthly
draw for £100. Entries are
made by paying £1, £2 , £5 or
£10 into the 200 Club. For each
extra £1, you stand an extra
chance of winning the £100
prize. Entry forms from: 200

- Club, PO Box 823, London

(3,193,000 to 2,118,000) confer- the selection of parliamentary can-  pair of handcuffs” onto the review SE15 4NA, or from your

ence voted for a clear-cut didates, as well as the role of trade  group that the Party has set up to Socialist Orggnfsgr seller.
resolution inspired by the Keep the  unions in conference itself and in  look into the link with the unions. T RS
Link campaign that reaffirmed local parties. The vote certainly does show the

ctivists campaigning to
“Keep the Link” between the
trade unions and the Labour
Party won a very significant victo-

A

ry at last week’s conference in
Blackpool.
By a margin of over one million

union involvement in the election According to Bill Jordan of the party who want to cut the link with

of Party leadership and NEC and AEEU the vote had “snapped 2  (he unions and transform Labour

What conference voted for

This is the text of the suc-
cessful resolution.

This conference is concerned
at the suggestion that trade
union input into the party’s
decision making procedures
should be reduced.

Conference rejects propos-
als which undermine the
historic and essential link
between the industrial and
political wings of the party.
Conference is determined to
strengthen and deepen this
relationship and rejects inter-
ference by press, media,
government and others,
aimed at weakening the
Labour Party by disenfran-
chising millions of affiliated
trade union members. We
must not allow our general
election defeat and the dubi-
ous advice of those who are
not friends of the Party to
panic us into ili-considered
upheavals.

Conference calls upon the
Labour Party and the
National Executive
Committee to reaffirm the
strong links forged over
many years with trade
unions. The relationship
between the Party and the
trade unions is a positive

strength and any weakening
of the link will damage
Labour’s activities. Unless it
is maintained, the Party will
not be able to represent the
interests of the organised
labour movement, the rea-

- son for which it was

originally created.
Conference therefore rejects
misguided proposals which
would, if implemented,
weaken the relationship
between the Party and the
unions and thus damage the
organised labour movement.

Conference affirms its sup-
port for:

1. Continued sublstantial
union representation at the
Labour Party Conference
whilst welcoming the intro-
duction of a fairer
distribution of votes
between constituency par-
ties and unions.

2. Representation of trade
union branches, co-operative
parties and other affiliates at
every stage in the selection
of parliamentary candidates
by Constituency Labour
Parties.

3. Participation of national
trade unions in the election
of the Party leadership and

the NEC.

4. Representation of local
trade union branches, co-
operative parties and other
affiliates in the regular busi-
ness of Constitunecy Labour
Parties through delegates to
General Committees.

Conference recognises that
procedures can be improved
and recognises that the elec-
tion result necessitates a
period of reflection and
debate, but is opposed to
changes which reduce the
ability of the Party to repre-
sent the organised labour
movement.

Conference instru~ts the
NEC’s new working party on
the relationship between
Labour and the unions to
concentrate its efforts on
how to strengthen the tradi-
tional links between
Labour’s industrial and politi-
cal wings at all levels of the
Party.

This was proposed by
Hendon South CLP and sec-
onded by the General Union
of Associations of Loom
Overlookers.

into a Liberal-Democrats Mark
Il.

However, not all the support for
keeping the link is as solid as it
may seem.

Some prominent trade union
leaders would welcome a massive
cut in the block vote to 50% or
even less, while others like Tom
Sawyer of NUPE and John
Edmonds of the GMB will be
pushing for a somewhat dubious
alternative to direct trade union
representation — a ballot of all
political levy-paying trade union-
ists.

This latter option could well
prove to be nothing other than an
unworkable transitional step
towards the ending of the trade
union link.

It is vital that the broadest possi-
ble coalition is now constructed
around the position passed at this
year’s conference.

* If you would like to support the
Keep the Link campaign please
write fo:

120 Northcote Road, London EI7
7EB.

» Constituency Labour Parties
should submit comments to
Labour’s review group supporting
the links between party and
unions.

A model submission is
available from Bob Tennant on
081-520 5386 or Tom Rigby on
071-277 72117.

Special
Offer

Subscribe to
Socialist Organiser

Special rate until 28
November: £10 for six
months (24 issues).

Send cheque or postal
order payable to Socialist

Organiser to SO, PO Box
823, London SE15 4NA

Name ..........

=
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| enclose
(tick as apppropriate)
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1 £20 for a year
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