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The Tories’ crisis and
working class resistance

SINCE THE last issue of International the political situation has been
dominated by two events: the Westland affair and the print strike.
While the Tory government has been in open political crisis, one of
the best organised sections of the working class has been struck
some fearful blows at the hands of a union-busting employer and
the courts — not without a helping hand from the timidity and inac-
tion of the print union leaderships.

How can we square these developments? Why, if the Tories
are in such crisis, is the working class still on the defensive! To
answer that we have to look at the meaning of the Westland affair,
and what was behind the resignation of Heseltine which threw the
whole Tory party into a panic. Heseltine's resignation was
manifestly not about the constitutional questions, the future of a
small company in Yeovil, or even mainly about the future of the
European defence industry. Rather, it was Heseltine's bid to stake
his claim to the succession to Thatcher. Such a move would have
been totally irrational without a certain calculation — that either
the Tories would lose the next election, or in a panic would ditch
Thatcher as a ‘liability’ before the elections took place.

Such a calculation was unthinkable for the Tories even a year
ago, now it is commonplace. The reason is simple: despite all the
defeats which the Tories have inflicted on the working class, it is
becoming obvious that seven years of Thatcherism have done
precious little to stem the economic crisis, and indeed it is becom-
ing clear to even ruling class observers that the main planks of Tory
policy like privatisation are absolutely irrelevant to a solution.

A further decrease in the price of North Sea oil, which is on
the cards, will expose the weakness of British capitalism and the
frailty of the Tories’ economic strategy even further. The fall in
the price of oil will put simultaneous pressure on inflation and
public spending as tax revenue slumps. Thatcher is learning a hard
lesson — that inflicting defeats on the working class does not im-
mediately and directly translate itself into boom and prosperity for
capitalism.

Ihe political crisis confirms what the editors of this journal
thought at the time of the defeat of the miners’ strike — that the
outcome was a victory for the ruling class but not necessarily a
political victory for the Tories. To some extent the Tories are still
paying a price for their actions during the strike.

Opinion polls are showing a slump in the popularity of the
Tories, and a significant lead for Labour and the Alliance. Psepholo-
gists are having a field day working out the permutations involved
in an election in which no party has an overall majority, which now
seems the likely outcome. It is not easy to conjure up a Falklands
war for every election, and at the next one the real relationship of
forces in British politics is likely to assert itself much more than in
the freak election of 1983. A hung parliament has one obvious like-
ly political result: coalition. The chair of the PLP has made it clear
that ‘we must be prepared to do business with the SDP” and that
‘although Neil Kinnock can't say as much, | can’.

In this of course there lies a massive danger and a trap for the
working class movement, the danger that Kinnock would opt for a
formal or informal coalition with the Alliance. The price for such a
coalition would be the scrapping of every last vestige of radical
policies and a governmental agenda determined by the SDP/Liberal
Alliance. The precondition for making Labour a party which could
be pulled in behind either coalition or a right wing Labour govern-
ment is the weakening of workers struggles and the marginalisation
of the militant left wing in the Labour movement. The leadership
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of both the TUC and the Labour Party are currently engaged in
this.

In the Labour Party, in addition to the escalating witch hunt
against supporters of the Militant and other left wingers there is a
furious assault against left wing policies. Hattersley’s pledge that
the priority for a Labour government would be the ‘fight against in-
flation’ rather than tackling unemployment is a sure sign of what a
Kinnock/Hattersley government would represent, even without a
coalition. In a coalition, or a re-run of the Lib-Lab pact, nuclear
disarmament would be out, abolition of the union laws in question,
and incomes policy a near-certainty.

The move to the right in the Labour Party is paralleled by the
utter capitulation by the TUC leadership to the Tory trade union
{aws and the Hammond and the EETPU leadership’s scab unionism.
The TUC general council has done nothing to force the EETPU to
get the people it recruited for Wapping out of the plant, and
together with the SOGAT and NGA leaderships has adopted a
‘softly, softly’ attitude to the whole dispute.

Tony Dubbins himself has eloquently explained that it is ‘im-
possible to defend our members within the law’. Exactly — but
what conclusions do you draw from such a statement? That trade
unionism is impossible, that 5000 printers should be left to the dole
queue while the union leaderships exercise ‘moderation’ and try to
get public sympathy through being reasonable? The truth is that the
News International printers have been abandoned by the TUC,
their own union leaderships, and especially by the Labour Party
leadership who have run for cover like frightened rabbits.

The irony is that Murdoch could be beaten rapidly and the
trade union laws faced down through decisive action by the TUC.
The first thing needed was an all-out strike in Fleet Street.
Thousands of SOGAT and NGA members in Fleet Sreet wanted to
take action to support the sacked News International workers.
They know that they are next for the chopping block. Second the
mass pickets should be built to blockade the plant and stop either
workers getting in for work in the morning or the papers getting
out at night.

All the power of the print unions and their supporters is need-
ed to do this, especially against the riot squad tactics of the police.
But the mass pickets have been organised on a rank and file level
without any official call. Third, the EETPU should be expelled from
the TUC and an attempt made to organise an electricians union
within the TUC of those who remained loyal to the principles of
trade unionism. Such a move would galvanise mass support inside
the union movement to aid the printers, and strike a blow against a
union leadership which is openly becoming the organising centre
for business trade unionism.

Against this background of scabbing and betrayal by the leader-
ship of the working class, the combativity of the pinters and other
sections of the working class thrown into struggle has been amaz-
ing. Far from being demoralised, there remains a continuing will-
ingness to stand and fight. The problem is precisely the lack of
organisation and leadership which prevents rank and file militancy
being turned into victories.

The problem for the militant left wing of the labour move-
ment is how to respond to this situation. First, and obviously, we
have to strain every muscle to support the printers and build the
widest possible solidarity. But more than that, in order to fight the
shift to the right we have to organise the left — both in the Labour
Party and the unions.
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The question which now dominates British politics is the out-
come of the Tory crisis and their probable electoral defeat. The
‘hard’ left in the labour movement has every interest in trying to
fight the alternatives of either a right wing Labour government or a
coalition, which is the effective choice given by Kinnock and the

TUC leaders.

Of course, there is some doubt to say the least as to whether

we can prevent a negative outcome. But the left has to prepare

the ground for a left wing fightback if the Tories are replaced with

another right wing government.

Elsewhere in this issue we discuss the sorry outcome of the

Mitterrand government in France, which has demoralised the

working class and created the basis for the upsurge of the extreme

right in French politics. Such an outcome of the defeat of the

Tories must not be allowed to occur in Britain.

The Sellafield syndrome

IN A LITTLE over a month there
have been four major leaks of
radioactive material from the
Sellafield nuclear fuel reprocessing
plant in Cumbria. Each time the
Sellafield management, British
Nuclear Fuels (BNFL), have tried
to obscure the real nature and
extent of the accident.

On 24 January 440 kilogramnies
of uranium nitrate were released
into the Irish Sea. Two days later
BNFL said ‘a couple of kilos” had
been released from Sellafield’s
sea tanks. On 5 February a faulty
pump in the main reprocessing
plant was the cause of the con-
tamination of fifteen workers.
There was, according to BNFL,
‘no positive indication that any
employee had been con-
taminated because of the inci-
dent’, but one worker received a
year's permitted dose of radia-
tion in a single exposure.

The third leak occured on 18
February when 250 gallons of
cooling pond water escaped from
a drain pipe. BNFL stated that
the water was only ‘slightly con-
taminated’, the same turn of
phrase they used to descibe the
exposure suffered by a further
two Sellafield workers. BNFL's
regard for the truth is well ap-
preciated by at least some sec-
tions of workers at Sellafield.
After the accident on 5 February
800 construction workers walked
out over fears for plant safety.

The latest and perhaps the
most serious leak happened on |
March when radiation was releas-
ed through a punctured seal while
workers were mixing plutonium
and uranium oxides to make fuel
for Britain's only fast breeder

’ reactor at Dounreay. Twelve

people were exposed and five
suffered skin contamination. At
the time of writing, it is possible
that some if not all breathed

radioactive air — a very serious
hazard to health.

Sellafield, formerly Windscale,
is notorious for accidents. The
worst was in 1957 when a fire
caused a plume of radicactive
iodine as far as Leeds and the
dumping of thousands of gallons
of radioactive milk from cows
which were ‘safely grazing in the
fallout area.

Nuclear establishments and
cover-ups seem to go together
like muck and brass. A recent
report on the incidence of
leukaemia in the Sellafield ara sug-
gested that this disease was forty
times more prevalent than ex-
pected from the official local
radiation measurements. Using
official figures, Sir Douglas Black,
a former doyen of the BMA, gave
a ‘qualified reassurance’ to the
people of Sellafield that they did
not suffer a serious additional
health risk from the nuclear pro-
cessing site. Was Sir Douglas be-
ing credulous or was he being us-
ed? Dr Derek Jakeman who
worked at Sellafield has revealed

that the releases of radioactive
material were over forty times
the level officially reported for
the years studied in the Black
report (1945-1975). Had the
anti-nuclear movement suggested
that Sellafield was an explanation
for the increased leukaemia in the
area they would have been told
to 'keep to the facts’. But it is ex-
actly the facts about the scale and
effects of pollution from Sellafield
that BNFL want to hide. If
Sellafield is shown to be unsafe
the whole of Britain's nuclear
programme could be in jeopardy.

Over the past few years the
Government has used its cuts in
public spending to push research
institutions to seek the more
direct patronage of Government
departments and industry for fun-
ding particularly for research in
readioactive pollution. It is an oid
story — those who pay the scien-
tist can calibrate the geiga-
counter. Recent results of
Government sponsored research
into the levels of radiation in the
environment show clear signs of
being laundered of unpalatable
problems. But worse, the purse
strings of state funding are puliing
a muffle over the publication of
research findings. Only ten per
cent of this type of sponsored
research has been published to
the scientific community, let alone
to the public. Worries about the
effects of nuclear sites are, accor-
ding to Con Allday of BNFL,
‘born of ignorance’. It is an ig-
norance that the Government
cherishes. Public knowledge
would be a much more serious
threat to the continued operation
of Sellafield.

But charges of scientific cencor-

The fact of the matter is that there is a force, albeit em-
bryonic, which represents an alternative to the politics of Kinnock
and Wilis.
It is represented by such groupings as the
active core of the Campaign group of
MPs, the Scargill wing of the NUM leader-
ship, Labour Left Co-ordination, Women
Against Pit Closures and all those forces
which have rallied around the printers’
strike. In the next period these forces
need to raise their voice, harden their
organisation and regain the offensive
against the Kinnock-Willis leadership of
the labour movement. The supprters of
this journal will do everything in their
power to see this happens.

ship and fraud are a trivial price
for the state to pay for the vital
role that Sellafield has for Britain's
nuclear programme. Not only
does Sellafield process fuel for
nuclear reactors (@ NUM-ree
source of energy) it also provides
weapons-grade  plutonium  for
both British and American
nuclear missiles as well as a pro-
fitable sideline in reprocessing
spent fuel from nuclear plants in
italy, France and Japan. Sellafield
is not just a symbol of the risks of
nuclear energy but occupies a
crucial place in this country's
nuclear programme. That is why
it should be closed down.

Closing Sellafield is not the de-
mand of the Kinnock leadership.
John Cunningham, the party’s en-
vironment spokesperson, calls
only for better safety measures.
This is of little surprise. The
Labour Party inaugurated Bri-
tain's nuclear energy programme
in the late 1940s and the right
wing have always been
enamoured of this oasis of British
technological and industrial ex-
pertise. Under a capitalist state
the nuclear energy programme is
like an atomic bomb exploding in
extremely slow motion —
thousands of people will be killed
but over tens of years instead of a
few seconds. The left in the
Labour Party has been at least
muted on this. The European
Parliament is for once right.
Sellafield must be closed down
and the workers now employed
there should be asked and
employed, as the Friends of the
Earth say, to render the site safe
- a task of years.

(SIMON MAY)
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UPFRONT

Unions reorguanise in El Solvador

SIX YEARS ago the people of 1

Salvador's cities were hving
through an immense popuolar
struggle street  demanstra-

tions, general strikes and armed
self-defence followed orie aiter
another In a tide of mass action
that was probably more intense
and prolonged than anything secr
in the Americas since the Mexican
revolution.

Three years later the peace of
the graveyard held sway over
those same towns. 1rade unions
had been all but demoiished tiy
the murder of activiste at & rate
reaching thirty mutilated bedie &
night. The struggle continued, but
its focus had shifted, along with
most surviving muitants, to the
war in the countryside.

In January 1986 the first labour
movement delegation from this
country to visit Bl Saivador found
a situation that had hacged
again  The trade unons hod
reorganised, and workers begun
to regain their confidenie. The
previous year had seen more
than 65 strikes, involving some

60,000 workers in over & i
ferent unions, especially 1 the
International, No. 3, Ma:clv s 104
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proved crucial. It was out of such
support for a catering workers
dispute that the private sector
Co ordination of Workers
Solidarity (CST) was first formed.
Similar  support for postal
workers led to the formation of a
State and Municipal Employees
Co-ordination  (CCTEM).  Both
came together with re-emerging
agricultural workers’ and
students’ unions to form the st
May Committee. When civil ser-
vants frcm  unions  that  had
previously supported President
Duarte’s  Christian  Democratic
government went on strike last
autumn,  several unions  from
these nulitant  co-ordinating
bodies took solidarity action in
their support.

Several things should be noted
about this process. First, although
the particular forms of these co-
ordinating citorts are fluid and
may well change as drcumstances
demand, they are: all energetically
supported by what is certainly the
hackbone of this resurgent trade
maococment, the
FENASTRAS federation. Second
iy, the kind of unity which these

nnion

co-ordinating initiatives cinbody is
superior to any that has exited
before, even in the nsurrec
tionary days of 1980. This is
because it is unity based not on a
paper agreement at the top, but
on extended experience of com-
mon acticn among rank and file
union members.

Most importantly of all, this
new militant trade unionism by
combining its own immediate
demands with the global political
demand for talks with the FMLN
and a negotiated souticn to the
war, has seized centre-stage in a
critical new political phase of F
Salvador’s six year old civil war.
The connection is obvious in
everyone's daily experience. As
the FENASTRAS posters all over
San Salvador put it, “"WITHOUT
PEACE, THE CRISIS WILL MO
END'". Equally obvious s the fact
that the present regime and it
US masters will not wilingly
engage in any serious sort of
negotiations. Nor can either army
expect to gain a decisive military
victory in the foreseeable future.
Already Duarte has opened 1985
by winding the war economy up
another notch — a classic IMF
balance-the-books package that
has sent the price of basic com
modities spiralling further out of
most people’s sight. As the Chris-
tian Democrats dance this grotes-
que military jig further right
wards, to the tune of th2 army
high command and the US em
bassy, their own electoral base
has disintegrated. The space is
open for a return of mass politics
on a scale unseen for years.

This urban mass rmovement
does not yet exist in the full
sense. The real level of organisa
tion and participation s im-
pressive, but still incipient. Many
problems have yet to be tackied
One decisive factor wili be the
extent of international solicarity,
both as a guarantor of trade
unionists” physical safety, as a
source of financial aid, ard as
moral support. When the British
delegation joined a march in
January against the austerity
measures, the message was loud
and clear — 'we need to know
we are not alone’.

(STUART PIPER)

® If you want a speaker from the
delegation for your TU or Labour
Pariy branch, or other organisation,
contact £l Salvador Solidarity
Campaign 0Ol 928-3403/12.
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Sinn Fein
election
setback

AS USUAL the January 23 bye
elections were a tale of two
contests in the six counties: one
orange, the other green. The
orange vote almost equailed the

total  Unionist poil in the
Westminster 1983 General
flecton.  Although  this was
80,000 below the ndiculous

target of 500,000 set by Official
Unionst Party (OUP) leader Jim
Molyneaux, 1t was a convinung
demonstration of Loyalist
opposition  to  the  Anglo-lrish
[eal.

It was a different story with the
green vote: Sinn Fein iost heavily
to the SDLP. Sinn Fein
spokespersons explain this as a

‘temporary’ setback, in some
cases  the result of ‘tactical’
voting, in others caused by
nationalist  abstentions. We iz

left with the idea that the storm
will pass.

Gerry  Adams, for
‘Rejected any suggestion that the
election was a defeat for Sinn
Fein..." 'Rumours of the death of
Sinn kein are greatiy
exaggerated...” as people came
to realise that the [Anglo-Irish|
Agreement will not change the
Northern state, the SDLP gains
will be drastically reduced ' (I
Iimes, lanuary 25 1986).
Unfortunately this is false. The
loss of 12000 votes, and a gain tor
the SDLP of 11000, is a defeat.
This has to be faced in order that
an urgent and realistic assesment
of current revolutionary strategy
can be made.

There was some  ‘tactical
voting  for the SDLP,
nationalist abstention, and some
SDLP gains at the expense  of
Alliarice and the Wearkers' Party.
This 15 a negative factor,
however, and not something we
can feel comfortable about. Sinn
Fein  thought by stressing  the
SDOLP's refusal to enter a pact.
Sinn - Fein's vote  would  hold
steady. This prediction was prov
ed wrong. Why!?

The answer lies in the origins of
Sinn Fein's electoral strategy
during the H-Block/Armagh

Instapice

some

campaign. Then, demands were
put on the SDLP to suport the
prisoners. With a mass
movement growing in all 32
counties, the SDLP was forced to
leave Bobby Sands a free run in
Fermanagh/South  Tyrone s
those areas where bourgeuon
polticians openly opposed  the
prisoners, they were thrown out
of office — like Gerry f:tt in
Belfast.

This was a major step forward
for republicans consolidated by
Sinn Fein's subsequent electoral
oftensive. It was described as “the
ballot-box and armalite” and it
worked. Unfortuntaely there w .
4 missing element the
mobilisation of the masses. The
longer the mass movement was
demobitised, the more Sinn Femn
were going to face problems. The
high tide of the electoral advance
wds June 1983, In the two
subsequent contests the EEC
pollin 1984 and the local efections
in 1985 Sinn Fen's electoral
advance was frozen, and the
1986 bye-elections show a
breakthrough has been made by
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Willis’ surrender at
Fortress Wapping

PAT HICKEY

THe sTRIKE by the National Graphical
Association and SOGAT ’82 against Rupert
Murdoch’s News International Group of
newspapers is one which has the gravest im-
plications for the trade union movement 1
Britain. The sacking of 5,500 printers and
their replacement by members of the EET-
PU (Electrical, Electronic, Telecommunica-
tions and Plumbing Union) is the most 1m-
portant union-busting opcration since the
1920s. It is a further sigmficant step in the
process which began with the spht in the
NUM and the emergence of the UDM as an
openly scab trade union.

A coalition of forces has emerged which
includes the most class conscious warrors of
the bourgeoisie, and the most reactionary
and collaborationist wing of the trade uaon
bureaucracy. The mass sackings and the
razor wire should not delude anyone inio
thinking that Wapping is an aberrauon in
the normal course of industrial relations in
Britain — a case of a maverick and par-
ticularly ruthless cmployer conironting i
particularly archaic and blood; minded
group of trade umonists.

Events at Wapping underiie
blems now hitting the trade union movement
as a result of mass unemployment, industrial
decline and anti-union legislation Fhe prive
industry is a clear example of the way in

the pio

which a combination of technical, political
and legal changes have undermined the
traditional basis of the unions — and the
failure of the trade union leadership to
develop an adequate strategy to deal with the
problems.

News International 1s not alone among
Fleet Street employers in seeking to break
the power of the unions in the industry. Th:
Mirror Group has secured agreement for
2,100 redundancies (‘in the British manncr’
as Maxwell puts it). The Express Group s
seeking 2,800 redundancies — about 35%
Associated Newspapers has similar plans. as
has the Guardian, and the Tdegraph. baven
A ot
the major employers have plans for intrada
ing the kind of new technology used by News
Iuternational.

these cuts are only an interimn stage

Most of the Flect Street ernployers are not
vet ready to go as far as Murdoch. They do
not have the facilities at the moment, but the
cut-throat between the
newspaper barons of Fleet Streec will torce
them on to the same path. After all, 1t was
Eddie Shah’s decision to move into the na-
tional newspaper scene that provided the
catalyst to current developments in Fleet
Street.

Shah has already demonstrated his abihity
to take on the unions — and the TUC — and

competition
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win. The Warrington dispute was the first
major demonstration of the decisive impor-
tance of the anti-union laws in defeating the
unions. The dispute cost the NGA nearly £2
million m fines, damages and legal costs.

The NGA appealed 1o the TUC to honour

‘Warrington was the first
demonstration of the
decisive importance of the
anti-union laws in

defeating the unions’

s decisions o oppose the anti-union laws
and to support any union penalised under
the laws. The TUC 1ciused. The NGA’s
own policy of confining the strike to the
Stockport Messenger and refusing to call a
national stoppage contributed to this defeat,
as did the failure of the print unions to pre-
sent a united response.

 Show golicirity, BOHOT Ve
IS sl

F1a {81 SUNDAY HIMES

o FIREES

The ruling class drew two lessons from
this strike. The first, and most important,
was that the TUC had faced the first big test
of its Wembley conference decisions, and
had failed. This was undoubtedly a major
factor in the decision that the time was right
to attack the NUM.

In the print industry, the employers decid-
ed it was opportune to open a major assault.
Shah announced plans for a new daily, and
did a deal with the EETPU ignoring the
print unions. Provincial newspapers also
moved in. The Wolverhampton Express and
Star, The Kent Messenger, the Birmingham
Post and Mail, and the Portsmouth and
Sunderland Group all introduced the new
technology. The unions in the industry
showed little unity in the face of this attack.
SOGAT ’82 and the NU]J both came into
conflict with the NGA, which was the main
loser from the new technology. It has pur-
sued a ‘follow the job’ strategy, which meant
NGA members moving into departments
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traditionally dominated by the other two
unions. The result was SOGAT and NUJ
members crossing NGA picket lines at the
Kent Messenger, and NGA members cross-
ing NU]J picket lines at the Portsmouth
News.

This disunity opened the door to the
employers — and to the EETPU. In this, the
print unions mirrored the TUC. The print
unions face an industry-wide attack, deman-
ding an industry-wide response. That will
mean a major confrontation with the anti-
union laws which in turn means calling on
the TUC for support.

The Warrington dispute and the miners’
strike are not encouraging experiences for
this strategy, however, not to take this course
means defeat at the hands of the employers
and the taw. It also opens the door to those
which see opportunities for
themselves  through  collaboration  with
employers and the law.

“The print unions have not adopted this
course. On the contrary, their strategy has
been to limie the dispute to News Interna-
tional and te have the minimum possible
conflict with the law. Picketing is kept to a
minimuain, The aim appears to be to win
pubhe sympathy and to pressure Murdoch
into being more reasonable. Murdoch has
responded by indicating that he may be
some concessions on
‘humanitarian’

unions

make
payments on

m*'p.nm! 10
sodundaney
sronnds.

Uiy approach has the complete agree-
ment of the TUC which also was involved in
an offer o Murdoch which gave him all of
his demuands except a legally binding no-
strike dead. The offer was rejected because
Musrdoch does not believe in the ability of
ihe Fleot Street unions to discipline their
members in the way the EETPU can. In any
case, why stop half way when complete vic-
tory is within one's grasp?

If ¢his is true for Murdoch, it is also true
tor the right wing in the TUC. Using the
threat of the creation of a rival right wing
federation, which would include the EET-
YU, the AUEW, the UDM, and the PTA —
at least -~ they are effectively determining
FUC policy on cash for ballots, anti-union
laws, single union deals and other key issues.

This is the nub of the problem. The TUC
has been moving to the right since the Tory
victory in Jure 1983. The process was begun
with the September 1983 Congress and its
policy of ‘new realism’. It was interrupted by
the Warrington dispute later that year, and
even more of course, by the historic struggle
of the NUM. Since those defeats, however,
the rightwards move has resumed.The main
victors from these defeats were the cen-
tre/right burcaucracy. The extreme right of
the TUC has scized the opportunity to ac-
celerate the process, by exploiting the central
contradiction in the TUC’s policy — that
winle the TUC has a policy on paper of op-
position to the anti-union laws, in practice
all of the unions are taking steps to comply
with them. I'he right has proclaimed public-
Iy what the others are doing privately, albeit
more slowly and more reluctantly. Each time
the need and opportunity arose to fight, the

6 1'UC has backed off.

This point is essential. It would be wrong
to see the dispute between the EETPU and
the majority of the TUC as similar to that
which led to the split in the NUM. In the
NUM the right wing split because the left
leadership of the union, the forces around
Scargill, insisted on mobilising the struggle
forces in the ranks. The left did not expel the
Notts miners who form the overwhelming
bulk of the UDM. It was the right who
decided to split, basing themselves on those
who had actively scabbed throughout the
dispute. Even then, the choice was posed for
the Notts miners on whether to leave the
NUM.

The left in the TUC has not followed the
policy pursued by the NUM. The division
over Wapping is not one between those who
have actively pursued a class struggle policy
and those who have scabbed. Undoubtedly,
the EETPU has scabbed — but not in the
way that the current membership of the
UDM has done, as we shall see. Equally, the
TUC has not pursued a policy of class strug-
gle as did the NUM leadership.

“The print unions face an
industry-wide attack,
demanding an industry
wide response’

The UDM was created from those who
consciously decided to leave the NUM
because of their hostility to the struggle. The
same cannot be said of the 350,000 members
of the EETPU. It would be wrong simply to
expel the EETPU, and not deal at the same
time with the failure of the TUC leadership
to provide a lead on the major issues facing
trade unionists — or even to live up to their
own promises, policies and declarations
when the chips are down.

The bureaucracy poses the problem in
terms of the EETPU’s incursion into areas
which are traditionally the sphere of in-
fluence of other unions. They ignore the case
of Shah’s deal with the EETPU. They are
less concerned with the scabbing of the EET-
PU than with the Bridlington agreement.
Hence, the farcical ‘instructions’ to the
EETPU. They condemn not the class
character of the EETPU’s actions, but its
breach of the bureaucratic conventions.

While overall trade union membership is
declining the pressure on the bureaucracy is
tremendous, and will increase. Their
response is a more cautious policy, avoiding
costly strikes and even more costly brushes
with the law. The concern is to preserve
spheres of influence, and this is the central
objective of the TUC’s present stand. The
EETPU itself, has not been slow to take ad-
vantage of this policy. In 1983 it brought in
the TUC to prevent its 1,500 Fleet St electri-
cians joining SOGAT ’82.

Although these questions are important,
they are not fundamental. The EETPU,
under its present leadership, and in alliance
with the AUEW and other right wing led
unions will exert political pressure on the
TUC whether in or out of the TUC. Its main

objective, whatever twists and turns may oc-
cur en route, is to win a solid right wing ma-
jority in the TUC. The threat of an alter-
native right wing federation is a poweful
weapon in this project. But they do not, at
this stage, intend a permanent breach with
the TUC. As Hammond put it, ‘Why get off
the ship when it’s going in our direction?.’

It is noteworthy that no major section of
the bourgeoisie is pushing for a split in the
TUC. They do not wish to see their com-
panies become the arena for open inter-
union warfare. They consider that to a con-
siderable extent the unions have been tamed
— figures for 1985, if the miners are exclud-
ed, show the lowest number of strikes for 50
years. They have noted the TUC’s unwill-
ingness to put militant talk into action. And
they consider that the right wing is doing a
very good job on their behalf within the
TUC. A split which removed the right, leav-
ing a weakened but still powerful TUC in
the hands of the left is not in their interests,
at this stage.

The question for the left is how to deal
with a right wing which is determining the
policy of the TUC, and how, if a split is to
occur will it be carried through? Our answer
must be a policy of open warfare against scab
leaders. In the case of the EETPU there
should be no question of expelling all
350,000 members along with Hammond. He
and the other EETPU lcaders should un-
doubtedly be expelled — but he should not
be allowed to walk away with his union in-
tact. The left does not regard the union as
the property of its leaders. The TUC, and
certainly the leftshouldbe helping the left in
the EETPU to organise against the leader-
ship to remove it, and in any case to remain
loyal to the TUC, and their fellow trade
unionists. The onus for splits should be plac-
ed where it belongs — on the right.

This of course means breaking the
bureaucratic protocol that one union leader
does not interfere in the domain of another.
It will, however, mean that the threat of a
split ceases to be a useful blackmail weapon.
Moreover, to give such a policy teeth the
TUC will have to start delivering on its
policies, which currently mean the TUC
declaring its intention to give full backing to
an all-out strike by the print unions and to
confront the law in order to defeat Murdoch.

Such a course has real prospects of success
with the government weakened and under
considerable pressure. For the current
retreat by the TUC is occuring when there is
genuine opportunity for advance. Similarly,
in the Labour Party, where the leadership
has adopted a range of policies which could
well be embraced by the Alliance, avoiding
putting forward a radical alternative and
relying on ‘style’ and appeals to public sym-
pathy rather than struggle.

Rather, the labour bureaucracy is waiting
for the Tories to lose, than fighting to win.

If these policies become the basis of a
future government, (and the general election
draws ever closer) then the increasingly
fragile unity of the TUC will come under
even greater strain. In the meantime, every
retreat and concession will make it harder to
win the inevitable battle.
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The Heseltine affair

The Empire stri

What lies behind the Westland
imbroglio? Heseltine’s challenge
for leadership of the Tories and
also Star Wars, argues OLIVER
MACDONALD. And behind
Star Wars lies the British state’s
client relationship to the US. Any
left strategy that fails to break the

Washington connection will be
nugatory.

THERE 15 Now overwhelming evidence that
what ended as a Heseltine exocet square
amidships of the Thatcher faction, began as
a Thatcher Goose Green against a beseiged
Heseltine, aided, as so often, by Reaganite
logistic support. And the real source of this
winter war was not Westlands at all but Star
Wars.

In the autumn, the Thatcherite faction
knew they faced a growing threat within the
Tory party and the capitalist class. The
devastated industrial base, big city
wasteland, growing electoral threat and the
beginning of the decline in oil output all
pointed towards a Tory assault on That-
cherism in the name of state-led domestic
capital accumulation and technological
regeneration. The heavy defeat inflicted on
the trade union movement removed a key
obstacle to such an assault. Who would lead
it or be ready to profit from it? There was an
obvious answer: Mr State Capitalism
himself, son of Heath over at the Ministry of
Defence, otherwise known as Goldilocks.

Heseltine made no secret of his loathing of
Thatcher’s anti-industrial, anti-Europe
policy, pro-banker, retailer and rentier
policy. In all these fields Thatcher fitted
perfectly with US interests. Heseltine did
not. He made his disagreements clear at the
Tory conference. But contrary to subsequent
myth, he is not a rash politician. He was
moving cautiously. Only something that
would put his entire career at risk could have
made him engage in the all out war that he
launched in December.

That something was not Westlands — a
minor issue — but Star Wars. We now know
(thanks to an article in the Times by David
Watt, former chief of the Royal Institute of
International Affairs) that Goldilocks was
strongly opposed to Star Wars. So was the
Foreign Office, in the spring at least. Leav-
ing aside the military and political objec-
tions, the hostility from pro-European
technological and industrial nationalists like
Heseltine was all too obvious. But the last
thing you do in the Tory leadership these
days is flatly oppose the central plank of
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Heseltine inspects the troops.

Reagan’s foreign policy. Even Howe’s ever-
so mealy-mouthed attempt to pose a ques-
tion mark on SDI last Spring brought a
holocaust of abuse, much of it public, down
upon him from Washington and the
Reaganite group here. So instecad Heseltine
put a condition on any Star Wars deal, a
condition he knew Washington would never
accept: he demanded a billion dollars on the
table before he would put pen to paper.

‘...the last thing you do in
the Tory leadership these
days is flatly oppose the
central plank of Reagan’s
foreign policy.’

That was where matters stood in late
November as the Geneva summit came: no
deal. But as soon as the summit was over,
the Reaganites turned nasty and started put-
ting the heat on. Continued Mol stubborn-
ness led them to cast diplomatic niceties
aside and ridicule Heseltine in London’s
Anglo-American press. Meanwhile Thatcher
got a briefing from Reagan on the summit.
Then another one from Schultz. Then
another from Weinberger and no doubt
many others.

And then lo and behold, Goldilocks was
sitting there next to Weinberger signing the
Star Wars deal he had been fighting. As
Watt cxplained, Heseltine had been out-

manocuvred by Thatcher: she had done her
own deal with the Americans and then used
the cabinet committee system to  defeat
Heseltine.

This must have seemed to Thatcher like
one of her most brilhant operations; she had
offered her encmy only two options, one
crippling, the other suicidal. To resign,
rather than sign the deal, was suicidal. This
would have meant public opposition to
Washington’s central plank at the Geneva
language
simitar to much of what Gorbachev was say-
ing. A Tory Minister of Defence wobbling
towards the enemy! How about a joint press
conterence with E.P. Thompson? Yet not to
have resigned here would cut Heseltine off
from many of his allies in Europe and under-
minde his credentials as a future champion
of technological and industrial nationalism
in the fight for the Tory leadership.

What Thatcher overlooked in that trium-
phant week  of  December, was
Heseltine’s third option, namely all out war
against part of her Star Wars deal with the
US — the Westland part of the package.

This is where we come to the real core of
Downing Street’s cover-up operation, the in-
ner seeret that paralysed Thatcher in the face
of the Hescltine offensive. Because the facts
are hidden we can rely only on circumstan-
tial evidence. Yet the case is overwhelming:

One, Thatcher was centrally involved, on
her own behalf, against Heseltine, in the
Star Wars negotianons.

Two, these negotiations, though formally
with the Pentagon, were really with the big

summit, an opposition using

second
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US corporations doing the Star Wars work.
One of the biggest of these corporations in-
volved in Star Wars is United Technologies
(UT), the seventh-largest company in the
USA. When the Star Wars talks were going
on, Ul had alrcady put in a bid to get hold
of Westland.

Three, after the Star Wars deal was sign-
ed, it emerged that UT was offering
Westland Star Wars work.

Four, it was not the Department of Trade
and Industry which was championing the
UT link-up with Westland and opposing a
KEuropean bid, it was Thatcher who in-
tervened in the second week of December to
block the European option.

All this points in one clear direction: dur-
ing her Star Wars talks with Washington,
Thatcher committed herself to the UT bid
for Westland.

This gave Heseltine his opening, for he
already had unambiguous MoD policy that
ruled out any deal with UT, the government
was expressly committed to buying its next
three types of military helicopters from West
European design and production units.
When Koh! was in London for a routine
meeting with Thatcher, he took the oppor-
tunity to pop in and see Heseltine. They
decided to strengthen the line against UT by
arranging for the National Armaments
Directors to meet and recommend no West
European purchase of American helicopters.

‘Thatcher was centrally
involved, on her own
behalf, against Heseltine, in
the Star Wars negotiations.’

Thus was Thatcher paralysed: she could
not oppose the European bid that Goldilocks
put together, yet she was already commatted to
the American link up. In this way she was
led into the morass of publicly insisting she
was neutral while working behind the scenes
for the American deal. The more Heseltine
made the struggle public, the more difficult
her position became, until the blow-out of 9
January.

Thus the so-called Westland affair sprang
from the mixing together of US pressure
over Star Wars and the struggle between the
Thatcher faction and its enemies within the
Tory party and within the wider institutions
of the ruling class. This may seem like a ran-
dom combination of factors, but there is
nothing random about them at all. For in
fact both the rise and the crisis of the That-
cher faction has been the story of a very
special kind of politics, still too little debated
and analysed on the left. "To grasp its nature
we must return to the origins of the British
state’s transformation into client status.

The British  political  establishment,
Labour as well as Tory, sought client status
piccemeal, often in the face of US reluctance
to get involved in some British ruling class
project. We can bricfly summarisc some of
the main stages:

One, terrified of the strength of the mass
Communist partics on the continent, Labour

Thatcher: Atlanticist above all else.

wanted to drag US military power back
across the Adantic. So it gave Washington
an open door for military bases in Britain in
the late 1940s.

Two, after the Suez debacle, Macmillan
reversed Eden’s offorts to defend the Empire
(sterling area) against US encroachments,
and turned it into a British controlled sub-
system within the American sphere. This ob-
viated the need for cmpire-based British
capital to panfully restructure.

Three, the failure of the British rocket pro-
gramme in the late 1950s, led Macmillan to
turn to Washington for ‘British” missiles.

Four, in the 1960s British efforts to protect
the Sterling area militarily from internal
threats and from budget erisis at home col-
lapscd and led to the sterling arca’s demise.
British  capital this
however, simply adapted to living under the
dollar, and sought to c¢nsure that Briush

operating  in area,

domestic and foreign policy did not involve
steps that could anger Washington and lead
to reprisals against their own interests.

Five, partly as a by-product of the im-
perial orientation, the domestic economy
declined steadily to the point where the state
was far weaker cconomically than either the
West German state or France and its ability
to operate as a political force in Europe
depended increasingly on its military status,
above all its possession of American nukes.
This international status, as a nuclear
power, was also vital for the ideology of the
Tory party domestically as the party of
‘Great” Britain,

The trade off for succumbing to client
status to the US was that Washington would
pretend that the British state was a mighty
and much respected partner. This fiction in-
creasingly evaporated as London could not
the
ceremonial side of US diplomacy. The
domestic legitimacy of the British state still
requires the US not demonstrate just how
impotent and subordinate the state is in the
face of US muscle.

be an important clement even in

¢...international status as a
nuclear power was vital for
the ideology of the Tory
Party domestically’

The one serious attempt to reverse the
drift towards ever closer dependence on
Washington came not from the left but the
right, and from within the state bureaucracy
— the Heath-William Armstrong partner-
ship at the start of the seventies. It was the
catastrophic defeat of that effort which pro-
duced Thatcherism. The replacement  of
Heath by the semi-Poujadist Thatcherites is
usually seen on the left as a move towards
all-out onslaught on the trade union move-
ment by revanchistes in the Tory party. This
is right, but only part of the story. That-

Z cher’s victory in 1975 was also used by those

in the capitalist class who loathed and feared
aspects of Heath’s policies to stage a com-
eback. What these people hated was Heath’s
switch from the US connection towards a
new close alliance with France, his switch
from sterling stability to all-out efforts at
growth,
industry

his
cor-

and
into

domestic  industrial
readiness to dragoon
poratist structures while ignoring City in-
terests. Al those forces that had blocked
rapid domestic capital accumulation in the
past and who had been pushed aside by
Heath were ready under Thatcher in 1979,
to rebuild Anglo-American capitalist links,
to re-assert City interests, the interests of the
large importing retailers. They have made a
killing in the last seven years, hammering
the industrial base harder than ever they had
done in the fifties and sixties. And their
economic interests fitted perfectly with the
political frenzy of small business people wan-
ting war against labour the more they were
hit by big capital.

By the late 1970s, the US was taking its
post-war gloves off in its relations with
Western Europe. The US wanted to restruc-
ture Western Europe so that it would fit into
America’s planned new global international
division of labour and social system. The
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Ernest Bevin, Labour's Foreign Secretary. Afte

enemies of these US plans were the cor-
poratist bureaucrats of Western Europe with
their penchant for nationalised industries
and protectionism as well as the social
democratic parties with  their similar in-

stincts, fueled by weltare state constituencies
and links with unions worried about jobs.
Here was the basis for a beautiiul friend-
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r the w.
Soviet Union and established the Atlanticist framework for future British governments

ship betweeen Thatcherism and Reaganism
— down with British protectionism, free the
capital markets, tree the people from na-
tionalised industries and from local govern-
ment burcaucracy, free the City, free the
workers from trade union dictatorship. The
National Westminster Bank Quarterly Review
sounded the clarion call in 1979 with 2 warn-

ar, he allied with Washington against the

ing of ‘how far Britain has slipped from
liberty towards totalitarian dictatorship’.
Thatcher picked its boss, Leigh-Pemberton
to take over the Bank of England. (He, by
the way, is the person responsible for picking
Cuckney to run Westland, last summer).

Now Thatcher’s winter crisis over
Westland and more recently BLL has arrived,
in the wake of the devastation of the lives of
millions and with the prospect of a horren-
dous and explosive economic and social crisis
as the oil money runs out, in the next few
years.

The history of the transformation of the
British state into a client imperialist ap-
paratus shows that its source has lain in
deliberate  action by factions within  the
British ruling class and today its effects are to
hamstring any attempt at reconciling the in-
terests of working class people with the re-
quirements of capital. Thus, any attempts to
follow a serious full employment policy will
involve taking measures which will bring
Labour into conflict not just with the City
but with Washington and attempts to follow
a policy of strengthening the welfare state
will mean a struggle not just with the British
military-industrial complex but with
Washington. The same is true even in fields
such as civil liberties, and of course in all
aspects of foreign policy.

‘...any attempts to follow a
serious full employment
policy will bring Labour
into conflict not just with

the City but with
Washington’

What the Labour leadership hope is that
they can find a way of reconciling class in-
terests despite everything by finding support
from two types of people: a national in-
dustrial bourgeoisie here, ready to go with
Labour against the groups of capitalists that
have made a packet out of Thatcherism; and
secondly a grouping of people within
Washington which is at least not actively
hostile to social democratic government in
countries like Britain and West Germany.

There are, of course, sections of industrial
capital hostile to Thatcherism. But they are
with Heseltine and all he represents: cor-
poratism of the right, anti-trade unionism,
expelling  workers  from  production  and
removing Labour from its post-war position
as a key pillar in the political system. As for
people in Washington ready to live with
social democracy in NATO Europe — who
can come up with a single name anywhere
near the centres of power in the US? For the
capitalists of the 1980s Labour’s only role is
to prevent the labour movement  from
fighting effectively in defence of its interests.
The of the state within
British politics is a key imstrument for protec-
ting the British ruling class from unwelcome
efforts by Labour to protect workers’ in-
terests. A policy for jobs and for welfare has
to be an anti-capitalist policy and a policy
challenging the American connection.

power Amcrican
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South Africa: workers again:

With every day Botha’s apartheid
regime lurches further towards
terminal crisis. One of the most
remarkable features of recent
South African history has been
the resurgence of black trade
unions. The aspirations of this

young black workers’ movement,
argues CHARLIE VAN
GELDEREN, will not be merely

anti-apartheid but anti-capitalist.

RECENT EVENTS have highlighted the crisis
which is rending the South African ruling
class. An important section of the ruling
class — that section connected with finance
capital — looked forward to Botha’s speech
at the opening of the tri-cameral parliament
in January 1986 for some sign of a radical
change. These hopes were summed up last
November by the governor of the country’s
Reserve Bank, Dr. Gerhard de Kock. Ex-
pressing his concern at the mounting
economic crisis which faced South Africa, he
said that in the face of mounting foreign
pressure for tangible evidence of reform as a
precondition for debt rescheduling, capital
was still draining away from the country and
that it would continuc to do so unless percep-
tions that South Africa was in an Iranian-
type pre-revolutionary period changed. He
went on to say that he expected the Govern-
ment to introduce political and constitu-
tional reforms at the next parliament that
would go far enough to win support of
‘moderate opinion, black and white’, in the
republic and in some African states.!

In the event Dro de Kock must have been
sorely diappomted. True, President Botha
did say that ‘We have outgrown the outdated
conception of apartheid.” He also said that
the pass laws would be abolished. It was not
long before the reality of these ‘reforms’
began to impingc on the rhetorie. In the very
opening session where Botha made his se-
cond attempt to get his feet muddied mn the
Rubicon,
cameral parliament were refused admission

‘coloured” members of the tri-
to the restaurant in the whites-only chamber
of that parliament. More seriously, four days
after Botha spoke, the Minister of Educa-
tion, F.W. de Klerk (favourite to succced
Botha), declared that racially scgregated
education and residential arcas, as well as
political representation on the basis of race,
was here to stay. He emphasised that there
would never be  integrated  education —
shades of lan Smith’s 1000 years of white
rule in Rhodesia and Hitler’s thousand-ycar
Reich. When Foreign Minister ‘Pik’ Botha,
whose task it is o make South African

lc politics acceptable to the wider world, took

A

the President’s words seriously, that Blacks
would be brought into the decision-making
machine and that South Africa was a country
of all its peoples and that no one group
should be able to dominate others, and said
that inevitably, one day, South Africa would
have a black president, he was sharply ticked
off.

Now — it’s pieces for everybody

The abolition of the hated ‘dompas’ also
turned out to be a mirage. Minister of Home
Affairs, Stoffel Botha — yes, another Botha
— explained that the pass law legislation will
be replaced by a uniform ID book for all,
which is expected to contain fingerprints. So
now we are going to have passes for whites as
well as blacks. In practice, of course, this will
not bring much solace to the blacks. No
South African police officer would dare to
stop a white citizen and ask for their ID book
or summarily arrest him or her should they
fail to produce it. But this will continue to be
the fate of South Africa’s blacks.

There can be no doubt that the Botha pro-
gramme of reforms has been a deep disap-
pointment to an important section of the
white ruling class. This is reflected in the
resignations from parliament of Dr. van Zyl
Slabbert, the leader of the white opposition
Progressive Federal Party (PFP) and of his
designated successor, Alan Boraine. The

‘the very growth of South
African capitalism, its
rapid expansion during the
boom years, had produced
its gravedigger — the black
proletariat’

PFP, is the parliamentary representative of
the major capitalist and imperialist interests
in South Africa. Their opposition to apar-
theid springs from the need for South
African capitalism for a more mobile and
stabilised workforce than the apartheid laws
allow. They also rcalise that the continued
violence in the townships is an effective
deterrrent  to  capital  investment from
abroad. Ths section of South African
capitalism, backed by the multi-nationals,
genuinely seck a road away from apartheid
but which will leave the capitalist economy
mntact.

There is also a section of the ruling Na-
tional Party, under the spur of the growth of
Afrikaner capitalism, who have moved away
from the crude Verwoedian concept of apar-
theid and who are prepared to sce drastic
changes. ‘Pik’ Botha and the Nationalist
MP, Wynand Malan, who sought a dialogue
with the ANC, are representatives of this
faction. De Klerk and Stoffel Botha are fear-
ful that they will lose their base to the right
wing Conservative Party and the Herstigte
National Party (HNP). President Botha is
trying desperately to sit astride both camps.

Botha, of course, has been pressurised into
his programme of ‘reforms’ both by internal
and foreign capital, and by the growing
resistance movement, which has created the
gravest crisis in South African history. Last
year he promised to restore South African
citizenship to black people living in South
Africa but deemed to be citizens of the ‘ind-
pendent’ homelands. He further undertook
to negotiate the return of South African
citizenship to people living in these so-called
‘independent’ states. This has not stopped
the move toward ‘independence’ of
KwaNdebele, a tiny ‘self-governing
national-state’ north-east of Pretoria.

Botha still has a very long way to go if he
wants to give any substance to his declara-
tion that South Africa has ‘outgrown the out-
dated system of apartheid.’ Citizenship for
all is not being interpreted as equal voting
rights to a unitary parliament. He is not
even contemplating the merging of the pre-
sent triracial parliament, in which each race
has its own chamber, into a single legislative
assembly. This means that the Population
Registration Act, under which each group in
the population is identified as black, col-
oured, Indian or white, will remain on the
statute book.

Apartheid’s crisis

The picture emerging from South Africa is a
contradictory one. On the one hand, the
regime has been doling out the minimum of
reforms, on the other, it has strengthened the
apparatus of repression. Even hefore Botha'’s
speech made the headlines, black poeple
were dying under police bullets in the
townships. We have to look at the
background to the situation of the past two
or three years which has compelled the
regime to embark on the ‘reform’ exercise
and which has also determined the limits to
which Botha is prepared or able to go.

The past two years have been marked by
violent resistance to the regime and all it
stands for throughout the length and breadth
of South Africa. The structures of racial op-
pression have been challenged by a national
liberation movement on a scale un-
precedented in the history of the country.
Among all sections of the oppressed there is a
united demand for a non-racial demoeratic
state, a one-nation state with equalrights nd
opportunities for all. This has led to a revival
of popular national movements, after two
decades of quicscence since the banning of
the African National Congress (ANC) and
the Pan-African Congress (PAC) following
the Sharpville massacre in March, 1960.
The most widely supported of these national
movements is, undoubtedly, the ANC. The
Freedom Charter, which is the programme
of the ANC, embodies the immediate
demands of all sections of the oppressed. But
the ideological and political aims of the
Freedom Charter are shared by several,
prefectly legal organisations in South Africa.
The United Democratic Front (UDF),Na-
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outh African riot police watches a defian
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tional Forum (NF), Azapo and even, to
some extent, the Progressive Federal Party
(PFP) are all committed, at least on paper, to
the establishment of a ‘‘united democratic
South Africa, free from oppression and
economic exploitation.”’

Enter the working class

While the media headlines have concen-
trated on the battles in the townships and the
growing influence of the ANC and the UDF,
the real source of the developing struggle has
to be sought elsewhere.

After 1963, with the suppression of the na-
tional liberation movement, and the
cconomic boom of the years 1963-73, the
regime had a decade of relative political tran-
quility. White South Africa felt safc. It not
only enjoyed one of the highest living stan-
dards in the world but it was surrounded by
a number of so-called ‘buffer’ states — the
Portuguese colonies of Angola and Mozam-
bique and the settler-ruled Rhodesia (Zim-
babwe). The economies of all these countries
were closely integrated with, and dependent
on, South African capitalism. They supplied
South Africa’s mines and industries with
labour power, raw materials and services
(such as transport). Inside South Africa all
appeared quiet under the rule of the sjambok
and the machine gun. Its frontiers were
guarded by trusted allies. The only irritant
was the increasing activity of the SWAPO
gucrillas in their Namibian colony. All this
was to change in the decade which followed.
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t crowd during a funeral in Orlando, a district of Soweto.

The initiative passed from the ruling class to
the masses. It was now the apartheid regime
and the ideology which it was based on,
which was on the defensive.

The victory of Frelimo in Mozambique,
the collapse of Portuguese rule in Angola;
the successes of Mugabe’s guerillas in
Rhodesia gave a tremendous boost to the
self-confidence of the masses in South
Africa. The whites were not invincible.
Their superior military and technical equip-
ment could not ultimately prevail over the
aroused wrath of the people. Smith’s ‘1000
years’ of white rule was to last only a few
more years. South Africa’s capitalism was
stronger and its armed forces more powerful
than its neighbours’ to the north. But the
very growth of South African capitalism, its
rapid expansion during the boom years, had
produced its gravedigger — the black
proletariat.

The wave of strikes which began in Dur-
ban at the end of 1972 and the beginning of
1973, marked the re-birth of the
black/independent trade union movement in
South Africa. Starting spontaneously as
strikes for higher wages to meet the sharp
rise in prices caused by the world economic
crisis of the 1960s, it was not long before the
need for organisation began to emerge.
Hitherto black workers who were unionised
had been accommodated in the Trade Union
Council of South Africa (TUCSA), a multi-
racial as opposed to a non-racial national
centre.

TUCSA’s

attitude  toward  organsine
black workers was highby ambwaien:. A
times, to conform to government legishaon,
which prohibited ‘mixed’ unions. wexped
its black workers, only to take them 1o
later. In the 1970s, TUCSA alleawed blacks
to affilate in exclusivelv black oo
unions, which remained highlyv di poani
on their parént ‘white’ unions tor tinance
and administration. These TUCSA unions
were quite incapable of mecting the rising
expectations of the black workers following
the successful strikc actions in 1973 By 1975
black workers were putting foiward the de
mand for the right to organise an welt e
demands about wages and conditions

Born in cembat, the fledghng univns overs
came the restrictions of government legisls
tion. Firmly rooted on the shop floor. he
unionised workers were also able o give
cohesion and leadership to the struggles of
students and the petty-bourgeoisic which
began to wrack the
culminated in the great Soweto uprising ol
1976. At this stage, the dominant ideological
form of these struggles was the Black Con
sciousness Movement (BCM); but from then
on the working class began to place its own
distinctive mark on the future evotution of
the struggle in South Africa.

townships  and

The road to unity
The growth of the trade union moverent in
South Africa is almost unique in the annals




of international working class  history.
Among the unions which have affiliated to
the new Confederation of South African
Trade Unions (COSATU), the Federation
of South African Trade Unions (FOSATU)
has over 100,000 paid-up members, the Na-
tional  Union of Mineworkers (NUM)
120,000, the Commerical, Catering & Allied
Workers  of South Africa (CCAWSA)
42,000, Food & Canning Workers Union
28,000. Altogether 500,000 organised
workers are afiliated to the new confedera-
tion. There are powerful groups of unions
grouped under the Azanian Confederation
of Trade Unions (AZACTU) and the Con-
federation of South Africa Unions (COSU)
who have, only for the time being, we hope,
remained outside the Confederation. When
we appreciate that two decades ago all these
unions were non-existent we get some idea of
their phenomenal growth. More
remarkable, this expansion of the union
movement and the gains they have wrested
from the bosses, have coincided with a severe
cconomic depression in South Africa —
against a background of retrenchment and
rising uncmployment.

This explosion of working class power,
culminating in the unification of most of the
major union federations and some unaf-
filiated unions, has, inevitably, made its
mark on the political organisations engaged
in struggle against the apartheid state. The
ANC, UDF, AZAPO — all refer to the
‘leading role of the working class’ although
in the case of the ANC and the South
African Communist Party (SACP) this ap-
pears to be merely a recognition of workers’
numerical weight in the population. But
once the working class enters the political
scene, while supporting the struggle for na-
tional liberation, for elementary democratic
rights, as incorporated in the Freedom
Charter and in the Manifestos of the Na-
tional Forum (NF), AZAPO and others, it
adds its own imprint — specific working
class, anti-capitalist demands.

The workers and politics

One of the factors which has prohibited the
majority of trade unionists organised in the
major unions from affiliating to the UDF is
the fear of losing one of their greatest gains
— workers’ control. Most of the unions are
organised with effective shop floor control
over the leadership. The constitution of the
UDF, where every affiliated organisation,
whether it be a small community group or
one with a mass base has one vote, seems to
the workers to counteract this principle,
painfully built into the union structures
through years of struggle. Hence, Cyril
Ramaphosa, secretary of the powerful
NUM, in his keynote address to the opening
of COSA'TU’s founding conference stressed
that while COSATU must contribute to the
liberation struggle it must not be ‘at the ex-
pense of building up support in the fac-
tories.” He went on to say that it was ‘vital to
ensure that whatever alliances are struck
with political movements are made on terms
favourable to workers’. It was clear from this

and other contributions that when the

l’ organised workers join forces with the

political wings of the iberation movement to
overthrow the apartheid state it would not be
simply to replace the white bourgeotsie with
a black bourgeoisie.

This should come as no surprise to anyone
who has followed the evolution of the trade
union movement in South Africa. Faced
with growing uncmployment, the unions
have identificd government policy and the
capitalist economic system as the timal causes
of unemployment. Thus the 1984 May Day
demands were for immedate social security
and full employment pohcies, as well as for
fundamental social transformation in the in-
terests of the working class.

rcturn on their labour and that the system
has been based on the denial of their poltical
“ghts. Tn addition, it holds that the free
cnterprises system cannot sofve the present
economis Crisis.

COSATLU has oslso vigorously denied
Buathelezs’s aliegations that it 1s a ‘front’ for
the African Natiwnal Congress (ANC). Tt
maintains that all its decisions arc based on
democratic mandates from members. While
defending its right to involve itself in politics,
and to demand the unbanning of political
organisations, *

This is, of course, not a repudiation of

politics o1 a refreat into  economism o1

All the armies that ever mar«hed
All the parliaments that ever sat

have not affected the life of man on earth

as much as one solitary life
I am proud to be what | am

The storm of oppression will be followed by the reign of my blood

| am proud to give my life, my one solitary life.

BENJAMIN MOLOISE, a South African poet sympathetic to the ANC, was
executed in 1985, age thirty, by the South African government.

The unions have, in many cases, gone
beyond the immediate programme of the
Freedom Charter and pur forward transi-
tional the
hegemony of capitalism m the workplace.
Thus in the dispuie between OK Baziars
and CCAWSA and that between Foshini

and the same union m 1985,

demands  which  challenge

they forced the
employers to open the books, o disclose
financial information. Managcment has also
been challenged suceesstully on the right to
hire and fire at will. Thus Cocs-Clola was
forced to reduce the number of planned
retrenchments from 203 1o 63

When the government-sponsored  Wie-
hahn Commission avgued m favour of gran-
ting trade union rights 1o Afucans i 19701t
was on the assumnption thar by giving the
new unions a role i the industvial relations
machinery and at the same smentroducing
a small package of “reforms”, thev would be
able to satisfy the political aspirations of the
blacks without granting them ncaningful
rights. How singularly this dream ot the ral-
ing class has been frustrated! N recenusurey
states, *...there is now clear evidence that all
emergent unions not only accept that they
have a political role to play, butare willing to
act accordingly...™

At the first aneeting of the  Central
Exccutive Commiriee (GEC) of COSATU,
held in February, the new Confederation
once again distanced itsclf from any of the
existing political movements. Tt resolved:
‘that COSATU would not affiliate itself to
any political organisation so that it can
maintain an independent political position”

COSATU’s stand on free enterprise s
that blacks in SA have not received a fan

of the
independent trade union has maintained but
a re-iteration of the deeply-held conviction
that the programme of none of the existing
organisations, UDF, ANC, Azapo, National
Forum, give adequate expression to the
aspirations of the workers as a class. This
was, perhaps, most clearly expressed in an

syndicabism, as  some  critcs

interview with Moses Mayekiso, seeretary of
the Metal and Allied Workers” Union in the
Transvaal (one of the most important and
powerful FOSATU aftiliates). in the Socialist
Worker Review last year:

‘At present the FOSATU shop stewards’
councils, and also MAWU, are discussing
the political sct-up. We are looking at the
The
general feeling is that the workers must have
their party and their freedom

charter

crisis and the solutions to the crisis

own own

“I'he Charter (The Freedom Charter) is a
capitalist docnment. We need a workers’
charter that will say clearly who will control
the farms, presently owned by the capitalists,
who will cantrol the factories, the miners and
so on There must be a change of the whole
socicty. Through the shop stewards’ councils
people are opposed to this idea that there will
be two stages towards liberation. That we
up capitalism  first, then
socialism. IUs a waste of time, a waste of

must  clean

encrgy and a waste of people’s blood.”

The debate continues

It 15 precisely on this issue of workers™ con-
trol, on the nature of the class which will take
power in South Africa when the hated apar-
theid regime is finally overthrown, which is
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the subject of debate in the working «lass and
liberation movements today. These debates
are not academic exercises, but are taking

place in the heat of the struggle which itself

will give the final answer. All the demands ot
the Freedom Charter can be met within the
framework of a welfare-state  capitahism.
While such a state could be a million-fold im-
provement on today’s South Africa, in Bri-
tain, we know the nature of such o stare:
what the capitalists can give today wr be
forced to give, they can take away tomorrow
There can be no guarantee that a Nelson
Mandela or Oliver 'Tambo will not one day
he followed by a Margaret Thatcher.

key

outlined in the Charter. s an absolute prere-

Nationalisaton ot industries,  as
quisite for any socialist cconomy, but these
nationalisations arc also feasible under an
economy which is basically capuahst. What
is key is the class nature of the state. Which
class is in control? The Chartei’s answes s
that ‘“The people shall govern, that every
man and woman should have the rght to
vote, and take part in the administration of
the country, regardless of tace, sex and col-
our.” Demands which the workers will sup-
port but again it is not clear who controls
and how. Nothing shovt of a system of
government in which the peopie have not on:
ly the right to ¢lect their representatives bur
the right to recall them 1t dwv shouid prove
the
This has been leaiaed from

unsatisfactory will satisi. woitkers of

South Africa
building their own organisaions the work
ing class will not accept less frorn the state
which they will help to bing into being.

‘Nothing short of a system
of government in which the
people have not only the
right to elect their
representatives but the
right to recall them if they
prove unsatisfactory will
satisfy the workers of South
Africa’
The South African masses are cngaged

a struggle which can only cnd in the over

throw of apartheid  Tois woieg o be ichard

and batter stragele waih victories and se

backs In this straggle the South African
revolutionanes will need help. Speaking to
the  United  Nations  Special - Committee

against Apartheid on 11 October 1985, Dr.
Neville Alexander said:
clear that anti-apartheid forces throughout

it ought to be

the world have to do everything in their
power Lo assist in altering the position of the
exploited and oppressed Azanians inside and
outside the country.

‘One of the most important of these tasks
is that of helping us to forge unity in our
movenment for national liberation. South
Aftica is one of the most complex social for-
mations in the world today. Not for nothing
has it been called a miocrocosm of the world.
It is & place where all the major contradic
tions and divisions that tear apart the world
No
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at large are to be found in mimature. In

such a society 1t is unlikely that any one
political tendency or organisation can ade-
quatcly represent all the currents that flow
through it. What is possible and necessary in
one set of conditions 1s not necessarily cor-
rect for another set of conditions.

“Yet unity is one ol the pre-condinions of

victory. While it may be anadeal to strive for
unity of all forces of hberation 1a one
organisation or party . ths situation has not
yet been reached. Any premature claim to
being the sole authentic representative of the
oppressed peopic made by any tendeacy or
organisation. no matter how  large and
socially resonantt may be at any given mo-
ment, holds within itsell the seeds of devasta-
tion, defeat and even betrayal... The corect
policy for international anti-apartheid
solidarity forces at the moment, whatever
the and
prefercaces of any particular group, must be
to support the entire liberation movement. It

ideological organisational

is, given our cicamstances. one of the most
dangerous acts of levity to declare any par-
ticular anti-collaborationist current to be
“an enemy of the people’, no matter how
uksome its prosence might be.

‘An atmosphere has to be created in which
all genuinely ante collaborationist organisa-
tions aud tendendws can agree to work
together on tactical and strategie levels until
of possible
idcological and theoretical convergence and

even agreement. In practice this kind of co-

i()lnlllulllly Sll‘llgg](‘ makes

operation s already  taking place inside
South Afnca
to the United Democrane Front or adhering
to the position of the National Forum, as

Local orgamsations affiliated

well as various trade union tendencies, have
on many occasions planned actions jointly
and/or exccuted them in consultation with
one another... [t ought to be a matter of self-
evident necessity that solidanty forces should
climinate and not deepen divisions within
South Africa’s liberation struggle... *

While Botha tiies ' ovain to convinee the
outside world that he is really on the road to
retorn. the facts confound him. Repression
has intensified. The daily death rate tells its
Over the
average number of deaths in towrship up-

own  story. last two years,

Seven kilometres from the centre of johannésbe}'g.

the

Jilhan Edelsten‘Reflex

surges has been 1.68 per day. After the
declaration of the State of Emergency in July
1985, this increased to 3.69. Since media
coverage was forbidden on 2 November this
has gone up to 4.10. The death rate for

January this ycar, the month in which Botha

made his Rubicon 1T speech, was higher than
for any other since the unrest began — 5.47.
(These figures are supplied by the South
African Institute of Race Relations and have
been eclipsed by massacre in Alexandra on
February 18, Liberation sources estimate as
many as 80 people were killed by security
forces.)

The Botha regime has also intensified its
pressure on neighbouring regimes. Raids on
Botswana and Lesotho — in the latter case
resulting in a change of government more
favourable to the apartheid regime — in-
creased aid to the MNR in Mozambique,
making a mockery of the Nkomati concord,
are symptomatic of the government’s desire
to re-create the ‘Clordon Sanitaire’ which
cushioned South Africa from guerilla incur-
sions when Mozambique and Angola were
still Portuguese colonies and Zimbabwe was
stll Rhodesia.

Great pressure 1s being put on the Angola
government to try and halt the growing suc-
cesses of SWAPO in the battle for the hibera-
tion of Namibia. This is taking two forms
Foreign Minister Botha is engaged in talks in
Geneva with the US Assistant Secrctary of

State for Africa, Dr. Chester Crocker to
cover ‘bilateral and regional issues’.
Udoubtedly increased  American ad  for

Unita, South Africa’s spearhead in Angola
will feature high on the agenda. Washimgton
would like to see a nominally independent
Namibia but arc fearful that a SWAPO
regime allied to the MPLA in Angola, would
be too powerful a catalyst to the South
African revolution which they fear above all
else.

Footnotes

| Financial Times, 27/11/85

2 Lewis/Randall, ““Survey of the state of the
unions,”” South Africa Labour Bulletin, Vol 2, No 2.
3 Ihid.

4 Financial Mail, Johannesburg, 14/2/86

5 Quoted from Azania IFrontline, No 12, January
1986.
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Statement of the Fourth International

Solidarity with the Filipino people

FIrTEEN DAYS after dictator Jean-Claude Duvalier took flighs
from Haiti, Ferdinand Marcos had to flee ignominiously {rom
the Philippines. US helicopters had to come to rescue him,
together with his entourage, so that he could escape from the
presidential palace, which was surrounded by the insurgent
population.

After huge and continual mobilisations, sometimes of a
million people, Manila was occupied by hundreds of
thousands of demonstrators for several days. They were
determined not to give up before achieving the departure of
the man who had thought himself master of the country for
twenty years. Growing numbers of soldiers showed no will
break up these mobilisations, and even a readiness to join the
crowds themselves.

We owe the overthrow of Marcos in the first place to an
extraordinary popular and democratic mobilisation. Without
this, the moderate opposition would have remained powerless,
the White House would not have let its proteg¢ fall, and the
officer corps would not have become divided as it did.

For the last few years, growing sectors of US imperialism,
of Philippine big business and the middle class, and of the
Catholic hierarchy in the country had sought an orderly
transition towards a regime that would more adequately serve
their interests.

The political instability of the Marcos regime accelerated
after the assassination of opposition leader, Benigno Aquino in
August 1983, The system of power established by Marcos
under artial law was undermined by a decp economic and
soctal crisis. The pro-imperialist elite in the Philippines was
moye and more deeply divided.

A popular mass movement of workers, urban poor and
peasants came into mounting conflict with the regime. The
revolutionary left and the guerrilla forces led by the
Communist Party of the Philippines — the New People’s
Army — experienced rapid growth.

In the eyes of imperialism, it was vital to reunify the
ruling elite and reform the army officer corps —- which was
corrupl and hated by the population —— in
cffectively to combat the upsurge in the democratic and anti-
imperiatst strnggle. 1t was all the more vital because of the key
strategical importance of this southeast Asian archipclegs,
which houses the two main US bases abroad
Clark air base.

This policy was a failure. Marcos rejected any meaningful
compromise. The US administration was not able to overcome
its internal divisions. The 7 February 1986 clections, which
were  supposed finally to create the conditions for 2
restabilisation of the regime and the start of an orderly
transition, led to a face-to-face confrontation between the
Marcos regime and the opposition forces.

It was thus in a situation of a major, open political crists
that the departure of Marcos came to be seen — in
Washington and in Manila -— as the only solution.

Around the charismatic personality of Corazon Aquino,
new president of the Philippines, there is a bloc of conservative
forces that is reflected in the composition of the new
government. Won over at the last minute, Juan Ponce Enrile,

order moerce

Subic Bay and

who was the moving spirit in the martial law policy, is again
minister of defence.

Jaime Ongpin, new finance minister, president of the
Benguet Mining Corporation, is one of the main
spokespersons of the business world. Salvador Laurel — vice
president, prime minister and minister for foreign affairs —
was a longtime ally of Marcos and represents UNIDO, a
conservative political formation linked to the landowning
oligarchy. Many presidential advisors are Jesuit priests,
advocates of reform but deeply anti-communist.

Justice  of

Cory Aquino: 100 niany old taces in the new governiment.

As for General Fidel V. Raimnos, chief ot staff of the armed
forces, he is well known Ter his links viith Washington and the
Pentagon. The role of a few personalities known for their
defence of human rights” in these conduions, can only be seen
as marginal.

US imperialisni, sivergthened by the pro-imperialist
character of the new reime and the support of the powerful

atholic hierarchy, will <l anything to restabilise its
domination over the ¢y,

The democratic and anti-imperialist movement is thus
going 10 have 1o continue o organise and struggle for its aims.
The Philippine army is divided. The policy of President
Reagan — which supporied Marcos righi up to the eleventh
hour — has awakened a deep nationalist feeling in the
Philippines against the longstanding colomal power.

The pepulation has experienced what its strength is when
the tasses mobilise. Marginalised ducing the election period
ks that followed the 7 Febroary clections, the

and the w
popular forces of the feft and revolutionaries remain decply
rooted. The cronomic nad social erisis requires a mass struggle
independent of zovernmeent.

The democratic and anu-imperialist struggle continues.
The Fourth interntional veafiirms its support for the popular,
democratic, anti-imperabist and revolutionary forces in the
Philippines. Alongside he Filipino people, we demand the
immediate and unconditional release of all the political
prisoners — without any exceptions — who have courageously
fought against the dictator Marcos; the repeal of all anti-strike
laws and decrees; the recognition of independent trade unions;
the dismantling of the repressive apparatus and the various
landlords’ private armies in the countryside; the bringing to
for and summary
executions: the re-establishinent of all democratic freedoms;
and the removal of the massive Ul air and naval bases from

those  responsible torture

the Philippines.

February 28, 1986

Piers Cavendish/Reflex
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against bourgeois state power.
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e New Peoples Army training in the mountains to wage armed struggle
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US troops on manoeuvres in the Philippines.
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UntiL Now British Trotskyism has not been
well served by is historians — if that is not
too kind an adjective to bestow on those who
have attempted to chronicle its history.
Their alleged impartiality has generally been
nothing more than a literary fig leaf worn to
disguise their ignorance of their subject in
particular, and the labour movement in
general.

Well, we can be grateful that Sam Borns-
tein and Al Richards, authors of Against the
Stream do not come from that line of
‘disinterested’ observers. Their inscription
in the fly leaf which reads: “To the British
Bolsheviks, supporters of the International
Left Opposition, in admiration’ leaves no
room for doubting that they are partisans,
whose sympathies and antipathies are bared
for their readers to see for themselves. It is
because they write as committed Marxists
that they do justice to their subject. They
have studied the facts concerning the early
formative years of Trotskyism in this
country and they have made them available
to the reader, and like all serious historians
they have interpreted those facts and drawn
conclusions. They have performed a service
which we should demand from all historians,
in that by rigorous study and research —
there are 1161 footnotes to the ten chapters
— they have produced a work which seeks its
vindication in the information it provides,
not in some alleged neutrality.

No socialist worthy of the name could
possibly read this book without joining the
authors in their admiration of those British
‘supporters of the International Left Opposi-
tion’. These were the people who along with
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the best militants in the workers’ movement
had come together, inspired by the great Oc-
tober Revolution, to build a communist par-
ty in this country. In a country that lacked a
tradition of revolutionary Marxism, and
whose labour movement was permeated
through and through by reformism, this was
a daunting task indeed. It was a task that
could only be completed with the aid of a
revolutionary international, which the early
rise of Stalin and his clique prevented. The
young, politically immature Communist
Party of Great Britain (CPGB) was from the
beginning a compliant tool in the hands of
the Comintern’s apparatchniks. ‘The CPGB
was so small and its general political level
was so low, that practically alone among the
Communist Parties of the world (not
excepting that even of the USA) there were
no factions within it.”* This enabled the
Stalinists to use the CPGB in the
international fight against the Left
Opposition — it was CPGB representative
J.T. Murphy who moved Trotsky’s
expulsion from the Comintern — and made
the fight for Trotsky’s ideas in such a party
difficult indeed. Added to this was the
problem that Trotskyism was born out of a
period of defeats for the international
working class which actually strengthened
the grip of Stalinism. As Bob Edwards — a
member of the ILP — said: © “‘Stalin was
right about the need to build socialism in one
country. I had a row with Trotsky when he
said that defence of Russia lay in the
imminent Britain and
Germany. I had just come from the General
Strike and 1 knew it wasn't on.”” ’ As the
authors say: ‘A better illustration of the
Marxist theory of the relationship between
ideas and material conditions could not be
made’. Given such obstacles it is little
wonder that not more than about twelve
members of the CPGB had come out for
Trotskyism by the end of the twenties. By
then Stalin had decisively defeated the
opposition tendencies in the USSR and was
steadily and relentlessly gaining full control
of the Third International. The Daily Worker
of 5 January 1932 was writing that
Trotskyism was ¢ *‘the advanced troop of the
bourgeoisie.”” * which was simply echoing
the line of the CI.

revolutions 1n

Added to their other difficulties the Trot-
skyists now more and more confronted a
systematic campaign of lies and slanders
backed up by the Soviet state international-
ly, and the apparatus of the CPGB at home.
The aim of this campaign was to isolate and
demoralise the few and tenuously based
Trotskyists. It succeeded inside the CPGB.
Their old friends from inside the party:
‘..passed them with faces turned away,
some making hostile gestures. It was a way
of life, a whole series of friends, workmates
and acquaintances that was turned away
from them.’ Qutside the CPGB: ‘Political
life had dwindled from the wider horizon of a
party into the suffocating confines of a small
group.’

Again and again Trotsky’s analyses were
to be born out during the thirties. His
warnings against the ultra-left lunacy of the

JT Murphy (in centre with son) with leac
Third Period were confirmed when

German CP collapsed before Hitler

western Europe’s most powerful lat
movement was prostrated under the
boot of fascism. Likewise in Spain,
warnings that the policies of the Pop
front would aid Franco and lead to the de
of the revolution were again proved tc

Reg Groves canvassing at Aylesbury, 1938
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ritish Bolsheviks

early history of Trotskyism in Britain is not widely known. But it is

istory and there is much we can learn from it. BOB
NINGTON reviews a new book which covers frankly,
ustively and from a marxist perspective the origins of British Trotskyism.

i the Comintern including Stalin. The British CP was one of the most quickly Stalinised.

true. But being correct did not mean that the
Trotskyist movement could break out of its
isolation. Historic defeats do not build great
movements. The lessons of a defeat were
learned by a few people, and often such
people did (after seceing what had gone on in
Germany and Spain) join the ranks of the
newly formed Fourth International. In

general, though, the defeats strengthened
the Stalinists. If the revolution could not take
place in Germany, if it was being crushed on
the battlefields of the Spanish Civil War,
then many reasoned that all they could do
was defend the USSR, even at the expense of
the class struggle at home. Meanwhile in
Moscow the regime’s purge and legalised
murder of the old Bolsheviks signalled that
‘if Stalin’s policy was not revolution, then he
did not need any revolutionaries.” Midnight
had arrived in the middle of the twenticth
century.

It was against this background of defeats,
of Stalinist terror, and social democratic
betrayals that Britain’s early Trotskyist
pioneers tried to build 2 movement. At first
they fought inside the Communist Party to
save it for the Then  they
struggled inside the Independent Labour

revolution.

Party to win what they could of its left wing.
Later they centered the Labour Party aiming
to win to the idea of revolutionary Marxism
those in its ranks who were opposing the
policies of the right-wing leaders. Inside the
Labour League of Youth they opposed the
supporters of the Young Communist League
who were organised paper
Advance and led by Ted Willis, now Lord
Ted Willis, author of Dixon of Dock Green, and
his colleague Jim Mortimer, the last general
secretary of the Labour Party.

around the

This history is faithfully documented in

Against the Stream, from the start of the battle
inside the CPGB, until 1938. It is a history

David King collection

that had more tears than victories, but it is
our history and belongs to us just as much as
the Paris Commune, the October of 1917
and all the other great events of the interna-
tional class struggle. It is incumbent on
every serious Marxist to read and study that
history because it is part of their heritage.
We are therefore indebted to the two authors
for making it available to us. That does not
mean that we will necessarily endorse all
their interpretations or conclusions. In their
preface for example they write: ‘Whatever
differences then, there was a general
consensus about the superiority of the
United Front over the Popular Front; of the
crucial role of the working class in the
struggle for socialism; and of the primacy of
questions of class over those of sex or
colour.” I may say that this magazine does
emphatically stand for the United Front
against the Popular Front, and we do
consider the working class plays the crucial
role in the struggle for socialism. We also
stand in the traditions of Kollontai and
Zetkin who as Marxists understood the need
for an autonomous women’s movement and
we think the Women Against Pit Closures
movement is just one vindication of what the
early women Marxist pioneers fought for. By
the late twenties the big radicalisation that
affected working class women was ebbing
away. The Stalinised Comintern was more
interested in resurrecting the family, than in
building an 1independent
movement, and the idea of an autonomous

women’s

women’s movement was anathema to the
Labour right. The question of women’s
autonomy was also not an i1ssue discussed by
the early Trotskyists and this is probably
explained by the dechine in women’s
radicalisation, the strains of activity already
bearing down on such a small group and
quite frankly by the theoretical weakness
which it had inherited British
Marxism.

from

[t is not a good thing that early Trot-
skyism in Britain failed to see the need for in-
dpendent and autonomous movements
among women and black people, althougl: it
is understandable. If they had had such posi-
tions, the relationship of forces arraigned
against them would still have been over-
whelming. But it is likely that they could
have won just a few more women leaders and
laid the foundations, both theoretically and
practically for dealing with the emergence of
movements of the opporessed in the post-war
years.

I suspect that this difference we have with
the two authors will raise its head again
when their next work appears, which deals
with British Trotskyism from 1937-49. But
like the reviewer I am surc that the readers of
this book will look forward to their next in-
stalment of Trotksyist history.

*The six references are taken from the book.

Sam Bornstein and Al Richardson, Against
the Stream A History of the Trotskyist Movement
in Britain 1924-38, Socialist Plattform,
(Available from Housmans Distributors, 5
Caledonian Road, London N1). £5.95 net.
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RacisM 1s a fundame:
British capitalisnn, Rritn is o dechinmy wnperialist power which
has, in proportion ot of its economy, much greater
overseas investments than any other major capitalist economy.
The profits of these investments are very important to British
capitalism. [t is precisely becagse Britain s acdeclining imperialist
power that racism is itmportane for the British ruling class.
British capitalism is desperatehy and violently trying to retain its
investments abroad and rebuild s profitrate at home, and 1t re-
quires racisim and jingoisiy to jusoly s foreign policy and to
hold together its fragnenting social base. diverting workers
from sceing themsel wopart of acclass 1o seeing themselves as
part of an illusory nation.

In the

and Tottenham, racism in Bruain is intensifying and becoming

sake of the vouth rebellions in Handsworth, Brixton
even more central to British politics Phe Tories are giving a
free rein to the police to siep up thein harassment of black
people.

The media has plaved its now charac teristic role i whipp-
ing up the racism which has deep roots in British society. This

has been legitimised by statements from government ministers

and by the Tory party”™s decision to make law and order one of

i mevitable feature of the crisis of

the main planks on which to rebuild its fading popularity. The
Tory campaign on law and order is bound to rely on stirring up
racism given the way the issue has become increasingly intert-
wined with race over the last 15 years with the publication by

‘An immediate task for Labour is to build
support for the youths (black and white)

arrested in and after the recent rebellions
and to combine this with an implacable

campaign to stop the Public Order Bill

and the tooling-up of the police with
repressive equipment’

the police of racially-based crime statistics and the identification
in the media of ‘mugging’ with black youth.

[t is now tmore urgent than ever that the labour movement
confronts racism and gives real assistance to black people
fighting racism. This is not just a question of moral duty, nor of
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demonstrating a commitment to an egalitarian and just society,
but essential for the defence of the Jabour movement itself. The

Tories have already given the police vastly increased powers

with the passing of the Police Bill in 1984, The lack of

seriousness with which the Bill was viewed by the labour move-
ment as a whole, and the failure to challenge the testing of new
police tactics on black people and in the north of Ireland, left the
labour movement vulnerable — physically and politically — to
the brutal police tactics used in the miners’” strike.

In the face of the Tories’ economic, political and social at-
tacks on the working class, unity is a necessity. Racism is a ma-

jor tool of the Tories to break any united working class

resistance: anti-racism has to be a fundamental tool to build and
preserve that unity. This message rings out loud and clear from
two recent negative experiences. In Liverpool, the Militant led
council has done all it can to alienate black support over the Sam
Bond affair, ac a time when it urgently needed that support. In
Haringey, the council workers who staged a one-day strike to
demand Bernie Grant's resignation were attacking the very peo-
ple from Broadwater Farm who had previously marched in sup-
port of the council’s atterapts to defy rate-capping legislation
and defend the council workers’ jobs.
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| Black

liberation

and
socialism

Racism is on the increase in Tory Britain. The
urban uprisings of recent years show that black
youth are organising to defend themselves.
WALID HADDAD shows why the autonomous
organisation of black people is necessary to fight
for liberation not only in society at large but in
the inert and often racist structures of the labour
movement. While the Black Sections movement
is one of the most advanced expressions of black
people’s fightback, the road to liberation passes
both inside and outside the Labour Party.

The intensification of racism also poses a series of strategic
questions for the black community. How are they to defend
themselves? How should they organise? Who can they rely on
for support and how can alliances be built?

This article outlines the main features of an anti-racist
strategy. It argues that racism is more than just the sum of in-
dividual attitudes and prejudices, which can be educated away.
It is a system of ideas which are institutionalised in society and
which have a large cffect on black people in all facets of their
lives. In particular, racism is institutionalised in the state, and
state racism plays a critical role in reinforcing racism in society
in general.

An anti-racist strategy has to be anti-capitalist because the
history of racism is intertwined with the history of capitalism. It
has to be based on two solid pillars. Firstly on autonomous black
organisation and sccondly on an alliance with the labour move-
ment. But this alliance will only succeed if the first of these
pillars is built as well.

To explore these ideas more fully it is necessary to say more
about the nature of the beast. What does racism actually mean
for black people in Britain today, and why is it still so strong?




The roots of racism

It is widely accepted that the roots of racism lie in Britain’s 1m-
perialist past: as an ideology to justify slavery and the plunder
and exploitation of Asia and Africa. as a ‘science’ to justify a
hicrarchy of 1aces. Racisi ideas seeped into and shaped every
fr et of British caltare and society. Tlowever racism is not mere-
ly a legacy of an impenalist past, for Hritain is still an imperialist
power. albeit a declining one. Precissly as a consequence of this

decline, the growth of racism is inierrwined with the concept of

nationalisur

I his tinking of racism to naGonalism is a particularly
strong feature of the Thatcher wine ~f the Tory party [t can be
seen e Phateher's infamous ‘rather swamped” statement i the
1979 clection campaign; in the Malvinas War and in her sup-
port for the Botha regime in South Africa. I'his racism which
was a product of the birth of British capitalism, is now reprodic-
ed in its slow, painful decline.

From this analysis we can conclude that an anti-racist
strategy must also be anu unperialis and internationalist

Black people face not only acist attitudes but suffer
hserininaton 1 employment and living conditions. Black peo-
ple were brought to this country to fill jobs with the worst pay
-~ on mghtshifts, in the foundrics. textile in-
Jdustry. health service, on the buses and on rail. Litde has
; except that now black unemiployment is at least

and conditinns

hanged
twice that of white; black people are more heavily concentrared
in semi- or unskilled manual jobs and are mors itkely to be
working on shiffs or part-time.

Black people face discriminain n wherever they go: in

fiospitals, social security offices and s hootls. Vhey are subjected

fo racist mnnigration laws which deny even clewentary human

rights. Stereotvped as illegal immigrants’ ¢r ‘mugg s the cols
our of your skin puts vou automatic ally witer suspicion, con-
cmually visking the special attenuor, of the police. n addinon
Llhack people are sulfenng a rising tude of racist attacks

Black women
In this situation, black women sulter most of all, oppressed by
both racism and sexism. The speaific experiences ol biack
women cannot be discissed here in any decail and wili he dh
subject of a future article in Internationai. Suthice 5tiv mention
the experiences of Asian women atteéinpling fo come nts this
neated as appendages of thes
antahancoushy degraded by strip scarciies and vicginity sty
blick stereotyped  as
aimbancously demigrated as immeial Giver the o

Countey husbands while

women sexually avadable  and

often part Gme, sometimes in swear shog and s st

g homeaorking

R

have recognised the need to

organise autonomously from men, and a number of black

However black women
women’s groups now exist. In addition black women have taken
the lead in the workplace, fighting for umen recogniiion and
agane racist discrimination. Examples ¢ ti as Grunwicks and
ihe Cinx plant in Slough where Asian wonnen led the sitike,
overtuned at a stroke the stereotype of tire passive, law-abiding

Ascis wotsiin

Black autonomoas urganisation
In response to this all-pervading racism black people have long
oreinnsed themselves as black people. The Indian Workers’
Asson tation, (he West Indian Standing Conference, the Black
Peoples” Alliance, Blacks Against State Harassment, Asian
Yourh Movement, the Organisation of Women of Asian and
Aftican Descent, the Black Movement and more recently the
Lahour Party Black Sections — these are just some of the varied
organtsations.

Autonomous black organisation is absolutely necessary in
as the victims of racism and

the struggle against racism;
therefore the best fighters against it black people are the only
ones who can define racism when it occurs.

Only when the question is taken up by the black communi-
ty wself, is anything done about it.

Unfortunately the vast bulk of the Labour movement doces
not support selt-organisation. One of the main arguments
against i, put most vociferously by Militant supporters. but
rronically also argued by the Labour leadership, is that
aurenonmas s crgamisation divides and weakens the working
s Wit the AMdiant supporiers Ll o recognise is tha the
workiitg chiss is already divided, by gender as well as colour.
Racist oppression experienced by black workers and reflected in
the ok of representation of black people in labour movenient
struovares, the lailure of the movement to take vy the specific
denands of black workers, simply reinforces that division. Not
only that but experience shows that when black people go into
action against racism, without waiting for white support, the ef-
fedt is 10 strengthen not only the fight against racism, but the
Tabor movenent as a whole.

the problem, therefore, is not that black selt-organisation
sphits the working class, but how to overcome the divisions
whicl exist and on what basis to build unity.

Black self-organisation and positive action are needed o
overcome the division in the class. Black workers need to
organise as biack people to ensure that they have a powerful, in-
dependent vawe whie I can push white workers int., recognising,
vacisin and supponing the spes e demands ot black people.

Sl b cappen tiig posiiive action, white workers will be
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saying we want to build unity not on the basis of black people
accepting their lack of representation and their worse position in
the labour market, but on the basis that special measures have to
be taken to overcome centuries of racist oppression and exploita-
tion. Indeed, support for black self-organisation is a litmus test
of an understanding of racism and how to fight 1t.

The role of the labour bureaucracy

A factor behind the continuing hold of racism which cannot be
ignored 1s the role of the leadership of the labour movement
which accepted imperialism and national chauvinism in return
for some of imperialism’s super-profits being used for social
reforms. The leaders of the labour movement not only acquiesc-
ed in the rise of racism, but often actively encouraged it.

This is clear from an examination of the record of the
Labour party over the last 20 years. Such an examination also
exposes the scale of the problems faced by black activists and
anti-racists in the labour movement. For the Labour party has,
not only a racist past, but a racist present, and until black people
and anti-racists really make their mark, a racist future.

The Labour party’s duplicity on race has been starkly
shown on immigration and nationality legislation. It opposed
the 1962 Commonwealth Insmmigration Act introduced by a
Tory Goverment and then within one year of resuming power
introduced a hill which restricted immigration further. In 1968,
when 1t appeared that Asians in East Africa, who had been
given British citizenship, might try to come to Britain, Labour
passed an act which deprived them of their right to reside in this
country.

Out of power, Labour again opposed the 1971 Iinmigration
Act which gave white Commonwealth citizens rights to reside
here, while simultancously removing that right from black peo-
ple In March 1974 Labour returned to power, but didn’t repeal
the act; indeed 1t was under this government that the virginity
testing scandal was exposed. They also introduced a Green
Paper on Nationality which formed the basis of the Tories’ Na-
tionality Act. A virtual bi-partisan policy operated throught his
period, just as it did on the question of northern Ireland.

yourvoice | N - P
in the Labour Party o
v , ™

The Labour party passed laws which were to make life a
miscry for thousands of black people, laws which blamed black
people for Britain’s cconomic and social problems. Blaming
black people for lack of jobs and inadequate housing diverts at-
tention away from the real causes.

It is a step forward that the Labour party has agreed to in-
clude repeal of the 1971 Immigraton Act and the 1981 Na-
tionality Act in its manifesto. This would carry more weight,
however, it the whole of the labour movement were to campaign
now for the repeals and against deportation. The role of
NALGO in backing the campaign against the deportation of
Muhammed Idrish, which was successful, needs to be repeated
with greater strength throughout the labour movement.

I addition, the TLabour party’s position of replacing these
Acts with non-racist versions nceds to be challenged. Any im-
migration law, given the racist nature of the British state and the
continued existence of imperialism, would be racist in practice.
Any immigration law would encourage the idea that ‘forcigners’
caused unemployment and would be contrary to the democratic
right of freedom of movement.
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Anti-racists should campaign for an immediate amnesty for
all “illegal” ymmigrants and for an unmediate opening of the
borders to divided families. These demands could be conceded
on day one of a Labour government.

Labour also needs to take action against the growth of
racist attacks which have terrorised black people in their homes
and on the streets. This means a package of policy measures in-
cluding supporting black self-defence, funding groups which can
give support to victims of racist attacks and which can pressurise
the police to arrest and prosecute the racists, and evicting the
perpetrators of racist attacks and harassment from council
housing.

‘Labour didn’t repeal the 1971
Immigration Act; indeed it was under
their government that the virginity
testing scandal was exposed. They also
introduced a Green Paper on nationality
which formed the basis of the Tories’
Nationality Act’

The Labour party’s record in other areas is equally awful
— its failure to support anti-imperialist struggles and the ac-
quiescence in a toughening of policing and the police protection
of National Front members who marched through areas where
black pecople hved. It was under a l.abour government that
Southall was held under siege by the police while the NF march-
ed, leading to the murder of Blair Peach by an SPG thug. The
notorious Sus law, used to criminalise Afro-Caribbean youth
who were arrested under it because a police officer suspected they
might be about to commit an offence, was only repealed after
the Tories won the 1979 clection. Given such a record it is a
wonder that the vast majority of black people in Britain still vote
Labour.

An immediate task for Labour is to build support for the
youths (black and white) arrested in and after the recent
rebellions and to combine this with an implacable campaign to
stop the Public Order Bill and the tooling-up of the police with
repressive cquipment. The importance of this for the labour
movement’s own future has already been argued at the start of
this article.

In addition, Labour should campaign around the motions
passed at the last two Labour party conferences and include a
commitment to disband the Special Patrol Group in its
manifesto, disanin the police, repeal the Police Act (and the
Public Order Act if 1t 1s passed) and take measures to reduce the
repressive powers of the police.

A key demand that needs to be taken up is for police ac-
countability. Marxists in the labour movement have been slow
off the mark on this question, leaving all the initiative to left
reformists and cither mouthing the same phrases or dismissing
the demand as one which will create the illusion that the police
can be reformed. We should argue that this position is wrong
and police accountability can be a transitional demand, because
of its objective and subjective dynamic. Objectively accoun-
tability could reduce pohice powers of repression and would be in
contradiction with the prime role of the police force in capitalist
society as a force which preserves social order for capital. Im-
agine the difficultes which would have been faced in the miners’
strike if the police had needed permission for their activities
from a host of elected police authorities.

Subjectively. the demand is a popular one (in a London
Weekend TV poll following the youth rebellions, a majority of
adults, black and white, said they wanted to see the
Metropolitan Police made accountable to an elected body)
which raises questions about the class nature of the police force.

However, rather than simply repeating the slogans of the
left reformists parrot-fashion, Marxists need to discuss how and
in what form the slogan should be raised. A couple of thoughts
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on this: first an essential part of the demand must be that the
police are made accountable for their day-to-day operational
decisions and not just a bland accountability on broad policy
questions. Secondly, the demand for the police to be accoun-
table to the committees of local councils is fraught with dif-
ficulties. What if right-wing Tories or racists sicize control of the
council? They would use accountability to direct police repres-
sion at black communities.

Unemployment

Racism has been stengthened by the massive rise in unemploy-
ment in the mid-seventies, and in particular since 1979. This
reinforces racism in two ways. First, in times of crisis people
look for explanations and solutions. Racism provides a simple
explanation — ‘the blacks are taking ‘“‘our’” jobs’ — which fits
in very cosily with existing racist ideas. Secondly capitalism is
characterised by competition between all sellers of commodities,
including those selling labour power. White workers compete
with black workers (and men with women) for the diminishing
number of jobs and for better jobs amongst these diminished
numbers. The more desperate the competition the greater the
tendency for white workers to view black workers with an-
tagonism. The importance of a socialist economic policy for
combatting racism cannot be stressed too much. One only has to
look at the French experience where the failure of the Socialist
government has allowed a tremendous growth of Le Pen’s open-
ly fascist party.

In Britain following the success of the Anti-Nazi League
and the capturing of the overtly racist vote by Thatcher, fascist
organisations have fragmented and turned away from open
political activity towards semi-clandestine terror attacks on
black people. However, if a Labour government did return to
power and once more, failed to deliver the goods, it would create
the basis for the rapid growth of fascist groups.

Labour also has to fight for an extensive programme of
positive action to aleviate the discrimination which exists in
cmployment, housing, health, cducation and so on. Without
positive action these disadvantages cannot be removed.
However positive action by itself is not enough, particularly at a
time of economic recession. The removal of racial discrimina-
tion requires an expansionist plan to remove the unemployment
in the lifetime of a Labour government. ‘One Million Jobs a
Year’ is as necessary for black workers as it is for white workers.
Labour’s current economic programme is simply not enough.
Reducing unemployment by half a million or one¢ million is
meaningless for the black youth in Handsworth, Brixton and the
inner cities. They know that given the level of discrimination,
there will not be any jobs for them in that 1 million.

Black self-organisation in the labour movement

The explostve growth of the Labour party Black Sections has
prompted a big debate among black activists. This article argues
strongly in their favour, but before examining the arguments,
two points need to be made.

First, the black community in Britain is overwhelmingly
proletarian, much more so than Britains white population. In
addition, a larger proportion of black workers are unionised
than white workers and a huge majority of them vote Labour.
(If they don’t vote Labour they generally don’t vote). Given the
history of autonomous black existance, 1t was therefore only a
matter of time before black workers began to challenge the
labour movement’s racism from inside the movement and when
this happened it would have a mass impact. The growth of the
Bennite left and the battle for democracy in the Labour party
acted as a catalyst in this process.

Secondly, the Black Sections movement in its short life has
been astonishingly successful in forcing the labour movement to
discuss the question of race and in raising the isuc of the need for
autonomous black organisation in front of a mass audience.
They have created the climate which has ensured that three
black candidates have been selected in safe Labour scats to date,
and a small number of marginal scats. Following the impact of
the excellent stand taken by Bernie Grant, leader of Haringey
council, on the arrests at Broadwater Fram it can hardly be

argued that representation is irrelevant.

Many black activists still react in horror to the idea of Black
Sections because of the racist history of the labour movement
and the fear of ‘careerists’. However the movement’s racism is a
challenge not an immoveable obstacle.

Black people cannot succeed in the fight against racism on
their own. As four and a half per cent of the population in Bri-
tain they need to win allies, and in particular they need to win
the labour movement as an ally. (At the same time, as already
argued, the labour movement needs to fight racism and keep
black people as allies). This alliance can ony be forged by black
people organising autonomously and taking action without
waiting for permission from the labour bureaucracy. It can only
be forged by challenging racism in the labour movement and
this cannot be done just by organising outside the labour move-
ment. The challenge has to be taken into the trade unions and
into the Labour party. Links have to be forged with workers in
struggle as was done in many cases during the miners’ strike.
Particular effort has to be put into building black caucuses and
support for Black Sections in the trade unions, given their
economic strength and political weight in the Labour party.

The success in drawing white workers into struggles against
racism in anti-deportation campaigns, defence campaigns, the
recent strike in Islington over deployment of racist workers, the
strikes in East London schools — all prove that it is possible to
make alliances inside the labour movement.

Black Scctions are also important because of their role in
building a broader alliance of black people. A problem which
repeatedly confronts black socialists is how to expand support
beyond the activist base of defence campaigns, anti-deportation
campaigns and so on. Black Sections provide a national
framcwork for uniting black people not just around a case or
issue but around racism in all its manifestations. In particular at
a time when the state has put resources into stressing ‘ethnicity’,
Black Sections have forced the quesion of black unity back onto
the political agenda.

Black Careerism?

The fear of black careerists among black activists is a genuine
one, but is used by many white people to justify failure to sup-
port any struggles against racism. This careerism is related to
the ‘race relations industry’, used by the state to buy off black
activists. However it is necessary to examine the Black Sections
movement more concretely. The bulk of Black Section activists
represent a new layer of black people in the Labour party who
are prepared to challenge racism in the party rather than accept
the cosy, corrupt relationship between so-called ‘community
leaders’ and the Labour right which has been the main feature
of black involvement in the party in the past. Many Black Sec-
tion activists have been involved in black struggles in the past
and still.

In addition, while it is true that one of the initial motiva-
tions behind the Black Sections movement was the frustration of
some black Labour party members, whose careers were blocked
by Labour’s racism, when these people organised black people
against it, then it was essential for black socialists to unite with
them in this struggle attempting to broaden it out to take on the
whole of Labour’s racism. Too often the potential for building
broad, united campaigns against racism has been squandered.

It would be a mistake for black socialists to solely focus on
self-organisation in the labour movement. This would carry the
danger of being absorbed and contained in a fight for a few posi-
tions in the labour movement. A strategy for black liberation
must also rely on the long and rich history of black self-
organisation in campaigns, sclf-help groups and so on. This
organisation strengthens the will and ability of black people to
resist racism and also puts pressure on the labour movement
and others to support the fight against racism.

An understanding of the importance of this needs to inform
the approach of Black Section activists to organisations within
the black communities. Whatever the views of these organisa-
tions towards them, Black Sections need to act as their voice in
the labour movement and thus build up a network which ham-
mers labour’s racism from within and without.
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The Tories political project has
offered youth ‘no future’. Yet
Labour has failed to inspire
young people. DAVID
SHEPHERD argues that to win
back the support of youth, the
labour movement must
genuinely champion youth
rights. As part of this process
the left will have to ensure the
LPYS is transformed into a
mass campaigning organisation.

IN FIGHTING FOR youth the labour movement
is fighting for its future. The Thatcher
Government has thrown an entire genera-
tion of young people onto the scrap-heap.
Today over 25 per cent of 16-19 year olds
are either jobless or on youth training
schemes. The figure for those aged between
20 and 24 is just as bad. Schools and colleges
have been deprived of resources to such an
extent that the whole educational system is
now in crisis. On some inner city estates,
unemployment is the rule rather than the ex-
ception and the alarming increase in heroin
addiction and solvent abuse among the
young is testimony to the hopelessness and
despair that Thatcher’s policies have
brought in their wake.

Black youth and young women have suf-
fered doubly through racism and systematic
police harassment (resulting in the summer
rebellions of 1981 and 1985), and the sus-
tained ideological offensive for ‘Victorian
family values’ breeding attacks on reproduc-
tive and employment rights in particular.

In addition, the crisis has exacerbated the
specific oppression of youth within the fami-
ly. tconomic independence is the necessary
foundation for young people’s self-respect
and autonomy. It is this they are being
denied. Unemployment, low wages, and
pitiful YTS allowances reinforce young peo-
ple’s economic and social dependence upon
the family. Those youth who nevertheless
decide to leave home find that the young,
single person goes automatically to the bot-
tom of the council housing list. For many,
getting married or pregnant provides a ‘solu-
tion’ to this problem. For others, joining the
ranks of the young homeless is the only alter-
native to a family situation which has
become unbearable. Even those able to leave
home through gcetting a  place at a
polytechnic or university find that  the
Government assumes they are stll their
parents’ ‘responsibility’ and expects sizeable
parental contributions towards grants, even
from those on average or low incomes.

The desperate situation faced by youth to-
day is not the result of an uncaring Govern-
ment blindly  persuing  nonsensical
monetarist dogmas. Neither should the
labour movement fight this situation purely
out of altruism or compassion for the hard-
done-by younger generation. No. The attack
on youth has been a central feature of the
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Tory policy for youth: a ‘short sharp shock’ at Kirklevington Grange detention centre in

Yorkshire.

Tories hammer youth

And that means
you, twinkletoes

Tory offensive against the labour movement
since 1979.

The disproportionately high
youth unemployment are a by-product of the
Tory economic offensive against the organis-
ed labour movement. Clearly, if there is a
general decline in the number of jobs
created, youth looking tor a first job will be
hardest hit by unemployment. However, it is
the Tories” response to youth unemployment

levels of

which reveals their strategy.

The Youth Training Scheme is an attempt
by an increasingly unpopular government o
improve the unemployment statistics and
present an image of concerned action for Bri-
tain’s young people. Anyone secing the
advertisements  showing  happy  school
leavers signing up for the soon-to-be-
introduced two year schemes will have no
doubt that this is true. But it is only partot a
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story which has huge implications for the
working class movement.

YIS is in fact at the very centre of the
Tory offensive against the lnbour movement.
Hundreds of thousands of youth are being
“rained’ to work for a pittance in conditions
where in the overwhelming majority of cases
they have litde or no contact with the
organised  labour We
witnessing  the  attempted  creation of a

movement, are

gencration of workers whose expectations in
terms of wages and conditions of work and
whose attitudes towards teiade union and
workplace organisation are qualitancly dit
ferent from those ol previous geneiations.
Mass unemployiment and rontal wtacks on
the

workers into giving up hard won condinons

trade  unions  to hrow-beat woday’s
and accepting falling real wages s astart,
to it

into this situation without any fuss. Indeed,

next tomorrow’s workers are “teained
it’s far casicr to educate young schoot leavers
in the new spirit of industrial slavery than i
is 1o take away hard-won trade anion cighs
and relatively high expectations isheut wages
and conditions of work from older workers

In the long term, 1f this straregy were o be

“The attack on youth has
been a central feature of
the Tory offensive against
the labour movement since

1979’

successtully implemented ayousg mdusinal
Hifth eolumn could be crcated withor the
working class whose existence would aid
hugely attempts to inflict decisive blows on
the organised labour moevement. T'his would
not of course be a consctous, organised fifth
column in the sense in which the FETPU 1s
today. but it could he more dangerous as it
would consist of the best part of an entire
generation of the working class vaddier than
sne or two organised sectons.

It is not only the YIS project thai could
have disasirous  consequences for the labour
movement for mass vouth oncoiplovment
itsett is simbarly dangerous. One b ihe el
fects of mass youth unerplovint s the
retosad ol any contact with the organised
abour moveent and radicalisi s certaly
B the nesessary response of youth i this
The 1983

demonstrate (l(lil(‘

predicament. General Blecuon

vesules cleary it
apathy, despondern s aned withdroeal Lo
Ay interestoan politios are Cgpiadly posaibide

TESPRONISeR to the (Il('SPl‘l‘ll(‘ SHGLoTE 1 et

Maoie yorag voters (in the 1824 e groap)
voted SO Liberal cod Toiv than vorod
Laboar and the nugorny ol oot
e voting at alll This wiss notsnerels he

vesudt of Labour’s inadequaie abornane o

the Fadklonds facter’ -- vourg poopie were
probably the wroup m soner, TR STRN PR
by this wave of dhiaavinsm aiet ol
was a reflection of the oot ool o
tion abandoned by socess ! Vi
polit al svstenn arso iated wrtes AN

What ¢l the oppottunior . aotd
tor the Jelt? Frestoal ynass toae - ado 0 ot

fed

. i . ;

Unemployment in Barnsley

the automatic response of youth to the effects
of Thitcher's austerity policies nis not ruled
out. Youny people are a social group with
feast to tose and most (6 gain from the over-

throw of capitalism and the building of

socialisin, I every major trade union and
social struggle since the Tories came to
power voung people have been prominent
and oiten central, Fwo examples should suf-

ficer the mass actions for disarmament have
beor overwhelmingly vouthful in composi-
tien, and voung people have been in the

torctront of thiv movement; and in the year
long piters’ strike, it was the young miners
were  the militant
strike —— the front
prckets and the most dynamie class fighters,

who i meny  arcas

hackbone of the line
Aos s vepeatedly referred to by Scargill

aned other feaders of the NUM.

The second area of opportunity for the
labour movement lies in the nature of youth
radicalisation. Youth are less hampered by
memories of yesterday’s defeats, and are im-
patient with bureaucratic structures and pro-
cedures. Whether in a trade union struggle
or a mass movement, or indeed in a political
party, youth tend to be among the most mili-
tant and radical forces involved. They are
more open than older generations to looking
at radical solutions to particular problems at
the level of socicty as a whole. Whereas the
labour  bureaucrats have comfortable
carcers, limited horizors and the best part of
a lifetime of pragmatism and opportunism
behind them, youth tend to have no vested
interest in maintaining the burcaucratic
status quo. In attempts to transform the
unions and Labour party into organisations

that really fight tor the working class youth
will be to the fore.

It is partly the threat youth pose to the
labour burcaucracy which accounts for the
labour movement’s pitiful response to the
Tory atiacks on youth since 1979. This is 1l-
lustrated in the trade union response to the
YTS and youth unemployment and the
Labour Party’s policies for youth and ap-
proach towards winning the youth vote. In
the unions, on the key issues of fighting for
full trade union rights and rates of pay ior
trainces, ensuring that trainecs are given
decent training rather than being used as
cheap labour and of guarantecing a job at
the end of the scheme, the majority of trade
union leaderships hve fallen down. They
administering  the

have collaborated 1n

schemes on the government’s terms and in
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the Government’s framework. This is a
criminal betrayal of both a gencration of
warking class youth and the entire labour
movement.

In linc with this, the Labour Party’s of-
ficial ‘Charter for Young People” s probably
the least inspiring document on any topic
produced by the Labour Party for many
years. The only concrete policy advanced in
relation to YTS is the magnificent offer of
£10 extra per week for trainees! This is com-
bined with vague promises of improving the
schemes. In effect, if a Labour Government
was clected and operated on this basis, what
we would see would be a continuation of the
attack on youth and on the labour movement
that YTS currently represents. On every
other area of policy relevant to young peo-
ple, the ‘Charter’ offers only vague promises

f ‘improved’ this and *hetter’ that. This is
he case in relation to education, housing,
pnti-racism, women’s rights, lesbian and gay
ights and disarmament. It is certainly not
pn - adequate  basis for reversing  the
Hisasterously low Labour vote by youth in
983.

Socialists should welcome the involvement
pl personalities such as Paul Weller and Billy
Pragg in ‘Red Wedge', designed o interest
oung people in politics and encourage their
pvolvement. The  Anti-Nazi league and
ock Against Racism in the late seventies
emonstrated the role that popular music
an play in the radicalisation and politicisa-
on of youth. But there should be no illu-
ons about the intentions of the Labour
padership. T'heir aim is (o increase Labour’s
opularity among youth by means of gim-
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micks and trendy public relations — at the
expense of advancing positive policies for
youth. Their treatment of the Labour Party
Young Socialists, Labour’s yonth wing, is
evidence of this.

Neil Kinnock, since his election as Party
leader, in alliance with his acolytes in the
leadership of the National Organisation of
Labour Students (NOLS), has launched a
serious offensive against the LPYS. Recently
£5000 was lopped off the I.PYS annual
budget, leaving it with £8000 per annum,
and given instead to NOLS. Its paper,
Socialist Youth, and its full time worker, An-
dy Bevan, may well soon be chopped. More
than anything else this reveals the Labour
leadership’s attitude towards youth. Those
who slavishly support the leadership are
amply rewarded, thosc who show any sign of
independence and radicalism are stamped
on.

In these circumstances it is bardly surpris-
ing that the LPY3 has dedlined in size and
influence over the past year. At last year's
national conference there were sixty less
branches represented, last year’s suminer
camp was one third smaller and this year's

‘Neil Kinnock has
launched a serious offensive
against the LPYS in
alliance with NOLS’

regional conferences have been small and
singularly uninspiring. While it is obviousl
difficult to build the LPYS in conditions
where it is under continuous attack from th-
Party leadership, the LPYS leadership itselt
must bear some responsibility for the carrent
condition of Labour’s youth organisation It
has sought to build the LPYS on the sec
tarian and propagandist politics of Militant
It has refused to engage with the left in the
Party, going so far as to condemn potentinl
allies such as the Black Sections, voting
against them along with the right wing. In
defending and building the LPYS the AL/
tant is in many ways its own worst enerns
So how can the labour movement defend
iself from the dangers posed by the Tory ai-
tacks on youth? First, the laboar movenient
must the  champion of voung
peoples’ rights, acting now to defend voung
people and developing policies for the next
Labour government to decisively reverse the
current dire situation faced by yvonth. Moves
in this dircction will be resisted by the cur-
rent trade union and Labour leadership, wo

become

the left should organise o fight for youth s
an inseparable part of a fight for a Labour
Government committed o socialist poficies.

Secondly, if the Iabour movement is (o
fight against Tory attacks on vouth, then it
will be youth who are at the forefront of thi
fight. While the unionization of trainces i
other young workers is essential i this
regard, the building of a mass campaigning
youth wing of Labour is also. The school
students strike last May, called by the £.PYS
and the Youth Trade Union Rights ¢..on-
paign, shows what can be achicved. ens of

thousands of vouth 1ook 10 the streets to pro-

test Tory plans to make YT'S compulsory by

stopping henefits o school feavers not on
schemes. The Government backed down,
Uetortunarely, the LPYS leadership has fal-
<o ro huild onthe success of that mobilisi-
tons Adeatiedlve it was hampered in s at-
teinips todathis by YTURC s cjection from
the Lobowm Pavev's offices at Walworth Road
by rthe aboo leadership. By turning ou-
wittd~ towards those vouth who are radicalis-
e vnaer the smpact of the crisis and by
tinking up with he teft in the fieht for
soctadist pohicies the T.PYS could begin 1o
help win back the youth vote for Labour.

Al this nught sound like a tall order. No
doubt it wi! be difficult to achieve. But the
serousness of the stakes involved makes ar
vtampt to do so a priority.
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Kinnock’s new coalition

Marxism Today and others are
busily arguing for a latterday
form of popular front as the way
to get rid of Thatcher. By purging
Labour’s programme and witch
hunting the left, Kinnock strives
to make the Party ‘fit to govern’
or suitable for coalition. JANE
KELLY outlines the issues that
confront Marxists in the Labour

Party.

WHo wiLL win the next election? From all
directions the talk is of a coalition. The
Economist poses the qustion in relation to the
current government crisis. With appealing
honesty in the final paragraph of their
article, they propose to use Thatcher as a
bargining counter in post-election
discussions with the alliance: ‘Mrs Thatcher
is the best leader the Tory Party has on offer
at present. If its members of parliament want
to ditch her, they should wait until she has
lost the next election. The Alliance might
then help with the ditching, and still keep
most of them in power.’

The Euro-communists, in the pages of
their ill-named theoretical journal, Marxism
Today, approach the problem from a
different angle. In ‘Hung Parliament: the
Choices For Labour’, Michael Rustin
argues against principled opposition
(wrongly identified as the choice of the left),
against forming a minority government, cor-
rectly assigned as the choice Kinnock has
already staked out (but incidently also the
option of the left), and in favour of coalition
with the Alliance. So, the long campaign,
argued in the pages of Marxism Today, of the
need to build an anti-Thatcher alliance as
the only wayv to defeat the Tories, bears its
fruit — a popular front government for
Britain. Though the article uses leftist
demands to cover up its pernicious strategy,
the anti-working class nature of such a
government is spelt out by Sam Aaronovitch
in the next article on the economic policies of
a future Labour government. A Labour/All-
1ance coalition would be more of the same,
but worse.
on Labour to retain its
commitment to full employment, to the right
to work and to a strong public sector — all
which Hattersley has publicly
rejected — in order to hold onto its ‘core
constituencies of class and region’ while
developing ‘more polycentric and diverse
ways of speaking’ for its other
constituencies. But talk of polycentrism can
not disguise the nature of this project.
Aaronovitch spells it out in all its gory detail.
The trades unions will have to formulate
their own wages policy in order to hold back

Rustin calls

policies

2‘ ‘an irresistable wave of expectations and

militancy by all those who have been held
down and from those who see
possibilities of advance.” Such a government
will be obliged to carry through substantial
redistribution amongst working people.” * (my
emphasis).

The use of pscudo-feminism to include

new

demands on combating low pay and achicv-
ing equal pay for work of cqual value, in the
context of a wages policy, is particularly ob-
noxious and continues the work of Bea
Campbell who argues that such
provements for women can ony be achieved
at the expense of the male working class. No
wonder she also says that women should not
look to the ‘men’s movement’ for suport in
their fight for liberation.

im-

Another version of this ‘Pact That Could
Sink The Tories’ is penned by Anthony
Barnett on the ‘Agenda’ page of The
Guardian®. He uses leftist arguments but
comes to the same conclusions as
Hobsbawm, Hall, Rustin et al, that Labour
cannot win on its own, and so must make an
clectoral pact to kick out Thatcher.

The openness with which Marxism Today
and others are now discussing coalitionism
as an clectoral strategy, is of course made
possible by the defeat of the miners’ strike
and the subsequent rightward shift of the
majority of the labour movement, leaving
the hard left relatively isolated. Although the
Kinnock leadership deny any intention of
moving towards electoral pacts or post-
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New realists Kinnock and Willis.

election coalition, it is clear that their present
policy of winning back the middle ground
from the Alliance, if 1t fails, will make
coalition that much easier. It remains their
fall back position.

It is ironic that in the present Tory crisis,
resulting partly from their failure to deal

with the economy, and with such
authoritative journals like The Economust
proposing coalition, the Kinnock

leadership’s response to people in struggle is
to urge they wait for the return of a Labour
government. Failing to take advantage of the
government’s great discomfort he calls on
trade unionists fighting the vicious attacks
on their right to organise to ‘keep within the
law’. In his pathetic attempt to make Labour
‘fit to govern’ he offers no support to miners
victimised during the strike; no support to
the printworkers sacked without any
redundancy pay, to be replaced by scab
workers organised by the EETPU ‘bosses
union’; no sympathy for black youth in the
inner city; no support for local councillors
facing surcharge and dismissal from holding
public office for trying to stand up to
ratecapping, or to Labour Party members
who attempted to carry out party policy on
local government.

Inside the Labour Party Kinnock
continues his attack on left wing policies.
The defeat of the miners has speeded this up,
but it began well before the strike with the
dropping of the commitment to withdraw
from the KEEC. Another era of bi-
partisanship on Ireland has been in-
augurated, with the Anglo-Irish accord. And
Hattersley, spokesperson on the economy,
having steered through a thoroughly refor-
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mist economic policy at the last conference,
has watered it down even further in public
speeches; there 1s now no question of tackl-
ing unemployment as a priority — fighting
inflation is the central task and the five
million unemployed will have to wait, some
of them for ever, as unemployment is here to
stay.

The other element in Kinnock’s road to
making Labour ‘fit to govern’ is the attack

‘The openness with which
Marxism Today and others
are now discussing
coalitionism as an electoral
strategy is made possible
by the defeat of the miners’
strike’

on the left in the party. Ostensibly this is
against the ‘undemocratic’ Militant; in
reality it is an offensive agains the whole left,
all those who refuse to allow Labour’s
policies to be jetisoned in the search for
votes. The witchhunt is centralised by the
enquiry into Liverpool District Party, and
despite the minority report will lead to at-
tempted expulsions of between ten and six-
teen Liverpoool members. There is also the
campaign to withdraw the parliamentary
whip from MPs Dave Nellist and Terry
Fields, the refusal to endorse the reselection
of Pat Wall in Bradford and in the consti-
tuencies the attacks on members of Black
Sections, the Labour Committee on Ireland,
and supporters of Labour Briefing.

Kinnock’s strategy attempts to place class
politics outside the parameters of debate, to
make them illegitimate, to recentre the party
placing the hard left outside the boundary. A
campaign which simultaneously tries to
make Labour fit for government while
preparing for possible coalition 1s seen in
microcosm by the witchhunt in Excter.
Here, Briefing supporters have been charged
with ‘bringing the party into disrepute’
because they publicly criticised the local city
council for power sharing with the Alliance.

In this situation the soft left is very
exposed. Livingstone, for example, claims to
oppose expulsions from the party for political
beliefs, but can also be heard calling for
Hatton’s dismissal from the deputy
leadership of Liverpool Council. Blunkett
votes for the enquiry into Liverpool, against
the expulsion of a Shefficld councillor on the
NEC, but moves his expulsion from the
Sheffield Labour Group. The soft left/LCC
project of ‘saving Kinnock from the clutches
of the right’ is propelling them into support
for expulsions, support for an increasingly
right wing economic policy, support for a
Labour government which is dropping every
pretence of socialist policy, and which could
casily be transformed into a coalition with
the Alliance. In reality ‘saving Kinnock from
the right’ is giving him a left cover — a cover
that is increasingly flimsy, but a cover none
the less.

How should Marxists counter all this?
The SWP in Britain suggests building a
revolutionary alternative to the mass party,
and abstains from the battles which are bring
fought out in the Labour Party. Making
helpful suggestions from the sidelines is a
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version of sectarianism. Militant’s strategy
inside the Labour Party is sectarian too.
Their inabilty to form united fronts with
others is both sectarian and opportunist,
placing the building of their own group
above the needs of the left as a whole. This is
nowhere more clear than in the fight against
the witch hunt. In recognising that the attack
against the Militant is an attack on the whole
left there should be a united campaign to
oppose it; but M:litant insist on organising
their own, separate, offensive.

The left in the party have to mount a five-
fold counter-offensive. First, against the
Marxism Today defeatism, we have to argue
that the support for Labour has not
disappeared, that far from the ‘middle class’
vote having defected to the SDP, white collar
workers are becoming increasingly
proletarianised. The economic crisis has
already meant that groups like the teachers
and low paid civil servants are having to
fight to maintain their living standards, and
in doing so they turn to their trades unions
for support.

Secondly, against the Kinnock camp, and
the New Realist right in the TUC, we must
argue that the best way to build towards a
Labour victory, is to fight the Tories now.
The support for Labour increased during the
miners’ strike, as working class confidence
was strengthened, despite the cowardly role
of the Labour leadership. Similarly with
current disputes. The leadership of the
labour movement, both wings of it, should
stand up and fight — fight for the Silentnight
workers, for the teachers, for the
printworkers- Defending jobs and conditions
now, outside the law if necessary, is the way
to convince people that labour is committed
to defending the interests of the working
class.

Thirdly, confidence is
organisation. The left in the Labcur Party
and the trade union movement desperately
need some sort of national organisation. No
one current or group can do this on its own,
for none has the organisational strength or
capacity to successfully carry it out. An
organisation like the Labour lLeft Co
ordination which links groups and
campaigns in the Labour Party can provide
the beginnings of what is needed. But in
order to consolidate its success so far, it must
develop firmer roots in the constituencies as
well as with the
Parliamentary level,
Campaign Group.

The fourth aspect is to stand firm against
the witchhunt. Expelling sociahsts trom the
party is not going to produce a united party,
is not going to build support in the clection
and anyhow will not exclude sociahst ideas.
The use of accusations like ‘bringing the
party into disrepute’ and ‘undemocratic
practices’ should be cexposed for what they
are — a way of getting rid of pcople whose
ideas do not coincide with the
leadership.

Lastly the left must continue to counter at-
tacks on policy questions. The discussion
started by the Campaign Group pamphlet by
Andrew Glyn on the economy should be con-
tinued. Unemployment is a key issuc for
most people and the left has to develop a

mer: ased by

Labour Party at

with  MPs in the

present

both to  Thatcher’s
monetarism and to the policies of the labour

credible  alternative
right. In particular we should integrate the
relationship between the cconomy and op-
pressed groups. The first dratt is weak onthe
role played by women and black people, the
role of part-time work, capital’s increasing
use of homeworkers. A new draft will have to
take account of the different, but equally im-
portant position such groups have in the
economy. The next pamphlet planned by the
Campaign Group is on NATO. In the face
of likely changes to policy on unilateralism,

the let should argue the case for

unilateralism but also point out the con-
tradiction of this and remaining in NATO.
It is common knowledge that any hint of

arios Auguste Guarita/Reflex

.

Derek Hatton, victim of the witch hunt.

cosing down US bases m Britain would
result In attempts at economnic sabotage. We
should try and popularise withdrawal from
NATO as the only possible way of ridding
Britain of nuclear arins. The success of the
antu-NATO campaign in Spain shows that
this is possible. Similarly on Ireland: Liv-
igstone, i the early days of the GILC.
showed how it s possible to popularise
radical policy on withdrawal and Irish unity.
Despite the setbacks we should continue to
develop and make popular the way to selt-
determination.

‘a class struggle current
will only arise if it is
fought for and organised’

T'he right to work and the right to choose
whether or not to have children are two ideas
which have been widely accepted thanks to
the women’s movement The proposal by
Kinnock the
Committee to have a ministty for woren’s
rights is therefore a good one and we should

and Labour Co-ordimating

welcome it We should beware of repeating
the experience of Mitterrand’s  ministry,
which proved incapable of fighting  for
women in the face of the austerity pro-
gramme introduced by the government. So
in welcoming the idea we shouldalso place a
serics of polices such a ministry should carry
out if Labour wins. Along with a woman’s
right to work and a woman’s right to chose,
we should put the right to equal pay for work

of eqqual value, the nght of freedom from sex-
ual harassment, free child care, the provision
of women’s health clinies with proper follow
up procedures for cancer screening, the right
to choose where and how to have a baby, the
provision of door to door transport for
women alone at night on the agenda.

The left should also be making sure that
conference commitment to repeal racist im-
migration laws and the Nationality Act, also
previously areas of bi-partisanship, is put in-
to the manifesto for the election.

We have to say loud and clear there is no
answer to the economic crisis for the working
class other than socialist policics. The idea
that you can replace a radical Tory govern-
ment with one based on the consensus
politics of earlier decades in the present
economic situation is just pic in the sky. If
the Labour Party continues its present
course of dropping all policies with any hint
of benefit to the working class about them,
when in government it will have to mount a
massive attack against the very people who
voted them into office. It will be an atrack,
not just on the scale of the Wilson and
Callaghan adminstrations, but much worse,
because of the accelerated decline of industry
and the plight of British capital.

Of course, there is no chance that Kinnock
will follow our advice, and in all hikelihood
there will be no overall majority tor any par-
ty after the election. Faced with a hung
parliament we should remain adamantly op-
posed to coalition, demanding Labour form
a minority government and fight to carry out
its policies. In the present economic chmate,
tiowever, it will be very ditficulr for Labour
to carry down
policies. What happens after that is open to
conjecture. Itis possible, even likely, that the
anti-working class policies Labour will be
forced to introduce will provoke an open
revolt in the ranks of the labour movement.
This will probably not he as circumscribed as
the revolt in the party after the defeat of

out even very watered

1979, when the attempt to make the leader-
ship more accountable concentrated on con
stitutional changes like rthe clection of the
leadership and reselecton of MPs. ‘The
militants of the movement will have gone
throught the political experience of  the
mwmers’ strike. with the education 1t provid-
ed on the cole of the state. the police, the
courts and not least the Labour Party and
trade union leaders in betraying the strike, If
Kinnock

national

the
international

and  when

demands  of

capitulates  to
and
capital, there is likely to be enormous disat-
fection throughout the working class. We
should be carctul not to see the development
of a strong left wing current as an mevitable
consequence. Such a left, a class struggle
current like the Minority Movement ot the
1920s, will only arise if it is consciously
fought for aand organised. Just as the
Minority Movement was organised and led
by the Communist Party, so today any such
developments will be the result of the con-
scious leadership by Marxists in the Labour
and trade union movement.

Footnotes

1. The Economist, 15th-21st February 1986.

2. Marxism Today, February 1986,

3. The Guardian, 24th February 1986.
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French Socialist Party clection p uie

‘Revenge of the right

The Mitterrand years o Feoanee
lustrace the dilernma of social
democracy in the eightics NICK.
WOLFE cutlines the choices tor
the European lubour moverment.
socialist demaocracy or canitalis

austerity”
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Mitterrand’s prime minister Mauroy in-
troduced the plan de rigeur - the austerity
plan. The first year’s expansion of the
cconomy was abandoned. Why? Mitterrand
had utilised state-led Keynesian pump-
priming techniques to reflate the economy,
but did so at a time of world economic reces-
sion. Inevitably the result was a jump in in-
flation and balance of payments problems.
Lacking any overall socialist strategy, the
government turned to deflation and austeri-
ty. With the PCF in the government, the
feelings of betrayal engendered among the
workers resulted in demoralisation and a
strengthening of the right.

Right-wing mobilisation

OQut of government, the bourgeois parties -
most notably the Gaullist RPR led by jac-
ques Chirac - turned to street mobilisations
against the government in 1982-83, bring-
ing on to the streets tens of thousands against
the proposal to integrate church schools with
the state school system. There were also
right-wing led mobilisations of students and
the medical profession which led to clashes in
the streets. Most dangerously, the right took
up the themes of immigration, aimed against
the large immigrant and especially North
African population in France.

The main beneficiary of this was not
however the Gaullists or their allies, but the
newly emerged National Front, led by ex-
paratrooper and long-time fascist thug Jean-
Marie Le Pen. The National Front won a
sensational 10 per cent of the vote - nearly as
many as the PCF - in the 1984 European
elections. It was clear that among these
voters were not only the kind of petty-
bourgeois enragées, mobilised by the right
over issues like state schools and abortion,
but also a considerable number of former
adherents of the PS and even the PCF.

Both the working class parties crumpled
under the racist upsurge, indeed in some
PCF-controlled municipalities the local
mayors were at the forefront of the anti-
immigrant hysteria. This was all the more
criminal in that immigrant workers were
beginning to play an important role in many
workers struggles, most notably the Talbot
car factory occupation in 1984. Many black
workers in France are second generation and
born in France - there are more young black
workers than there were students in 1968.
Both the PCF and the PS showed themselves
totally incapable and unwilling to launch any
counter-offensive against the racist upsurge.
It was only after a scries of particularly
brutal racist murders that the organisation
SOS-Racisme, a broad coalition involving
many members and ex-members of the ex-
treme left, began to mount a counter-
offensive in 1985. Many of its activitities,
especially its ubiquitous badge ‘ne touche pas
mon pot’ (hands off my mate) resemble those
of the British Anti-Nazi Leaguec.

Mecanwhile the right wing parties began to
debate the possibility of a more-or-less for-
mal alliance with the National Front. Both in
the 1983 local elections and the 1984 Euro-
pean elections the left did badly, with hun-
dreds of thousands of working class

30 abstentions.

...And confusion on the Left...

The turn of the government towards austeri-
ty cast the French left into confusion and
even despair. The Socialist Party leadership
has always been a hotbed of factional war-
fare, but no grouping has-been able to put
foward any coherent left-wing alternative to
Mitterrand. In fact the most dynamic force
to emerge inside the PS has been the right-
wing faction headed by Michel Rocard,
formerly leader of the far-left PSU. Rocard
represents the view that the PS shold
transform itself into a French version of the
German SPD - extreme right-wing social
democracy. He argues that the market and
capitalism should be openly embraced n
the ‘left’ of the party the CERFES grouj:ing,
has itself moved perceptibly to the nght o
day it puts forward a project ot protesnionist
state capitalism, based on prioriusing :hc
‘independence’ of French capitalism againsi
the multinationals.

‘Both the PCF and the SP
showed themselves totally
incapable and unwilling to
counter- the racist
upsurge’

Doubtless there are thousands of dissident
PS members who want a left alternative,
but given the weak structures of the PS and
its domination by the pronouncements of the
party ‘tops’ there is none on offer. The PCF
is a party which does not know which way to
turn. In 1984 it left the government reluc-
tantly, no longer wishing to take respon-
sibility for Mitterrand’s policies, but neither
does it want to take the responsibility for an
all-out mobilisation against austerity, and
apart from demagogic statements and a few
adventurist actions to show its ‘militant’
face, the CP-led CGT union federation has
held its members in check. PCF leader Mar-
chais has talked openly of the advantages for
the working class in having the Right back in
power, which only adds to the mood of
demoralisation and defeat.

To the left of the major parties, revolu-
tionary groups like the Ligue Connvoniste
Revolutionaire, faced with widespread
demoralisation and an ebbing class struggle,
are fighting against the stream to construd:
an alternative to the betrayals of the PS and
PCF. Until there is a turn in the political
situation there seems little hope of any major
breakthrough.

Force de frappe

France under Mitterrand has been a stalwart
of the Western alliance and has, Gor-
bachev’s visit notwithstanding, been a pillar
of anti-Communism in world politics.
France is not formally a member of the
military structure of NATO, and has at-
tempted to utilise its ‘independent ” position
to increasc its weight wside the Western
alliance - trying to construct a bloc with
West Germany (a bloc which the Americans
are trying to disrupt) and using its powerful
role in Africa. Despite surrounding himscll
with ‘anti-imperialist’ advisors like Regis
Debray, Mitterrand has played the strong
man in Africa, sending troops to Chad, and

giving backing to a whole number of reac-
tionary regimes.

Alas, wnong the major political forces in
France theres is a broad consensus on inter-
national questions. Virtually alone among
Western Fuaropean countries there is no ma-
jor peace movernent, despite the CIP’s feeble
attempt to create coe on the basis of support
for international detente, and around such
militant slogans as ‘] aime la Paix’ (1 love
peace). Neither the PCF nor any other major
political force has challenged the French
nuclear deterrent - the ‘force de frappe’ -
nor the alignment with the Western alliance.
Thatcherism with a vengeance )

The beuayals of Mitterrand of rourse do not
come as any surprise to Marxists. But
perhaps the absence of an broad left-wing
sevalt among the working class and its par-
Ges does. Any illusions that Mitterrand
would be rapidlv outflanked to the left, as
was the Popular Front government in 1936,
have been dispelled. Two things need to be
brought out here. First, the Mitterrand
government came to power at a time of
iative working-class retreat, and not in the
sanndie of a major workers upsurge. But
quite central has been the absence of any
authoritative challenge from the left from
withins the working class parties and unions.

i

The main explanation for this ites with the
vele of the PCF which, basing itself on a
reformist perspective, has gone along win
austerity - The PS and the PCF bLetween
them Lave discredited socialism i the eyes
of millions of French workers. Such conflict
as there has beer between the PS and the
PCF has not been on fundamentals, but has
consisted of trensparent!ly danocus ering for
position and infruence. The revolutionary
organisations, despite their much larger size
than in Britain and their betier implantation
in some key factories, have lacked the
strength to provide any alternative govern-
mental perspective.

Nonetheless, recent opinion polls have
shown a small increase of support for the PS
in the run-up to the election "This represents
a basic class instinct to rally w defeac the
right. Certainly, if Mitterrand represents the
misery of austerity, the right wing wants to
overturn all the gains made by rhe working
class in the early period of the Socialist
government. A new right-wing government
in France will be Thatchernisin with a
vengeance.

The tailure of the Mitterrand experiment
poses a basic political challenge to soctalists
and once which needs mnuch debate in the
Faropean labour movement. The French
CP-PS government opted for austerity as
the “only alternative’ once its expansion of
the economy had led to cconomic instatsility.
Acceptance of this false choice = etther infla-
tonary cxpansion or deflationary austerity
puts the Tabowr movement ina vise - cither a
capitalist devil or a capiialist deep blue sea.
The comon wisdom on much of the left thai
Mitterrand faled because he was too 1adical
has to be rhalienged. Tony Benn once said
that capitalism’s crisis was socialisim’s op-
portunity  Mitterrand has proved that the
crisis of the labour movement gives every op-
portunity to the most reactionary forees in

society.
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CHRIS BERTRAM

Ben Fine and Laurence Harris, The
Peculiarities of the British Economy, Lawrence
& Wishart, £7.50.

THERE 1S a common view on the left about the
causes of Britain's decline.The ‘origins of the
present crisis’ (to use Perry Anderson’s phrase)
lie in the class compromise of the seventeenth
century, in the fusion of landed aristocracy and
the proto-bourgeoisie. This alliance set the
scene for some of Britain's greatest triumphs —
such as the Empire — but in the end, the
weight of the dead came to impede the pro-
gress of the living. An archaic superstructure
clogged the cogs and wheels of the productive
base and decline set in. The murky haze of
English public life seeped into the lungs of the in-
fant labour movement, which, unable to sup-
port itself and born before its ideology (Marx-
ism), could only aspire to an adulthood of incor-
poration into the status quo and developed a
congenital inability to exercise hegemony. As
time goes by the ruling class (abetted by the
state) develop an addiction to financial specula-
tion and international adventure while back at
t" mill the rusting machinery turns more and
more slowly and the proles "phone in sick.

This picture has to go, say Fine and Harris.
But what is to replace it? Rejecting any fatalistic
picture of Britain's economic decline, they insist
that there have been a number of key
moments in recent British history — such as
1945 — when the state, the City and industrial
capital could have intervened to reconstruct
British capitalism on a rational basis. The
reasons for this failure seem to have to do with
the relations between these three elements. on
the one hand, and their relation to the British
labour movement, on the other.

The City has not ‘starved idustry of funds’ in
any straightforward sense, rather the need for
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" British peculiarities

the City to compete as an international financ:al
centre has led to it (through the Bank -f
England) to insist on policies — such as the con
vertibilty of sterling and the freedom to tor
row and re-lend foreign currencies at wifi
that have blocked the development ot any
coherent industrial policy by the state. These
requirements of the City have remained stable
while the focus of its attentions has shifted
sharply from the Sterling Area to a more
broadly international perspective.

The banks have lent to industry, although in
dustry has often preferred to be self-financing,
but the form of lending has been the overdraft
secured by charges against a company's assets.
This has had the consequences that banks have
chosen to play almost no role in the develop-
ment of long-term strategic planning of mn
dustrial companies, in the knowledge that they
can, if the worst came to the worst, simply trig
ger bankruptcy and get their money back. In
other West European countries the banks have
played a quite different role. Through their len-
ding to industry they have become forums for
the development of a long-term industriai
perspective — in Britain the City has refused to
play such a role and has made it impossible for
the state to do so.

The capacity of government to develop an
industrial strategy has been further undermin
ed, according to Fine and Harris, by the weight
of both British and foreign multinational cor
porations in the economy. The power of s
corporations and their ability 1o shift produc
tion from one country to another i identitie
as a major source of government wedkne .,
Far from attempting any sort of fightbha k.
British governments have tended ro adopt the
multinationals own view of the world and have
pursued polices that aid the interrationalisatin
of capital. The Alternative f conom « Stiategy i
supposed to be the remedy for aii ihis.

Much of the book is devoted the the reiation

EWS

Jhip bewteen the state and industry in specific
! Coaland nuclear power are singled
cast o cpecial attention here. The central argu-
the  labour movement has
cepratedly faded L) use its strengths to impose
A coherent nebostrial strategy on the state and
i ‘ tors Groups of workers in par-
' such as the miners with Plan
; i hav= proved too isolated to do this,
it a Lask for the abour movement as a whole,
with a cieted trade union movement giving a
Labour  government  the will to use the
capdalist state machine,

et

~Ment s that

So owhal, if anything, is wrong with all this?
Tme and Harris seern to be looking for some

Outside agendy state, City or labour move-

ment i impose a coherent and rational
strategy  on Britain's - myopic  industrial
capitelivis iU seems to me that they hanker

atter some corperatst solution, perhaps on the
stran tripartism, although such an
rrputation would no doubt upset the authors.
Ailthes trom the supposedly ‘hard left” Morning
Stor varg: ot the Communist Party. The Alter-
nate Feonomic Strategy ds envisaged by Fine
it Harsc ceems to have all the disadvantages
asicciated with g full biooded socialist policy
Anci sene of the benefits, i the labour move-
cver i ¢ position to impose a ‘ra-
tonsl apetdlst solution” in the form of a
coherent nddustrial strategy, its very strength
tel alreads have panicked the capitalists (of
cabotage and flight.

mode:

TR ST

Al sortol inte

it om0t o deny that there is much
that - wetuabide i the book 1 did get the feeling
i ihat Bar fram beng antithetical to the
 Nare thews, [ine and Harris are (in
by S Ml dimbing the hill from the
St 0 think, possible to take on
buard m s of ther analvsis while retaining an
undesstaricing of the cuiturai and political deter-
rmingnts of Britain's economic dedline.
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Socialist Register

JULIAN ATKINSON

Editors: Miliband, Saville, Liebman and
Panitch Socialist Register 1985/6: Social
Democracy and After. Merlin Press £6.50.

THIS DOUBLE issue of the Socialist Register has
a clear theme — social democracy and what
the left has to do to transcend it. The texts on
social democracy contain a series of essays on
the experiences in different and mainly
Western European countries over the past
years. The central core of this section is com-
prised of pieces contributed by the editors that
attempt to analyse the current impasse of
European social democracy, and to then sug-
gest how to move beyond reformism. This
project, let us leave on one side for the
moment their conclusions, puts the Register
into the same camp as International. It also
decisively puts them into the opposite camp to
that of the legion of ex-leftists who have
lurched to the right in pursuit of the fatuous
holy grail of a 'Kinnock-Atlee’” government. The
dregs of this accommodation include Ben
Pimlot who enthuses that the next Kinnock
government is unlikely to disappoint in that it
promises so little - politics, in an imitation of
art, founds a minimalist school.

The editors make the point that a few years
ago it would have seemed indecent to question
the necessity for going beyond social
democracy. Now the issue has to be debated.
The crisis of the labour movement in Western
Europe has made a layer of leftists question
revolutionary socialism. A very interesting
essay by Panitch turns this on its head: 'the im-
passe pertains far more to reformist
gradualism precisely because this has been —
and remains the primary practice of
Western working class parties’.  Panitch
describes how social democracy contributed to
the present crisis. During the fifties the socialist
parties moved away from social ownership to
state intervention based on welfarism and
Keynesianism. The emphasis was on tripartite
indicative planning and incomes policies. In the
seventies, due to stagflation, this approach
shifted to monetarism and, to placate the union
leaders, legislation to strengthen union rights
and to plan investment in production rather
than to marginally reform distribution of
wealth. This was seen in Sweden with the
Meidner plan for employee investment funds
while in Britain it manifested itself in the Na-
tional Enterprise Board and the Bullock pro-
posals for parity trade union representation on
company boards. Panitch argues that the latter
caused manufacturers to go into the Thatcher
camp. The effect of this process and the
austerity measures was to demoralise the elec-

3, toral base of the Labour Party. Labour was

Carlos Augusto Guarita‘Reflex

Portugal: Socialist Party leader Mario Soares,
representative of the new right wing in
European social democracy.

associated with the alien bureaucracy of the
state and was wide open to a Thatcherite
popularist and market oriented ‘anti-state’
riposte.

Panitch contributes a useful dismantling of the
‘new revisionism’: the market socialism of
Nove and the supporters of a new social
contract like Hirst, Purdy and Hodgson. His
major polemic is launched against Hobsbawm
and includes a very spirited and necessary
defence of Benn. Some of the ground has been
worked before but Panitch concentrates his
fre on a vital weakness of Hobsbawm.
Hobsbawm systematically glosses over the
failures of the Wilson/Callaghan governments
and virtually lays the electoral defeat of 1983 at
the feet of those who opposed wage restraint
and the cuts, who fought for the demands of
women and blacks and wanted to democratise
the Labour Party. Panitch argues that the
alliance that Hobsbawm is desperate to achieve
is with the Labour right. But the right are not
so dedicated to unity, will oppose all the
reforms of the left that are necessary to win
back broad support from working people and
is hell bent on a witch hunt. Hobsbawn's

alliance precludes any socialist advance.This —
the reviewer now pops out to wag his finger
and draw a moral is the fundamental
problem of leftLabourism.. The Labour Party
has a dual class nature and any socialist progress
within it precipitates a crisis and splits which
threaten the immediate electoral opportunities
of Labour.

The torrent of analysis in the Register trickles
into the sand when the issue of what is to be
done is posed. There is agreement that themes
such as workers’ control and democratic
control of social decisions seem to be the most
promising path. Miliband and Liebman attempt
to spell out the organisational conclusions.
Social democracy has failed. The revolutionary
left is rejected for its vanguardist awaiting a
revolutionary crisis and the smashing of the
state — which has never happened in Western
Europe. This left is characterised by
manipulative leaders and bad internal regimes.
Without wishing to act as an apologist for the
faults of the revolutionary left, their treatment
by the editors is sloppy and superficial and fails
to take seriously the contribution in practice
and theory made by the majority of that left.
For Miliband and Liebman an alternative is
needed. ‘That alternative entails a firm
revolutionary commitment, namely the
wholesale transformation of capitalist society in
socialist directions. But it also involves a
“reformist’”’ commitment, in so far as it also
seeks all reformism which can be seen to form
part of a larger revolutionary purpose.” Well,
so say all of us. But how are we to get this
‘alternative’? Apparently the embodiment of
this ‘revolutionary reformism’ Is the
Communist parties, fundamentally flawed as
they are by Stalinism and democratic
centralism. We are told that the process of
building healthy parties beyond social
democracy will differ from country to country.
‘In some, Communist parties may come to
shed their negative features and form the basis
for a socialist realignment on the left; in others,
that realignment will have to come from other
left sources. However it comes to pass, the
process is likely to be protracted: serious
socialist parties cannot suddenly be conjured up
out of nothing.” And that, very sadly. is as far as
the editors take us. A rather less cursory
analysis of the far left might have taught the
editors that there are theories of how to
intervene in fundamentally flawed mass
workers parties, both social democratic and
communist. These theories do not rely on a
spontaneous shedding of 'negative features’
but rigorously probe the limits of left
reformism and explore, as to a degree Panitch
has done, the incompatibility of socialist
advance within such parties with their
continuing organisational integrity.
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Kiss of the Spiderwoman

PETER PURTON

Kiss of the Spider Woman. A film by Hector
Babenco, starring William Hurt, Raul julia,
Sonia Braga.

KISS of the Spider Woman has been hailed as
both a magnificent fim and as a deep and
serious study of human relations and of
sexuality. lts central theme is the relationship
which develops between Molina, an effeminate
gay man, and Valentin, a very definitely straight
revolutionary, as they share a Latin American
prison cell. The staging, the drama and the
acting (especially William Hurt as Molina) are
superb. But politically, Kiss of the Spider
Woman is far from being as ‘right-on’ as some
have claimed.

If unity of the most extreme opposites was
what Babenco wished to create, in order to
explore an evolving relationship and to
question the basis of male sexuality, then those
extremes are certainly presented. The
problem is, that they are demonstrably
stereotypes of the most predictible form.
Valentin is strong, bearded, silent, wedded to
the revolutionary cause. Human enough to
show fear of torture, he nonetheless withholds
the names of his comrades. For him,
expressions of emotions such as love and
affection are out of order. Molina is the full gay
stereotype. A former shop window dresser,
his public identity is with great film actresses, he
camps everything up outrageously, from dress
to speech. He dotes on his elderly mother, his
dream is of meeting a ‘real man’' to whom he
can be passive ‘wife'.

How do two such characters come together?
The process is actually quite predictible.
Through shared hardship and through heated
arguments Valentin's cold exterior is broken
down. Yes, he does know fear; yes, he has a
girl friend, and she does matter to him; but his
first girl friend matters more, still. He
recognises a deep human kindness in Molina
which overcomes his prejudice, and he
understands that it is not impossible to be a
devoted revolutionary and a loving human
being. Molina's evolution is different. A running
thread of the film is his recounting, as episodes
between current events, a slushy romatic fim
he once saw, in which his identity is totally with
a romantic, doomed heroine. It soon transpires
that the film was a wartime German
propaganda exercise, to Valentin's (initial) fury.
This is an occasion for more stereotypes:
notably the attractiveness of ‘'blond young
Nazis'.

Yet in dramatic contrast, it is Molina who first
becomes the ‘strong’ man in this menage,
taking his companion through his crises. Then,
of course, the reverse occurs, and Valentin,
having been converted from fanatic to human,
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comes to Molina's rescue as he movingly
recounts the miserable tale of his own life, a
tale of persecuted and unrequited love, of
deep loneliness and an uncaring and superficial
‘scene’. The causes are thus levelled off: the
selfless revolutionary (who just happens to be
from a comfortable background...) sacrificing
himself for the cause of humanity, and the self-
centred, poor, homosexual, struggling in his
own heroic way against a mighty oppression.

It is only to be expected, of course, that
Molina falls in love with Valentin and that they
end up in bed together — a scene touchingly
and convincingly done.

So what is wrong! Stereotyped characters
are never convincing, even when played as
strongly as there are in this fim. And if the
stereotype of Molina is a problem then so is
that of Valentin, but made to seem less so,
both because Hurt's performance is so
overpowering, and because his stereotype is
perhaps far closer to the real thing, and
certainly far more ‘acceptable’.

The fundamental problem is with the role of
Molina. Throughout he is the receptacle of
weakness and corruption. We find out well into
the film that he is acting as an agent for the
prison warden, trying to find out from Valentin
what the torturers cannot extract, in return for
an early parole. Soon, of course, by failing in
love he becomes useless for this plan. So they
let him out anyway, hoping that he will lead
them to Valentin's associates. Of course,

Valentin has indeed asked him to pass on a
message. And so our poor, weak, helpless gay,
having finally decided to take up just a small
piece of the heroic revolutionary cause, dies in
the process, running from the police and shot,
symbolically, by Valentin's current girl friend.

In the final sequence, Valentin falls into a
morphine-induced sleep after another bout of
brutal questioning. He dreams of being spirited
out of prison by his first girl friend, his real ‘true
love’, and of embarking on a little boat to row
away into the moonlight. So what have we
proved? Valentin, through the medium of his
gay friend, and briefly lover, has rediscovered
his real love; he becomes the ‘real man’ of
Molina’s vain fongings. Molina, in abandoning
for once his self-centred search for beauty and
affection in favour of the Cause, has lost his life.
It is once again the gay as catalyst, the gay as
victim. There can be a connection between
gays and revolution. It is a connection which
comes about through lesbians and gay men
fighting for their liberation and through
socialists (from whatever part of the world)
recognising that these causes are not
contradictory but related. Kiss of the Spider
Woman does not make these connections. The
cause of gay liberation has no need of more
victims and martyrs or ‘straight’ liberal
sympathy. And that, in the end and despite its
pretentions, is what Kiss of the Spider Woman
gives us.
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