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Turning to the unions?

EVERY YEAR after Labour Party conference the left experiences a
surge of renewed interest in the unions. After Blackpoo! we can
safely predict yet another round of debate over whether and how
the block vote should be reformed and its use democratised. The
issue is important: however, it past form is anything to go by, in-
terest will fade as the debate goes on, and by next year's trade
union conference season the left will find itself once mere on the
defensive, seeking to combat a much more developed attack.

The right wing have their own axe ¢ grind. Kinnock’s antipathy
to the block vote system, and the willingness of arch new-realist
GMB leader John Edmonds 1o see its influence curbed have noth-
ing to do with any desire for democratisation: neither Kinnock nor
Edmonds has been averse to the systematic use by male-
dominated unions of block votes to crush the demands of Labour's
women's section. But now they see the block vote as an expres-
sion of the collective, class politics of the working class — and as
such an electoral embarrassment. They much prefer the politics of
the passive individual which ‘new realism’ has borrowed wholesale
from Thatcher.

Of course we must not ignore the Labour Party dimension of the
trade union struggle: the line-up of block votes prior to Blackpool
made not only the leadership election but the endorsement of the
policy review documents a formality. Only the defiance of Transport
and General Workers Union leader Ron Todd — under seige from a
Hammondite right wing inside his own union, and desperately seek-
ing to buttress himself with left wing support — offered any respite
from the new realist juggernaut.

While the Tory press kept gquerying whether Todd's stand on
unilateralism represented his members’ views, there is no reason
10 believe that the block votes cast by hard right union chiefs are
necessarily representative of their rank and file. The size of the
fringe meetings that were organised at this year’s union conferen-
ces by the Benn-Heffer campaign, and the support for the campaign
among stewards and union militants showed as usual much
greater support in the unions than the minuscule union vote they
attracted in the leadership election. Labour Briefing’s analysis of
the veting showed some unions voting 40 per cent for Benn, yet
casting block votes for Kinnock.

However this pool of targely untapped supgort also tells its own
story about the way left activists tend to approach the trade unions:
for many, the unions are seen primarily in terms of their block votes
at Labour conference or as a factor in Constituency Labour Party
and other internal Party battles.

This approach is dangerously mistaken. The unions represent
much more than block votes: they are the basic form of organisa-
tion of the working class at workplace level. They must do much
more than decide Labour policy on unilateralism once a year: they
must lead struggles over jobs, pay, and health and safety. And for
the left to strengthen its hand inside the unions, we must be iden-
tified with these bread and buiter issues as well as the jam of con-
ference resolutions and policy debates.

There is a continuaf overtap of issues - all of which point to the
need for the left to become more systematically involved in trade
union struggles. The same union bureaucrats who stitched up the
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leadership election and policy review votes also conspired to iso-
late and ensure defeat for the miners in 1984-5 and the News In-
ternational printworkers: they are even now isolating and betraying
the P&O seafarers. Tom Sawyer and the leadership of the Nation-
al Union of Public Employees are not only right wing in the Labour
Party, but doggedly opposed to strike action to fight cuts or
privatisation in the NHS or local government.

Many campaigning issues taken up by the left in the Labour Party
can aiso be given real teeth in the unions. Obvious examples in-
clude 1aking up the plight of parttime workers, the fight against
low pay, for women’s rights at work, and supporting struggles of
black workers. Some unions already offer opportunities for self-or-
ganisation of black workers and women. Others, like the GMB and
TGWU made only token gestures. '

While the existing union leaderships consistently limit, isolate
and sabotage the disputes which continue to erupt, there has been
a small but significant initiative by left wingers who have learned
the hard way that they must fight for an alternative approach. The
Solidarity Network, drawing together militants from the miners’
strike, the Silentnight strike, the printworkers' strike and other sup-
port movements, was launched a year ago at a conference in
Leeds. Its small beginnings accurately reflected the levels of aware-
ness on the left of the need to organise such work and create a
systematic fightback in the unions which can in turn offer practical
support and leadership to new sections of workers as they hecome
involved in sirike action. The Network has made important links
with the Socialist Conference movement and done useful solidarity
work with P&Q and other disputes, and is to hold a further con-
ference on November 5.

There are other important beginnings of a fightback, with active,
if small, broad lefts in many unicns committed to challenge the
present bureaucratic leaderships.

Such trade union work does not begin or end with Labour Party
issues: indeed there are many important battles to be waged in
unions {NUT, NALGO, civil setvice unions) that are not affiliated to
the Labour Party — but which are also helping to reinforce the new
realisis through the TUC. _

Serious trade union work is a tough fight, battling to organise
the left to oppose the bureaucracy, giving attention to the day to
day detail of workplaces, and becoming invelved in often less than
glamourous disputes, as well as close contact with militants newly
emerging into struggle.

But without such a fight at the base of the unions and the build-
ing of a political opposition to the new realists at the top, workers
are not going to be mobitised to break the right wing grip on the
union structures — including the block vote, There is a real danger
under these conditions that socialism can be reduced to empty
propaganda — and that all the good intentions of following through
Labour’s conference by & renewed fight in the unions could come
to nothing.

Let’s take up the débate on the block vote — but from a position
of strengthened involvement in the unions at every level: that's one
angle of attack Kinnock & Co. will not expect from the left!
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the electricians’ union
(EETPU) fighting to retain
their membership after the
union’s expulsion from the
TUC.

Leaders of the builders’ union

(UCATT) and the Amalgamated

Engineering Union (AEU) have
said that they recognise the
EETPU as a bona-fide trade union
and will not recruit its members or
see its representatives removed
from trade union bodies.

Ford electricians who have
decided to leave the EETPU and
foint the Manufacturing, Science
and Finance union (MSF) have
received a letters from the EETPU
warning them that their action wiii
amount to support to a new hard
left grouping — the Electrical and
Plumbing Industries Union
(EPIU)Y - which is now established
as a union and is recruiting mem-
bers.

Of MSF the letter says: ‘“The
motivation to get you to join the
MSF is purely political — it is the
most left-wing union your repre-

DAVID Blunkett’s reply to the
debate on the Polltax at Labour
party conference showed the

depths to which the Kinnock-.

ites are prepared to sink to be
seen as a respectable party of
government.

He argued that we wanted the
poll tax to be implemented so that
the Tories would be so unpoular
that Labour would be elected. He
showed his complete contempt not
only for those in Scotland being
fined at this moment for refusing
to register, but for the thousands
upon thousands who will have no
choice other thar non-pay-
ment.When the leadership argue
that people will be led into pover-
ty and debt though resistance tothe
tax, they show their ignorance of
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EETPU
Right wing to Hammond’s rescue

HELP is at hand for leaders of

sentatives could find’. A similar
letter has been sent to electricians
working for Manchester city coun-
cil who have also said they will
leave the union,

Militant electricians should
stick to their guns. The most effec-
tive way to destroy EETPU leader
Eric Hammond's credibility is to
leave his union.

Despiie its lagest display of “in-
dependence’ in balloting over
strike action on the GCHQ issue,
the EETPU is a hardened business
union, The Hammond leadership
have set out over a long period to
educale the membership in these
principles. The recent ballot
decision on defiance of the TUC
and risking expulsion showed that
they have had some success. Atthe
same time the Hammond leader-
ship have crushed any opposition
to this procees and stripped the
EETPU of any last vestiges of
democratic structures. If the
EETPU was bad before that ballot,
it will be much worse after it.

The actions of Hammond and
Co, at Wapping have still not been
matched by any other union: join-

ing together with employers io
break other unions; replacing
printers with electicians; using
their own offices to recruit scabs
for Murdoch, and using their own
training centre to train scabs to do
the jobs of strikers. The organisa-
tion they have created is now only
comparable with scab organisa-
tions like the UDM or the new
‘union’ formed by the scabs at
P&O.

We should not treat such or-
ganisations as we would treat a
legitimate but right-wing trade
union. In a right-wing trade union
we would fight ffom the inside, but
with the business unions our aim
should be to break them as soon as
possible. The whole of the left has
called, with some success, for
miners to leave the UDM and join
a proper union — and we should
have the same position with the
EETPU.

Electricians can join either the
appropriate union with negotiating
rights in the industry where they
work — MSF or the GMB or
TGWU - or the EPIU. The

Poll Tax o
Build the Newcastie conference

the reality facing millions under
third term Thatcherism.

The London week of action
against the Poll tax, which greeted
Parliament’s return, was led off by
a successful demonstration in
South London. This is just one of
many initiatives across England
and Wales which demoustrates
that when the left wakes up to the
centrality of this issue there is a
good deal of potential support
which can be mobilised.

The conference called by

“Chesterfield in Newcastle on

Deceber 10th can provide a much
needed forum to generalise the les-
sons of the fight in Scotland, to
bring together activists working
around the campaign and to
publicise the impact of this vicous
attack on the working class.

It is therefore unfortunate that

. some forces within Poll Tax

groups are not responding posi-
tively to this event.The Com-
munist Party in particular, are
witholding support because the
meeting has been called by the
Socialist Conference.They have
yet to explain what they disagree
with in the statement issued to ob-
tain sponsership.But the mere use
of the word ‘socialist” makes their
popular-frontist hackles rise.

In this context it is also
problematic that another con-
ference is being organised in Ox-
ford on Nov 26th. Many activists
have argued that this will result in
a fragmented movement, with the
north prioritising Newcastle and
the south, Oxford. Nor do we
believe that the crucial job at the
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problem the EPIU has is getting
recognition from employers, most
of whom will be loyal 10 Ham-
mond, although the new union is
seeking recognition from a num-
ber of local authorities. One solu-
tion is joint membership of a union
with negotiating rights as well as
the EPIU.

Similas principles should be
followed on trades councils and
other local bodies. It is illogical to
support the expulsion of the

" EETPU trom the TUC and urge its

expulsion from the Labour Party if
itistoberecognised as alegitimate
union at local level. EETPU
delegates should be excluded from
Trades Councils, District Commit-
tees of the Confederation of Ship-
building and Engineering Unions,
shop stewards’ committees and
joint negotiations with employers.

Where EPIU branches, oreven
electricians in holding sections of
other unions, are able te send
delegates they should be accepted
and recognised. -

Alan Thornett

minute is to structure the existing
poll tax organisations; the job of
building such groups through ac-
tions which will publicise the ef-
fects of the tax ts much more of a
priority. '

The stakes are too high to let
sectarianism or orgnaisational in-
eptitude weaken our resistance.
The Newcastle conference must
be built and from it a mass
demonstration, with official
labour movement support called
for April.

Terry Conway

x Conferencé x
‘Build the opposition
to the Poll Tax'
Newcastle Medical School
Decermber 10, 11am-6pm




Chilean Generals view British military hardware

A ROAR of approval went up
around the world as the news
came out that General Pinochet
had lest the plebiscite in Chile
on October 5.

All but the most hardened reac-
tionary or Thatcherite gave a
cheer. You can imagine the scene
in Santiago as people danced
through the night: a serious cause
for celebration.

The breadth of support for the
celebrations in Britain was as wide
as it was in Chile. It was a rare oc-
casion in the recent Labour Party
conference where everyone could
applaud together with equal feel-
ing. But will the dictatorship ac-
tually fall? Does the unity of the
‘vote no’ campaign have any fu-
ture?

The wvote against the
bloodstained dictator represented
a real blow against the right wing
regime, possibly a fatal one; but
only the future will tell. There is
everything to play for, and the ac-
tions of all sides count. The dic-
tatorship has many other lines of
defence {ollowing their defeat in
the plebiscite.

The 1980 ‘constitution of
liberty” still remains in place, a
fraudulent *constitution’ that
legitimises the totally arbitrary use
of executive power. Article Eigh,
prohibiting the establishment of
Marxist or communist partics or
any organisations ‘based on class

Chile

What next after the

warfare’ remains in force.

Pinochet himself still has 18
months mn power under the terms
of the plebiscite even afrer the ‘no’
vote; and if that is not enough, he
ts commander-in-chief of the
armed forces for life: hardly en-
couraging factors in the fight to re-
store democracy, letalone the fight
for socialism.

The good signs are that the
enemy are already beginning to
squabble among themselves. The
right wing’s main man is down, so
the fight is on for a successor, a
new right wing president.

The chiefs of the national police
and both the navy and the airferce
have made comments distancing
themselves from Pinochet, though
navy chief Merino is seen if any-
thing as even more of a fanatical
anti-communist than Pinochet,
Now he is casting doubt on
whether Pinochet will stay the full
18 months, while airforce chief
Matthet has 1alked of possible
negotiations with the opposition.
They are locking for alternative
ways to maintain their power, and
their disagreements on how to do
this, and conflicting personal am-
bitions may well work 1o the ad-
vantage of the Chilean workers
and peasants.

On the other hand, atthough the
wide diversity of those campaign-
ing for a ‘no’ vote helped produce
a successful result, it might also
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celebrations?

work in favour of the regime,
which still won 43 per cent of the
vote. Many from the Christian
Democratic party argued that the
boat should not be rocked in the
pericd leading up to the plebiscite,
and that there should be no mass
protests or demonstrations against
the regime.

These people were wrong; it
was precisely the mass pressure
that forced the regime to take the
risky step of going for a vote. Only
such pressure can lead towards a
real change in the politics of
government and a dismantling of
the military state. That is, of
course, not what the Christian
Democrats are aiming at.

The Christian Democrats
played a key role in Pinochet’s
overthrow of Salvador Allende’s
popular front government in 1973,
and now see themselves as natural
successors to the dictatorship that
they helped set up. They think it is
time for a ‘clean’ change of image
for the government, while retain-
ing the same content. They support
the 1980 constitution.

They see themselves as able to
reach an agreement with the
regime, since they would guaran-
tee immunity for those responsible
for the torture and murder of so
many Chileans. This would kill
stone dead any hopes of real
change foliowing the plebiscite.

The 16 parties which par-

C. GUARITA/REFLEX

ticipated in the ‘no’ campaign
managed to achieve a rare degree
of unity around their limited but
significant aim. On the left as well
there have been less divisions and
in-fighting than has been prevalent
in recent years.

The Socialist Party, MAPU, the
Communists and the MIR agreed
that the plebiscite is only part of a
greater campaign which must in-
volve mass mobilisations against
the regime as a whole. There must
be a clean break from the regime
and no negotiations with it, though
both Socialist Party leader Ricardo
Lagos and the Communist Party
had only recently argued for
negotiations or ‘dialogue’ with the
dictatorship.

The Communist Party shifted
its line substantially to the left as
the campaign went on, adopting
the call for a mass movement to
create conditions for a new
provisional government.

Ricardo Lagos has emerged
from the events as the leading
figure among the left organisa-
tions, though he believes Chileans
are not yet ready to vote again for
a Socialist president, and is repor-
tedly ‘saving himself” for an elec-
toral bid in the 1990s. We will un-
doubtedly be hearing a lot about
him in reports on Chile in the com-
ing year or so.

Gareth Mostyn
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What's happened to Jesse Jackson?

ABOUT 450 years ago, John
Heywood wrote a comedy
called “The Four P’s’. The
play s title referred to four liars
and scoundrels, each of whom
practiced a trade beginning
with the letter ‘P,

Now ‘The Four P’s’ have
returned. Each one of the modem
‘P's” is a liar, a scoundrel and — a
Proletarian!

That’s right! The Fab Four
[presidential candidates] rave
about their proletarian roots.
Michael Dukakis (the unions”
favourite) sings ballads to his im-
migrant father, teenage love,
grocery shopping, and mowing the
lawn on & summer’s day. George
Bush salivates over pork rinds and
country music,

Bush recollects how he packed
his two kids and ‘everything we
had’ into the family Studebaker
and headed west for the Texas
plains. There, he says, they ‘lived
the dream — Little League, you
know, football on Friday night’.
Very touching.

Even Dan Quayle and Lloyd
Bentsen have carried their blue-
collar rhetoric to wherever
workers congregate —labour meet-
ings, county fairs, and union pic-
nics. Speaking before the United
Food and Commercial Workers
convention, Bentsen drawled that
the theme of his campaign was ‘a
good job and decent wages’.
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US Elections

S,

The Democrats charge that the
Republican administration has
‘treated the working men and
women of America with disdain’.
Bui the Republicans are not to be
undone. In their party platform,
they profess that “the bosses of the
Democratic Party have thrown in
the towel and abandoned the
American worker’.

As Jimmy Durante said:
‘Everybody wants to get i on the
act!” Each one of our *Four P's’
wants to be the friend of the
worker. Bui, giventheirrecord, the
Republicans will find it tough
making friends.

Under the recent administra-
tions of both Republicans and
Democrats, poverty has increased.
In 1973, eleven per cent of ihe
population lived under the pover-
ty line. Now poverty is officially
around fifteen per cent. Over thir-
ty million people are listed as
‘Poor’ —another dreaded "P” word.

At this point another kind of
capital ‘P’” comes tomind. Lestany
X-rated words leap out at you, let
me telt you what ‘P’ veally stands
for.

Each one of our ‘Four ‘P’s” is a
Piuwtocrar. Rather than describing
a Mickey Mouse character, a
plutocrat is defined by the diction-
ary as ‘a member of a wealthy
ruling class’. Most of us will
probably never have the oppor-
tunity to shake the hand of a
plutocrat in our lives, even if we

would wish to. We just don’t move
in the same circles.

Generally, what a plutocrat has,
that we seem to lack, is money.
Newsweek, In its August 29 1s5ue,
lists the assets of the presidential
kopefuls, Spendthrift Dukakis
seems to be the poor man of the lot.
He is only ‘worth’ $464,365, but
stands to inherit another $1 million
after his mom’s death,

It appears, furthermore, that
George Bush — after packing his
kids into the old Studebaker—went
on to earn a bundle in the Texas
oilfields. He is worth $2.6 million,
according to Newsweek.

When fellow Texan Lloyd
Bentsen entered politics, he
stepped down from the corporate
boards of Lockheed, Continental
Qil and several other banks and
corporations. But he happily still
retains his ranch, a farm, a $1 mil-
lion town house, and investments
for atotal of at least $10 million in
assets.

Meanwhile J. Danforth Quavie
hangs in with $50 miilion to his
name — though Quayle’s family
has asscts of from $600 million to
over $1 billion, according to most
accounts.

Thus our ‘Four “P’s’ rank
within the wealthiest 0.1 percent of
the population. This small sector,
not coincidentally, owns close to
thirty percent of all privately
owned wealth in the USA.

Of course none of the can-
didates, with the possible excep-

tion of Quayle, is quite in the
category of the Mellons, Morgans
and Rockefellers — families that
control fortunes equal to the assets
of many countries. But as mem-
bers of the same economic class,
the candidates’ inferests are in-
timately linked with those of the
top leaders of American
capitatism.

A review of the hefty contribu-
tions that the capitalist class makes
to the political campaigns of the
Democratic Party may raise
suspicions that the pariy’s agenda
does not exactly coincide with the
theme of *a good iob and good
wages’ for working people.

Lloyd Bentser’s contributors,
for example, include airline
tycoon and union-buster Frank
Lorenzo, ultra-right tabloid owner
and fellow union-buster Rupert
Murdoch, chicken magnate Frank
Purdue {employer of thousands of
underpaid black women), and cor-
poration buyout artist Henry
Kravis — who Is also a member of
George Bush's national finance
comniitice!.

Who pays for such politics — as
usual? As if you couldn’t guess!

Now I know the word that best
describes the four candidates. It’s
Pickpocket.

Michael Schreiber
(reprinted from Socialist Action
(US), September [988)
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‘Shut up, I'm talking!’

THE SUDDEN explosion of
popular anger in the streets of
Algerian cities has shaken the
Algerian ruling autocracy out
its roots. For the last 26 years,
basking in the glory of the one-
million martyrs of the Algerian
revolution, the ruling FLLN has
steered with an iron fist the
young republic towards a
‘brave new world” - a
socialism ‘a4 ’algérienne’
which dazzled a whole genera-
tion of muddle-headed western
revolutionaries into thinking
that it was 1917 all over again!

A quarter of a century later, the
FLN is still hanging on to power
although its ‘socialism’ is in deep
trouble. The ‘socialism’ miracle
was nothing but a mirage on-paper.

Vast prestige projects, par-
ticularly in steel and petrochemi-
cals, engulfed massive invest-
ments but remain semi-paralysed
by the huge bloated state
bureaucracy. Agriculture, based
on state farms established in the
richest farmlands expropriated
from the French colonys can bare-
ly deliverone third of the country s
needs, Ninety-five per cent of the
country’s income comes from oil
revenue, and with the drop in
price, Algeria not only lost 40 per
cent of its state revenue but had no
alternative but to start building up
a huge foreign debt. With the
economy in tatters, the only viable
sector — the parallel market —
floarishes for the benefit of the
racketeering nomenklatura tied to
the state bureaucracy and the
ruling party. Symptoms of

HE ! MOINS FORT
, GUAND JE PRRLE [V

Algeria

Chadii’s headache

economies in ruin are always the
same: inflation, shortage of foed,
corruption, soaring unemploy-
ment that sooner or later lead to so-
cial tensions and explosions.

It is no surprise that President
Chadli’s panacea was to reverse
gear and Thatcherise the economy:
austerity, culs and privatisation of
the huge state sector. For the first
time since the revolution, state
enterprises instructed to make
profits have started making redun-
dancies. Even the symbol of the
collectivist state — the Ministry of
Planning — was abolished in
November 1987.

Chadli began his ‘reforms’
quietly in 1986 when he put his
strategic vision, the ‘national
charter’, to a referendum which he
won averwhelmingly. To put his
charter into motion, Chadli set his
eyes in winning the support of the
FLN congress taking place this
December which not only decides
the main economic orientations for
the next five years but also ap-
points its general secretary to be
the single candidate to the next
presidential election in early 1989.

Chadli saw himself as the only
contender for another term of of-
fice with complete free rein on the
main strategic choices. He took no
notice of the Algerian working
class which he knew was
demoralised by 26 years of the
political desert and saddled with
an ameorphous state trade union —
the UGTA - whose only role was
1o prevent workers from acting to
defend their interests. This time,
however, workers were for the first
time confronted with redundan-
cies, wage freeze and a sharp fall
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intheir standard of living. Sections
of the FLN, with their sympathis-
ing wing in the UGTA, who are
hostile to Chadli’s liberalisation
plans were keen to see some unrest
developing, but only sufficient to
put them into a better bargaining
position. They quickly gave sup-
port and encouraged the first wave
of strikes by car workers at the
Ruiba-Reghaia heavy vehicle fac-
tory (Bertiet). Having made their
point, they started ushering car-
workers back to work when dis-
aster struck. Post-office workers
came out on October 2nd and
called for a general strike. Two
days later, the first skirmishes be-
tween unemployed and student
youth and the police transformed
the sttuation. Soon the rebellion
embraced the whole country.
Street riots spread to Blida, Mos-
taganem, Oran, Constantine and
even Annaba — Chadli’s home
towr.

Whether emulating the less
recent breadriots in Egypt, Tunisia
and Moroccoe, or the infifada in
Palestine, Algerian youth vented
their anger on every symbol of
opulence and state corruption,
Luxury shops, town halls, police
stations, government offices, state
supermarkets — Galleries Al-
gerienne, Souk al Fallah -
Mouhafdahs (FLN district offices)
went up in smoke. Chadli knew
that he had to stop this from be-
coming a general conflagration
and he ordered the army tonip it in
the bud. Riot police, gendarmerie,
paratroopers, tanks, and helicopter
gunships confronted the
demonstrators leaving a trail of
dead and wounded. Few Algerians

believed their people’s army
capable of such a ruthless blood-
bath.

Having quashed the revolt,
Chadli addressed the nation and
proposed constitutional reforms as
if they were a concession, His real
agenda was 1o defuse the situation
and start reoccupying political
positions from his adversaries.
Soon after his speech, thousands
of civil rights activists, trade
unionists, and politicians were
rounded up and will be tried as
rioting hooligans. At the same
time, state supermarkets were
flooded with luxury goods and
food mever seen on shelves for
several years.

To what extent the popular ex-
plosion has shifted the balance of
forces before the next FEN con-
gress remain 1o be seen. What is
certain is the sudden confident
mobilisation of the working class
which belied all those who have
denied that it could play a role
anymore in the political life of the
country.

What is also certain is that the
crisis of a state capitalist class, per-
haps the most developed in the
Arab world, will open a new chap-
ter in the demise of Arab
nationalism. Whether Chadli sur-
vives with the help of amuch more
naked military dictatorship and/or
in alliance with the fundamen-
talists, will not resolve the long
term problem of a decaying state
capitalism.

Only the Algerian working
class can resolve them. For this, an
Algerian Solidarnosc is still to be
built.

Jim Boumelha
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British nurses: abandoned by union leaderships

British nurses need French lessons!

FRENCH nurses, inspired by
the example of the British
nurses’ strikes earlier this year,
are now showing British health
workers how it should be done.

While Tory health secretary
Kenneth Clarke was still giving
unions the run-arcund on the fund-
ing and implementation of last
spring’s pay award and regrading
exercise, 240,000 French nurses
were hitting the streets in a mas-
sive one-day strike on September
29.

And as leaders of COHSE and
NUPE were publicly snubbed and
refused even a meeting with
Clarke to discuss unresolved grad-
ing issues — and the government
insisted gradings would be
unitaterally imposed on nursing
staff — French nurses stepped up
the pressure with a huge £00,000-
strong national demonstration and
a programme of rolling 24-hour
strikes.

One obvious difference is that
while the British nurses who have
taken action are largely organised
in unions (mostly the Confedera-
tion of Health Service Employees
(COHSE), with the National
Union of Public Employees

Page 6

{NUPE) more reluctant to sanction
strikes), only five per cent of
French nurses are unionised. Their
mushrooming strike movement
has not therefore had to contend
with indifference or outrighs
sabotage from national union offi-
cials, and has been led instead by
an unofficiat nurses’ coordinating
committee including trotskylsts
from the Ligue Communiste
Revolutionnaize.

This rank and file body began
meeting in Paris to formulate pay
demands last April, and was at first
attended by 100 nurses from 22
hospitals. By mid-September it
had grown to 500 nurses from 108
Paris hospitals and 12 in the
provinees.

Such has been the success of
this coordination in expressing the
anger of nurses at their low wapes
and worsening conditions that
they have even forced the reluctant
burcaucrats of the Communist
Party-dominated CGT union con-
federation into action, creating
links with other groups of public
sector workers pursuing their own
pay demands againsi the Rocard
government.

This pattern — partly reflectiing

the extremely low level of unien
organisation in France - is very
different from events in Britain,
where the January and February
explosion of militancy has been
ground down by months of inac-
tion and indecision from national
officials. The Tory government’s
shrewdly ‘generous’ pay award
with its intricate regrading
proposals has also bogged down
many activists for months on end.

The result has been the irony of
French nurses marching under the
slogan ‘British nurses beat
Thatcher, we can beat Rocard’,
while British nurses themselves
have in many argas run into
stonewalling managers refusing to
concede them the grading (and
therefore the pay} to which they
are entitled.

Kenneth Clarke’s well-trum-
peted concession of an extra
£138m towards funding the
nurses’ pay award still leaves a gap
of at least £60m, on top of
shortfalls on other pay settlements
in the NHS, and a widening gap
caused by sising inflation. The Na-
tional Association of Health
Authorities has warned that 94 per
centof health districts are planning

cutbacks to balance their books:
this will make them even more
stubborn in resisting union appeals
over grading claims.

However, it now secems that
COSHE’s key basc of psychiatric
nurses are emerging on the scene,
and may push the unions into a na-
tional ‘work to grading’ policy,
beginning with some large Lon-
don Hospitals.

Meanwhiie, flummoxed by
Clarke’s tactics, union leaders
have again handed the initiative
back to the anti-strike Royal Col-
lege of Nursing, making no call for
industrial action (either strikes or
‘work 1o grading’} to enforce the
pay deal and prevent further at-
tacks.

As a new winter of crisis ap-
proaches, the lack of a rank and file
movement remotely comparable
to the French nurses’ movement
underlines the real problem — a
resounding silence from national
leaders and a feeling of local isola-
tion. Socialists in health unions
and elsewhere should be redou-
bling their efforts to break this
isolation and build support for a
new round of struggle.

Harry Sloan
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The market leaves thousands in sub-standards hostels.

The Housing Act: The Tories go to market

THE TORIES plan to do away
with council housing., The
timescale is ten years and there
are still four and a half million
council homes left to go. The
successful ‘right to buy’ policy
of Thatcher’s first term has al-
ready put them a fifth of the
way there; but it is running out
of steam.

The Housing Act which will be-
come law next month aims to take
the Tories nearer their goal by es-
tablishing & free market in rented
housing. The mechanisms for
doing this contained in the Act are
four fold:

e decontrolling rents to
produce ‘market rents’.

@ creating new, less secure
tenancies.

® imposing Housing Action
Trusts (HATs) which will compul-
sorily purchase certain estates, do
them up, and sell them off 1o
private landlords.

® catalysing the privatisation of
estates (the misnamed ‘tenants’
choice proposal) by a combination
of undemocratic procedures,
squeczing council spending op-
tions and tax enticements to

prospective landlords.

In sum, the act is a developet’s
charter. But it is not without con-
tradictions. While the Tories will
certainly be able to continue un-
dermining local authority housing
by forcing changes in its financing
which will cause rents to double, it
is not clear yet whether developers
will risk capital on a large scale on
buying council estates who can’t
afford the rents. Simply, there’s
more morney to be made elsewhere
- not least, while the boom lasts,
in buying homes for owner-oc-
cupation. So far, the Tories won't
commit themselves to paying
housing benefit at whatever level
is demanded by the landlord or
‘market’. On the contrary, they're
committed 1o paying less.

One obvious consequence of all
this will be a dramatic increase in
homelessness. Already there are a
quarter of amillion people official-
ly classed as homeless (double the
1979 figure) and this doesn’t in-
clude many categories of people
{youth, single people and so on)
with nowhere to call home. You
will see the numbers will double
but the figures will halve as the
Tories will almost certainly intro-
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duce legisltation (o redefine home-
jessness. Just as 16-18 year olds
are no longer unemployed, anyone
not actually sleeping under the ar-
ches of Charing Cross will be
deemed to be housed.

And overturning the Homeless
Persons Actis not the only thing in
the pipeline. Expect further bills
soon to change the financing of
council housing.

Can a fightback be buili? Al-
ready the tenants movement is un-
dergoing a significant revival.
Meetings in the six areas due for
the first HATs have drawn
thousands of anxious tenants op-
posed to the private sector. Cer-
tainly at estate level some victories
will be chalked up. The onus is on
the Labour Party, local authority
trade unions and Labour councils
to co-ordinate these struggles and
lead an attack on the government’s
policy. Isittoo late to point out that
a sustained campaign of non-im-
plementation of the poll-tax would
be the best basis on which to build
it?

Now that barbarism has become
an obvious basic plank of govern-
ment policy it it time for Labour’s

A. MOGRE /REFLEX

leadership to act. Yet, bedazzled
by the apparent success of the
Tories, the Labour Party has
frozen in the middie of the road
like a small animal transfixed by
the headlights of the Tory jugger-
naut.

Rather than wait to be run over
asocialist policy for housing needs
to be developed. The starting point
for such a policy is the reform of
the owner occupied sector — now
65 per cent of all homes in Britain,
Ending mortgage interest tax
relief, imposing a capital gains tax
on sales and taking second homes
into public ownership would slow
things down. That should be fol-
lowed by the nationalisation of the
land to make rational planning
possible. In addition there is an ob-
vious immediate need for an emer-
gency building programme to
house ihe homeless, cater for new
household formations, and to
replace the crumbling Victorian
terraces against which DIY en-
thusiasts wage their weeckend
losing batiles. The time to start it
is now.

Mick Cattlin
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THE ‘Beat the Blues’
demonstration called outside
Tory party conference by Sus-
sex area National Union of Stu-
dents {NUS) against student
loans and voluntary member-
ship of NUS drew 3000 stu-
dents.

It was not supported by the Kin-
nockite leadership who claimed
that it was a general anti-Tory
mobilisation, rather than one
focusing on education policies.

Yet again they showed their
determination to put their support
for political pluralism above the
need to defend the interests of stu-
dents. The Socialist Workers’
Party (SWP), numerically the
largest left force within NUS also
failed to mobilise seriously, send-
ing only their comrades from those

Wanted:
A new force in student politics

colleges already supporting the ac-
tion. Secialist Organiser and their
pressure group Socialist Students
in NOLS (SSiN), proved by their
poor turnout once again their in-
ability to be anything more than an
influential pressure group.

The largest contingent on the
demonstration was composed of

- students from Coventry Poly,

where over 1000 students living in
poly accomodation are currently
on rent strike.

First year students arriving at
the poly were forced to sign con-
tracts and pay money for rooms
that they had never seen before.
Some students are paying as much
as £36.50 per week for breakfast
and tea (both inedible and a ten
minute walk away!} and a very
damp room. This can be compared
to the government’s estimate of

£14. 60 for rent contained in the
grant.

Rooms had not been cleaned
over the summer, there are ashes-
tos doors, wiring is 30 years out of
date, and launderettes have
machines which last functioned
over four years ago. People with
children, including single parents,
are in halls that are five miles from
the Poly and therefore being iso-
lated from student life.

At the same time the Poly has
improved the customer side of the
refectory, so that it now looks nice
for conference lunches but the
food for students remains tragical-
ly poer and the standards in the
kitchen appallingly low.

The conference called by the
lefe caucus at Manchester
Polytechnic on November 26th
gives an opportunity to build on

BAe:

WORKERS at a third Royal
Ordnance depot, this time at
Hamble, near Southampton, have
walked'out when faced with closure
and redundancy by British
Aerospace management. They fol-
low workers at the Patricroft muni-
tions factory near Manchester, and
the armaments plant at Bishopston
near Glasgow, who walked out on
strike when BAe announced 2,000
redundancies to be introduced
across two plants over the next itwo
years. -

There are now reports that this is just
the start, and that BAe plans to close ten
plants across the group withaland value
of over £1 billion and a loss of 30,000
jobs in what has been described as an
‘orgy of asset stripping’. BAe has also
announced the closure of two thirds of
the Austin Rover complex in Cowley
with a loss of over 6,000 jobs

BAeacquired the ordimance factories
in April last year for just £190m, and
this year bought up the Austin Rover
Group for amere £150m with £350m of
debts written off. The Royal Ordnance
purchase involved 16 sites with 7,000
acres of MOD land — valued as ‘current
use” for the purposes of the sale. Now it
emerges that once the plants are closed
and the land released onto the specula-
tive market it will be worth multi-mil-
lions more.
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the asset strippers

These acquisitions make BAe the
biggest property company in the
country.

The Labour front bench has
demanded a parliamentary inquiry into
BAe asset-stripping as parliament
resumes after the summer recess. They
say that there is evidence that Royal
Ordnance factories were undervalued
by millions of pounds when they were
privatised last year.

The strikes demonstrate the impor-
tance of taking immediate action, since
they have produced more results in a
week than had been achieved at Austin
Rover in the months since their closure
announcement in August, and right-
wing convenors have repeatedly block-
ed any action —even a clear rejection of
the closures. As a result, the issue
dropped out of the news and has rarely
been mentioned by trade union or
Labour leaders at national level.

Shop stewards at Ordnance factories
have pledged a nation-wide boycott of
any work moved into their plants from
the sites to be closed. They have estab-
lished a campaign to defend the plants
and are to tobby partiament on the issue
this week. There is now a clear need for
a joint campaign and jeint action by
workers in all the threatened plants right
across the BAe asset-siripping empire.

Alan Thornent
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the sort of anger and militancy
developing in Coventry and else-
where and 1o begin to construct an
afternative leadership in the NUS.
Itis necessary to build a left that
answers the day-to-day questions
of grants and education cuts but
which also fully supports the right
of self-organisation for women,
biack people and lesbians and gay
men and. which opposes im-
perialism in Ifeland and Palestine.
The Manchester conference
must be the start of such a new and
necessary challenge to the Kin-
‘nockites.
Carl Tayior
Ik Conference k.
‘For a New Left
in NOLS and the NUS

November 26th
Manchester Poly
Details: Trevor 061 231 5738

Spycatcher: Tory suppression overturned M5 exposed




Labour Party statement on
freland:

Y riting o 2
withdr:

In September the Labour Party published a 32-page document
outlining its ‘democratic socialist programme’ for achieving an
endto ‘violence, poverty and division’ in Ireland. The document,
complete with foreword by the Right Honourable Neil Kinnock
MP, is the party’s most important document on Ireland for a very
fong time — 1o judge, at least, by its length.

The Labour leadership’s usual con-
tributions on Ireland consist of attempts
to outdo the government in its condem-
nation of ‘terrorist’ violence or its con-
gratulations to the SAS. Given this,
some people might interpret the publi-
cation of the document as a great step
forward for the withdrawal movement.

It is understandable that the lefi might feel a
sense of victory, in that the leadership has been
forced to say something on Ireland other than
its usual knee-jerk reactions to the latest
*atrocity’. But it would be foolish and prema-
ture to start popping champagne corks (or
whatever it is that anti-imperialists do on these
occasions) at this point.

The approach outlined in the document goes
as follows. The Labour Party is a democratic
party and therefore it will not make any chan-
ges in the sovereignty of the six-counties
without the consent of the majority. However,
it is in favour in principle of a united Ireland
sinceitrecognisesthat*...the national question,
and hence the border, is central to the “troubles”
and that only the resolution of that question can
bring peace’. Hence it will embark on a politi-
cal programme designed to win the consent of
the loyalists to a united Ireland.

The loyalists will be givena veto on the ques-
tion of sovereignty but they will not be given a
vefo on policies designed to win ‘consent’. The
document’s authors admit that they don’t know
how they will measure ‘consent’ but they assure
us that a future Labour government will be able
to ascertain somehow that ‘consent’ was being
given.

The two key words in the document are
reform and harmenisation: reform of the north
and harmonisation with the south. Iis only
criticism of the Anglo-Irish Accord is that there
is not enough reform and not enough har-
monisation in it. Irish people everywhere will
be delighted to hear that what the Labour Party
has in store for them is some weighted average
of the economic, legal, political, educational
and cultural institutions of the 6- and 26- coun-
ty statelets.

. The reform part of the programme is
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designed to achieve ‘the erosion
of historically and culturally
entrenched communal an-
tagonisms to enable a united
Ireland to funetion
harmoniously’.

Thus it gives the impression
that the problem with Ireland is
the obsession of its people with
history and with religion —a typi-
cally anti-Irish racist assumption.
The more detailed aspects of Labour’s reform
programme are not greatly different from what
it promises the working classes of England,
Scotland and Wales.

It will “introduce medsures designed to begin
to reverse the extreme inequalities which have
resulted from the market-based policies of the
Conservative Government'. For instance, it will
create a.unit of the Northern Ireland Office to
co-ordinate state investment and economic as-
sistance.

[t will co-ordinate European and external in-
vestment and it will increase public spending on
housing and infrastructure.

The document states that ‘“Much of Labour’s
longer-term economic strategy will be based on
the strengthening of economic ties with the
Republic’. Given the disastrous state of the 26
county economy, that is a statement more like-
ly to encourage nationalists to sign up with lan
Paisley than to encourage loyalists to consent to
the removal of the border!

On political reform: ‘A Labour administra-
tion will promote the negotiation of an agreed
system of devolved government including a
power-sharing executive as envisaged in the
Anglo-Irish Agreement’. However, if *political
parties’ (it doesn’t specify which) don’tagree a
structure for a devolved government, a Labour
government witl continue with direct rule. Even
if such a devolved government struciure could
be agreed, the document warns that a Labour
government witl continue to hang onto direct
control of any areas it sees fit.

The second half of this political programme
is designed to win consent — ‘harmonisation’.
To carry out this programme, a Labour govern-
ment would use the institutions set up by the

British Troops in Dubiin, 1917

Anglo-Irish Agreement — an agreement which
has failed in every possible respect. In place of
any recognition of this fact, we have a proposal
to expand the scope and resources of the Agree-
ment, the Inter-Governmental Conference and
the secretariat which services it. There’s noth-
ing like starting out on a sound footing!

Among the subjects due to be harmonised are
the economy, social security provision, educa-
tional provision, legal structures and last, but
most certainly not least, security. To facilitate
the latter, ‘measures will have to be taken to
rebuild public confidence in the respective
police forces and other security services’. In
particular, we can look forward to the eventual
integration of the different agencies. Readers
{and Robert Russell) will be forgiven if they
were under the obviously mistaken impression
that this is one bit of harmonisation which has
already taken place. .

So there we have it, the biggest document on
Ireland the Labour Party has produced for many
years — one page for every county in Ireland.
Yetinalmostevery respect itis a waste of paper.
It will not contribute one iota to Irish unity or to
furthering the rights of Irish people to determine
their own future. In fact, it explicitly rules out
the one policy which might achieve thatend —a
commitment and a timetable to withdraw.

Perhaps this is all we can expect from a
leadership which picks out as one of the three
failures of successive British governments, the
failure ‘to steer Northern Ireland’s people
towards a just and democratic accommodation
of their differences’.

If only that were the worst of it.

Jean Reilly
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Labour party conference demonstrated the scope of
Kinnock’'s ambition to re-fashion the party into one that
would be seen by the ruling class as fit to govern.The
Policy review and Kinnock’s speech firmly establish that
the leadership wish to manage capitalism more efficiently
thanthe Tories.But conference also indicated that the left
has not been crushed and in some ways is stronger than

a year ago.

The decision of Benn and Heffer to run
in the leadership elections against Kin-
nock and Hattersley was never seen
primarily as a contest about votes.
Rather it was a political stand to attempt
to stem the tide of new realism which
seeks to change the whole nature of the
british labour movement. The challenge
acted as a focus for many militants in-
cluding outside the Labour party. Cer-
tainly it is the case that without it the left
would have been in an even weaker posi-
tion after Blackpool.

Through introducing a series of rule changes
{(the infamous agenda 2} which had not been
discussed anywhere in advance, the leadership
have taken a gigantic step o undermining the
sovereignty of conference and moving towards
an individual membership party on the same
lines as most european Social Democratic par-
ties. The most important changes are the
decision to centralise all membership applica-
tions through Watworth Rd, the decision that
20% of the PLP have to nominate someone
before there can be a leadership challenge, the
imposition of bye election candidates and
suspending members under investigation.
These are designed to produce a much more
passive membership and could lcad to inten-
sification of the witch hunt. Further it was made
clear both during and after conference by Kin-
nock that decisions by conference were fairly
meaningless given the Policy Review.,

The most dramatic event of the week was
Ron Todd’s pre-prepared speech to the Tribune
rally in which he made a passionate defence of
unilateralism. This intervention clearly
changed the mood of conference from one in
which teh leadership had complete control to
one in which there was hope of some successes
for the left. While Todd himself wishes to dif-
ferentiate between support for the ‘dream
ticket’ and support for thier policies, neither the
leadership nor the media will brook such sub-
lteties. The press gave Todd the Scargill treat-
ment not because they don’t know the dif-
fernce, but becuase the right need to isolate him.

There was no serious challenge to the
presence of the EEPTU scabs at confernce.
Several constituency delegates raised the point
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at the begining of con-
ference and were fobbed
off. But no one single
trade union delegation
raised the issue —not the |
NUM nor the printers.
Twice during the week
EEPTU speakers came
to the rostrum and were
heckled when delegates mainly from the CLP’s
realised what was going on. But it was yet
another illustration of the strength of new
realism in the labour and trade union movement
that no effective protest was mounted.

Conference saw a further stage in the dis-
mantling of the youth organisation with the set-
ting up of a National Youth Campaigns Com-
mittee, which will be dominated by the soft left
and in which the LPYS will have only a
minority voice. This committee will elect the
youth representative on the national execetu-
five commitee, and only the full national execu-
tive can now convene the national youth con-
ference. The debate on the women’s
organisation demonstrated that while the
leadership would like to go down the same road
here, they are more cautious because the
balance of forces is less favourable. They are
determined not to acceed to women’s demands
for more control and are hoping to use the trade
union block votes (o get their way. As they have
not yet managed to come up with a complete
solution, the cosultation will go on another
year. Strong campaigns need to be developed
to defend the women's organisation and extend
its voice within the party.

The debate on Black Sections saw an impor-
tant new development in the discussion with a
reselution from Pollock which called for con-
sultation on the setting up of a black socialist
society, in line with earlier calls made by
TGWU deputy leader Bill Morris. The resolu-
tion itself was ambivalent, supporting the right
to black self organisation but using neo-
colonialist language in its reference to “blacks
and asians’, It characterised the debate around
black sections as a ‘problem’. And while the
mover made clear that in his view they were
talking about a black organisation not a anti-
racist club for white liberals, this is not spelt out
i writing — giving the NEC a chance to decide

Donald Dewer: dampening poll tax resistance

WAYNE EDGINTON

otherwise. Labour Briefing calied for a vote
agamnst on this basis. Black Sections themsel-
ves called for abstention on the resolution —
probably an indication of differences amongst
their ranks about the best tactics in the situation.
They intend to particpate in the consulation
which will be an important process but which
is likely to receive treatment from the NEC as
contemptuous as that suffered by youth and
wotnen.

The standard Black Sections resolution itself
was defeated but did receive support this year
from NUPE. It is vital that over the next year
the consulation is used to build incresed sup-
port for Black Sections themselves rather than
getting lost in cosy chats with Walworth
Road.The left needs to take on board the ideas
raised in ‘Black Agenda’ and intergrate them
into our policies and practice.

The debate on the poll tax was a frustrating
non-event. Whereas at the special conference in
Scotland the forces supporting non-payment
were strong enough to answer the leaderships
challenges; that we would lead people into mas-
sive debt through a non-payemnt campaign,that
labour could not advocate breaking the faw, in
Blackpool the retort was much less
developed.This is clealy an indication that
building a mass camapign against the tax that
can alter this balance of forces is a major
priority for the left in England and Wales.

The discussion on Palestine was contradic-
tory. On the one hand conference passed policy
supporting the intifada, recognising the PLO as
the sole legitimate representative of the Pales-
tinian people, supporting Palestinian self-deter-
mination and calling for Israeli withdrawal
from the ‘Occupied Territories’. At the same
fime it supported the NEC statement, which
pretends that an Israeli Labour govemment
would offer a way forward, offers no support to
the uprising and calls for a Palestinian
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homeland in the same way that South Africa
creates bantustans. Despite these problems, the
fact that the composite was passed is a major
step foward on this crucial issue.

On Ireland the resolution opposing employ-
ment discrimination was passed — a small but
significans step forwad.But on the key question
of withdrawal there was little support .Only the
ACTT and the NCU among the trade unions are
likely to have voted for it {there was no card
vote), It is vital that the *Year of Action’ is used
to build a much stronger current in the unions
and constituencies which will support
withdrawal.

The key decisions of conference on which
the leadership was defeated were:

#® one womarn on every shortlist,

@ for a national minimum wage and 35 hour
week; opposition to employment training (ET)
schemes,

@ reaffirmation of unilateralism.

The decision on one woman oa very shortlist
was opposed by the NEC explicitly on the basis
that it would undermine shortlists of one,
making clear that this was a victory not only for
women buton the question of party democracy.
The decisions on minumum wage, 35 hour
week and ET schemes were a shot fired by the
unions and the TOGWU in particular to warn
Kinnock there were limirs as to how much they
were prepared to concede io
Thatcherism. This understood in the
context of Todd’s stitch up of the
TGWU exectutive to unanimously back
Kinnock-Hattersley. The message is
‘we will support your leadership and
most of your policies but there are
limits’. While we have no illusions in
these forces, we have to look at the pos-
siblity of devloping concrete campaigns
for the implementation of these policies
in which we attempt to involve them to
make sure the line is held at next years
confercnce.

Obviously defending the decision on
unilateralism is particularly important.
We should understand that Kinnock was
always clear that this would be the most
difficult battle to win, which is precise-
Iy why it is not dealt with in the policy
review. And he has made it clear that he
will ignore conference decisions on this
and everything else.

All these victories were won because

of the support of the trade unions especially the
TGWU. Itis clear that one of the things that will
be up for decision at next years conference and
wiil dominate discussion over the next year is
the question of the realtionship between the
trade unions and the CLPs and the question of
the block vote. Obviously we have a position
that the way the block vote is used is un-
democratic. This must be raised consistently
whether or not votes are going our way. We
should peint out that the leadership is inconsis-
tent on this question — they only started to howl
about the block vote when if went against them.
We are in favour of democratisation of the
block vote; for a campaign for consultation of
members of unions on policy before votes are
cast and for the expression through voting of
minority and majority positions. There is jus-
tifiable resentment in the CLPs about mar-
ginalisation, exemplified at this conference not
only in the few constintuency speakers that
were called, but even in the seating arrange-
menis which meant that many CLP delegates
were ottt of sight of both the chair and the TV
cameras. We believe that the CLPs should have
mere say in decision making than currently, but
we should take time 10 discuss out whether we
support Benn’s 50/50 formula or a different
breakdown. But the key thing is that it is neces-
sary 1o go on the offensive over the question of

Jeremy Corbyn addressing Briefing fringe meeting
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trade union democracy at the same time as to
take to fight to defend and extend socialist pol-
cies into the unions, Detailed discussions need
to take place over the next menths to elaborare
precisely what demands the left should raise
and what organisational structure is best
equiped to take up this battle.

The results of the leadership contest were
clearly worse than the left had hoped. Benn won
(.340% in the affiliated organisations, 3.872%
in the Constituency Labour Party section and
5.185% in the Parliamentary Labour Party sec-
tion: totalling 11.3709%. In the Deputy leader-
ship contest Hattersley took 31.339% in the af-
filiated organisations section, with Heffer
getting 0.007% and Prescott 8.654%. In the
CLPS, Hattersley took 18.109%, Heffer 4.06%
and Prescott 7.845%; in the PLPS they got
17.376%, 5.430% and 7.195% respectively.
This gave them a total of Hattersley 66:823%,
Heffer 9.483% and Prescott 23.64%. In par-
ticular Hattersley’s vote in the constituencies is
a sign of the strength of those Kinnock sup-
porters who will back Hattersley as part of the
ticket.

The campaign had a number of weaknesses.
In particular, the ambivalence aboui whether to
go ahead meant that when the decision was
finally taken thére was insufficient opportunity
to take the debate into the trade unions. There
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- asan excuse forifie
the tabour roven

have also been difficlties about the
democracy of the campaign with
regional organisers being imposed on
local camapigns with no priordiscus-
sion with them. These weaknesses are
not particular to the Benn Heffer cam-
paign but of the whole Labour left. But
coming out of Labour party con-
ference steps are planned that will im-
prove the situation.

The Campaign Group has launched
‘Campaign "89” on the basis of a twin
track approach: campaigning within
the the party for socialist policies and
elected representatives to carry them
out; and campaigning outside the party
together with other movements
‘through the Socialist Conference
network’ around issues such as the
Poll Tax and Employment Training
and towards the development of alter-
native policies. It is pledged 1o take up
the debate on policy into the unions in
a way that was not done this time.
Campaign "89 is also commited to or-
ganising national meetings of repre-
sentatives of the regional camapigns
for socialism, trade union broad lefts
and other national campaigns.There
rerains some discussion about the exact na-
ture of these meetings, but the iniative is un-
doubtedly a sign that the Campaign Group in-
tend to broaden their base over the next year
and understand the need to turn to the unions.

While there has not been a clear decision to
stand for the leadership next year, this 1s being
discussed very openly. The conditions of this
debate are much betier than last year, because
it is earlier, because it follows a positive chal-
lenge this vear and because there are develop-
ments within the soft left which were not taking
place a year ago.

The Labour Co-ordinating Committee
(LCC) fringe meeting saw John Prescotr attack
Robin Cook for his position of non-payment of
the Poll tax. The fact that Prescott himself was
on the platform was an indication of the LCCs
ambivalence towards the leadership challenge.
Within this context, David Blunkett’s message
to the Tribune Conference on October
22nd/23rd comes as no surprise. He says ‘It
cannot be stressed to strongly that there is a
need for those who reject the sectarianism of
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Todd: dramatic intervention

the left t¢ regroup so that they are neither
manipulated by the centre-right or the op-
positionalist left, Too many party members
who yearn for a cohesive and positive left ap-
proach, existing groupings inside and outside
the parliamentary party appear to have lost that
role’,

He argues that a new group needs 1o be set
up, which is differcent from either Tribune or
the Campaign group. Peter Hain, who has been
arguing for left re-alignment for some time,
claims that Tribune is no longer an identifiable
left force. Rather he argucs, it has been *a forum
through which the leadership can pull people
into line’.

These developments, important in themsei-
ves, have even greater weight because Todd
and the Transport and General Workers Union
‘left’ are very much involved in the Tribune
mileuw. It is vital that Chesterfield and the Cam-
paign group have an orientaion to drawing
these forces into joint activity at the same time
as being clear about the need for a leadership
challenge and the need to fight the witchunt.

WAYNE EDGINGTON

The Chesterfield movement isina
stronger position than it was over a
year ago and clearly many of those
mobilised through the Benn Heffer
campaign can be won to its banner.
The key-events over the next months
include November Sth’s Solidarity
‘Conference, sponsored by Chester-
field, which will provide 4 forum to
discuss the lessons of recent in-
dustrial disputes and map out
solidarity tasks. The fact that
Chesterfield has agreed in principle
to organise a major conference next
autumn needs to be built as a way of
strengthening the trade union lefts.

The December 10th conference on
the Poll Tax will provide a vital op-
portunity to bring together militants
from Scotland now facing fines for
non-registration with those from
England and Wales, where aware-
ness of the viciousness of Thatcher’s
flagship policy is beginning to be
more widely understood.

Febuary's Women for Socialism
conference provides a wejcome op-
portunity to begin to establish a real
national current of socialist

feminists, and must be seriously built in the
Labour party, in the tradé unions, among les-
bians and black women and in the many single
issue wormen’s campaigns.

Other important iniatives include conferen-
ces around Gorbachov, on democratic rights
and on green politics. These initiatives give the
left the possiblity lo develop our own policies
in response to the Kinnockite policy review and
1o begin to work together in action against some
of the major attacks on the working class.

Kinnock and his supporters have
demonstrated their loyalty to the market and
their inablity to put forward a strategy which
will gain electoral support for the party, let
atone defend the interests of the working class.
The task for the left is to provide a coherent al-
ternative to this dead-end. While this is no easy
job, the basis has been laid through the Benn-
Heffer campaign and the development of
Chesterfield. It is a challenge to which the left
must rise.

Theresa Conway
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The founding conference of the Fourth International took place in 1938. As
our contribution to a fifty-year balance sheet of the world trotskyist
movement, we publish an article by Dave Packer on the continuing

relevance of its founding ‘programme’: ‘The Death Agony of Capitalism and
the Tasks of the Fourth International’.

Packer argues that not only is the transitional programme full of lessons
and insights of great value to socialists in the 1980s and into the 1990s,
~but it remains the bedrock of revolutionary socialist strategy.

We also publish interviews with Eileen Gersh, a revolutionary militant
whose lifetime of political activity spans the entire period of the history of
the Fourth International, and Charlie Van Gelderen, another militant who
attended the founding conference of the Fourth International in 1938.
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Socialist activism
is often assumed to
be the prerogative
of the young,
especially in
Britain where a
conservative
labour movement
establishment can
often absorb
today’ s youthful
firebrands and
turn them info
tomorrow's
comfortable
bureaucrats. But
there are some
who have stayed
the course and
defended
revolutionary
socialist politics
through a lifetime

of political activity.

Eileen Gersh is
one of them. Dave
Shepherd spoke fo
her at her home in
Hackney, East
London.
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A trotskyist since
the 1930s

AT SEVENTY-HVE Eiteen Gersh is
still active as a supporter of
Socialist Outlook, and has recent-
ly been very much involved in the
Fight Alton’s Bill campaign. But her
political life started over fifty years
ago in the early 1930s - a period
dominated by capitalist depres-
sion, the rise of fascism and the
approach of world war. A period,
also, in which the young trotskyist
movement was battling to keep
alive revolutionary socialist
poiitics of the kind that had led to
victory in Russia in 1917,

As an undergraduate at Oxford
University, Eileen got involved with
the Labour Club. ‘My parents were
Liberals of the Lloyd George school
but even while | was at school |
realised that their's was an ob-
solete point of view and that the
progressive possibilities were in
the Labour Party and lay with
socialism. It was obvious that if
anyone was going to do anything
about the depression it was the
Labour Party. Then at Oxford ¢
began to read Marx. 1t was mostly
the political and economic situa-
tion that radicalised me.’

An important memory for Eileen
is of a hunger march from Wales
which arrived in Oxford in 1234.
‘We were drafted to help prepare
meals for them, peel potatoes and
things like that. We went out to
meet the marchers and came in
with them, shouting slogans. { was
given a pail of water, a sponge and
some rubbing alcohol to de their
feet and treat their blisters! | don't
think they would have dreamt of
asking men to peel potatoes — and
they didn't ask any of us women to
do any of the important organisa-
tional tasks. Bui women were
quite prominent among the
speakers we invited to the Labour
Club: 1 remember listening to Dora
Russell, Charlotte Haldane, Naomi
Mitchison.’

‘When Oswald Mosley's fas-
cists organised a meeting in Ox
ford a group of us went 1o picket it,
and some went inside to attempt
to disrupt it. Then we held an im-
promptu anti-fascist demonstra-
tion through the city.’

Later in 1934 Eileen moved te
London where she joined the

Wimbledon, Merton and Morden
Labour Party and the Labour
League of Youth (LLY). This was
where she was introduced to the
trotskyist movement, through Ar-
thur Wimbush and Vic Carpenter.
it was a smali group and not for-
mally linked to Reg Groves and his
small group in nearby Balham. ‘We
used to go out at weekends and
set up a speaking platform bor
rowed from Reg Groves,’ she ex-
plains, ‘“We would take our stand
out and, with the Labour Party
speakers’ notes, hold forth in the
street.’

Her branch of the LLY, of which
she became vice-chair, was very
active and, she remembers, ‘over-
whelmingly working class in com-
position. We had secretaries,
clerks, metat workers, dustmen.
We had anything from a dozen 1o
twenty attending each mesting.
Nationally the LLY was led by a pro-
League of Nations disarmament
current, which was carried over-
whelmingly at conferences at that
time — s0 it was 1o the left of the
Labour leadership.’

‘One of the things our branch
did was to help organise tours for
Spanish children during the
Spanish civil war. We organised a
concert given by Basque children.’

In 1938, the year of the found-
ing of the Fourth International,
Eileen moved to the United States.
‘We were not talking seriously
about the Fourth International
when | left Britain — everything
seemed up in the air.’ But, once in
the United States, Eileen went to
see US trotskyist leader James P.
Cannon: ‘Cannon told me about
the founding of the Socialist
Workers Party, coming out of the
Socialist Party and about the
founding of the Fourth Internation-
al.’

Eiteen was to remain in the
United States for forty-seven
years, moving back to Britain in
1985, But for a period during the
war she more or tess dropped out
of political activity. '1 got married,
had children and | did not go out of
my way at this time to get involved
pofitically. But then in the late for-
ties | began to get involved in the

anti-nuclear movement in Chicago
which developed after the war.’

I asked Eileen how she came to
rejoin the irotskyist movement in
the US after a number of years ab-
sence. ‘When my daughter was
sevenieen she went to the Univer-
sity of Pennsylvania and met up
with the Young Socialist Alliance
[the youth organisation of the
Socialist Workers Party]. She
brought home the Milifant [the
SWP's paper] for me to read. |
recognised it, of course, and gotin
touch!’

Soon Eileen was right in the
thick of things again - helping the
SWP to find an office for their pro-
choice work with the Women’s Na-
tional Abortion Action Committea,
‘then | helped set up meetings at
the University of Pennsylvania for
that. Then there was the anti-Viet-
nam war movement. | got more
and more involved.” Finally, in
1972, after many vears of working
with the SWP as a close sym-
pathiser, she hecame a member —
joining not only her daughter but
also her son, who were by now
members of the party.

Eileen witnessed the degenera-
tion of the Socialist Workers Party
and the adoption by its leadership
around Jack Barnes of increasing-
ly revisionist positions and an un-
democratic internal regime. Along
with many others, including most
of the long-standing cadres of the
party, she was bureaucratically ex-
pelled in 1984, ‘They instituted
new practices for the SWP. They
did everything they couid to aveid
debating with those who opposed
them in the party, and then finally
they expelled us.’

Despite witnessing the destruc-
tion of the party she had done so
much to build, Eileen has not given
up hope in the battle for socialism
and the building of a real trotskyist
movement. She is still in contact
with those in the US who are trying
to rebuild a revolutionary move-
ment under very difficult condi-
tions. And she continues her politi-
cat activity to this day. Her iife is
an inspiration and an example to
younger generations of
revolitionaries.
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The ‘transitional programme’:

a programme for
our times

Fifty years ago Leon
Trotsky, together with a
number of groups of
revolutionaries from dif-
ferent parts of the world,
founded the Fourth Interna-
tional. The new world party
of socialist revolution was
committed to defending the
programme of bolshevism
and marxism against the
class collaboration of both
the Third (Communist) In-
ternational, dominated by
Stalin, and the Second Inter-
national of the reformist so-
cial democratic parties.

In the Soviet Union the in-
famous Moscow trials were
taking place. Trotsky, the main
defendant along with other
leaders of the October revolution,
was preposterously accused of
crimes against the working class.
The ruling bureaucracy repre-
sented by Stalin was determined
to liquidate physically the last
vestiges of bolshevism within the
Communist Party and the
workers” movement.

But despite the horrors of the
Stalin purges and the blatant
political betrayals, the objective

conditions for rebuilding a move-
ment for international socialism
were not the most favourable. On
the contrary, by 1938 the conse-
quence of stalinist policy was a
legacy of working class defeats,
This eroded working class com-
bativity and was laying the basis
for the second world war.

Trotsky had rightly declared
the Third (Communist) Interna-
tional o be dead from the point of
view of marxism — the victim of
Stalin’s policy of ‘socialism in
one country’. Its policies were
dictated not by the necessities of
the class struggle but by the ex-
igencies of the foreign policy of
the bureaucracy.

In Germany a revolutionary
proletariat had been divided,
weakened and betrayed by its
communist and social democratic
leaders and was suffering under
the rule of a triumphant fascism
which destroyed even its basic
class organisations,

In Spain the revolution had al-
ready suffered a serious setback in
1936 with the formation of the
Popular Front and the resulting
suppression of independent work-
ing class politics. By 1938 the
civil war was drawing to an
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agonising close; the sacrifices of
the workers and peasants were not
enough to overcome the mis-
leadership of their traditional par-
ties. . .

It -was under these conditions
that Leon Trotsky and the Interna-
tional Left Opposition reaffirmed
their convicticn in the ultimate tri-
vmph of the proletarian revolu-
tion and announced a programme
not only to meet the tasks of the
day, but one that synthesised the
lessons of the workers” movement
for the whole imperialist epoch —
The Death Agony of Capitalism
and the Tasks of the Fourth Inter-
‘transitional
programme’.

The central core of the transi-
tional programme is that only an
independent working class in al-
liance with. the oppressed can
liberate humanity from the hor-
rors of capitalist war, exploita-
tion, hunger, racism and all forms
of oppression; and that the objec-

tive material conditions for such a

liberation have historically ma-
tured in our epoch — the epoch of
wars and revolutions.

This simple marxist idea is op-
posed to all those ideas and

continited on page 17

“this central
idea of class
independence
is based on
the whole
history of

the

twentieth




Theresa Conway
visited Charlie
van Geldren at
his home in
Cambridge and
spoke with him
about his
memories of the
founding
congress of the
Fourth
International
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‘I was there’: an
eye-witness report

CHARLIE missed the first day of
the Congress, when the discus-
sion took place on the Transitional
Programme, but was present on
the second when the vote to found
the Fourth International took
nlace. Three peaple, including two
of Deutcher’'s supporters from
Poland, out of 21 present voted
against. They felt it was not an
auspicious time to found a new in-
ternational in a period of defeats
for the class.The previous three in-
ternationals had been founded at
times of great working class strug-
gle and upsurge, whereas in 1938
world war was looming, the Left-Op-
position was small and isolated
and the task facing revolutionaries
seemed a truly daunting one.
Charlie’s view was, and remains so
today, that there was no alterna-
tive. The Second and Third Interna-
tionals were dead as far as the in-
ternational working class and
revolutionary socialism were con-
cerned and it was therefore neces-
sary to take this step.

He was was twenty-four, and en-
joyed meeting all those peopte who
had just been names to him, espe-
cially James P.Cannon.He had
been initiated in the trotskyist
movemeni through reading
Troisky's articles in the Militant at
the time Cannon and Shackman
were the editors. He recalis
‘Shackman was a remarkable
writer and personality, despite
what happenned to him after-
wards. He was fluent in French, al-
though they told be his French
grammer was atrocious, | didn't
notice, he chaired the meeting
translating from French to German,
and so | was very impressed’.

Charlie attended the Congress
at the request of the South African
trotskyists with whom he had been
involved, although by this time he
had moved to England. He
reported back to meetings when he
returned to England and was
greeted enthusiastically.Then he
went on to spend six months work-
ing for the International in
France,tuming duplicator hand-
ies,before spending the war in Italy
where he helped 1o found a sec-

tion.

Charlie is appalled when he
looks back at the complete lack of
security around the Con-
gress.Everyone sat around in
cafes talking, including with the
man who eventually assassinated
Trosky. Charlie iook several snap-
shots of him, and was taken out
for a meal at Maxims at his ex
pense. This looseness seemed
doubly inapproprate when it was
discovered that Clement, who had
been the acting secreatry had been
murdered. All the organisation
went through his hands and he dis-
appeared about a week before the
conference. Eventually a letier
furned up from him, saying that he
was disillusioned with revolution-
ary politics, and was going off 1o
Spain to fight in the civil war. Of
course the letter was a forgery as
Trotsky argued immediately: his
headiess body was found floating
in the Seine.

The fact that this was a period
of abject defeats was the reason,
he thinks, that so many people at
that conference fell by the
wayside. People who were at that
conference, like Max Shachman,
who was chairing most of the meet-
ings, Pablo from Greece, and the
others, and Pietre Rousset’s
father, David, who eventually be-
came a Gaullist MP, could not
stand the pericds of retreats,
especially after the second world
war, when the stalinist emerged as
a much more powerful and long
lasting force than had been an-
ticipated.

Stalinism was incapable of
developing marxist thought.
Everything was dictated by Mos-
cow, had to be rubber stamped as
bearing the correct line.Millions
died in the Soviet Union without
ever coming to trial, amongst them
thousands of supporters of the
Fourth International. And it is the
case that all the innovative think-
ing, which has tried to use the Mar
xist method fo analyse contem-
porary reality, or 1o deal with
issues like feminism that have
been manifested in new ways,have
come from tratskyists or other non-

stalinist traditions

Charlie confesses that the
guestion of women's role in revolu-
tionary politics was not consciouly
discussed or considered in those
days. Despite the debates raised
by Kollontai, and the massive fer-
ment around the German women’s
movement in the
1920's, Trotskyists in Britain and
internationally did not seem con-
cerned to ensure that women were
won to revolutionary politics, or
played a key role when they were
recruited .Even during the war,
when the position of women in the
workforce was changing dramati-
cally and because of that women's
position in the home, the sig-
nificance of this did not occur to
the trotskyists.Internally too, the
situation was appaling, with very
few wowmen invelved in any of the
leading bodies.

Perhaps the mast exhillarating
experience for Charlie came after
the Congress itself. ‘We were so
optimistic about the future, that
we founded a youth international,
and we set up an internationat ex-
ecutive committee, to which | was

--alected’. At that time we had youth

sections in America, France, the
Netherlands, Britain and Bel-
gium.The French youth played the
decisive vole in this. There was a
remarkabie French comrade,
Hicks, a school teacher, who everr
tually died in @ German concentra-
tion camp, after organising marxist
there. There were a number of
comrades from America, the Youth
alliance, Maggie Gould and others.
As there has never been anather
conference, Charlie, at 75, is stili
a member of this Youth executive.

Charlie reminds us ‘Trotsky his
in diary in exile decided that he had
no right to commit suicide because
he was the living link between the
Leninist past and future. My view
then and now is that if we have ac-
camplished nothing else in the in-
temational, we have continued to
serve as a link between the revolu-
tionary policies of Marx, Engels,
Lenin and Trotsky, and the next
and present generations'.
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Eileen Gersh & other students peel potatoes for hunger march
continued from page 15

programmes, however radical
they may appear on the surface,
which result in the working class
looking to any sector of the ruling
class for support in s historic
struggle.

This central idea of class inde-

. pendence is based on, and sub-

sequently confirmed by, the
whole history of the twentieth
century. It may seem elementary,
but it lies at the heart of all the dif-
ferences between revolutionary
marxism and social democracy
(whether left or right variants) and
stalinism. Their practice and
programmes are based on com-
promise, collaboration and in-
tegration with the bourgeoisie or
sections of the bourgeoisie and its
state institutions.

The issue of class inde-
pendence is also one of the fun-
damental divides between revolu-
tionary marxism and populist or
national liberation movements in
the dependent countries, whose
programmes have been more or
less influenced by their ideas
about alliances with
‘progressive’, ‘democratic’ and
‘anti-imperialist’ sectors of the
local ruling class.

Since 1938 history has shown
us that old-fashioned class col-
laboration and ‘popular frontism’
can take on many guises which
may foql the unwary and lead the
workers and oppressed into ter-
rible defeats. In the post-war
period Greece, Indonesia and Por-
tugal spring to mind. In all these
cases mass revolutionary move-
ments went down to defeat due, in
part, to the adeption of ‘popular
frontist’ policies. And there are
many other examples of class col-

laboration which have resuited in
demobilisation and defeat for the
working class.

Some have challenged the
marxist principle of class inde-
pendence by pointing to the post-
war revolutionary overturns of
capitalism in the underdeveloped
countries: revolutions which were
not led by trotskyists. But
whatever programme was formal-
ly adhered to, the leaderships of
all these revolutions rejected in
pracfice any intermediate ‘stage’
of alliance with the bourgeoisie,
or a section of the bourgeoisie,
and broke with the ruling class
and its state.

In Yugoslavia, China, Cuba
and Vietnarn, very different kinds
of leadership with inadequate
programmes, sometimes derived
from the stalinist movement of
which, with the exception of the
Castro leadership in Cuba, they
were a part, were nonetheless able
to break with the capitalists and
the ‘popular frontist® strategies
pursued by the traditional parties.

These post-war revolutionary
overturns were not only opposed
by Moscow - even the revolution-
ary marxists were sometimes con-
fused by political developments
which did not seem to take a clas-
sical form. This resulted in oppor-
tunist or sectarian errors. Many
trotskyists debated whether
capitalism had in fact been over-
thrown in, for example, countries
like Yugoslavia or Cuba.

This reflected the fact that in
the post-war period the interna-
tional class struggle developed in
a quite different way to that which
the trotskyists expected in the late
1930s. Despite this, the key to un-
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derstanding the post-war
overturns is to be found in
the transitional
programne.

In the section entitled
‘Workers and Farmers’
Government’, the transi-
tional programume explains
that revolutionary marx-
ists must call on all those
leaderships, old and new,
who base themselves on
the workers and peasants,
and who claim to speak in
their name, to: ‘break
politically from the bour-
geoisie and enter upon the
road of struggle for the
workers” and farmers’ govern-
ment. On this road we promise
them full support against
capitalist reaction. At the same
time, we indefatigably develop
agitation around those transition-
al demands which should in our
opinion form the programme of
the ‘workers” and farmers’
government”,

Although the exact wording of
the slogan can vary (for example,
a governmental slogan which
rested on an alliance with the
peasantry or farmers in Britain
today would be anachronistic!),
the method adopted here is ap-
plicable to both the imperialist
countries and the semi-colonial
world.

‘Is the creation of such a
government by the traditional
workers” organisations possible?’
asks Trotsky in the transitional
programme. ‘Past experience
shows... thatthis isto say the least
highly improbable. However, one
cannot categorically deny in ad-
vance the theoretical possibility
that, under the influence of com-
pletely exceptional circumstances
(war, defeat, financial crash, mass
revolutionary pressure, etc), the
petty-bourgeois parties including
the stalinists may go further than
they wish along the road to break
with the bourgeoisie.’ “However,’
he continues, ‘there is no need to
indulge in guesswork. The agita-
tion around the siogan of a
workers’—farmers’ government
preserves under all conditions a
tremendous educational value’.

The post-war revolutions have
confirmed in real life that the
stalinist and, in the case of the
Cuban July 26th movement,

the key to
understanding
the post-war
overturns is
to be found in
the
transitional
programme.”

“post-war
revolutionary
overiturns
were opposed
by Moscow...”




“Trotsky did
not expect
Mao’s Red
Army to
come to
anything
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“The tactic
of the united
front... was
always a
policy for
defending
and
advancing
the interests
of the.

working
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petty-bourgeois nationalist
movements, can, in ‘excep-
tional circumstances’, go fur-
ther than they intended along
the road to break with the
bourgeoisie. This confirms
what was in Trotsky’s day
only a ‘theoretical
possibility’.

While the Castro leader-
ship in 1959 represented a
new type of non-stalinist
force, the Mao leadership in
China had its roots firmly in
the stalinist tradition. In the
1930s Trotsky did not expect
Mao’s Red Army to come to
anything.

However, mementous con-
ditions — revolutionary war
against the Japanese invasion and
the nationalist Guomindang ar-
mies, huge revolutionary pres-
sures from the workers and
peasants, economic catastrophe,
the inability of imperialism to in-
tervene at the end of the world war
and so on — allowed the Mao
leadership to make a decisive
break with the bourgeoisie, All
the other openings (some of which
were tried) were progressively
closed off to it.

The Cuban leadership at-
tempied to establish a national
bourgeois-democratic regime
after the revolutionary overthrow
of the hated dictator Batista, but
the sabotage and hostility of the
national capitalists in alliance
with US imperialism, which or-
ganised a blockade of Cuba,
forced the Castro leadership to
make a fundamental choice: to
break with the bourgeois mini-
sters in the government and em-
bark on an anti-capitalist revolu-
tion, or to capitulate to imperialisi
pressure. The momentous choice
they made marks one of the great
moments in working class history,

Unlike the Chinese or Yugos-
lavian CPs, the Cuban July 26th
movement did not have its roots in
stalinism or social democracy.
This is an impertant factor which,
despite the subsequent develop-
ment of the Cuban Communist
Party under Castroand an increas-
ing subordination to Moscow, has
marked the political evolution of
the Castro leadership till this day.

Other factors which led to a
revolutionary outcome in Cuba,
apart from the quality and in-

Mao: forced to break with the bourgeoise

tegrity of the leadership, include
the escalating mobilisations of the
workers in Havana and on the
plantations, the weakness and cor-
ruption of the national bour-
geoisie and its subordination to
US interests, the incredible
blunders of American im-
perialism, and the willingness of
Khrushchev’s Kremlin leadership
— for its own reasons — to lend
economic and military support.

None of these individual ele-
ments in and of themselves could
have made an anti-capitalist
revolution possible, but they came
together and pointed to the only
way way forward. The Castro
movement was not weighed down
with stalinist or social democratic
prejudices, but neither, as a prag-
matic and empirical movement,
was it a marxist party with a
coherent programme  of
proletarian revolution and
socialist democracy.

Such a leadership cannot
provide a programme nor act as a
modet for revolutionaries in our
epoch, although the experience of
the Cuban revolution can clarify
the marxist programme and
deepen our understanding of the
revolutionary process.

The guestion that some marx-
ists have raised in relation to these
post-war revolutionary
breakthroughs is whether or not
we can talk about ‘exceptions’ to
a general rule. However distorted
or bureaucratised these revolu-
tions were — and they have all
marked by a lack of in-
stitutionalised working class
power —maybe we have been a lit-
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tle sectarian towards them?
Should we not reassess our at-
titude towards some political
movements whose programme

" and origins lay within the stalinist

or populist traditions?

This discourse has led to a
vartety of answers, and most of
them end up challenging the

-validity of key aspects of the tran-

sitional programme — on ques-
tions of class independence, the
popular front and the united front
and on the theory of permanent
revolution.

Another component of the tran-
sitional programme which is as
fundamental as class inde-
pendence from the bourgeoisie, is
the equally strategic question of
class unity. The united front
whichis proposed is counterposed
to all kinds of ‘popular fronts’ or
‘people’s fronts™ with bourgeois
parties as advocated by stalinist
parties.

The tactic of the united front as
originally formulated by the early
Comintern under Lenin and
Trotsky, was much more than a
political manoeuvre or a literary
technique to ‘expose’ the refusal
of reformist bureaucrats to fight.

It was always a policy for defend-

ing and advancing the interests of
the working class by seeking to
unite its mass organisations and
the non-aligned workers in a com-
mon struggle against the bour-
geoisie. The two inseparable
tenets of this tactic are united ac-
tion for any genuine step forward

and the organisational and politi- -

cal independence of the revolu-
tionary party.




Conditions do not exist in con-
temporary Britain for this
‘classical’” form of the united front
because of the existence of a mass
unifary labour movement. It is
nevertheless essential that the
marxist left seeks, wherever pos-
sible, unity in action against the
bosses. In other countries in
Europe such as France, for ex-
ample, where two mass workers’
parties and trade union federa-
tions exist, the issue of class unity
and the united front against the
bourgeoisie retains its full force,
including at the governmental
level.

Translated into today’s condi-
tions in Britain, the workers’
government slogan, an expression
of a united front approeach, would
be: ‘For a Labour government that
breaks with the bosses and
defends the workers’, or a variant
of this (ihe content given to any
slogan is the crucial thing). In
France it could be: ‘For a Com-
munist Party-Socialist Party
government which defends the
workers’. In response to the
present Rocard government
which represents a coalition be-
tween the SP and a part of the right
(and not the CP), marxists could
call for: “A government of the SP

and CP without bourgeois.

ministers’.

The united front tactic is neces-
sary because of the divisions
created within the working class.
Unity in action is necessary not
onty within the walls of a single
factory or industry, but also for
such national political battles as
the struggle against imperialist
war, the fight against nuclear
weapons and NATO.

This tactic also flows out of the
need for marxist currents, which
are not recognised as the leader-
ship of the workers” movement, to
prove to the masses that they are
ready to wage a common battle
with anyone, so long as it is a step,
however small, along the historic
road of the proletariat towards its
expropriation of capital.

Perhaps the best-known aspect
of the transitional programme is
its advocacy of a ‘system of rran-
sitional demands, stemming from
today’s coaditions and from
today’s consciousness of wide
layers of the working class and
unalterably leading to one final

Spanish workers betrayed by Stalin

conclusion: the conquest of power
by the proletariat.’

Such an approach is counter-
posed to the traditional social
democratic method of pursuing
only a ‘minimum’ programme of
reforms within capitalism, while
leaving the ‘maximum’
programme of socialist transfor-
mation to May day speeches and
the distant future. The reformist
‘minimum’ programme provides
no bridge to the maximum
socialist programme - the ex-
propriation of the capitalist and so
on. Reformist leaders are scared
to death of such an idea.

Yet in a period of capitalist
crisis like the one we face today,
there can be no prospect of sys-
temnatic social reforms, or the rais-
ing of the living standards of the
broad masses of people; every
serious demand - even
‘minimum’ demands — has a ten-
dency 1o reach beyond the limits
of capitalist property relations and
the bourgeois state. Here lies the
origins of the profound crisis of
‘Labourism’. The British Labour
Party cannot find a reformist
policy which is acceptable to the
ruling class, and as a consequence
the bureaucracy, scared of
socialist solutions, is being
dragged to the right.

“The strategic task of the Fourth
International lies not in reforming
capitalism but in its overthrow...
(but it) does not discard the
programme of the old “minimal”
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demands... it defends the
democratic rights and social con-
quests of the workers. But it car-
ries on this day-to-day work
within the framework of the cor-
rect actual, that is, revolutionary
perspective. Insofar as the old,
partial, “minimal” demands of the
masses clash with the destructive
and degrading tendencies of
capitalism — and this occurs at
each step — the FI advances a sys-
tem of transitional demands, the
essence of which is contained in
the fact that ever more openly and
decisively they will be directed
against the very basis of the bour-
geois regime.’ :
The document adopted in 1938
discusses a whole array of such
demands, from the sliding scale of
wages (to protect the real value of
wages against inflation through
automatic increases), and the slid-
ing scale of hours, to the ex-
propriation of the monopolies and
the banks and workers’ control.
The transitional programme ar-
gues that revolutionaries must re-
late particularly to the most op-
pressed layers of the working
class, especially women and
youth. ‘Opportunist organisations
by their very nature concentrate
their chief attention on the top
layers of the working class and
therefore ignore both the youth
and the woman worker.” One
couid also add the black worker...
‘The decay of capitalism,
however, deals its heaviest blows

“Many
trotskyists
debated
whether
capitalism
had in fact
been thrown
overin
countries
like
Yugoslavia
or Cuba”
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Kinnock's Labour Party: loyal to the market

the
transitional
programine
insists that
revolutionaries
should seek
support
‘among the
most
exploited
fayers of the
working

class;
consequently
among
women
workers
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to the woman as a wage-earner
and as a houeswife.’ It insists that
revolutionaries ‘should seek bases
of support among the most ex-
ploited layers of the working
class; consequently among the
women workers’.

Despite correct points in rela-
tion to social layers who ex-
perience a double oppression
under capitalism, this section of
the transitional programme ap-
pears to us today the most under-
developed. The continued integra-
tion of women into the workforce
during and after the second world
war and therefore into society at
large, created the conditions for
the emergence of the modern
women’s liberation movement
which has greatly enriched our un-
derstanding of women’s oppres-
sion and an understanding of the
centrality of the liberation of
womein for working class politics.

The 1938 programme includes
more sections than we have space
to discuss here. There are sections,
for example, on the struggle
against imperialism and war,
combined and uneven develop-
ment in the backward countries,
and permanent revolution.

It is a document which repre-
sents the distilled experience of a
hundred years and more of the in-
ternational class struggle. Itis one
of those texts which when reread
always results in profitable new
insights into the complex

problems of socialist strategy. In
particular, the opening section
which focuses on the proletariat
and its leadership, or more cor-
rectly the crisis of working class
leadership, rings particularly true
today.

In Britain the crisis of leader-
ship could not be more clear. Vir-
tually the whole Labour and trade
union leadership has shifted its
ground to the right and now sub-
scribes to so-called ‘new realism’
— in reality, old-fashioned class
collaboration under a new name.
Even after the defeat of the
miners” strike, the willingness of
section after section of the class to
move into struggle (albeit defen-
stve struggle) is obvious. But on
every occasion these workers
have come up against a national
leadership that will not lead a
fight.

The same story is repeated in
many parts of the globe, some-
times leading to catastrophic con-
sequences. ‘In all countries the
proletariat is racked by a deep dis-
quiet. The multimillioned masses
again and again enter the road of
revolution. But each time they are
blocked by their own conservative
bureaucratic machines.’

In the advanced capitalist
countries it is the leaderships of
the traditional workers’ organisa-
tions which act as a barrier to
socialist advance. “The orienta-
tion of the masses is determined
first by the objective conditions of
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decaying capitatism, and second,
by the treacherous politics of the
old workefs’ organisations’, ex-
plains the  transitional
programme. ‘

But to challenge these leader-

ships, the revolutionary marxists
must teject sectarianism. In the
section entitled ‘Against Sec-
tarianism, the text explains that
‘under the influence of the
betrayal by the historic organisa-
tions of the proletariat, certain
sectarian moods and groupings of
various kinds arise... Attheirbase
lies a refusal to struggle for partial
and transitional demands, ic for
the elementary interests and needs
of the working masses, as they are
today... They propose turning
their backs. on the old trade
untons... They remain indifferent
to the inner struggle within the
reformist organisations — as if one
could win the masses without in-
tervening in their daily strife!”

It's a pity that so many self- :
praclaimed revolutionaries in -
Britain have not taken this advice, :
and have found themselves on the -
sidelines of so much strife in the’

labour movement in recent years.

Dave Packer _'

All quotes are from The Death '

Agony of Capitalism and the
Tasks of the Fourth Internation-
al, New Park publications.














































