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INTRODUCTION

Thig is the third issue of a ragasine we have been brirging cut

sinse October 1975. Originally it wes confined to the university

and colleges, thus our old title 'Revelutionary Student', We now feel
etrongly the need to broaden the ipitial ides. To reach out ond act
as a bridge between all those in Hull who feel concerned about the
effects of a brutal system, who are committed to some forn of
sncinlist sction and fhosme who wi=h tu debate the wayz to achieve

Lliwmen g e

RED HERRING is meant as a contribution to debate. &s - stimulation.

ind as & commecting lirk for those on the left tired with sterile
arguments and eager for mction and snalysis of our role as socialista.
Our times are hard snd difficult. Vany are suffering .ne effecis of
cuts, unemployrent, racialism and repression. Somehew we must hammer
out some answers. We in RED HERRING also want to pose the old question:
what is to be done?

We have felt the need for a socialist voice irn Hull. We have an
unsmployment rate woll above the national average., Redundancies and
factory closures heve been all too cormon. Iio smount of finaneial
inducement or begging can get new industrial investment in or make
it sizy longer thaen to make a fast buck. Cutbacks in ocur health and
education services can no lenger be hushed up. Clinics are closing.
Hospitals are being 'delayed'. Classroors are overcrowded., Transport
services are being 'streamlined'. Wages cut or held back. Teachers
are on the dole.

In this and future issues we will attempt to offer our analysis of
events a8 we see them, Wo will try fo show the connexion between
decaying standards and services and the capitalist system. We also hope
to run regular interviews with people who are aware of this cris 3
through their own experience and imvolvement. In this issue we
interview a leading Hull docks' shop steward. His comments on the
port's decline =re provoking. They are also a2 warning of the nced
to fight the classic employer's tactic of splitiing workers.

Divide and rule is not only an imperial trick, Our article on the
media shows how TV and the press distort facts to split reality
and obscure the issues, Finally we take up & crucial guestion — the
right of people to determine their own sexuality. The serious
questions posed by Goy liberation in recent years must be taken

up by socialists not only in their organizations but in their own
personal thinlking and atiitudes,

Although HED HERRING is produced by members of the Eull branch of the
International Warxist Groyp, we welcome any contribtutions from others
willing to agree or debate with us. In this way we hope to expand a
channel of communication between socialists hére so leading to
common setion for the objectives we all desire,

Al=m Bruce,
May 1976.




WHO CUWHS YOUR ¥MIND -~ The Medig in Britain

by John Munson

We are 211 encouraged to believe that the British media is
impartial and vnbiased. It is seen by the great majority of
people as & 'great British institution' providing factual
information apnd sensible opinion, The independence that it
surposedly enjoys is valued as the 'freecdom of the press'. &
The recent atterpts by the then Employment Minister, Michael
Foot, to enforce the closed shop prineiple in the press, was
rejected by the establishmernt as being sn undemocratic
eneroachrent upon this freedom.

Put the impartiality and freedom of the presa is eclzarly an
illusion when looked at crifically. The medis rei:forces
roactionsry widdle—wlass attitudes, Far from being free it
ig firmly tied to the employing classes of this country and
ai:ts 23 their mouthpiece. The plasa natures of the media can
b2 plearly seen when its coverage of specifie groups and
events is locked at.

First, trede unions. With the resurgence of the right—wing in
trade and students' unions, the media have found a concrete issue
arourd which to focus their propaganda. Left—wing cendidates for
union poste are seen as wreckers and sre accused of not having
the national interest at heart. Socialists are given a wvery
gmall amount of space in the daily papers which lose no opport-
unity to ricture strikers and demomotrating students as being in
defiance of the Rule of Law, Journalists like Woodrow Wyatt
urge their readers to vote for right—wing candidates. The Tory
Party who actively campsign for union elections by postal ballot,
elzarly understand the persussive influence the media haa, [ao
Tories know that when the power of the mass meeting is done away
with the alienated individusl trade unionist is = perfect turget
for the toodrow Wyotis of the establishment.

The best exaomple of media distortion in the field of the urmions
mist be the case of the Shrewsbury pickets. Des Warren nmd Ricky
Tormlinson were jailed under the retrograde conspiracy laws for
conapiring to intimidate building workers in the 1972 building
workers sitrike. No specific charges of violence were ever held
sgeinst ther tut the medis went to great pains {o present the men
as wreckers and thugs.

The newspapers did not say that Ricky and Des were not convieted

of & single offence. They did not mention the meny cases of viol-
ence by the employers and by black-leg labour in the strike against
the pickets. They did rot mention the disgusting conditions snmd lack
of safety standards that were found on many of the building sites.

Vhy were the media silent about these erucisl aspects of the case?
Simply because the flying piclets led by Des and Ricky wers

successful and threatened to make the employers do away with the
profitable 'lump' and improve safety standards on their building sitos.



He Alpines wrote to the police amd even to Heath demandine that firm
sction be token against the pickets. They wanted the right to picket
to be abolished entirely. The newspapers backed thenm up with
cditorials demanding that the Rule of Law be upheld ard that 'violent
vicketing' be firmly dealt with. Here the newspapers were clearly
siding with employers against trade unionists. They were not impartial,

The bissed nature of the media can be further investigated when cne
looks at their attitudes to oppressed groups in society such as
blacks and women.

At best television and press treat black people merely as figures

of fun., WNo serious analysis of the role of blacks in society is
atterpted. But at worst, the media depicts them as depraved crirdinals
who are threatening our society with the alien ways. In both cases

the media is being rocialist. Apart from a few obseure docurmentaries,
articles relating true facts about the black population of this country
are non-existent, Instead, the medig merely comncet blacks with
viclence. They ignore the appalling housing corditions that blacks
have fo endure. Ignorc the exploitation they suffer at the workplace.
Ignore the diserimination practised by the police agninst them, It

is those social amd politicnl conditions that are responsible for

what erire there is among the black scetor of the population, They
are the fault of society and not of the black raychological make-up.
Thiz attitude of the media leaves many working-class people in ignorance.
It is this ignorance that allows racist groups such as the Fationel
Front to gain support among the working-class of this country.,

The media's treatment of women is very similar. It reinforces the
degrading idea that all women are fit to do is wait on men. The

rin-nps that arc to be found in the gutter press are o closr
capitulation to chauvinism, fThe recent Bgual Pay Let was greated

with a mass of ribald jokes from the papers becmuse even this very

wealk nct was scen as a threat to preconceived idess om womens place

in scciety. It was treated accordingly. 411 atterpts by women to bresk
out of the ideclogical strait-jacket irposed on them by socielty are
presented =3 something 'stronge!.

Further evidence of the binsed nature of the media can be seer in
its coverasge of Ireland amd Portugal.

Bufore the 1969 demonstrations, little mention was made in the Prass
of the lack of basic civil rights in the fields of employment snd
voting which the catholiec minority was foreced to cndura. When the
British army was sent into the statelet it was picturcd as a 'peace-
koeping' foree. They continue to peddle this myth , diligently
glozsing over the facts of the Army's violent deeds in Irelard.

The strugsle of Republicans for a united Ireland is seen simply as

a terrorist campaign. Jfny demends that British troops be withdrawn
are treated as surrender to British chauvinism and not as a nacessity
which will ensble the Irish people to determine their own future.

The double standards of the media are in evidence over their treatment
of Fortugnl. When Portugal was in the grips of the Salazarist
dictatorship the press were silemt about froodom and demoeracy. But
when the April 10th '74 revolution overthrew the faciste, the media
rediscovercd these ideals avd began to apply then to the situation.
The workers and reighbourheod commissions were Tietured a3 being
dangerous ultra-left adventurers.




The faet that the working class nceds these cormissions 0 protcet
it against the onslaughts of the capitalists and the right is
ignored. The adverse cconomic situation in Portugnl is said to be
the fault of the Revolution. Fo mention is made of the boycctt on
Portugal by the EEC countries (which was firmly sdvocated by 'Sir
Harold Wilson) in order to make the Fortugese people adopt the forrs
of government they wanted thenm to adopt. ind that peans capitalist
forns,

These are rerely randon exarples of distorfion by the medias There
are rany more like with Chile and goys. But one thing is clear.
The redia alweys talkes o conservative and riddle class approach.
Karl Marx said 'the idens of the ruling elass are in every cpoch
the ruling ideas'. This brings us to ancther functiom of the media
under eapitalisn. One that is more subtle than rere distortion

but cne that is just ns dangerous. That is the funciion of the
nedis as a conveyor of ruling class norals.

In rcet television plays and news features the morals and iseas

of the riddle class are secn as both universal and desirable, The
middle class conception of the fanily is seen as the most natural
for sexual relations ond for child bearing. Homosemiality is seen

as undesirsble because it threstens this unit, The individual is
ezalted. The values of thrift and hard work are scoen as good and
natural. Unerpleoyrent is seen as unavoidable but not desirable.

The view of British history as being ome of irperiaslisn is praisecd
and extollcd. The middle class threough vocal Mary Whitchouses,
atterpts to control entircly what is shown on television. Thay force
their standards on the writer and produccer, inhibiting the emergence
of new drama forms that scck to be realistic.

With all this in rind, the media is clearly not impartial. It
performs a ruch rore irportant funetion for the ruling clasa than
just the presentation of information. A rarxist analysis of Lhe
press shows that it gives a riddle class slant to eurrent events

and pictures their values as desirable. Beaverbrook, founder of

the Daily Express, told the 1948 Hoyal Comrission on the press:

*the sole function of the Daily Express is to provide propaganda
for the Tory party'. Many, roading this candid staterocnt, may sce

o contradiction in the marxist view of the press since sonme national
papers, like the Daily Mirror, cpenly support the Labour Farty.

But this is to confuse support of psrty with support of class,

To say that because a newspaper supporta Labour and is “hought

by rillions of working clsss men and woren it is in sorcways different
from the overtly Tory press, is to judge in simplistic terms.

Firat, these papers all support onc wing of the Labour Farty, the
right wing. 0411 editorials in these papers clenrly bask the
Callaghsn government's cuts in seocial expenditure, which are clearly
anti—working cls=ss. The left wing of the Labour FParty is scun as
being ngrinst the national interest.

Also, the Clay Cross ccuncillors, Labour Party rcrbors who refused
to irplemcnt the Torics' Rent Finance Act, were clenrly acting in
the intcrests of the working clnss. But they wore pictured by

the medi~ a8 being in defiance of thoe Rule of Law,

It is porfectly ¥rue that rillioms of workers buy the Mirror. It
It is a purcly voluntary act. But when sccial pressures arc strong
enough any nct can be secn as veoluntary like the amount of support
given to the Nazi party in Germany in 1933. -



The seccicty in which we live is one that conditions the worlkdng
class not to develop its own culture or its own view of the world
outside of the narrow confincs of the Labovr Party. Popular
dailies such as the Mirror, rofnforce this conditioning by provid-
ing sensaticnalist entertainment. Fo sericus political analysis
iz given and sericus news iters are given sccond place. When
seon in this light popular dailies poerforn a vital function under
capitalism.

The only alternative to this flocd of ruling class idens is to be
found in the papers of the socialist left. Popers such as Red
Woolly, Socialist Worker and the Mornming Star are produced by
Puliticnl groups and have a two—fold function.

Their first function, due to the control thet copitaiisn has

over the medis, is cne of producing propaganda, Thi is not

to say that they distort the truth in the way thot the capitalist
press does. They rercly relate what the press hos left out. Often
this is enough to give a corpletely new mngle to & problen such as
Ireland, It iz only in soecinlist papers that a clear account of
the havoc wrecked by the British Army can be found.

Jecend, they try to show that there is n sensible alternntive

to capitalisn — that of socislisn, Through the accurate portrayal

of issues such as Ireland and Fortugal, the true nature of capitalisn
can be clearly scen. Capitnlist values are seen as false., The
individual that the riddie—classes exalt is scen a8 soreone alicnated
and warped by his job ard his false soeial values.

The circulaticn of socialist Popers is very small., Their resources
are limited. They are alsc faced with atterpts by the cstsblishrent
to silence then. The editorial board of the old Daily Yorker was
often prosecuted. Anothor rore recent exarple is that of the

Paul Foot/Socidlist Worker court ease, shich was a thinly disg .sed
political attermpt to stop the paper.

The sccielist press atterpts to counternet the distortion of the
media by printing the true facts., A good example of this is the
gstruggle for free mnd safe abortion. Anti-sbortion deronstrztions
are given nmassive coverage, thoir actusl size exaggerated and space
given to their false crotional rantings. No rernticn is nade of
progressive groups like the Netional Abortion Carpaign, Thoy mst
rely on the socialist press for coverage. A Tecent leenl gZrmple
iz the Hull Deily Mail which refused to print advortiscrents for

the local branches of the Haticenal Aborticn Carpeign =nd the British
Fregnancy Adviscery Service. It was againat their policy - snd interests!
Contrast this with the front-page treatpent given to the rocent
anti-abortion — LIFE mareh throuzh Bull.

The positive role that a soeialist media con play can be seen in
Portugal. The Republica newspaper was taken over by its staff

when the boss tricd to cnforce redundencics., It guickly becare

a valuable organ of the working class, being 2 non-sectarian

paper that was open to #11 the forces of the revolution. TIts
Success scared the riddle—class in Fortugel snl even helped

Scares resign from the Governrmont, with a lot of hypoeritical talk
about the 'frecdonm of the presa' being in dangor., The only freedon
that was in danger wns the freedom of the capitajists te divide and
2plit the workers. Its takeover by trodps was considored of the
utrost inmportance by the govermment.
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Revolutionary papers in this country arnd Republica in Portugal
provide a glirpse of what the sccialist alternative to our
present riddle—class, biased media is. Ina socialist state

the media would function as sm open forum, whore issues of i
importance that arcse amcng the working class and their parties
would be debated. There would be no cemsorship, but the old
class intercsts snd hatreds would not be allowed to surface and
destroy the positive gains of the working class. But what is
rore irportant, the media would no longer be u=zed to further
the oppression of blacks, woren amd gays anmcng Daily cthers,

The struggles of oppressed peoples would no longer be distorted
and twisted. Only uxtil the media operates on g socialist
basis, with both print workers &nd reporters depid ng on the
content of the paper, will it be a positive and mt a megative
foree in society.




TEE HULL DOCKES — An inpterview

by Alan Eruce

The life of dockers has never been an enviable one. It is a cruel
and difficult existence. Although modified and improved over the
past ten years, the cost has been enorrous. Cnly after psying the
rrice of appalling cornditioms, brutal standards, degradation,
mutilation and even death and only after their owm efforts through
orgarization, solidarity and strike action have conditions changed.
Lnd even still the strusgle is not over, Our poris continue to
decline, thousands leave the industry every year and old
cormmunities face stagnation and decay.

The ultimate humiliation, hefore decasualization in 1967, was thet
of the battle to survive; fto get work in the daily trial of the
free eall. Fen were tightly ecrowded into undersized buildings.
Here worker fought worker for the crumbs of work available to keep
himself and hiz family alive. Elbowing each other, pushing and
shoving, mren fought to get an hour or two of work for a few
migerable pence, This is no Dickens horror story. Only ten years

But all of this is part of the ugzly story of modern capitalism,
The dockers have won victories. But the war is not over. Contain-
erizafion and mechanization have vestly reduced rumbers employed
on the docks, Tonnages have inereased. Employers have re-routed
work to unregistered ports, often far inlend, where part-time
labour works for half the dockers' pay, Frices, of course, have
not gone down. Frofiis have acared. A declining industry means
dead communities but happy banlss and owners.

Hull has bteen no exeception. It highlighte the sad trend of decades
of capitalist greed. Tonnage dropped from 9.4 million in 1963 to
6,3 million in 1971 and is even worse today. Major closures have
been common since 1971, Employers blame militancy. Bub profit is
the key. In ten years the rurber of dockers has fsllen from over
4,500 to 2,100 and is sfil1l declining. Meny of those remaining are
'surplus to requirements' or underermployed. Largze areas of dockland
have been closed or demolished. ¥o new development has occured. All
this in Humberside where unemployment iz well sbove the national
gverage. It is a gad and brutal story where the search for cheap
unorganized lsgbour and greater profits has led 4o the deelime of
one of the once great ports of the world.

Below we print an interview with Alar KIRKBY, vice—chairman of the
Hull Bocks SheopStewards Committee. His long experiernce of the
docks and in fighting for the men he represents iz evident below.
We hope it provokes many into thousht on the reasons for this
decline and the answers that are poszible.
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Q. Could you give me sn idea of when you gtarted on the docls and
what the conditions were like?

L, T bogen work on the doecks in 1965, s¢ I've becn there for eleiven
yaara, But thers was no steady work until decasualization in 1967.
o secure work.

We were all sllocated to an employer — there were some three hundred
of them in Hull. One morming you rmight get work; the next, none.

You were Just sent to an employer and it depended con that., If there
was no work you got sent home. 'Regular workers' got all the jobs -
they worked for the same mansgement g11 the time, Th.ey weren't the
majority!l Before 1967 you got £9 a week without worl.. If you could
get work it wos £10 1s, 8d, a week plus a small boms,

There were two reasons for not getting work: you didn't work hard
ancngh or if jou opened your mouth. If you didn't buy the foreman
beer or toffee up to him you got nothing, Work on the docks was

hard, ferribly hard. Conditions were outrageous. There were Jjust

no amenities. Io showers, no restaurants, no canteens. You could

do very dangerous jobe — shovelling sulphur and the like =nd with

no health protecticns. If you asked for something like overalls you'd
never get work again, if you asked for gogsles or a face mask you
werg a 'trouble-msker!,

4ind there were lots of =zccidents —especially fatal ones if you
worked ropes. There were many mutilations az well losing fingers
and arms cn rope rigs. Thesc devices seldom exist now. They were
used only for speed. And these were used ofly in Full. Men often
didn't claim compensaticn after accidents —either they didn't Imow
or would prefer to go for secure regular work with an enpa.oyer.,

411 dockers started work through relations, fathers axd some. It's
still the sare now. FKids in this area (West Bull) either worked

on fish docks or went on the commercial docks. In East Full they
worked in prop yerds and went onto the commercial docks attwenty—one.

Q. What have comditions been like since 19677 Things like the
Devlin Report and contairerizetion?

Le No doubt sbout it, there was s big change in 1967, But there
was a lot of oprosition to Devlin, We seid at the time it would
split the labour foree, and it has. Ve wanted ome erployer only
and decasuvalization. 4&nd we still have different erployers offering
different corditions. At the time (1967) we struck apsinat it in
Hull for three or four days. But, rermember, in Iiverpocl they
atruck for sex weels.

Decasuslization meant you got to work on a roster. Even still we
worked on piece-work from 1967-70. After 1970 it beczme day-work.
Day work reant a shortening from a 40-hour to a 35-hour week.

4% the ferries in Hull they still work shifts. (Fa.m. to 2 DT
2 p.o. 0 9 per)

Fiece-work meant working very hard snd very unsafe hours with almost
no time for meals., Tts going made a big difference, Before
day-work gangs worked against each other. One of the first ports
in the U.XK. to go on a stamdard wage was Hull. Rotterdanm is still
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on shift work, twenty-four hours a day. Same in Southampton.

A11 this atarted the one day striles in 1965 — 66, Tou could work
with the seme men day after day and then not see them for years =after,
In the mormings foremen used to get on stands in the Alexsndra Dock
in g building which eould hold 1000 men — 1500 to 2000 mer would be
in there, shoving and pushirng, looking for work, I{ depended how

rary would get work on eny morrning — a few hundred might get work.

Uniona? There's the '"blue' union, National Asspeiation of Sisvedores
gnd Dockers — my union. It's the oldest dock urnion in the country,
1872. We commemorated it by the strikel! The 'white' union is the
Transport and General. The difference? Anybody can be in the T2G.
Everyone in our umion has to be a registered deck worker. Docks
aven't important to the T&G. There's been a reduction in dockers
from 60,000 to 26,000 over the last ten years. For a union like the
T&G with 1.8 million members it's a drop in the ocesi. We're
concerned only with dockers' welfare. Over the last few years
there's been a shift from the blue to the white union. In the last
few weeks thiz has been reversed somewhat. There are only two unions
in the Hull docks and we've been the much more militant.

There's been a lot of mechanmization since I joined. Comtainerization
has even come tooc fast for the employers. low we can even have =
5000 ton turnmround in one day. Roro ships (rﬁll—an, roll-off) are
even faster — forty toms in ome go. These ships employ fourteen men
for ons day. It would have been five days work for 55 men ten years
a20.

I can say that containerization - no, I mean mechanization — came
20 fast that nobody kmew what was happening., Ten years ago you
could work on the doclks until you were 70 — T75. The average age

on the docks today is 47. You get complete retirement at 65 but

no one's retiring because they get severance pay. I think the =ople
left are very concerned. There are getting to be more ancillary
workers than registered dockers. Firms are split and so are the
dockers, The docks are being run down. Young workers aren't being
taken on.

They talk about 'apprenticeship'. Wz won't allew it, At least net
on the terms employers want. They said they'd take apprentices as
dockworkers., We rejected it because it would get in cheap labour
and aplit the workforce.

Everything is mechanized now — we've got 110 forklifis for example.
Twenty per cent of the workforce is off all the time — either
holidays, siclmess or just lack of work.

Q. What happened during the 1972 strike?

A. The '72 strike...everyone hers wes prepared for a strike. We
kmew there'd be one. Ko surprise. Tr 1972 we had over 300 men on the
Temporary Unattachoed Register. In london it wes 2000. But I lmew
after it that we had achieved nothirg. We didn't gain anything.

The only good thing was the abolitien of the T.U.R. In 1972 we

got people on the same wages but we didn't create employment.

Today there are soms 1500 less dockers and the honnages =Te UD.

Just lock at the decline 1972 to 1976.
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There was very organicod gickating. Wa bought a bug (Goneviove —
it5 still in the Albert doek!). We went everywhere, atopping

at every port — like Scarborcugh. =very day there were a thousand
police on the Tremt. We were the first port in the country to
come oub, It was an official strike — a lot think it wasn't, tut
it was. We had flying mckets because of the mushrooming of other
ports in unfair competition.

They got cheaper labour in Selby — bubt all it meant was vest smd
greater profits. They were working up the Trent for half the money
we were but prices were no cheaper., It was =11 done for bigger
profita. We objected to this,

The flying picket was very effective. The miners learnt it from us.
We were the first to mobilize hundreds of men every iay.

Selby ..+ we got to Sclby at 10 a.ms All the police wers waiting
for us. At 12 we marched through the town in columms of four and
cloged the berths down. TWe got = bit of abuse bubt a lot of
support. On the Trent we had sixzty dockers arrested and each
fined £50 in a kengaroeo ceourt. The police were very frightened.
We were sending T00- 1200 men z day. Folice stopped cars and
tock sway our hand—hocks and bill-hooks. Those are the tools

of ouwr trade. They called them 'offensive weapons'.

Wemen and wives worked behind the scenes. We in the Blue Union
got no strike pay. I got threatening and abusive 'phone calls

the third week which worried me greatly — threais to my wife

and family. My wife got a job to tide us over. The woren weren't
hostile. My wife had g typewriter here ard did =11 the le=flets
and bulletina.

It's 8till talked Bbout. I think it's the last doek strike wou'll
see., DBecause when you go from £9 a week to higher wages and you

get debt around you it's more different. TYou become, well, m dergte.
Then we had nothinge to lose. Now some have got vested intersats

ard they're more careful. Ve made a small step and we're afraid

to lose it. We try to prepare men for stoppeges. Ve stewards tell
the men not to worry and be rendy.

I think a lot of the dockers would even take wage cuts, We'we
gained respect ut don't get the idea we're super—-militant. We've
a good solid core but a lot of bad ones. If the steward system
ever went, the wheole system weuld fall -~ the employers would
ennihilate us.

We haven't had so much success as organisation. We're s small
port compared with London or Sowlthamion. We can call a stewards!
meeting in thirty mimites =nd stop the port in thirty minutes.

Q. Could you give some background to the recent troubles?

L. Last year there were forty riggers in Hull. Now it's suddenly
inereased to over a hundred. We've made it clear that riggzing is
our work. We do rigging. We've ocur own walting lists. They

wart dockers' bogks. We sey there are z lot of us on waiting

Iists already. The original forty can have Jjobs btut not the rest.
They lost support by picketing the gates. There's been a tripartite
agreement between port emrloyers, rigegers' employers and the T & @
againet dockers. It's Just an attempt to break the dockers up.
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Ho doubt sbout it. And of course there's a loft of shit propaganda
from the CBI that we want their jobs.

Qs How do you seg the future?

L. The docks in Hull, in my opinion, are declining in a contracting
industry. Mechanization pears they can't get the big ships into
Hull., We can't take a ship over 25,000 tons, The EEC has brought
1o work in — there are no French or Italisn ships. Ircnically, roat
of our trade is with the Eastern Bloec countries anl the Persian Gulf.

Trade'll shift to other ports : Southampton and Felizstowe. They'll
keep runming us down. In ten years they'll run Hall with 800 men
anl mere incressed tonrages. Tou get gangs of seven men now where
you cmce had twenty, Tomnages grow every day. The Common Market
is rubbish for Hull. It's all going to the Trent.

Ve've done everything sinee 1972. We've bent over mekwards. The
game with Goole., We've had no strike sinee '"72 and theylre still
running us down.

Men will stil11 keep leaving., They're buying men out of the docks -
and deliberately weskoning them,
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SMLSHTYEG THE FHETTO — Gay Iibernticn and the Left

by Yoel Hibbert

In the February issue of Hullfire snd more recently in Radical Drag,
Steve Hodgson in a rather inpressicnistic and Burrocughsosgque
article highlighted the cppression experienced by gay people in
society. In doing so he rather inadvertently I think, exposed
sericus insdeguacies on the left on this guestion., Very rarely

cn the left does any analysis of the peaning of being gay in
capitalist society apresyr — and most gay pecpie have to lock for
'"Dostoyevskian! type individuslistic solutions to “heir predicarent.
But links betw .n the revolutionsry left, the labe'r movenent and
the Gay Liboraltion Moversent can be beneficial to a:l threoe.

We arcusing the ternm gay to pean those people who want to relate
soxually to rerbers of their own sex (lesbians, horosexuals )

and those who identify with the other sex, cither by changing
sex by surgery ete. (trans—sexuals) or by dressing in the clothes
of the c¢ther sex ftrr-mavesti‘tes].

Homosezuolity ond trans—scxnaligm are alrost universally defined

in 'respectable! society and inthe rodicel profession as a '"problec!,
Once such a definiticn is accepted, then the way is open for

endless psocudo—scientific studics cxplaining its 'origins! in
terns of biclogy, chrormoscmes, early socialisation and so cn. The
gay person ig labelled as o 'casc' and investigated if possible
with 2 view to curing hir/her. Such labelling in fact reprosents
an attenpt to isclate gay pebple as far as possible and creates
deep foelings of guilt in memy. BEven oany so called rovolutionaries
sccept this definition, only transferring the problerns to cavitalist
sopiety which 'distorts! poorle's sexual’ orientations so th ¢ sone
become fixated on members of their own sex. For such pecople, the
socialist revolution will elirdinate hormosexuality slong with
prostituticn.

Por a rovelutionsry Mor xist, gzay pecple do not prosent a problen

in thermselves. The problen lies in. explaoining why they are treated
as they are anl how they can change that situation. Simce we

do not accept that sex was instituted by the Divine (or Society)

in order that children night be produced — or that weren are only

in a natural state whén in a subordinated relationship to men or
vice—versa — therc is absolutely no reascn why pecple shouldn't
relate sexually to pecple of the sare sex if they want to any rore
than why they should net relate to pecple of the aame sex. Buch

a position derystifies endless prejudices and learmed tomes and

it is one of the positive gains of the Gay Iiberation Moverent to
have foreoefully prosented this analysis. Far froom withering smay,
korosexuality will beecre mich more gorron in 2 soeialist society

a3 the mystificotions ond yrejudiccs surrcunding soxzual relationships
are removed. Indeed this wns the cnse in the early years of the
Soviet Union when pensl l@gislalion againmst hHomosexuals was abolished.
Orly =5 the Stalinist buresucracy tightened its hold over the whole
of social 1ife did the reprossion of horosexuals becole once nore
the norn — under the cover of beiny 'agents of irperinlisn'.
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If honosexuality in itself is not a problen, why then arc horio—
soxunls umiveraslly oppressed in bourgsols sociaty? (the degree
of oprression varies from tire to tire and cowuntry to country,
of scurse). Why do many reople, armong then militent workers who
are otherwise anti-capitalist, feel an unesse and confusicn in
regard to £.¥ puople? FPalkdstanis, wcren =nd 'gucers' arc the
stock in trade of working men's elubs .

No ruling grevp exists for long by reans of naked force alone.

For capitalisn to continue to oxist the bourgecisie rust dominate
at overy level in society — froo the crucial realn of the state

to the domain of the nuclear farily. The contimued existence of
this class rule depends on rystifying the population as to the true
central source of their oppressicn - the systen of productive
relations which extracts the wealth from thnse who produce and
transfers it to those who own. On the ome hand it i~ necessary

to have institutions mmd syrbels which are regarded = right and
geod by the oppressed so they m.y think the whele worthwhile.

on  the other it is necessary to have groups o pecple who are
identifiable in some way as different so that reople’s frustrations
can, if necessnry, be turned against then. The farily is cme such
irportant institution, gay people one such grour.

WYhether or not they see themsclves os revoluticparies or even
reformors as by no means all do, pgay pecple who actuslly

proctise their honosexuality threaten the ideclogy of the family.
Through the fanily, new gemerations of workers .Te produced.

Ruling claas idess are passcd on. Women arc suhordinated, isclated
and divided fronm productive workers. So control of the fanily is
wery irportant for the ruling class and its state. By nacessity
gay pecrle rust make a clear divorce beiween sexmslity and Trepro—
duction. By bourgeois laws they are forced To divids sexunlity

and marriage. By their very oprression their relationships tend

tc be fragile and transient,challenging the myth of peroasnence
sanctified in the nmarrigge ceremoeny. G-y pecple sround the Ga-
Iiveraticn Front have also consciously core to challemge and reject
scmething of the dorminanc e/subordination, m:ti"uityfpssai‘?ity, mle/
Femsle ideas sbout behaviour sppropriste tc each sex, ideas which
help greatly to naintain the subordination of wemen in ecapitalist
society. In all these ways the uncontested yublic activity of

gay pecple is a threat.

Gay people are alsc useful syrbols of 'moral decadence' in capitalisr.
111 ills we feel can be attributed to perrissiveness, eral laxity,
Jews, blacks, gays etec. and the persecutiwm of the rinority and in
sore cases their actual extermination (as in Fazi Gcrmarw] can be

o menns of deflecting sceial tensions from their real source — the
expleitative nature of the systen itaglf.

The oppression of gay pecple 1s therofore both necessary and
useful within the existing system, For that reason it becores
clear that there is only one way for gay pecple to remove their
oprresaion. That is by linking up with a1l other oppressed groups,
ord centrelly the working class — whose explcifation underlies
every other — in order to overthrow the systen itself. Of all
homosexuals, only those arcund the G2y Iiber,. tion Front have begun
to realise this basic fact. COther homcsexuasls have reacted gither
by rotreat or atterpts at reform.
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Why rotreat? Bocowse they therselves often foel guilty =md accept
the ideclogieal definitions propegated abeut then, rony gay reople
go to the medical professicn seeking to be 'cured'. At the hands
of psychiatrists they will undergo rany interregations md/er
thysical agoniea which ray underrine their whole rerscnalities.

i srall purber, for fesr of discovery, cormit suicide or mitilate
therselves. But rost enter the'Gay Ghetto'. The fny Ghette is
that vory restricted area of social life which at present is
allowed to gay people by the police. fertain elubs, pubs and
publie lavatories E%ctﬁag&s'g ave available to gay people. Even
here they are not free fronm harassrent, undertaken sporadieally
and indiserirdnately with the purpese of kecping g=u recple
irsecure, restricted and out of the rublic eyc.

Why reforn? Sore feclings of attraction t¢ pecy’2 of the sare
sex are to be found smong those groups whe in their genoral life-—
aituation berefit from existing society (note Thorre scandal).
Turibers of pecple have hoped to gain a place for respectnble hono-
sexunls in respectable society. 4s with any other~interest sgroup,

at cortain periods scre reforrs can be won fron capitalism, These
refoTrs arc never secure, never give the group an equal atatua, never
go far enough.

Why revolt? Both retreatist snd the roforrist response of gay
peorle imvolve the general sceoptohce of the ideoleogy of capitalist
sceiety. The GLF, like the woren's liberation moverent, sten fron
anl contribute to the challenge to that ideclogy which has been
developing in numercus ways oriong secticns of youth — a challenge
initiated in the sizxties by the Anti-Vietnan war noverent. GLF

is n recent developremt. It only bocnme significant in 1970, as
young gay pecple — usunlly radieslised in other ways — begmm to
challenge the basie definmition of therselves presented by all
responsitle sources in our sociefy. Thus they care into open
conflict with them. Gap pecple began to feome out' — be publ -cly
jdentificd as gay with 8legans 'Proud to be Gay', 'I'nD 2 homosexual
Fon?,

While o feirly explicit rejection of capitalism is part cf the
urderstanrding of alrost every GLF renber the sctupl practice of
the roverent is very diffuse =ond subject to irrense diversionary
pressures. Because coring out itself represents such s big emctional
atep for nost people, a part cf the rovenent has given suppert to
those deing this a priority - turniys away fren public activity.
This pesiticon was argued for by the lending Gay militant, Den
Milligan, in a recent woren'’s liberation meeting in the university.
Others have felt the pripe task is to link upwith reformist gay
pecple in the Carpaign for Homosexual Egquality. In reality it
represents a road back to the thetto or even reforrmisri.

S£i11 cthers have begome so involved with trying fo ereate a

new life-atyle in corrumes and in perscnal relationships that it h=s
becore an end in itself, and thus utopian. There are no solutions
to problems of personal relaticnships in a capitnlist systen.
Sometimes this can becorme a viclous new poral code as pressure is
put on peeple to be bi-sexual or tr have tmltiple relaticmships.
Tew sterectypes and roles ere croated begring the guestions of real
liberation.

is with other oprressed groups, the distrust® of authority -boong
sore rombers has spilled over into a refusal tc orgnmisc reatings
in any effective way. In some areas of Britein, gny woren and
tr:m.svestitaf-l:rmﬂs—scxuals have felt it necessary tc orgonise
seporately fron gay ren. 17
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Thus it cannot bo 8ald that Gay liberation Tepresents a eccheront
Tolitical noveront anyrore than the Werenty Liberaticn moveront
does. But this ip 0o way nalkes 4+ts eXistonce as an Amrtonernong
noveront lesga Bimificant, Firg+ the left hag conzistently under—
erphasised and neglected the analysis of revelutionary positions
in relation %o the Tarily ard sexual relationships, Gay Liberation
Front is foreing us to nake zood this failing ang Providing some
of the ideas to dg it. Second, the Gay Liberation Front is cxposing
the reactionary nature of the psychiatrie prefession and the
repressive legal systen, sometinmes in qQuite draratic ways. Third,
the pore politicised rerbers are roving ocut ts challenge bourgecis
ideology within sections of the vorking elags,

But above all, if the ga¥ Noverent does not conftime to go forward ,
the reactionary tendencies Syrbolised by SFUCG and ths Festival of
Light will move onto the offensive against gy recrl: and begin

to link up with the fascist, rocist and anti-Irigh Doverents inteo

2 really dangerous diversmnary threat. Thus we reed the Gay Iiber—
ation Front, Gay recple alse need the suyport of the revelutionary
1eft =nd the wider labour noverant, 4n introverteg £5y Doverent
cannot resist serdous attacks by the gtate. Tt ig the job of
Tevoluti onaries ang €Y revoluticnnaries +o intervene in Gay Iiber-
ation Front for o broader Socialist perspective, away from
introversion ang Say naticnalian, Teformisn and utopianisn,
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WHAT TEE FRISIS IS RELILY ABOUT ...

by Bert Jomeph

In ow day to day lives we are apble to see rany erpirical
panifestations of the erisis. We see the long queues at the dole
offices near the parket plgee in Full, we see the increase in the
cost of living anml are snware that our incore, whether wages or
grants, is inadequote tc cope. We observe that vaconcies occur
on the shop fleor, in the offices or in ocur umivers: &y departrent.
nd there are no rorlacerents. Added to our own chservations woe
are daily beseiged by the nass redia, informing us f the serious
nature of the crisis, denonstrating with irnaculate graphs the
fact that if only the workers weren't so greedy thea wvith a wave
of the patriotic wand we could 211 jein together in putting the
1@reat! back into Great Britzin.

Tnfortunately too many peorle swallow ell this 1gbjectire! 'iopartial!
'pelitically neutral! inforration of the British bourpgeoisie. If
the reader finds hirself/herself at this peint already disagreeing
with the article then you cbvicusly thcught you werc buying a
nazozine on angling and we're very sorry — but no you can't have
your romey back.

The rodest ain of this article is to engage readers, who are radically
criticel of the present systen, and who may or may not be politically
agtive, in a debate on how to resolve the crisis, We are keen to
diseuss, whother it be in the Ploughran's Bar or the Folar Bear,
whether you copsider yourself as one of Hull's many 'unique
ipdividualistic! huran beings, or yeu are a neober of sone politicgl
organisation, your views cn the major issucs of next period. Our
ain will be to leck for areas of agrecrent and hopefully are 8 of
joint activity in fighting capitglism.

Baving disposcd of the formalities we rove on to present our analysis
of the crisis. We do not intend to denl in any depth with the =pecific
rayi festations of the orisis, in the sense that we are not going to
toll you how reny src out of work, how the welfare state is being
attacked or how schools are not being built. Ve hope that you read
the papers of the rovolutionary left for this kind of irforration.
Rather what we want to do is to place the crisis of British capitalism
into a politicel context, not only in the historicsl sense, We also
insist that as a fundanental axion of the narxist method that the
crisis in Britain be viewed not from within the green and pleassant
boundaries of cur own country but fron an intermational perspective
urderstanding British capitalisn as an integrated part of the

world capitalist ecomcriy. 'fe hold that the epcch in which we live

can he characterised, as the very first polifical thegiz of the

Third Internatiopal stated, 'ns an epoch of the disintegration and
collapse of the entire capitalist world systen, which will drag the
whole of Europesn civilisation down with it, if capitalisn with its
inscluble contradictions is mot destroyed'.
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It iz this which is the objective basis of the view that the irp-
eriglist epoch is the epoeh of prolet-rian revolutions. The
dconoric basis of this eroch is created by the dorinstion of the
ronopely sectors of industrial rroducticn, the fusion of industrial
and banlkdng capital into finance capital, the division of the world
into groups of great powers and a tendeney to stagnation.

Now, having said that the nature of the epcch is cne in which in
an historical sense ecapitalisn cannot evern mect the irrediate

needs of the nasses, we rust be carcful in what we are not saying.
We are not saying that bocause the epoch is revoluticnary this
means that the conditioms forrevelution exist at any peint in time
nor are we saying that because at sny peint in tHire a2 situation is
not revelutionary therefore the epoch is not revoluticnery. These
two perallel deviations are based on the confusion of the charscter
of the entire eroch with the character of the cbject ve situation
at any given point in tire.

Thus we believe today that, given the corsiderable impact of o
synchronised international economic rocession and the develcpront

cf a pre-revolutionary crisis in Southern Eurcre hitting an
ioperialist systen already weakenced by its defoat in IndeChins there
iz created the rost favourable internationsl context for the atrugzsle
in every country in Burcpe, including Britain, since 1917-23., It
woculd however be recharnical sandwrong to conelude fror this general
trend that in cvery country in Europe the working class now proceeds
in a straight line upward in offemsive strugrles.

On the contrary, the uneven develcprent of the relaticnship of forces
has been parkedly accentuatedsince the beginring of the renmeralised
econorie recession in 1974 - 1975 in the different Eurcpean capital—
ist countries, While the working-classes’ rilitancy =md anti-
capitalist struggles have been strengthened in several countries,

they have been terporarily halted or even thrown back in veric s
cthers, in the first place West Gernany. We mst stress that the
further unfelding of the class strugcle in Britain does not take

Place in an internaticnal wvacuun., It will be strengly influenced

by internmaticnal developrents, and in the first tlace what haypens

in the rest of capitalist Burope. Thus before lecking rore concretely
at the crisis of British capitslism we rust bear in mind the
significance of possiblc developrents in Spain, Fertugal, Tialy

and France and the offect such developrents woi 14 have nct only on

the politicised vanguard in Britain but slso on the rasses themselves.
Equally the success or the failurc of the British workers' struggles
against the offemnsive unlcashsd by the bourgecisie (with the assistance
of the Labour Governrent) could greatly alter the sceial and political
perspectives for the whole ¢f Western Eurcpe.

Ihe Roots

British capitalism witnesscs today the worst social erisis sinca

its birth, We will state in a synthetie forn the roots of this

crisis: First, there is thé long ternm decline of British inmperialisn —
it has lost throughout the twentieth century its leading position

and predominance on the world narket, its rilitary and financial
Suprenacy md its erpire. Britain, now a third-rate irperialist power,
the peculiaritidés of its imternal econcrie, political and social structu
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feane nore snd more incongrucus in rolaticn to the rapidly narrow-
B Daterial basis of British irperialisn.

Second, we note the pecvliarities of the British eecmery and patterns
capital _ceurmlaticn, esyecially the strong relisnce on 'invisible
exports' as a corpemsation for the srowing inforiority of British

» s try corpared with that of its pain competiters, produced a
Sramatic gap in the rate of growth between British industry and

that of Japen and the main Western Buropean corpanics in the 50's

and 60's , qualitatively nodifying Britain's share of the world
market and even threatening the capbure of a gwowing sharc of the
‘home parket by foreign industry. Britain therchy besars more
vulnerable than any irperialist power except Italy to the worsening
world eccnormic situation in the late 60's and 70's. And with the
inowitable parallel of sharply stepped—ur imperialis cornpetiticn.

Third, the British working class, being the only rajor scctor of the
world proletariat which has not suffered any grave defeat since the
thirties, the basic relatiomship of forces between the main social
classes in Britain was rere favourable to Labour on g long tern basis.
(arart fron specific lirited situations like 194447 or 1968-69 in
France and Italy) than in any other irperialist country., This
irposed on the British bourgecisie the politiesl irperative of main-
taining a high level of erployrment snd of sccial services for two
decades which in turn strongthened the bargaining pogition of the
workines eclass.

The corbination of these three nain forcos has had, and continues
to have, long tern effects vhich for a coertain time were obscured
by the gradual wsing up of the tremendous rescurces .cculunated
by British capitalisn after two centuries of impetucus growth and
plundering of its own pecple, the Irish pecrle and the peorles of
the oenpire. Todsy these reserves have been largely used up. Me
decline of British capitalism bogins to mnifest itself clearl in
2 more smd nore dranatic way. The decline ir the rate of profit of
Byitish capital, the decline of the pound as a world currency, the
decline of Brivish real wages, tte decay of the 'welfarc state!
with its once 'rodel'! sccial services, the rassive reaprenrance of
dire poverty are keen indicators of this erisia.

Sogiety and Politics

The British crisis is dorimatcd by tweo sceial smd politieal aspects.
On the one kand the gradual decline of British Inperislisn had
reached the point where the traditicnal econormie, political and
sccial strugture of British capitalisn camnot survice — it has to
be thoroughly overbauled if capitalist rule is to surviee in the
couniry. On the other hard, the strength of the werldng clasa, which
Bhas been sbleto eling stubbornly to its acquired ponguesta, hag
been largely inhibited by the Labour buresucracy from replacing the
decaying copitalist order with a new worker power, criented towards
e Socialist United States of Burcpe which offors the only
‘hidtorically progressive way out of Britaoin's crisis.

Tus an  historical stalemate has gerged since the late sixties,

3o which neither the capitalist class nor the working class have
been able to apply their basic solutions to the social and economie
exizis. This has led to o long drawn out political crisis, taking
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rore and mere the forn of o near paralysis governrent with regard
to long-tern strategic solutions.

The present stalemate in Britain esnnct last for s furthor prolonged
pericd. It threatens bourgecis scciety in Britain with callapse.
Socialists, especislly revolubtionary marxists, rmst be conseicus

of the fact that a decisive test of strength is progressively
arproaching in Britain, We must hake the British working class (and
perticularly its vanguard) conscious of the hipgh stokes involved

in this test of strength., The mnalysis we have given above reveals
the depth of the ecrisia and beferc we g0 on to analyse the offensives
of the ruling class, we fecl it is absolutely vital to warn against
those pecple who say capitalisn is bound to eollapse, This is mere
revoluticnary verbage. fAs we stated carlier, capitalism in its
irmperialist stage tends towards a stammation of the rroductive
forces® but note we are talking about a tendency of developnent

and net an imediate and undiversal truth. Both Trot ky and Lenin
warned tire and tire again agaimet this Knd of thinking, 'There
are no absolutely horeless situations.! '"The present unstable

class equilibrium in the Burcpean countries cannot contime

indefini tely precisely because of its instability.!

In coming to terrms with the present situation, the irrediate point
to notice is that in a very short time the basic tide of the class
strugegle in Britain has been sharply reversed., Under the Heath
goverrrent and in the beginning of the scecnd Wilscn governnent,

ithe dynardic was onc of a petential generalisaticn of masastru-gles
of a clearly offensive thrust — even if the startirg point could

be defemsive (as was the case with the struggle agsinst the Beath
anti-union legislation)s However, since the Spring of 1975 and

the E.E.C., we have seen a serics of encroaching defeats of the
worlting class which has es~entislly been in a state of confusicn.

It arrears that the class is now beginming to leaorn that fragrented
struggles, however militant, will be less =md less capeble of schbevinge
results and sustaining morale. If the ruling class arc permit od

to pick off at leisure any sectors of induwstry which wore trac_ticnally
militent (like cortain car plants, docks and rript shops), irpose

& prolonged peried of mass unerployrent and a steady decline ih

real wages,then all this will lead to a further disarming =nd
disarray of thewordding class., ¥ilitants sre now bepdinning to
realise that fighting isclated in the plant, in the hospital or on
the canpus is no wse, If we are to fight back then we mmist see a
spread of suepcessful nassive defensive satruggles which covld rapidly
cverturn the present trend amd rut again on the agenda the possibility
of geéneralised struggles, even of a general strike with action
cotrmittee potential,

The Bols of Labour

It is no accident that the Labour povernrent has boen the organiser
of the first successful offonsive ngainst the British workers!
standard of living. Given the present social and political
relationship of forces in Britain no other roliticel form of a
successful bourgecis offensive was pessible. The dismal feilure
of Heath's anti-working class offensive Tully confirmed that in

the cxmisting social relaticn of forees, =sny atterpt to defeat the
working class in cpen confrontation, without a previous attempt
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$6 divide the class politically end pradually ercde ils tremendous
strength,was doorod to failure, CGiven the defent of the Tories in
Fabrunry and Cotober 1974 we con see that under conditicns where

the needs of the bourgecisie for z strong party of the ruling class
capeble of taldng on a confrontaticon with the ruling class camnct

at present be realised, there is no slternatiwve for the bourgecisie

but tc try ond irplement its irredisate plans through s Lebour government.

While constantly bullying and blackneiling this government, thorshy
helping the "left' burssueratsto justifyin the eyes of the workers
thoir 'lesser evil' policies,British enyitelisr hcyes to have the
worldin- clnss divided -nd frorronted. g the resulte of the blows
which the Inbeut povernrent is inflicting upen it hove offect, ond
the rilitaney of the vanmuerd cufficicntly ercded, thoy hope to

prop ro the field for o further ~nd rore decisive omslewht — rogsibly
aefter n erushing clectoral defest of Labour. <t the poront the o
relatively srall defeats suffered by the working class are not enough.
The bosses must impose a ruch heavier defeat if they are to reatore
British capitalism. This plan is sufficiently realistic to consider
completely irresponsible the eymical calculation of the Benmites

who, reflecting their bureameratic imterests, refuse to bresk with
the trade umion bureaucracy and conterplate schemes such as beginning
a challenge to the rrement leadership orly after it has led the

Labour party to a disasterous electoral defeat. While not reflecting
buresucretic interests but political confusion, likewise irresponsible
iz the atterpt of those forces on the extrere left who minimise the
present sot-backs and their potential combined result, Thus they

deny the need to prepare for a decisive test of strength in the

short or rediun tern. They satisfy themselves with a 'busineas a8
uysuel! corbination of fragrented snd syndicalist militancy and

mmdane rovoluticnary propeganda. A1l these forces strongly
prderestimate the gravity of the situation and of the challenge it
rresents to the whele British working class.

In this woy the corbined erisis of British capitalisno and the i tructure
of bourgeois scciety in Britain transforms itself into a potential
crisis of the traditional worlking class movement and of the British
lnbour rerty. Any significant rass. reaction of the workinz class
against the labout governnent® policies will tramslate ifself into

an explosive erisis of acecial democracy as an organmisation at every
level.

The whole future destiny of British cepitalian, its possibility

of pushing its snti-working class offemsive through to a decisive
succesas to push up the rate of profit anl of intermal capital
accurulation, depends on the degree ®o which it will be able to use
the Labour party leadership znd bureaucracy to achiewve the imttial
goals of its offensive. The whole possibility of meintaining its
conguests of the last thirty years ond transforming then inte an
"ymasseilable preblem from which to launch the struggle for socialism
in the short tero depends for the working class, on the wey in which
it will be able to orgawise a powerful and nassive defence of the
bourgecisie onslaught, in which it will reveal a rew level of comsc-—
iocusness, a larger and better coprdinated nass vanguard i.e. an
ample recorpesition of the orgamised Labour movenment both inside
and butside the Labour party.
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Fronm this smalysis flows a clear projocbion of yerspectives end

a clear outline of political and organisational pricrities for
revolotionary marxists. The irmrediate task is %o show within

the working class that the fight is on here amd now, that it 1=
pessible to fight the Hoaly measures under present ecircurstapnces
Wthout any specifically political preconditions being zolved first.
The ressage of the day is: Fight now to defend your gtandard of
living. Fight irmediately whoever you arc. For these imitial
fights to be successful, they mmst be orgarmized on the basis of

the broadest possible unity of action of all forees actually involwved
and s=round the irrediate defersive issues concretely raized.

In this article we have ccncentrated in sore depth on the crisis

of Bpitish capitalism. We telieve that this is Justified because
it is only by us all understanding the nature ard th problems of
the criasis th_t we can develop and test out in practuce a working
olass solution. In later issues of Red Herring we will try *o
spell out our ideas in terrs of how to organise those forces willing
to fight on an enti—capitalist dymarie, in what we hope will be a
serious contribution to a gwowing debate within the Left on how we
con lsunch a uwndted fight against the cayitalist pelicies of this
Labour governrent.
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WHO ARE WE?

The International Marxist Group is a small organization of the
revoluticnary left, It ig the British seection of the Fourth
International, founded by ILeon Trotsky in 1938. It struggles for

gn internaticnal socialist revolution as the only way to defeat
capitalism and its imperialist network., In Britain the TMG is
active around issues like Ireland, Spain, Portugal and solidarity
with African liberation movements. The ING also campuigns to defeat
cuts in education and welfare services, to advance the liberation
of women snd for workers' control of industry among cther issues.

In the past year the Hull branch of the IMG has heen active both

in +the tuwn =nd university. We are active in the Purnlerside Health
Service betion Committes, formed to protect the healih serviees in
Holl from government eutbacks, In the Worldng Woren's Charter
campaign We argue for better conditions for women workers in fighting
their double exploitation. In the National Abortion Campaisn we
fight Tfor the basic right for a woman to control her own body.

In the university we are sctive in campaigns for betiter mursery
Tacilities and for a sliding scale of grants. We believe it is
vital for students to take an active interest in intermational
issues and in support of labour movement activities in Hull.

We produce two regular publications in additién to vooks and
panphlets. One is our weekly paper RED WEEKLY giving a detailed
analysis of the struggle for socialism in Brilain, And there is
the fortnightly jourmal TFEPRECOR  an informational and factual
review of world evenis and the role of the Fourth International,

If you'd like more information on our activities or publicatioc:s
contact us at 105 Princes Avenue, Eull or telephone 843917.







