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up the Campaign Forum.

The Campaign Forum is a very
significant development which aims
to bring together the trade unions,
the constituencies, the left groups
and the parliamentary Campaign
Group of Labour MPs.

I think that from now on you
will find that the apparent disarray
and retreat of the left over the last
three years is over and we will start
to consolidate and get ourselves
jinto shape.

Important decisions were taken
at the Chesterfield meeting:

*Next year we will support the
women’s slate, whatever it is. We
shall no longer nominate ourselves,
we will endorse whatever the wom-
en’s slate is;

*that we will not proceed with
bargained slates for the National
Executive — up to now we have
always tried to get the best deal we
could by negotiations — next year
we are going to put forward a slate
which will be different from the
one we are putting forward this
year.

*that we would send Campaign

Group News to every parliamentary
candidate, and those who support
our aims and objectives would be
in a position to ask to be associated
instead of us sitting down and say-
ing who we will invite and who we
won’t invite.
And the Campaign Forum itself,
puts forward black rights and wom-
en’s rights and the case for social-
ism on the agenda in a new way —
an Alliance for Socialism — we are
going out to get majorities, we are
not a self-isolating group.

It is an Alliance for Socialism
that is really being launched with
clear policies on employment, clear
policies on foreign policy. There is
a third area which we have still to
fill in properly, which is state
power, democracy, trade union
rights.

We are determined to be more
active in the House of Commons.
We want to be an effective Com-
mons group and rather better
organised. And we have the desire
to publish more by giving endorse-
ments to documents that come be-
fore us from various constituent
elements of the Alliance.

IIIAIIST

FOR WORKERS'LIBERTY EAST AND WEST

‘WE’LL END THE
oo RETREATY

The new factor at Labour Party conference this
year will be the decision taken last Saturday by
a representative gathering in Chesterfield to set
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182
killed
for
SA

profits

South Africa’s black gold miners
will strike on Wednesday 1 Octo-
iber in protest at the death of 182
miners in a so-called accidemt at
| Kinross, near Johannesburg, on

‘Tuesday 16 September. The coun-
try’s half-millionstrong non+acial
trade union federation, COSATU.
has promised support for the stop-
page, which could lead fo major
confrontation between workers and
the government.

The deaths were due 10 an under-
ground fire. According to manage-
ment, a gas cylinder exploded, setting
fire to plastic foam sheeting.

The miners’ union, the NUM, points
out that the polyurethane foam used in
Kinross has been banned for many
years in Britain and South Africa, and
that there were no fire extinguishers
near the scene of the fire.

The bonus system in South African
mines encourages white supervisors to
press for higher output at the expense
of safety. And black miners have no
representation on the safety com-
mittees!

South African gold mines are among
the least safe workplaces in the
world. About 600 people in a work-
force of half a million are killed in acci-
dents each year. In contrast, less than
600 are killed each year in all Britain's
workplaces put together, with a total of
over 25 million workers.

The death rate in South African gold
mines has shown no real improvement
over 40 years. In 1941 it was 1.96 per
thousand workers per year; in 1978,
2.00; and in 1984, 1.62.

Angr} black miners disrupted the
mining company ’s official memona_
service for the accident victims on 22
September. But South African presi-
dent PW Botha has responded with
typlca] arrogance. He denounced th

“audacity”’ of the International Cor
federation of Free Trade Unions in
demanding an independent inquiry
into the accident.

The NUM is also currently balloting
on a strike over pay.

Benn campaigning " Chesterfield. Photo.Jo Smith, IF




- | Wealth is becoming more
% unequal. The top 1% of
. the adult population now

- Henley Regatta. Photo: John Harris

The Tories can hand out
£13 billion in tax cuts for
the welloff. They can
spend £2 billion on the
Falklands War and its

The aid fund for Ireland
promised under the
Anglo-Irish agreement
was set up last week. The
USA is contributing £33
million this year, and £22
million in each of the
next two years. Canada
will provide £5 million,
and New Zealand, Aus-
tralia and the EEC are
also expected to put in
money.

The main purpose of
the fund is to help small
businesses and thus to
soften the economic
bleakness in both parts of
Ireland.

Protestant leader Ian
Paisley denounced the
fund as “Yankee money
to try and bribe the
people of Ulster”. But
the mainly Catholic
SDLP welcomed it.

Gerry Adams, presi-
dent of Sinn Fein, said
that the Republicans’ cri-
ticisms of the Anglo-
Irish agreement remain-
ed but “we have no

Nukes

We can expect a nuclear
accident on the scale of
Chernobyl once every
five years, according to
an expert’s report done

for the organisation
Greenpeace.
The calculation s

simple. Existing nuclear
power stations  have
accumulated a total of
4,000 reactor years.
There have been two
major accidents, at Cher-
nobyl and Three Mile
Island.

So assume one acci-
dent, on average, per
2,000 reactor years. With
existing nuclear power
programmes, that means
a 70% probability of a
major accident within 5.4
vears, and a more than
95% probability of one
within 20 years.

One  accident per
2000 years sounds pretty
safe. But work it out,
and the figures aren’t so

= Petisbdrin

%) U the NUM!

Don’t hope too much?

aftermath (£1 million for
every single islander). A
rising stock market can
make investors over £30
billion richer over 12

Yankee bribe?

intentions of actively
campaigning against it.

“We will be encour-
aging community groups
to make applications for
whatever aid is available
through the international
fund.”

Cold

16,000 people died be-
cause of the exceptional
cold last winter. The
death rate was 10% above
average, and illnesses
associated with cold, like
pneumonia, accounted
for most of the increase.
The pressure group
Age Concern has blamed
the Tories’ stingy system
for handing out extra
social security money to
pensioners faced with
exceptional fuel bills.

Supergrass

A former Protestant para-

military has exposed the
‘supergrass’ system in
Northern Ireland.

John Williamson told

Ultra
Tory

Still think there might
be something in the idea
of an anti-Thatcher coal-
ition with the Alliance?
Then take note of the
SDP conference debate
on the miners.

The motion carried
by an overwhelming maj-
ority criticised the Tories
for being scft on the
NUM!

The SDP said it was
“unequivocally in favour
of the UDM™, applauded
the UDM  members’
scabbing in the 1984-5
strike, and called on the
government to give the
same full national recog-
nition to the UDM as o
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- by the Inland Revenue,

. that the top 10% own
52%.  of

* 75%, and the bottom
50% own only 7% of

. wealth.

: a steady trend for the dis-
¢ tribution of wealth to

owns 21% of all market-
able wealth, up from 20%
in 1980.

The figures, published

cover 1984, and show

marketable
wealth. The top 25% own

Up to 1980 there was

look less unequal, partly
because heavier taxes
have made the rich shuf-
fle around the titles to
their wealth within their
family circles, and partly =
because of the spread of =
house-ownership.

House-ownership has
continued to increase in
the Thatcher years, but
the wealth of the very
rich has increased even
faster.

months.

None of that is con-
sidered by the Tories too
drastic as a way of serv-
ing their class interests.
But for a Labour govern-
ment to spend £5 billion
on increasing pensions
would, according to
front-bencher Michael
Meacher, be “absurd”.

The far-from-revolu-
tionary West German
trade unions are fighting
for a 35 hour week asan
immediate measure
against unemployment,
But Meacher reckons that
it is crazy ‘“to suggest
that a 35 hour limit
would be reached in a
year, or even a few
years”,

Labour’s front-bench
seems to spend all its
time assuring the rich
that a Labour govern-
ment would not hurt
them. Meanwhile the
working class get told
that a Labour govern-
ment might perhaps ben-
efit us, but not very
much and not very
quickly . . .

Granada TV’s World In
Action that he was held
on remand for 2% years.
The RUC offered him
two alternatives.

Either he could give
evidence against a whole
list of people whom the
RUC wanted to convict
— and then he would
escape prosecution him-
self, and be resettled in
any English-speaking
country he wanted with a
house, a job, a car and a

pension.
Or he could refuse to
cooperate. Then  he

would either be brought
into court, charged with
murder, and jailed for
life; or released with a
tip-off to other Protes-
tnat paramilitaries that
they should kill him as an
informer.

Williamson gave evi-
dence, but was then
charged with murder on
the basis of a signed con-
fession. He says that the
RUC dropped the charge
after he threatened to
denounce the supergrass
system in‘court.

ETTERS

e,

RUC confronts Protestants in Portadown (July). Photo: Martin Shakeshaft.

Ireland: Utopian dreaming

Simon Pirani’s article *Placing
conditions on withdrawal” is so
full of factual inaccuracies, banal-
ity dressed up as *‘theory”, circu-
lar argument and plain confusion,
that it is almost impossible to reply
to it in a short contribution. It is
worth replying, however, because
Pirani’s article represents a “theor-
ised” version of a position that has
become accepted “common sense”
on Ireland in circles far wider than
the post-Healy WRP.

Pirani’s basis thesis rests, as far
as I can make out, upon three fun-
damental pillars.

1. British imperialism (or is it
colonialism? Pirani conflates the
two throughout the article) con-
tinued to oppress “the whole of
Ireland”, preventing the comple-
tion of the bourgeois revolution.

2. The Protestant community
of the Six Counties are no more
and no less than an instrument
through which Britain continues to
dominate Ireland and oppress its
nationalist population (“The north-
ern “loyalists’ who were first fin-
anced and armed by the British
two hundred years ago to prevent
a national uprising led by the petty
bourgeoisie, are still being used for
that purpose today”’).

3. The duty of British socialists
is to suppor: the nationalist resis-
tance and its demand for self-deter-
mination unconditionally (and — in
reality, uncritically) “to combat the
social-chauvinism which justifies
Labour leaders organising the
imperialist occupation™.

If this is a fair summary of
Pirani’s case (and I have taken care
to ensure that it is, as far as Pirani’s
convoluted and imprecise prose style
allows) then we have to say that he
is wrong on every point:

1. The Republic of Ireland is a
developed, relatively advanced
capitalist state, The Southern bour-
geoisie demonstrated its real irde-
pendence from Britain in World
War 2 and is integrated into Euro-
pean capitalism independently of
Britain through the EEC.

It is dominated by other bour-

geoisies according to the logic of
modern imperialism (ie. it is a
relatively weak economy within the
framework of international capital-
ist relations) but it is definitely not
.a “puppet” bourgeoisie or a colony
of Britain. Furthermore, the South
(bourgeoisie and working class
alike) has little interest in the re-
uniting Ireland and no serious
intention of doing it — Charlie
Haughey’s posturing notwithstand-
ing.
2. The Northern Protestants are
not agents of British imperialism.
In fact, they are very effective
“anti-imperialists”, having thwarted
successive  British = attempts to
reform the Six Counties and impose
a capitalist solution to the conflict
in the North.

In addition, the Protestants were
in Ireland for centuries before the
“epoch of imperialism”, and made
up the backbone of the original
republican movement. To call
them “gettlers” comparable
with, say the white South Africans,
is completely ahistorical and unten-
able from a Marxist point of view.

3. This is\the erux-of the matter:
'do we, as British socialists, havé'the

Last week Simon Pirani of the Workers’ Revolutionary Party
contributed an article to SO’s discussion on Ireland, arguing

that our insistence on Protestant minority rights in a united

Ireland reflected ““the pressure of social-chauvinism”, Jim

Denham responds.

right to put forward a socialist pro-
gramme for Ireland that goes
beyond support for the nationalist
resistance and the call for British
withdrawal and Irish self-determina-
tion?

Pirani’s answer is essentially
no”. All this inconclusive rambl-
ings about the applicability of the
1913 Bolshevik resolution on
regional autonomy and his objec-
tion that such considerations do
not apply to the Protestants (be-
cause they are not an oppressed
national minority) are really beside
the point — what Pirani is saying is
that we don’t have the right to
make such proposals. They must be
“worked out by Irish Marxists”.

Such an approach is, in fact, an
abandonment of the basic Leninist
conception of “critical support™ for
national liberation movements. It is
an abandonment of international-
ism, which always combines solid-
arity for those fighting oppression,
with criticism of politics that do
not put the proletariat at the fore-
front of the struggle.

It is the response of the guilt-
ridden liberal, not the proletarian
internationalist — although, admit-
tedly, Pirani has more to feel guilty
about than most, having been an
apologist for the WRP’s shameful
vacillations between crude econom-
ism and uncritical nationalism on
Ireland for many years.

The inadequacy of Pirani’s
approach is vividly illustrated by
the response of his tendency’s
newspaper (Workers® Press) to the
Provos’ announcement that all
workers engaged in work (direct
or indirect) for the security forces
(including, presumably, large num-
bers of Catholics) would be consid-
ered legitimate targets.

Plainly, this was a seriously
mistaken and fundamentally sectar-
ian decision, and one that the Provo
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leadership has now partially retreat-
ed from. When civil servants (main-
ly Protestant) in DHSS offices
struck against similar threats to
Catholic staff from the Protestant
Ulster Freedom Fighters, the
Provos should have unambiguously
withdrawn their ultimatum and so
isolated the UFF. They did not,
and a great opportunity was missed.

What did Workers® Press have to
say about the Provo ultimatum?

Under the ringing headline “Six
Counties: Collaborators have been
warned!”, Charlie Walsh (WP, 9
August) proclaimed: “For revolu-
tionary socialists, however, the
struggle to free Ireland from the
jackboot tyranny of British imper-
ialism and its collaborators in Ire-
land has to be supported all the
way down the line.

“It is in this context that the
IRA’s warning on collaborating
with the building of torture centres
of the enemy has to be seen, under-
stood and supported™.

Such voyeuristic nonsense
cannot take the struggle for a
socialist united Ireland forward.
Actually, it cannot take the struggle
for “self-determination’™ on any
basis forward, for as long as the
Northern Protestants remain im-
placably opposed to any moves

‘towards reunification, they can and

will impose their own “veto”, arms
in hand, on the streets.

Our job is to hammer out a pro-
gramme, including democratic
demands aimed to break up the
Protestant monolith, to achieve
that. Unless it is done, all talk of
Irish unity (let alone socialism)
is utopian dreaming.

Pirani and his comrades are
not arguing against particular
aspects of SO’s programme for Ire-
land in this context: in reality they
are against us having any pro-
gramme at all.




THERE will be much interes: at
this year’s Labour Party conference
in Campaign Forum, set up last
weekend as a framework for coop-
eration between the Campaign
Group of MPs, Labour Left Liaison,
and the left inside the trade unions.

. Campaign Forum will both streng-
then the Left's fight for commonly
agreed goals — democracy in the
Party, accountability of Labour’s repre-
sentatives — and provide a framework
to help the left define its politics,
strategy and tactics in the run-up to the
election and after.

Campaign Forum will attempt to
build broad Campaign Groups in local-

ities.
Visible

- The watchword must be: left unity in

action for common goals — open dis-
ussion of the differences within the
Left.
The harsh truth is that the Left has
been dithering for years. Campaign
Forum is important because it should
mprove left cooperation on immediate
practical issues (elections to the Nat-
onal Executive, conference resolu-
tions, solidarity with working-class
struggles).
It could give the Labour left a visi-
bility it has not had for quite a while,
and thus help us to act as a counter-
weight to both rank and file demorali-
sation and the Labour leaders’ retreat
before the Tories’ political and ideolog-
ical offensive.

Campaign Forum will also have to
prepare for Labour in government.

One of the left's central weaknesses
during the fight for democracy in the
early 1980s — as SO argued at the time
— was that it never seriously extended
he fight to the trade unions or rearmed
tself politically. Most of those who
recoiled from the last Labour govern-
ment’s record in office failed to think
things through to the point of reaching
stable conclusions radically different

wing, which had been so feeble and so
compromised during the "60s and '70s.

The coming to party leadership of first
Foot and then Kinnock disoriented the
left.

Foot and Kinnock had the support of
most of the left, and started out with
the same basic policies as the main-

stream left — which they then used to

help them prop up and renovate the
old Labour establishment.

The growth of the SDP panicked
many leftists into the conclusion that
they should not go too far, and thus
softened them up for Neil Kinnock's
message: office is everything.

EDITORIAL

On top of this, the local government
left took power in a number of areas in
1979-82. Whole layers of the left found
themselves at local level making — or
justifying — administrative decisions
and choices based on the limited op-
tions allowed by the capitalist system
and the Tory government — the sort of
‘responsible’,  ‘don’t-rock-the-boat’
decisions that the Kinnockites were
urging them to accept as a programme
for a Labour government. :

The local government left, led at first
by the avowed careerist and ‘me-first’
politician Ken Livingstone and the
muddled opportunistic ex-revolution-
ary-socialist Ted Knight, turned local
government into a huge school of ref-
ormism and class collaboration. Often
they found themselves, the lefts, play-
ing the role of managers against the
workers; they developed an open hosti-
lity to trade union militancy.

The left is only now recovering from
the disarray created by those develop-
ments — which arose decisively from
the left’s own lack of preparedness and
lack of clear goals.

There is some recognition of the
problems now on the left. When
Campaign Forum was established, it
was generally accepted that it should
campaign for positive socialist policies
and not just be a ‘negative’ opposition
inside the Party. It was also agreed to
include the trade union Left in the
Forum framework, and to build Cam-
paign Groups in the different unions.

Class

Much, however, still needs to be dis-
cussed and filled out. Socialist Organi-
ser does not believe, for example, that
putting forward a programme based on
a sum of the demands of different
campaigns inside the Labour Party — a
left version of the ‘Rainbow Coali-
tion" — can add up to either a com-

Obeyingt

Back in the early ’80s, Labour
Party conferences declared angrily
that a Labour government would
promptly and thoroughly undo the
Tories’ criminal programme of sell-
ing off public assets. And no com-
pensation would be paid when the
enterprises were renationalised.

The Tory press howled with horror.
The Labour leaders were quieter but no
less horrified. They set to work on
whittling down the conference policy.

Now, in a National Executive state-
ment to the 1986 conference, they have
unveiled the result. The big bang has
been successfully reduced to a whim-

per.

What's left is little more than the re-
nationalisation of British Telecom.
Even that will be in two stages.

As a first stage ‘‘Labour will make
full use of’ the 49% government
shareholding that already exists. The
second stage will come “‘as soon as
parliamentary time permits’’ (which is
probably code for ‘‘some time in the
distant future’’).

Even then it won't be very good. All
privately-owned shares in BT will be
swapped for non-voting shares. Thus
— so the argument goes — the prin-

ciple of government control will be
established without conflict with BT
shareholders.

The National Executive statement
claims that this arrangement will block
any ‘“‘speculative gains'’ other than
those already made by people who
bught BT shares at privatisation and
sold them off again soon afterwards.

So far as I can see, that's just not
true. Everyone who bought BT shares
on privatisation made a speculative
gain of about 50p per share, as the
price quickly rocketed from 130p to
180p. Some cashed in that gain immed-
jately. Others hung on to it: and those
others will still have their gain after
Labour’s ‘‘second stage”’.

The only difference is that their gain
will be in the form of a non-voting
share worth 184p (the current prices) or
wnatever, instead of a voting share
worth the same amount. And the new
non-voting shares can be freely bought
and sold. ;

But our leaders are so thrilled by this
scheme that they plan to extend it else-
where. Other nationalised enterprises
besides British Telecom will be allowed
to sell shares, so long as they are non-
voting shares.

This is highly dangerous. The new

, sshareholders . will . have  ‘considerable

prehensive or a radical socialist pro-
gramme on which to organise the work-
ing class to replace rotting British capi-
talism with working-class socialism.

Central to any socialist programme,
we believe, must be the working class
and the fight for working-class control
of society.

There are many other issues — for
example, Ireland — on which the left
needs to begin a serious discussion,
and on which it now does little but
empty slogan-mongering.

There is another, positive side, best
shown in the way so large a part of
the Labour Party responded to the
miners’ strike — despite Kinnock and
the Labour leaders. A defeat after a
heroic fight is a thousand times better
than an abject surrender with no fight
at all.

Strong

Many Labour leftists went through a
major school of class struggle in the
1984-5 miners’ strike. The left was
strong enough to win a major victory
at last year's TUC and Labour
Party conferences in support of the
miners.

Although there were only feeble
attempts to organise the left after the
winding-up of the RFMC and Tony
Benn’s deputy leadership campaign,
we remained strong enough to mount
serfous resistance to the various
attempts at a damaging witch-hunt in
the Party.

The left is not strong enough now to
stop Kinnock and Hattersley present-
ing Labour as a new version of the
SDP. The situation could be very
different after an election, with the
Labour leadership trying to run a
decrepit British capitalism in severe
crisis. The left will have mechanisms
to make that leadership accountable
which have not existed in the past —
mandatory reselection of MPs, annual
conference election of the Leader and
Deputy Leader.

Kinnock and his faction understand
this only too well. Hence the witch-
hunt and the recurring moves to
gut the democratic reforms. The Lab-
our Party may not yet be safe for
a Wilson/Callaghan-type government.

This is the importance of the Labour
left trying to reorganise now. Cam-
paign Forum should help the Ileft
to unite, to discuss, and to rearm
politically — as we failed to do in the
early "80s, and still need to do now.
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By Martin Thomas

control, votes or no votes.

Suppose for example that British
Telecom under a Labour government
goes for big job cuts. The unions resist
and are strong enough to push the
Labour government into opposing
these cuts.

What will happen to these privately-
owned shares? At the first sign that
Labour might oppose the job cuts,
share prices will crash. This will be
both a real difficulty for the enter-
prise, and a powerful argument for the
management to maintain the job cuts.

And aside from that, to sell shares to
private investors you have to make
those shares profitable for them.
Nationalised enterprises will be used
as sources of income for the moneyed
classes!

In its opening passages, the National
Executive document tries to present
itself as a radical alternative to the sort
of nationalisation programme carried
out by the 1945 government. ‘“The fai-
lure of public ownership...does not lie
in being too radical, but in not being
radical enough’’. There has not been
enough workers’ control, and not
enough public ownership in finance.

In fact, the document mentions new

Miners’ wives organise during the great miners’ strike of 1984-b.
Tens of thousands of workers learned about the real nature of
capitalism and about the need for working-class struggle during

that strike.

Courts are a trap

It looked as if the left might win
one victory against the witch-hunt
at this year’s Labour Party confer-
ence.

The expulsion of Amir Khan and
Kevin Scally from Birmingham Spark-
brook Labour Party has outraged many
beyond the hard left. The expulsion
was endorsed at Labour’s National
Executive Committee only by a narrow
majority, and Birmingham's right wing
city council Labour group has con-
demned it.

Appeal

So Khan and Scally might have won
their appeal to Labour Party confer-
ence. But now it seems that the
Labour leaders will manoeuvre the
issue off the conference agenda.

The reason given is that a conference
debate could prejudice the Labour
Party’s position in the event of legal
action. Khan and Scally have threaten-
ed to take the Labour Party to court.

This development highlights the
short-sightedness of using the capital-
ist courts in disputes within the labour
movement.

It has become common practice for
witch-hunted left-wingers — Militant

supporters, Briefing supporters, other
leftists like Khan and Scally alike — to
go to court. Sometimes the legal action
has thwarted the witch-hunters. It has ==
seemed to work.

But any such use of the courts can
only mean substituting their ‘justice’
for the fight for democratic procedures
within the labour movement. It contra- =
dicts the basic principle of the inde- =
pendence of working class organisa- =
tions from the capitalist state. =

The courts may occasionally favour ==
the left. But they will much more often =
favour the right. And certainly the
procedure of labour movement dis- ==
putes regularly being settled by the -
capitalist courts would inevitably =
favour the right wing.

The current wave of court cases has
done very little to stop the witch-hunt.
It has provided the witch-hunters with
the occasion and the pretext to stream-
line their procedures for expulsions
and propose a new ‘Star Chamber’.
And now it has given them a let-out
over Khan and Scally.

We must stop the witch-hunt —
through a mass campaign in the rank
and file for a democratic labour move-
ment, not through futile appeals to the
capitalist courts.

of profit

nationalisations in the financial sector
only as a vague possibility, and demo-
cratic control over the Bank of England
not at all. The basic drive is not to-
wards workers’ control, but control by
market mechanisms.

Already nationalised enterprises are
run very much on the basis of profit.
The document proposes nothing strong
to change that. The new type of shares
it proposes will increase the profit
orientation of nationalised enterprise.

And “‘a balanced economy which the
private and public sectors support each
other”” (which is what the document
calls for) can only operate on market,
profit criteria when the public sector is
much weaker than the private one. It
will be weaker, because for the fore-
seeable future Labour’s leaders are not
even proposing to restore the public
sector to the size it was before 1979.

“The case’’ for what the document
calls ‘‘social ownership” is ‘‘re-
stated’’ in terms which make the sub-
servience to capitalist market criteria
even clearer. Social ownership, it says,
is best for public utilities and services
like telephones, electricity, gas and so
on. Socially-owned industries can make
profits *‘for Britain’’. And they can dis-
criminate in favour of British suppliers.

There is no trace here of the idea of

public ownership being the lever for
collective democratic control of the
economy, in place of the inhum-
anity of the capitalist market mechan-
ism.

In such a framework ‘‘worker
involvement’’ can only be a means of
tying workers to the interests of profit.
The document makes this fairly explic-
it: “‘a widespread acceptance of res-
ponsibility for making the organisation
successful is vital™".

There are proposals for greater trade
upnion rights to information and consul-
tation, which are useful but vague, but
the main, ‘democratic’ proposal is the
old, and failed, one of worker-
directors.

The document also includes pro-
posals for a British Investment Bank,
talk about new ‘‘strategic stakes’’ for
the government in various sectors...
and a welcome fvor the American idea
of employee share-ownership plans!

Wrapping it all up are clear warn-
ings not to expect too much: “‘it will
require more than one term in office to
complete our programme...""; and not
to expect renationalisation under any
terms of what the Tories have privatis-
ed: ““We will not allow our priorities to
be dictated by the Tories’ privatisation
programme:’’; T
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Our
briefing
for
delegates

Wi

By John Bloxam

BLACKPOOL ‘86

AS at previous conferences, Social-
ist Organiser will be producing a
daily conference briefing for delega-
tes and visitors.

Socialist Organiser has a distinctive
voice on many basic political issues fac- *
ing the Left. For example: our funda- 5

mental opposition to both capitalism :: party that such constitutional chan-

and Stalinist totalitarianism; our insis-
tence on the need to go beyond slogan-
ising on Ireland and develop a working
class, internationalist response to both
the Anglo-Irish deal and the danger of
sectarian civil war in the North of Ire-
land; and our advocacy that the South
African trade unions should organise

and fight for a democratic, revolution-
ary socialist alternative to apartheid.

Paper

Since 1979 SO has produced every
year a popular daily Conference Brief-
ing. On two separate occasions, last
year’s conference being one, we have
cooperated with Labour Briefing and
others to produce a joint Briefing.

This year we will be producing sep-
arate bulletins again.

Given the volume of paper that dele-
gates and visitors receive every day at
conference, there is a strong case for
the left to balance the need for variety
with rationalisation. In general the left
should present as united a front as
possible in the form of a joint left bulle-
tin. This is what SO has pushed for at
previous conferences, with some
success. This year, however, it has not
proved possible.

producing our own. It had, in fact,
always been accepted that participa-
tion in a joint bulletin would not stop
groupings who participated producing
their own material.

Discussion about a possible joint
bulletin took place in the Labour Left
Liaison, which is providing one of the

three main elements of Campaign
Forum. Clearly the level of cooper- =
ation already achieved in LLL has been
a positive development; but equally
clearly it still has some way to :
develop. It was not possible, for i
example, to get full agreement on NEC =

slates this year.

Common

An opportunity for joint work — a
common bulletin — has been missed at
this year’s Party conference. But it's
no disaster. Let a hundred flowers
bloom is not a bad slogan for a left that
is making important strides in reorgan-
ising and rebuilding a basic frame-
work for joint work where for a long
time one existed only informally. We
are still in the early stages of re-

By Dennis Skinner MP

The proposal for the National
Constitutional Committee wants

= opposing. There has been no con-

: sultation about it at all, no involve-
ment of the rank and file.
It’s always been accepted in the

: ges should be done by way of an
: enabling resolution, so that the
: change only takes place the follow-
. ing year, thus allowing the consti-

© tuency parties in the country and
= other affiliated organisations to
: have a chance to amend the pro-

: v i posal,
an independent workers' party there e

What is happening with this

: constitutional amendment is that it
% is being put straight before the
: Party Conference — without con-
5 sultation. It is being done like that
: to get it through before the General
: Election, and in order to relieve
i those right wing NEC members

ballots!

By Eric Heffer MP

i The left on the NEC opposed the
: proposal to set up a new Labour
= Party appeal court — the Constitu-
: tional Committee. We
i strongly against it.

argued

It puts a lot of power in the

© hands of officialdom because its
= majority will come from the trade

. unions. The constituency parties

% have a representation that is absol-
. utely inadequate — and, after all,

most of the disciplinary cases are

. dealing with people from the CLPS.

As well as that these new

‘crimes’ are so wide that you could
 be expelled for more or less any-
: thing!

We oposed it very strongly,
voted against it and we hope that
conference won’t accept it either,
I hope that the Party membership
will not be stampeded into accept-

= ing all this business about expul-
= sions,

Those involved in the Campaign G
Briefing rejected an SO proposal to
participate in their bulletin, as well as :

And I hope that they will fight
very vigorously, despite what hap-
pened at the TUC, against state

% interference in the internal affairs
: of trade unions.

: We want to see trade union
: democracy improved, but that isn’t
: the way to do it. It’s disarming
: workers, before the battle even
begins.

Erlefer

- Winning
elections

who are happy to have long-win-
ded enquiries like the one in Liver-
pool — but who are not prepared to
stay through the nizht and allow
people a hearing.

There is no question that it will
be a Star Chamber. The left on the
NEC originally opposed it in prin-
ciple but, when it was going
through the NEC, we tried to
change some of the details. One big
thing that’s wrong with it is that
there are five trade union represen-
tatives to only three from the con-
stituencies and two from the wom-
en’s sections (who will in fact really
be elected by the trade union block
vote).

I think the probosal is dangerous

and frightening.

One of the other things that has
to be campaigned against is this
new paper that is going to force
trade unions to ballot on industrial
action and on their own elections.
It is accepting many of the propos-
als on balloting that came out of
the Thatcher government, which we
opposed at the time. The most re-
markable thing was that when ‘In
Place of Strife’ was brought before
the Executive even Jim Callaghan
voted against it. So it is an indica-
tion of how far the Party establish-
ment has moved to the right. That
has to be opposed.

We have to fight to get socialism
on the agenda of the Party because,
at the moment, a lot of people are
keeping their heads down and
hoping to win a general election by
not talking about too many policies
and issues, but crawling to the poll-
ing station in carpet slippers. As
past elections have proved, that
doesn’t work — Harold Wilson tried
it in 1970 by wanting to play dow..
the issues and win on a few walk-
abouts. We lost the election.

I spend my time going round the
country campaigning for a socialist
Labour victory. Last week | was in
North Wales, where they’ve now set
up a Campaign Group — they said it
was one of the biggest meetings
they’ve had in the area for very
many years. It was to discuss
socialism. So there is a desire out
there to see that we don’t go into
a general election with a watere’
down manifesto.

Our message to the News I[nter-
national strikers is to stand firm
against Murdoch, and the Party
should be giving full suprnort to
people who are fighting in an extra-
parliamentary fashion for their
jobs. It is one thing to be passing
resolutions for the next Labour
government to be creating work;in
order to be consistent, the Party
should be supporting those who are
fighting now — Wapping, Silent-
night and any other place.

Russell Proffitt

Dennis Skinner

T

The YS must be built, not witch-hunted! Photo John Smith, IFL

Defend

By Mark Osborn

A year ago Tom Sawyer wrote a
document. This document was
passed at the NEC’s Youth Sub-
committee in July, and suggests
“consultation on the Party’s
youth work”. Sawyer’s proposals
will dominate the Youth debate at
conference this year.

In effect Sawyer has suggested
decapitating the Labour Party
Young Socialists by reducing the
age limit to 21.

There are other proposals like
the idea of a unified youth move-
ment consisting of Trade Union
Youth Sections, Labour Students
(NOLS) and the remnants of the
YS.

Here the advantage to the pres-
ent Labour Party leadership would
be that such a movement might be
led by supporters of Neil Kinnock,
probably drawn from the current
NOLS leadership, who could hope
to keep control perhaps by using
some sort of block vote system to
give weight to the Trade Union
Youth Sections.

Of course the idea of have one
democratic youth section is in
principle reasonable and desirable.
But the Youth Committee’s docu-
ment means the smashing of the

N
The LPYS is small and sectar-
ian. It is intolerant of minority

Jo Richardson

2 g

the YS!

views and is pretty backward on
issues like Ireland, autonomy, etc.

So the Sawyer proposals will
unfortunately get a sympathetic
hearing from many activists and
from many who are on the left
of the party too.

Despite that the central fact
in the present situation is that these
proposals are just one plank in a
comprehensive witch-hunt.

Women’s
slate

By Sue Rossiter

This year the Women's Action
Committee slate represents the
views of the Labour Women’s
Conference as well as those of its,
own membership.

The conference organised ‘‘shadow
elections”’ for the five women's places
on the NEC after years of being denied
the right to elect their own repre-
sentatives by the union block votes.

Not surpisingly the ‘‘shadow elec-
tions"’ returned more left wing women
than usually take up their positions on
the NEC.

The WAC slate is based on those
results.

In the interests of democracy within
the Labour Party we should support the
candidates the Labour Women’s Con-
ference wants.

VOTE LEFT FOR THE NEC!

Tam Dalyell

Socialist Organiser is

supporting the seven can-
didates above for the
CLP section of the NEC,
Gavin Strang for Treasur-
er, and the Women’s Con-
ference slate for the
women’s section of the '

arming politically. SO’s work at Party
Conference is aimed at not only provid-
ing a service to delegates and visitors
and explaining our own distinctive
views, but also as a contribution to that
discussion which'is developing on the
left.

Diane Abbott argaret Beckett Joan May “rances Morre Clare Short avin Strang
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By Martin Thomas

Last week I a.rgued that money,
nd buying and selling are
nal facts of nature like the
:—"a:ggmé;s S|:\ but_pacticutor
cf society. Bl ol
1 They are the means by which
inder capitalism, a connection isr
made between the distribution of
human labour to produce varig
goods and services and the ,.lis
sumption of those goods and ser-
vices.
_ That connection could be made
in different ways, by conscious
human control. Under capitalism it
happens without conscious control,
through the seemingly automatic
workings of the market.

If you can’t find a job, it's no-
one's decision: the labour market
is overstocked. If your factory goes
bust and closes, it wasn’'t a plot:
there just wasn’t demand for its
preducts at a profitable price. If
you can't buy enough to live
decently, you can’t blame any
individual: the prices were set by
the free market.

So the real active forces in the
economic system seem to be things
— commodities and money, which
exchange in definite proportions
hecause of some mystical property
inthem.

Commodity and money relations
also cover up exploitation. For
workers it seems as logical that the
capitalist pays them a ‘fair’ wage
as that they pay the shopkeeper a
‘fair' price for a pound of potatoes.

““The sphere of circulation of
commodity exchange,  within
whose boundaries the sale and
purchase of labour goes on, is in
fact a very Eden of the innate
rights of man. It is the exclusive
raalm of Freedom, Equality, Prop-
erty and Bentham.

Freedom, because both buyer
and seller of a commodity, let us
say of labour power, are determin-
ed only by their free will. They con-
tract as free persons, who are
equal before the law. Their con-
tract is the final result in which
their joint will finds a common
legal expression.

Equality, because each enters
into relation with the other, as with
a simple owner of commodities,
and they exchange equivalent for
squivalent.

Property, because each disposes
only of what is his own.

And Bentham, because each
looks only to his own advantage...

[Bentham was a bourgeois philo-
sopher of the timel.

When we leave this sphere of
simple circulation or the exchange :
of commodities, which provides
the ‘free-trader vulgaris’ with his
views, his concepts and the stan-
dard by which he judges the
society of capital and wage labour,
a certain change takes place, or so
it appears, in the physiognomy of
our dramatis personae.

He who was previously the
money-owner now strides out in
front as a capitalist; the possessor
of labour power follows as his
worker.

The one smirks self-importantly
and is intent on his business; the
other is timid and holds back, like
someone who has brought his own

~olish bourgeois hege-

° process of “democracy in
; o as the New York Times
- duscribed it has been an immense
' source of satisfaction to the Reagan
. administration. It is a myth of
. course that the USA prefers bloody
\ military dictators to safeguard their
. interests. They support such dicta-
. torships when those interests are
! threatened: but they prefer to do
! business with regimes that at least
! have the facade of elected legitim-
acy.

hide to market and now has o
nothing else to expect but — a Satisfied
tanning . The US has cause to be satisfied.

Here too the conclusions are of
political importance. Bourgeois
concepts of human rights, freedom
and democracy are not the only
ones given by nature.

The working class can develop
ather values. Under capitalism it
does so only partially and occasion-
ally, because ‘‘the ruling ideas are
the ideas of the ruling class’’. But

: i - ted.
in a revolution the working class ;
changes not only social relations The process was characterised by

but also its own ideas. i a political unification, of the Latin

Only the new President of Peru,
Alan Garcia, has taken action on
restricting payments on the debt,
and issuing statements attacking
imperialism. The transition to
democracy — with the notable
exception of Chile — has politically
been a remarkably stable affair,
more so than most observers predic-
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w8, instead of
Litds for social and

.ctorms and a participa-
_gemocracy, were channelled

uifo accepting a very self-limiting

democracy, a conservative econ-
omic programme, and the post-
ponement - of essential reforms.
Democracy in Latin America has
been essentially an electoral affair.
And even in Brazil the people who
had taken to the streets in their
millions to demand direct elections
for the President were fobbed off
with the indirect election of
Tancredo Neves, and are still
awaiting the right to participate in
direct Presidential elections.

Superficially at least it looks as
if a magic conjuring trick has
occurred. The bourgeoisie who had
supported the military coups which
swept Latin America in the 1960si
and 1970s are now able to present
themselves as the true representa-
tives of democratic values and guar-
antors of human rights. Long-stand-
ing supporters of the military such
as President Sarney of Brazil are
able to portray themselves as true
believers of people’s democracy.
Privatisation of the State sector has
been espoused as democratic, and
state enterprises linked to the bad
old days of military authoritarian
rule.

UL 1AL AL FACSCRCL LR (0GR ACAARCLSCRC AR AR RCATALGIN

: .cs cause mass radical pro-

Debt

In the last four years the debt-
caused depression in Latin America
can only be compared to that of
the Great Depression. The total
Latin American debt rose from
$20.8 billion in 1970 to $360
billion in 1984, 86% concentrated
in just six countries — Brazil,
Mexico, Argentina, Venezuela,
Chile and Peru. Beginning with
Mexico in August 1982, a combina-
tion of the effects of a rise in real
interest rates, a terms of trade loss,
an export loss due to world reces-
sion, and an oil price rise for oil
importers, forced one Latin Amer-
ican country after another to rene-
gotiate their debt repayments.

The cost of such renegotiations
have been enormous for the price
of renegotiation has been the
acceptance of an IMF readjustment
programme which was designed to
reduce imports and increase exports
to obtain the foreign exchange
needed to pay interest payments
on the debt. Imports were reduced
from $101 billion in 1981 to $61
billion in 1984.

Although the amount of exports
increased substantially, the decline
in their prices meant Latin America
was exporting the same value 1n
exports in 1984 as in 1981 — $99
billion.

However this substantial - trade

even with the debt cmsis Latin
America is about to enter its phase
of the construction of the bour-
geois democratic hegemony com-
parable to Europe and Japan after
the Second World War.

If that does happen then it will
occur in circumstances very differ
ent to that of Europe and Japan
who constructed a consensus
around rising living standards fo:
all. Tt would be an hegemony basec

“on a despair about the feasibility o

more radical alternatives, and a fea
about the return of the military. I
would be a negative accepiance O
the present. It is hard to believ
that that is stable.

The possibilities for left-win
alternatives should arise.

But in general the left in Lati
America is in general disarray
Years of repression have taken thei
toll. Also many left-wing group
flirtation and even participation i
the guerilla struggles of the *6(
and *70s have cost them dear. Oui
side of Central America no guerill
group was able to develop a ma:
base — indeed the foco theor
tended to despise such painstakirn
work.

There is a widespread distrust ¢
militaristic adventures, and of tho:
who supported them. The Cor
munist Parties of Latin America
with the exception of Chile — a
divided and with relatively litt
influence. There is thus a hu
vacuum on the left — waiting to |
filled.



Labour must sppoffWapping strikers. Photo: Stefano Cagno;,

IFL.

First task: stop the

Star Chamber plan

By Vladimir Derer (secretary,
Campaign for Labour Party
Democracy and Labour Left

The immediate task fOr the left at-
Labour Party Conference is to get
accepted emergency resolutions on
the NEC’s constitutional amend-
ment on disciplinary procedures. It
is very likely that the Conference
Arrangements Committee will try
to rule them out of order, for this
would ensure that the NEC’s pro-
posals would go through without
much opposition.

As the proposals had first become
available to Party members only last
week, the NEC is asking for them to be
accepted on a take-it-or-leave-it basis
and without any prior discussion.

The emergency resolutions are ask-
ing that Conference should be given
the opportunity to choose between
alternative options — at least on the
most controversial aspects of the
NEC's proposals. This concerns both
the composition of the new body, the
NCC, as well as its powers.

The NEC, disregarding the General
Secretary’s suggestion, has given the
trade unions a decisive majority on the
proposed new body. Since practically
all the cases coming before the NCC
will concern CLPs, the demand that
there should be at least parity in repre-
sentation of CLPs and trade unions is
more than reasonable. The NEC
believes that trade union representa-
tives would do no more than rubber-
stamp the NEC’s recommendations, so
they insist on giving the trade unions
an absolute majority.

The NEC would retain the right to
interpret the Constitution. This means
that those parts of it which refer to the
eligibility for affiliation (Clause 2 of the
Party Constitution) of Labour Party
pressure groups — such as Militant,
LCC or CLPD — would be wholly
dependent on the views that the NEC
of the day takes on the desirability of
the activity of these groups.

disrepute’ or that they have ‘branches
in the constituencies’ or ‘have their
own programme, principles and policy
for distinctive and separate propa-
ganda’ (what pressure group worthy of
its name does not have these things?)
the NEC can outlaw the group and
deprive its supporters of Party mem-
bership.

The emergency resolutions argue
that the power to interpret the consti-
tution should be given to the NCC.
Where the Constitution is ambiguous,
and capable of conflicting interpre-
tations, NEC decisions based on its
own interpretations of the consti-
tution would be referred to the NCC,
which could recommend that they be
not acted upon until the Consti-
tution is clarified through appropriate
Constituttional amendments.

Another controversial issue coming
up are the expulsions of Khan and
Scally from Birmingham Sparkbrook
CLP. 34 resolutions and amend-
ments have been submitted asking for
their immediate reinstatement.
The NEC may try to keep this issue off
the agenda, as a defeat on it would
clearly embarrass the Party Leader and
his Deputy, both of whom voted for the
expulsions.

The vote in favour of expulsion was
carried by a majority of only one, with
Hattersley and Cure — who recom-
mended expulsion on the Appeals and
Mediation Committee — taking part in
the final vote — quite contrary to the
now accepted principle of natural
justice.

It is therefore essential to ensure
that any attempt to prevent debate on
both the above issues is frustrated and
a possible reference back on them won.

Among other important issues com-
ing up is clearly nuclear energy and US
bases. It is vital to keep the question of
bases separate from withdrawal from
NATO, even though the two issues are
clearly linked. It is just possible that
the bases issue can be won.

Not less important is the demand
that attempts to change the present
reselection process is frustrated. The
Party leadership clearly hopes to
undermine the present accountability

franchise, but which would in fact res-
tore MPs’ freedom to ignore confer-
ence decisions.

25 resolutions and amendments are
asking for a moratorium on debate on
this subject until after the next general
election.

Also on the agenda are the demands
for positive discrimination in favour of
women and black people. Labour
women's demands for the right to elect
their own representatives on the NEC
is as elementary as the Labour Party
black members’ demand for the right
to self-organisation in Labour Party
black sections.

Both these demands were defeated
at recent Labour Party conferences.
Much work should be put into persuad-
ing trade union delegations that these
demands are fully justified and that
their implementation is vital if the
Party is to appeal to these constituen-

% directed against all black people —
:5; only those who have the affrontery to

cies is to be at all credible.

It is important, however, to win the
vote on the principle first before mak-
ing any detailed proposals regarding
the future structure of women’s con-
ference or the exact place of black
sections in the Party constitution.

Finally under economic -policies
there is likely to be a composite resolu-
tion demanding that Labour's future
economic strategy must be closely tied
to a significant extension of public
ownership.

This demand is the same as the one
embodied in the 1973 Party Pro-
gramme, to nationalise 25 companies,
on which first Wilson and then the
Labour government in 1976 went back,
and which has now been completely
abandoned.

CLPD has now produced a pamphlet
on public ownership and this will be
available at the conference.

Three issues

By Tony Benn

I think that the biggest issue in
terms of resolutions is energy
policy, and I hope very much that
the Conference confirms its deci-
sion last year to phase out nuclear
power and, after Chernobyl, the
case for that is a very strong one.

I think that the second issue in
terms of importance — it is hard to
put the different issues in terms of
real priorities — will be the question
of whether the conference accepts
the new industrial relations legisla-
tion, which is really very dangerous
for the labour movement because it
is ‘In Place of Strife’ reappearing,
looking better -now than it did in
1969!

In 1969 the whole framework of
law was generally more positive,
and that was seen as a retreat from
trade union rights; this one is pre-

I think that the third issue which
will be on the fringes of the Confer-
ence, and will appear in some shape
or form, will be the question of
defence and foreign policy and the
question of NATO membership. 1
am not saying it will formulate
itself in quite that way because I
am not sure how the compositing
will come out. But on Thursday the
Campaign Group are publishing
their pamphlet ‘Peace through Non-
alignment’, by Ben Lowe, for which
myself and Jeremy Corbyn have
done the introduction, ‘The case
for  British = withdrawal from
NATO’.

The whole desire for unity and
victory in the general election will
come out-— it will illuminate the
whole conference, nobady. -will
want to rock the boat. Under that
there will undoubtedly be an
attempt to change the whole com-
position of the National Executive
Committee, certainly in respect of
the Women’s Section and the Trade

i old Pat to pop her clogs.

i doubled up by
;55 Anthony Booth and administering the
w: last rites at the same time.

% press that she later
i for *‘being too morbid”’.

As someone who has contributed in
a modest way to the profits of
Benson and Hedges Ltd., I took a
personal interest in the very public
death of Pat Phoenix.

This morbid fascination was fully
catered for by the tabloid press, hang-
ing about like vultures waiting for good

Good she was as well. A lifelong

i Labour supporter, she had posed for
i+ photographers alongside Michael Foot

at a time when being associated with
Worzel was not exactly guaranteed to
boost your street credibility.

The death-bed drama was undoubt-
edly her finest performance, and to the
extent that she was aware of it, I am

. sure she did not object to the media’s
. close attention.

Even so the despicable Peter Adam-

- son, spilling his guts to the Sun as she
: lay dying was thoroughly nauseating:

“Len weeps for Elsie”” was the head-

_ line. How much Adamson was paid for
i his intimate revelations, 1 do not know.

Elsie and Pat merged into one as the

© tabloids awaited the inevitable end:
-':E her brilliant last act was marred only

: by the presence of the priest who
marrying her to

I was pleased to read in the Sunday
““fired her priest”’

If Pat Phoenix was the week’s

% Goodie, then Raz Koumba Balogum
= was the Baddie. He denies that upon
: hearing of Assistant Chief Constable
: Malcolm Popperwell’s heart attack his
:E immediate response was “I hope the

bastard dies’'. Balogum had just wit-

55 nessed 600 of Popperwell's brave lads
i charging into the St Pauls district of
: Bristol to clear up its drugs and vice
¢ problems.

This bold operation had involved

':- smashing men and women over the

. head wnth riot shields and cops chant-

E; ing "'Come on monkies; come on

: Eorillas".
ress  Bum
Denham

GANG

Of the 70 people arrested, two were

% finally charged with possessing small
@ amounts of cannabis.

‘“This man is a disgrace to his

colour’’ exclaimed Tuesday’s Mirror —
= referring to Balogum of course, not
i Popperwell or any of the boys in blue.
: Now, whatever you may think of the
* remarks attributed to Balogum (per-

sonally 1 find them quite under-

355 standable under the circumstances) I

. fail to see why they make him a dis-
. grace to his colour.

Presumably this was the Mirror's
way of proving that his outrage was not

get angry when they come under

:5‘: attack, and to hit back — if only
 verbally.

The other person of the week was, of

= course, Dr Death, who bestrode Harro-
% gate like a Colossus. Too much of a
i Colossus it seems for Shirley Williams
= and Roy Jenkins.

Shirley complated that the Doc was

= tending to dominate the show just a
i+ trifle, while Roy suggested that he
 might just be an eentcy teency bit too
= right wing to be entirely agreeable.

The Daily Mail spoke up for the Doc:
“Whether from muddleheadedness or

= envy Mrs Williams is turning truth on
i its head. Surely only the stature of Dr.
= Owen conceals how limited or passe is
¢ the limited talent at the disposal of the
% fledgling Social Democratic Party.”

It might seem strange at first that

= the true, blue Tory Mail should express
% such admiration for the leader of the
i SDP. But, after all, back in the "30s the
* same paper expressed similar senti-
% ments
% thrusting, charismatic ex-Labour Party
i member: Oswald Mosley.

towards another dynamic,

I am not suggesting any other histor-

Should it, for example, think that Qf Labo
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Downgrading
struggles

Picket of NF pub where racist attacks are planned

A Sivanandan’s article ‘Race Aware
ness Training and the Degradation
of the Black Struggle” (Race and
Class, Spring 1985) tries to trace
the recent history of Britain’s black
communities. He tells how anti-
racist struggles have been degraded
into ‘ethinic’ ones.

For Sivanandan the first generation
Asians and Afro-Caribbeans were
forged into a single black community
by a common culture of resistance to
racism in Britain and a common identi-
fication with the anti-colonial struggle
abroad.

British racism in this period denied
them basic needs in housing, school-
ing in social and welfare provisions.
the ensuing battles against these com-
mon problems led to common interests
as black people.

Sivanandan sees the British state’s
main efforts from this period onwards
as being focused on a successful
attempt to break down the cohesion of
the black community.

The first. efforts in this direction
were Home Secretary Roy Jenkin's
1966 policy statement setting out the
way that blacks were to be integra-
ted into British society. This would be
done ‘not as a flattening process of
assimilation but as equal opportunity
accompanied by cultural diversity, in
an atmosphere of mutual tolerance”’.

Cynicism

L he abject cynicism of this guft was
shown within two years with the
passage of a new Immigration Act and
the withdrawal of British Passports
from the Asians of Kenya by the then
Home Secretary Jim Callaghan, just
when they needed them because they
were being driven out of Kenya.

But this multi-cultural’ framework
was to remain official policy for some
time. Its basic framework was to deny
the reality of racial exploitation and
oppression.

It was all due to cultural misunder-
standings. Integration was possible if
these cultural barriers were broken
down.

along with the setting up of the
state-sponsored Community Relations
Commission (CRC) the 1968 Race
Relations Act set up urban funding for
the most deprived areas. This was the
beginning of the now very profitable —
for some — race-relations industry.

By 1971 the Tories had further re-
stricted all primary immigration and
set up special police units to track
down illegal immigrants.

But the resistance to racism had by
no means been extinguished. Sivanan-
dan argues that the struggles of the

ace &
Class

By Payman Rezai

‘second generation’, mostly around
creating a social and educational infra-
structure, tended to differentiate
between the Afro-Caribbean and Asian
— mainly because of the distinct way
each group experienced racism,

Alongside this black workers were
no longer concentrated in . few indus-
tries. This was shown by the industrial
struggles of black workers (1972-74), in
the East Midlands, where for the first
time attempts were made to get union
support to fight trade union racism,

More well known are the clashes of
black youth with the police throughout
this period. Mainly these clashes were
sparked by the systematic racist
harassment of blacks by the police
enforcing the ‘sus’ laws.

In 1975 the Labour government
again tried its ‘multi-cultural’
approach, this time significantly
increasing urban aid to £7 million. But
‘equal opportunity’ legislation only
touched the cultural fringes of discrim-
ination, and assisted the emergence of
a black middle class.

Once again ‘equal opportunity’ poin-
ted to racial disadvantage as the root of
the matter and (of course not) institu-
tional racism.

Sivanandan traces the rise and fall of”
the National Front (and the ANL), the
coming in of the Tories and the 1981
riots. By 1982-3, the aftermath of the
riots, urban funding was increased ta
£270 million going strongly against the
trend of Thatcherite cutbacks.

In the second part of his article Siv-
andar analyses the development of
Racism Awareness Training (RAT) and
how it charts the down-hill road from
serious anti-racist struggle to personal-
psychological therapy. I'll discuss it
next week.

RACE:

CLASS

Available from the
Race Relations, 247 Pentonville
Road, London N1.

Institute of

e South Africa |

Forging lin
overthrow

Brian Williams, Southern Areas Secretary of the Electricial and
Allied Workers' Trade Union, has just been on a successful tour
to get the backing of Plessey workers in Britain for their broth-
ers and sisters who work for Plessey in South Africa. He spoke
to SO. The article ‘Stop the Killings’, at the bottom of this
page, is reprinted from the EAWTU journal ‘Sparky’.

“The whole question of the over-
throw of apartheid cannot be separ-
ated from the question of capital-
ism. To understand apartheid it is
necessary to see how it is linked to
capitalism.

“The central aspect of apartheid
is racism, and racism that has been
institutionalised, expressing a delib-
erate and calculated state policy.

“Capitalism in South Affrica
essentially developed along racial
lines. That is as racial capitalism.

“Even if apartheid were to be
removed, workers would still be
exploited, earning starvation wages
and for the ownership ot the means
of production to be placed in the
hands of workers.

“The organised working class
has to recognise that the only way
it can satisfy its ultimate objectives
is by fighting against the principal
enemy which is capitalism, recog-
nising that apartheid is but the
form in which capitalism develop-
ed.
and living in poverty, because the
struggle against apartheid as such,
as a concept, as racism, does not
address itself to the need for an
overall radical change in society,

“The fight against apartheid and

Bfian Williams, Southern Areas secretary of EAWTU

capitalism is therefore one fight.

“What is important is that the
trade union movement at the pres-
ent momeant is the stepping stone to
the formation of a working class
political movement, and to estab-
lishing a new order in society.

“It must be recognised that the
bosses will not hand over power,
the freedom of workers cannot be
won through negotiation.

“Workers are going to have to

pay a very heavy price to liberate
themselves and our country from
the clutches of apartheid and capit-
alism.”
“The request for support from the
oppressed black workers in the
Plessey Plants in Cape Town to the
workers in Plessey’s major British
plants was a success.

“For the first time in the his-
tory of Plessey workers worldwide
contact has been made in such a
direct way between British and
South African workers.

*“A very good, sound relation-
ship has been established which
will be to the enrichment of the
struggle of Plessey workers against
capitalist exploitation and the
effects that it has on them and their
families™.

i
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Plea by

Sto

On 28 April 1986 two union mem-

Jbers were travelling home from a
J*Bui]ding site. As they drove past
Crossroads their vehicle was sud-
denly stoned. The vehicle picked up
speed, skilled and slammed into a
tree.

While Rashid Abrahams and
David Ndude were seriously injur-
ed and trapped inside the vehicle a
petrol bomb was thrown in.

Rashid Abrahams was burnt
alive and died an agonising and
painful death, David Ndude who
was very seriously injured with 90%
burns on his body eventually died
six days later in a slow, tortuous

way.
Why? Why should anyone kill
twa workers, tweo yictims of exploi-
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French
action

Direct links established between
EA TUSA and French trade union-
ists helped win the reinstatement of
a sacked trade union organiser. The
union’s journal, Sparky, tells the
story:

“A  French company, CGEE
ALSTHOM was charged with an
Unfair Labour Practice after Cecil
Theys, a union member, was denied
entry to his place of work at Koe-
berg Nuclear Power Station on 12
November 1985.

The union tried to resolve the
matter in South Africa directly
with the company. However it be-
came clear that the arrogance of the
local French bosses would not
allow a settlement to be reached.

The union’s Southern Leader-
ship then planned its action. A
strike by union members at the
Koeberg Nuclear Power Station was
seriously considered. After lengthy
discussions it became clear that the
best tactic was to mobilise our over-
seas allies.

The union determined to score a
victory looked to France for assis-
tance.

Contact was made with our
international network of allies to
mobilise worker action and support
in France.

Workers in Paris went on strike
to force the French bosses to re-
instate our union member.

The company then sent one of
its top people from France to
South Africa to settle the matter
which was concluded in the office
of Legal Resources Centre, Cape
Town.

Result: a victory for the union.
Reinstatement with full back pay from
12 December to the beginning of
March 1986.

Sparky comments: The union
will go to any length to protect
union members who come to us for
help.

No compromise!
No sellout of workers!

No betrayal!

1 S. African Trade Unionists

p these killings!

tation and oppression? And finally
victims of the madness where the
oppressed would kill oppressed and
exploited would kill exploited.

They did not die in vain. We will
not allow that. Their deaths gave
birth to our commitment to a Stop
the Killing Campaign which was
initiated by our union.

The response to the call to end
the violence that was dividing
organisations and communities
against each other was amazing.

The union along with a large
number of progressive organisations
are totally committed to the Stop
the Killing Campaign.

However even though COSATU
(Western Cape) attended the first
meeting as observers the Stop the
Killing Interim Committee has
received no official response regard-

ing COSATU’s (WC) position, no
reply to its written request to meet
with COSATU regional executive
has been received. Some of the
organisations who attended that
first meeting were quite impressed
with the honest and concerned
comments made by the COSATU
Western Cape chairperson.

UDF, on the other hand, has not
replied at all to the verbal and writ-
ten requests to join the Stop the
Killing Campaign. Stop Killing
Interim Committee has also not
received a reply to its letter request-
ing a meeting with the UDF West-
ern Cape executive.

The Gardens region of the UDF
is the only UDF affiliate to come
forward and actively participate in
the campaign. We hope, of course,
that the whole of UDF eventually

decides to become full campaign
participants.

Meanwhile progress has been
slow because of the State of Emer-
gency but our union remains com-
mitted to the Stop the Killing Cam-
paign.

We declare that our noble objec-
tives for a free society should not
be disgraced by such shameful acts
of terror against thee victims of
oppression and exploitation.

“QOur sense of justice must be
greater than that of our oppressors,
not worse”.

The union condemns:

1. Necklacing and all
involved in these murders.

2. Kangaroo courts as structures
of terror that does not have man-
dates from workers and our oppres-
sed community .-

those

Fabianism

omans
EYE

“In order to change the con-
ditions of life we must learn to
see them through the eyes of
women”’,

Trotsky

By Jean Lane

Last weekend I went to a political
school organised by the Basing-
stoke Constituency Labour Party.
If you think that Basingstoke is a
back-of-beyond, Tory area where
the class struggle is unheard of
and the Labour Party talks abot
the state of garden fences and

dog shit on the pavement, think
again.

The weekend was cram full of con-
troversial debate about the state of our
labour movement; Labour’s role in Ire-
land, sexism in the unions; the
struggle in South Africa; and the need
to change the Labour Party into a party
that can lead the working class with
class struggle socialist policies.

Of course, Basingstoke, like any-
where else, does have its fair share of
Labour Tories. One workshop was
given by a local member of the Fabian
Society. After all the excitement and
enthusiasm of two days of debate, this
one rang with a dull thud.

Active

Can you imagine spending years of
your life being “‘active” in the Labour
Party under the self-denying principle
of not being allowed to raise political
issues? This was the claim. Or of
reckoning your achievements on how
many Fabian MPs you managed to get
into Parliament?

Or of seeing your political role as one
of gradual change by getting positions
wherever you can (that's what he said)
and of ‘‘re-evaluating the effects of
Labour’s policies for the future”'? The
Campaign for Jobs and Industry was
mentioned with much pride, though
the miners’ strike was not referred to
once — the real campaign for jobs and
industry.

“We are unashamedly reformist™,
we were told. ‘‘We believe in gradual
change™.

It was pointed out to him that far
from the Fabians being non-political,
the effects of their actions was to be the
right wing lackeys of the Kinnock-
ites in our party, which did not effect
gradual change at all but placed a block
on the struggle of the working class to
achieve socialism.

In answer to this we were informed,

an eyewitness report.

g ial-
i frica today: ney, " A 5063
*nside South f*“ ot and the State of Emerger e COSATU
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ist analysis
Executive.

“we do not live in a perfect world.
Things cannot happen overnight.”
Overnight! They had 300 MPs in 1945,
What did they do with them? What
changes have they made?

Did they use Parliament as a plat-
form to promote socialism? They claim
to be socialists. No, they wrote pam-
phiets, re-evaluated, ‘‘raised the intel-
lectual credibility of the Labour Party™
whatever that means, but did nothing
to bring the struggle for socialism any
nearer.

It was also pointed out to him that far
from being pacifists, as the Fabians
claim, their idea of socialism gradually
evolving meant that we have to accept
capitalism for a long time. This means
we have to endure violence for a long
time.

The 1945 Labour government was
not pacifist when it came to imperialist
wars. When the Tories came back into
power they had to cut the defence
budget!

Mainstay

‘I'he Fabians have written manifestos
for and been the mainstay of Labour
governments which have overseen
investments propping up apartheid in
South ~ Africa, crushed workers’
struggles in Britain, set the police on
anti-fascists in Southall, London,
where Blair Peach was killed by the
SPG, and so on.

To this we received the immortal
reply, “Well, 1 accept that Labour’s
record on Ireland and on the police has
not been whiter than white, but it has
been better than the Liberals and the
Tories hasn't it!"

Well, actually, on Ireland, no. The
Home Secretary remembered with the
most hatred by the Catholic community
is Mason after the removal of politic-
al status of the republican prisoners.

Everyone 1 spoke to after the work-
shop had found the presentation smug,
patronising and ineffectual. Much the
same in fact as the attitude of the
Labour leadership to the working class.

Behind it was the idea that socialism
(of god knows what sort) can be bene-
volently handed down from on high. No
thank you very much. Not your kind of
socialism and not handed down.

We cannot be satisfied with this so-
called gradual change which actually
means ratting on our class. Nor can we
be satisfied with a Labour government
which is just ‘‘better than the Tories™".
Well, it wouldn’t be difficult, would it?

So far as most of us could see,
spending several years in the Labour
Party on this political basis would be
one colossal waste of time. Unless, of
course, you're in it for yourself.

But as far as fighting for socialism is
concerned, the best reason for being a
member of the Labour Party is to fight
to change it. To make it our party, not
the party of a bunch of patronising,
self-satisfied hack politicians who think
they know what we want and are bent
on running capitalism more smoothly
than the Tories can.

16 pages of news and
analysis of South Africa
from a socialist view-
npoint.

50p plus 18p post from

PO Box 823, London SE15
4NA.

*The




HERE will be much interesc at
is year’s Labour Party conference
Campaign Forum, set up last
kend as a framework for coop-
tion between the Campaign
oup of MPs, Labour Left Liaison,
d the left inside the trade unions.

Campaign Forum will both streng-
en the Left's fight for commonly
reed goals — democracy in the
iriy, accountability of Labour’s repre-
tatives — and provide a framework
help the left define its politics,
ategy and tactics in the run-up to the
ection and after.

Campaign Forum will attempt to
hild broad Campaign Groups in local-

Visible

The watchword must be: left unity in
ion for common goals — open dis-
sion of the differences within the

The harsh truth is that the Left has
ten dithering for years. Campaign
prum is important because it should
rove left cooperation on immediate
actical issues (elections to the Nat-
al Executive, conference resolu-
pns, solidarity with working-class
ggles).
It could give the Labour left a visi-
ity it has not had for quite a while,
d thus help us to act as a counter-
eight to both rank and file demorali-
tion and the Labour leaders’ retreat
efore the Tories’ political and ideolog-
al offensive.

Campaign Forum will also have to
epare for Labour in government.
One of the left’s central weaknesses
ring the fight for democracy in the
rly 1980s — as SO argued at the time
was that it never seriously extended
e fight to the trade unions or rearmed
elf politically. Most of those who
oiled from the last Labour govern-
ent’s record in office failed to think
gs through to the point of reaching
ble conclusions. radically different
im the ideas of Labour’s old left
ng, which had been so feeble and so
mpromised during the '60s and '70s.
e coming to party leadership of first
ot and then Kinnock disoriented the

Foot and Kinnock had the support of
pst of the left, and started outr with
e same basic policies as the main-

Y\BLACKPOOL ‘86

the :
ampaign groups,

stream left — which they then used to

help them prop up and renovate the
old Labour establishment.

The growth of the SDP panicked
many leftists into the conclusion that
they should not go too far, and thus
softened them up for Neil Kinnock's
message: office is everything.

EDITORIAL

On top of this, the local government
left took power in a number of areas in
1979-82. Whole layers of the left found
themselves at local level making — or
justifying — administrative decisions
and choices based on the limited op-
tions allowed by the capitalist system
and the Tory government — the sort of
‘responsible’,  ‘don’t-rock-the-boat’
decisions that the Kinnockites were
urging them to accept as a programme
for a Labour government. 2

The local government left, led at first
by the avowed careerist and ‘me-first’
politician Ken Livingstone and the
muddled opportunistic ex-revolution-
ary-socialist Ted Knight, turned local
government into a huge school of ref-
ormism and class collaboration. Often
they found themselves, the lefts, play-
ing the role of managers against the
workers; they developed an open hosti-
lity to trade union militancy.

The left is only now recovering from
the disarray created by those develop-
ments — which arose decisively from
the left’s own lack of preparedness and
lack of clear goals.

There is some recognition of the
problems now on the left. When
Campaign Forum was established, it
was generally accepted that it should
campaign for positive socialist policies
and not just be a ‘negative’ opposition
inside the Party. It was also agreed to
include the trade union Left in the
Forum framework, and to build Cam-

paign Groups in the different unions.

Class

Much, however, still needs to be dis-
cussed and filled out. Socialist Organi-
ser does not believe, for example, that
putting forward a programme based on
a sum of the demands of different
campaigns inside the Labour Party — a
left version of the ‘Rainbow Coali-
tion” — can add up to either a com-

prehensive or a radical socialist pro-
gramme on which to organise the work-
ing class to replace rotting British capi-
talism with working-class socialism.

Central to any socialist programme,
we believe, must be the working class
and the fight for working-class control
of society.

There are many other issues — for
example, Ireland — on which the left
needs to begin a serious discussion,
and on which it now does little but
empty slogan-mongering.

There is another, positive side, best
shown in the way so large a part of
the Labour Party responded to the
miners’ strike — despite Kinnock and
the Labour leaders. A defeat after a
heroic fight is a thousand times better
than an abject surrender with no fight
at all.

Strong

Many Labour leftists went through a
major school of class struggle in the
1984-5 miners’ strike. The left was
strong enough to win a major victory
at last year’'s TUC and Labour
Party conferences in support of the
miners.

Although there were only feeble
attempts to organise the left after the
winding-up of the RFMC and Tony
Benn's deputy leadership campaign,
we remained strong enough to mount
serious resistance to the warious
attempts at a damaging witch-hunt in
the Party. ;

The left is not strong enough now to
stop Kinnock and Hattersley present-
ing Labour as a new version of the
SDP. The situation could be very
different after an election, with the
Labour leadership trying to run a
decrepit British capitalism in severe
crisis. The left will have mechanisms
to make that leadership accountable
which have not existed in the past —
mandatory reselection of MPs, annual
conference election of the Leader and
Deputy Leader.

Kinnock and his faction understand
this only too well. Hence the witch-
hunt and the recurring moves to
gut the democratic reforms. The Lab-
our Party may not yet be safe for
a Wilson/Callaghan-type government.

This is the importance of the Labour
left trying to reorganise now. Cam-
paign Forum should help the left
to unite, to discuss, and to rearm
politically — as we failed to do in the
early "80s, and still need to do now.

Behind the cold war

olin Foster reviews ‘The Making
f the Second Cold War’ by Fred
Halliday (Verso, £6.95).

red Halliday’s book is useful but
olitically it is not very good.

He gives a clear summary of the
pilitary facts of the arms race, and
f world politics since the late
970s. This second edition of the
ook (the first edition was publish-
d in 1983) takes the story up to

ly 1986.

On detailed questions Halliday is
oughtful and often acute. But
that do all the details add up to?
hat do the facts mean? What’s it
l about?

Halliday’s answer is that the
pld War is based on ‘“the Great
pntest” between “capitalism and
pmmunism™ as represented by the
SR. He is careful to note that
he use of the term communism is
ot intended to sugpgest that the
pviet  Union has attained what
arx or Lenin have described as the
pmmunist organisation of
iety”’; he is critical, and indeed
book’s cover quotes a Stalinist
viewer denouncing Halliday for
nti-Soviet snarls™.

Yet his criticism is expressed as
=ret that the USSR.has not “‘been
veloping. Torms of ‘socialist demo-
acy at home and adhering to a

clearly distinct military policy
[from the USA’s] internationally™,
as if the USSR’s rulers could reas-
onably be expected to reform
themselves in such fashion!

Halliday’s detailed narrative ties
the Second Cold War most specific-
ally to the US’s conflict with revo-
lutionary movements in the Third
World. For him, this is inseparable
from the “Great Contest”. The
USSR’s ““ideology and social inter-
ests” tie it to anti-capitalist revolu-
tion, and the contrary orientation
of China, with the same “‘commun-
ist’ structure, is a marginal aberra-
tion.

Distinctions

I’'m not convinced: but for all
that Halliday’s examination of
Third World revolutions is valuable.
Too often both left and right speak
of such revolutions as simply one
expression after another of some
single world-historic Force or
Process or Tide. Halliday analyses,
draws distinctions, differentiates,

" Between 1962 and 1974, he
points out, there was only one revo-
lutionary seizure of power in the
Third World. The Portuguese revo-
lution of 1974 and the Vietnamese
victory of 1975 opened a new
period. Between 1974 and 1980
there were 14 Third World revolu-
tions.

Since then there has been none:
partly, maybe, because of the US
counter-offensive, but also because
those 1974-80 revolutions were
almost all against colonial regimes
or old-fashioned dictatorships of a
sort which are now very rare. That
wave of revolt was the last phase of
the post-1945 ‘colonial revolution’
and future revolutions will probab-
ly pe different.

Classes

Different in class terms? Halli-
day does not pose the question that
way. Though he identifies the
USSR as *“a contrasted social
ystem, representing different social
interests and classes”’, he does not
say which social and class interests
they are which define the USSR
and link it to Third World revolu-
tions. His own, quite sober, picture
of the reality of the Stalinist states
contradicts any idea that it is
working class interests that domin-
ate: but what other class is he talk-
ing about?

Combatted

The vagueness here also affects
Halliday’s conclusions. He ends the
book with an insistence that Cold
War II and its causes can be com-
batted by political action: but what
action, by what forces, ‘he does not
indicate.
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Kevin Scally from Birmingham Spa -
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Appeal
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their appeal to Labour Party confer :
ence. But now it seems that thi :
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issue off the conference agenda.

The reason given is that a conference
debate could prejudice the Labour -
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action. Khan and Scally have threaten- : j0ed to get it) a

ed to take the Labour Party to court.
This development highlights the
short-sightedness of using the capital-

movement.

I anind

,,,.,.y.._‘—we-"""‘

Campaign

~Sacialist Gami

Socialist

Labour Victory pamphlet, :
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: Blackpool.
- ference Briefing.
BER.

women

delegates.

JEhi

SUNDAY 28 SEPTEMBER
10am. CLPD Conference
Rally. Opera House Stage,
Winter Gardens.

1.30pm. Briefing meeting.
Station Hotel, Talbot Road.
MONDAY 29 SEPTEMBER
Lunchtime. Campaign Group
of MPs on Nuclear Power.
New Clifton Hotel.

LAW 86 meeting. Station
Hotel.

7.30pm. WAC meetings, Sta-
tion Hotel.

Socialist Organiser

meeting Monday 29
September. ‘Our Com-

W*W

working class socialism.

r - a4 » = I L
EINET Pl BT S

for Labour’,

SATURDAY 27 SEPTEM-

- 5.15pm. WAC briefing for
Roscrea

Zpm til late. National Justice

for Mineworkers ‘Heroes’
¢ Concert. Norbreck Castle
E Hotel.

Pamphlets from Socialist Organiser — ‘The Case
15p, and ‘Lessons of Liverpool’,
Add 18p for postage, and order from SO, PO
Box 823, London SE15 4NA,

YOUTH
fightback

20p.

— mon Struggle’. Speakers
ctivists’
DIARY

- Conference Fringe meetings,
For more details
- see Socialist Organiser Con-

include: woman militant
from the South African
Metal & Allied Workers’
Union; Paul Whetton; Lol
Duffy.

7.30, Hotel & Guest
House Association, 87a

Coronation St,Blackpool.

Socialist Organiser meeting,
Hotel and Guest House
Association, 87a Coronation
Street.

7.45pm. Labour CND meet-
ing. Baronial Hall, Winter
Gardens.

TUESDAY 30 SEPTEMBER
Lunchtime. Campaign Group
meeting on Full Employ-
ment. Hotel and Guesthouse
Association.
5.30pm. Lesbian
Socialist meeting.
8pm. Black Sections Meeting.
Norbreck Castle Hotel.
WEDNESDAY 1 OCTOBER.
5.30pm. LCI meeting.

7pm. Campaign Group of
MPs Rally. Knowle High
School, St. Anne's.
THURSDAY 2 OCTOBER
Lunchtime. National Justice
for Mineworkers Meeting.
Central Library Theatre.
5.30pm. Labour Left Liaison
meeting. Roscrea Hotel.

STAND

and Gay

Socialist Organiser stands for workers’ liberty, East and
West. We aim to help organise the left wing in the Labour
Party and trade unions to fight to replace capitalism with

Subscribe

Get Socialist Organiser each week delivered to your door
by post. Rates: £8.50 for six months, £16 for a year.

Please send me 6/12 months' sub. | enclose £......
To: Socialist Organiser, PO Box 823, Lonqan‘Ej_S 4ANA.
vV
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Youth Fightback
special on racism,
available from 33
Hackworth Point,

SER

A SO 200 Rainhill Way,
London E3. 20p plus
p&p.

Next week our new typeset-
ting equipment will be deli-
vered — the last major instal-
ment of our progranime of
new premises and new equip-
ment.

UND

ighting

You won’t see the effects
immediately — we’ll have to
phase in the new machine
gradually — but the improve-
ment should be clear over
time,

This purchase has been fin-
anced by loans, and we’ll
have a heavy burden of re-
payments. So keep up the
fund-raising!

Thanks this week to Kirsty
Semple, £30. Total so far
£12752.94, or 85% of our
£15,000 target. Send dona-
tions to SO, PO Box 823,
London SE15 4NA.

We want public ownership of the major enterprises and
a planned economy under workers control. We want demo-
cracy much fuller than the present Westminster system __
a workers’ democracy, with elected representatives recall-
able at any time, and an end to bureaucrats’ and manag-
ers’ privileges.

Socialism can never be built in one country alone. The
workers in every country have more in common with
workers in other countries than with their own capitalist
or Stalinist:rulers. We support national liberation strugg-
les and workers’ struggles world-wide, including the
struggle of workers and oppressed nationalities in the Stal-
inist states against their anti-socialist bureaucracies.

We stand:

For full equality for women, and 3ocial provision to free
women from the burden of housewerk. For a mass working
class based women’s movement.

Against racism, and against deportations and all immi-
gration controls.

For equality for lesbians and gays.

For a free and united Ireland, with some federal system
to protect the rights of the Protestant minority.

For left unity in action; clarity in debate and discussion.

For a labour movement accessible to the most oppres-
sed, accountable to its rank and file, and militant against
capitalism.

We want Labour Party and trade union members who
support our basic ideas to become suppoerters of the paper
— to take a bundle of papers to sell each week and pay a
small financial contribution to help meet the paper’s
deficit. Our policy is democratically controlled by our
supporters through Annual Gena_ral Meetings and an elec-
taq Na-uonal Editoria) Bpard, . |~

Supporters of nuclear power
in the labour movement have
made much of the supposed
job losses and shortages of
electricity if the industry was
closed down.

An article in the Autumn
edition of New Ground, quarter-
ly magazine of Socialist Environ-
ment and Resources Associa-
tion) exposes the fallacies in

their arguments, using the
CEGB's own figures!
The author, David Ross,

shows that the CEGB has spare
capacity of about 7000 mega-
watts (MW), even on the coldest
winter’s day, while electricity
generated by nuclear plants
amounts to about 5000 MW.
thus, there would be at least
2000 MW in reserve, even if
nuclear plants were shut down
immediately with no alternative
methods brought in.

Looking at some of the altern-
atives, namely wind and wave
power, often pooh-poohed by
government and industry
spokespeople, Ross reveals that
the CEGB's own experts state
{(in a booklet called Alternative
Energy Sources) that these
could supply sizeable chunks of
the UK's energy needs.

Wind generators situated in
only the most suitable sites,
placed off-shore to avoid dis-
turbing the environment, could
generate enouch electricity to
satisfy our zotal needs.

Wave generators alone could
supply more than enough power
to replace all existing nuclear
plants. The Department of
Energy estimates the cost of
such electricity at 8p per unit,
somewhat expensive. But the
CEGB booklet admits that this
figure would be halved, using a
Norwegian invention. The Nor-
wegian  experimental wave
power station is already produc-
ing electricity at 4p per unit.

The CEGB expert also be-
lieves that tidal energy could
produce 6% of Britain’s energy
needs, comparable to the 10%
now met by nuclear power. Even
without consider.i:g geothermal
(hot rocks and springs) power,
solar power, burning refuse,
conservation measures, use of
“*waste’” heat from power
stations etc., it is clear that there
need be no difficulty in replacing
nuclear energy.

But what about jobs? Figures
of 150,000 job losses are regular-
ly bandied about by Labour En-
vironment spokesperson John
Cunningham or the EETPU'’s
Eric Hammond.

Well, it so happens that the

Les Hearn’s
CIENCE COLUMN

Waves,
and jobs

wind

skills and techniques needed for
constructing, say, wave power
stations are just those available
in some of Britain’s declining
industries. Vickers Engineering
and Shipbuilding have submitt-
ed a design for an Oscillating
Water Column generator which
could produce power at 4p per
unit. Sitting on the ocean floor,
it would need 700 steel tubes,
each 80 metres long, weighing
2300 tonnes. Vickers already
emploves 12,500 workers in
Cumbria, where Sellafield is
sited, and would be well placed
to offer alternative jobs to some
nuclear workers.

Another design for a wave-
generator by Sir John Cockerell,
inventor of the hovercraft, could
employ thesworkforce of Consett
steel works for five years.

Wind generators could supply
employment for the skills of the
aerospace industry, while geo-
thermal power would utilise
drilling and mining skills; etc.,
etc.

In the meantime, the know-
ledge of the nuclear industry
could be put to good use trying
to devise safe ways of disposing
of the dangerous radioactive
waste and equipment left by
Britain’s brief excursion into
nuclear power.

* % & %k

The rest of this issue of New
Ground contains much of inter-
est to socialists and trade
unionists.

Jake Jackson, research officer
for GMBATU, outlines the
threat to workers’ lives and
health posed by Tory cuts in
health and safety and lists prior-
ities for Labour to strengthen
Kle Health and Safety at Work

ot

Two articles establish food
<dditives as a socialist issue. In
one, Melanie Miller describes
the threat to workers’ health in
food factories and details strike
and other action taken by food
workers.

On nuclear power, an update
on Chernobyl paints a grim pic-
ture of future illress and death.
Another article outlines the
nuclear debacle in Brazil and
India, as Western nuclear com-
panies try to find new markets
for their unpopular wares.

New Ground 11 is available
from SERA, 9 Poland Street,
London W1V 3DG. A year's sub
is £3, or for an introductory
copy send 5 17p stamps. Mem-
bership of SERA (including sub
to New Ground) is £9 (£8 by
bankers’ order).

Ireland 69-85

A socialist view

Available from SO: PO |
Box 823 London SE15 |

50p plus p&p
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With another Murdoch “final offer”
now ready to be put to News Inter-
national strikers by way of a ballot,
the national leadership of SOGAT
are not even bothering to disguise
their willingness to capitulate.

This became crystal clear at the
meeting of all chapel officials in News
International last Thursday, with
SOGAT general secretary Brenda
Dean.

A report was given of the sc-called
‘intense’ seven davs of negotiations
which brought forth nothing more than
the previous offer in May. Printers will
not get their jobs back; no union recog-
nition; and a de-unionised plant,
dominated in fact by the EETPU.

The local officials were amazed to
learn that this wasn't even up for
negotiation — it was another take it ot
leave it performance! This does not say
much for the ‘intense negotiations’.

The General Secretary also explain-
ed the NEC's decision that this offer
should go to ballot, which amounts to

o R
Fight

this
closure

Last Wednesday, the Coal Board in
Nottinghamshire announced the
closure of the Hucknall-Babbington
complex. An NUM member in
Hucknall — who cannot be named
because of the likelihood of victim-
isation — explained the reaction.

The pit is 124 years old. There is
plenty of coal in there; the Coal Board
lie when they say it cannot be got out
profitably. There are a lot of geological
faults but they have been there for the
last fifteen years. 1300 men work at the
pit, 120 of them in the NUM.

The main attitude in the pit seems to
be take the money and run. It's dis-
graceful.

The NUM is opposed to all pit clos-
ures. We cannot sell our jobs and,
speaking for myself, I do not want to
move. A transfer to Harworth, for
example, would involve a trip of 40
miles.

Lynk is frightened that he is
going to lose members over this. His
members will take the money. The
UDM might say they are going to fight
it but what with? At the end of the
strike there were just 44 out at Huck-
nall.

By Carol Hall, SOGAT, acting
MoC Times (Personal capacity)

them washing their hands of the res-
ponsibility they have been elected to
discharge. They are, in reality, saying
to the strikers who have cour-
ageously fought for eight months: ‘go
sell yourselves out’. That is what Dean
means when she says that the mem-
bers will decide.

The FoCs/MoCs were resentful at
what Dean and the NEC had done. One
after another called for the General
Secretary to face the members and
explain why she had the audacity to
place this shabby deal in front of them.

All this was to no avail because the
General Secretary made it clear from
the outset that this meeting was for
information purposes only. The local

Following a solid ballot vote last
week for one day lightning strikes,
the mechanics at Murton walked
out on Monday and closed the pit
down. NUM members at the pit
respected their picket line.

Last week, the 8500 Durham
NUM members voted 68% in favour
of a weekday overtime ban on a
75% turnout.

The NUM EC meets again this
Thursday, and there will be big pre-
ssure on the NEC to move to a
national overtime ban. A Yorkshire
Area Council resolution demands a
ballot on an overtime ban.

A South Wales miner from
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NEWS INTERNATIONAL

Wapping sell-out

officials were to have no influence
whatsoever on whether or not the offer
should be put to ballot.

Simple

The strikers’ viewpoint is very
simple: they wish on principle to reject
this disgusting offer. However, they
know that after eight months the
kidology can take place no more.
Unless there are real steps to take the
strike forward — proper escala-
tion, not rhetoric — more and more
people will abandon the dispute, leav-
ing a dwindling force outside the gates
of Wapping.

So new proposals to fight the dispute
must be put forward alongside the call
for rejection.

*A  democratically elected strike
committee, accountable at mass meet-
ings to strikers, which would breathe
new life into the fight, taking it into
Fleet Street and every other shop in

MINERS

Tower Lodge NUM told Socialist
Organiser that he and many others
had been “appalled” when the
NUM EC on 12 September had

KENTURE

London.

*The blacking of all Murdoch’s
titles, such as 'Elle’ magazine.

*The blacking of copy being trans-
ferred across the wire to Fortress
Wapping. Bemrose scab colour pre-
prints need to be turned away by other
Fleet Street houses.

*The call for a 24 hour day of action,
of rallies and demonstrations — a
Wapping day.

*A rota system in every house in
Fleet Street to build the pickets on
certain days in the week.

Confidence

These are things that could carry the
strike forward and give fresh confi-
dence to the strikers. If these things
were really fought for we could move
on to a total 24 hour shut down of Fleet
Street.

This is the way victory can be
snatched from the jaws of defeat.

Durham strikes

made no moves on a national over-
time ban. The South Wales Area is
in the ninth week of their ‘coal
cutting’ overtime ban.

Extend action

By Dion D’Silva

The workers sacked from Kenure
Plastics, Feltham, after trying to
negotiate a decent wage for a 60

Keetons solid

By Dave Barter

IN the 12th week of the dispute at the
Keetons engineering factory in Shef-
field, one member of the strike com-
mittee described their attitude to man-
agement in negotiations as ‘‘put up or
shut up”'.

Although strikers describe manage-
ment's response so far as ‘‘pathetic”
the workers are out for nothing less
than victory — 38 AEU members back
inside the factory.

The strike, provoked by manage-
ment to remove union labour and avoid
redundancy payments, is solid and
looks set to win. The scab haulage firm
JJ Shepherds, is no longer delivering
to the factory and little work is bring
done inside.

Donations

Send donations and messages of
support to: Keetons Strike Committee,
AEU House, Furnival Gate, Sheffield
S1 3HE. Tel: 0742-769041.

hour week, continue to picket five
days a week.

The management is still refusing
to negotiate with ACAS or the local
council and has said that it will
close the factory down since it is
losing money.

Redundancy notices have been
handed out to the remaining work-
ers, mostly women, stating that the
factory will close on 26 September.

Boycott

There are six other Kenure fac-
tories all producing plastic mould-
ings. These are used in the manu-
facture of BMX bikes and IBM
computers. As vet there has been
no concerted effort to gain support
from workers in these factories or
to organise a boycott of products.

Donations to: Kenure Workers’
Support Fund, c/o 18 Staines Rd.,
Hounslow TW3 3J8S.

Organise
students
for
Labour

SSiN is the left faction in the
National Organisation of Labour
Students, which is run by the Kin-
nockite Democratic Left. We also
organise in the National Union of
Students

The spill-over from one to another is
quite great, since NOLS runs NUS
which has over 1.25 million members
and that’s important at any time.

It's especially important now with
the Tory attacks on students and the
whole working class, and with the
looming general election.

In the last election Labour did
incredibly badly amongst the young
voters; for SSiN that’s no surpise.

Unless Labour does something about
its policies it is not going to shake up
society. In fact, though a Kinnockite
government is unlikely to act in the
interests of the working class, it will be
a far better government for us than
Thatcher’s, even though still a govern-
ment which manages capitalism.

Already Kinnock and Hattersley
have been working to reassure the City
that capitalists will be looked after by
Labour and the Party’s ‘new image’ is
designed to give credibility to the pri-
vate and semi-private assurances
which Labour leaders have been giv-
ing.

For us the election campaign should
be starting now. Labour should be at
the forefront of supporting strikes,
organising pickets of councils which
are making cuts, going on to the
estates and holding public rallies to
organise anti-Tory campaigns.

In that way we can bring in new
people who want to fight for socialism,
who will see their role as defending
working class living standards and not
as being passive cheerleaders for
Kinnock.

SSiN believes that fighting inside the
Party is more effective than standing
outside and booing from the sidelines.
We have to argue for our politics inside
the whole working class movement,
and challenge those people who run
Labour as a Party of would-be
benevolent capitalism.

During the rest of the year this
column will tell people what SSin is
doing to organise the left in NOLS and
NUS. It will carry articles about current
student debates on questions like the
Middle East, South Africa and so on.

For more information about SSiN
write to 54A Peckham Rye, London

SE1L3,

Notts pits under attack

Last week’s announcement by the
Area Coal Board that they were
closing Hucknall pit in Notting-
hamshire wasn’t a surprise. We've
known for a long time that they
would be coming for the Notts
pits. They’ve only held off for so
long to give the UDM a chance to
build itself up.

Now that they have thrown the
gauntlet down, what will the UDM do?
I think that Lynk, Prendeghast and the
rest will put the thing out to a ballot
and when they get their no vote will
turn round and say: ‘we were prepared
to fight, the membership wasn’t’’. The
same old story.

The importance of Hucknall goes
beyond the jobs about to be losi. This
closure means that the attack is now
beginning in the Nottinghamshire coal-
field.

The threat is to the whole soft under-
belly of the coalfield — those pits the
Coal Board say are unprofitable. * = *

hetton’s
EEK

Paul Whetton is the secretary
of Bevercotes NUM, Notts.

The tragedy is that if the member-
ship had stood beside us in 1984-5,
we'd have won and this attack would
not have come. Now it is here and they
have got nowhere to run.

I am sure that the NUM branch at
Hucknall will be deciding their res-
ponse and then the Area Council will
come in. I hope that they will say that
they are prepared to argue the case
and then stand up and fight for it.

But we are in a hell of a situation,
being such a small minority. We are
not allowed a voice. And any action we
take would lead to the Coal Board pick-
ing off ringleaders and sacking them.

The issue for the NUM is this: how in
these circumstances are we going to
stop the closure programme that will
swekp through Notts? 1 v 7 7t

We need to start the campaign now,
saying bluntly and clearly that the
NUM in Notts is prepared to stand up
and fight, even while the UDM stands
— or crawls — behind the bosses.

I believe that the decision by both
the Durham Mechanics and the
Durham NUM to take action expresses
the feelings of the rank and file in all
the coalfields. The lads may not be pre-
pared for a major strike; they are cer-
tainly prepared, though, to fight the

Coal Board over its vindictive and
intransigent attitude.
Haslam’s propositions are little

different from what MacGregor said

no movement on the sacked miners, an
imposed pay deal — the old “‘grind-
them-into-the-ground’” attitude. The
response from the rank and file Sdys

that the willingness to fight is there.
What we have to do is coordinate that
fight.

1 think the Coal Board are doing as
much as they feel they can get away
with before a general election. They
know what the Labour Party has at
least promised. We will be looking for
scalps and will not accept the Nurem-
burg trials defence from Coal Board

bosses — ‘‘we were only following
orders”’.

We want to sack the bastards who
sacked us.

At the Labour Party Conference, 1
hope that the smoke about the UDM
will have blown away. They should
recognise that there is one union for
one industry, and that it is the NUM.
Let’s stop all this hedging bets because
of so-called marginal seats.

Even the Kinnock-Hattersley leader-
ship must remember that it was the
1972 and 1974 miners’ strikes that got
a Labour government elected.

.. The danger is that the consensus line

“Will dominate “Conference - and' that -

there will be little talk about socialism.
They will say this is the way to No. 10.
But it is not, and the tragedy of the
situation is that I do not trust my own
Party leadership. It is a sad thing.

We will be pressing at Labour Party
Conference for our demand on the
sacked miners, NUM recognition and a
restructuring of the Coal Board.

In South Africa last week 177 miners
— almost all black — were murdered.
Cyril Ramaphosa was right, it should
never have happened.

Their attitude is labour is cheap in
South Africa, and black lives do not
count for much. Such tragedies will
continue to happen there until the situ-
ation is completely changed — not just
reforms but the overthrow of capital-
ism there.

But we should not forget that the
same attitude — ‘‘the industry and
profits first, the workers a very poor
second” — is alive and kicking in th
British coal industry. That's somethin;
the Notts scabs of 1984-5 are about tc
find out. SRAN WL S el L
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1986 will be seen as the year the nuclear controversy dominated labour
movement debates. In the year of Chernobyl, an incredible 184 motions
on Labour’s conference agenda are on energy policy, 183 against nuclear
power and just one, from Copeland (which includes Sellafield), calling for
keeping it.

Mr John Baker, Chairman of IEX,dashes from a secremeetmg with
the Council near Fulbeck, Lincs., 12 September 1986. Photo: Nigel Clapp.

Pat Phoenix was a good
socialist who was
always ready to speak
out for working people
on platforms for jobs
and peace, social jus-

tice and international-
ism.
Her courage and her
commitment will long
be remembered and we
mourn her passing.
TONY BENN

f 4 ' | Photo: Morning

Last week it looked for a while as if
there would be some movement
away from the political stalemate in
Northern Ireland.

Sir Frederick Catherwood, a Conser-
vative Euro-MP who has been holding
private discussions with all the Party
leaders in Northern Ireland, proposed

IRELAND

that the Anglo-Irish conference should
not meet for two months and that in
that time there should be Unionist-
Nationalist talks on the setting up of a
form of Northern Ireland government
in Belfast which would be acceptable to
a majority of both Catholics and Pro-
testants.

John Hume, the leader of the consti-

It seems inconceivable that
conference will not vote to phase
out nuclear power quickly. And yet

. a certain anti-nuclear majority
at the TUC conference was subver-
ted. During secretive stitch-ups,
NALGO was persuaded to ignore its
own policy and vote for a delaying
tactic of a moratorium on_future
plants and a safety review of exist-
ing ones. An anti-nuclear majority
of over a million became a pro-
General Council one of just 60,000.

Will things go differently at
Labour Party conference? Here, the
game is slightly different. Kinnock
and ‘Cunningham are trying to head
off not a vote against nuclear power
— that is a foregone conclusion —
but a two-thirds majority which in
theory at least guarantees the
policy a place in the election mani-
festo.

Despite overwhelming opposi-
tion to nuclear power amongst
CLPs, the real battle is for the trade
union block votes. With the switch
of ASTMS, firefighters and cine-
technicians, the two-thirds should
be easily won. However, cynics will
remember how union leaders have
sometimes “accidentally” voted the
wrong way or missed the vote!

Trade union delegations will
have the utmost pressure exerted
by a Labour leadership keen to
appear moderate and ‘“realistic”,
who talk of reducing dependence
on nuclear power but only over
several decades!

During that time the world
could see several Chernobyls, accor-
ding to current estimates.

An article in last week’s issue of
Labour Weekly (757) by Peter Hain
and Graham Allen calls for better
facilities for MPs. The two PPCs
argue that improved facilities would
allow the Parliamentary Labour
Party to carry out the jobs the
Party wants them to do.

They also call for a democratic-
ally run Parliamentary Labour
Party as opposed to the present
system which leaves the decision
making in the hands of those “Par-
liamentary Labour Party members
who form the government.”

Hain and Allen say that unless
their conditions of a desk, tele-
phone, an office, two secretaries
and a researcher, all paid for out of
public funds, are met *‘there could
be an action replay of the 1960s
and 1970s Labour governments
where ministers become distanced
from the Party” and “the result
would be disillusion, rebellion and
eventual political disaster”.

“The PLP itself’, they say, ‘should
prepare the necessary motions to
enact this policy immediately upon
coming into government”. They
may be right when they say that
poor facilities and an undemocratic
Parliamentary Labour Party are
causes for Labour’s policies not
being implemented in Parliament.
But I suspect the mdin reasons are
a lack of commitment to socialist
policies by most Labour MPs and
an unwillingness to take a leading
role in fighting for a socialist socie-
ty.
The Parliamentary Labour Party
tends not to be made up of the best
working class socialists elected” be-
causé of their record in the fight for

Labour and Nuclear Power

On the plus side is the support
for phasing out of such as Heffer
and Benn. The latter worked with
the nuclear industry as Minister for
Technology and was lied to, misled
and pressured by them.

The arguments against nuclear
power as it exists at present threat-
en to become overwhelming. Not
only have we been close to disas-
ters several times in its short life
but dozens, if not hundreds, have
suffered and died from radiation-
linked diseases. These include the
leukaemias and thyroid cancers
caused by leaks, deliberate and
accidential, and the cancer deaths
of nuclear workers, whose compen-
sation claims are always settled out
of court.

Mountains of waste accumulate
with no method of disposal. The
problems of dismantling retired
nuclear power stations has yet to
be faced.

The use of “civil”’ plutonium for
atom bombs has gradually been
exposed despite the lies and evas-
ions of Her Majesty’s Government.

Even the economic case for
nuclear power has been severely
dented. After the promises of free
electricity (!), costs turn out not
much different from conventional
sources.

But the double crux of the
debate will be the questions of jobs
and alternative energy sources. The
working class needs serious answers
to these questions. Such answers
exist (see Science Column) and
must be convincingly presented.

By Lol Duffy (PPC Wallasey.
in personal capacity)

socialism! That’s for sure. Many
Labour MPs, and PPCs, see the goal
of getting to Parliament and
beyond that maybe achieving a
place in government as the pinnacle
of their ‘political’ careers.

Think of those stalwarts of
socialism who have been Labour
Party MPs in the past. Ramsey
MacDonald, David Owen, Shirley
Williams, Reg Prentice, — and now
being serialised in the scab Mur-
doch Times, Robert Kilroy-Slick.

The action replay of the 1960s
and 1970s Labour governments is
indeed on the cards, but not be-
cause of the lack of Parliamentary
facilities. It is because the Labour
Party has failed to learn — or refu-
sed to learn — the lessons of past
Labour governments which ran this
bent capitalist system at the

expense of Labour’s own working
class supporters.

Still logjammed

tutional nationalist SDLP commented
that this should not be difficult since
the Anglo-Irish conference anyway
meets only about once every two
months.

Surprise

The surprise was that the leaders of
the two big Unionist parties, lan
Paisley of the Democratic Unionist
Party and James Molyneux of the
Official Unionist Party did not immed-
iately rule it out and at first it looked as
if they might agree to give it a try.

But then they changed tack and
insisted that the Anglo-Irish agree-
ment had to be formally suspended and
its headquarters at Maryfield closed
down before there could be any nego-
tiations.

This would be completely unaccept-
able to the SDLP, and to the British
and Irish governments.

It may be that Paisley and Moly-
neux were hauled back into line by
their own more uncompromising sup-
porters. That is what happened on the
eve of the Unionist Day of Action last
March when Paisley and Molyneux
emerged from discussions with
Thatcher talking about compromise
only to be forced to publicly eat their
own words when they got back to Bel-
fast.

Meanwhile the death toll from sec-
tarian assassinations in Northern Ire-
land rises almost daily. Paisley, for the
first time that anyone can remember,
issued a firm condemnation of the Prot-
estant sectarian assassins.

: Significant

The Protestant reaction to Sir Fred-
erick Casherwood’s proposals is signif-
icant because sooner or later some
centre-stage politicians will be persua-
ded to take their political fives in their
hands and try to work out an agree-
ment with the SDLP within the Anglo-
Irish agreement.

That will speed up the polarisation
within the Protestant community, free-
ing from restraint those who are pre-
pared to resist the Anglo-Irish
agreement by violent means. There are
many such people and some of them
are talking openly about striking at the
South — as the UDA did murderously
by setting off bombs without warning
in Dublin backin 1972.

Careerism is the problem!

The fight for more democracy
in the Labour Party, which was
stepped up after the defeat of the
last Labour government, could have
led to greater democratic control of
Labour MPs and therefore to a
more answerable Labour govern-.
ment. But that campaign has now
been ditched by many who initia-
Hy supported it in favour of the
election of a Labour government at
any cost and by way of the presen-
tation of a respectatle image.

The fight for democracy and
socialists has been replaced by the
drive to out-SDP the SDP. We must
continue to fight for socialism in
the Labour Party. The big lesson of
the last years, when so many
former left-wingers have given up,
is this: the struggle for socialism in
the Labour Party, and throughout
society, can only be won by those
with strong political commitment.

No amount of desks, telephones
and secretaries will improve the
politics of a careerist.




