THE LAW!

The dockers are poised to lead a
historic battle with the government
over the abolition of the National
Dock Labour Scheme. And they can
win if they get the backing they

deserve from the TGWU leadership.
Registered dockers handle 70% of cargo,
much of which cannot be switched to
non-scheme ports. A Department of Trade
and Industry circular admits: “sectors
heavily dependent on imports of raw
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materials or components could face
problems quite quickly. Steel, vehicles,
chemicals, news print and textiles could all
be hit.”

By Alan Thornett

Trade Union Briefing

The key problem for the dockers is the at-
titude of TGWU leaders to the courts. Ron
Todd says any strike “must be within the
law”. But can the strike be contained within
the law and if not will Todd support it?

Todd's attempt to negotiate with the Port
Employers was a tacit acceptance that a
strike against a decision of Parliament would
be illegal. Such a ruling by the courts — by
no means certain — would be the most far
reaching use of the law against the unions
since Thatcher came to power.

It would make strikes against other Govern-
ment measures such as the Baker Bill and
the NHS white paper illegal as well. Were the
courts to take such a step, they would not be
influenced by whether or not the T&G had
met the Port Employers.

The announcement by the TGWU leaders
that they are trying to comply with the law is
an open invitation to the courts to take the
harshest decision In support of the
employers!

The Port Employers have treated Todd’s
demands for negotiation with complete ar-
rogance. They see the chance completely to
reorganise the docks industry following the
abolition of the Scheme — and even used
the talks to announce the ending of the
industry’s national negotiating machinery, a
separate matter from the Scheme.

Ron Todd Is worried about the funds of the
union, but those funds are worthless uniess
they can be used to defend jobs and condi-
tions of the membership.

A united struggle by all dockers Is entirely
possible. Several of the non-Scheme poris
have already pledged support in the
knowledge that their wages and conditions
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TGWU leaders Todd and Morris: guided by the courts or their
members?

are underpinned by conditions in the

Scheme ports.

But if unregistered ports join the strike it
will automatically be declared unlawful
secondary action. Striking dockers picketing
any unregistered ports which continue to
work will also be gullty of illegal secondary
action.

Previous anti-union legislation was
destroyed because it was defied. In 1872 the
dockers dealt the decisive blow to the In-
dustrial Relations Act with their defiance of
the National Industrial Relations Court over
the Pentonville Five.

Since the NUM defied the law during the
miners strike and was left isolated, the unwill-
ingness of the union leaders to defy the law
has led to the defeat of the print unions at
Wapping and the seafarers at Dover.

A national dock strike could be the
cornerstone of a fight-back against
Thatcherism. NUR workers on London Under-
ground have voted 7-1 for strike action.
Strikes are starting in the BBC. A strike bal-
lot is being prepared on British Rail. The
AEU National Committee has proposed a
series of strikes for a shorter working week
and 70,000 power workers are being balloted
for action. But to win, the dockers must be
prepared to defy the law.

The TGWU, and the rest of the labour
movement, must support them.
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Lefters

Scottish
Socialist
Party
replies

Dear Briefing,

| wish to reply to Jim
Niblock's letter about the for-
mation of the Scottish
Socialist Party.

In the first place | would
like to point out that the
decision to form the new
party was taken well before

election.
The decision to break from =

Labour was not an easy one. Ee v

It came about through the

painfulrealisation thatthe left "-t 5

in the Labour Party is unable

to stop the ala:mlng accep-

tance of Thatcherite values
within it.

Labour in Scotland is now
the main barrier to socialism
aver being achieved.

Its leadership and a
majority of its members have
betrayed the people of Scot-
land over the Poll Tax. They
had the power to stop it but
chose not to exercise this
power for fear of alienating
voters in the South of
England.

This is inexcusable,

We recognise that there
are still many excellent
socialists who are reluctant
to leave the Labour Party. To
them we offer the hand of
friendship.

However, contrary to Jim
Niblock’s assertions, we will
be constesting an election
very shortly.

The Glasgow Central by-

Pl5

the result of the Govan by- g

And to you lot on my left, | say
come and join the
Horticulturafists party...

election will give socialists
both inside and outside the
Labour Party a straight
choice. They can either vote
for a Kinnockite such as
Anne McGuire, who will
probably be selected, or for
our unashamedly socialist
candidate,

Of course, this decision,
like the decision whether or
not to pay the Poll Tax, is a
matter for the individual con-
science.

We must recognise one
vital fact. If socialists choose
to back a right wing friend of
Donald Dewar in the by-elec-
tion they will be doing noth-
ing to stop the rightward shift
in the Labour Party.

Socottish Socialist Party

Once again
on the A-AM

Dear Briefing,

Martin Wicks evidently has a
different conception of
pluralism to that put forward by
Mike Phipps in his article on the
Anti-Apartheid Movement to
which I took exception in my
last letter.

Phipps has employed the
usual formulas about “equal
respect for all currents”, “sup-

{ port for those in struggle”, etc.

Martin clearly disagrees, be-
cause he regards one current,
the ANC, as a gang of Stalinist
butchers who will not hesitate to
slaughter genuine
revolutionaries.

Self-evidently, then, our task
must be to weaken the ANC and
lo build support for genuine
“revolutionary forces” by tour-
ing them round the labour
movement to sound the tocsin
against the incipient ANC
counter-revolution.

Sectarian’

Now this is not “equal respect
for all currents™. It is precisely
because this kind of sectarian
silliness often lurks behind the
appeal to pluralism that so many
are suspicious of the formula.

Solidarity is about concrete
support for actually existing
forces engaged in real struggles
(it is not about solidarising with
non-existent forces such as the
“black workers party”).

This means that nobody
engaged in struggle should be
denied the support of the A-
AM.

But the ANC is not simply
one current amongst several; it
is the only current which could
conceivably form, at the present
time, a government command-
ing wide popular support to
replace the apartheid regime.

In this context it is quite cor-
rect for the A-AM to recognise
its leading role. A solidarity
movement cannot avoid
making political decisions and
choices; if we do not believe
this, how can we consistently
argue for a prioritisation of the
Mayekiso case?

Phil Ward raises many per-
tinent criticisms of the A-AM,
but he still begs the question of
what we should advocate to turn
the movement in the right direc-
tion.

On the trade union question,

Phil correctly points out that the
A-AM has historically been
more concemed with cultivat-
ing support amongst
bureaucratsthan relating to rank

Fair enough, but in addition
to agitating for workers' sanc-
tions, what als do we
have for how the A-AM should
relate to the trade union move-
ment we have now, bureaucracy
and all?

How do we assess the various
initiatives which have taken
place in the unions, from the
coal boycott work with the
NUM to the Joint Campaign to
Rail Against Apartheid to

iso?

I feel it would be much more
nseful to have that kind of dis-
cussion in Briefing than to
refight the Spanish Civil War.

The vast majority of people
who get involved with A-AM
do not do so to fight Stalinism
or construct an alterative to the
ANC, but to build the broadest
possible movement to isolate
the apartheid regime.

At A-AM Conferences they
see a leadership which, despite
its inadequacies, at least seems
to share this goal — and a
would-be left obsessed with in-
ternal minutiae, abstract denun-
ciations, and a seemingly incor-
rigible negativism towards the
ANC.

Situation

This is the situation that has
to be tumed around and pious
appeals to the holy trinity of
pluralism, democracy, and a
trade union orientation are in-
sufficient to the task,

A left which genuinely secks
tolead hasto respond to the con-
cemas of the ordinary activists.

Whilst a labour movement
orientation for the A-AM is es-
sential, it does not in itself
provide a line of march for the
movement as a whole.

This requires putting forward
serious proposals for work
amongst youth, women, black

-people, the religious com-

munity (I realise the mere men-
tion of the latter will provoke
some hilarity, but this hilarity
hardly betokens a serious at-
titude towards, for exmaple, the
black community), as well as
providing a mass campaigning
focus for local groups.

Yours,

B.J. Gibbons

Manchester

Out May Ist
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“counter-culture” and a
OBITUARY new, flamboyant, filp-
Abbie pant style of radical
Hoffm e
man The heart of this politics
The unexpected news of was opposition to the
Abble Hoffman’s death Vietnam War. Abble
(apparently by sulcide) was centrally involved In
at the age of 52 will sad- the October 1967 Pen-
den many of those who tagon demonstration
remember him from the (an attempt to levitate

60s and who were
delighted to see him
return to active left
politics in the 80s.

In recent years Hoffman
was touring the country,
speaking fo students
and appearing at
demos against apart-
held, the CIA, and mult-
national polluters.

He offered a refreshing
and almost archsetypal
contrast to his erstwhile
ally Jerry Rubin, born-
again businessman.

It Is often forgotten that
before his emergence
as a media celebirity In
the late 60s, Hoffman
had spent several years
as a rank and file ciMi
rights activist directly In-
volved In some of the
flercest batties against
segregation In the

Abble (as he was soon to
be called by young
people across the USA)
had been an oiganiser
for the Student Non-
Violent Co-ordinating
Committee (SNCC),
whose direct actiontac-
tics were a key Inspira-
tion for the worldwide
student revolt of 1968.

The emergence In the
mid-60s of “Black
Power® as a slogan and
natlonalist self-deter-
mination as a strategy
tore SNCC apart, Abble,
llike many other white
radicals, found himself
exlled from the Civil
Rights movement.

Casting around for a
movement that they
could call thelr own,
they turned to the

the bullding by collec-
tive Incantafion was a
fallure, but that never
bothered Abbie).

He was also Involved in the
bloody showdown with
Richard Daley’s thugs in
uniform In Chicago In
August 1968.

In many respects these
were both marginal
events In the swelling
tide of mass protest
Q the war.

But the theatrical Ir-
reverence of Abble’s
tactics (and the brutality
with which they were
suppressed) gave them
a symbolic weight well
beyond that merited by
the numbers present
(only a few thousand) or
the polfics advocated
(a mix of fraditional US
liberallsm and out-
rageously anarchistic
nihillism).

In them the generational,
soclal, and ideologlcal
conflicts then tearing
the country apart
seemed to be crystal-
lised,

Later, at the Chlcago
Consplracy trial Abble
showed himself to be
one hell of a stand-up
poltical comedian. He
also showed himself fo
be brave and prin-

cipled.

His politics in the late 60s
were scatter-brained
, and at fimes dangerous-
’ Iy adventurist, but he
possessed a humour, Im-
agination, and daring
that would not have
gone amiss In the grim
landscape of Thatcher's
Britain, 1989.

Briefing Summer Draw!
Raise money for Briefing and for your
local group!

Tickets cost £1 per book of 5, and local
groups can keep half the proceeds.
Tickets available from J. Wilton, 25
World’s End Ave, Quinton, Birmingham
B32 1JF (021422 1366).

125 raffie tickets...

No one will be as surprised to read this as John
Wiiton (unless it's Pauline Purnell), but Neville
has obviously been impressed by their work
organising the Briefing Summer Draw, and
randomly generated number 257 as the winner
of this week’s 500 Club prize — a share held
jointly between John and Pauline. £25... that’s

Published by Labour Briefing,
PO Box 457, London SW2 5UZ (01-809 3927)
Printed by East West Graphic, 01-354 3827.
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Editorial

The utterly avoidable slaughter of 95 football
supporters at Hillsborough is a tragedy for our class.

No socialist could fail 1o be desply shaken by this
appalling event — or touched by the spectacle of
practical working class solidarity as the wounded and

the
improvised from advertising

were carried out by volunteers on streichers

, of by the

displays of collective bereavement in football grounds up

and down the country.

And no socialist could help but be moved to outrags at
the forces responsible for this tragedy.

The central force involved is capital itself, in which the
drive for profit always takes precedence over the needs
of people. In the interests of capital, Thatcher has
pushed through a programme of economic
“rationalisation” which has not only led to mass
unemployment and poverty, but has also resulted in the
corrosion of the country’s physical infrastructure.

This has reached the point where large numbers of
people no longer feel it is safe to ride on a tube, train, or
ferry — or to attend a football match.

Capitalism’s "rationalisation” drive does not only exist
at the national and international level: it directly involves
individual capitalists, including those capitalists (often
locally based industrialists or businessmen) who own

and run our football clubs.

At Hillsborough, what was exposed was not only the
inhumanity of capital, but the gross irresponsibility of its
local agents, who have usurped a popular pastime and

) LABOUR ~ TAKE THE POWER!

Hillsborough: a working class tragedy

supporters joined the ranks of the “enemies within".
Football itself was defined as a social problem which
could only be solved by measures of “control over all

football fans.

Repression, not safety, became the watchword.

Hence the fences, the video cameras, the ID cards,
and the huge police presence. What happened at

was not the result of one rash
misjudgement by one police officer under pressure, but
of a deliberately propogated image of working class
football supporters as violent and sub-human.

The police failure at Hillsborough can only be
understood in this context. Following the lead of the right
wing media, they saw tho fans as a mindless menace
and treated them accordingly. No wonder their first
instinct, when suffocating fans tried to escape over the
fences, was to push them back into the crush.

The dlub directors and administrators have also been
imbued with this perspeciive. Hence the grotesque
inadequacy of the public address system, resuscitation
equipment, and emergency back-up facilities.

These facts cannot be completely hidden from the
public (unlike in some otner “disasters” and the Tories
are now faced with an outory which threatens to disrupt
the smoothe course of thair economic and ideclogical

offensive.

Individualised Impotence
But, as usual, they are not deterred. To the feinthearts on

public asset and turned it into a vehicle to satisfy their
own lust for prestige and power.

“Enemies within”

Again and again these people have resisted
supporters’ demands for better, safer facilities, for logical
ticket allocation policies, and for co-ordinated,
co-operative stewarding arrangements inside and
outside the ground. Most criminally of all, they failed to
heed repeatad warnings about the dangers of perimeter
fances.

But why were the fences put up in the first place? And
why were the club directors so reluctant to remove them?
Here it is necessary to remember that the economic

and ideological offensives have gone hand in hand. In
order to push through her savage attack on the working

her back benches, Thatcher says, "Press onl" Which
means |D cards, all-seater stadia, more police powers...
and more nauseating propaganda against football
supporters. The Liverpool fans who rightly torched copies
of The Sun now know who the real barbarians are.

Football matches are one of the last redoubts for the
public expression of any collective working class identity.
Some of the ways in which this collectivity is expressed —
through violence, chauvinism, petty local rivalries, gross
sexism and racism — arc painful to socialists. But this
should not stop us from decisively rejecting Thatcher's
answer to the football crisis.

She wants football supporters, like the rest of the working
class, to know their place — and sit in fl Heraim is a
further atomisation of the working class, bit by bit reduced
to individualised impotence in front of thejir television sets.

The socialist answer =tands in direct opposition.

people still trembling with rage and grief over Hillsborough.
We should recognise, as Thatcher does, that football is
changing. And we should offer a radical programms for its
development along democratic and egalitarian lines.
Much work needs to be done before such a programme
is complete, but some of its outfines are clear. <
We must demand the removal of the perimeter fences,
the scrapping of the ID card scheme, and oppose plans for
commercial use of football facilities being drawn up by
greedy directors who for whom crowd safety is always a
secondary concem. e
We must oppose the hue and cry for all-seater stadia.
Yes, many grounds should have more and better seating at
an affordable price. But fans should be given a choice —
and removal of the terraces, which are not in themsslives
dangerous, will strip fans of yet one more option, as well as
resulting in prohibitive ticket prices.

Public Ownership

We should also expose the fraud of an enquiry led by a
Peer of the Realm who by his own admission hasn't been
to a football match in 20 years.

But as socialists we should also advocate all-embracing,
radical solutions to the football crisis. Our aim should be to
smash the dictatorship of the Football Association and the
Football League and strip the arrogant and incompetent
bougeoisie who own our football clubs of their
unaccountable power. .

All grounds must be taken into public ownership, with
provision for locally based democratic control.
Democratically organised bodies of supporters should
assume responsibility for running the game, from top to
bottom.

in that context, a full-scale campaign to eradicate racism
and sexism at grounds must be undertaken, and we must
formulate a long-term plan to advance the interests of
women as both spectators and players.

Genuine Voice

All this can only be achieved in and through the football
supporters’ movement, currently expressed in the legion of
alternative football magazines and the growth of the
Football Supporters Association as a genuine voice for the
excluded majority of fans.

Hillsborough is a working class tragedy, inflicted on us by
our class enemies, For the moment, it must be said, only a

class, Thatcher identified a number of groups as
“anemies within" — miners, black people, lesbians and

gays, most recently dockers.

Inevitably, this offensive spread from the working
class at work to the working class at play. Football

Unfortunately, the bipartisanship of Labour leaders over
this issue, with Roy Hattersley calling on Thatcher to
“delay", not drop, the ID card scheme in order to *unify the
nation”, represented yet another lost opportunity for
Labour, a chance to speak directly to and for millions of

small number of fans see it that way. But that number is
undoubtedly growing, and it's up to socialists — many of
whom, after all, are also football fans — io carry these
arguments onto the terraces, before they're all replaced by

Directors' Boxes.

Economic Notebook

Reality behind Capital’s euphemisms

Lawson’s squeeze

costs jobs

Unemployment is now at
its lowest level for eight
years!

This is one Tory myth
which has Insidiously crept
into public consciousness,
soothing what was, in the
carly 80s, the public’s number
one anxiety.

Of course, we all know that a
completely different basis of
calculation is now used. But itis
also necessary to look behind
the rhetoric of fiddled figures to
seck out the real underlying
trends.

Even calculating unemploy-
ment on the old basis shows that
it has indeed falien over the past
two to three years:

The new jobs are, however,
predominantly in the service
sector, usually part-time and
temporary, abysmally low-
paid, and have little in the way
of union organisation or health
and safety protection.

Above zll, they are credit-
boom led and will disappear as

fast as they were created. In-
deed, the latest figures do show
a slowdown in the fall in un-
employmentL

This is what is meant by
“slowing down” an “overheat-
ing economy”. The capitalist
class is, as we know, expert at
cuphemism and these are preity
good ones for recession, defla-
tion, and unemployment.

“Boost for Lawson as high
street sales slow down” is the
triomphal headline in the Guar-
dian, but the closing of the gap
between demand and supply ix
precisely the cause of the latest
and worryingly modest fall in
unemployment.

If sales in the High Street
slow down this has obvious
consequences for import and
export trade (hence the great
desire to take on the dockers to
hide these consequences).

It also has consequences for
industrial output and employ-
ment in what is left of manufac-

turing industry.

By PETER
THOMPSON

It will lead to increases in
bankruptcy for new, self-
employed businesses, which
will then be swallowed up by
big capital, their former owners
hired as workers in their own
firms, i.e. “proletarianized”.

“Merger Mania”, yet another
euphemism forconcentration of
capital, will increase. The new
mega-firms will either asset-
strip or rationalize, which in
tarn will increase unemploy-
ment.

This downtumn will coincide
with increased inter-imperialist
rivalry between the US, Europe,
and Japan, with their attemptsto
penetrate each others’ markets
and productive bases (sec the
latest Japanese ventures in
Wales and Derby).

It will aleo fcad to a massive
increase in overcapacity and

overaccamulation of capital,
which will then need to be
destroyed or transferred to other
sectors.

All countries which have
tumed a trade deficit into a trade
surplus over the past decade
have done so at the cost of an
enormous rise in unemploy-
ment.

The fall in domestic demand
coincides with rises in produc-
tivity to produce a situation in

which fewer workers produce
the same or more goods for a
lower level of market demand.

The outiook therefore is
bleak. This crisis is world wide.
Simply leaving it to the intema-
tional bankers to achieve a
switch to export markets, as-
suming we had any manufac-
tured goods left to export, is not
a solution,

What is required is & con-
certed atack on the power of

transnationals and international
financiers to make global
production and investment
decisions against the interests of
workers ev re.

Of necessity, this includes
nationalisation of the means of
investment and production and
a switch to production to meet
international human need,
rather than transoational cor-
ponate greed.
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Campaign!

Local Conferences on Socialist Alternatives to
Labour’s Policy Review

Birmingham: Friday 28th, 7. , Carrs Lane Church
Centre, Carrs Lane, Birmingham 4 (behind Marks &
Sparks). Chair: Pauline Pumell. Speakers: Dawn
Primarolo MP, Mandy Moore {Socialist Conference,
Women for Socialism).

MAY

Local Conferences on Soclalist Alternatives to
Labour's Policy Review
Glasgow: Saturday 20th, 11am, City Hall. Speakers:
Bernie Grant MP, Hil:ry Wainwright gg:c&alisi
Conference, Women for Socialism), ish Campaign
Group MP (invited).
Sat. 13th. National Convention for Democratic
nghls. Contact: Mike Marqusee, 01-341 9203.
at. 20th/Sun 21st. Local Government Conference.
Rochdale (provisionally). Contact Tony Trehy, 7 East
View, Mitchell St, R le OL 12 6SF. 0706-526624.

JUNE

Sat. 3rd/Sun. 4th. Gorbachev & the European Left.
Conference, with Eastern and Western European
speakers. Oxford University Conference Centre. Contact:
Gus F: , 30 Bridge Street, Oxford OX2 OBA.
0865-723207.

Sat. 17th/Sun. 18th. Third Soclalist Conference.
Octagon Centre, Sheffield University.

NOVEMBER
Sat. 11th/Sun. 12th. Building the Left In the Unions.

SOCIALIST CONFERENCE
Democratic Rights
— A Call to Action!

Open Organising Meeting for a National
Convention on Democratic Rights
SATURDAY MAY 13TH, 14PM
Red Rose Club,

Seven Sisters Road, London N4
{Finsbury Park tube)

All civil liberties, anti-racist,
anti-imperialist, anti-censorship, lesbian
and gay, Irish, trade union activists
welcome.

Help build a united resistance to the Tory
attack on democratic rights.

For more details contact Democratic Rights, c/o
Reading Matters Bookshop, Wood Green High Road,
London N22.

Socialist Conference

Going for the hat trick!

The third national
Socialist Conference takes
place in Sheffield on June
17th and 18th.

It will be even more impor-
tant for the left than the
previous two.

A decade of Thatcherism has
left socialists weakened and
marginalised. Trade union
struggles are stabbed in the back
by trade unions leaders. New
Realists in the Labour Party are

not even capable of winning
elections.

By Davy Jones
Islington South
CLP

The left urgently needs to
take stock and renew itself as we
head for the 1990s. The third
Socialist Conference will
provide an essential forum for
this task.

Entitled The Socialist Con-
ference: Movement for a New
Decade, the Shefficld event
aims to:

soutline an overall socialist
programme for the 1990s, a
necessary counterweight to
Kinnock’s “Great Moving
Right Show™;

scstablish clear campaigning
priorities and practical goals for
Socialist Conference sup-
porters.

It is also hoped that the Con-
ference will agree to adopt the
name of “Socialist Movement”
and set up an office with full
time workers.

Previous conferences have
produced many policy papers,
some of them mutually con-
tradictory.

This time the aim is to syn-
thesise these papers into a com-
prehensive document providing
a clear socialist perspective on
the economy, defence, foreign
pelicy, liberation of the op-
pressed, and democratic rights.

Where there remain differen-

First stop Chesterfield... next stop Sheffield!

ces within the movement, as on
Europe and PR, these will be
honestly expressed. But even
with unresolved areas, such a
document will be a much
needed antidote to the Labour
Party Policy Review drivel.

The Conference will also
highlight:

sthe enormous success of the
recent Women for Socialism

conference, with its mushroom-

o= === === - = = = == =

The Soclalist Conference, 9 Poland Street, London W1V 3DG

Affiliation Form

z
E
o

£12 for or

....................................................................................

Enclosed with this form is the affiliation fee for 1988
nisations; £6 for individuals, £3 unwaged).
n conformity with the requirements of the Data Protection Act, | hereby agree to the
Socialist Conference keeping the above information on file.

ing local groups;

sthe success of regional
Socialist Conference events
around the country, especially
in Scotland;

sthe national conference of
socialist trade unionists to be
held in Sheffield in November;

«the National Convention on
Democratic Rights planned for
later this year.

This Cooference is essential

PHOTO: Leesa Horbert

for every trade union and
Labour Party activist, for every
campaigner on radical and
socialist issues.

It offers an ity to
forge an exciting, socialist
movement which can challenge
the ideas and the practice of the
New Realists, in the unions and
the Labour Party.

Labour Briefing urges all
socialists to attend.
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Stop the Deportations!

must stay!

Victoria Apetor and her
16 month old son
Stephen are under
threat of deportation.

Victoria came to Britain
three years ago from
Ghana with 2 male friend,
who was studying in
Canada.

By GEOFF RYAN

The original plan was to
spend two to three weeks in
Britain before travelling on to
Canada. However, her friend
abandoned her at a London
railway station, leaving her
with just £2.

Afier sleeping rough for a
night, Victoria found help
from a chance maeting with

a woman, who gave Victoria
temporary accommodation
and helped her find work.

About a month later Vic-
toria moved to Manchester
where she worked in a fac-
tory and where she now
lives.

Following her move, Vic-
toria formed a relationship
with a Ghanalan man, which
broke up when she became
pregnant. In November
1987, she gave birth to her
baby Stephen.

Since coming to Britain
Victoria has taught herself to
read, write and speak
English and has made
friends in Manchester. She
simply wants to be allowed to
make a life here for herself
and her son.

A year after Stephen was
born Victorla moved back in
with his father but three
weeks later immigration offi-
cials raided the house.
Stephen’s father was taken
to Risley Remand Centre
and within three weeks had
been deported to Ghana.

Changed

At the time Victoria was
not arrested, because of her
child. However, the Home
Office now appears to have
changed its mind and has
served her with adeportation
order.

They have treated her as
an ‘illegal immigrant™ to
prevent her using even the
limited appeals procedures

Victoria and Stephen

available under immigration
laws.

A number of Ghanaians
have recently been deported
from Manchester without
anyone being allowed to in-
tervene on their behalf.

Victoria is now appealing
for a Judicial Review, as she
has never been given a
proper chance to explain
how she came to be in
Britain. Tony Lloyd MP is
supporting a representation
to the Home Office on
Victoria's behalf.

For further information
contact: Victoria and
Stephen Defence Cam-
paign, Chorlton Workshop,
Choriton Central Church,
Barlow Moor Road,
Chorlton, Manchester M21.

|

Manchester Labour
Movement Immigration
Conference

Over 100 people attended the conference on immigration
and nationality in Manchester on April 15th.

Steve Cohen of South Manchester Law Centre gave an overview
of immigration history in Brtain and strongly criticised Labour's
record on this issue in and out of office.

Labour’s current spokesperson on immigration, Alastair Darling
MP, agreed with these criticisms, but suggested that changes would
be seen as a result of the current Policy Review.

Darling also described disturbing developments in the run up to
1992, It appears that non-EC citizens will all get the same treatment
at all BC airports — if you are refused entry in Athens you will alsa
be refused entry in London.

Information is already being exchanged in order to build up a
computer network to deal with this EC-wide system of exclusion.

A speaker from the Nalgo Black Members Group explained the
importance of black workers groups in pressing unions to take up
these issues, noting that Nalgo’s position had developed since it was
forced to take up Mohammed Idrish’s case in 1982.

Idrish himself, Francis Okanlami, Marion Gaima and Victoria
Apeter — all previously or currently threatened with deportation —
addressed the meeting, which decided to establish a liaison network
for trade union work on immigration cases,

A booklet and video based on the conference are now being
produced.

Finally, the conference agreed to mobilise for Francis Okanlami’s
appeal on May 15th, at Aldine house, Manchester.
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The Rushdie Affair

Back Benn’s
Blasphemy Bill

On April 12th, Tony Benn  prosecutions for the
presented his Religious expression of opinion on
Prosecutions (Abolition) matters of religion” is

Bill in the House of Com-  Smplicityitsell.

b , _lt ‘mpulatea that “no
criminal proceedings shall be
instituted against any person

« for schism, heresy,
By Mike bluphem'ous_lib:{, blasphemy
Margqusee at common law, or atheism.”

. Benn'’s Bill was backed b
Haringey Labour  yorcr, Corbyn, Devid Stecl,
Bﬂeﬁng lan Gilmour, Jo Richardson,

Cyril Smith, Richard
Shepherd, Bemie Grant,

It was 100 years to the day  Russell Johnston, John Gorst,
since MP Charles Bradlangh, Diane Abbott, and Eric Heffer.
secularist and defender of free Benn is now seeking
speech, had introduced an  expanded support for an Eady
identical bill — to an equally Day Motion which favours the
unreceptive parliament. “speedy passage” of his

The Bill “to abolish anti-blasphemy Bill.
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Bring Rushdie
to Brighton!

In the past, Labour Briefing has supported and
publicised a wide variety of Conference
resolutions. This year we are producing a small
booklet contalning model resolutions which left
activists may wish to support in their CLPs.

The booklet includes resolutions from Labour CND,
LCl, CLPD, Black Sections, CARI, Labour Movement
Campaign for Palestine and others.

It will be updated as we receive further resolutions,
so send your campaign's model resolutions as quickly
as possible to Labour Briefing, 39 Talia House,
Manchester Road, London E14 9HB.

Booklets may be ordered from the same address:
please include a 19p stamp.

We are also, for the first time, initiating our own
resolution, prompted by the “Rushdie Affair”, with
which so many on the left have been unable to cope.

Please let us know if you move this resolution in
your branch or GC and what the response Is.

Model Resolution

This Conference supports the right of Salman Rushdie to
write and publish The Satanic Verses and deplores the
*death sentence” pronounced upon Rushdie by Ayatollah
Khomeini and the calls boin? made to ban this book.

Conference believes that free speech must include the
right to criticise religious ideas. It also believes that the
struggle for free speech goes hand in hand with the
stru%gle against racism.

It deplores the activities of those in the government and
the media who have sought 1o use the "Rushdie Affair” to
whip up racism and to launch attacks on the Mushim

community.

it believes that, in keeping with its commitments to
democ

1. the ition of all blasphemy laws;

2. the disestablishment of the rch of England and the
complete separation of church and state;

3. the phasing out of all state aid to religious schools, of
whatever denomination.

HARINGEY LABOUR BRIEFING
Defend Salman Rushdie!
Socialism, Free Speech, and Anti-Racism
A public discussion

Thursday May 11th, 8pm
Brabant Road Trade Union Centre, Station Road,
Wood Green
with

Narendra Makanji
Chair Labour Party Black Sections

Martha Osamor
Women for Socialism

Hanif Kureishi
Writer, My Beautiful Laundrette

Gita Sahgul
Southall Black Sisters
Campaign Against Repression in Iran
Questions and contributions from the floor will be
welcome!

nd equality, the Labour Party should advocate:

AP,

FRNVIETY

The Labour Party’s
Policy Review has
effectively dropped the
Party’s conference
commitment to Lesbian
and Gay equality.

The Labour Campaign
for Lesbian and Gay Rights
is therefore organising an
emergency campaign for a
debate at this year’s Annual
Conference to have the
commitment reinstated.

A comprehensive lesbian
and gay equality policy has
been one of the few
progressive policy gains in
recent years, since the 1985
Annual Conference
established a firm
commitment to equality in law
and an end to all forms of
discrimination.

This was affirmed with a
two thirds majority in 1986,
Last year, after Section 28,
there was an 84% majority for
an even stronger policy.

This original commitment
was contained in the first draft
of the Policy Review.
However, the Labour right has
now sunk its claws in.

Even though the whole
NEC backed the policies in

1986 and 88, Hattersley has
now led & counterattack and
has removed the commitment

to an equal age of consent —
he wants it at 18 — and to the
reapeal of discriminatory laws.

This is a scandalous and
totally unacceptable betrayal.
Lesbian and gay activists from
across the whole spectrum of
the Party are appalled.

By Peter Purton
LCLGR

But to win a debate at
Conference, LCLGR will
need more than the often
tokenistic support that lesbian
and gay rights recieve from
the rest of the lefL.

LCLGR’s Annual General
Meeting (April 22nd-23rd)
has agreed to a major
campaign in the coming
period based on keeping
lesbian and gay rights on the
agenda of the labour
movement.

The abandonment of Party
policy is the week leading up
to our AGM lends a new
urgency to this struggle.

LCLGR originally had no
plans to return to Conference
floor this year. Now, and very
late, we have no choice and
we appeal to the rest of the
left to give us the space.

Join LCLGR

Send £3 (unwaged), £6 (low waged), or £10 (high
waged) with your name and address to Membership
Secretary, LCLGR, PO Box 306, London NS

Green Party Conference
Wrestling with a Green economy

“The European Greens
have 17 member parties
from 15 countries,”
declared Sara Parkin of
the Green Party Council.

“Greens now sit in 11 par-
liaments around the world
and have been elected tosome
level of local government in
every West European country
except Greece.”

Speaking atthe Green Party’s
National Conference in London
last- month, Parkin also noted
the recent election of two Green
candidates in the Baltic
Republics of the USSR.

The Belgian Green Senator,
Ludo Dierickx, attacked the
doctrine of economic growth
which, he argued, reinforced
nationalism and undermined
collective solidarity,

In order to meet economic
growth targets, Dierickx said
that governments are inevitably
driven to “export national un-
employment, inflation,
monetary instability, and dis-
equilibium in the balance of
payments to other countries.”

Dierickx also criticised those
who call for a united Europe
based on the existing nation
states.

Instead, he proposed a
“Burope on a human scale...
Burope of towns,
municipalities, and regions
would be a Europe closer to its
citizens than a Europe of states,
nations, and ethnic groups with
their past, pride, ambition, dis-
crimination, and exclusivism.”

By PETER
TATCHELL

BBC sports presenter and
Green Party Council member,
David Icke, said that to call the
Thatcher government green was
like “calling Attilla the Hun a
pacifist.”

“The system has wreaked
destruction with staggering

" he said.

“It has taken the Earth 4,600
million years to evolve, Yet the
industrial system has been with
us for just 200. Much of the
most fundamental destruction
has happened in the last 40.

“We must promote a new
Green economics which can see
the fundamental difference be-
tween wants and needs.

“The true needs of all people
must be met — and can be met
— while the wants, the luxurics,

Lesan and Gay Liberation

Sponsor
the tour!

Brighton Area Action
Against Section 28 is
organising a tour of
England, Wales, and
Scotland during May
to mark one year of
having Section 28 on
the statute books.

The Tour will consistofa
minibus with speakers,
videos, exhibitions, and
press cuttings and will
visit 19 towns and cities
around the country.

The hope to
highlight the effects of
Section 28 over the
year and to boost morale of
o U

esbian a r .

But the Toguaryls not cheap
— the current estimate is
over £1,500,

We are calling on lesbian
and gay groups, frade

March Against
Section 28
— One Year On
Brighton
May 27th
Hove Town Hall,
2pm

Organised by Brighton
Area Action Against
Sectlon 28
For more Information
phone 0273
671213676471
All comrades in the
South East are urged to
attend

must be limited by what the
planet can take, not by what the
markets can stand.

“As Gandhi said: ‘The Earth
has enough for everyone’s
need, but not for everyone's

Arguing that the redistribu-
tion of wealth was “crucial to
saving the Earth,” Icke wamed:

“You can't tell people they
must consume less if their
children are hungry; it's no
good telling a family in some
rotting Council flat that they are
living beyond the means of the
planet...

“We, the fortunate people,
must consume less so they can
consume more.”

Distorting

During the Conference, the
West German Green MEP,
Jakob von Uexkull, accused the
Labourleadership of “distorting
and misrepresenting” Soviet
opinions on British unilateral
nuclear disarmament.

Von Uexkull said that top
Soviet leaders had made it clear
to the recent Buropean Parlia-
ment delegation that they would
welcome unilateral disarma-
ment measures by West

unions, standudem unions'h ;
women'’s groups,
and other otgayt?igatiom to
s

um pis
£1 O.Mamb‘ gh mmmey
wou apprec :

For further informat
lease contact us c/o
righton Unemployed

Centre, Prior House, 6
Tilbury Place, Brighton,
East Sussex BN2 2GY
tel, 0273-671213/676 471.

Stop the Section
National Tour

Details of Events
{subject to
confirmation)

APRIL
28th: Brighton
209th: Portsmouth
MAY
1st: Exetor
2nd: Bristol/Bath
T

% S
&th/7th: 'zolverhampton
8th: Manchester
10th: Aberdeen
12th: Edinburgh
14th: York
15th: Hull
16th: Leicester
17th: Coventry/Leicester
18th: Cambridge
19th: Ipswich
20th/21st: Oxford
22nd/23rd: London
24th: House of
Commons/Hounslow
25th: Canterbury
26th: Brighton

European countries, including
Britain.

The left wing pressure group
within the Green Party, the As-
sociation of Socialist Greens,
held a lunchtime fringe meeting
at the Green Party Conference.

Derek Wall called on fellow
Greens to recognise the class
bias of the ecological crisis,
which was hitting the poorest
classes and the poorest nations
the hardest.

Emphasising the fundamen-
tal contradiction between en-
vironmental protection and
production for profit, Wall
urged the Green Party to
proclaim a radical anti-
capitalist economic strategy.

Picking up on this theme,
Freda Chapman said Greens
had te give greater priority to
challenging the private owner-
ship of industry and wealth.

As the meeting’'s guest
speaker from the Labour Pasty,
I called for a Left-Green Al-
liance around a radical agenda
for social justice and ecological
sustainability; and for a cam-
paign of mass demonstrations
and civil disobedience to stop
the construction of the Sizewell
B and Hinkley C nuclear reac-
tors.

S S——
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Labour Party

The Labour Party bosses
calling for a mass member-
ship drive like to imply
that the left is against a
larger membership and
against more participation
by members.

1t is high time we dispelied
the myth that the left holds
power by excluding members
from decision-making.

It is also high time we built a
mass active membership of the
Labour Party, rather than the
passive, uninvolved, postal-bal-
loting type dear to the crabbed
hearts of the Party leadership.

At the grass roots it is usual-
ly the left which runs street
stalls and recruitment cam-
paigns, organises workplace ac-
tivities and public demonstra-
tions.

Indeed, some of the left wing
branches of so-called un-
representative London con-
stituencies have more members
than the entire Govan Con-
stituency of Glasgow which lost
the by-election to the SNP.

The new Party membership
campaign swears “it's never
been easier to join” and follows
this with a form containing 15

separate questions.
The drive is aimed at the

credit card-wielding middle
classes, the ones used to paying
for everything by direct debit.

The doorstep contact ap-
preciated by many, especially
older, more isolated Party mem-
bers, is to go out the window in
the drive to centralise member-
ship.
The old “New Members'
Pack”, which explained how
Party Conference made the
policy decisions , has vanished
in the Policy Review sleight of
hand.

By DAN CARTER

With the Party membership
centralised, computerised, and
de-activated, who will argue for
radical policies of any kind?

Future Labour Party News
supplements will carry order
forms like this:

I would like (tick as ap-
propriate):

Q Labour Party tie

Q Multilateral Disarmament

Q Filofax Diary Pages

Q) Sales of Council Houses

O Reduced price copies of
the Red Flag,

Party Leaders say they want
to involve the membership in

decision-making. Yet they go
out of their way to make “ac-
tivist" a dirty word. Giving
members a postal ballot form
every six months isn’tincluding
anyone.

The lifeblood of the Party is
debate, discussion, the process
of collectively reaching
decisions and collectively im-
plementing them.

Who do they think is going to
go outin all weathers to getcan-
didates clected, petition against
NHS cuts, convince people in
the strects and on the doorstep
of the need to support Labour?

The research on which they
base their appeal to the “mil-
lions of people just waiting to
join who've never been asked”
is in itself suspect.

It includes giving weight to

ts 10 questionnaires
who identified Labowr voters as
“scruffy teenagers who sell
Socialist Worker and shout.”

Larry Whitty has stated: “the
campaign is far more than a
recruitment drive: it is a strategy
for power."

But in that case, recruitment
can’t be based on organisation-
al moves alone. It must be based
on politics, on policies based on
a socialist vision of the future.

“Join us to help the Council

cut home helps!”; “Join us to
maintain nuclear weapons
when the rest of the world is get-
ting rid of them!"; “Jain us for
all the nice things for all the nice
people!” won't inspire many.

So how should we build the
Party?

By being seen to be active in
the community, by reviving
“soap box” street meetings and
stalls, by petitioning for pledges
of non-payment of the Poll Tax,
by sustained work in Tenants
Associations and local anti-
racist campaigns, and by link-
ing the Party with local trade
unions.

In the workplace, we should
argue for individuals to join, bat
above all for the continued
relevance of the trade unions’
affiliations to the Labour Party.

Local union branches should
be positively encouraged to af-
filiate to CLPs and this will be
helped by the CLPs taking
seriously such issues as
transport workers' safety, the
Tories' anti-union laws, and
support for industrial disputes.

Once recruited, members
should be encouraged to attend
meetings and the Party has in-
decd produced useful guides for
livening up branch meetings.

We can add that branchescan

also organise delegations to
Ramsgate for the P&O strike
May Day demonstration on
April 29th, or organise benefils
jointly with local anti-apartheid
groups or work on the Housing
Act on local estates and cam-
paign against Labour Councils
cutting services or raising rents.

During industrial disputes,
when the Labour Party takes
solidarity action, the most
politicised strikers still look to
and join the Labour Party. We
have seen this in the Miners’
Strike, and the P&O Strike in
Dover.

Often left wing Labour ac-
tivistshaveled the support work
undertaken by local Labour Par-

ties and Support Groups when
groups like the SWP are sitting

Debate: Proportional Representation

Don’t be static:
be serious!

The coantributions of Chris
Knight and Ray Davison
(Briefing nos. 78 and 80) to
the rather one-sided
“debate” on Proportional
Representation display a
static, not to say reformist,
attitude to the question.

Ultimately, they argue that
the question of democratic
rights here (in this case, one
persom, one vote, and having
that vote count) I8 subor-
dinate to the “need” for a
Labour government.

By Phil Ward
Sheffield

This view is expressed ex-
plicitly in Socialist Action by
Redmond O’Neill, complete
with juicy out of context quotes
from Lenin.

Where do we draw the line?
Do we oppose self-determina-
tion for Scotland because, if the
Scottish people choose inde-
pendence, it would remove 48
Labour MPs from
Westminster?

Should we have opposed
votes for women because
women have been dispropor-
tionately pro-Tory?

We suppont alf reforms that
increase the political conscious-
ness, self-confidence, and self-

* organisation of the masses.

Under PR, cach individual's

vote will count, whereas now
probably less than 25% of the
votes cast in elections have any
meaning.

This is important, because, in
non-revolutionary conditions,
voting is the only conscious
political act the masses engage
in.

Clearly such a change would
necessitate a complete reor-
ganisation of the Labour Party,
whose history and structure is
strongly shaped by the British
electoral system.

In that context we would be
in favour of measures that
would increase participation in
Party affairs and accountability
to Party members and affiliated
organisations.

But we should rememberthat
the Party is not some kind of
proto-Soviet which can be
magically transformed at some
point into a fully-fledged sys-
tem of workers’ councils!

Experience suggests the right
will destroy the Labour party
rather than concede democratic
accountability and a socialist
programme.

Chris Knight seems to be
stuck on a schema which re-
quires that there be a “radical”
Labour government immediate-
ly prior to a socialist revolution.

There is no historical prece-
dent for such a schema — most
social democratic govemments
in pre-revolutionary crises have
been ruthlessly counter-revolu-
tionary, ready to use all the
might of the state against the

working class.

Lastly, the question of coali-
tions: Labour and National
Labour have been “in office”
for about 35 years, and ruled
alone for only 15, so first past
the post has hardly avoided
coalitions.

Furthermore, it could be ar-
gued that the electoral system
“imposed” on Labour the “re-
quirement” to depend on the
Liberals to stand down and
allow direct fights with the
Torics in the early part of this

cenltury.

Labour was thus bom = col-
laborationist and coalitionist
party. It is part of its politics.

i “full-blooded” socialism
can come through reforms by a
Labour government, then a “lit-
tle bit of socialism”™ will be the
result of a “little bit of powerin
a coalition govemnment.

Asthe “dented shield” policy
of local Labour Councils
shows, Labour does not need a
new clectoral system to pursuc

Besides, how can anyone
predict that the outcome of a
fight for PR will be coalitions?
This depends on the forces en-
gaging in that fight and the
methods used.

Were the left in the Labour
Party and outside it to show a
serious attitude to the
democratic rights of the masses
and take up the fight for PR
using class struggle methods,
the bourgeois parties might end
upa permanent minority.

Most of the contribu-

tions in Briefing have
been anti-PR and this is
an attempt to redress
the imbalance.

The arguments against
have ranged from an al-
leged lack of “account-
ability” (Davison), to a
belief that It is part of a
“popular front” (Bash,
Griffiths).

By Vincent
Johnson
Erdington CLP

However, for a socialist to
have any illusions in mean-
ingful "democracy” under
capitalism is either naive or
suspect.

Under bourgeois
democracy, working class
gains remain contained by
the capitalist system and are
only attained through strug-
gle. But it is important to dis-
tinguish between tactics and
strategy.

I is also important to shift
the debate away from the
narrowly Parliamentarian,
both for and against.

For those bound to refor-
mism, be it of the left or right
wing type, PR is of course a
disaster, it it reduces the
chance of electing a majority
Labour government.

They will also daim that it
leads to rightwards policy
shifts. However, for a Mar-
xist, while the election of a

Labour government is impor-

tant, itis by no means central
to achieving socialism.

But even within the narrow
perspective of electing a fu-
ture Labour government, no
mean feat in itself, things are
not so simple. The Boundary
Commission, after reor-
ganisation, may cost Labour
up to 50 seats.

Given the vagaries of the
present electoral system,
and the current distribution of
Labour votes, it is possible,
as in 1951, to have more
votes than the Tories, and
still lose the election.

It is of course possible to
elect a government with less
than 40% of the vote. In 1974
Labour were elected with
39.2%, and could have been
slected last time with just
37%.

It takes a momentous leap
in the imagination to see
Labour going much above
43% in the foreseeable fu-
ture.

Argument

The argumenti that PR
would lead to a more right
wing policy shift by the Party
holds little weight when we
look at what is happening
now.

Those of us who oppose
election pacts seem to have
lost the memory of the Lib-
Lab Pact under Callaghan.

We might now be inamore
powerful position to prevent
such rightwing pacts, as PR
would also allow for other
radical forces o be sleciad,
such as the Greens.

Whitty gets members on the streets: at an anti-witch hunt lobby...

A

on the sidelines.

The left is very much for a
mass membership.

We're wary of centralised
membership not because of
paranoia but because we've
seen the Knowsley Norths and
the Bermondseys, we remem-
ber the threats to close con-
stituencies and suspend GCs at
the height of the Black Sections
dispute.

Qur membership, as the
slogan says, is our strength.

We want an active member-
ship that’s heard all sides to the
arguments — not just the
Leadership’s in the media —
and is equipped to go out with
confidence to argue Labour’s
case in the workplaces, in the
streets, and on the doorstep.

PR and new forces

Without PR, a future
minority Labour govemment
might well do a deal with the
SDP. Owen favours the
Single Transferable Vote,
which would be worse than
either of the two other sys-
tems.

If Labour went to the polls
committed to PR, suchadeal
would be undermined. The
fact that Kinnock is against it
matters not a jot; he may
even not be Leader if Labour

lose again.
Representation

PR would be more repre-
sentative, and would allow
hundreds of thousands of
workers currently denied a
Labour MP to have one.

Some of the arguments
used against PR are similar
to those used against votes
for women, and other forms
of electoral reform: uncon-
sciously, perhaps, but it
hardly helps discussion.

| have no illusions in radi-
cal change coming about
through PR. However,
reforms within capitalism are
still important. if nothing else,
it could make more difficult
the slide to what has been
called elsewhere “semi-
Bonapartism™.

We will still engage in the
same class struggle; it will
still take both parliamentary
and exira-parliamentary
forms. PR however, allows
for new forces to be added, If
only on a narrow base.

It may also enable a real
socialist party to elect MPs.
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Labour Party

The third national co-or-
dinating meeting of the
Campaign for Socialism
was a painful experience.

The Campaign emerge
from the loose Labour left met-
works established during last
year’s Bean-Heffer leader-
ship challenge.

Many of us had hoped it
would become the national,
non-sectarian focus the Labour
left has long needed: a genuine
link between the Campaign
Group in the Commons and the
left in the CLPs and trade
unions.

Alas, this third meeting (held
in Birmingham) was dominated
by procedural wrangles and in-
terminable votes on “structure”,
Responsibility for this lies with
delegates associated with
Labour Left Liaison (LLL).

Many of the independent left
activists who were originally
drawn to the Campaign for
Socialism had seen this coming,.
They voted with their feet, and
attendance from regional
delegates was well down on
previous meetings.

One of the most farcical and
lengthy wrangles was an ex-
tremely confused discussion on
“consensus”. This notoriously
clusive concept was an excuse
for all kinds of strange argu-
ments.

While there was a consensus
that consensus was nof a simple
majority and was not absolute
unanimity, there was no con-
sensus about exactly what a
consensus was.

LLL’s manoeuvring
threatened to push politics off
the agenda altogether (render-
ing the “consensus” discussion
totally pointless). The meeting
just managed to squeeze in a

Campaign for Socialism

A painful experience

By Mike
Marqusee

brief discussion of the NEC
slate,

The consultation exercise
launched at the last Campaign
for Socialism meeting was
clearly a flop, largely because
nobody, besides Briefing, made
any effort to publicise it.

The Campaign Group’s
choices, in effect offered on a
“take it or leave it* basis, were
endorsed by the meeting: Ab-
bott, Benn, Livingstone, Skin-
ner, Richardson, Wise, Mahon
in the Constituency Section,
and Heathfield, Osamor, Pet-
tifor in the Women's Section.

The Campaign Group is also
backing Beckett and Short in
the Women's Section, but no
one at the Birmingham meeting
was happy with this.

Unfortunately, there was no
time to discuss publicising this
slate or organising to get it
elected, which should have
been one of the main tasks of the
Campaign for Socialism.

When politics occasionally
made it onto the agenda, LLL's
guiding principle seemed to be
opposition to anything put for-
ward by Briefing.

They voted down a Briefing
amendment tocommit the Cam-
paign for Socialism to a general
struggle for the democratisation
of the labour movement and the
accountability of labour move-
ment officials at all levels,

This was in addition to al-
ready agreed commitments to
Black Sections, increased rep-
resentation for women, opposi-
tion to OMOV, etc.

How could anyone be against

such an anodyne amendment?
The reason advanced was fear
of offending trade union offi-
cials, who (it was alleged)
would use the amendment to
claim that the Campaign was
trying to interfere in their inter-
nal affairs.

Briefing had hoped the Cam-
paign for Socialism would
develop greater grass roots and
women's participation. The
LLL bleck (which, despite its
claims, only occasionally in-
volved the Black Sections rep-
resentative) formed an almost
insurmountable barrier to this.

Despite resistance from the
Women's Action Committee

(which in effect sends three
delegates to the meetings),
Women for Socialism were al-
lowed to affiliate — but only
given one delegate.

The discrepancy came be-
cause WAC (last AGM, 30
women present) argued that
WS (last conference, 450
women) was mostly made up of
women oulside the Labour
Party.

Similagly, when a request
from the North Oxfordshire
Campaign Group, asking to be
involved, was reported, “next
business” was moved. There
was no desire to involve com-
rades in North Oxfordshire, still

#

Benn addresses the Socialist Conferance: but the forces assembled for the leadership chalfenge are being driven away.

less to work with them to set up
a functioning Southem Region
of the Campaign.

It is hard to see where thisin-
itiative is going. The locally
based independents are drifting
away, the Campaign Group
MPs appear lo have lost
whatever slim interest they once
had.

CLPD has played a vital role
in past struggles and continues
to perform a service to the left.
But it iz only one component of
the left and simply cannot con-
tinue to overstate its own impor-
tance and use its weight to block
proposals from other quarters.

Similarly, WAC caanot

In search of secularism

claim a monopoly franchise on
“women's questions” and
Labour CND (or rather the
Socialist Action supporier who
is there to represent LCND at
these meetings) cannot claim a
monopoly on unilateralism.

These are concerns of the
whole movement (as is Party
democracy) and we will only
succeed in these areas by
mobilising people at the base of
the Party and the unions.

This should have been the
remit for the Campaign for
Socialism. If the Campaign con-
tinues to fail to perform this
function, something else will
have to be built to take its place.

“Godless Labour”?

Last year Labour Brief-
ing carried a number of
articles on the growing
impact of religion on
British politics and on
the left in particular.

Atthe time this may have
seemed a topic of minor in-
terest. In the aftermath of
the Rushdie affalr, its sig-
nificance Is clear.

Some Labour MPs, notab-
ly Keith Vaz and Max Mad-
den, have come out in favour
of a wider recognition of
religious allegiance.

Vaz argues that as a “god-
less” party Labour has failed
to take account of the needs
of religious minorities. Mad-
den says, “Labour must
repay the loyalty which the
Muslim population has
shown.

By this he means first, that
the law must be altered to
protect all religious beliefs
from “blasphemy”, and
second, that support must be
given to religiously or-
ganised education.

For Madden, Vaz, and
others, this is the only way in
which Labour can respond
sensitively to the passions
aroused by The Satanic Ver-
ses.

By Andrew Coates
Ipswich CLP

In contrast, Tony Benn,
himself a Christian, believes
thatreligious belief should be
granted no special state
privileges.

The Committee Against
Blasphemy Law, associated
with longstanding
“rationalist” campaigners,
has argued that extending
the existing blasphemy laws

*would still cause injustice
by giving protection only to
religion and not equally
strongly held non-religious
beliefs.”

Others (including Labour
Briefing) have said that
rather than increase state
finance for religious educa-
tion, we should aim to end alf
public subsidy for specific
faiths.

Recent moves to compel
school assemblies to adopt
an explicitly "Christian”
stance have strengthened
this view.

Why should socialists be
secularists?

To begin with, any institu-
tions that give special rights

to religious doctrines (either
through restriction of iree
speech or through state
hand-outs) cannot also ad-
vance the basic principle of
the labour movement, that of

equality.

Extending the blasphemy
laws to “protect” deeply feit
beliefs will exacerbate rather
than reduce inequalities and
may actually promote con-
flict between religions.

Much of the debate follow-
ing the Rushdie flare-up has
revealed just how intolerant
transcendental faiths are
towards one another.

The New Testament "blas-
phemes” traditional Judaic
law, and the Koran ‘blas-
phemes” Jesus by its asser-
tions that he did not die on
the Cross.

All of the monotheistic
faiths regard “pagans” and,
even worse, atheists, as
blasphemers.

A socialist anti-racism
seeks to create a common,
public sphere inwhich all are

addressed as equals, not as
bearers of protected creeds.

It is noteworthy that the
French anti-racist group
SOS-Racisme held a public
demonstration in support of

Rushdie a few days after
Khomeini's threat against
him. Why have our own anti-
racist groups not shown the
same vigour?

Perhaps it is because we
do not have a clear model of
what an anti-racist
secularism could mean. We
support the development of
an education system that is
open to different cultures and
aware of British racism.

Yet we have shied away
from recognising that anti-
racism can be undermined
by those who wish to impose
their own religious authority
on oppressed communities.

We will only be able to
move forward if we can
develop the kind of synthesis
aimed atby SOS-Racisme, a
mutual and self-critical ex-
amination in which all social
groups are engaged.

Tory MPs and the hard
right are only too happy to
obstruct any such examina-
tion, hence the support from
these quarters for increased
religious schooling and cen-
sorship.

Madden and Vaz have
done a grave diservice to the
labour movement in inching
towards the same position.

Tribune was justified in
saying of Vaz:

if *...he feels so strongly
that religious views should
have a privilege and power in
our society above and
beyond other convictions,
then he might consider fight-
ing the next election as a
religious independent.”

However, two qualifica-
tions have to be made about
this call.

First, unless we have
worked out a programme

that removes existing
privileges for Anglicans we
cannot be consistent in
making such a demand ex-
‘clusively in regard to one
faith.

Secondly, unless the leftis
able to abandon its previous
ambiguities, and embrace a
new secularism enriched by
the anti-racist combats of the
last 30 years, we affirm noth-
jing but an abstract liberalism
'which will be unable to cope
'with the challenges ahead.

Briefing Dayschool
What future for Local
Government?

The 1990 local elections:
Strategies for the left

April 29th 10am-5pm

Polytechnic of Central London,
Marylebone Road
All Briefing supporters invited
Creche - bookable in advance gnly, phone
01 801 6041 for places and more details

PHOTO: Leesa Herbert
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Pianning and workers’ control

We are told that
capitalism, plus or minus a
bit of tinkering, is the best
system for satisfying
people’s material needs.

But 200 years of industrial
capitalism have shown this is
untrue.

In many different ways
capitalism has proved itself a
failure, and a brutal and violent
failure at that.

But there is an altemative. A
democratically planned
economy can solve or at least
begin to remedy some of the
greatest failures of capitalism.

The best argument for a
planned economy is that i
begins to deal with the real,
pressing problems we have now
— problems which capitalism
creates and can never solve.

What are the main failures of
a capitalist economy from the
workers” point of view? And
how can planning hy workers
deal with them?

*Capitalism canrnot give full
employment.

In its boom periods, like the
1950s and 1960s, capitalism
produced more or less full
employment - in the rich
countries, while tuming Third
World economies upside down
and producing in them massive
unemployment, poverty and

- starvation.

The history of capitalism

3 since the first industnial revolu-

tion shows that these long boamn
periods are followed by long
periods of economic stagnation.

Sure enough, in the 1970s
and 1980s there has been high
unemployment in the rich
capitalist countries. In the Third
World there has been economic
barbarism.

There are many causes of
these long booms and slumps,
But the driving force, the “com-
pass™ of this switchback, is the
profit that firms expect to make,
relative to their investment.

In boom periods the average
rate of profit is relatively high.
Firms invest, boosting demand,
increasing productivity, and
keeping profits up.

In periods of stagnation, the
averge rate of profit is relative-
ly low. Firms are reluctant to in-
vest,

Productivity and demand
stagnate, deepressing profits.
The result is a criminal waste of
human time, of machines, and
of natural resources.

A planned economy would
not have to take the average rate
of profit as the guide tq total in-
vestment. The central ing
body would decide directly how
much investment was needed to
maintain full employment.

To do this, it would need to
own the majority of the nation's
investment funds, so that it
could keep up the rate of invest-
ment regardless of the average
rate of profit

This would also have the ef-
fect of increasing productivity
as fast as possible, frecing
human time and natural resour-
ces.

Capitalism can never do this,
because total investment is

determined by a myriad of
‘private fimms, which invest in-'

evitably according to the ex-
pected rate of profit.

«Capitalism systematically
invests too little in meefing cer-
tain needs.

No capitalist economy has
ever invested as much as it
materially could in the collec-
tive care of children, older
people, and the sick. Women
are forced to do most of this

work unpaid.

By Jamie Gough
(Holborn and St
Pancras)

Capitalism systematically
underinvests in long term
projects like physical in-
frastrocture because of itsfinan-
cial risks. It systematically un-
derinvests in training since
firms always think they can
poach.

Where there is a Jow paid
workforce, capital doesn't
bother to invest in machinery.
This is obvious not only in the
Third World, but also in the
booming sweatshops of the
“rich” countries.

In many industries,
capitalism underinvests in real
diversity of products. Look at
privately run bus systems, look
at the media.

A planned economy. could
chmge these priorities.

The rate of profit in each in-
dustry would be taken into ac-
count; after all, a surplus has to
be produced in order to be in-
vested. But allocation of invest-
ment funds could also reflect
social priorities.

In industries which sell their
product, the long term profit on
these investments will be quite
high, especially if you don't
have acrisis-ridden, switchback
economy. This profit will be
available for investment to
meet,

*Capitalism systematically
invests too much in wasteful
activities.

Completely useless
economic activities, like adver-
tising, much packaging, most of
the City, and production of
luxuries eat up valuable invest-
ment funds.

There is also enormous
duplication of investment in in-
dustries like retailing, distribu-
tion, and retail banking.

Privatised consumption is
often wasteful of resources —
compare cars to buses and
trains, Huge amounts of perfect-
ly usable machinery and build-
ings are underused or scrapped
every year, even in boom
periods and boom industries.

Without capitalism, the use-
less areas of investment would
disappear. With democratic
control, investment in particular
industries like retailing could be
matched to need and given a
longer productive life.

*Capitalism cannot give
continuity and security of
employment.

Even in boom times, invest-
ment is constantly shifting be-
tween workplaces, towns,
regions and countries in search
of a higher rate of profit.

In the process, it destroys the

Why we need a
planned economy

Transport: once an industry largely under public controf, nowbewgsofddfby ‘maacfnrmdoﬂedng

increased hazards to consumers and to workers.

networks of friendship and sup-
port within workplaces and
neighbourhoods, and it destroys
workers’ collective organisa-
tion,

It forces workers to migrate
nationally or intemationally to
get work. The current changes
in world financial markets arc
making this problem worse, as
capital becomes more and mare
mobile.

Planning can address these
problems through the central al-
location of investment fo dif-
ferent enterprises and areas, and
tosome extent through planning
bodies in these enterprises and
areas being able to stop profits
from draining out of them.

The policy should be to
enable people to continue work-
ing in the same place, if they
want.

«Capitalism systemaftically
creates divisions between
workers.

In a capitalist economy, your
job is dependent on how well
your firm does, and how well
your national economy com-

petes with others. Competition’

between firms therefore in-
evitably produces competition
between workers.

Underinvestment in the
Third World and in the employ-
ment of black people
everywhere produces racist
competition and division be-
tween workers. Underinvest-
ment in the carc of dependent

e creates sexist divisions.

In a planned-economy, there
could and should be a policy of
directing investment to equalise
the productivity of labour as fast
of possible.

In line with this, there could
and should be a policy of
equalising wages — through
giving money or time compen-
sation for nasty work. Since you
would still have a wage
economy, shortages might
mean temporarily paying higher
wages for some skills.

~Capitalism systematically
creates dangerous, unhealthy
and boring work.

The aim of private firms isto
extract the maximum amount of
work from workers at minimam
cost, .

The health and safety of
workers, the interest and variety
of work, and the possibilities for
co-operation between workers
are not in themselves aims of
management, and are conse-
quently sacrificed to the need to
extract more work.

It is true that firms need some
degree of cooperation from
workers to get work done. But
this does not necessarily require
good conditions. It can often be
secured by the threat of the sack
or the threat of the firm declin-
ing.

In an economy controlled by
workers, workers in each in-
dustry would participate in the
design of machinery and set
minimum standards for its vse.
Workers in each workplace
would have greater leverage
over working conditions.

There should be a policy of
reducing the division between
“thinking” and “doing” jobs.

There should also be a policy
of equalising the intensity and
nastiness of jobs across the
cconomy. This means that
workers in  particular
workplaces cannot have the
final say on their own intensity
of work.

*Capitalism systematically
wastes natural resources and
endangers the living world.

Individual firms have no in-
terest in considering these is-
sues.

Capitalist firms taken
together only have an interest
when waste and pollution be-
come so bad that they threaten
the average rate of profit.

That can be pretty bad. Even
then, the fundamental inde-
pendence of firms means that
the state cannot necessarily im-
pose a solution on them.

In a planned economy, the
environment could and should
be a major consideration in in-
vestment decisions, from the in-
temnational to the workplace
level. This should affect both
production processes and
products.

Again, control of investment
decisions is the key. The quality
of products, including their en-
vironmental quality, is better
controlled pndncendunby
consumer and, since it is

much easier for producers than
consumers to be well-informed.

Though this would slow
down the growth of the volume
of products produced, the ef-
fects of this solution would be
shared fairly between all
workers. And all workers, albeit
unequally, would gain from an
environmental policy.

All this is to talk only of solv-
ing the economic failurcs of
capitalism,

The capitalist class seeks to
solve economic problems
through violence against
workers, against the workers’
states, and against other
capitalists. This violence is, of
course, a central reason for get-
ting rid of capitalism.

But the point here is that,
even in production and the or-
ganisation of work, capitalism
systematically fails workers.

Kinnock and the Communist
Party, with all their talk of “new
conditions” and “post-For-
dism", have not been able to
show how a single one of these
failures of capitalism has been
eliminated.

As we have seen, planning
would need to operate at the na-
tional, local and workplace
level, and in particular in-
dustries.

There would certainly be big
conflicts of interest between
these different planning bodies.
Workers thinking nationally
would often see things dif-
ferently from workers thinking
about their own workplace.

But these are contradictions
for workess, not conflicts be-
tween workers and capital. The
more open the debate, and the
more democratic the planning,
the system, the better these con-
tradictions can be dealt with.

A planned economy, even
within a single country, ismuch
more cfficient than capitalism
— though severely and some-
times decisively hampered by
sabotage and attacks from
capitalist states elsewhere,

But the more international
planning is, the more it can
achieve. A national workers'
ecottomy should therefore har-
ness its resources as much‘as
possible towards spreading the
revolution elsewhere.
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Planning and workers’ control
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Unite workers across workplaces!

By Jamie Gough
Holborn and St
Pancras CLP

Especially important are
demands which help to unite
the working class, across the
myriad divisions which
capitalist competition
creates. For instance:

-Demands which benefit
everyone equally

Common wage and
benefit rises above the rate
of inflation, demanded at a
common date, for all. Con-
tinuity of employment for all
workers. Safe, healthy work-
ing conditions for all.

-Demands which direct-
ly benefit the most op-
pressed sections of the
class

Positive action for the un-
employed — reduce the
working week until everyone
is employed. Positive action
for oppressed groups.
Hence the need for workers'
control of hiring.

+Unite workers across
workplaces

Strong workers’ organisa-
tion in one workplace can
achieve results. But such
workplaces are always vul-
nerable to competition, as
numerous workers' co-ops
have shown.

_ The organisation — and
the confrol — must be ex-

it would therefore be
necessary to take control of
investment funds and invest-
ment decisions out of the
hands of all medium and
large companies and finan-
cial institutions,

These demands are in-
creasingly national in scope.
Workers should demand that
the government, especially a
Labour government, backs
them up and implements
them.

But there should be no
faith in the government
bureaucracy. Workers' or-
ganisation to run the
economy has to be built out-
side the existing state,

And this organisation
would then be an alternative
to the existing state, the core
of a workers' state.
and beyond, or it won't sur-
vive, even in one workplace.

«Unite workers across
nations.

In multinational firms,
workers should organise to
present common demands.
Controls on International
trade should be used only to
protect industries which are
controlled by workers, not to
defend one group of workers
atthe e of another.

Success with these
measures would lead to
capital refusing toinvest, and
transfering its money else-
where. Economic collapse
would follow.

Lessons of Eastern Europe

Why nationalisation
is indispensable

It is universally ackmow-
ledged on the right, centre,
and a good part of the left
that East European ex-
perience has proved that
nationalisation and plan-
ning cannot work.

Put the other way roumd,
we are told that only competi-
tive markefs can work, and
even they don’t work umless
the motivation and oppor-
tunities provided by private
ownership are included in the
package.

Furthermore, we are told that
only in competitive economies
(and, in the right's version,
private ownership) can you gain
and consolidate democracy.

This political point is sup-
posedly confirmed by both
West European and East
European experience. And
anyway, doesn’t Mr Gorbachev
himself confirm all or most of
this message?

To rub these points home the
left is accused of:

srejecting the concept of
profit as an operational element
in a socialist economy;

+of repudiating the concept of
efficiency as bourgeois;

+of pouring scorn on cfforts
to raise productivity in a
socialist economy;

«of rejecting any notion of
opportunity costs;

sor of the need to make
choices in the face of scarcity:

*in short, of rejecting
economics altogether.

As for nationalisation, it is

=| seen as synonymous with

burcaucratic state domination
taking precedence over the in-
terests of citizens.

There is only one thing lack-
ing from this litany: any serious
assessment of its supposed em-
pirical starting point, post-war
East European experience.

We know that the Soviet
economy is in amess. We know
that it has had centralised plan-
ning and nationalisation.

Some people find this quite
enough East Buropean pudding
for proof. They might at least
have the courtesy to eat some
Yugoslav or Hungarian pud-
ding as well to taste the less
savoury flavours of Easl
European radical marketisation.

It is often glibly assumed that
when an economy reaches a cer-
tain level of development,
central planning, which is OK
for extensive growth, must give
way to a generalised market
principle for intensive growth.

What we don’t get is serious
discussion of the most advanced
and most successful East
European economy: the Ger-
man Democratic R ic.

The GDR has enjoyed a
much better growth rate over
the last three decades than the
UK. By the early 1980s it had,
according to The Economist,
surpassed the UK in average
living standards.

It has a welfare system reck-
oned by a majority of West Ger-
mans (according to opinion
polls) to be betterthan what’s on
offer in the Federal Republic
(and accepted by academics in
the field as superior in many
respects to Swedish welfare
provision). -

By OLIVER
MACDONALD

And leading sectors of its
economy, such as the machine
tool imdustry, are outstanding
by world standards

In short, innovation and
productivity improyements
have been impressive, at least
by British standards. And all
this has been achieved without
a competitive market. How?

Some irritable answers are
offered. It's because of the cul-
ture — they're Prussians after
all. Or, it's because the GDR is
the 13th member of the BEC
(without paying a pfennig in
VAT).

Or it's the longstanding
secure and very generous
“swing credit” deal from Bonn
and all sorts of similar perks
from the FRG.

If such answers are correct,
the marketisers must face the
consequence: that the internal
institutional arrangements of an
economy are not necessarily
decigive or even important in
determining its growth rates, in-
novative capacities, etc.

What counts is the general
civic culture and the relation-
ship with the West. But if the
latter is so crucial, why is it that
the Yugoslay economy, which
has not faced Western
economic warfare, has got into
such an appalling mess?

no planning system could hope
to function in such circumstan-
ces.

As for the argument about
private ownership being
economically necessary, it is a
little hard to swallow in the year
of water privatisation.

Just how cost effective is the
rentier class? What value for
money do we get from it? What
benefits would the junk-bond
industry offer the people of
Sverdlovsk?

The reason may not be
marketisation plus the
economy's opening up to
Westem capital; it may have
more to do with disastrous er-
rors of govemment policy and:
management.

But let us at Jeast hold our
tongue about “East Buropean
experience” proving the in-
evitable superiority of the
market as the dominant regula-
tive principle.

As for the Soviet economy,
we should not forget that in
living standards it is right down
at the bottom of the East
European league table.

The level of civic and politi-
cal culture under Brezhnevism
was rock bottom — and utterly
corrupt apparatus and a
thoroughly demoralised intel-
ligentsia.

Any fool could predict that

The UN tells us that the
West's bankers are responsible
for the deaths of roughly half a
million kids a year in the Third
World.

We might also ask what their
failure to give us some sus-
tained growth of the World
capitalist economy implies
about the system they advocate.

Let's tum to the political
aspect of nationalisation and

planning.

Both for the right and the left,
of course, this means wholesale
nationalisation, which is
another way of saying the ex-
propriation of the capitalist
class.

All decisions about what

should be done with the produc-

tive resources of the country be-
come public decisions that must
be taken by the “political

The rightcalls this “state con-
trol”, thereby invoking a vision
of a repressive body governing
all aspects of economic life.

This does confuse some
people on the left, who rightly
see the State as a repressive
body and tend to think of
nationalisation as meaning that
this repressive body gels its
hands on the whole economy.

The right's solution then
seems rcasonable. “Free” the
cconomy from state control,
and you weaken the state and
strengthen the people (or so-
called civil society). This brings
you closer to “democracy”.

But all this is a verbal trick.
When the economy is in public
ownership the political
authority is responsible to
citizens for what happens to the
citizens' economic resources.

It is answerable to them for
what happens on jobs, prices,
income distribution, economic
priorities.

And this answerability has
operated in Eastern Europe, in
conditions where there have
been no formal mechanisms of
popular control, with far, far
greater effect than anywhere in
the capitalist West.

When you take industrics out
of nationalisation you do not
“free” the citizens from control
from above; you transfer con-
trol over economic resources
from public political bodies into
the hands of a private, unac-
countable dictatorship of
employers.

The effect of this is also to
free the government from a vast
number of its obligations to the
citizen.

In other words, you
strengthen the govemment's
ability to do as it pleases be-
cause you narrow the sphere of
public responsibility. And
without this public sphere there
can be no pretence of
democracy.

This, at least, should be one
lesson of Thatcherism. The
rhetoric of privatisation, that it
frees us from state control, is the
big lie: privatisation means
freeing the state from
democratic control and simul-
taneously strengthening the un-
accountable power of private
capital over our daily existence.

" pgrr
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The Women'’s Page

Now you see it — now you don’t

How the Briefing Women’s

page is produced

Since January, a Briefing Women's page has

appeared in every Iissue.

The response from women has been generally
positive. Well, no-one has suggested dropping it yet!
But the women who have been involved so far
realise that we have some way 1o go before the page
is one that informs and organises, reflects the
concerns and debates of soclalist feminists, and
supporis women in campaigning activity.

To achieve this, more women need to be involved in
producing the page. In the article below Jane
Connor describes how the page is put together and
illustrates the different ways women can get

involved In the process.

Deciding on themes

At national Briefing Women's meetings, often prior to
Briefing National Steering Committees, those women
present {(never enough) asses the last few issues.

Have any letters been sent, phone calls received,
complaints made, ideas for articles put forward?

The meeting then decides on the issues and themes to
be covered in the next few women's pages and goes
through a diary of events so that the page can be used to
build, intervene, or comment on particular campaigns and

conferences,

For example, the women's page on education was timed
to co-incide with NUT conference.
A group of three or four women are then asked to take

responsibility for a fixed number of issues as a sort of
*editorial collective™ for want of a less grand title.

Tuming ideas into articles
The EC then meets to put ideas into practice and find

authors o write articles.

Who is asked to write an article? This usually depends
on which women EC members might know who are
interested in a particular issue, and/or are confident enough

to write about it.

It's especially important that more women are involved in
this part of the process so that we can broaden the range

of articles and confributions.

It takes about 1,200 words to fill a page of Briefing,
leaving room for headlines and graphics. The EC has to
decide how long each article should be within this

framework.

Ideally, commissioned articles should arrive prior to the
given deadline, at the place they were asked to be sent to,
typed double-spaced, and the right length. if you don't have
access to a typewriter, write neatly: double-spaced.

The deadline for the women's page is generally earlier
than the rest of the paper to enable the EC to read and
possibly edit articles and write an introduction if necessary.

The EC is responsible for making sure articles arrive on
time — if you have promised to write an article and have
problems, it's better to contact the person who asked you
to write it than to wait until she calls youl!

When articles come into the office they are then
sub-edited, This is when spelling, grammar, length and
sometimes style are changed without altering the political

content.

National Labour Women’s Conference

Hands up, who's for Bridiington?

Come

Following in the great
tradition of the Labour
Party bureaucracy, this
year’s National Labour
Women'’s Conference is in
Bridlington (Sat 24th-Mon
26th June), ensuring a very
long journey for women,
apart from Hull Women’s
Section.

Bridlington is the sea-side
resort where the LPYS were
historically herded, prior to
the abolition of its confereace
— does the same fate face Na-
tional Women's Conference?

Perhaps it's Bridlington, or
perhaps it’s the fear that your
resolution will be ruled out of
order under Kinnock's new
model Labour Party rules, that
means there are only 103
resolutions printed in the book-
let this year.

' That’s 20 fewer than 1988’s
all-time low.

This represents less than one
sixth of constituencies and
Women's Sections entitled to
send delegates and a resolution.

By JANE
CONNOR

Even with the rule changes
which give the trade unions a
greater weight at Conference,
only 15 unions have sent mo-
tions.

Of the motions tabled, very
few arc particularly conten-
tious, apart from the Poll Tax
and an excellent resohition from
Hackney North and Stoke
Newington Women's Section
calling for the EETPU to be dis-
barred from all levels of the
Party.

There are a number of good,
campaigning resolutions
around the Tory offensive on

health, housing, and the Poll
Tax, and a number of thought-
ful motions on the issue of child
abuse,

Of course, the small number
of resolutions should mean
more time for debate and dis-
cussion. On the other hand, it
might mean women being sub-
jected to hours of tediouns
speeches by men about how to
win women's votes.

Socialist

That said, Briefing Women is
encouraging socialist women to
get delegated (deadline May
5th) and Women’s Sections and
Councils to send in amend-
ments (deadline May 5th).

Amendments on particulardy
on Poll Tax, Ireland (supporting
all activity around the Year of
Action), Defence, and
Childcare (calling for full nurs-
ery provision, workplace nurs-

Or: delegates voting at 1987 National Labour Women's Conference

to Bridlington!

ery campaigns, and full rights
for part-time workers) are par-
ticulardy useful.

Briefing Women doesn’t
have the resources to organise
accommodation, but we do
want to know about Briefing

supporters who are attending as
delegates and observers.

Organising

Briefing Women will be ar-
ganising leaflets, delegates’
bricfing meetings, and support-
ing Women for Socialism initia-
tives, as well as having a good
time.

This year's conference may
be small, but Briefing Women
will be there to make sure that
socialism, feminism, and
democracy are on the agenda. If
you will be attending con-
ference please contact Jane or
Jenny at the Briefing office (01-
809 3927).

Articles for the women's page are not sub-edited by men,
but it's a skill that would be useful for more women to have,
Everyone's articles are subbed, whether you're an MP, an
“intellectual”, or an activist and so it doesn't mean that your

article was bad.

Words become print

if by this point an promised article sfill hasn't materialised
the EC and the office panics, then follow a number of
options ranging from taking the article over the phone,
using a big graphic, putting in an advert or using an article
from stock (which we don't have)!

When the articles are sub-edited they are then typed into
the computer. }f you have access to an Amstrad WP you
can type the article yourself and send the disc to Briefing.

Articles are then checked for spelling before being put
through the desk top publishing system (DTP) which allows
the operation to create big headline, use different type

styles and sizes.

The page is then laid up. This involves fitting the text on
the page, choosing lllustrations and deciding which articles

should go where on the page.

Once the page is completed it is sent to the printers,
andif everything has gone to plan, and if enough people
have been able to help out, the paper comes out two

Wednesdays each month,

All that's left to do is to sell it — and send the money to

Briefing.

If you have ideas for articles, if you are interested in
collectively editing the page, or sub-editing, or leaming lay
up skills contact Jenny or Jane at the Briefing office. It's

your page — it needs you.

“Keep your laws
off our bodies”

Women march

in Washington

Half a million people
marched In Washington
DC on April 9th against
recent attacks on abor-
tion rights and for a
woman's right to
choose.

The march was called in
response to an attempt by
anti-abortion forces (back-
ed by friends in high
places in the Bush ad-
ministration) to get the US
Supreme Court to reverse
its historic Roe vs. Wade
decision.

This decision established
the legality of abortion under
the Constitution, and is to be
challenged in the forthcom-
ing Webster vs. Reproduc-
tive Health Services case.

Placards reading "Keep
Your Laws Off My Body"
were common on April Sth.
The demonstration was one
of the broadest and best at-
tended in recent history.

Itwas called by the Nation-
al Organisation of Women
(NOW), the main US feminist
organisation, and co-spon-
sored by the Americal Civil
Liberties Union, Planned
Parenthood, and NARAL.

ltwas supported by a num-
ber of unions, including the
auto workers, hotel workers,
atomic workers, and govern-
ment workers, not to mention
the Eastern Alrlines strikers.

Also present were delega-
tions of Palestinian women,
church and synagogue

groups, and a large contin-

gent of Catholics for Choice.

Many of those present had
clearly never been on a
demonstration before.

This did not make them
any less angry or deter-
mined, particularly in light of
the fact that right wing “Right
to Lifers” had set fire to a
Miami abortion clinic only
hours before the march.

From Janet in
Washington

The marchers were ad-
dressed by a variety of
celebrities and well known
mainstream feminist
spokesperson such as Betty
Friedan, Bella Abzug, and
Eleanor Smeals.

Josse Jackson was the
only national male political
figure to speak, though his
sirong support for abortion
rights was somewhat mud-
dled by his notion that the ad-
vance of women was repre-
sentad by the likes of Mar-
garet Thatcher, Indira
Gandhi, and Golda Meir.

The march won front page
coverage across the States,
though George Bush,
ensconced in the White
House, could only mutter:
*No comment.”

One thing the marchers
made clear: no
matter what the Supreme
Court decides, we'll be back
on the streets again and
again, insisting on our rights.
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Reviews

Out on Tuesday...

Channel 4’s lesbian and
gay community
programme Out on Tues-
day was a landmark in
television history.

As the world’s first nation-
ally televised series by and for
leshians and gay men, it rep-
resents a major breakthrough
in media access and visibility.

That is a tremendous
achievement, especially in the
homophobic political climate
following the passage of Sec-
tion 28.

In such a period, it's impor-
tant that we acknowledge and
celebmate our victories. Out on
Tuesday is one of those vic-
tories.

Without question, the series
would never have been agreed
by Channel 4 had it not been for
the Jobbying initiatives of Jes-
bian and gay pressure groups
and the letter writing campaigns

ised through Capital Gay.

In 1984, when the first
serious campaign for a lesbian
and gay community programme
began, Channel 4 suggested that
there wasn’t enough material of

public interest to sustain a
regular series.

Nigel Sheldrick of Tyne Tees
TV and [ responded by submit-
ting separate proposals which
outlined the breadth and diver-
sity of lesbian and gay issues.

By PETER
TATCHELL

This initiative, together with
he first mass write-in campaign,
produced a change of tack
within Channel 4.

Liz Fotgan, then Assistant
Controller of Programmes, con+
ceded that there was sufficient
material for such a series, but
said, “we haven't got the money
forit.”

In May 1985, on the initiative
of Jeremy Corbyn MP, ten
Labour MPs signed a letter to
Channel 4 calling for a weekly
lesbian and gay programme
which:

“as well as meeting the needs
of the lesbian and gay com-

munity... could also potentially

have a far broader appeal and
educative function in relation to

BOOK REVIEW

A victory for visibility

the heterosexual population.”

In reply, Channel 4’s then
Chief Executive, Jeremy Isaacs,
was notably positive. During
the second letter writing cam-
paign, Isaacs promised to “take
along term look™ at the question
of lesbian and gay program-
ming,

Soon afterwards, he con-
firmed that Channel Four had
given the go ahead for the
documentary series Six of
Hearts which profiled gay
people in the arts such as Kris
Kitk, author of Men in Frocks.

This series, which focused on
the exotic and camp side of gay
life, was not what we'd been
seeking. However, it did repre-
sent a significant concession by
Channel 4 to the pressure of les-
bian and gay opinion.

In a subsequent letter, in July
1985, Isaacs referred to the
“debate” within Channel 4:

“You say that homosexuals
arc a community that is
neglected by television.

“Some here agree with that
view, but believe that we ought
not to make separate provision,

353;17‘%me Ldftonyhf serieapmdumSwanArdﬂdemBuvon and senes edftor

but rather present a broader rep-
resentation of homosexuals in
the whole of our programmes.
“Others, again, agree with
your view but argue that other
communities have a stronger
claim on our limited space.
Others are simply against
making any separale

What happened to US

unions?

An Injury to All, by Kim
Moody, Verso, £9.95
(paperback)

The election of Jimmy
Carter as US President in
1976 was warmly wel-
comed by America’s trade
union leaders.

But that didn’t stop the
New York Tinves from observ-
ing that:

“big business has the ear of
Jimmy Carter, Democrat, to a
greater degree than was true of
Richard M. Nixon and Gerald
R. Ford, Republicans.”

US unions have been in
decline since their dynamic
heyday in the 1930s and 40s.
Today, membership is only
17% of the workforce, half what
it was at the end of World War
IL

In building and mining the
drop is even greater. Yet or-
ganised workers still eam over
25% more than their non-union
counterparts.

In An Imjury to All, US
socialist Kim Moody conducts
a well researched investigation
into the reasons for this long
decline.

In his view, the corrupt and
short-sighted union leaders who
tied the fortunes of the workers’
movement to US capital and to
the Democratic Party are the
chief culprits.

Moody identifies “business
unionism“ — a conservative
philosophy which “seeks only
to negotiate the price of
domination™ as the key problem
in the history of the movement.

He charts how bureaucracy
developed, or rather was im-
posed, within the comparative-
ly militant Congress of In-
dustrial Organisations (CIO),

an Federation of Labor
(AFL) in 1955.

Business unionism achicved
some financial gains, whilst ig-
noring the unemployed and the
low paid and fuelling racism,
the curse of the US working
class.

This prepared the way for
fusion with the right wing
aided by anti-Communist
witch-hunts in the late 40s and
carly 50s.

By Mike Phipps
Woolwich CLP

‘While the wages gap between
black and white workers nar-
rowed in the 1940s, it widened
in the 50s. The AFL-CIO
merger, coinciding with the
dawn of the Civil Rights move-
principles within the unions.

Moody also documents the
changing structure of US in-
dustry and how the rise of mul-
tinationals produced an increase
in the US service sector. At the
same time, powerful new politi-
cal pressure groups serving
businecss interests were
launched in the 1970s.

The number of corporate
Political Action Committees in-
creased from 89 in 1974 to
1,467 in 1982, spending = total
of 385 million influencing US
politicians.

This offensive, along with
the cloge ties to the Carter
Presidency, opened the way for
massive attacks on the working
class in the 1980s. The response
of the union leaders was to
retreat, scattering concessions
galore to the employers.

They negotiated the intro-
duction of non-union workers
alongside unionised workers.

They accepted intra-plant com-

petition for work and plant by
plant wage cuts (which
provoked the Hormel
meatpackers’ strike in 1985-6).

Moody's study also contains
fascinating detail about the rank
and file movements which
fought these betrayals.

He discusses the many unof-
ficial strikes and the opposition
caucuses in unions like the
Teamsters, and the leading role
Black and Latino workers
played in them.

He charts the sustained
growth of women in the
workforce (41% in 1986), but
notes that the proportion of
women in unions is now only
14% of the total female
workforce.

One area of wider interest is

the foreign policy of the US
trade unions.

In the carly 1960s uvander
President Kennedy, the AIFLD
(American Institute for Free
Labor Development) was set
up, sponsored by the AFL-CIO

as well as the likes of Nelson
Rockefeller, ITT, Exxon, and
Shell.

. Since its involvement in the
coup d’état in Brazil in 1964,
the AIFLD has had a notorions
record in international politics,
most recently making links with
extreme right wing groups in El
Salvador.

The international work of the
AFL-CIO is unremittingly
negative. lts African offshoot,
the African America Labor
Centre, distributes money to
unions in South Africa if they
refuse to join COSATU.

Some of Moody's chapters
are a little sketchy, bul thisisa
small quibble with a book of
such breadth and ambition.

It is hard, too, to argue with
his main conclusions: that the
lack of an independent political
party based on the working
class remains the central
problem for US trade unionists,
and that such a political party
will only emerge from the strug-
gles of the workers themselves.

Special Offer
Only to Briefing readers

You can purchase a copy of Kim Moody’s
essential book on US trade unions, An injury to
All, for only £5.95 — £3 less than the retail price.
To qualify for this special discount, return the
form below, with a cheque for £5.95 (payable to
Verso), to Verso, 6 Meard Street, London W1,

R R NSO R RN
IO OBE s ikiiniorsoniiiass ivssassbissiahas saassboins iaotnoiasabin
Please send me ..... copy/copies of An Injury to
All, at the speclal Briefing readers’ price of
f:i?:lbse acheque for §.......... .

programme for homosexuals.”

The sustained lobbying un-
doubtedly influenced Channel
4’s agreement to the Gays in
Film project, which resulted in
the In the Pink series of lesbian
and gay films broadcast in late
1986 (the world’s first televised
season of lesbian and gay
movies).

Channel 4 was also in-
fluenced by two other inifia-
tives.

First, was Margret Michic's
work with the Campaign for
Press and Broadcasting
Freedom which resulted in the
‘National Union of Joumalists'
adoption of non-judgemental
guidelines on the reporting of
homosexuality.

The second was the publica-
tion in February 1986 of the
Gays and Broadcasting report
Are We Being Served?.

This concluded that lesbians
and gay men werc massively
under-represented in television
and often referred to by the
media in perjorative ways and

|in negative contexts such as
In June 1986, the pressure on
|Channel 4 intensified with the
|Campaign for Press and Broad-
‘casting Freedom's conference
|Screened Out.

. Attended by more than 40
film makers, producers and gay
activists, this conference agreed
to send a deleganon to meet
'Channel 4 executives and to
submit concrete, detailed
proposals for a lesbian and gay
magazine programme,

It also launched a repewed
campaign to mobilise the les-
bian and gay community to
write to Channel 4. A few
months later, Channel 4 an-
nounced that it had agreed to the
idea of a lesbian and gay com-
munity programme.

Out On Tuesday was the
result. It represents a major vie-
tory for the lesbian and gay
community over those who
have for g0 long sought to keep
us invisible. We can all feel
proud of that!

FILM REVIEW

“You’ve never had

it so

good!”

(as Macmillan said
to Profumo)

Pale pink lipstick!

I'd forgotten about this
important part of getting
dressed up at the start of
the 60s, until 1 saw Mandy
Rtee-Davlos (16) lovingly
smearing It on as she and
her friend Christine Keeler
(17) get ready to go outand
knock the blokes dead.

By Linda Clarke
Haringey Labour
Briefing

My heart went out to them
all through the film.

It still does when | remem-
ber other scenes, like when
Christine, on recognising
that Mandy's in the same
predicament as her of reas-
suring their mums that
they've got nice jobs, simply
says, “shall we go for a
drink?”

_ Or when Christine yawns
her head off as Profumo (lan
McKaellen) laboriously grinds
away, or , coming out
of Court smiling and waving
defiantly.

Today, ten years into Tory
moralising, this film Is a his-
torical reminder of their
hypocrisy in its portrayal of
two fun-loving young women
trying to survive in London
(touchingly played by
Joanne Whalley-Kilmer and
Bridget Fonda) exploited by
rich, powerful men,

And 26 years after the
story broke it seems most
people's sympathies still lie
with Stephen Ward (don't let
John Hurt's performance
seduce youl) and Profumo
("well, he's still alive, you
know... Shame, lsn't t?")

Meanwhile, we'll put
Christine Keeler and Mandy
Rice-Davies in our own his-
tory, where they rightfully

belong.

¥ jouueyd S0l OHd

- —oe
¥
G

T e e ey ————— A ——

-




Labour Briefing No. 82 April 26th-May 9th Page 12

Trade Union Briefing

The National Justice for
Mineworkers Campaign
held a successful AGM in
Sheffield on April 5th, at-
tended by over 200 sup-
porters and delegates,
about a third of whom
were miners and Women
Against Pit Closures.

The meecting was adressed
by the President of Sheffleld
Trades Council and by vic-
timised miner Terry French,
Tony Benn, Mick Gosling
(recently sacked by Ford) and
Jason Groombridge from the
striking seafarers at Dover,

By ALAN
THORNETT

Four years after the end of the
miners’ strike, the size of the
meeting was a measure of the
respect in which the miners’
struggle is held and in particular
the role of victimised miners as
a symbol of that struggle.

Terry French, speaking on

behalf of victimised miners,
pointed out the various
problems which have beset the
campaign:

“At the end of the miners’
strike, a strike which was sold

Still wanted:
justice for the miners

out for political ends, there were
approximately 1,000 miners
sacked and 150 in Thatcher’s
jails,

“There are now 167 still vic-
timised and two still in prison,
Russell Shankland and Dean
Hancock.

NJMC, South East Region
May Day Benefit
Fifth Anniversary ol the
Miners’ Strike
Hackney Empire, 291
Mare Street, London E8
Monday May 1st,
7.30pm-Midnight
with: Skint Video, Jacket
Potatoes, Simon Korner
Experience, Billy
Stevens, King Biscuit,
John Moore
All proceeds In aid of 198
victimised miners
£5 waged; £2.50 unwaged
Contact Ed Fredenburgh
01-359 0258 for more
information

“And let’'s remember that
whilst we are celebrating the 5th
anniversary of the striike they
aresittinginacell... In 1987 we
were told that when Labour won
the election we would all be
reinstated.

“Well, we lost that election
and was it any wonder?

“H the NUM would recog-
nise its responsibility to sustain
these (and I am not talking
of the national officials) the
NIMC could devote its con-
siderable encrgies and talents
not in running jumble sales and
benefits but in securing the
reinstatement for these victims
of Thatcher’s war against the
miners.

“It was 1o that end that I sub-
mitted a resolution to my branch
last year calling on the national
conferenc of the NUM to hold a
ballot for a 50p levy to sustain
us.

“That resolution became
policy but to this date has not
been implemented. We are told
that it is ‘on the back bumer'
and that ‘there are more impor-
tant issues at stake’.

“In the meantime the vic-
timised miners continue to live
in their twilight wordd of in-
security...

“Well, I'm fed up with being
‘on the back bumer’. The strike
has been over for four years and
each and every one of us
remaining victimised is an ugly
stain on the NUM and the trade
union movement.

“It's high time that this stain
is erased and to that end I
demand that the ballot for the

levy be implemented as soon as
possible.

“Then the Justice Campa;gn
can concentrate on gaining jus-
tice — which means reinstate-
ment for sacked miners.”

Tony Benn said that the
miners’ strike had been seen
everywhere as a crucial strug-
gle. He spelled out the argu-
ments against nuclear power.

All the important issues of
the day, he said, could be traced
back to the miners’ strike.

He said that what people
wanted today was a political
lead. He strongly supported a

strike in the docks industry in
defence of the National Dock
Labour Scheme and called for
solidarity groups to be formed
to support the strike.

He said that if the lessons of
the miners’ strike were to be
learned and the docks received
the support they needed, a na-
tional docks strike could see the
demise of the Tories.

Mick Gosling paid tribute to
the work of the Justice Cam-
paign. He said that people were
being picked off one by one and
that solidarity was vital in

today's struggles.

NHS Review bhites in Manchester

He said he had been vic-
timised “because we had had
the Ford Motor Company
closed down and could have
won everything we wanted”.

He reminded people of the
struggle in the North of Ireland
and said that that was where the
methods used against the
miners were perfected.

Jason Groombridge spoke of
the fourteen months of the
seafarers’ strike. It was a strike,
he said, which could have been
won. “Twice we had every port
in the country at a standstill and
twice it was let go.”

Health Authority jumps the gun

Manchester is the site of
the first major battle in the
war declared on the NHS
by the povernment’s White
Paper.

Ceatral Manchester Heaith
Authority has announced its
Intention to look at the pos-
sibility of its three major
hospitals — Manchester
Royal Infirmary, St Mary’s
Hospital, and the Royal Eye
Hospital — “opting out” of
District Health Authority
control.

By Geoff Ryan
NUPE Shop
Steward, Central
Manchester
Hospitals Branch

Whilst public statements in-
sist that no firm decision has yet
been made, there is no doubt
that the majority of senior
managers are committed to
some form of self-govemning
hospital trust.

The main disputes appear to
be whether to have three
seperate trusts (favoured by
Unit General Managems) or a
single trust (preferred by the
District General Manager and
the majority of the District
Health Authority),

So far, no-one seems to have
even thought about the Com-
munity Unit (which includes the
Division of Psychiatry) or Bar-
nes Hospital (a small hospital
for the elderly).

The eagemcss with which

Central Manchester DHA is
moving towards sclf—govemmg
status for its hospitals is not
surprising.

First, the chronic underfund-
ing of the NHS has been par-
ticularly acute in Central
Manchester. Last year, for ex-
ample, the Royal Infirmary was
on the verge of bankruptcy.

The response of the DHA has
been to embrace each and every
Tory scheme for fund-raising,
such as expanding facilities for
private patients, setting up
shops and hair-dressing salons,
elc (which just about raises
enough money to employ the
magnificent total of an extra
four staff nurses!)

Secondly, Mike Ruane, Dis-
trict General Manager, par-
ticipated in the govemment’s
propaganda video for the White
Paper.

“Opting out” has been seized
on, by both managers and DHA
members, as a way of raising
extra cash without a fight with
the government. They believe
that the Tories will reward the
first hospitals 1o “opt out™.

It is also a way of increasing,
or at least preserving, their own
power and prestige.

The only opposition within
the Health Authority has come
from the Local Authority
nominees which is why, of
course, they will be removed
from Health Authorities under
the terms of the White Paper!

A particularly disgraceful
role has been played by the
Chair of the Heaith Authority,
Councillor Ken Collis.

Councillor Collis is a Labour
councillor nominated by the
Tories. He seems to believe that
because he is not one of the of-
ficial Labour Council nominees
he can consistently vote against
Party policy.,

Whilst he has been very care-
ful not to openly espouse “op-
ting out” — he says the Health
Authority is simply looking at
the possibility — he has failed
to carry out the Party's policy of
clearly opposing any such
moves.

However, real opposition is
mounting. Where staff have
seen the government video they
have tended to become even
more opposed to the White
Paper.

Managers have accused op-
ponents of the White Paper of
making “party political broad-
casts” or“pot- having to make
difficult decisions™.

But such crude attempts at in-
timidation carry little weight
with NHS staff who are aware
that the White Paper was drawn
up by five members of the Tory
government, including
Thatcher, and that therefore it is
a party political issve.

The video begins with
Thatcher and ends with Clarke,
both telling us how wonderful
their proposals are.

The appearance of Thatcher
on the screen immediately
produces a chorus of boos and
hissing. It is clear that the video
will fail miserably in its task of ;
winning sceptical health
workers to the Tories' cause.

Groups of health workers
have begun to meet together to

discuss ways of mobilising op-
position to the White Paper. So
fa, this has been on an informal
basis.

Steps will now be taken to or-
ganise an official campaign,
uniting all the health service
unions and professional or-
ganisations in Central
Manchester.

A public meeting has been
organised by one of the Local
Authority nominees on the

Health Authority. The Com-
munity Health Council has or-
ganised a conference for local
residents.

Stretford MP, Tony Lloyd
gave a full report to his Con-
stitoency Labour Party on how
“opting out” proposals will ad-
versely affect the health care of
his constituents, particulary
those living in the Old Trafford
area.

They are used to thinking of
Manchester Royal Infirmary as
their local hospital.

But under the White Paper
they would only be able to make
use of MRI if Trafford Health
Authority made a contract with
Central Manchester.

Stretford CLP is now dis-
cussing how it can get involved
in any campaign — including
what steps can be taken to force
Councillor Collis to carry out
Party policy.

It is possible to build a cam-
paign with deep roots in the
labour movement — a cam-
paign that can force Central
Manchester Health Authority to
retreat from its slavish support
for govemment pollctes

Such a campaign will also
help spur the sort of national ac-
tion that will be nceded to defeal
the White Paper.

2
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Action in

balance

March 30th 1989 was a
proud day for NHS trade
unionism in Oxford.

A one day strike by the
lowest paid admin and
clerical staff took place at
all the main hospitals in
Oxford, and 40 clerical of-
ficers at Norton General
Hospital, Banbury stopped
work.

The strikers are trying towin a
local agreement on upgrading
the lowest A&C grade — dlerical
officers.

UCW post delivery, T&G
card-holding delivery drivers and
even some medical reps refused
to cross the picket line.

it was the first co-ordinated
action by NHS workers
throughout Oxford’s hospitals
since the 1982 national pay dis-

pute.

The clericals’ work to rule has
meanwhile been suspended.
Sister Ruth Reid, local Nalgo
branch President, told a mass
mesting after the strike that this
was a tactical move, because
management were offering taks
again,

Briefingsupporters argued
that we should sustain the work

to rule, but delay further action
during the taks.

twas resolvedto suspend the
action, but ballot on further sanc-
tions. .

As Briefinggoes to prass this
ballot has still not been con-
ducted. The future of the dispute
hangs in the balance.

Messages of support to; Jane
Wheeler, Branch Secretary, Ox-
fordshire Naigo Health Services
Branch, ¢/fo Medical Records,
Churchill Hospital, Oxford.

By Steve Akers NUPE
Oxon Health Service Branch
{personal capacily)
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Trade Union Briefing

In this second of two
articles on British trade
unioa history, MARTIN
WICKS explains how the
vigorous class-based
“New Unionism” of the
1880s and 90s was
affected by the
development of the
Labour Party and by
union officials’
acceptance of Fablanism.

A buge wave of industrial
struggles in the 1911-13
period, combined with the
prolonged struggle over

A look at trade union history

Irish Home Rule, brought
Britain to the verge of a
revolutionary crisis.

The First World War cat it
short.

The decision of the Labour
Party (together with most of the
so-called socialist partics on the
continent) to support the war,
declare a “class truce”, and urge
workers to fight their German
“enemy” dragged the unions
into the war effort — and col-
laboration with the employers.

Even one of the chief ar-
chitects of the New Unionism,
Ben Tillet, threw in his lot with
the English rulers,

Support for the war and for

Nalgo and the Poll Tax

the accompanying increase in
the exploitation of workers in
the name of the “national inter-
est” was an important stage in
the bureancratisation of the new
unions which had successfully
broken with the sectionalism of
the old craft unions.
Forexample, Arthur Hender-
son, the Labour leader who par-
ticipatd in the War Cabinet, had
been an official of the Friendly
Society of Iron Founders.

“The employers make no
secret of their absolute desire to
sweep away industrial
democracy and replace it with
the absolute despotism of Capi-
tal...

Two-prong strategy

Over 30 Nalgo branches
and about 70 delegates
- attended the Nalgo Poll
Tax Conference called
by Lambeth Naigo on
April 15th.

The conference aimed to
improve co-ordination be-
tween branches on Poll
Tax work and to address
the inaction of the national
leadership.

By Sian Moore
Vice Chair
Lambeth NALGO

Speakers included Paul
Holmes from the Nalgo NEC,
Lambeth Councillor Greg
Tucker, Terry Conway from
the Newcastle Conference
Steering Committee, and
Stewart Petrie from the Pol-
lockshields Campaign
Against the Poll Tax.

Al emphasised the com-

Another

Union of Communication
Workers members voted
recently in favour of the
agreement on recruiiment
and retention in the letters
business of the Post Office.

Bya UCW
Briefing supporter

This was the result of the
negotiations which Followed
last year’s national strike. The
majority in favour was a mere
90 votes. In many large
branches the deal was heavily
rejected.

The agreement is seen by
both the PO and the UCW
leadership as a solution to the
problem of staff turnover in the
South East.

It claims to have ended
DRAS (difficult recruitment
arca supplement), but lump sum
payments to new catrents, in-

plementary relationship be-
tween trade union and com-
munity action against the
Tax. The ensuing discussion
echoed this, though the SWP
continue to discount com-

" munity action.

Other speakers stressed
that is was still early in the
struggle and many delegates
reported fierce debates on

tion within their
branches, in which many
members are looking to the
national union for a lead.

Workshops discussed civil
liberties, linking up with local
and national campaigns, or-
ganising in branches and An-
nual Conference.

The latter workshop began
to work on a composite mo-
tion committing the leader-
ship to organising a ballot on
non-cooperation and sup-
porting members who refuse
to cooperate with the Tax.

The final conference state-
ment called on the Nalgo

NEC to build a campaign of
non-compliance amongst
the membership, backed up
with industrial action.

At the same time the state-
ment recognised the impor-
tance of Nalgo being part of
a broad national movement
of resistancs, including anti-
registration and non-pay-
ment.

Strategy

The SWP continued to
rage against this two-
_strategy, whilst of-
fering no indication of how
they would implement their
own purely industrial action
strategy.
The statement included a
committment to organise a
rally against the Poll Tax at
Annual Conference. This
would help mobilise support
for our resolutions.

Post Office
Recruitment package —
“historic deal”

cluded in the deal, look very
similar. DRAS pa were
the cause of last year's stike.

The union also states that it
has obtained a commilment
from Royal Mail Letters to na-
tional pay bargaining. But this
statement is a contradiction.

RML is only one business in
the PO. This deal excludes
UCW members in the Parcels
and Counters business: the PO
management is getting its own
way on nelgotiating on a busi-
ness by business basis without
any union opposition.

The sweeteners offered were
the introduction of a new £15
per week payment in the South
East, an increase in inner Lon-
don weighting by £6, and in
outer London weighting by £10
per week.

There is also a maximum pay
for new staff after 6 months (in-
stead of a year) and full rate at

18 instead of 19. Those amall
concersions have been success-

ful in persuading certain scc-
tions of the membership that the
agreement is good.

The second part of the agree-
ment is far worse. It introduces
a “new” overtime restructuring
very similar to the one rejected
last year.

Failure

This package makes
scheduled overtime more at-
tractive financially, but obliges
it to be performed on a contract
basis. Failure to perform it can
result in penaltics.

The Post Office seeks to
reduce overtime o around ten
hours per worker per week.
They want overtime performed
on their terms, when it suits
them.

The agreement concludes
with 4 commitment to examine
mesasures toimprove “guality of
service” in the South East and to
begin negotiating & new nation-

“Trade Unionists know what
this means. But do othercitizens
know that it means:

“sthe disorganisation of
English Labour, and the
degredation of the English
home life;

“sthe gradual loss of our high
manufacturing character in the
markets of the world;

“sthe transfer of industrial
diplomacy from our public and
responsible TUC and its Par-
liamentary Committee to secret
organisations;

“sthe confirmation of revolu-
tionary doctrines and revolu-
tionary temper;

“sand the beginning of anem-
bittered class war instead of the
give and take between Capital
and Labour to which England is
accustomed.

“We plead for an overwhelm-
ing expression of public opinion
against the disasterous attempt
at social disorganisation.”

Was this a first attempt to
replace outdated class struggle
methods with the mobilisation
of public opinion, a strategy
embraced by today’s New
Realists?

In the same year Ramsey
Macdonald, then condsidered a
left winger, but a typical ex-
ponent of Fabian cynicism,
wrote:

“Of course, the socialist who
sees in every tall hat a traitor, in
every respectable outline...

“a money grabber and in
every uppeal to reason a bait of
the enemy's, will not for the
moment allow that the coming
revolution is to be directed from
the study; to be one not of bru-
tal need, but of intellectual
development, to be, arevolution
in fact, of the comparatively
well to do...

Bureaucrats such as Hender-
son took on the role of policing
their members for the state. For
instance, they supported the
Munitions of War Act which
imposed compulsory arbitra-
tion and suspengion of trade

al productivity scheme: bully-
ing staff into working faster and
encouraging comr cutting.

This kind of pressure has
been a major cause of staff
wastage in the PO.

The UCW leadership will be
greatly relieved that this agree-
ment has temporarily papered
over the cracks and postponed
any fight with the PO manage-
ment. |

However, it will almost cer-
tainly fail to solve the problem
of recruitment and retention.
The job market in London and
the South East is such that it
pays to leave PO employment.

The UCW Executive Council
will face an angry conference
this year. Some officers may be
defeated in the coming annual
elections.

Their attempts to appease an
aggressive business style
management have failed
miserably, and the mak and file
haye Jost confidence in them.

100 years of “New Realism”!

'Ihe pmceu of bureaucratisa-
tion was initially resisted by the
rank and file. In 1908 the
General Secretary of the En-
gineering Union, George Bar-
nes, had resigned rather than see
his Executive’s policy over-
tumed by members in the North
East.

Distrust of the full-time Ex-
ecutive continuved to build up
and in 1912 a Delegate Meeting
of the union, in making new
rules, decided to declare all the
Executive posts vacant.

The Council members
refused to accept a new
provisional Executive to take
over administration.

The old Council refused to
give way and barricaded them-
selves in the head office until
they were ejected by the
provisional Executive, who
broke through an adjoining wall
into the premises.

Union leaders such as
Henderson and Emest Bevin
were greatly influenced by
Fabian “gradualism" and its no-
tion of the constitutional road to
socialism. To a large degree
they succeeded in channelling
New Unionism into parliamen-
tarism.

Fabianism (like its Kinnock-
ite grandchild) had that
peculiady British penchant for

ing to the ruling class, in
the midst of ferocious class war,
not to be uncivilised.

Thus in 1887 at the height of

the great engineering lock out,
the Fabians issued this leaflet:

“When men are strong in the

of intellectual faith, the

discontented will still be at our

command and explosive as
ever.

“We may have tousethem or
we may not; but should the
worst befall, their destructive
power will be skillfully directed
and will not cause ruin, but clear
a way... it will be the tool not

the designers."”
This language may be blunt

P T

Nammm
the last 100 years?

for today’s Fabians, but the
mentality is the same.

The working class is a pas-
sive object. Socialism is not the
outgrowth of their struggles, but
is granted to them by the good
works of their intellectual supe-
10T,

In its day Macdonald’s
haughty arrogance could boast
of a “socialist” colonial policy,
which shared with the ruling
class imperialists a mission to
“civilise” the world.

New Unionism frightened
Fabianism, just as the miners’
strike in 1984/85 frightened
Kinnock, because it stripped
bare the democratic veneer of
capitalist society, exposed the
class powerbehlndiLandmade
clear the oppressive nature of a
state machine which Fabians
believe is “impartial”,

Fabianism had initially op-
posed the struggle for an inde-
pendent workers' party, in
favourof the “permeation” of its
ideas amongst educated layers
of society, including the rulers.

This did not stop it adapting
tothe reality of the Labour Party
when it was founded.

Ironically, it was none other
than Fabian Sydney Webb who
framed Clause 4 of the Labour
Party constitution as a sop to the
left in the face of a political
crisis at the end of the war,

Discussing
defence

For the first time since
the 1960s unilateral
nuclear disarmament
will be a hotly debated
subject at June's TGWU
Conierence.

By BILL PETERS

For over two decades
unitateralism has been
maintained as an article of
faith, going through Con-
ference on the nod.

But New Realism and
Kinnock's Policy Review
has changed all that. This
year there are 80 resolu-
tions on the agenda on
unilateralism, just over
half of which support the
existing policy.

The T&G decision on

unilateralism could be cru-
cialto the Policy Review as
awhole and there has been
an organised campaign by
the right wing to change
policy.

This has mainly taken
the form of a campaign for
a ballot on unilateralism.
There are 13 resolutions
calling for a ballot —an un-
precedented proposal
which is not provided for
under rule.

Despite these resolu-
tions and the pressure on
Todd through his Moscow
trip to see multilateralism
at work in the Gorbachev
era, a change of policy still
seems unlikely.

But the near unanimous
votes of previous years
wiil probably change.
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International Briefing

Workers vs.

Regime: Round Two

Solidarnosc has been
legalised. Seocialists
everywhere should wel-
come this. There can be no
advance to a democratic
and attractive model of
socialism without the exist-
ence of legal independent
workers’ organisations.

Nonetheless, the deal
recently struck in Warsaw
gives grounds for disquiet.

The opposition is deeply
divided. The Jaruzelski regime
has taken a giant step towards
legitimacy, both at home and
abroad, and especially in the
eyes of Westem creditors.

The conduct of the negotia-
tions was in stark contrast to the
1980 shipyard talks which gave
birth to Solidamosc.

Then, the government
negotiators faced a democrati-

cally accountable strike com-

mittee in an occupied plant. All
negotiations were broadcast on
the plant tannoy to the striking
workers.

In retum for the legalisation
of Solidamosc and limited ac-
cess to the mass media and the
legistature, Walesa's “‘construc-
tive opposition” will police the
imposition of further austerity
an Polish workers.

Walesa has also promised to
tour the world “begging on his

South Africa’s strategy

What is the real story
behind the war in
Northern Namibia
which threatens the
country’'s move
towards

established jointly between the Namibia Support
Committee and the Anti-Apartheid Movement to
provide a focus for solidarity work in Britain over the
coming period. We have two basic aims:

Ito raise the maximum financial support to enable
SWAPO, the national liberation movement of
Namibia, to fight an election campaign;

Ito expose and counter South African sabotage of the
‘independence process and to campaign against all
forms of British collaboration with such sabotage.

in order to achleve these basic aims, it is vital that as
many individuals and organisations as possible
attend the mobilising conference to hear from
SWAPO about the current situation and to discuss
how we can respond.

For more Information contact the Namibia
Emergency Campaign, c/o 13 Mandela Streel, London
NW1 0DW. Send your donations in now to the same
address (cheques payable to Namibia Emergency
Campaign).

knees” for credits to bail out the
crisis-ridden Polish economy.

Meanwhile, the radical sec-
tion of the opposition, grouped
around the Polish Socialist
Party (Democratic Revolution)
and the Fighting Solidarity or-
ganisation is likely to face sharp
Tepression.

By Dave Holland
International
Office, PPS-RD

Two weeks ago, Jerzy
Kolezowski, press spokesper-
son for the PSP-DR, was attack-
ed, severely beaten, and
hospitalised by unknown as-
sailants on the street in Warsaw.
The assailants had first
demanded to see his identifica-
tion papers.

On the day Walesa received
his passport for ltaly, Jozel
Pinior, a prominent PSP-DR
leader, was refused a passport,
after months of waiting for a
decigion.

This repression is the
government's response to the
radical opposition's refusal to
suspend the struggle to defend
woiking class living standards
in exchange for the sops offered
by the regime.

All sides recognise that it was

the mass strikes in May and
August last year which forced
the government to the negotiat-
ing table.

The strikes made it clear that
further austerity could not be
imposed without the co-opera-
tion of at least part of the op-

‘With the Soviet Union preoc-
cupied with its own problems,
the radical opposition argues
that Jaruzelski has wide
freedom of manoeuvre. The
chief constraint on democratic
change is the threat it poses to
the goveming team itself.

Much attention has focused
on the promised elections in
June. Walesahas hailed them as
“opening the road to full
democracy and freedom.” In
fact, they are a deeply un-
democratic manoeuvre
designed mainly to confer
legitimacy on the regime.

The elections to the lower
house, or Sejm, will be “fought™
on a united list, in which 35%
will be conceded to the opposi-
tion, while the Party and its pup-
pet organisations will retain the
remaining 65%,

A new upper house, or
Senate, will be created, open to
“free” clections, which will
have rather similar powers to
the British House of Lords, That
is to say it will be almost entire-

Namibia

independence?

The situation, as it
developed, was so suited
to South Africa’s secret
plans to thwart Namibian
independence that It

almost looked like a
Pretoria plot.

No one disputes the fact
that SWAPO fighters
infiltrated the country.

But South Africa says the

rrillas crossed the

ngola-Namibia border

after the ceasefire which
became effective on April
1st, while SWAPO insists
its forces had been in the
country for some time
before then.

Independent reports from
the North appear to verify
SWAPQO's version. Andrew
Corbett, of the Windhoek
Legal Aid Centre (LAC),
said they had received
several reports indicating
the SWAPO forces had
moved in prior to the
ceasefire.

From our
correspondent in
South Africa

The LAC offices in
Ongwadena and Rundu
have been monitoring
repression and arm
activity in Northern
since last year.

According 1o their
reports, the guerrillas were
under the impression that
once the ceassfire took
effect they would be able to
E'ivo themselves up to the

nited Nations Transitional
Assistance Group
(UNTAG).

UNTAG has admitted
that it was not in a position

amibia

ly decorative in function.

However, the Walesa team
are busy carving up the
opposition’s seat allocation in
both houses of parliament.

They will avoid contests and
endorse candidates supported
by the Citizens’ Committee,
created by Walesa and account-
able to him alone.

No one will be allowed to
stand as a representative of any
opposition political party. Can-
didates will stand as in-
dividuals. Radical candidates
will be denied Walesa’s endor-
sement.

A new Executive Presidency
is to be created, with wide
powers of decree. This will be
elected by both Houses of Par-
liament voting together. There
is thus a built-in majority for
Jaruzelski,

The radical opposition, rep-
resented by PSP-DR and almost

certainly Fighting Solidarity,
will boycott these elections.

They believe respounsibility
for further ansterity should be
bome by the govemment and
those who have struck a deal
with it.

The Congress of the Opposi-
tion Against the System, which
includes PSP-DR and Fighting
Solidarity, has already
demanded the immediate con-
vening of a democratic congress
of Solidamosc.

This would elect a new
leadership to replace the self-
appointed elite around Walesa
and would democratically
decide the union’s policy.

PSP-DR also demands a
refum to the progmmme of the
Self-Managing Republic
agreed by the first Solidamosc
congress in 1981,

The Senate, they say, should
be replaced by a Chamber of
Workers® Self-Management or-
ganisations, which should have
decisive competence in the
economic field.

There are clear signs that
Walesa's authority amongst the
workers is not what it was in
1980-81. Demonstrations of
youth have demanded his
removal. Spontanecus strikes
are endemic.

Solidarnosc's own research
showed recently that a third of
workers thought Solidamosc
should boycott elections con-

ducted on a manipulated
“united list”.

The struggle in the coming
months will hinge on the mood
in the big workplaces. The PSP-
DR isadvancing in the plants on
the basis of its support work for
the strikes of 1988.

In the big steel works in
Krakow, Nowa Huta, a strong
PSP-DR group has emerged,
led by Andrej Szelczuwaniec,
President of last year's strike
committee, Groups of militant
miners have joined the PSP-DR
in Jastrzebie.

In the Gdansk shipyards a
group of PSP-DR militants are
organising around the paper
Nowa Solidarnosc.

British socialists should do
everything they can to support
the emerging socialist opposi-
tion in Poland.

Protest against refusal of
passport to Pinior

The biggest protest
possible must be
mounted against the
denial of a passport to
Jozef Pinior, one of the

to monitor or control the

situation. It also admitted

that the investigation of

what had happened on

April 1st was conducted b

only a single, unsupport
AG officer.

Despite this, the UNTAG
represemtative hastily
agreed to the
remobilisation of the South
Waest Africa Territorial
Force (SWATF), Prquoda's

army in Namibia,
B also the 202 Batalion
in Kwango, near Rundu.

An important factor in the
situation was that SWAPO
was never involved in the
ceasefire negotiations — in
contrast to the
*Rhedesian-Zimbabwe"
settlement where both
ZANU and ZAPU were
direct participants.

THe Soviet Union, Cuba,
and Luanda took it upon
themselves to represent
SWAPO's position, without
prior consultation.

Whether the SWAPO
infiltration was a strategic
error or not, Pretoria
quickly seized the ok
opportunity to strengthen
its position. This has
already led to
rapprochement with the
Soviet Union.

What is feared now is
that Moscow and the
frontline states will put
increasing pressure on the
ANC to halt the armed
struggle and to move
toward 'negotaﬁon',
although this will not
happen before the

slections in October.

main leaders of the
Polish Saoclalist Party
(Democratic Revolu-
tion).

He was invited to June's
Oxford Conference on
Gorbachev and the Left
and Intended to participate
in the Socialist Conierence
in Shaffield. _

There has not been a year
since 1881 in which Pinior
has not spent time In prison.
He is one of the most
courageous and active
leaders of the radical wing of
Solidarnosc.

Ostensible

He was a member of the
national underground
leadership of Solidarnosc
during martial law and was
imprisoned from 1983-86.

Now, in the new period of
“liberalisation” he is being
denied the elementary right
totravel abroad and mestthe
intemational labour move-
ment.

The ostensible reason for
the refusal of the passport is
the one year suspended sen-
tence which he received last
October for activity in con-
nection with the mass strike
in May.

Pinior was convicted of as-
saulting a state functionary
after he and three friends,
two of whom were women,
were attacked by a group of
20 factory guards near the
Dolmel plant in Wroclaw.

This will have a familiar
ring to veterans of the British
miners, printworkers, and
seafarers strikes.

Organise protest resolu-
tions now from your CLP,
Branch Labour Party,
union branch, etc. Send
them to:

+The Polish Ambassador,
Embassy of the Polish
People's Republic, 47
Portiand Place, London W1.

«General Czeslaw
Kszczak, Minister of the In-

terior, Ministerstwo Spraw
Wewnetrzych, ul.
Rakowiecka, Warsaw,

Send  messages of
solidarity to: Jozef Pinior,
Wroclaw, ul. Piastowska 37
m 8, Poland.

Press your MP, MEP, local
Councillor to write in protest.

Model resolution:

This {isceas)

1. Welcomes the legalisa-
tion of Solidarnosc in Poland.

2. Is deeply disturbed by
the continuing denial of
democratic rights to
socialists in Poland.

3. Notes that Jozef Pinior,
a leading member of the
Polish Socialist Party
(Democratic Revolution) has
heen invited to speak at the
forthcoming conference on
Gorbachev and the Left in
Oxford and the the Chester-
field Conference and thatthe
Polish authorities have
refused him a passport.

4. Resolves to write in
protest against the denial of
a passport to Jozef Pinior, to
the Polish Ambassador, the
Minister of Internal Affairs of
the Polish Republic and to
send a message of solidarity
to Jozef Pinior in Poland. It
further resclves to request
elected Labour repre-
sentatives to do likewise.

Contact the PPS-RD In-
ternational Office at The
Basement, 92 Ladbroke
Grove, London W1i1.

Please forward to PPS-RD
any copies of resolutions or
letters you send to the above

people.

PICKET
the
Polish Embassy
MAY 1st,
1.30-2.30

Portland Place.
Lonhdon W1
(Great Portland Si. tube)
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. “George just can’t stand
being outshone by Mik-
hail” observed a White
House staff member.

Indeed, every commentator
notes that in response to
Gorbachev’s foreign policy
offensives, the US seems
bogged down in a rut.

Even worse, public opinion
in the West accepts that it is the
Soviet Union which is making
the positive proposals on disar-
mament and various world
crises, not the USA.

But socialists in the West
should look closely at exactly
what Gorbachev is proposing in
the intemational area before
they get swept away in clouds
of “Gorbymania”.

We have to look at the over-
all thrust of Soviet foreign
policy — its basic long-term in-
tention — and the effects of that
policy on specific struggles and
disputes.

The fundamental Soviet
proposal is fora “de-ideologisa-
tion” of international affairs and
for a negotiated solution to
world conflicts,

The Gorbachevites are
saying, very loudly, that the key
problems which the world faces
— the ecological time bomb,
nuclear weapons, world pover-
ty — can and must be solved by
an international process of dis-
cussion and collaboration,
without regard to the ideologi-
cal and social differences be-
tween states.

It isexactly such propositions
which are making Gorbachev
popular in the West, including
among many people on the left.

But the Soviet position is in
the end wrong and indeed harm-
ful to the cause on intemational
socialism, however popular if
may be.

From a theoretical point of
view, the Soviet idea of “de-
ideologisation™ of international
affairs is either naive or cynical.

It is not possible to achicve it
so long as the world is
dominated economically and
politically by the big imperialist
powers.

It is impossible, for example,

George Bush is doing
his best to maintain
Ronald Reagan’s
policies, but he has
none of his
predecessor’s populist
appeal.

Indeed, all Indications
are that this will definitely
not be a “teflon” presiden-
cy.

This makes one wonder if
Bush might not have chosen
Dan Quayle as a running
mate inorder to make people
think twice about impeach-
ment proceedings, especial-
ly if Bush's involvement in
Contragate becomes a big
embarassment.

The new President has
been busy doing what he's
good at — visitng suburban
high schools to deliver
vacuous moral tirades

By Phil Hearse
Islington North
CLP

to negotiate an overall solution
to the problem of nuclear
weapous because, in the end,
world imperalism will never
disarm itself.

Militarism is 2 crucial part of
its power and its ability to exert
its economic and political
strength. What, then, is the ra-
tionale of the Soviet proposals

on intemational affairs?
Simply summed up, Gor-
bachev has realised that to gain

more room for economic
manoeuvre he desperately
nceds to relieve Western
military pressure on the Soviet
Union and cut back the Soviet
defence budget, objectives

which socialists do not, in prin- -

ciple, oppose.

But the mechanism which
Gorbachev has chosen for this
venture is not to mobilise a mas-
sive new surge of the intema-
tional anti-war movement, or to
link the fight of the Soviet
Union against US militarism to
anti-imperialism.

Rather he has chosen to at-
tempt, through adept negotiat-
ing ploys and big concessions,
to outflank the US, to “end the
Cold War” and do a deal with
imperialism.

There are parts of this “deal”
which socialists can endorse.

For example, the withdrawal
of Soviet occupation troops
from Afghanistan is progres-
sive, whatever the Soviel
motivation for doing it.

Equally, a reduction of the
Soviet defence budget from the
crippling, absurd levels of the
1970s is a welcome step.

Socialists have never argued
that the Soviet Union can be
defended by trying to match
gvery piece of United States
nuclear and conventional

hardware.
But there are other aspects ot

Soviet policy which are less
progressive, where Gorbachey
has shown himself quite happy
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to do deals with imperialism al
the expense of those in struggle
against it.

For example, Nicaragua
today has ceased to receive oil
from the Soviet Union and has
to buy it from Venezuela, in a
situation of total economic col-
lapse after years of contra war
and the 1988 hurricanc.

In Southern Africa, the
USSR is utilising every bit of
weight it has with the South
Afircan Communist Party and
the ANC to force them into a
negotiated regional “scitie-
ment” which would leave the
apartheid regime intact.

The Soviet behaviour in
backing South Africa against
SWAPO in the recent conflict
over the Namibian inde-
pendence agreement has been
utterly despicable.

In the Middle East the Soviet
Union has tried to re-establish
its influence by re-establishing
diplomatic relations with Israel,
has been cautious in condemn-
ing lIsracli atrocities against
Palestinians, and has pressed
the PLO to negotiate a settle-
ment, involving the recognition
of Isracl.

In Indochina, the Soviet
Union has been keen to force
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against drugs.

With so many of America’s
adolescents exposed to this
danger, one might think the
President would have time
for little else, but, like his
former boss, he can always
spare a moment for a little
union-busting.

Dispute

This is exactly what he's
been up to in the recent
diuspute between Eastrn Air-
lines machinists and the
nation's foremost industrial
asset-stripper (and Bush pal)
Frank Lorenzo.

*Just say no,” says Bush
— to both high school
audiences and ses like
Lorenzo. After all, Lorenzo is
a prototypical free marketeer
and must be protected from,
union demands for decent
wages and conditions.

Poor Lorenzo. With Texas

Air under his belt, he wasted

no time before raiding every
airline in sight.

Centralisation

With such centralisation of
ownership, it's nowonder the
price of air travel is beyond
the means of most
Americans. It now costs
more to travel from Los An-
geles to Denver than it costs
to travl from Los Angeles to
Londonl

Lorenzo's plan was ob-
vious: strip loss-making

the Vietnamese into participa-
tion in the regional “peace
process”, which involves bring-
ing the Khmer Rouge back into
the Kampuchean govemment.

All this is in line with the
Soviet attempts to created anew
modus vivendi with world

It is a policy of “peaceful
coexistence”, which has been,
in different ways, the guiding
policy of Soviet foreign affairs
since the 1930s.

There is a paradox here. By
being seen as the “peacemaker”
Gorbachey has undermined
Cold War and anti-Soviet
prejudices.

But there is a real danger that
he will also help to undermine
struggles against imperialism
and in fact get very little in
retum from the US.

It has to be pointed out that
the only thing Gorbachev has
won from the US, so far, is the
INF treaty, which in hard
military terms is mainly sym-
bolic.

The paradox of Gor-
bachevism is summed up by the
state of CND and the peace
movement in Britain today. In
the carly 1980s CND mobilised
up to 400,000 people on the
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Briefing, Socialist Worker, END, Campaign Group
of Labour MPs, the Socialist Soclety, and CSE.

Conference themes are:
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With Tony Benn, Ludmilla Arutunyan (Armenia},
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Greens), Olga lvanova (USSH).
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streets, but is now in rapid
decline.

This is not because it was
“defeated” over the the siting of
Cruise missiles in Britain but
becanse in the epoch of Gor-
bachevism, the Kinnockites and
some CND leaders have suc-
ceeded in convincing people
that unilateralism is no longer
relevant and that the best way
forward is through international

Airlines Strike

negotiations.

But the fact is that world
peace, social justice, and
democracy cannot be achieved
primarily through negotiations
with imperialism.

In the end it can only be
achieved through the political
struggle of millions of people.
That is our basic socialist dif-
ference with Gorbachev’s

foreign policy.

battlie union

Eastern of it assets and out
them into the more profitable
Continental, which runs on
non-union labour.

Machinists

But the machinists
wouldn't buy it and a bitter
strike began, soon sup-
ported by the rest of the
Eastern workforce, including
the pilots.

Lorenzo's sordid empire is
based on huge borrowing
(his companies are now
some $5 billion in debt) and
political connections.

His supporters include
Frank McClure (former
Texas Air chief and now
Bush's Congressional rela-
tions director), former Carter
cabinet member Joseph
Califano, former Democratic
'Party Chair Robert Strauss.

They also include current
Democratic Party Chair Ron
Brown, who besides being
Jesse Jackson's ex-cam-
paign manager comes from
a law firm with close links
with Lorenzo.

During the first frew weeks
of the strike it looked like or-
ganised labour was at long
last going to flex its flabby
muscles.

Obvious

The issues were obvious:

asset stripping and union
busting, the loss of 31,000
jobs, pay cuts of over 50%,
tyrannical working con-
ditons, profit placed before
safety, a Bush-backed policy
of no arbitration, an an inept
management responsible for
a $450 million loss in 1988.
Despite court injunctions

against secondary picketing,
there was strong support
from fellow union members,
especially in the related
transport industries.

Attention

The strike won a good deal
of media attention, If only for
the inconvenience-factor,
and despite a flercely hostile
media does enjoy some
public support.

It may not yet be the
reawakening of the US
labour movement from the
slumbers of Reagan-land,
but at least an alarm has
been sounded and a line has
been drawn. With Bush's
past creeping up on him, it
could be that his particular
style of interventionism —
from Iran to Eastern — might
yet be his undoing.
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surprised to hear of the Hillsborough disaster.

Angry? Yes. Saddened? Certainly. And possibly
worried too, about friends who might have been at

the Game.

But no one would have been surprised. For years
terrace supporters have been warning that some-

thing must be done.
Ironically, Liverpool fans
in particular have been
shouting loudest.

They had stood on the
crumbiing terraces of Heysel
after witnessing the sham-
bolic organisation at the 1985
European Cup Final and they
knew that there were more

reasons for the deaths there -

than just hooliganism.
They had complained after

the 1986 Cup Final that the
stadium was overcrowded
and that people had been al-
lowed in without tickets.

And after the 1988 semi-
final they had complained
that Hillsborough's Leppings
Lane End was too small for a
club of their size,

Buck-passing in football is
too easy: someone else is al-
ways responsible.

Why were Liverpool given
9,000 standing tickeis com-
pared to Forest's 20,000,
when Liverpool have twice as
many fans? “The police dic-
tate which club gets which
end,” answers the FA.

So why go to Hillsborough,
particularly after last year’s

? “We have never
had any trouble like this there
before,” insists the FA, “it’s
one of the safest grounds in
the country.”

What about the Spurs vs.
Wolves FA Cup semi-final in
1981, when the same
problems of over-crowding
and crushing occurred?

And what about the fences
In front of the terraces?
“That’s a decision taken by
the clubs,” says the FA. “The
police tell us to do it,”” say
some clubs, “The Local

. Authority make us do it,” say

others.

And who do the police
blame? The fans, of course.
And the press? All they want

is a convenlent scapegoat.
“Who left the doors open on
the Herald of Free
Enterprise?” becomes “Who
opened the Hillshorough
‘gates of death’?”

By Craig Brewin
Secretary,

Football Supporters
Association
(personal capacity)

In 1987, warning of the
prospect of a disaster due to
overcrowding, the Football
Supporters Association
presented a six point plan to
the FA, incduding recommen-|
dations designed to prcvent‘
such an occurrence.

“Filter fans to the!
turmstiles, link ticket alloca-|
tions to demand, improve
communication between
stewards and police,” said the
report. The FA made no
reply.

When voluntary “member-
ship” (i.e. ID card) schemes
were introduced, the FSA
went to the Minister of Sport.

“Your anti-hooligan
policies are dangerous,” we
said, “You must consider the
problem of over—crowding.”
“The government is pursuing
a package of measures, etc.,
efc.,” he replied.

A week later, at a cup tie at
Queens Park Rangers, the
kick-off was delayed for an
hour because of overcrowd-
ing caused in part by the
membership scheme.

The fanzine When Saturday
Comes observed that “people
would almost certainly have
been killed had there beem
fences in front of the terrace.”

There have been repeated
cries to pull down the
perimeter fences. A year ago,

Time to Reclaim

Ask any regular football supporter if he or she was

a prophetic editorial ap-
peared in the Off The Ball fan-
zine. It said:

“Common sense and the
evidence of previous tragedies
tells us that at least one ele-
ment of modern safety
measures — the increasingly
prevalent fencing-off of
crowds from pitches — ac-
tually puts supporters at con-
siderable risk...

“Tear them downm now,
before another club has to
echo the words of Bradford’s
Stafford Heginbotham,
‘There are 2 number of things
we all wish had been done
prior to this terrible tra-
8“", ”

The authorities were
warned not only by fans at the
grass roots but by some of
their own advisers.

The Bradford fire disaster
of 1985 led to the Popplewell
inquiry. Popplewell warned
of the dangers of perimeter
fencing and recommended
improved disaster planning.

He too was lgnored, except
for one recommendation: 1D
cards. If this had been In force
at Hillsborough on April 15th,
the tragedy would have been
even worse.

The cause of the
Hillshorough disaster wasa’t
just the combined incom-
petence of the police, Sheffield
City Council, FA, Football
League, Sheffield Wednesday
FC, and the Tory govern-
ment, though all these con-
tributed.,

It is more deeply rooted
than that and can omly be
dealt with by radical
measures,

The cause lles in a soclely
which places “football
hooliganism” at the top of the
political agends while lgmor-
ing the needs of the vast
majority of supporters for
baslc safety.

It liesin the drive for profits
which produced Zechrugge,
King’s Cross, and Clapham,
and put footballiag profits
above fans’ lives.

It lies in & government and
characterised football sup-
porters as “the ememy
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within", and treated them ac-
cordingly — like cattle, to be
herded, peaned-in, branded,
and, now, slaughtered.

The cause of the disaster
must also be sought in a sys-
tem of football administration
apparently designed more to
inflate the egos of ad-
ministrators than to meet the
needs of spectators,

Fans should no longer
modestly beg for “a hearing”
from the people who run the
game. They should demand
real power over it

Let the fans pick the
venues, allocate the tickets,
and use their collective ex-
perience to mould the game’s
future.

And let’s municipalise

Send this form with £2 membership fee to
Football Supporters Association, 59 Oakwood

Road, Liverpool L26 1XD.
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Let’s reclaim the game.

Articles from Off the Ball (March 1968); When Saturday Comes (May 1988)



